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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTIETH CONGRESS. 


HiRST- BSBHESSION. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 5, 1887. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Congress, the 
first session of the Fiftieth Congress commenced this day. 

The Senators assembled in the Senate Chamber in the Capitol at 
Washington city. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. JOHN J. INGALLS, a Senator from 
the State of Kansas) took the chair and called the Senate to order at 12 
o’clock noon. 

- PRAYER. 


Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered the fol- 
lowing prayer : 

Breathe into us, Oh Lord, our God, the spirit of prayer as we bow 
reverently at the throne of heavenly grace. Weadore Thee, our maker, 
our preserver, our redeemer, and bless Thee for the kind providence that 
in life and health brings us again together in these responsible relations. 

Oh Lord, our God, our eyes are toward Thee as we lift our hearts for 
guidance, for grace, for strength, that these, Thy servants, may meet the 
honorable and trying responsibilities of this day and all the duties that 
gather around them in Thy fear, in Thy love, with wisdom and strength 
that come down from God. In their persons, in their families, very 
abundantly bless them. So fill them with Thy spirit that amid the 
trying and worrying cares of life they may gain control over their own 
hearts and think and speak and act in the immediate presence of God. 

Bless, we pray Thee, our Government in all its departments, Re- 
member the President in great mercy, and the members of his Cabinet. 
Pour Thy spirit richly upon all who bear rule in this land and upon 
all who are under authority. 

Thy grace, Oh God of our fathers, follows us from year to year. We 
pray Thee save us from all the evils that threaten us, and help us so 
to walk in Thy commandments and ordinances, in the fear and love of 
God, that this land, so abundantly blessed of Heaven, may lead the 
nations of the world in their onward march toward that kingdom 
which shall never be moved. 

We commend to Thee the interests of all the people, and entreat 
Thee, Oh God, to deliver us from violence and lawlessness, from igno- 
rance and intemperance, and from everything that imperils the life, and 
the peace, and the well-being of the nation. Bless us among the na- 
tions of the world. 

We entreat Thee, Oh God, that Thy kingdom may bê established, and 
that the spirit of truth, of justice, of love, of mercy may control the 
hearts of all rulers and all people, and that very soon the time shall 
come when the kingdomsof this world shall be as one family, acknowl- 
edging God and Him whose right it is to reign. 

We ask these mercies, with forgiveness and grace, in the name of 
Him who hath tanght us, when we pray, to say: Our Father who art 
in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. Thy kingdom come. Thy will 
5e done in earth, as itis in heaven. Give us this day our daily bread. 

forgive us our trespasses as we forgive those who trespass against 
us. And lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil. For 
Thine is the kingdom, and the power, and the glory, forever. Amen. 


CREDENTIALS, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This being the day designated by the 
Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Congress, 
the Senate, pursuant thereto, is now in session, and will come to order. 

The Chair will lay before the Senate the certificates of election, cer- 
tificates of appointment, and other papers relative to the seats of Sen- 
ators, received since the adjournment of the Senate in March. 

The Chief Clerk will report the certificate of the executive of the 
State of Florida of the appointment of Jesse J. Finley as a Senator from 
that State to fill a vacancy. 

The credentials, dated February 28, 1887, appointing Jesse J. Finley 
to fill until the next meeting of the Legislature of Florida the vacancy 
occasioned by the expiration of the term of C. W. Jones, were read and 
ordered to lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT gro tempore presented a second certificate from the 
executive of the State of Florida of the appointmen*by him of Mr 
Finley a Senator from that State until the next meeting of the Leg- 
islature thereof, dated March 4, 1887; which was read and ordered to 
lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of Rufus 
Blodgett, chosen by the Legislature of New Jersey a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of Samuel 
Pasco, ¢hosen by the Legislature of Florida a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of William 
E. Chandler, chosen by the Legislature of New Hampshire a Senator 
from that State to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of Austin 
F. Pike in the term ending March 3, 1889; which were read. 


SENATOR FROM WEST VIRGINIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the certificate of the ap- 
pointment by the governor of West Virginia of Daniel B. Lucas as 
Senator from that State, to hold “‘ until the next meeting of the Legis- 
lature of said State having authority to fill’’ the vacancy occasioned 
by the expiration of the term of Johnson N. Camden on March 3, 1887; 
which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The certificate of the election of 
Charles J. Faulkner as a Senator from the State of West Virginia will 
now be read. 

The credentials of Charles James Faulkner, chosen by the Legisla- 
ture of West Virginia a Senator from that State for the term begin- 
ning March 4, 1887, were read, as follows: 


State of West Virginia, to wit: 

I, E. W. Wilson, governor of the State of West Virginia, do hereby certify 
that section 18, article 6, of the constitution of said State, provides as follows: 

“Sec. 18. The Legislature shall assemble at the seat of government biennially, 
and not oftener, unless convened by the governor. The first session of the Leg- 
islatare after the adoption of the constitution shall commence on the third Tues- 
day of November, 1872; and the regular biennial session of the Legislature shall 
commence on the second, Wednesday of January, 1875, and every two years 
thereafter, on the same nan a 4 

That in pursuance of said constitutional provision, the Legislature of said State 
convened at Charleston, the seat of government thereof, in regular biennial 
session, on the second Wednesday in January, 1887, and adjourned sine die on 
the 25th day of February, said year, without having chosen a Senator fromsaid 
State in the Senate of the United States, for the term beginning on the 4th day 
of March, A. D. 1887. 
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‘That on the 5th day of March, 1887, as 
B. Lucas, Seton the vacancy thus happe! 


teal lpg iy aforesaid, I appointed Daniel 


and caused a credential a my 


hand and seal of the State to be delivered to him in the foll owing 
words and figures, toot wit: 
“ State of West Virginia, to wit: 

“The term of J. N. Camden, who was, accordin: e Constitution of the 
United States, a Senator from the State of West V. ig the term endin 
on the 3d day of March, A. D. Seems, Gerad and EA aprop BE oa 
= having adjourned its regular bi apy apagan gia the Bik day of of po 


A. D. 1887, withont having chosen a Senator fro! 
of the United States, forthe term ing on the ith day of March, A- Basse 


having thus happened: N thi 
ant oy. W. Wilson poraa of the the State of of West Virginia, do, by virtue of said 
Constitution, appoint Daniel B. Lucas, of the euan A of Jefferson, a Senator 
from this State in the Senate of the United States, unti ae: next mei meeting of the 
islature of said State having authority to fill said vaca’ 
hand and the great 


“Given under my seal of the State, This the 5th day of 
March, A. D. 1887. 
ae ‘th E. W. WILSON. 
y the governor: 
ENRY 8. „WALKER, 
“ Secretary of State,” 
That by virtue of the 


wer vested in me as governor aforesaid by section 7, 
article 7, of the constitution of said ar mt e eE the Legislature thereof 
by proclamation, in the following words and figures, to wit: 

PROCLAMATION, 


STATE OF West VIRGINIA, EXECUTIVE DEPART 
Charleston, Mareh S. iss7. 


I, E. W. Wilson, governor of the State of West Virginia, under and by virtue 
of section 7 of article 7 of the constitution of said State, which provides that— 

“The governor may on extraordin: occasions convene at his own instance 
the Legislature, but whén so convened it shall enter upon no business except 
that stated in the proclamation by which it was called together,’ 

Do issue this, my proclamation, to convene the be gona of taid State at the 
seat of government, at Charleston, on the third W y in April, A. D. 1887, 
to consider and act pon the following subjects of legislative business, to wit: 

1. To make apprepriations of public money to pay general charges upon the 
treasury. 

2 Tox make we uct gi 7k of public money to pay members of the Le 
ture, and for salaries of the officers of the government, in pursuance of the 
ane d section es be the on article of the constitution, ad 2% 

3. To protect public treasury against unnecessary expenditures by— 

(1) Regulating the oar nan Saa cient yn criminal cases before 
justices of the peace ani courts. 
in eat Providing for and rere the allowances for the maintenance of lunatics 

To carry into effect section 9 of article Llof the constitution, which provides 


Railroads heretofore constructed, or that may hereafter be constructed mt 
this State, are hereby declared es Sinwa, and shall be free to all persons 
for the rer ba OT of Seir es ars maven Sy under such regu- 
lations as tow; at shall, from time to 
nas Ees laws, me reinga to railroad corporations in in ‘the State, establishin, 

nable maximum rates of charges the transportation of aproar far 
freight and providing for gine pan atv of the prevention of 
mations between through and local or hts and Jermina Gatti 
a cit mL aan wT the justrights of the publio, and shall enforce such laws 
"And to provida for securing such relief to the e ponis ot this State as may be 
from the act, recently passed by Congress, “An act to regulate com- 
merce. 


5. To hibit railroad companies from carrying or conveying public officers 
erie thay coats tree 0 ot eave, Be or at a less charge than the usual rate for other 
persons, and to abolish absolutely the eyan; 

6. To prohibit railroad companies from carrying or conyey ing delegates to 

litical conventions over their roads free of charge, or at a less charge than 
made for all other such delegates to such conventions; and to define: what 
shall constitute a political convention. 

7. To prohibit use of money and all other improper, fraudulent, and cor- 
rad means to secure nominations, by political parties,'or election to public 


8. To provide for the acceptance and confirmation of the re of the joint 
boundary commission on the boundary lines between West Virginia and 


lvania. 
r To To provide for establishing the boundary line between West Virginia and 


Marylan i 
oa To] provide for establishing the bourdary line between West Virginia and 


11, For the senate to act upon executive nominations for office. 
at testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed 
ou Lord ir, and ofthe at Charleston, this of March, in the year of 
‘ord 1887, and of the State the twenty-fourth. 


mot 


E. W. WILSON. 
ae a vernor : 
4 Haeey S. WALKER, 
Secretary of State, 

That in pursuance of said proclamation, the ture of said State assem- 
re inahe capitol building at Charleston afo; , on the third boca in 

April, A. D. 1887, and that, amongst other things, on i the 3d day an A 1857, the 

area ag procesa oea proceedings were taken in the senate, as appears by the journal 

to w 


Die narile moved that the senate —— by a viva voce vote of 
each member pomas to name a person for Senator mie the Gonateba of the United 
States, from this State, to fill the vacancy which exists in the representation of 
this State in the Senate of the United States, caused by the expiration of theterm 
of Johnson N. Camden and the failure of the Leglatate to to elect his successor. 

Mr. Morris raised the point of order that it was not then in order to take such 


a he president decided the point of order not well taken. 
On to the motion made by Mr. orin Morag ME Scott demanded the 
ayes and noes, poe the demand being sustained, they were ordered, and taken 


as follows: 
The pe were: Messrs. Price ses dent CADO Bond, Brown, Carr, Get- 
tinger, Gwinn, Alsel, Minder, M Minear, orris, rrison, McCreery, MoGallister, Ox- 


ley, Price (of Sommerville, Anime Switzer, Unger, and Van Pelt— 


TA — barba eps ope tat napa tke TeS and Scott. 

essrs. eran yard voting. motion was agreed to. 
Thereupon the president announced ld proceed openly, 

by a viva voce vote ofeach member present, to name a person for Senator Fa the 

Congress of the United States from this State, to fill vacancy which exists 

in the representation of this State in the Senate of the United States, caused by 


the expiration of the term of Johnson N. Camden, and the failure of the Legis- 
lature to elect his successor, to which vacancy the governor temporarily ap- 
pointed Daniel B. Lucas in the recess of the Legislature, prior to thẹ commence- 
wni of the present session hegecsenees 
hahere mor the senate, in pursuance of the eh Meg rhe the act of Con; 
States entitled “An act to regulate the timesand manner of 
i ee Senators in Congress,” approved July 25, 1566, proceeded to 
e such vote. 


yo 


r, Gwinn, Mo- 
Sree Unger, and Van Ted 


yder, Switzer, and Woodyard not v M 
votes cast, 23, of which Mr, Camden ae oy 10, Mr, Viie Diler Mr. Bar- 
bee received 1, Mr. Davis received 1, Mr. Haymond received 1, Mr, Brannon 
received 1; no person Saving received the votes of a majority of all the mem- 
bers of the senate present. 

The senate then resumed {ts regular order of business; and on the same day 
the ne Lhcie yey were taken in the house of delegates, as appears by 
the journal thereof, to wit 

The hour of 12 o'clock meridian having arrived, Mr. Woods moved that the 
house now proceed to vote, viva voce, for a United States Senator, as uired by 
the Constitution of the United States, and in pursuance of the act of Congress 

Groves July 25, 1866; which motion was to. 

Whereupon the house, in pursuance of the act of Congress of the United 
States entitled “An act to regulate the times and manner of holding elections 
for Senators in Congress,” approved July 25, 1866, p ed openly, by a viva 
voce vote of each member present, to name one person for Senator in Congress 
from this State, to fill the vacancy which exists in the representation of this 
State in the Senate of the United States caused by the expiration of the term 
of Johnson N. Camden, and the failure of the Legislature to select his successor, 
to which i rqpcd the governor = rarily appointed Daniel B. Lucas in the 
pom odes e Legislature prior to the carne keen of the present session 

herco! 

For that position Mr. Toler nomipated A. R Barbee, of the county of Mason; 
Mr. Chipley nominated A. F. Haymond, of the county of Marion; Mr. Me- 
Ciung nominated John W. Harris, of tho county of Greenbrier; Mr. Hagans 
nominated W. H. H. Flick, of the county of Berkeley; Mr. Ragland nominated 
Johnson N, Camden, of the county of Wood; Mr. Beckwith nominated D, B. 
Lucas, of the county of Jefferson.’ 

inne being no other nominations, the Speaker directed that the roll be 
cal 


b, Cochran, P. B., Crockeit, ei 
den, Gleason, Gorrell, 1, Hager, Hamilton, Harding, Hiner, oi Po idd, ldd, Peck, 
an 

me, Duval, 
Fien je aster Haymond, Hensley, Hoke, Bornes, cle Rite d, Targent, 


Woodyard ates, Oak: 
Taylor, and Toler voted for A. R. Babas anin. McClung and Sydenstricker 
voted for John W. Harris. Messrs. Chambers, Chipley and 4 Kinsey votedfor A 
F. Haymond. Messrs. Beckwith and Chew voted for D.B. Lucas. Mr. Pugh 
voted for John Brannon. All the members elected to the house being mt 
and voting. Wholenumber of votes cast, 65; of anien Mr. Camden Ss set $ 
Mr. Flick received 23, Mr. Barbee received 5, Mr. Haymond received 3, Mr. 
Harris received 2, Mr. Lucas received 2, Mr, Brannon received 1; from which 
vote it appears that no one person received the yotes of a majority of all the 
members elected to the house, 
That on the 4th day of May, 1887, the showing 
two houses in joint assembly, as appears by she Toucval 
This being the day fixed by an act of Congress 
“An act to regulate the times and manner o! 
Con; ” for the two houses of the L 


roceedings were taken by the 
rnal of ee ouse, to wit: 
uly 25, 1866, entitled 
g Arao nA for Senators in 
to convene in joint assembly, 
pron tier ee em the senate in a 


by the 


tes for ee pee purpose of carrying into effect the act of Congress providing for 
the aea of United States Senators.” 
the house then invited the president of the senate to take the 
dain and act as presiding officer of the joint assembly, Thereupon the presi- 
dent of the senate Brook the chairas presiding officer called the joint assembly 
toorder. The ding officer then directed the clerk of the senate to call the 
roll of the senate and the clerk of the house of de to call the roll of the 
house. The rolls of the senate and house were called by their respective clerks, 
and the presence in joint assembly of all the members elected to the house and 
a majority of all the members elected to the senate was announced by the pre- 
siding officer. On motion of Mr. Hamilton the rules of the senate, so far as 
plicable, were adopted for the t of the joint assembly. The journals 
of the two houses of the Seatsintare si of yesterday were then read by their re- 
ve clerks. an Se the presiding officer announced the fol owing as 
result of the vote on n arer, house for United States Senator: 
ee the Joleen N: agree Raptor ved 10 votes; W.H. H. Flick received 
9 votes; A. R. received 1 vote; “ERY Brannon received 1 vote; J. J. 
Davis received 1 vote; A. F. Haymond received 1 vote. - Whole number of votes 
cast, 23; number of senators not voting, 3. 
In the house of peor war soua . Camden received 29 votes; W. H. H. 
received 5 votes; A. F. Haymond re- 


Flick received 23 votes; 

ceived 3 votes; John W, WW. ani received 2 votes; D. B. Lucas received 2 votes; 
John Brannon received 1 vote. Whole number of votes cast, 65; all the mem- 
bers elected to the house haying voted. 

Therew on, the presidin; Ofieer announced that as no one person voted for 
had receiv a majority of of all the votes cast by each house of the Legislature, 
voting phasta their resptctive there was no election, 

The presiding Tas then announced that the joint assembly would proceed 
3 anoa bya Karg voce vote of cach member present, a on for Senator in 

from this State, to fill the vacancy which exists in the representation 

State in the Senate of the United States, caused | the expiration of the 

on of Johnson N. Camden, and the failure of the lature to select his suc- 

cessor, to which vacancy the governor temporarily appointed Daniel B. Lucas, 

in Sone of the Legislature, prior to the commencement of the present ses- 
sion reo! 


er of 


$ $ 

hareupen the ouelaiags Seine Cael that as no ends voted for had 

rowiren a majority of all the votes cast by both branches of the Legislature, 

in joint assembly, there was no election. Mr. Hamilton, a delegate, 

evn that the joint prone donow dissolve. On that motion Mr. Hiner de- 

manded the ayes and hich demand was not sustained. The motion to 

dissolve was putand seided in theaffirmative. Whereupon the presidi ing 
officer declared the joint assembly dissoived. The senate then retired to th 

chamber and the speaker resumed the chair, 


1887. 
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ir cee eag eo! of May, 1887, the were taken b; 
the two houses in joint pecan of) as appears Se of the 
journal of the house, by the clerk and keeper of the rolls thereof, to wit: 

The presence of the senate within the gem the house of d tes, preceded 


by their sergeant-at-arms, iden 
ian, the hour required sek act of 
bers of the two houses of the 


purpose of el: ga Senator in Congress, was anno t-at- 
arms of the house of del Whe the president of the senate ad- 
dressed the speaker of the oraa del as follows: 

“Mr. Speaker, the senate in the hall of the house offdelegates 
for the mrpose of carrying into effect the act of Congress providing for the clec- 
tion of States Senators.” 


The LEE the house then invited the president of the senate to take the 
chair and be cha apregs «I officer of the joint assembly. Thereupon the sem 
dent of the senate took thechair as officer, and called the joint assem- 
bly to order. The presiding officer then directed the clerk of the senate to ca) 
the roll of the senate and the clerk of the house of <a to eal the rll of 
the house. The rolls of the senate and house were ir respective 
clerks, and the presence in E Aarel IE cial Sins TRORA k SAA oe ass 
house anda majority of all the members elected to the senate was announced 
eA as Peon ot he Erand, del the rules adopted for the t 

On motion o! T. a delegate, a or goyernmeni 
of the ejoa assembly were suspended, and the Aprire that ye nas of the jour- 
the senate and house of delogates of yesterday to uching the proceed- 
ings of the joint assembly was dispensed with. 

h: journais 


e said two were then approved. 

The presiding officer then announced that th that the joint assembly would proceed 
to choose, by a viva voce vote of t, a Sa tor Stns in 
Congress from this State, to fill the moron which apt the representation 
of this State in the Senate of the Unit gira mies rapa expiration of the 
term haha oy Camden e rapea k reae ap porig S ae 


the county of B a member of the senate, arrika 
Charles J. Faulkner, of ten county aniy of Berkeley. Mr. Gorrell, a del ,» nomi- 
nated Jacob B. Jackson, of the county of Mr. Rowan ( er), ie 


ns, a di 
Berkeley. Mr. To a delegate, KANIE AA A. R. Paban A the county of 
Mason. Mr. Shaw, a delegate, nominated William T. Ice, of the boanty of 
pee ene a member of the senate, nominated J. M. Jackson, of the 
county o 
Upon acallof the roll of the senate by its clerk, Messrs. Price (president) 
Brown, Flournoy, Gettinger, Gwinn, M: ‘eCallister, Oxley, Price tof 
Marshall), Sommerville, Sweeney, Switzer, Unger, and Van Pelt, voted for OC. J. 
Faulkner. Messrs. Arnold, Bond, ad F Maxw 


Barbee. Mr. Scott voted for N. a Whittaker; Mr. Snyder not voting. Number 
of senators present and voting 25. Charles J. Faulkner received 14 votes; W. 
a HE seo dubia beni votes; A. R. Barbee received I vote; N. E. Whittaker re- 
ceiy v 


Spa speaker), Jacob, Ode hrane, Pe, 


den, Gorrell, 
Peck, Pugh, ‘Rag id, Reynol Hardin 
and Yeager voted for Charles J. baie 


, Gar- 
oe Hines Somer Kidd, n, Fores McClun n 
Noseberry, Shaw, Spencer, Sydenstrick ober, 


Sia Hapara ormoni; orter Middieto asa 


Reopp, Sinclair, Smith, Thayer, Woodyard, and ss pon voted for W. H. H. Pi 
Messrs, Gates, Oakes, Sturm, ok bg and Toler voted for A. R. Barbee. 

Mr. Whittaker voted for Johnson N . Camden; Ar. a voted for R. 8. 
Brown; Mr. Gleason voted for N. E. Whittaker. Absent and not voting, Mr. 
Woods. Number of delegates a, and ies. 

Charles J. Faulkner received 34 votes; W. H. H. Flick received 22 votes; A. R. 
Barbee received 6 votes; Johnson N. Camden received 1 vote; R.S. Brown re- 
ceived 1 vote; N. E. Whittaker received 1 vote. 

Whole number a! votes cast in point Mangan gt necessary toa ewes oe 

Flick received 81; ALR. Bar: 
2; R. 


of which Charles J. Ease py atone 
Camden ao li 1; N. E. Whittaker received 


bee received 6; Johnson N 
8. Brown received 1, 

The said Oaea J. Faulkner having received a oe, of all the votes of 
the joint assembly, a majority of all the memberselected to both 

resent and yoting; w! pon the officer 

. Faulkner, having ı bream he a majority of all the votes cast by both branches 

of the eee t assembly, is duly elected Senator in Con 
from this State, ter Al t which exists in the representation of this 
State in the Senate of the United Ste States caused b; the be peor of the term of 
Johnson N, Camden, and the failure of the ture to elect his nea to 
which vacancy the governor temporarily bo otro po Dav TE. B. Lucas in the re- 
cess of the Legislature prior to the commencement of the presentsession thereof. 


B. Peyton, clerk of the house of d 
sot do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and pt from 
the records in my office of the who! of the two houses of the 
lature, in Joint assembly, voting ek, a United , on the 5th day of 


all the votes cast, a DA of of an the members elected to each house being 
Done at the ee fee of Charleston, the PE Ee State, this the 25th day of 


May, A 
Attest: J. B. rine A 
Clerk of the House of Delegates and Keeper of the Rolls. 
Given under my hand and the great seal of the State this the 2d day of 


June, A. D. 1887. 
SEAL] E. W. WILSON. 


y the governor: 
Y S. WALKER, 


Secretary of State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the protest of Hon. Daniel B. Lucas against the administration of the 
oath of office to Charles James Faulkner, claiming to have been 
elected a Senator from the State of West Virginia, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the protest, but before conclud- 
ing was interrupted by— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I would suggest that as that remon- 


strance is in the nature of a petition, the statement of its purport, 
which has been made from the Chair, is all that is required; and it will 
be unnecessary to detain the Senate ‘by reading it in full. I suggest, 
- | however, as it has been partly read, that the whole of it be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that course 
will be taken, and the protest will be laid on the table and be printed 
in full in the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows : 


Wasuinctor, December 5, 1887. 
A PROTEST. 


To the Senate and Senators of the United States: 


As the duly appointed Senator of the State of West biag pointed to fill 
a vacancy whi Happonaa Dy She Sapio oE ne term ae Jo N. Cam- 
den on the 4th of March, 1887, ee the recess of the Legislature, and also as a 
citizen and voter of said State, I Ily protest against the swearing in 
and seating of Charles James Faulkner as $ Senator of said State, upon the 


llowing grounds: 

I. The executive of said State has not certified the election of said Charles 
James Faulkner, under the seal of the State, to the President of the Senate 
z ee States, as required by section 18 of the act of Congress approved 

uly 

Res For —- kokoa in the brief of Daniel B. Lucas, a copy of which 

ro 
wth Decane the. said Eragon ety Faulkner was at the time and date of 
udge of the thirteenth 


6, thereof, 
R, 


of 
nished 


goning the term of 
Poli made. No jud 


e during his 


ARA A. Brief of D B. Anan B. eee resignation of said es 
James Faulkner as judge of the thirteenth judicial circuit of West Rhos Camis 
and the reception and acceptance of the same by the epore on the 6th day of 


May, 1887, certified under the great seal of said 

T “parasite begs leave to call attention to the fact that the decision in this 
case establish a precedent, in confirmation of which statement he begs leave 
to append the synopsis of the only contest bearing any analogy, as follows: 


Thirty-fourth Congress, first session. Lyman Tampal, Senator from Illinois 
x from March 4, 1855, to March 3, 1873. 


June 7, 1852, Mr. Trumbull was elected s judge of the supreme court of Ilinois 
mra term of nine years, and was duly commissioned June 24. May 19, 1553, he 
ed this office, to take effect July bc 1853. ne 8, 1855, he was elected 


tot Senate of the United States for term beginning March 4, 1855. The 


constitution of Illinois provided that the judges of the supreme court should 
noe be eligible to an: y office of public trust or profit in the United States du 
the term for which they were elected, nor for one TE ioen om that all 


excused ; which 


rt was accepted the Senate. A resolution declaring Mr. Trumbull en- 
fit ed to his seat was then introduced and passed the Senate in dapor of the 
and 8 nays. ments show that the Senators voting in favor of the 


The argu 
legality ort the election did so from different grounds; some proceeding 
the ground that this case did not come within the the meaning oft the dans of th the 
State ory ata referred to, because Mr. piirame had resigned the office of 


year before his oeer to the Senate, and others proceed- 

prie meig i mated Ihas A MAIS ORAT os aperada quannoatons of a Senator to 

Sor by the United States Constitution. (Taft's Senate Election Cases, 
peel of sf which is respectfully submitted, DAN. B. LUCAS, 


B. 
STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, May 6, 1887. 
The governcs received the following communication from Charles James 


Karer MARTINSEURGH, May 5, 1887. 
To Governor E. W. Witsow: 


The ure of West Virginia having elected me United Stai 
from this to ‘to fill the term commen 4th of March, 1887, I eer tender 
my resignation as judge of the th fadicial circuit, to take effect at once. 
This prompt action is rendered necessary by the fact that the Jefferson spring 
term commences the 17th of May,and Iam RAIRA that you should have every 

interested before my successor. 


opportunity to consult those 
CHAS, J. FAULKNER. 


Very truly, yours, 
tion tendered in the f communication is hereb 
Se REL sein En WSO. 
the governor: 
sad Heser S. WALKER, 
of Slate. 


STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, Office of Secretary of State: 

I, Henry S. Walker, secretary of state of the State of West Virginia, do here- 
by ‘certify that the foregoing and annexed writing is a true and correct Nes (di 
the resignation of Charles James Faulkner as ju: of the thirteenth ji 
circui ante the anona ae the same by the governor, a8 appear from the 
executive journal in my said office. 

Given under nd basal and the — seal of the said State, at the city of 


Charleston, this day of August, =e ee 
SEAL, HEN ime 7 
l 1 Seorelary of Slate, 
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DECEMBER 5, 


SWEARING IN OF SENATORS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Secretary calls the roll of 
newly-chosen Senators, they will advance to the Chair to receive the 
official oath required by the Constitution, as prescribed by the law. 

The Chief Clerk read the names of— 

Nelson W. Aldrich, of the State of Rhode Island. 

William B. Bate, of the State of Tennessee. 

Rufus Blodgett, of the State of New Jersey. 

William E. Chandler, of the State of New Hampshire. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came for- 
ward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

Francis M. Cockrell, of the State of Missouri. 

John W. Daniel, of the State of Virginia. 

Cushman K. Davis, of the State of Minnesota. 

Henry L. Dawes, of the State of Massachusetts. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came for- 
ward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

George F. Edmunds, of the State of Vermont. 

Charles James Faulkner, of the State of West Virginia. 

James Z. George, of the State of Mississippi. 

Arthur P. Gorman, of the State of Maryland. - 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to object, for the time being, to 
the administration of the oath to Mr. Faulkner, of West Virginia. 

Perhaps I may interrupt the order of the Senate so far as to say that 
I understand that whatever question arises concerning the title of that 
gentleman to a seat arises upon the credentials themselves, the whole 

proceeding of the Legislature and the history of the case being there 
pane and fully recited. Itseems proper, therefore, that the matter 
should be considered by a committee before the oath is administered; 
and I suppose I may, in accordance with the usages of the Senate, so far 
presume that I shall myself be a member of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections hereafter as to be able to give an assurance that the ques- 
tion shall be dealt with at the earliest possible moment, so that the 
gentleman entitled to the seat will be able to enter upon the discharge 
of his duties as Senator very soon. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, the course suggested by the Senator 
from Massachusetts seems eminently appropriate, and I trust that that 
action may be taken without the formality of a vote. I think the Sen- 
ate will agree to it without division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made in one case, 
the oath of office will be administered to those Senators whose names 
have been called on whose credentials there is no question. 

Messrs. Edmunds, George, and Gorman advanced to the desk of the 
President pro tempore, and the oath prescribed by law was administered 
to them, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I presume that without any action on 
the part of the Senate Mr. Faulkner will be entitled to the privileges 
of the floor until the contest is determined. I understand that to be 
the precedent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands the rule, 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

George Gray, of the State of Delaware. 

Eugene Hale, of the State of Maine. 

Joseph R. Hawley, of the State of Connecticut, 

George Hearst, of the State of California. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came for- 
ward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

Frank Hiscock, of the State of New York. 

Algernon S. Paddock, of the State of Nebraska. 

Samuel Pasco, of the State of Florida. 

Matthew 8. Quay, of the State of Pennsylvania. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came for- 
ward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

John H. Reagan, of the State of Texas. 

Philetus Sawyer, of the State of Wisconsin. 

John Sherman, of the State of Ohio. 

William M. Stewart, of the State of Nevada. 

Francis B. Stockbridge, of the State of Michigan. 

David Turpie, of the State of Indiana. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came for- 
ward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The Senators-elect having been sworn and taken their seats in the 
Senate, the following Senators were present: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and James L. Pugh. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry and James K. Jones. 

California—George Hearst and Leland Stanford. 

Colorado—Thomas M. Bowen and Henry M. Teller, 

Connecticut—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware—George Gray and Eli Saulsbury. 

#lorida—Wilkinson Call and Samuel Pasco, 


Georgia—Joseph E. Brown and Alfred H. Colquitt. 
Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom.and Charles B. Farwell. 
Indiana—David Turpie and Daniel W. Voorhees. 
TJowa—William B. Allison and James F. Wilson. 
Kansas—John J. Ingalls and Preston B. Plumb. - 
Kentucky—James B. Beck and Joseph C. S. Blackburn, 
Louisiana—James B. Eustis and Randall L. Gibson. 
Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 
Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and Ephraim K. Wilson. 
Massachusetts—Henry L. Dawes and George F. Hoar. 
Michigan—Thomas W. Palmer and Francis B. Stockbridge. 
Minnesota—Cushman K. Davis and Dwight M. Sabin. 
Mississippi—James Z. George and E. C. Walthall. 
Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 
Nebraska—Charles F. Manderson and ‘Algernon 8, Paddock. 
Nevada—William M. Stewart. 

New Hampshire—Henry W. Blair and William E. Chandler. 
New Jersey—Rufus Blodgett and John R. McPherson. 

New York—William M. Evarts and Frank Hiscock. 

North Carolina—Matt W. Ransom and Zebulon B. Vance, 
Ohio—Henry B. Payne and John Sherman. 
Oregon—Joseph N. Dolph and John H. Mitchell. 
Pennsylvania—James Donald Cameron and Matthew 8. Quay. 
Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and Jonathan Chace, 
South Carolina—M. C. Butler. 

Tennessee—Isham G. Harris and William B. Bate. 
Texas—Richard Coke and John H. Reagan. 
Vermont—George F. Edmunds and Justin S. Morrill. 
Virginia—John W. Daniel and Harrison H. Riddleberger. 
West Virginia—John E. Kenna, 

Wisconsin—Philetus Sawyer and John C. Spooner, 


SENATOR FROM INDIANA, 


Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of F. Winter and another, a 
committee of members of the General Assembly of Indiana, in regard 
to the seat of Hon. Mr. Turpie, of Indiana. I move that the memorial 
and also all papers now on the files of the Senate relating to the same 
case be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections when 
appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a quo- 
rum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed to busi- 
ness, 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock me- 
ridian until otherwise ordered. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two members be appointed, to join 
= committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, to wait 
n the President of the United States and inform him that a quorum of each 
ouse is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communication 

he may be pl make. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the partof the Senate; and Messrs. MORRILL 
and MORGAN were appointed. 

PETITION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of Thomas L. Mitchell and N. 
J. Gibson, of Tennessee, praying fora constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, sale, importation, exportation, or transporta—~ 
tion of alcoholic drinks in the United States. I move that the petition 
lie upon the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
when appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock p. m.y the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 6, 1887, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 5, 1887. -à 


This day, in compliance with the prescription of the Constitution, the 
members-elect of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress 
assembled in their Hall, and, at 12 o'clock m., were called to order by 
the Clerk of the last House, Mr. John B. Clark. 

The CLERK. Gentlemen, the hour having arrived for the foes bo 
the Fiftieth Congress, the Clerk of the Forty-ninth 
by law, will call the roll of the Representatives-elect who have filed with 
the Clerk their certificates of election. 


1887. 


Theroll was called, showing the presence of the following Membersand 


Delegates : 


James T. Jones. 
Hilary A. Herbert, 
William ©, Oates. 


Alexander C. Davidson, 


C, R. Breckinridge. 
Thomas 0. McRae. 


T. L. Thompson, 
Marion Bi ag 
Joseph Me 


Robert J. Vance, 
Carlos French, 


Robert H. M. Davidson, 


Thomas M. Norwood. 
Henry G. Turner. 
Charles F. Crisp. 
Thomas W. Grimes, 
John D. Stewart. 


Ransom W. Dunham. 

Frank Lawler. 

William E, Mason. 
dams, 


Hit 
Thomas J. pE 
Ralph Plumb. 
wis E. Payson, 
Philip S. Post, - 


Alvin P. Hovey. 
John H. O'Neall, 
Jonas G. Howard, 
William S. Holman, 
Courtland C. Matson, 
Thomas M. Browne, 
William D. Bynum, 


John H. Gear. 
Walter I. Hayes. 
David B. Henderson. 
William E. Fuller, 
Daniel Kerr. 

J. B. Weaver. 


E. N. Morrill. 

E, H. Funston. 
Bishop W, Perkins. 
Thomas Ryan, 


. 
Wiliam J. Stone, 
Polk Laffoon. 
W. Godfrey Hunter. 
A. B. Montgomery. 
Asher G. Caruth, 
John G. Carlisle, 


Theodore 8, Wilkinson. 


Matthew D. Lagan, 
Edward J. Gay, 


Thomas B. Reed. 
Nelson Dingley, jr. 


Charles H. Gibson. 
Frank T, Shaw. 
Harry Welles Rusk. 


Robert T. Davis. 
John D, Long. 
Leopold Morse. 
Patrick A. Collins, 
Edward D. Hayden. 
Henry Cabot Lodge. 


J. Logan Chipman. 
Edward P. Allen. 
James O'Donnell, 
Julius ©. Burrows. 
Melbourne H. Ford, 
Mark 8. Brewer. 


Li 
John L. Macdonald, 
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ALABAMA. 
James E, Cobb, 
John H. Bankhead, 
William H. Forney, 
Joseph Wheeler, 


ARKANSAS, 
John H, 
Samuel W. veel. 
CALIFORNIA. 
W. W. Morrow. 


Charles N. Felton. 
William Vandever. 


COLORADO. 
George G. Symes. 


CONNECTICUT. 


Charles A. Russell, 
Miles T. Granger. 


DELAWARE. 
John B. Penington. 


FLORIDA. 
Charles Dougherty. 


GEORGIA. 


James H. Blount. 
Judson O, Clements, 
Henry H. Carlton. 
Allen D, Candler, 
George T. Barnes. 


ILLINOIS, 
bree me Gest. 


Joseph G. Gannon 
Bilas. Z. Landes. 

Edward Lane. 

Jehu Baker. 

Richard W, Townshend, 
John R. Thomas. 


INDIANA. 
James T, Johnston. 
Joseph B. Cheadle. 
William D: Owen. 
George W. Steele. 
James B. White. 
Benjamin F. Shively. 


IOWA. 
Edwin H. Conger, 
A. R. Anderson, 
Joseph Lyman. 
Adoniram J. Holmes. 
Isaac 8, Struble. 


KANSAS, 
Jolin A, Anderson. 


Erastus J. Turner. 
Samuel R. Peters, 


KENTUCKY. 
William C. P. erage. 
James B. MoC 
George M. oraaa, 
W. P. Taulbee, 
H. F, Finley. 


LOUISIANA. 


Newton C, Blanchard, 
Churubusco Newton. 
S. M. Robertson 


MAINE. 
Seth L. Milliken. 
Charles A, Boutelle, 
MARYLAND. 


Isidor Rayner. 
Barnes Compton. 
Louis E. McComas, 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


William Cogswell. 
Charles H. Allen, 
Edward Burnett. 
John E. Russell, 
William Whiting. 
Francis W. Rockwell, 


MICHIGAN, 


Justin R. Whiting. 
Timothy E. Tarsney, 
Byron M. ue 


MINNESOTA. 


Edmund Rice. 
Knute Nelson, 


John M. Allen, 
J. B. Morgan. 
T. C. Catchings. 
F. G. Barry. 


Wiliam H. Hatch, 
Charles H. Mansur. 
Alexander M. Dockery. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


©. L. Anderson. 
Thomas R. Stockdale. 
Charles E. Hooker, 


MISSOURI. 


John J. O'Neill, 
John M. Glover. 


James N. Burnes, Richard P, B 
William Warner. William J. Stone. 
John T. Heard, William H. Wade. 
John E. Hutton. James P, Walker. 
NEBRASKA. 
John A, McShane, George W. E. Dorsey. 
James Laird. 
> NEVADA. 
William Woodburn. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
L. F. McKinney. Jacob H. Gallinger. 
NEW JERSEY. 
George Hires. Wiliam Walter Phelps, 
James Buchanan, Herman Lehlbach, 
John Kean, jr, William McAdoo, 
James N, Pidcock, 
NEW YORK. 
Felix Campbell, Charles Tracey. 
Stephen V. White. George West. 
Archibald M. Bliss, John H. Moffitt. 
Amos J. nea Abraham X, Parker, 
Lloyd S. Bry: James S. Shernan., 
Timothy J. Campbell: David Wilbur. 
Samuel S. Cox, James J. Belden, - 
Francis B, Spinola, Milton De Lano, 
Truman A. Merriman. Newton W. seen 
William Bourke Cockran, Thomas 8S. Flood. 
Ashbel P. Fitch. Ira Davenport. 


William G. Stablnecker, 
n, 


Henry Bacoi 

John H. Ketcham, 
Stephen T, Hopkins. 
Edward W. Greenman, 


Charles 8. Baker. 


William G, Laidlaw, 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Louis O. Latham. 
F. M. Simmons. 
©, W. McClammy. 
John Nichols. 
John M. Brower. 


Benjamin Butterworth, 


Charles E. Brown. 

E. 8. Williams, 

S.S, Yoder. 

George E. Seney. 

M. M. Boothman, 

James E. Campbell, 
Robert P. Kennedy, 

William C. Cooper. 

Jacob Romeis. 


Edwin S. Osborne, 
Henry H. Bingham. 
Charles O'Neill. 
Samuel J. Randall. 
William D, Kelley. 
Alfred C, Harmer. 
Smedley Darlington. 
Robert M. Yardley. 
Daniel Ermentrout. 
John A, Hiestand. 
William H, Sowden. 
Charles R. Buckalew, 
John Lynch, 
Charics N. Brumm, 


Henry J. Spooner, 


Samuel Dibble. 
George D. Tillman, 
William H., Perry. 


Roderick R. Butler. 
L. ©, Houk. 

John R. Neal. 

James D, Richardson, 
Joseph E. Washington., 


Charles Stewart’ 
William H. Martin. 
C. B. Kilgore, 

D. B. Culberson, 
Silas Hare. 

Joseph Abbott, 


Jobn W. Stewart. 


Alfred Rowland, 

John 8, Henderson. 

William H. H. Cowles, 

Thomas D. Johnston, . 


OHIO. 
Albert C. Thompson, 
Joseph H. Outhwaite, 
Charles P. Wickham. 
Charles H. Grosvenor. 
Beriah Wilkins. 


Joseph D. Ta pon 
William Mo 


Martin A, Foran. h 


OREGON. 
Binger Hermann. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Franklin Bound, 
Frank C. Bunnell. 


Louis E. Atkinson, 
Levi Maish, 
Welty MeCullogh. 
elty allogi 

John Dalzell 

_ Thomas M. iyan 
Oscar L. Jackson, 
James T. Maffett, 
Norman Hall. 
William L. Scott, 


RHODE ISLAND. 
Warren O. Arnold, 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 


John J. Hemphill. 
George W. Dargan, 
William Elliott. 


TENNESSEE. 


Washin 
Benjamin 
P. T, Glass, 
James Phelan. 


TEXAS. 


m O. Whitthorne. 
A. Enloe. 


W. H. Sire 
L. W.M 
R. e 
J. D. Sa mol 
S. W.T. "Tanham. 


VERMONT. 
William W. Grout. 
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VIRGINIA. 
T. H. B. Browne. Samuel I. Hopkins. 


George E. Bowden. Charles T. O'Ferrall. 
Se es Wise. Af a F. Lee. 

; nes. < DOwen. i Outhwaite, Shively, Vance, 
John R. Brown. Jacob Yost. McClammy, Peel, Simmons, Waiker, 

WEST VIRGINIA. McCreary, Penington, Snyder, Washington, —~ 
McKinney, Perry, Sowden, Weaver, 
Nathan Goff, jr. Charles P. Snyder, McRae, Pheian, Spinola, Wheeler, 
ee Rasa! DOER Randali, Stantneck Whittherne,” 
erriman, necker, orne, 
: WISCONSIN. TUN i Rayner, Stewart, ©. 5 Witkin, 
. Caswell nas 3 Montgomery, ce, Ste . J. D. 0, 
Bichard Guenther, ¢ cease One Moore, i Ricbardson, Stockdale, Wilson, ‘P. 
Robert M. La Follette. Ormsby B. Thomas, Moan, Robertson, Steg we g> ko Wilson, W. L. 
‘ Smi Isaac Stephenson. orse, Rogers, one, W.J. j 
nany : sa t, SS Neal, Rowland Tarsney, ° Yoder. 
The following is the list of Delegates from the Territories: Newton, Russell, J. E. Taulbee, 
ARIZONA. NEW MEXICO, co ite EERO- A 
É ms, venpo Kean, umb, 

Marcus A. Smith. Antonio Joseph. Allen, Ü. H. Davis, Kelley, Post, 

DAKOTA. UTAH. Allen, E. P. Delano, Kennedy, Rockwell, 
Oscar S. Gifford. John T. Caine. Anderson, J. A. Dingiey, Kerr, Romeis, 

IDAHO. WASHINGTON. ; 

Fred. T. Dubois. Charles S. Voorhees. 

MONTANA. WYOMING. 
Joseph K. Toole. Joseph M. Carey. 


Boothman, Fuller, Long, nes 
Bound, Funston, Lyman, Stewart, J. W. 
Boutelle, Gaines, Matfett, Struble, 
Bowden, Gallinger, Mason, 

Bowen, Gear, McComas, ylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Gest, McCormick, Taylor, J. D. 


The CLERK. For the information of the members of the Howes, the 
Clerk has made a tabulated statement showing the changes in the list 
of members since the election of the Fiftieth Congress, which he re- 
quests to have printed in the record of the proceedings of this day. 


There was no objection. Brower, Goff, McCull ‘Thomas, G. M, 
The tabulated list is as follows: Browne, T. H. B. Grosvenor, y Mekane Eae ori ae 
' x 3 s = fy % rown, C. rout, cKinley a 
List of changes since the election of the Fiftieth House of Representatives. | Brown, J. R. Guenther, Milliken. ` ‘Thompson, A.C, 


Buchanan, Harmer, Moffatt, S.C. Turner, E J. 
Bunnell, Hayden, Moffitt, J.H. Vandever, 
Burrows, Henderson, D.B. Morrill, Wade, 


District. Successor. Baten xth, apnea J. Moron, t aiaj 

utterwo! rmann, elson, eber, 

=: Cannon, Hiestand, Nutting, ? 
f Eighth Wis- Nils P. Haugen. H 
consin. itt, 


William H. Martin. 
James J. Belden. 


Samuel M. Robertson. 


Secoud Texas.. 
Twenty-fifth | F 
New — 


çi e Pakis Hunter, Perkins, 
Be ha Ae Aes i h | Nicholas T. Kanet*.....,... Sept. 14,1887 | Charles Tracey. r J A Poten. 
Pecington: Johnston, J.T. Phelps, 


* Died. 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER, 


NOT TON 
The CLERK. The roll-call shows that 317 members have appeared | Belmont, Cothran, opkins, 8. I. Pugsley, 
and answered to their names; more than a quorum being present, BoOoT a ot ] Mah AATA Te aV. 4 


The next business before the House is the election of a Speaker to 
preside over the deliberations of the Fiftieth Congress, for which office 
nominations are now in order. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Clerk, I have the honor to place in nomination for 
the Speakership of the Fiftieth Congress the name of JOHN G. CAR- 
LISLE, a Representative-elect from the Stateof Kentucky. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Clerk, I nominate for the office of Speaker of 
the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress THoMAS B. REED, 
a Representative-elect from the State of Maine. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

The CLERK. If there be no further nominations, the Clerk will re- 
quest Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, Mr. MILLS, of Texas, Mr. Mc- 
KIxLEY, of Ohio, and Mr. Lona, of Massachusetts, toact as tellers; and | 
the rules of the House providing that the vote shall be viva rece, the 
Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The roll was called with the following result : 

For JOHN G. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, 163; for THOMAS B. REED, of 
Maine, 147; for CHARLES N. BRUMM, of Pennsylvania, 2; not voting, 13. 


FOR CARLISLE—163. 


Carlisle, 

After the roll-call, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, said: I did not respond to my name 
when called because I am paired with the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. MCMILLIN, who is detained at home by sickness. Were he here 
I would vote for Mr. THOMAB B, REED. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I did not voté because I am paired 
with my colleague, Mr. MAHONEY, who has been called home by a 
sudden bereavement. If I had voted I should have voted for Mr. 
THOMAS B. REED. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk : > 

Mr. COTHRAN with Mr. PuesLeEy, on the organization of the House. 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. RYAN, on the organization of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague, Mr. MCMILLIN, is detained at 
home by illness. He is paired with the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. 
Browne. If he had been here he would have voted for Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Clerk, the tellers appointed to canvass the 
vote for Speaker have directed me to report that they agree in their 
tally, with this result: Whole number of votes cast, 312; of this num- 
ber Mr. JOHN G. CARLISLE, a Representative-elect from the State of 
Kentucky, has received 163 votes ; Mr. THOMAS B. REED, a Representa- 


Abbott, Cam J. E. Dibble, Heard, S e = 

Allen, J. M. Campbell T.J. Dockery; Test tive-elect from the State of Maine, has received 147; and Mr. CHARLES 
Anderson, A. R. r, Dougherty, Hen: J.8. N. BRUMM, a Representative-elect from the State of Pennsylvania, has 
Anderson, C. L. Carleton, Elliott, Herbert, ived 2 

Anderson,G.A. Caruth, Enloe, Hogg. received ~, ‘ 
Bacon, i cating, Ermentrout, Holman, The CLERK. The House has heard the report of the tellers, showing 
Bankhea 


a total vote cast of 312, of which Mr, JOHN G. CARLISLE, a member- 
elect from the State of Kentucky, received 163 votes for the office of 
Speaker of this House; Mr. THOMAS B. REED, a member-elect from 
the Stateof Maine, 147 votes; and Mr. CHARLES N. BRUMM, amember- 
elect from the State of Pennsylvania, 2 votes. The Clerk, therefore, 


Cow ass, -  Latfoon, declares that JOHN G. CARLISLE, a Representative-elect from the State 
ZEA ees Paes Sores: Lagan, of Kentucky, is duly elected Speaker of the House of Representatives 
centers VESE EN Grants, A Tons, of the Fiftieth Congress. [Applause.] Mr. Cox, of New York, and 
Buckalew, Culberson, Grimes, ` Lanham, Mr. REED, of Maine, will please escort the Speaker-elect to the chair. 
puen Cummings, Hall, ae Mr. Cox and Mr. REED conducted Mr. CARLISLE to the chair, 
cca Darpan Ta aay Taa i Mr. KELLEY, having. served longest continuously as a member of 
Campbell, Felix Davidson, R. H. M. Taree, Lynch, the House, administered to the Speaker-elect the oath prescribed. 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER then addressed the House as follows: 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, in assuming for the third 
time the duties of the laborious and responsible office to which you have 
just chosen me, I desire to tender my grateful thanks for the distin- 
guished honor conferred, and to assure you that it will be my constant 
endeavor to justify the confidence you have reposed in me by a fair and 
im administration of the law governing your proceedings. 

No length of service in this trying position can ever enable the in- 
cumbent to begin the labors of a new term without an oppressive feel- 
ing of embarrassment and apprehension. In fact, experience in this 
place increases rather than diminishes the sense of personal and official 
responsibility; and I can say without affectation that upon no pre- 
vious occasion have I undertaken the discharge of my duties here with 
less confidence in my capacity to discharge them well or with a stronger 
feeling of dependence upon the support of others. Noneofuscan hope to 
satisfy the just expectations of our respective constituents or to discharge 
the full measure of our responsibilities to the public at large unless we 
enter upon the important and difficult work before us with a determi- 
nation to cultivate a spirit of forbearance and conciliation, and to as- 
sist each other at all times in the maintenance of order and decorum 
in our gs. 

In his attempts to promote the prompt and regular transaction of the 
public business the presiding officer in a body like this is almost en- 
tirely dependent upon the co-operation of gentlemen upon the floor; 
andit is a very great encouragement to me to know from the experience 
of the past that he can always rely upon your active support when he 
is right, and upon your kind indulgencə even when he is wrong. I 
shall doubtless have frequent occasion to invoke your indulgence, but 
I Fedor that you will never have just cause to complain that it has been 
abused. 

Gentlemen, there has scarcely ever been a time in our history when 
the continued prosperity of the country depended so largely upon leg- 
islation in Congress as now, for the reason that the dangers which at 
this time threaten the commercial and industrial interests of the peo- 
ple are the direct results of laws which Congress alone can modify or 
repeal. Neither the executive department of the General Govern- 
ment nor the local authorities of the several States can deal effectively 
with the situation which now confronts us. Whatever is done must 
be done here; and if nothing is done the responsibility must rest here. 

It must be evident to every one who has taken even a partial view 
of public affairs that the time has now come when a revision of our 
revenue Jaws and a reduction of taxation are absolutely necessary in 
order to prevent a large and dangerous accumulation of money in the 
Treasury. Whether this ought or ought not to have been done here- 
tofore isa question which it would be useless now to discuss. It is 
sufficient for us to know that the financial condition of the Govern- 
ment and the private business of the people alike demand the prompt 
consideration of these subjects and a speedy enactment of some substan- 
tial measure of relief. 

Unfortunately, gentlemen, we are menaced by dangers from opposite 
directions. While a policy of non-action must inevitably, sooner or 
later, result in serious injury to the country, we can not be unmindful 
of the fact that hasty and inconsiderate legislation upon subjects more 
or less affecting great financial and industrial interests might produce, 
temporarily at least, disturbances and embarrassments which a wise and 
prudent course would entirely avoid. Investments made and labor ci 
ployed in the numerous and valuable industries which have grown up 
under our present system of taxation ought not to be rudely disturbed 
by sudden and radical in the policy to which they have ad- 
justed themselves, but the just demands of an overtaxed people and 
the obvious requirements of the financial situation can not be entirely 
ignored without seriously imperiling much greater and more widely 
extended interests than any that could possibly be injuriously affected 
by a moderate and reasonable reduction of duties. 

No part of our people are more immediately and vitally interested 
in the continuance of financial prosperity than those who labor for 
wages; for upon them and their families must always fall the first and 
most disastrous consequences of a monetary crisis; and they, too, are 
always the last to realize the benefit resulting from a return to pros- 
perous times. Their wages are the first to fall when a crisis comes, 
and the last to rise when it away. Our effort should be to af- 
ford the necessary relief to all without injury to the interests of any; 
and it seems to me that course of legislation should be pursued which 
will guaranty the laboring people of the country against the paralyz- 
ing effects of a general and prolonged financial depression, and at the 
same time not interfere with their steady employment, or deprive them 
of any part of the just rewards of their toil. If thiscan be done—and 
I believe it can, if our deliberations are conducted with the wisdom and 
patriotism which the gravity of the situation demands—this Congress 
will have cause to congratulate itself upon an achievement which prom- 
` ises peace and prosperity to the country for many years to come. 

Gentlemen, I know that these remarks may be considered somewhat 
out of the usual course, and perhaps not altogether pertinent, to the oc- 
casion; but I believe you will excuse them because they relate to sub- 
jects which, as we assemble here to-day, are uppermost in the minds 


of all the people, Upon the correct solution of the questions which 
these subjects necessarily involve may depend not only the fate of po- 
litical parties, but, what is far more important, the permanent welfare 
of the greatest and most intelligent constituency in the world. 

Gentlemen, I thank you again most profoundly and sincerely forthe 
conspicuous and honorable place to which you have assigned me, and 
without attempting to detain you longer, we will proceed to complete 
the organization of the House. [Loud applause. ] 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS, 

The SPEAKER proceeded to administer to the Members in attend- 
ance the oath of office. The Members and Delegates elect presented 
themselves as their names were called by States and Territories, and 
took the oath prescribed by section 1757 of the Revised Statutes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. : 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, was 
communicated to the House, as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, December 5, 1887. 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a quo- 
rum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to to 


business. 
Resolved, That a committee, consisting of two members, be appointed to join 
ives to wait 


such committee as may be appointed by the House of Represen 
n the President of the United States and inform him that a quorum of each 
House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communication 
he may be pease to make, 
The President pro tempore appointed Mr. MORRILL and Mr. Morgas as the 
said committee under the foregoing resolution of the Senate. 
ELECTION OF CLERK, SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, ETC. 
The SPEAKER. The next business in order is the election of the 
Clerk of the House. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, in order to complete the organization of the 
House, I propose the following resolution: 
Resolved, That John B. Clark, jr., of the State of Missouri, be, and is hereby, 
elected Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress ; 
That John P, Leedom, of the State of Ohio, be, and is hereby, elected Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress ; 
That Lycurgus Dalton, of the State of Indiana, be, and is hereby, elected Post- 
master of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress ; 
That A. B. Hurt, of the State of Mississippi, be, and is hereby, elected Door- 
keeper of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress; and 
That Rey. W. H. Milburn, of the State of Illinois, be, and is hereby, elected 
Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress. 
Mr. CANNON. To the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] I offer the following amendment: 
For Clerk, strike out ‘‘ John B. Clark, jr., of the Stateof Missouri,” 


and insert in lieu thereof, ‘‘ Edward McPherson, of the State of Penn- 


t-at-Arms, strike out ‘John P. Leedom, of the State of 
Ohio,” and insert “‘ Daniel Sheperd, of the State of Minois.” 

For Doorkeeper, strike out “A. B. Hurt, of the State of Missis- 
sippi,” and insert “W. T. Fitch, of the State.of Ohio.” 

For Postmaster, strike out ‘‘ Lycurgus Dalton, of the State of Indi- 
ann,” and insert ‘‘Charles H. Grey, of the Territory of Dakota.” 

For Chaplain, strike out ‘‘Rev. W. H. Milburn, of the State of Tli- 
nois,” and insert ‘‘ Rev. F. W. Thomas, of the State of Indiana.”’ 

Mr. BRUMM. I offer an amendment to the amendment, as follows: 

Resolved, That all the names except that of Rev. William H. Milburn bestrick~ 
en out, and that, in lieu thereof, the following be inserted: 

For Clerk, Robert Shilling, of Wisconsin. 

For Sergeant-at-Arms, E. W. Curray, of the Staté of Iowa. 

For Doorkeeper, Thomas C. Oakly, of the State of North Carolina. 

For Postmaster, James A. Campbell, of the State of Pennsylvania. 

For Chaplain, Rey. W.H. Milburn, of the State of Illinois. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. BRUMM, 
and it was declared lost. 

Mr. BRUMM. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and the amendment was rejected, only 3 mem- 
bers voting in the affirmative. | 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. Does the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] ask for separate votes upon the several proposi- 
tions embraced in the amendment? 

Mr. COX, Ido not. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question then is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON] as a sub- 
stitute for the resolution offered by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox]. 

The substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is u 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

The officers just elected presented themselves and tock the pre- 
scribed oath of office. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 

Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: g 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate informing that body that a 


n the resolution offered 


quorum of the House of Representatives has assembled; that Jomuw G. CAR- 
LISLE, a Re ntative from the State of Kentucky, has been elected wards: goal 
that John i Clark, a citizen of the State of Missouri, has been el Clerk; 
and that the House of Representatives is ready to proceed to business. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 6, 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. COX submitted the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the Speaker on the part 
of the House of Representatives, to join the committee appointed on the part of 
the Senate, to wait on the President of the United States and notify him that a 
quorum of the two Houses bas assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive 
any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as the committee on the part 
of the House, under the resolution just adopted, the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Cox, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, and 
the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. CANNON. : 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting of the House 
of Representatives shall be 12 o'clock m. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was-adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 


Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the House do now proceed to draw seats for Members and Dele- 
gates for the present Congress, in pursuance of Rule XXXII of the last House; 
and that when the names of absent members are called seats be selected for 
them by their colleagues. S 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the rule referred to in the resolution 
just adopted be now read. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the rule, so that gentlemen 
may be able to conform their conduct to it. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

RULE XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS, 

1. At the commencement of each Congress, immediately after the Members 
and Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall place in a box, prepared for that pur- 
pose, a number of smali balls of marble or other material equal to the number 
of Members and Delegates, which balls shall be consecutively numbered and 
thoroughly intermingled, and at such hour as shall be fixed by the House for 
that purpose, by the hands of a , draw said balls one by one from the box 
and announce the number as it rawn, upon which announcement the Mem- 
ber or Delegate whose name on a numbered alphabetical list co. md 
with the number on the ball shall advance and choose his seat for the term for 
which he is elected. 

2. Before said drawing shall commence, each seat shall be vacated and so re- 
main until selected under this rule, and any seat haying been selected shall be 
deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of the roll is finished; and 
whenever the seats of Members and Delegates shall have been drawn, no prop- 
osition for a second drawing shall be in order during that Congress. 

Mr. MILIS. Mr. SpeakergI suggest that when the Clerk shall call 
the name of any gentleman, time be allowed for him to choose his seat 
before the Clerk proceeds further. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see that the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas is followed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent that 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY] be allowed 
to select his seat without awaiting the formality of a drawing. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KELLEY (having selected the seat occupied by him during pre- 
vious Congresses). Permit me to thank the gentleman from Kentucky 
and the House for the action just taken, and to say that I hope, dur- 
ing the Fiftieth Congress, to be found at the old-established stand. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the honorable gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] may be permitted to select his seat 
prior to the drawing. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection; the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr, DINGLEY] will be agreed to. The Chair 
hears none, 

Mr. Cox having selected his seat, , 

The drawing for seats was then proceeded with, commencing at 2 
o’clock p. m. and concluding at fifteen minutes after 3, the name of 
Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, being the first drawn and that of Mr. 
HOUK, of Tennessee, the last. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 16 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows : 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Harrisonville, Shade, 


and Chase, Ohio, relating to increased pay of fourth-class postmasters— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of John F. Ballier, colonel Ninety- 
eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and brevet brigadier-gen- 
eral, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Philippe Ray, late non-commissioned officer of Com- 
pany B, First New Jersey Cavalry, for a pension—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON : Petition of John C. Saunders, administra- 
tor, and of Murradora Warren, administratrix, of Richard F. Warren, 
deceased, asking that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill appropriating $1,000,000 for the con- 
tinuation of publie works on rivers and harbors—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to appropriate money to improve the Tennessee River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to provide for the opening of the Muscle Shoals Canal— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. r 

Also, petition of James Ballard, of Madison County; of James L. New- 
borme, administrator, of Jackson County; and of E. M. Sams, of Mor- 
gan County, Alabama, praying that their war claims be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of George W. Douglas and others, and of James Mc- 
Peters and others, of Alabama, regarding increase of pay to fourth- 
class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 6, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journat of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate to 
proceed to the transaction of morning business before the appointment 
of committees? 

Mr. HARRIS. I suppose it is best to proceed with the presentation 
of memorials and the introduction of bills, to be referred when the 
committees are appointed. 

Mr. HOAR. I thinkthe custom of theSenate for a great many years 
was not to proceed with the transaction of any business, except what 
was peremptory in its nature, until after hearing from the Executive. 
That was considered a proper mark of deference to the Executive. I 
hope that the Senate will continue that custom, unless there be some 
good reason to the contrary. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. Let us take a recess. 

Mr. HOAR. I will move that the Senate take a recess. I repeat 
for the Senator from Tennessee that I understand the ancient custom 
of the Senate was not to enter upon any ordinary business until after 
hearing the communication from the Executive at the beginning of the 
session. It was considered a mark of respect due from the legislative 
department of the Government to the Executive, and I hope the Sen- 
ate will adhere to that custom. 

Mr. HARRIS. I very cheerfully yield to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate take a recess for half an hour. 

,The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate take a recess for thirty minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 12 
o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Mr. CLARK, the Clerk of the House of Representatives, appeared 
below the bar of the Senate and delivered the following message : 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives to in- 
form the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representatives has 
assembled, that JOHN G. CARLISLE, a Representative from the State of 
Kentucky, has been elected Speaker, and that JOHN B. CLARK, jr., a 
citizen of the State of Missouri, has been chosen Clerk ; and that the 
House of Representatives is ready to proceed to business. 

It has also resolved that a committee of three be appointed by the 
Speaker on the part of the House of Representatives, to join the com- 
mittee appointed on the part of the Senate, to wait on the President of 
the United States, and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses 
has assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communi- 
cation that he may be pleased to make, and that Mr. Cox, of New 
York, Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, 
have been appointed members of that committee on the part of the 
House. 

RECESS. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate take a recess 
for fifteen minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 12 
o’clock and 56 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MORRILL and Mr. MORGAN, the committee appointed in con- 
junction with a similar committee of the House of Representatives to 
jatet upon the President of the United States, appeared below the bar, 
an — 

Mr. MORRILL said: Mr. President, the joint committee appointed 
to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that 
the Senate and the House of Representatives had o ized and were 
ready to receive any communication that he had to make, respectfully 
report that the President informed us that he would make a commu- 
nication immediately in writing. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

At 12 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m., Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the 
secretaries of the President of the United States, appeared below the 
bar, and said: : 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United States 
to deliver to the Senate sundry messages in writing. 

The messages were received from the secretary and handed te the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the annual message of the President of the United States, which the 
‘Secretary will read. 

The Secretary of the Senate (Mr. ANson G, McCook) read the 
message, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


You are confronted at the threshold of your legislative duties, with 
a condition of the national finances which imperatively demands im- 
mediate and careful consideration. 

The amount of money annually exacted, through the operation of 
present laws, from the industries and necessities of the people, largely 
exceeds the sum necessary to meet the expenses of the Government. 

When we consider that the theory of our institutions guarantees to 
every citizen the full enjoyment of all the fruits of his industry and 
enterprise, with only such deduction as may be his share towards the 
careful and economical maintenance of the Government which pro- 
tects him, it is plain that the exaction of more than this is indefensi- 
ble extortion, and a culpable betrayal of American fairness and jus- 
tice. This wrong inflicted upon those who bear the burden of national 
taxation, like other wrongs, multiplies a brood of evil consequences. 
The public treasury, which should only exist as a conduit conveying 
the people’s tribute to its legitimate objects of expenditure, becomesa 
hoarding-place for money needlessly withdrawn from trade and the 
people’s use, thus crippling our national energies, suspending our 
country’s development, preventing investment in productive enter- 
prise; threatening financial disturbance, and inviting schemes of pub- 

ic plunder. 

This condition of our Treasury is not altogether new; and it has more 
than once of late been submitted to the people’s representatives in the 
Congress, who alone can apply aremedy. And yet the situation still 
continues, with aggravated incidents, more than ever presaging finan- 
cial convulsion and wide-spread disaster. 

It will not do to neglect this situation because its dangers are not 
now palpably imminent and apparent. They exist none the less cer- 
tainly, and await the unforeseen and unexpected occasion when suddenly 
they will be precipitated upon us. 

. On the 30th day of June, 1885, the excess of revenues over public 
expenditures after complying with the annual requirement of the sink- 
ing-fund act, was $17,859,735.84; during the year ended June 30, 1886, 
such excess amounted to $49,405,545.20; and during the year ended 
June 30, 1887, it reached the sum of $55,567,849. 54. 

The annual contributions to the sinking fund during the three years 
above specified, amounting in the aggregate to $138,058,320.94, and 
deducted from the surplus as stated, were made by calling in for that 
purpose outstanding three per cent. bonds of the Government. During 
the six months prior to June 30, 1887, the surplus revenue had grown 
so large by repeated accumulations, and it was feared the withdrawal 
of this great sum of money needed by the people, would so affect the 
business of the country, that the sum of $79,864,100 of such surplus 
wasapplied to the payment of the principal and interest of the three per 
cent. bonds still outstanding, and which were then payable at the 
option of the Government. The precarious condition of financial affairs 
among the people still needing relief, immediately after the 30th day 
of June, 1887, the remainder of the three per cent. bonds then outstand- 
ing, amounting with principal and interest to the stm of $18,877,500, 
were called in and applied to the sinking-fund contribution for the 
current fiscal year. Notwithstanding these operations of the Treasury 
Department representations of distress in business circles not only 
continued but increased, and absolute peril seemed at hand. In these 
circumstances the contribution to the sinking fund for the current 
fiscal year was at once completed by the expenditure of $27,684,283.55 
in the purchase of Government bonds not yet due bearing four and four 
and a half percent. interest, the premium paid thereon averaging about 
twenty-four per cent. for the former and eight per cent. for the latter. 
Tn addition to this the interest accruing during the current year upon 
the outstanding bonded indebtedness of the Government was to some 


‘sible, with such checks and limitations as will de 


extent anticipated, and banks selected as depositories of public money 


were permitted to somewhat increase their d ts. 

While the expedients thus employed, to release to the people the 
money lying idle in the Treasury, served to avert immediate danger, our 
surplus revenues have continued to accumulate, the excess for the pres- 
ent year amounting on the Ist day of December to $55,258,701.19, and 
estimated to reach the sum of $113,000,000 on the 30th of June next, 
at which date it is expected that this sum, added to prior accumula- 
tions, will swell the surplus in the Treasury to $140,000,000. 

There seems to be no assurance that, with such a withdrawal from 
use of the people’s circulating medium, our business community may 
not in the near future be subjected to the same distress which was quite 
lately produced from the same cause. , And while the functions of our 
National Treasury should be few and simple, and while its best condi- 
tion would be reached, I believe, by its entire disconnection with private 
business interests, yet when, by a perversion of its pu itidly holds 
money uselessly subtracted from the channels of trade, there seems to 
he reason for the claim that some legitimate means should be devised 
by the Government to restore in an emergency, without waste or ex- 
travagance, such money to its place among the people. A 

If such an emergency arises there now exists no clear and undoubted 
executive powerof relief. Heretofore the redemption of three per cent. 
bonds, which were payable at the option of the Government, has af- 
forded a means for the disbursement of the excess of our revenues; but 
these bonds have all been retired, and there are no bonds outstanding 
the payment of which we have the right to insist upon. The contribu- 
tion to the sinking fund which furnishes the occasion for expeenditur 
in the purchase of bonds has been already made for the current year; 
so that there is no outlet in that direction. 

In the present state of legislation the only pretense of any existing 
executive power to restore, at this time, any part of our surplus reve- 
nues to the people by its expenditure, consists in the supposition that 
the Secretary of the Treasury may enter the market and purchase the 
bonds of the Government not yet due, ata rate of premium to be agreed 
upon, The only provision of law from which such a power could be 
derived is found in an appropriation bill passed a number of years ago; 
and it is subject to the suspicion that it was intended as temporary and 
limited in its application, instead of conferring a continuing discretion 
and authority. No condition ought to exist which would justify the 
grant of power to a single official, upon his judgment of its necessity, 
to withhold from or release to the business of the people, in an unusual 
manner, money held in the Treasury, and thus affect, at his will, the 
financial situation of the country; and if it is deemed wise to in lodge 
the Secretary of the Treasury the authority in the present juncture to 
purchase bonds, it should be plainly vested, and provided as far as pos- 
lefine this official’s right 
and discretion, and at the same time relieve him from undue respon- 
sibility. 

In considering the question of purchasing bonds as a means of restor- 
ing to circulation the surplus money accumulating in the Treasury, it 
should be borne in mind that premiums must of course be paid upon 
such purchase, that there may be a large part of these bonds held as 
investments which can not be purchased at any price, and that com- 
binations among holders who are willing to sell, may unreasonably 
enhance the cost of such bonds to the Government. 

It has been suggested that the present bonded debt might be refunded 
at a less rate of interest, and the difference between the old and new 
security paid in cash, thus finding use for the surplus in the Treasury. 
The success of this plan, it is apparent, must depend upon the volition 
of the holders of the present bonds; and it is not entirely certain that 
the inducement which must be offered them would result in more finan- 
cial benefit to the Government than the purchase of bonds, while the 
latter proposition would reduce the principal of the debt by actual pay- 
ment, instead of extending it. : 

The proposition to deposit the money held by the Government in 
banks throughout the country, for use by the people, is, it seems to 
me, exceedingly objectionable in principle, as establishing too close a 
relationship between the operations of the Government Treasury and 
the business of the country, and too extensive a commingling of their 
money, thus fostering an unnatural reliance in private business upon 
public funds. If this scheme should be adopted it should only be done 
as a temporary expedient to meet an urgent necessity. Legislative and 
executive effort should generally be in the opposite direction and should 
have a tendency to divorce, as much and as fast as can safely be done, 
the Treasury Department from’ private enterprise. 

Of course it is not expected that unnecessary and extravagant appro- 
priations will be made for the purpose of avoiding the accumulation of 
an excess of revenue. Such expenditure, beside the demoralization of 
all just conceptions of public duty which it entails, stimulates a habit 
of reckless improvidence not in the least consistent with the mission of 
our people or the high and beneficent purposes of our Government. 

I have deemed it my duty to thus bring to the knowledge of my 
countrymen, as well as tothe attention of their representatives 
with the responsibility of legislative relief, the gravity of our financial 
situation. ‘The failure of the Congress heretofore to provide against 
the dangers which it was quite evident the very nature of the diflicalty 
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must necessarily produce, caused a condition of financial distress and 
apprehension since your last adjournment, which taxed to the utmost 
all the authority and expedients within executive control ; and these 
appear now to be exhausted. If disaster results from the continued 
inaction of Congress, the responsibility must rest where it belongs. 

Though the situation thus far considered is fraught with danger 
which should be fully realized, and though it presents features of 
wrong to the people as well as peril to the country, it is but a result 
growing out of a perfectly palpable and apparent cause, constantly 
reproducing the same alarming circumstances—a congested national 
Treasury and a depleted monetary condition in the business of the 
country, It need hardly be stated that while the present situation 
demands a remedy, we can only be saved from a like predicament in 
the future by the removal of its cause. 

Our scheme of taxation, by means of which this needless surplus is 
taken from the people and put into the public treasury, consists of a 
tariffor duty levied upon importations from abroad, and internal-reve- 
nue taxes levied upon the consumption of tobacco and spirituous and 
maltliquors. It must be conceded that none of the things subjected to 
internal-revenue taxation are, strictly speaking, necessaries; there ap- 
pears to be no just complaint of this taxation by the consumers of 
these articles, and there seems to be nothing so well able to bear the 
burslen without hardship to any portion of the people. 

But our present tariff laws, the vicious, inequitable, and illogical 
source of unn taxation, ought to be at once revised and 
amended. These laws, as their primary and plain effect, raise the price 
to consumers of all articles imported and subject to duty, by precisely 


~ the sum paid forsuch duties, Thus the amountof the duty measures 


the tax paid by those who purchase for use these imported articles. 
Many of these things, however, are raised or manufactured in ourown 
country, and the duties now levied upon foreign goods and products 
are called protection to these home manufactures, because they render 
it possible for those of our people who are manufacturers to make these 
taxed articles and sell them for a price equal te that demanded for the 
“imported goods that havepaid customs duty. So it happens that while 
comparatively a few use the imported articles, millions of our people, 
who never used and never saw any of the foreign products, purchase 
and use things of the same kind made in this country, and pay 
therefor nearly or quite the same enhanced price which the duty 
adds to the imported articles. Those who buy imports pay the duty 
charged thereon into the public Treasury, but the great majority of our 
citizens, who buy domestic articles of the same pay a sum at 
least approximately equal to this duty to the home manufacturer. 
This reference to the operation of our tariff laws is not made by way 
of instruction, but in order that we may be constantly reminded of the 
manner in which they impose a burden upon those who consume do- 
mestic products as well as those who consume. imported articles, and 
thus create a tax upon all our people. 

It is not proposed to entirely relieve the country of this taxation. It 
must be extensively continued as the source of the Government’s in- 
come; and ina readjustment of our tariff the interests of American 
labor engaged in manufacture should be carefully considered, as well 
as the preservation of our manufacturers. It may be called protec- 
tion, or by any other name, but relief from the hardships and dangers 
of our present tariff laws, should be devised with especial precaution 
against imperiling the existence of our manufacturing interests. But 
this existence should not mean a condition which, without regard to 
the publie welfare or a national exigency, must always insure the real- 
ization of immense profits instead of moderately profitable returns. As 
the volume and diversity of our national activities increase, new re- 
cruits are added to. those who desire a continuation of the advantages 
which they conceive the present system of tariff taxation directly af- 
fordsthem. So stubbornly have all efforts to reform the present con- 
dition been resisted by those of our fellow-citizens thus engaged, that 
they can hardly complain of the suspicion, entertained to a certain ex- 
tent, that there exists an organized combination all along the line to 


_ maintain their advantage. 


We are in the midst of centennial celebrations, and with becoming 
pride we rejoice in American skill and ingenuity, in American energy 
and enterprise, and in the wonderful natural advantages and resources 
developed by a century’s national growth. Yet when an attempt is 
made to justify a scheme which permits a tax to be laid upon every 
consumer in the Jand for the benefit of our manufacturers, quite be- 
yond a reasonable demand for governmental regard, it suits the pur- 

of advocacy to call our manufactures infant industries, still need- 
ing the highest and greatest degree of favor and fostering care that can 
be wrung from Federal legislation. 

Tt is also said that the increase in the price of domestic manufactures 
resulting from the present tariff is necessary in order that higher wages 
may be paid to our workingmen employed in manufactories, than are 
paid for what is called the pauper labor of Europe. Al will acknowl- 
edge the force of an 
compensation of our laboring people. Our labor is honorable in the 
eyes of every American citizen; and as it lies at the foundation of our 
development and progress, it is entitled, without affectation or hypoc- 
risy, to the utmost regard. The standard of our laborers’ life should 


ment which involves the welfare and liberal 


not be measured by that of any other country less favored, and they 
are entitled to their full share of all our advantages. 

By the last census it is made to spent that of the 17,392,099 of our 
population engaged in all kinds of industries, 7,670,493 are employed 
in agriculture, 4,074,238 in professional and personal service, (2,934,876 
of whom are domestic servants and laborers,) while 1,810,256 are 
employed in trade and transportation, and 3,837,112 are classed as 
employed in manufacturing and mining. 

For present purposes, however, the last number given should be 
considerably reduced. Without attempting to enumerate all, it will 
be conceded that there should be deducted from those which it in- 
cludes 375,143 carpenters and joiners, 285,401 milliners, dressmakers, 
and seamstresses, 172,726 blacksmiths, 133,756 tailors and tailoresses, 
102,473 masons, 76,241 butchers, 41,309 bakers, 22,083 plasterers, and 
4,891 engaged in manufacturing agricultural implements, amounting 
in the aggregate to 1,214,023, leaving 2,623,089 persons employed in 
such manufacturing industries as are claimed to be benefited by a 
high tariff. 

‘To these the appeal is made to save their employment and maintain 
their wages by resisting a change. There should be no disposition to 
answer such suggestions by the allegation that they are in a minority 
among those who labor, and therefore should forego an advantage, in 
the interest of low prices for the majority; their compensation, as it 
may be affected by the operation of tariff laws, should at all times be 
scrupulously kept in view; and yet with slight reflection they will not 
overlook the fact that they are consumers with the rest; that they, too, 
have their own wants and those of their families to supply from their 
earnings, and that the price of the necessaries 6f life, as well as the 
amount of their wages, will regulate the measure of their welfare and 
comfort. 

But the reduction of taxation demanded should be so measured as 
not to necessitate or justify either the lossof employment by the work- 
ing man nor the lessening of his wages ; and the profits still remaining 
to the manufacturer, after a necessary readjustment, should furnish 
no excuse for the sacrifice of the interests of his employés either in their 
opportunity to work or in the diminution of their compensation. Nor 
can the worker in manufactures fail to understand that while a high 
tariff is claimed to be necessary to allow the payment of remunerative 
wages, it certainly results in a very large increase in the price of nearly 
all sorts of manufactures, which, in almost countless forms, he needs for 
the use of himself and his family. He receives at the desk of his em- 
ployer his wages, and perhaps before he reaches his home is obliged, in 
a purchase for fumily use of an article which embraces his own labor, 
to return in the payment of the increase in price which the tariff per- 
mits, the hard-earned compensation of many days of toil. : 

The farmer and the agriculturist who manufacture nothing, but who 
pay the increased price which the tariff imposes, upon every agricult- 
ural implement, upon all he wears and upon all he uses and owns, ex- 
cept the increase of his flocks and herds and such things as his hus- 
bandry produces from the soil, is invited to aid in maintaining the 
present situation; and he is told that a high duty on imported wool is 
necessary for the benefit of those who have sheep to shear, in order 
that the price of their wool may be increased. They of course are not 
reminded that the farmer who has no sheep is by this scheme obliged, 
in his purchases of clothing and woolen goods, to pay a tribute to his 
fellow farmer as well as to the manufacturer and merchant; nor is any 
mention made of the fact that the sheep-owners themselves and their 
households must wear clothing and use other articles manufactured 
from the wool they sell at tariff prices, and thus as consumers must 
return their share of this increased price to the tradesman. 

I think it may be fairly assumed that a large proportion of the sheep 
owned by the farmers throughout the country are found in small flocks 
numbering from twenty-five to fifty. The duty on the grade of im- 
ported wool which these sheep yield, is-10 cents each pound if of the 
value of 30 cents or less, and 12 cents if of the value of more than 30 
cents. If the liberal estimate of six pounds be allowed for each fleece, 
the duty thereon would be 60 or 72 cents, and this may be taken as the 
utmost enhancement of its price to the farmer by reason of this duty. 
Eighteen dollars would thus represent the increased price of the wool 
from twenty-five sheep and $36 that from the wool of fifty sheep; and 
at present values this addition would amount to about one-third of its 
price. If upon its sale the farmer receives this or a less tariff profit, 
the wool leaves his hands charged with precisely that sum, which in 
all its changes will adhere to it, until it reaches the consumer. When 
manufactured into cloth and other goods and material for use, its cost 
is not only increased to the extent of the farmer’s tariff profit, but a 
further sum has been added for the benefit of the manufacturer under 
the operation of other tariff laws. In the mean time the day arrives 
when the farmer finds it necessary to purchase woolen goods and ma- 
terial to clothe himself and family for the winter. When he faces the 
tradesman for that purpose he discovers that he is obliged not only to 
return in the way of increased prices, his tariff profit on the wool he 
sold, and which then perha les before him in manufactured form, 
but that he must add a derable sum thereto to meet a farther in- 
crease in cost caused by a tariff duty on the manufacture. ‘Thusin the 
end he is aroused to the fact that he has paid upon a moderate pur- 
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chase, as a result of the tariff scheme, which, when he sold his wool 
seemed so profitable, an increase in price more than sufficient to sweep 
any all the tariff profit he received upon the wool he produced and 
sold. 

When the number of farmers engaged in wool-raising is compared 
with all the farmers in the country, and the small proportion they 
bear to our population is considered; when itis made apparent that, 
in the case of a large part of those who own sheep, the benefit of the 
present tariff on wool is illusory; and, above all, when it must be con- 
ceded that the increase of the cost of living caused by such tariff, be- 
comes a burden upon those with moderate means and the poor, the 
sapere and unemployed, the sick and well, and the young and old, 
and that it constitutes a tax which, with relentless grasp, is fastened 
upon the clothing of every man, woman, and child in the land, rea- 
sons are suggested why the removal or reduction of this duty should 
be included in a revision of our tariff laws. 

In speaking of the increased cost to the consumer of our home man- 

resulting from a duty laid upon imported articles of the 
same description, the fact is not overlooked that competition among 
our domestic producers sometimes has the effect of keeping the price 
of their products below the highest limit allowed by such duty. But 
itis notorious that this competition is too often strangled by combina- 
tions quite prevalent at this time, and frequently called trusts, which 
have for their object the regulation of the supply and price of com- 
modities made and sold by members of the combination. The people 
me hardly hope for any consideration in the operation of these selfish 

emes. 

If, however, in the absence of such combination, a healthy and free 
competition reduces the price of any particular dutiable article of home 
production, below the limit which it might otherwise reach under our 
tariff laws, and if, with such reduced price, its manufacture continues 
to thrive, itisentirely evident that one thing has been discovered which 
should be carefully scrutinized in an effort to reduce taxation. 

The necessity of combination to maintain the price of any commodity 
to the tariff point, furnishes proof that some one is willing to accept 
lower prices for such commodity, and that such prices are remuner- 
ative ; and lower prices produced by competition prove the same thing. 
Thus where either of these conditions existsa case would seem to be 
presented for an easy reduction of taxation. 5 

The considerations which have been presented touching our tariff 
laws are intended only to enforce an earnest recommendation that the 
surplus revenues of the Government be prevented by the reduction of 
our customs duties, and, at the same time, to emphasize a estion 
that in accomplishing this purpose, we may discharge a double duty to 
our people by granting to them a measure of relief from tariff taxation 
in quarters where it is most needed and from sources where it can be 
most fairly and justly accorded. 

Nor can the presentation made of such considerations be, with any 
degree of fairness, regarded as evidence of unfriendliness toward our 
manufacturing interests, or of any lack of appreciation of their value 
and importance. 

These interests constitute a leading and most substantial element of 
our national greatness and furnish the proud proof of our country’s 
progress, But if in the emergency that presses upon us our manuinct- 
urers are asked to surrender something for the public good and to 
avert disaster, their patriotism, as well as a grateful recognition of ad- 
vantages already afforded, should lead them to willing co-operation. 
No demand is made that they shall forego all the benefits of govern- 
mental regard; byt they can not fail to be admonished of their duty, 
as well as their enlightened self-interest and safety, when they are 
reminded of the fact that financial panic and collapse, to which the 
present condition tends, afford no greater shelter or protection to our 
manufactures than to our other important enterprises. Opportunity 
for safe, careful, and deliberate reform is now offered; and none of us 
should be unmindful of a time when an abused and irritated people, 
heedless of those who have resisted timely and reasonable relief, may 
insist upon a radical and sweeping rectification of their wrongs. 

The difficulty attending a wise and fair revision of our tariff laws is 
not underestimated. It will require on the part of the Congress great 
labor and care, and especially a broad and national contemplation of 
the subject, and a patriotic disregard of such local and selfish claims as 
are unreasonable and reckless of the welfare of the entire country. 

Under our present laws more than four thousand articles are subject 
to duty. Many of these do not in any way compete with our own 
manufactures, and many are hardly worth attention as subjects of rev- 
enue. A considerable reduction can be made in the aggregate, by 
adding them to the free list. The taxation of luxuries presents no 
features of hardship; but the necessaries of life used and consumed by 
all the people, the duty upon which adds to the cost of living in every 
home, should be greatly cheapened. 

The radical reduction of the duties imposed on raw material used in 
manufactures, or its free importation, is of course an important factor 
in any effort to reduce the price of these necessaries; it would not only 
relieve them from the increased cost caused by the tariff on such mate- 
rial, but the manufactured product being thus cheapened, that part of 


the tariffnow laid upon such product, as a compensation to our manu- 
facturers for the present price of raw material, could be accordingly mod- 
ified. Suchreduction, or free importation, would serve beside tolargely 
reduce the revenue, It is not apparent how such a change can have 
any injurious effect upon our manufacturers. On the contrary,it would 
appear to give them a better chance in foreign markets with the manu- 
facturers of other countries, who cheapen their wares by free material. 
Thus our people might have the opportunity of extending their sales 
beyond the limits of home consumption—saving them from the depres- 
sion, interruption in business, and loss caused by a glutted domestic 
market, and affording their employés more certain and steady labor, 
with its resulting quiet and contentment. 

The question thus imperatively presented for solution should be 
approached in a spirit higher than partisanship and considered in the 
light of that regard for patriotic duty which should characterize the 
action of those intrusted with the weal of a confiding people. But 
the obligation to declared party policy and principle is not wanting to 
urge prompt and effective action. Both of the“great political parties 
now represented in the Government have, by repeated and authorita- 
tive declarations, condemned the condition of our laws which permit 
the collection from the people of unnecessary revenue, and have, in 
the most solemn manner, promised its correction ; and neither as citi- 
zens or partisans are our couhtrymen in a mood to condone the delib- 
erate violation of these pledges. ` 

Our progress toward a wise conclusion will not be improved by dwell- 
ing upon the theories of protection and free trade. This savors too 
much of bandying epithets. It is a condition which confronts us—not 
a theory, Relief from this condition may involve a slight reduction 
of the advantages which we award our home productions, but the 
entire withdrawal of such advantages should not be contemplated. 
The question of free trade is absolutely irrelevant; and the persistent 
claim made in certain quarters, that all efforts to relieve the people 
from unjust and unnecessary taxation’ are schemes of so-called free- 
traders, is mischievous and far removed from any consideration for the 
public good. 2 à 

The simple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce tax- 
ation to the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Gov- 
ernment, and to restore to the business of the country the money which 
wehold in the Treasury through the perversion of governmental powers. 
These things can and should be done with safety to all our industries, 
without danger to the opportunity for remunerative labor which our 
workingmen need, and with benefit to them and all our people, by 
cheapening their means of subsistence and increasing the measure of 
their comforts. 

The Constitution provides that the President ‘‘shall, from time to 
time, give to the Congress information of the state of the Union.” It 
has been the custom of the Executive, in compliance with this provision, 
to annually exhibit to the Congress, at the opening of its session, the 

eneral condition of the country, and to detail, with some particularity, ` 
the operations of the different Executive Departments. It would be 
especially agreeable to follow this course at the present time, and to call 
attention to the valuable accomplishments of these Departments during 
the last fiscal year. But I am so much impressed with the paramount 
importance of the subject to which this communication has thus far been 
devoted, that I shall forego the addition of any other topic, and only 
urge upon your immediate consideration the ‘‘state of the Union” as 
shown in the present consideration of our and our general fiscal 
situation, upon which every element of our safety and prosperity de- 

mds. $ 

P The reports of the heads of Departments, which will be submitted, 
contain full and explicit information touching the transaction of the 
business intrusted to them, and such recommendations relating to 
legislation in the public interests as they deem advisable. I ask for 
these reports and recommendations the deliberate examination and 
action of the legislative branch of the Government. 

There are other subjects not embraced in the departmental reports 
demanding legislative consideration and which I should be glad to 
submit. Some of them, however, have been earnestly presented in 
previous messages, and as to them, I beg leave to repeat prior recom- 
mendations. $ 

As the law makes no provision for any report from the Depart- 
ment of State, a brief history of the transactions of that important 
Department, together with other matters which it may hereafter be 
deemed essential to commend to the attention of the Congress, may 
furnish the occasion for a future communication. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
WASHINGTON, December 6, 1887. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be printed with 
the accompanying documents, and laid upon the table, unless other- 
wise ordered. i 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, December 7, 1887, 
at 12 o’clock m, s 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 6, 1887. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W, 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ADDITIONAL MEMBER SWORN IN. 


Mr: COTHRAN, of South Carolina, having appeared, was duly qual- 
ified according to law. 


APPOINTMENT OF CERTAIN COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the ig treed appoint a Committee on Rules, on Accounts, on 
Enrolled Bills, and on Mileage; each to consist of the same number of members 
as is provided for by the rules of the Forty-ninth Congress; and that the rules 
of a na Congress be referred to the Committee on Rules, when ap- 
pointed. 3 


Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr.COX. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed on the part of the 
House, to join a like committee of the Senate, to inform the President 
that the House of Representatives was organized for the discharge of 
its duties, called upon the President, and were informed by him that 
he would be ready to make a communication to this House in writing 
on our assembling to-day. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present certain privileged 
resolutions relating to amendments of the rules, for reference to the 
committee when appointed. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives be amended as fol- 


ows: 
First. By adding at the end of paragraph 4 of Rule XIII the following: “ Pro- 
vided, That pen: a motion that the House go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to consider bills, or any class of bills, on the Calendar, 
a motion shall be in order to designate a partic bill to be considered.” 
Second. By inserting after the words “for one hour,” in paragraph 5 of Rule 
XXIV, the following: “unless this call shall be dispensed with by a majority 
vote. 


Third. By adding at the end of paragraph 6 of Rule XXIV the following: 
“and pending a motion that the House go into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, or proceed to the House Calendar to consider unfin- 
ished business, it shall be in order to moye to designate the particular bill to 
be considered.” 

Fourth. By inserting after the words ‘general appropriation bills,” in the 
first division of paragraph 7 of Rule XXIV, the ose eens A 

“Second. House bills on its Calendar returned from the Senate.” 

Fifth. By striking out the second division of paragraph 7 of Rule XXIV,and 
inserting instead the following: 

“Second. To proceed first to the consideration of House bills on the House Cal- 
endar returned from the Senate, and then tothe consideration of other business 
on the House Calendar. And pending a motion that the House proceed to the 
House Calendar to consider any class of business, it shall be in order to move to 
designate the particular bill to be considered.” 

Resolved, That Rule X be amended by inserting after the words " Commission 
on Rivers and Harbors” the following: 

“On Navigation and Fisheries, to consist of thirteen members.” 

Also, amend Rule XI AS fira after item 8 the following: 

“To the merchant marine, seamen, and fisheries—to the Committee on Nayi- 
gation and Fisheries.” 


The proposed amendments were referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, submitted the following; which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Add to Rule XXXIV: 

“ Provided, That ex-members of the House of Representatives shall not be ad- 
mitted on more than three days during the same term of Congress.” 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, submitted the following; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Amend section 49 of Rule XI by adding after the word “settlers,” in the 
eleventh line, the following: $ 

“Which bills shall be entitled to precedence of consideration on the House 
Calendar, not to interfere with appropriation bills or bills raising revenue,” 

Mr. ATKINSON submitted the following; which was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 

Amend Rule XXIV, paragraph 7, so that it shall read as follows: 

“ Unfinished business, if any, having been disposed of, motions shall be in 
order as follows: 

“First. That the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, to consider, first, general ‘ion bills, bills raising reve- 
nue, and general appropriation bills, and then other business on the Calendar.” 

Mr. COX submitted the following resolution; which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 1 

Resolved, That Rule X be amended so as to add thereto the following: 

“A Committee on the Eleventh Census, to be constituted in accordance with 
the provisions of the resolution pertaining to the Tenth Census.” 

_ Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, $ the rules be amended as follows: 

At the end of Rule XIX add: 

“And when any motion or proposition to amend the revenue laws is under 
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consideration, any amqndment thereto, or substitute therefor, whether the same 
hone to internal or customs revenue, shall be in order, subject to the provis- 
ns oi e. 


- ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House take a recess until twenty 
minutes to 1, to which hour I am informed the Senate has taken a 
recess. It is expected that by that time we shall haye the President’s 


message. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the Senate has taken a 
recess until twenty minutes to 1. => 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 
o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 12.40 p. m. 

The recess haying expired, the House reassembled at 12.40 p. m. 

AMENDMENT TO RULE XXXIV. 

Mr. RICHARDSON submitted the following proposed amendment to 
Rule XXXIV; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules 
when appointed: 

Strike out, in Rule XXX1V., the words “ ex-members of the House of Represent- 
atives who are not interested in any claim or directly in any bill pending before 
Con, .” and insert the following words: 

* Ex-members of the House of Representatives who are not interested person- _ 
ally, nor as attorneys or agents, in any claim or bill pending before Congress,” 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House take a recess until ten minutes 
after 1. j 

The motion wasagreed to ; and (at12.47 p. m.) the House took a recess 
until 1.10 p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 1.10 p. m. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 

The SPEAKER laid the President’s message before the House, and 
it was read by the Clerk. 

[See the message in the Senate proceedings, ] 

The reading of the message was followed by applause. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the message of the President and the ac- 
companying documents be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Thursday next. ° 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr, BROWER: Petition of citizens of Rockingham County, North 
Carolina, for increase of compensation of fourth-class postmasters—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Mrs. Mary Command, widow of 
Thomas Command, late private of Company B, Third Regiment New ` 
York Cavalry, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Mrs. Anna Gibson Yates, for 
increase of pension to $50 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial and petition of Major Michael P. Small, praying for 
relief from embezzled subsistence funds—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. z 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Joint resolution and memorial of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Dakota Territory, for the division of the Bismarck 
land district in said Territory—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lake County, Dakota Territory, against 
any reduction of the tax on oleomargarine or butterine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. ~ 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of E. W. Chapin, grand chief tem- 
plar, of Waukesha, Wis., praying in the name of 1,300 Good Templars 
for the appointment of an impartial national commission to inquire and 
report upon the alcoholic liquor traffic, etc.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of the New England Conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, for free entrance into the United States 
of Chinese preachers of the gospel—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. f . 

Also, petition of Kate Garnett Wells and 15 other women, for a la 
increasing age of legal protection for girls—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Grand Temple of Honor of Massachusetts for 
prohibition of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors as a bev- 
erage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Leavittsville, Ohio, in 
favor of increased pay of fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


13 


By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of citizens of Lenox, and of J. N. Bell 
and others, for increase of pay to fourth-class postmasters—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Wiley E. Blount, and of Mary A. Whitaker, widow 
of Eli Whitaker, of Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of G. L. Rogers and 53 others, citi- 
zens of Tennessee, for increased compensation of fourth-class postmas- 
ters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. à; 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of J. T. Maloy and 24 others, of Bascom, 
Seneca County, Ohio, for increased compensation of fourth-class post- 
masters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of N. J. Sutton and 50 others, asking for 
increased compensation of fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Grand Army of the Republic of Bunker Hill, 
Ind., asking for the increase of pensions to soldiers of the war of 1812, 
and especially of the pension of Joseph Finemore, a soldier of said war— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of R. S. Thomas Post, No. 241, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Mount Etna, Ind., for the passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Nancy Phillips, widow of William 
Phillips; of James A. Patterson; of James McPeters; of James L. Well- 
born, administrator of Elias Wellborn; of Cynthia Womble; and of 
John Bates, administrator of Elisha Jordan, deceased, praying that war 
airos be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also, petition of J. A. Hill and others, for an increase of compensa- 
tion to fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. YOST: Nine petitions of citizens of the State of Virginia, for 
an increase of compensation of fourth-class postmasters—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 7, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FINANCE REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for 
the year 1887; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


REPORT OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Attorney-General, transmitting his annual report for the year 1887; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the report of 
the Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obedience to law, a 
statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Senate from July 1, 
1886, to June 30, 1887; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 


rinted. 
5 The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report from 
the Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obedience to law, a 
full and complete statement of all property in his possession belonging 
to the United States December 5, 1887; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of the 
eighth section of theact of July 22, 1854, for Congressional action, the 
supplementary report of the United States surveyor-general of New 
Mexico on the private land claim known as the town of Cieneguilla, 
No. 62; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the Acting Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of the eighth section of the act of 
July 22, 1854, for Congressional action, the supplementary report of 
the United States surveyor-general of New Mexico on the private land 
claim in that Territory known as the Luis de Armenta grant, No. 68; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, recommending an appropriation to complete the publication of the 
reports of the Tenth Census; which was ordered to lie on the table and 

be printed. 

* He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of the eighth section of the 
act of July 22, 1854, for Congressional action, the supplementary re- 
port of the United States surveyor-general of New Mexico on the pri- 
vate land claim in that Territory known as the Cañada de Jos Apaches, 
No. 50; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting certain papers in 
response to a Senate resolution of February 11, 1887, concerning the 
history of Indian operations on the plains, furnished by Col. Henry B, 
Carrington to the special commission which met at Fort, McPherson, 
Nebr., in the spring of 1867. The papers in this case are very volumi- 
nous, and the Chair will, unless otherwise ordered, allow them to lie on 
the table without being printed until some committee has had time to 
inspect them. 7 

Mr. BUTLER. I move thatthe letter of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, with the accompanying papers, lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Printing when appointed. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter of the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting fair and ac- 
curate copies of accounts rendered to and settled with the First Com 
troller according to the provisions of law. The Chair would call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that these accounts are contained in 
five large volumes that now lie at the right of the desk, and the Chair 
will await the decision of the Senate as to what disposition shall be 
made of them before an order to print them shall be entered. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the accompan, documents be 
referred to the Committee on Printing, when appointed, without print- 
ing. I think that has been the usual course; and that committee, 


when organized, will consider the-advisability of having them printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of March 3, 1887, certain information relative to night in- 
spectors at New York employed in certain years; which was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are there any accompanying papers with that 
communication ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are none on the table. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I move that the communication be printed and 
laid on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. z 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe the communication is in response to a 
resolution which I submitted at the last session of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It lies on the table for the present. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the report of the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting, in pursuance of section 
1057 of the Revised Statutes, a statement of the ju ents rendered 
by that court during the year ending November 30, 1887, etc.; which, 
on motion of Mr. HARRIS, was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the clerk of the 
Court of Claims, transmitting a report of claims heard, determined, and 
disposed of under an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the ascertainment of the claims of American citizens for spoliations 
committed by the French prior to the Ist day of July, 1801,’’ ap- 
proved January 20, 1885; which, on motion of Mr. BUTLER, was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the clerk of the 
Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law rendered by that court in certain cases for the year ending Decem- 
ber 5, 1887; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Court of 
Claims, transmitting the findings of fact and conclusions of law in cer- 
tain French spoliation claims; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. jis 

TERRITORIAL LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a copy of the 
laws of Dakota Territory, transmitted to the Senate in accordance with 
section 1844 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also laid before the Senate the revised statutes of Arizona Terri- 
tory, transmitted in accordance with section 1844 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senate has no committees yet organized, and as 
I understand the custom, it has been that when bills and other papers 
are introduced they lie upon the table until the committees are ap- 
pointed, which I think would be the creation of unnecessary work. 
So I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. FARWELL. Before that motion is put I desire to introduce a 
bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are no committees yet. 

Mr. FARWELL. The bill can be referred when committees are ap- 


pointed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois insist 
on his motion to adjourn ? 
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Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Illinois to withdraw it until 
I can offer a resolution. 

Mr. M. I will withdraw it for that purpose. I make the 
motion for the reason that I understand it has been the custom of the 
Senate not to receive bills to be referred to committees when appointed ; 
and as they are not yet appointed I think it would be unnecessary to 
introduce bills to bè laid upon the table to be taken up again and re- 


ferred. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think there is great wisdom in the observation of 
the Senator from Illinois, but if the door is opened to the introduction 
of bills I shall insist that there shall be no restriction put upon that 
tight. I hope, therefore, the motion of the Senator from Illinois will 


prevail. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will remind Senators that 
the motion to adjourn is debatable only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe I shall insist on my motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer a resolution, and I hope the Senator 
will withhold the motion for that p 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion- for that purpose, as the 
resolution is not designed to go to a committee. 


SUGAR MANUFACTURE PATENTS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


That the Commissioner of Agriculture be directed to inform the 
Senate whether any person in the employ of his Department in iceman beer. a 
iments in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum with money approp by 
Congress has applied for or obtained a patent, or S perce on any process con- 
nected with such manufacture, growing out of said experiments. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 120’clock and 19 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, December 8, 1887, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, December 8, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the ‘Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of 
the eighth section of the act of July 22, 1854, for Congressional action, 
supplementary reports of the United States surveyor-general of New 
Mexico on the private land claims in that Territory known as the 
town of San Antonio del Rio Colorado tract, No. 76; the grant to 
Ignacio Chaves et al., No. 96; Arroyo de San Lorenzo tract, No. 79; the 
Nucstra Sefiora del Pilar tract, No. 99; and the San Clemente tract, 
No. 67; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of the eighth section of the 
act of July 22, 1854, for Congressional action, the supplementary re- 
portof the United States surveyor-general of New Mexico on the pri- 
vate land claim in that Territory known as the Alameda tract, No. 91; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn until next 
Monday. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 12, 1887, at 12 o’clock m. 


+ Mr. FARWELL, 


> 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 8, 1887. 


___ The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of Tuesday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MEMBERS SWORN IN. 

Mr. BELMONT, a Representative-elect from the State of New York, and 
Mr. WOODBURN, a Representative-elect from the State of Nevada, ap- 
peared and took the eath prescribed by law. = 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF TREASURY. 

. The SPEAKER laid before the House the annual report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for the year 1887; which 
was ordered to be printed, and to lie on the table for the present. 

: REPORT OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Attorney-General of the United States; which was ordered to be printed, 
and to lie on the table for the present. 

CONTESTS FOR SEATS IN FIFTIETH CONGRESS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Clerk of 

the House of Representatives, in reference to contests for seats in the 


' 


-| put and on each roll-call, unless excused before t. 


House of tatives of the Fiftieth Congress; which was ordered 
to be printed, and laid on the table. 


REPORTS BY PUBLIC OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Clerk ot 
the House of Representatives, transmitting list of reports to be made to 
Congress by public officers; which was ordered to be printed, and laid on 
the table. 

PUBLIC PROPERTY IN POSSESSION OF THE CLERK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, transmitting an inventory of property 
belonging to the United States in his possession on December 5, 1887; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BOOKS, ETC., IN FOLDING-ROOM. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Door- 
keeper of the House of R tatives, submitting an inventory of 
books and public documents now in the folding-room of the House of 
Representatives; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES BY CLERK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, transmitting report of expenditures 
from July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON MILEAGE. 


The SPEAKER also announced the appointment of the Committee 
on Mileage, as follows: Mr. RoGers of Arkansas, Mr. HOWARD of 
Indiana, Mr. BURNETT of Massachusetts, Mr. FELTON of California, 
and Mr. BELDEN of New York. 


AMENDMENTS OF RULES. 


Mr. McCREARY submitted the following pro 
the rules; which was read, and referred to the 
when appointed: 


eote, Thes paragraph 3 of Rule XXI of the House of Representatives be 
amended by adding thereto the following: “And all eral appropriation 
bills shall be reported to the House within sixty days after the appointment of 
the standing committees at the first session, and within forty daysa: the com- 
mencement of the second session of the House of Representatives.” 


Mr. BELMONT submitted the following poe amendment to the 
rules; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules, when 
appointed: 

j- mee That Rule XXIII of the House of Representatives be amended as 
ollows: 

In section 4, line 3, after a words “ general appropriation bills,” insertas fol- 
lows: “Bills for the reorganization of or retrenchment of expenditure in any 
branch of the legislative, executive, or judicial departments of the Govern- 
ment;" so the entire section, as amended, shall as follows: 

**4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars shall be 
taken upin regular order, rir e bills for raising revenue, ponora appropriation 

on of or retrenchment o are in any 


amendment to 
mmittee on Rules, 


Mr. HUDD offered the following resolution; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives be amended as fol- 
a Section 1 of Rule VIII, “or THE MEMBERS,” shall be amended so as to rend 
as follows: 

“1, Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during the 
sessions, unless excused or necessarily prevented, and must vote on all questions 

he motion is putor the roll-call 
commenced. A member present and refusing to vote, unless excused on s 
motion made and determined without debate, as above, shall be deemed guilty 
of a contempt of the House, and liable to immediate expulsion as a member con- 
temptuously failing to vote. - 

“When any motion is put or roll called, when any member shall demand that 
the vote be given, any member haying a personal or pecuniary interest 
in the event of the question or motion may be excused from voting by the 
Speaker on request of the member so interested,” 


Mr. GALLINGER offered the following; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


Amend Rule X by adding in its appropriate place the following: . 
“On Public Health, to consist of thirteen members.” 


CONDUCTORS FOR HOUSE ELEVATOR. 
Mr. PEEL offered the following; which was read, and referred to the 


Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and heis here- 
by, authorized to appoint and employ two conductors for the new House ele- 


vator, at a salary of $1,100 per annum each, to be paid out of the contingent 


fund of the House. à 
AMENDMENT OF TITE RULES. 
Mr. OATES offered the following; which was read, and referred to 


the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Rule XXXIV of the House of rie eager poi be so amended 
as to allow the Interstate Commissioners the privileges of the floor. 


| 
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Mr. SPRINGER offered the following; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That perajrenh 2of Rule XXIII be amended soas to read as follows: 
“The Committee o! bey Whole House shall consist of at least one hundred 
members, which number shall constitute a quorum to do henev 
a Committee of the Whole nae finds i 


entered upon the Journal; but if on such call a quorum shall ap; 

mittee a J Merson rommaa ii its tarp miea withou! ut further onder ofthe House.” 
Resol XXIII be amended by adding 

arurae ped following : 


* After any bill for raising revenne or pea me: generalappropriation bill has been 
„considered in the Committee of ouse on the state of the Union under 
the five-minutes debate for sy kero days, it shall be in order to move 
in the House to d the Committee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration = such bill.” 

Resol at paragraph 4 of Rule XXI be amended so as to read as fol- 


lows : 
“ All private bills and bills for improvement of rivers and harbors, and for the 
establishment or change of post-routes, shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in the 
case of petitions and memor! for reference to appropriate committees. 
“ When private angka pa re ren from kanns with favorable recomm 
n they shall be read and second time, printed, and referred to the 


Committee of the Whole ‘Howes on the Pri em the 
thereto o! 3 
the call of Gutcound Maioris 


until the adjournment of that day shall, when claimed by the Committee on the 
‘Territories, be devoted exclusively to the consideration of such business as may 
be presented by said committee; rag foment pe nae poy inde aea anA 
shall be i be in order thereafter on any day until disposed of. 


Mr. SPRINGER also offered the following; which was ordered to 
be Iera in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That paragrap. ph 1 of Rule X of the Rules of the House of Represent- 
atives of the Forty-ninth Congress be amended so as to read as follows: 


RULE X. 
OF COMMITTEES, 


1, Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the 8 
tat . commencement ofe each Congress, the following 
name 
On Elections, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Ways and Means, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Appropriations, to consist of fifteen poor emg 
On the Judiciary, to consist of fifteen members, 
On Banking an ‘Currency to consist of thirteen members. 
On Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Commerce, to consist of fifteen members, 
On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Agriculture, to cor of fifteen members, 
On Foreign Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 
On ier Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Naval Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 
On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of fifteen members, 
On the Public Lands, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Indian Affairs, to consist of thirteen members, 
On the Territories, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Railroads, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Mines and Mining, te consist of thirteen members, 
On Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of thirteen members, 
On Education, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Labor, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Patents, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Pensions, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Invalid Pensions, to consist of fifteen members, 
On Claims, to consist of fifteen members. 
On War Claims, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Private Land Claims, to consist of thirteen members. 
On the District of Columbia, to consist of thirteen membe: 
On Public Expenditures, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Rules, to consist of five members. 
On Accounts, to consist of nine members, - 
Also the following joint standing Some ee namely: 
On the Library, to consist of members. 
On Printing, to consist of three members. 
On Enrolled Bills, to consist of seven members. 


Resolved, That paragraphs 1 to 45, inclusive, of Rule XI be amended so as to 
read as follows: a T 
ULE 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES, 


Ing rl, shall be referred to the committees named in the 
coding r Pas kaak sone’ shag oy ee ae 


n Elections 
2 to the Rr aud the bonded debt of the United States: to ‘the Committee 
Se at yn tition: fth for th rt ofthe G 
io approp) an of the revenue for the support of the Government, as herein 
provided, comme” for tive, executiv: udicial ; for sundry 
civil expenses; for fortifications; for the D. of Col ria; for pensions; 
and for all deficiencies: to the Committee on Appropriations 
4. to judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law, and thereviaicn of the laws: 


to ee amive on the Judiciary 
: to Ti er on Banking and Currency ; 
measures: to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 


7. to commerce eA service, and light-houses, other than a ria- 
tions for ees service and light-houses: to the Committee o; n Commerce; : 
8. to the vement of rivers and harbors, and to the SOAKED and im- 
inie of canals: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; 
culture and forestry: to the Committee on Agriculture, who shall 
and report the appropriations for the ‘Agricultural Depart- 
10. io the relations of the United States with fore’ nations, includin; 
ee therefor: to the Committee on Foreign A: in aired 
. to the military establishment, the militia, A the public defense, includ- 
ing the = priations for its te support, and for that of the Military Academy : to 
ee. to oth poche pars incl ding th 
e naval esta! en u e appropriations for its 
to 15 toth Committee on Seal ehs. font ito aE eA ee 
Tie posk anios ce and post-ronds, ui ropriations 
port: Committee on the Post-Office and and Bost noes or. Ate #0p; 


14. w ne lands of the United States: to the Committee on the Publie Lands; 


ding commit. 


TS. 


15. to the relationsof the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes, 
incladin fe 93 riations therefor: to the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
16. to torial legislation, the revision thereof, and affecting Territories or 
the admission of States: to the Committee on the Territories; 

17. to railways: to the Committee on Railroads; 

18. to the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and repre 

19. to the publi¢ buildings and occupied or improved e iter 
puoi leer, than appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Public Buil 


20. yp Tarea to the Committee on Education ; 

21. to and affecting labor: to the Committee on Labor; 

ates patents, copyrights, trade-marks, and manufactures: to the Committee 
nsions: to the Committee on Pensions ; : 


23. to general laws relating to 
4 to private pension acts: to the Committee on Invalid P: 


25. to private and domestic claims and de other than war claims, against 
the United States: to the Committee on Claims ; 
26. to claims arising from any war in which the United States has been en- 


27. to private claims to lands: to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 
28. to the District 


29. The examination of the accounts and ex part- 
ments of the Government and the manner of mening Oe same; the economy, 
— and correctness of such expenditures; ty with appro- 

riation laws; the proper application of public moneys; the security of the 
Boveaninent es spans unjust and extravagant demands; retrenchment; the en- 
forcement of the payment of moneys due to the United ; the economy 
and accountability o! graye smcera the abolishment of useless offices; the re- 
duction or increase of the ey Bik ol ficere, shall all be subjects within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Expenditures; 

30. All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to 
the Committee on Rules; 

31. Touching the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House, the audit- 
ing and settling ofall accounts which may be therein by order of the 
House, and the ascertainmentof the travel X membersof the House (which shall 
be reported to the Sergeant-at-Arms); to the Committee on Accounts; 

82. an thee Library of Congress, statuary, and pictures: to the J oint Com- 
E i Mc legisl: ti rders touchi rinting shall be referred to 

ro; ation or orders touching p 
act Joint oana on Printing on ae part of the House; 
Sal aoe enrollment of engrossed bills: to the Joint Committee on Enrolled 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and E ie House (at 12 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Monday, December 12, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of G. M. Stratton and others, 
for a bounty of $8.33} per month to all soldiers of the late war below 
the rank of commissioned officers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Homer Adkins and others, citizens of Cloud County, 
Kansas, for extension of the patent law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to the claim of John Howard 
Payne—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Three petitions of citizens of the thirteenth 
district of Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State with 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition and remonstrance of 27 citizens of Milton, 
and of 73 citizens of Sunbury, Pa., against the admission of Utah as a 
State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr, C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Alexander Davis, of 
Arkansas, asking for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

het Mr. BUTLER: Papers relating to the claim of John Ryle, of 

Washington County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Papersin the case of Mary McGrath, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Anna Norton, and of Catherine Carroll, for pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Péhsions. 

Also, papers in the case of James Cooney, for relief—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Worth County, Missouri, 
asking that the pension of William H. Andrews be increased—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of George S. McFarlane, for re- 
tention of part of the tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of Hon. Enos Goodrich and 220 others, citi- 
zens of Tuscola County, Michigan, asking for a pension for Nathaniel 
M. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of F. W. Flanders, grand worthy 
patriarch, and H. F. Smart, grand secretary of the Sons of Temperance 
of New Hampshire, for an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting 
the manufacture, sale, importation, exportation, and transportation of 


alcoholic liquors as a beverage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. GREENMAN: Papers relating to theclaimof Peter A. Allen- 
dorf—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Papers in the cases of Dennis Pride; 
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of John Fuller; of E. R. Swain; of the heirs of Levi Hill; and of C, 
S. Finch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOVEY: Papers in the case of Thomas J. Taylor, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition and memorial of the Synod of the Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church of America, requesting an amendment to 
the interstate-commerce law to restrain traffic and travel on the Lord’s 
day—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of E. W. Bunger and 6 others, of Cedar 
es gi baby Iowa, for increase of pay—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


By Mr. NEAL: Papers relating to the claim of James McGee, of 
Bradley County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Francis Kilburn, to be restored to 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the claims of 
H. M. Carson; of John R. Martin; of A. Gates Lee; of John M. Hig- 

; of Henry Halleck; of A. J. Drennan, administrator of E. D. 
; of Joel H. Curd; and of B. H. Stovall—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, papers in the case of James H. Rhymes; of E. L. Smith; and of 
James L. Henderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in the cases of John F. Hopkins; of Charles 8. Bradley; 
of Martha A. Lewis; of Hester V. Blackburn; of Belle M. Baker; of 
Mrs. ©. C. Carmer; of Rachael Lankford; and of Nathaniel Reuster—to 
bse Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of Henry Glass—to the Committee on Naval 


Also, paper in the case of William Futrell, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of Douglas Dale; and of H. C. Wilkey—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, TRACEY: Papers in the case of Thomas 8. Ellison—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Papers in the case of W. A. and Adelicea 
Cheatham, for relief—to the Committee on Clainis. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Petition of E. C. Babcock, J. T. Waterman, 
and 136 others, asking for a pension for Russel L. Doane—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: 
of Poplar Hill, Kans. 

By Mr. BARRY: Of H. ©. Furgeson and others ; of J. W. Holland 
and others ; of R. H. Rush and others; of M. J. Todd and others; of 
W. H. Ellis and others; and ofS. N. Berryhill and others, of Mississippi. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of J. H. Bixlen and 67 others, citizens of 
Scott, Van Wert County, Ohio. 

By Mr. BOUND: Of citizens of Linglestown, Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania. 
By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Of citizens of Pinchback Mills, Ark. 
By Mr. CROUSE: Of John M. Lehr and others, citizens of Wayne 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Of 10 citizens of Prospect Hill ; of 56 citizens 
of Alanthus Grove ; and of citizens of Ellington, Mo. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Of Hiram D. Flanders and 52 others, of Cole- 
brook ; of E. E. Merrill and 32 others, of Alexandria; and of Y. E, 
Hall and 40 others, of Landoff, N. H. 

By Mr. age rae Of Hiram Vickers and others, citizens of Daw- 
son’s Landing, N. C. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: Of Jefferson Baker and others, citizens of Ken- 


Of Henry Brown and others, citizens 


tucky. 
By Mr. MORGAN: OfE. D. Slayden and others, citizens of Slayden’s 


Landing, Miss. 

By T. RICHARDSON: OfJ. H. Tripp and 50 others, of Tennessee. 
Previn! Mr. TILLMAN: Of sundry citizens of Barnwell County, South 

rolina. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Of citizens of Lorain and Richland Counties, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of A. A. Gruver and others, citizens of Holmes 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Jump; of Schuyler; of Mint Springs; of 
Miliborn Springs; of Stapleton Mills; of Centenary; of Salt Creek; and 
of State River Mills, Va. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, December 12, 1887. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 


WADE Hampron, a Senator from the State of South Carolina, ap- 
peas d in his seat to-day. 
vhe Journal of the RERA of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved, 


SENATE COMMITTEES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication—— 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Chair 
tious on his table, perhaps it will 
the two resolutions I have in my 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive themif there 
be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and 
ask for its present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the following constitute the Standing Committees of the Senate 
otg the United States for the Fiftieth Congress : 
griculture and Forestry—Messrs. Palmer (c opis a) Blair, Plumb, Sabin, 
Pandow. George, suon; Jones of Arkansas, 
ppropriations—Messrs. Allison (chairman), Dawes, Plumb, Hale, Far- 
well, Beck, Cockrell, Call, Gorman. 
To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate—Messrs, Jones of 
bay ites (chairman), Paddock, Vance. 
the Census—Messrs. Hale (chairman), Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, Stockbridge, 
pois teres: Pian, Blodgett, Turpie.. 
On Oivil Service and Retrenchment— Messrs, Chace ener aei gg ba Mander- 
son, or chanson, Stewart, Voorhees, Walthall, Wilson of Mar; og Sent rry. 
On Claims—Messrs. Spooner ie apiece Hoar, Mitchell, watt, Quay, Jones 
of Lip merge MURON of Maryland, Pasco. 
On anaes Dolph (chairman), Cameron, Hawley, Hiscock, 


resents the executive communica- 
mon, convenient for me to offer 


Coast 
ap ya 
n Commerce—Messrs. Frye (chairman), Jones of Nevada, Dolph, Qariaron; 
hmle Cullom, Palmer, Ransom, Coke, Vest, Gorman, Kenna, Gil 
On the District of Columbia—Messrs. Ingalls (chairman), Gpoones, Chace; Rid- 
dieberger, re Harris, Vance, Danie 


On Education and Messrs. Blair (chairman), Bowen, Palmer, Sawyer, 
yoa Gear Iowa, Popa! Call, Pugh, Payne. 
On Engrossed essrs. ‘Saulsbury (chairman), Call, Allison, 


On Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Bowen Conca; Sabin Colquitt. 
On Epidemie Diseases—Messrs. Harris (chairman), ), Hampton, Eustis, Berry, 
Hale, C! , Stockbridge. 
To Examine the Several Branches of the Oivil Service—Messrs. Quay (chairman), 
Soe Sg Allison, Hampton, Gray. 
n the itures of Public eye, Eeoa Farwell (chairman), Plumb, 
Plait, Sherman, Frye, Beck, Kenna, Gibson 
n Finance—Messrs. Morrill (chairman), Sherman, Jones of Nevada, Allison, 
Aldrich, Hiscock, Voorhees, Beck, McPherson, Ha ‘ance. 
n Fisheries Messrs. Stockbridge (chairman), Dawes, Stanford, Hampton, 
Blodge 


On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Sherman (chairman), Edmunds, Frye, Evarts, 
Dolph, Morgan, Ponne Saulsbury, Payne. 

On the Improvement af the Mississippi River—Messrs. Paddock (chairman),Chand- 
ler, Farwell, Hawley, Eustis, Wa 1, Bate. 
On Indian Affairs—Messrs. Dawes (chairman), Bowen, Sabin, Platt, Stock- 


bri Morgan, Jones of Arkansas, a aniel, 
ot Interstate ‘Commerce—Messrs. Culo: (chairman), Piatt, Blair, Wilson of 
ison Hiscock, Harris,Gorman, Eustis, Reagan. 
On the Judiciary—Messrs. Famahds (chairman), Ingalls, Hoar, Wilson of 
Towa, Evarts, Pagh, Coke, Vest, Geo 
On the Libriry—Messre. ‘Evarts ereh Hoar, Voorhees, 
On Manufactures—Messrs. Riddleberger (chairman), Sabin, Quay, Colquitt, 
Blodgett. 
On Sra itary Affa 
art, Davis, Cockrell, Hampton, Wal: 
so Mines and Mining—Messrs. Stewart (chairman), Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, 
Teller, Bate, Turpie. 
On Naval wee- Monar Cameron (chairman), Hale, Riddleberger, Stanford, 
Chandler, McPherson, Butler, Blackburn, Gray. 
On Patents—Messrs. Teller (chairman), Chace, Platt, Hiscock, Jones of Arkan- 
Gray, Kenna. 
On Per aioa eae Davis SEE Blair, Sawyer, Paddock, Quay, Wilson 


irs—Messrs. Hawley (chairman), Cameron, Manderson, Stew- 
thall, Bate. 


CMa land, Turpi ERISA 
x Po arr ig d Post- Messrs. Sawyer oneen Chace, Bowen, 
Mitchell, Cee ar aTa, Wilson of and, Reagan. 


On Printing—Messrs. Manderson ( 


rman), Hawley, Gorman 
On Private Tana Claims—Messrs. (chairman), Colquitt, Pasco, Ed- 
munds, Stewart 


On Privileges and Elections—Messrs. Hoar (chairman), Frye, Teller, Evarts, 


S er, ee , Vance, Pugh, Eustis. 
"On Public Buil ‘ldtags and Pie ra PO Stanford (chairman), Morrill, 


S uay, Vest, Daniel, Pasco. 
e A A Lande—Mesare. T Plumb (chairman), Blair, Dolph, Teller, Paddock, 
Berry. 


M , Cockrell, Walthall, 
On Railroa ds—Messrs, Sabin onua p anyin Hawley, Mitchell, Chandler, 
urn 


ockbridge, Brown, Ken: 
Stn the Balio. AE LADA of the Drited Si States—Messrs. Wilson of Iowa (chair- 


man), Stanford, Tales, Wilson of land, Danie 
a Claims—Messrs. Coke ne nen, Pugh, Hearst,Chace, Mor- 


Oi Rules—Messrs. Aldrich (chairman), Sherman, Ingalls, Harris, Blackburn. 
On Territories—Messrs. Platt (chairman), Cullom, Manderson, Stewart, Davis, 


G Turpie. 
greg iaa d —Messrs. Mitchell (chairman), Palmer, 


to the Seaboard: 

Cullom, Dawes, Aldrich, Gibson, Vest, Call, Butler. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves the adoption of the resolution just read. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

. That the followin; pomoi the Select Committees of the Senate of 


ea eae Mo- 
cberger, ‘he Government 

To Inquire into aa 

of Airoa eens: pi diiy Oina of ATO 


On Woman Ade ie Pae Cockrell (chairman), Brown, Pasco, Blair, 


Falne aan, Bow: 
n Additional A patem FERE E ‘or the zay of Congress—Messrs, Voorhees 
PE aane Butler, e Gibson, Mo , Chand 


‘ 


1887. 
On thé Centennial of the Constitution and the D of America—Messrs. 
ustis, Colquitt. 


Hiscock (chairman), Sherman, Hoar, Hawley, Voorhees, e 
b On Indian Traders —Messrs. Chandler (chairman), Platt, Cullom, Coke, Black- 
urn. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate communications 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in accordance with the 
eighth section of the act of July 22, 1854, for Congressional action, sup- 
plementary reports of the United States surveyor-general for New Mex- 
ico respecting the private land claims in that Territory known and des- 
ignated as follows: 

Francisco de Anaya Almozan, for the Cieneguille tract No. 115; 

José R. Zamora et al., for the Vallecito de Lovato tract, No. 108; 

Ojo de la Cabra tract, No. 106; - 

Santa Teresa tract, No. 111; 

Luis Jaramillo claim, No. 103; 

Sierra Mosca tract, No. 75; 

Cañon de Chama tract, No. 75; 

San Joaquin del Nacimiento, No. 66; 

Antonio de Salagar, No. 132; 

Sebastian de Vargos, No. 137; 

Bartolome Baca, No. 126. 

The communications were referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with sec- 
tion 1665 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, a statement ex- 
hibiting the expenditures at the Springfield Armory, and of the arms, 
components of arms, and appendages fabricated, altered, and repaired 
at that armory during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA M’DOUGALL AND OTHERS. d 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the EIA T fact 
filed by the court May 9, 1887, in the cause of Louisa 8. McDougall, 
George P. McDougall, and Frank W. McDougall, heirs, etc., of George 
McDougall, deceased, vs. The United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the council 
and house of representatives of the Territory of Montana, in favor of 
the passage of an act of Congress increasing the number of members of 
the legislative assembly of Montana; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the council and house of representa- 
tives of the Territory of Montana, in favor of the construction of a brick 
wall around the penitentiary of that Territory; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the council and house of representa- 
tives of the Territory of Montana, in favor of an amendment of the alien 
land law; which was referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia Conference 
of Baptist Ministers, relative to the importation ofrum and other ardent 
spirits into the Congo State; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 118 citizens of Clay Centre, Kans., 
praying that an act be passed granting to all who served in the late war 
below the rank of commissioned officers in the Army or Navy, who 
have been honorably discharged, bounty at the rate of $84 per month, 
deducting therefrom all bounty heretofore paid by the United States to 
men in the Army and all prize-money paid to men in the Navy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of C. O. Tannehill and other 
citizens of Texas, praying for the establishment of a court in the neutral 
strip on the borders of Texas; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. - 

He also presented the petition of E. S. Miller, of Washington, D. C., 
praying for a redress of certain grievances; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the petition of a large number of citizens 
of Washington, D. C., praying for certain alterations in the law in re- 
gard to gas, so as to provide cheaper and better gas in the District of 
Columbia. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. z 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of A. P. Rawlings and 65 other 
citizens of Tennessee, and a petition of J. F. Burquer and 34 other citi- 
zens of Tennessee, praying that additional compensation be allowed to 
fourth-class postmasters; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of C. B. Knowles, of Davidson County, 
Tennessee, praying to be granted an extension of a patent on an auto- 
matic car-coupler; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of East Cambridge, 
Vt., and a petition of citizens of Thetford, Vt., praying that an in- 
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crease of compensation be allowed to fourth-ciass postmasters; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of Alexander McNeir and 
other citizens of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the admission of 
Utah as a State so long as the local civil power of the Territory remains 
in the hands of the Mormon priesthood; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, ~ 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Columbia (Oregon) Water- 
ways Convention, praying that increased appropriations be made for the 
improvement of the Columbia River, and a petition of the same con- 
vention concerning the improvement of the mouth of the Columbia 
River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of John Moore, of Paris, IIL, 
praying that he be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of soldiers and citizens of Virginia, IlL, 
praying for the removal of the limitation as to arrearages of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Sarah R. Blucher, widow of 
John Van B. Blucher, late of the United States Navy, poging to be 
allowed an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of North Carolina, praying 
that additional compensation be granted to fourth-class postmasters; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Iowa, praying that Congress, by an ap- 
propriate joint resolution, adopt and propose to the several States an 
amendment tothe Constitution of the United States to prohibit hence- 
forth the manufacture, importation, transportation, and sale of all al- 
coholic liquors as a beverage in the United States, and in every place 
subject to their jurisdiction; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Jane E. Hamill, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying that she be allowed compensation for services ren- 
dered the Government by her son, S. R. Hamill, deceased; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN presented 5 petitions of citizens of Texas, praying 
that increased compensation be allowed to fourth-class postmasters; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-lRoads. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of William McGill and others, 
citizens of South Carolina, and the petition of W. M. Stone and oth-, 
ers, citizens of South Carolina, praying that increased compensation be 
allowed to fourth-class postmasters; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of B. F. Ellis and others, citi- 
zens of Alabama, praying that increased compensation be allowed to 
fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. : 

Mr. PALMER presented resolutions adopted by the Knights of 
Labor of Saginaw, Mich., remonstrating against a reduction of the 
national revenue and demanding the prompt payment of the bonded 
indebtedness, and pensions for all honorably discharged Union soldiers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of W. A. Schock, and 63 others, 
citizens of Parkville, Mich., praying for certain amendments to the 
patent laws; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the faculty of the College of Lib- 
eral Arts, connected with the Boston University, and a petition of the 
faculty of the School of Theology in the same university, praying that 
certain classes of foreign books may be placed on the free list; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Rev. Dr. Stephen L. Baldwin 
and others, a committee of the New England Conference of the Meth- 
odist Church, praying for a modification of the Chinese restriction act 
so as to allow entrance into the United States of Chinese preachers of 
the gospel, and families of Chinamen already residents of the United 
States. I desire to say that it seems to me some of our people are in 
peculiar need of Chinese preachers of the gospel, judging from some of 
our recent legislation. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of George Park, of Worcester, 
Mass., praying for a pension for services rendered by his son, the late 
William C. Park, of Company H, Fifty-seventh Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of W. G. Klee and others, a committee 
of the Convention of California Fruit Growers, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the extermination of scale insects; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Henry J. Patrick, president, and 
Willis D. Leland, secretary, in behalf of ministers of the Congregational 
churches of Boston and vicinity, praying fora treaty of arbitration with 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

Healso presented the petition of Eliza M. Scanolin, of Grafton, Mass., 
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praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Oscar 8. Collins, of Worcester, Mass., 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mary Gamcnell, of Worcester Coun- 
ty, Massachusetts, praying to be allowed a widow’s pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I agi the petition of ee H. Robinson, admin- 
istratrix, praying for the repayment to her of certain sums illegally 
serie | upon and collected of her late husband as an income tax, he 
being the secretary of the house of representatives of Massachusetts, and 
the income tax being upon that income. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. CAMERON presented 5 memorials of citizens of the Twentieth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania; 7 memorials of citizens of the 
Ninth Congressional district of Pennsylvania; and 19 memorials of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the admission of Utah asa 
State with polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tori 


es. * 

He also presented the petition of the Pittsburgh and Southern Coal 
Company, of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying that the appropriations for the 
Signal Service be brought up to their full standard of efficiency; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of the Columbia Waterways Associa- 
tion, of Astoria, Oregon, in favor of further appropriations for the im- 
provement of The Dalles, and for more adequate appropriations for the 
purpose of keeping an open river between Portland and the sea; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition signed by the president and secretary 
of the Methodist Epi Preachers’ Meeting of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing for additional legislation on the subject of Mormonism; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of John F. Ballier, late colonel Ninety- 
eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and brevet brigadier-gen- 
eral, praying to be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also presented the petition of Philippe Ray, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
ou Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY presented 6 memorials of citizens of Pennsylvania, re- 

*monstrating against the admission of Utah as a State, unless restric- 
tions against Mormonism are imposed; which were referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Cordelia R. Jones, widow 
of Theodore Jones, late a private in Company G, Twenty-eighth Ilinois 
Infantry, praying for a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Ernest Hodder, late acting master’s 
mate, United States Navy, Chicago, Ill, praying that his claim of 
$195.05, allowed by the Fourth Auditor, but rejected by the Second 
Comptroller, be referred to the United States Court of Claims for reasons 
stated in the petition; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of John Anketell, of New 
York City, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States so as to enable Congress to pass uniform Jaws on the subject of 
marriage and divorce; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also presented the petition of F. J. Hawley and 20 others, nayi- 
gators of Lake Champlain and citizens of Grand Isle, Vt., praying that 
an appropriation be made for the improvement of that lake at the har- 
bor called Adams’ Landing; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Harlow G. Hyde, of Essex, Vt., 

ing to be allowed a pension for services rendered by his son, George 
B ityde, deceased, of Company C, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Louisa Provost, widow of Peter 
Provost, late of Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teers, praying that she be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of citizens of Aroostook County, 
Maine, praying that increased compensation be allowed to fourth-class 
postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of the Fourteenth Legislative 
Assembly of Oregon, favoring an appropriation to pay certain claims 
due and unpaid, growing out of the Indian war of 1855-'56; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of the Kansas State Temperance 
Union, praying for the adoption of a prohibition amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Edueation and Labor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented the petition of Hon. John F. 
Lewis, an ex-Senator from Virginia, praying to be allowed compensation 


from the commencement of histerm as a Senator from the State of Vir- 
ginia to the date of payment; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of the State of New Hampshire, and a petition of the National Temper- 
ance Society, praying for the submission, by an appropriate joint reso- 


lution, to the several States of a proposition for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States for the prohibition of the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage in the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New Hampshire, praying 
for the appointment of a national commission to investigate and report 
upon the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DANIEL presented petitions of citizens of Cave Spring, County 
Line Cross Roads, Body Camp, Trinity, and Trenton Mills, in the Stato 
of Virginia, praying that increased compensation be allowed fourth-class 
postmasters; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. X 

He also presented the petition of S. J. Conduff, administrator of S. 
G. Conduff, deceased, late a citizen of Virginia, praying forthe reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims, under the act of March 3, 1883; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1) to divide a portion of the reser- 
vation of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reser- 
vations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the 
remainder; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2) for the relief of the Mission Indians 
in the State of California; which wasread twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3) for the relief of the owners and crews 
of the American whaling-vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Web- 
ster, and Europa; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and 
the executors of Donald McKay; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5) granting apension to Mrs. Margaret 
Gallagher; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline > 
P. Trask; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances 
Cody; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 8) to provide for the retirement of 
United States legal-tender and national-bank notes of small denomina- 
tions, and the issue of coin certificates, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. I should like very much, if I could be allowed to do 
so. to have the bill which I have just introduced printed in the RECORD, 
so that criticism may be made upon it between now and the next meet- 
ing of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Kentucky asks 
that the bill introduced by him be printed at length in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BECK. I desire to call some attention to if in advance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. No objection. r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request, and it is ted. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That hereafter no United States note shall be issued of a de- 
nomination less than ten dollars nor more than five hundred dollars; and the 
denominations higher than fifty dollars shall not exceed in value one-fourth of 
the valne of the total amount outstanding st any time; and not more than one- 
fourth in value of the amount of circulation issued to national banks outstand- 
ing at anytime shall be of a less denomination than ten dollars; and no national- 
bank note hereafter issued shall be of ahigher denomination than one hundred 
dollars. The Secretary of the Treasury is directed to make the changes in the 
denominations of the legal-tender notes and national-bank notes needed to com- 

ly with the provisions ef this act whenever said notes are received at the 
reasury for any parpone: 

Sec, 2. That in all issues of certificates hereafter, coin certificates shall be sub- 
stituted for silver certificates and gold certificates wherever cither is authorized 
to be issued under existing laws: and all gold and silver certificates now out- 
standing shall be retired when they are received for any pu at the Treas- 
ury or any subt of the United States, and coin certificates of the denomi- 
nations hereby provi for, issued in their stead, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue coin certificates in such 
denominations not exceeding twenty dollars,as he sees fit on all the surplus 
gold and silver coin and gold bullion held at any time by the United States in 
excess of one hundred milion dollars of gold coin, and pay out the same in 
discharge of all the obligations of the United States, except such as bave been 
heretofore made payable expressly in gold and silver coin, 

Sec. 3. That ony perma or persons ey eee id or silver coin of the 
United States in the sum of ten dollars or any mw thereof, with the Treas- 
urer of the United States, or with any assistant treasurer, at any United States 
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ey and demand coin certificates of like amount therefor, It shall be 
the duty the Treasurer of the United States upon the receipt of said money 
or of any original certificate of deposit issued by the Uni assistant 
treasurer at any United States subtreasury, stating that there has been de 
ited therein, by any — or coi ion, gold coin or standard silver dollars 
of the United States in the sum of ten dollars or any multiple thereof, to order 
yment of a like amount in coin certificates, at the counter of any United 
Sintes depository designated by the depositor, in such denominations as he ped 
request in writing of not less one dollar or not more than five hundred dol- 
lars, subject to the limitations hereinafter provided, which shall be redeemable 
in gold or silver coin at the option of the United States; and all the certificates 
hereby authorized, when received at the Treasury in any form or for any pur- 
, Shall be reissued or new certificates of the same denomination substituted 
or such as are returned because of being mutilated or defaced, as now pro- 
vided by law in regard to the notes of the United States, No coin certificates 
shall be issued of a denomination greater than five hundred dollars, and at 
least two-thirds in value of such certificates outstanding at any time shall be of 
denominations not exceeding fifty dollars. 

Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to cause a suffi- 
cient number of coin certificates of the various denominations hereby author- 
ized to be prepared and distributed among the United States depositories, to 
enable them to comply with the provisions of this act; and the sum of $50,000 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to enable him to pare and distribute said certificates. 

Sec. 5. This act shall e effect ninety days after its except as to the 
$50,000 appropriated in section 4, and as to that appropriation, it shall take effect 
on the passage of this act, and said sum shall be immediately available, 


Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 9) for the relief of. Harry I. Todd, 
late keeper of the Kentucky penitentiary; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 10) to facilitate the business of the Treas- 
ury Department; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BECK. ‘This bill has been sent to me by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, I think it should go to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
I move that it be referred, with the accompanying papers, tothat com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to, 


Mr. BECK alsointroduced a bill (S. 11) for the reliefof Warren Mitch- 


ell; which was read twice by its title, and, with theaccom i r, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. E 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation 
and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 13) restoring to the United States cer- 
tain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, 
and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 14) to repeal all laws providing for the 
pre-emption of the public Jands, the laws allowing entries for timber 
culture, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 15) providing, in certain cases, for the 
forfeiture of wagon-road grants in the State of Oregon; which wasread 
twice by its*title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 16) to set apart from the publicdomain 
in the State of Oregon, as a public park for the benefit of the people of 
the United States, townships 27, 28, 29, 30, and 31, in ranges 5 and 6, 
east of the Willamette meridian, in the State of Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 17) for the relief of Thomas Guinean; 
ine tei read twice by its title, and referred to the Committeeon Pub- 

ic Lan 

He atso introduced a bill (S. 18) for the relief of John Fitzhugh, of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 19) to encourage the manufacture of 
steel for modern Army ordnance, armor, and other Army purposes, and 
to provide heavy ordnance adapted to modern army warfare, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Coast Defenses. r 

He also introduced a bill (S. 20).to provide for the construction of a 
public building at Portland, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 21) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at Salem, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 22) to establish an assay office at Port- 
land, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 23) to authorize Dallas City to construct 
a brid, across the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Terri- 
tory of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of 
Portland as a port of entry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 25) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to amend the statutes in relation to immediate rtation of duti- 
able goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- © 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 26) providing for the operation of a ca- 
nal between Lakes Union and Washington and Puget Sound, in Wash- 
ington Territory, and granting the right to impose and collect tolls, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 27) to prevent the obstruction of navi- 
gable waters, and to protect public works against trespass or injury; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 28) to create a port of delivery at Port 
Angeles, in the district of Puget Sound, Washington Territory; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Coni- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 29) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to credit the State of Oregon with the sum of $12,398.55 for ordnance 
and ordnance stores to be issued to the Territory of Washington on ac- 
count of said State, in payment for ordnance and ordnance stores bor- 
rowed by said State of said Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war 
of 1877 and 1878, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
tifle, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 30) making an appropriation to pay the 
expenses of a military expedition for the exploration of the Territory 
of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 31) to place the name of Robert Will- 
iams upon the retired-list of enlisted men; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 32) for the relief of Louisa A. Ingram; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 33) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, 
of Washington Territory; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 34) to extend the time for filing certain 
claims for compensation for horses and other property lost in the military 
service of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred tæthe Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 35) to authorize the promotion of cer- 
tain assistant surgeons of the Army after twenty years’ service; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 36) to amend chapter 893 of the laws of 
the Forty-ninth Congress; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill {S. 37) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to make sale of certain lands of the Umatilla Indian reserva- 
tion in Oregon, to William S. Byers and others, and to issue patent 
therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 38) granting to the Washington and 
Idaho Railroad Company the right of way through the Cœur d’Alene, 
Indian reservation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 39) to grant an increase of pension to 
Frederick Beno; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 40) granting an increase of pension to 

t E. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 41) granting a pension to Mrs. Octave 
Pavy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 42) granting a pension to Lizzie Wright 
Owen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 43) grantinga pension to Polly H. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and refered ts the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 44) for the relief of James S. Clark & 
eas ; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 45) for the relief of Col. James C. 
Duane; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 46) for the relief of the First National 
Bank of Portland, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 47) for the relief of William Gallick; 
se was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. a 

He also introduced a bill (S. 48) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Wil- 
lard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 49) for the relief of Mrs. Kate Hatton; 
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babe was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
aims. ‘ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 50) for the relief of Francis M. Vander- 
pool; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 51) for the relief of H. B. Oatman; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 52) for the relief of Michael Riley; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on laims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 53) for the relief of P. C. Davis; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 54) for the relief of R. G. Combs and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 55) to pay the citizens of Oregon for 
supplies audited by Philo Callender, commissioner; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 56) for the reliefof Tunis Swick; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 57) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock 
and wife, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 58) in relation to Indian depredations; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 59) for the relief of George E. W. Shar- 
retts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 60) for the relief of Darius H. Smyth; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 61) for the reliefof Margaret D. Smyth; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and other 
seacoast defenses; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to have that bill lie on the table until after 
ba morning call is concluded, when I hope to make a brief explanation 
of it. = 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 63) for payment of balance unpaid 
on Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war claims for suppression 
of Indian hostilities in 1855 and 1856, as found due by commission ap- 
pointed by Secretary of War, consisting of General Rufus Ingalls, Capt. 
A. J. Smith, and Hon. L. F. Grover, pursuant to act of Congress, and 
disallowed by the Third Auditor of the Treasury, as per his report of 
February 7, 1860; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that that bill lie on the table, and at someday 
in the near future, when it may be the pleasure of the Senate to hear 
me, I propose to submit some remarks upon it. 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 64) to authorize the juries of the 
United States circuit and district courts to be used interchangeably, 
and to provide for drawing talesmen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 65) for the relief of Robert W. Waters; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 66) giving a military record to Thomas 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 67) to perfect the military record of 
John C. Green, of Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 68) for the relief of James H. Smith, 
late postmaster at Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads., 

He also introduced a bill (8. 69) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of Frank Williams, late postmaster at Paris, Tenn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Pogt-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 70) to provide for warehousing fruit 
brandy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 71) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Car- 
ter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 72) to provide for prelimi- 
nary surveys and location of the Potomac and Chesapeake Free Ship- 


Canal; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 73) for the relief of E. B. Crozier, execu- 
trix of the last will of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 74) to increase the pension of Thomas 


Chapman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 75) granting a pension to Francis W, 
Strickland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 76) for the relief of Payne, James & Co., 
of Nashville, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 77) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire; 
yui was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 78) for the relief of the Roman Cath- 
olic Church of St. Peter and St. Paul, at Chattanooga, Tenn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 79) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
Lake, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. ? 

He also introduced a bill (S. 80) forthe reliefof Mrs. Eliza A. Brown- 
low; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 81) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 82) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Henry S. French; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 83) for the relief of T. M. English, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 84) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of Adelicia Cheatham, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 85) for the relief of Mrs. Julia Elliott, 
widow of Newell D. Elliott, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 86) for the relief. of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 87) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Jones, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 88) for the relief of J. W. Newman, ad- 
ministrator of Jacob Newman, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 89) for the relief of Jesse J. Busby; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 90) for the relief of William Clift; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 91) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
B. Freeman, William H. Long, and David Watford; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 92) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Richard F. Wasson, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 93) for the relief of T. L. Owens, ad- 
ministrator de bonis non with the will annexed of the estate of T. G. 
Owens, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, 
surviving partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 95) for the relief of William Garrett, of 
Nashville, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 96) for the relief D. W. and Minna H. 
Glassie and Joseph C. Nash; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 97) for the relief of I. L. Cain and others; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 98) for the relief of Joseph R. Anderson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Clai ms. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 99) for the relief of John L. Rhea, e> w- 
utor of Samuel Rhea, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 100) for the relief of Samuel Tate; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 101) for the relief of the estate of Oswell 
P. Newby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 102) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


ms. 
Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 103) providing for the free coin- 
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age of silver; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 104) authorizing the removal of the 
Southern Ute Indians from the State of Colorado to the Uintah Valley 
Reservation, in the Territory of Utah; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 105) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Pueblo, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 106) to establish two additional land- 
offices in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 107) providing for a new basis for the 
circulation of national banks, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 108) to provide for the settlement of a 
certain claim of the “‘Old Settler” or *‘ Western Cherokee ” Indians, 
under the treaties of 1828 and 1834; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 109) for the relief of Thomas H. Norton 
and James McLean; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 110) for the relief of Horace A. W. Ta- 
bor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 111) for the relief of William M. 
Keightley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 112) for the relief of George Baggs; which 
EF read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

irs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 113) for the relief of J. T. and C. T. 
Hulett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 114) to authorize certain for- 
eign-built steamships in the service of the International Navigation 
Company to be registered as vessels of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 115) to promote the foreign trade of the 
United States, and encourage the increase of the American merchant 
marine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 116) to incorporate the American Trust 
Company of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 117) to extend to letter-carriers the ad- 
van secured to other employés of the United States by section 3738 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the hours of labor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 118) for the relief of Francis J. Conlan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 119) for the relief of Edward H. Leib; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
iat hope 8 Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 120) for the relief of John W. Gummo; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 121) granting a pension to Tobias Baney; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 122) grantinga pension to Samuel Lane; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 123) granting a pension to Mrs. Virginia 
ooe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. * 

He also introduced a bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. 
Kaiser; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 125) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bittinger; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 126) for the relief of Abram G. Hoyt; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 127) referring the claim of Madeira and 
Cabada to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 128) for the relief of sailors and marines 
in the United States naval homes; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 129) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Chester, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 130) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Christopher Germer; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 131) for the relief of Jabez Burchard; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. EUSTIS introduced a bill (S. 132) for the erection of a public 
building at New Orleans, La.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 133) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Monroe, La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 134) to extend the limits of the port of 
New Orleans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. > 

He also introduced a bill (S. 135) to enable the Secretary of the In- 
terior to carry out and perform the treaty obligations of the United 
States with the Pottawatomie tribe of Indians; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 136) to enable the Secretary of the In- 
terior to pay certain creditors of the Pottawatomie Indians out of the 
funds of said Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 137) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Joseph R. Shangon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 138) to provide for a joint celebration at 
the national capital, in 1889, by the sixteen American Republics in honor 
of the centennial of the Constitution of the parent Republic, the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Centennial of the Constitution and the Discovery of 
America. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the 
several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved 
August 5, 1861; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 140) for the erection of a bronze statue 
of Spencer F. Baird, late Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 141) to regulate immigration, and for 

other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. MORRILL. Iask to have the bill printed and laid upon the 
table, and if it will suit the convenience of the Senate, I shall submit 
some remarks in explanation of it on Wednesday next after the morn- 
ing hour. : 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 142) to disapprove chapter 49 of the 
acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to prevent the introduction of diseased cattle into the 
Territory of New Mexico,” approved March 19, 1884; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 143) to provide for the issuing and re- 
cording of certain commissions in the Department of Justice; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. = 

He also introduced a bill (S. 144) to annul certain titles to land ac- 
quired by judicial proceedings in the courts of the United States in 
Texas, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and 
Job W. Angus; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 146) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Matthew Allison, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 147) for the reliefof S. D. Barclay, G. D. 
Adams, and William H. Kimbrew; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 148) for the relief of A. B. Norton; 
gaa was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 149) for the relief of D. W. Hatch; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 150) for the relief of Santiago de Leon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 151) for the relief of Mrs. Susan M. 
Roach; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 152) for the relief of William Beddo 
and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 153) for the relief of Overton Love and 
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the adminisiratrix of the estate of Wyatt Gilschrist; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 154) for the erection of a public 
building at Milwaukee, Wis. ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 155) relating to the manufacture and 
sale of gas in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, and 
amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘ An act regulating gas works,’’ approved 
June 23, 1874; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 156) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
to establish agricultural iment stations in connection with the 
colleges established in the several States under the provisions of an act 
approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1887; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 157) foi the relief of Newton S. Mur- 
phy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ms. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 158) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to transfer to the trustees of the Porter Academy certain property 
in the city of Charleston, S. C.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


He also introduced a bill (S. 159) fora public building at Greenville, 
S. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred*to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 160) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
have an iron bridge constructed from the Naval Observatory grounds 
across the Potomac River to the Arlington estate; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 161) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. 
Hasell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.162) for the relief of Lacon R. Tillman; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 163) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to apply the surplus money in the Treasury to the pur- 
chase of United States bonds, or to prepayment of interest on the public 
debt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

‘on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 164) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Pawtucket, R. I.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 165) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Woonsocket, R. I.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 166) to provide for ascertaining and set- 
tling a certain private land claim in the Territory of Arizona; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 167) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew; 
vaa was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 168) granting a pension to Mary E. Crim- 
mins, widow of Patrick Crimmins; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to 
Abby 8. Slocum; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 170) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Mykins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 171) granting a pension to Jennie H. 

ill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 172) granting a pension to Abbie M. 
Hay; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 173) granting a pension to Henry B. 
Very; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 174) granting a pension to Mary Martin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor S. 
Lawson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. - 

He also introduced a bill (S. 176) granting a pension to William M. 
Houghton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 177) granting a pension to Asa Wilson; 
woeh was read twice by its titie, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 178) for the relief of William B. Groff, 


of Newport, R. I.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 179) toamend chapter 18 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 180) for the relief of Washington L. 
Parvin and Henry A. Greene; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 181) granting pensions to 
ex-soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to dependent relatives of 
deceased soldiers and sailors; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I introduce this bill by the unanimous request 
of the pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic. It em- 
bodies the views of that great and patriotic organization as expressed 
in their late national assembly. It was my purpose to move that the 
bill lie upon the table, so that I might at the convenience of the Senate 
submit some remarks in regard to the subject-matter; but I deem it 
best to refer it direct to the Committee on Pensions, in order that I may 
hasten action upon it, and will hereafter, when it shall come back from 
that committee, submit what remarks I may see fit to make. I move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 182) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Omaha, 
Nebr. ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun 

He also introduced a bill (S. 183) requiring notice of deficiency in 
accounts of principals to be given to sureties upon bonds of United 
States officials, and fixing a limitation of time within which suits shall 
be brought against said sureties upon said bonds; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ife also introduced a bill (8. 184) requiring transcripts of judgments 
obtained in United States courts to be filed with county officers having 
charge of judgment records, in certain cases; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 185) to provide for the admission of the 
State of Dakota into the Union, and for the organization of the Terri- 
tory of Lincoln; which was read twice by its uie and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Territories. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 186) to amend section 1225 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, concerning details of Army officers to educational in- 
stitutions, ete. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 187) for the relief of John Little and 
Hobart Williams; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 188) for the relief of A. G. 
Shaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 189) granting a pension to Mrs. Juliet 
G. Howe; which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 190) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 191) making additional appropriations 
for the printing of portraits to accompany the eulogies upon the late 
John A. Logan in the Congress of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 192) to provide that judges of the United 
States circuit and district courts shall reduce their instructions to 
iuries to writing in all States wherein by the laws thereof State judges 
are required so to do; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 193) for the relief of John 
H. Sayers, of Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 194) to increase the endowment of 
the Louisiana State University and Agricultural College; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 195) to establish a nayy-yard and depot 
of supplies on the Mississippi River at Algiers, or at some point between 
Algiers and Port Eads; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 196) to cancel certain reservations of 
lands on account of live-oak, in the southwestern land-district of the 
State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 197) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of New Orleans, La.; which was read twice 
by its E vii and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Groun 

He also introduced a bill (S. 198) for the relief of the Citizens’ Na- 
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tional Bank of New Orleans, La.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 199) for a publie building at Monroe, 
La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 200) to extend the limits of the port of 
New Orleans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 201) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Opelousas, La. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 202) to repeal section 1218 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Louisiana, as the 
Chair understands, desires to have this bill referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. It will be so referred. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill which the Chair has just referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to amend section 1218 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, I sec on looking at itis one that hitherto has gone to the Com- 
mittes on Military Affairs. I suggest that it be referred to that com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was referred at the sugges- 
tion of the Senator introducing it. The Chair had not examined it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam perfectly willing that the reference should be 
changed. ‘The bill relates to a military subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 203) for the relief of Caroline L. 
Maury; whith was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 204) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice 
Grivot; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 205) for the relief of the State National 
Bank of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 206) for the relief of Mrs. Joseph Kit- 
bay a which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 207) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Shan- 
non, widow and administratrix of Joseph R. Shannon, deceased, and 
to provide for the payment of the loss of the steam-boat A. W. Quarrier; 
Tici wia read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 208) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. He- 
bert, widow of Jules J. Hebert, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 209) making an appropriation to re-es- 
tablish the light-house at the southwest pass of Vermillion Bay, Loui- 
siana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 210) to provide for the construction of 
a public building at the city of Morgan City (port of Brashear), State 
of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 211) for the relief of Georgine Campbell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 212) for the relief of P.H. Winston, 
jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 213) for the relief of Henry D. Coley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 214) toamend the act approved January 
16, 1883, known as the civil-service act; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr, STEWART introduced a bill (S. 215) amendatory of the act for 
the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, Cali- 
fornia, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and 
Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 216) to encourage irrigation by segre- 
gating lands upon which water can be obtained for that purpose from 
the surrounding lands, and reserving places for reservoirs and rights 
of way for ditches and canals for the purposes of irrigation; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 217) to change the limit of appro- 
priation for the public building at Jacksonville, Fla.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 218) to change the limit of appropria- 
tion for the public building at Key West, Fia.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 219) to improve the entrance and chan- 


"| and confiscate the property of rebels, and for other 


nels of Pensacola Harbor, Florida, including both the outer and inner 
bars; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 220) to repeal the act of Congress re- 
lating to land grants made by Congress, approved March 3, 1887; which 
yae twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

He also introduced a bill (S. 221) for continuing work on the bar of 
the St. John’s River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 222) for the improvement of the St. 
John’s River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He alfo introduced a bill (S. 223) providing for the opening of a pas- 
sage through San Carlos Bay and the improvement of the Caloosa- 
hatchie River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 224) for the relief of Herman Ruge; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 225) for the relief of Jane Latham 
Donelly, only surviving daughter and heir of Amos Latham, a soldier 
of the Revolutionary war; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 226) securing the right of a party com- 
plainant in the United States courts to filea supplemental bill in equity 
causes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a biil (S. 227) for the relief of Cyprian T. Jen- 
kins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 228) donating certain lots to the city 
of St. Augustine, Fla., for public schools, parks, and a public library; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 229) for the relief of the heirs and dis- 
tributees of the estate of Silvia Wilford, of Duval County, Florida; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 230) for the retirement of judges of the 
district or circuit courts of the United States on account of disability; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 231) to provide that where any railroad 
property is taken into the ion of any United States court, and 
such railroad shall not have been completed, the net earnings of said 
railroad shall be applied to the completion of the same; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 232) for the forfeiture of the land granted 
to the State of Florida for the construction of certain lines of railroad 
in that State; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 233) ting land-warrants to soldiers 
and sailors in the United States service in the Seminole Indian war of 
1856, their widows and orphans; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 234) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Ross; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 235) for the relief of persons whose 
property has been confiscated under the act of Congress entitled “An 
act to suppress insurrection, to punish treason and rebellion, to seize 


” approved 
July 17, 1862; which was read twice by its title, and to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 236) toamend section 4400 of the Re- 
vised pais so that vessels under 5 tons burden, and urar yate 
purposes and not carrying passengers for hire, shall not be subj 
license; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 237) for the improvement of the Suwa- 
nee River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 238) for continuing the work on the 
channel between Cumberland and Amelia Islands, Florida, and the en- 
trance to Fernandina, Fla., and St. Mary’s, Ga.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 239) confirming titles to certain lands 
in Columbia County, in the State of Florida; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 240) to disqualify justices of the Supreme 
Court from sitting in the trial of causes which have been previously 
heard before them in their circuits or otherwise; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 241) for the improvement of certain 
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channels, rivers, and harbors in the State of Florida; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 242) to reimburse the depositors of the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the 
failure of said company; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 243) to establish a bureau of the fine 
arts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 244) for the relief of James Filor, Will- 
iam Curry, and William Pinckney; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 245) to investigate the issue of fraudu- 
lent land-warrants, and to protect soldiers and sailors of the United 
States from loss therefrom; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 246) for continuing work on improve- 
ment of the harbor at Tampa, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 247) for the donation of the public land 
known as the Fort Brooke military reservation, in Florida, tothe town 
of Tampa, in Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 248) granting bounty land to Laura 
Prine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 249) to prevent the sale of adulterated 
food in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 250) for the repair of Fort Marion, at 
St. Augustine, Fla., and the inclosure of the grounds attached to said 
fort; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 251) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to overrule and reverse the decisions of all inferior officers of 
the Treasury Department in respect to all matters of account; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 252) for extension of pension to Mrs. 
Ann Leddy; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 253) to regulate the subletting of con- 
tracts for carrying the United States mails; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 254) to amend article 103 of the Rules 
and Articles of War; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 255) amending section 4414 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and boil- 
ers in the several districts of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 256) fora survey and estimate for a rail- 
road from the mainland to Key West, Fla., and for a canal connecting 
the same with the St. John’s River, for military and naval purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 257) granting a pension to Mary 
S. Logan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 258) for the relief of Maj. Daniel N. 
Bash, paymaster, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 259) granting the title of the United 
States in certain lands to the county of Randolph and State of Illinois, 
on certain conditions; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 260) to reimburse the several States for 
interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes; which wasread twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. $ 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 261) to amend the law concerning 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Heaiso introduced a bill (S. 262) to increase the efficiency of the Med- 
ical Corps of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 263) providing for bounties to certain 
American-built vessels; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE. Let it first go to the Committee on Naval Affairs, as it 
is a subject belonging to both committees. 

The PRESIDENT pro sanpore: The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 264) to prohibit the letting of Gov- 
ernment work to contractors employing convict labor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


He also introduced a bill (S, 265) authorizing the President to appoint 
a commission of experts, skilled in the investigation, production, and 
use of metallic substances and other structural materials, to execute 
tests and experiments on iron, steel, and other materials used in the con- 
struction of bridges, buildings, and mechanical strictures, and deduct 
useful rules therefrom; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 266) to require the testing of chains and 
anchors, and for the better securing of life and property on shipboard; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 267) to regulate charges for trans- 
portation of freight and passengers upon the Missouri, Kansas and 
Texas Railroad, in the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BERRY. Iaskthat the bill be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, 

Mr, CULLOM. I am inclined to think that it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. There is now a standing committee 
relating to that subject. 

My. BERRY. I thought the bill ought to go to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. However, the question of reference is a matter wholly 
immaterial to me. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will go to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. Clearly it should be referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be so referred. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 268) to late charges for the 
transportation of freight and passengers on the St. Louis and San 
Francisco Railroad through the Indian Territory; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 269) to grant to the Fort Smith and 
El Paso Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 270) to establish a United States 
court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 271) fixing compensation of United 
States marshals and deputies, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

* He also introduced a bill (S. 272) fixing the compensation of United 
States district attorneys, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 273) to regulate the removal of causes 
by Federal corporations; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 274) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible pointin the county 
of St. Charles, in the State of Missouri, below the city of St. Charles; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 275) to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of 
the Dakota or James River, and across the Mississippi River between 
the port of St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, and the port of Natchez, 
in the State of Mississippi, and across the Illinois River between its 
mouth and La Salle, in the State of Illinois, and to prescribe the char- 
acter, location, and dimensions of the same; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 276) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge over the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 277) for the relief of Martin E. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 278) for the relief of E. B. McPherson, 
ir.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 279) making an appropriation for. the 
purchase of ground and the erection thereon in the city of Washing- 
ton of a building to be used as a hall of records; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 280) donating to the city of St. Louis, 
Mo., a certain strip of land for street purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 281) making an appropriation for the 
extension and enlargement of the United States custom-house at Kan- 
sas City, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 282) to amend section 3734 of the Re- 
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vised Statutes, and to provide for the erection of public buildings by 
contract with the lowest bidders; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 283) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain 
tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a 
public park; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 284) for the relief of Thomas A. 
Osborn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 285) to prevent the issue of passes to 
official persons, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 286) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen R, Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 287) to quiet title ot 
settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 288) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Sioux City, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 289) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Fort Dodge; Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 290) to authorize the construction of a 
railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near Burlington, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 291) to amend the second and fourth 
sections of ‘‘ An act to regulatecommerce,”’ approved February 4, 1887; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 292) to promote peace among nations, 
for the creation of a tribunal for international arbitration, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 293) nting a pension to Mrs, Ara- 
bella Coddington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 294) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza- 
beth M. Newman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. j 

He also introduced a bill (S. 295) for the relief of Jane E. Hamill; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 296) to authorize the governor 
of the Territory of Utah to appoint certain public officers; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 297) to constitute the governor and sec- 
retary of the Territory of Utah and members of the Utah Commission 
à board pedal: auch Salt Lake City into aldermanic and councilmanic 
districts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 298) for the erection of buildings for the 
exclusive use of post-offices of the first and second class; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 299) for the relief of James Pace; which 
va read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 300) granting a pénsion to Miss Juliet 
G. Howe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 301) providing for the pur- 
chase of the portrait of General George H. Thomas, painted by General 
S. W. Price; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 302) for the relief of the estate of C. M. 
Briggs, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 303) granting a pension to Mattie Gra- 
ziani, of Covington, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 304) to correct the military record of 
John Hinsmann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 305) correcting the military record of 
Dennis Gunn, of Maysville, Ky., late private in Company I, Seventh 
Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 306) granting a pension to John H. 
Foster, of Newport, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 307) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. : 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 308) for the relief of Faran & Me- 
Lean; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 309) for the relief of R. G. 
Huston & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 310) to provide for the settlement 
of accounts with certain railway companies; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 311) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Columbus, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 312) for the relief of 
the estate of William Moss, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 313) for the relief of R. R. Tinsley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 314) for the relief of Henry M. Rector; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 315) for the relief of M. W. Locke, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 316) for the relief of Edward Fitzgerald; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 317) for the relief of William A. Benens; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. A 

He also introduced a bill (S. 318) for the relief of Silas F. Feild, one 
of the sureties on the bond of John G. Halliburton, deceased, late marshal 
of the United States in and for the eastern district of Arkansas; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 319) for the relief of Lizzie E. McCord, 
administratrix of MosesS. McCord, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 320) for the relief of John D. Adams; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 321) for the relief of Zeb Ward, of Little 
Rock, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwest Arkan- 
sas and Indian Territory Railroad to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River in Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 323) for the relief of the 
estate of Isaac W. Talkington, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 324) for the relief of pur- 
chasers and other grantees of the United States of certain swamp and 
overflowed lands, and to reimburse and indemnify certain States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 325) granting to the Billings, Clark’s 
Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company the right of way through the 
Crow Indian reservation; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 326) for the relief of Clement A. 
Lounsberry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 327) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Stillwater, Minn. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 328) granting increase of pension to 
Samuel Bunnell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 329) granting a pension to 
William M. Walker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 330) granting a pension to Manon Van- 
gerdon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 331) granting a pension to John Kalb- 
fleisch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison 
Wagner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 333) granting a pension to Reuben 
Brownmiller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (8. 334) paisean increase of pension to 
Charles F. Allgower; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

lie also introduced a bill (S. 335) granting an increase of pension to 
C. R. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 336) granting a pension to Isaac N. Os- 
born; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 337) grantinga pension to Mary E. John- 
ston; which was read twice by its tille, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 338) granting a pension to Samuel 
Brooks; which was read twice byits title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 339) granting a ion to Eliza Douglass; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 340) A ers a pension to Joseph F. 
Bean; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pe referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ealso introduced a bill (S. 341) granting pensions to William Knight, 
Jacob Parrott, William Reddick, and John Whollam; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 342) granting a pension io Joseph Bro- 
chert; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 343) for the encouragement of closer 
commercial relationship and in the interest of and the perpetuation 
of peace between the United States and the Republics of Mexico and 
Central and South America, and the Empire of Brazil; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 344) to relieve the Treasurer of the United 
States from the amount now charged to him and deposited with the 
several States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 345) for the relief of Wilson W. Brown; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 346) for the relief of Henry Mooers; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 347) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Youngstown, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 348) for a public building for a marine 
hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 349) for the erection of a publie build- 
ing at Akron, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 350) providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Portsmouth, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 351) to provide for the erection of a 

ublic building in the city of Zanesville, Ohio; which was read twice 
i its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 352) for the relief of Bessie S. Gilmore; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 353) for the relief of William T. Crump; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 354) to provide for the survey of certain 
historic grounds, locations, and military works; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 355) for the reliefof John E. Fenimore; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 356) to obtain prison statistics; which 
pte read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ci 

He ae introduced a bill (S. 357) to provide a prison and reforma- 
tory for persons convicted of violations of the law of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judi 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (8. 358) to authorize the sale of 
timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menomonee tribe of 
Indians in the State of Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 359) for the relief of Gabriel Wick; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee- on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 360) relating to ownership of real estate 
in the Territories by corporations; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 361) to authorize the Duluth, Superior 
and Wisconsin Railway Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the St. Louis River; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 362) to amend the first section 
of the “* Act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1837; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 363) to amend the fourth section of the 
“Act to te commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 364) for the relief of W. B. Morrow; 
whieh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

Mr, FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 365) to perpetuate the national 
banking system; which was read smo by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 366) to KAEA internal-revenue taxation 
and certain import duties, and amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other purport approved 
March 3, 1883, and amendatory of section 2502 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 367) repealing an act of August 2, 1886, 
entitled ‘‘An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating the manufacture, sale, and importation and exportation of oleo- 
margarine,” and also to prevent the adulteration of food products; 
which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FARWELL. I think it ought to be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; itoughttogo to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, from which the original act came. 

Mr. FARWELL. I think it should go to the Committee on Finance, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair would hold, inthe absence 
of instruction, that the bill should be referred to the committee which 
reported the original measure. It is in the power of the Senate to dis- 
poms of the bill as it sees fit. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Finanee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance; on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the motion amendable by substituting the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it is not, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that a motion to 
refer is only amendable by adding instructions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When this matter was up originally on the ques- 
tion of oleomargarine, I was in favor of the original measure 
to the Committee on Finance, of which my honored colleague [Mr. 
MORRILL] is the chairman, but the Senate thought it ought to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and it was so re- 
ferred on discussion, and by a yea-and-nay vote of the Senate, if I 
rightly recollect. Now it is proposed to reverse that legislation. I 
think it due to the dignity of the Senate and the public interests of the 
country that the same committee which reported the original measure 
should reconsider on this bill its action, and report one way or the 
other as to whether the act ought to be repealed. 

I hope, therefore, the Senate will not agree to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Finance, but will send it to the committee which origi- 
nated the measure proposed to be repealed, in order that they may re- 
examine the question. 

Mr. FARWELL. The bill contains another subject in addition to 
the one referred to by the Senator from Vermont. The principal.ob- 
ject of the bill is to prevent the adulteration of food. I propose by the 
bill that every manufacturer of anything that is to be eaten shall label 
it so as to show what it contains, and I provida; in the bill a penalty for 
not age, 80. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois if the 
bill does not propose to repeal a tax ? 

Mr. FARWELL. Certainly; it proposes to repeal the tax on oleo- 
margarine. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is whatI understood to be the purport of the bill. 

Mr. FARWELL. That is one of the subjects contained in the bill. 


Mr. HARRIS. And therefore I move its reference to the tax com- 
mittee, 

Mr. FARWELL. That is the committee to which I myself asxed 
that it be referred. 
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Mr. PALMER. As the Senator from Vermont has stated, this ques- 
tion was thoroughly discussed when the matter came up in the last 
Congress. Itseems to me that it would be a waste of time to send the 
bill to the Committee on Finance, and that it should go where the sub- 
ject went last year. No matter whether it involves the question of a 
tax on the adulteration of food, they are cognate subjects in the bill, 
and it should go to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The statement of my distinguished friend from 
Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], that the bill contains another subject, 
requiring the labeling and identification of all articles of food, or some 
articles of food, is an additional argument in favor of its being referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, who have had in charge 
the questions of the adulteration of food. That part of the bill cer- 
tainly has no placein the Committee on Finance, which has to do with 
the revenues of the country. 

Mr. MORRILL. Last year, when the original bill was before the 
Senate, on the question of reference, I voted to have it sent to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, but I was very largely ontvoted. It seems to me 
that the propriety of the reference now to the same committee which 
considered the original measure is supported by the fact that all the 
papers in relation to the matter were before that committee. I hope, 
therefore, the bill will not be sent to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARWELL. If my distinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS] has no objection, and will withdraw his motion, I shall move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
I have no objection to that reference. 

Mr. HARRIS, Both the arguments submitted by the two Senators 
from Vermont proceed upon the idea that in the last Congress the Sen- 
ate committed a mistake against the judgment of those two Senators. 
Exactly why we should persevere in that mistake, I can not very well 
see. Exactly why we should follow a precedent simply because it is 
a precedent, and a wrong one, does not quite recommend itself to my 
judgment. But inasmuch 4s the Senator who introduces the bill ex- 
presses a preference that it shall go to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, and inasmuch as the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance asks that it go there, if the Senate will permit me to do so, the 
yeas and nays having heen ordered, I will withdraw the motion, as I 
do not desire to force the bill upon a committee the chairman of which 
expresses a preference not to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been 
ordered, the motion can be withdrawn only by unanimous consent. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. The motion is withdrawn, 
and the bill is referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry. } 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 368) to regulate siiver coinage, 
and amendatory of an act of February 28, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its 
legal-tender character;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 369) to regulate immigration; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 370) for the relief of Charles H. Adams; 
mre was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims, 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools; which was read twice by its 
titlc, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 372) to provide for a commission on the 
subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 373) for the relief of women enrolled as 
army nurses, etc.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 374) to give the right of trial by jury to 
claimants of pensions, under the laws of the United States, whose ap- 
plications have been rejected by the Secretary of the Interior on appeal 
from the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 375) to restrict the use and sale of opium 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 376) to extend to letter-carriers the ad- 
vantages secured to other employés of the United States by section 3738 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the hours of labor; which was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill willbe referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. That bill was at the last Congress referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and passed the Senate on the report 
of that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made if there 
r z0 objection. The bill goes to the Committee on Education and 

T. $ 
Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 377) granting a pension to Mary J. 


Nottage; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 378) to provide for the relief of claimants 


of pension under the general laws for time prior to the of special 
acts in their favor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 379) to allow soldiers and sailors in the 
United States service who have lost both arms an increased pension; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 380) to increase the rate of ion for 
deafness and loss of sight; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 381) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strick- 
land; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 382) to relieve certain appointed or en- 
listed men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 383) to limit ownership of lands now 
belonging to the public domain; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 384) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Dover, in the State of New Hampshire; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 385) to provide for the erection ofa pub- 
lic building in the city of Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 386) for the relief of William Trefethen, 
of Portsmouth, N. H.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 387) for the relief of Willis N. Arnold; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. - - 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 388) for the relief of L. P. Town- 
send, Louis L. Lovell, W. C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, 
Harvey Harter, Benjamin Harter, and Peter Hackett; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 3 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 389) for the reliefof Thomas 
W. Lord; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. è 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 390) for the relief of Ida 
M. Howell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. - 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 391) to regulate the salaries and 

of the circuit j of the second judicial circuit; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 392) to My versed the salaries of the 
judges of the district courts of the United States within the State of 
New York; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EVARTS. I propose to accompany these bills, with the consent 
of the Chair, with a memorial relating to the subject, and ask that it 
be referred to the Judiciary Committee, and asitis from the Bar Asso- 
ciation of the City of New York, that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The memorial will be received and 
referred, with the bills, to the Committee on the Judiciary. -The Sen- 
ator from New York asks that it be printed at length in the RECORD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will withdraw that request. 
The printing of these things in the RECORD makes it immensely volu- 
minous, and is a great expense. I doubt if it does any good to the 
public to doit. I do not object; I only appeal to the Senator to with- 
draw the request. 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly at this stage of the session the RECORD is 
not overloaded, and, therefore, perhaps it might find space for this me- 
morial, which is the presentation of a large body in the State of New 
York. I hope my friend from Vermont will not object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only appeal to the sense of the Senator as to the 
propriety of his suggestion. I make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the printing of 
the memorial at 1 in the RECORD? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the memorial? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The caption of the memorial will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. A ‘‘Memorial to Congress of the committee of 
the Association of the Bar of the City of New Yorkin relation to the 
salaries of judges of Federal courts in the State of New York, and reso- 
lutions of that body upon the same subject.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
that the memorial be printed at length in the RECORD, to which there 
is no objection. 
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The memorial is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
lly represent to your honorable body that on the 
call, a numerously attended 
of New York was held for the 
urpose of taking into consideration the inadequacy of salaries paid to the 
epte ofthe Federal courts in the State of New York, at which meeting the an- 


entertainment of the proposal was accorded by the respective Judiciary Com- 

so far advanced that it became im- 

ea perpen to carry the measure through all the forms of legislation before the 

1 adjournment. 
The considerations then u: still exist, and were then stated, and are now 
as principally three in number, Dameg; 

a irst The vastly greater amount of labor and service which is required of 
e ju 

Second. The greatly increased cost of living in the State, particularly in the 

city of New York and its vicinity, in which much of their time is necessarily 


Third. The scale of professional compensation in that State and city. 
I. 


Under the first of these heads it is scarcely necessary to s that the cit; 
of New York is not only the financial center of the country, but also the princi- 
pal center of foreignand domesticcommerce. The greatrailway com esand 
other corporate bodies of the nation have their main or branch offices there. 
The great bulk of the financial transactions of the whole country are there car- 
ried on. The maritime commerce of the nation with all other parts of the world 
finds its center at that place, and it is the great port of entry for foreign ships. 
Its own enormous po ulation is constantly swelled by large numbers of people 

other States of the Union and from foreign countries, drawn thither by the 
necessities of business, and who spend much of their time there. 

These circumstances necessarily give rise to a great number and variety of Fed- 
eral questions, and also furnish the grounds, conveniences, and facilities for in- 
pny here Federal jurisdiction to a far greater extent than in any other State 
ofthe Union. Ithas been recently estimated—and your memorialists have no 
reason todoubt the moderation of the estimate—that over 40 per cent. of the en- 
tire litigation in the Federal courts of original jurisdiction in the whole coun- 
try is brought before the courts of the United States in the cities of New York 
and Brooklyn, i 


Under the second of the above heads, your memorialists believe that the fact 
of the increased cost of living in the city of New York is known to all, but per 
haps all are not aware of the magnitude of the excess. An ordinary dwelling- 
house, suitable for a family of moderate habitsand tastes, commands an average 
rental of at least $2,000 per annum, while the more desirable abodes, such as are 
occupied by lawyers of distinction in their profession, can not be obtained for 
sums less than $4,000 per annum. 

‘These great rental values of necessity occasion Soro pace | additions tothe 
cost of almost all other articles of necessary consumption in a family. 

These facts are true, with some slight qualifications, of the cities and suburbs 
Ser oumtin’ New ‚York, and diffuse their influence throughout the whole 

tate. 
Il. 


tn the third eens partly in consequence of the cirenmstances already alluded 
to, the scale o! professional compensation is much higher in the city of New 
York than it is in other parts of the Union, especially in the more remote and 
rura! districts. ‘The professional incomes of lawyers, who possess the abilities 
and learning which fit them to discharge the duties of a Federal judge in that 

e,range from $10,000 to $40,000, and eyen above that amount, per annum. 
And yet it is believed that it is not easier with such incomes to gain a compe- 
tency than it is with much smaller ones in other parts of the country. 

It should be remembered that all the judges of thegUnited States district 
courts within the State are almost constantly engaged in the disc! of their 
judicial duties in the city of New York, and this force is necessarily, from time 

time, recruited by calling in the aid of the district judges of Vermont and 
Connecticut. No question can be made concerning the importance of these ju- 
dicial labors,and of the learning, ability, and incessant toil required of the 
judges, nor that a suitable compensation should be paid to those who are called 
upon to discharge such important functions. And there can be no doubt that 
the salaries at present paid are totally inadequate for the decent support of a 
reputable lawyer, and the insufficiency is disparaging to the dignity, and, conse- 
quently, to the usefulness of the Federal tribunals, Nor do these salaries fur- 
nish, as they should, any sufficient guaranty for the filling of these important 
stations with the requisite learning, integrity, and ability, 

Your memorialists call attention to the fact that it was but a few years since 
that a most competent and highly esteemed judge of a district court in this 
State was obli to resign his office in consequence of the insufficiency of his 
salary, and it was principally in consequence of a happy accident that a com- 
petent successor was found able and willing to accept the office. 

Your memorialists think it entirely reasonable to say that when occasion arises 
for filling a vacancy in any of the offices alluded to, the salary should be such 
that numbers of competent lawyers should be found who would feel that they 
could accept such offices without making an absolute sacrifice of the prospect 
of obtaining a reward for their services adequate to a comfortable mainte- 


nance, 

As it is, upon the occasion of any vacancy, the Government is limited in its 
selection of a competent successor to those whose uniary condition renders 
the amount of a matter of comparative indifference, and the honorable 
ambition of those to whom judicial station is attractive, and who are best fitted 
to disch: its duties, is discouraged and repelled. Your memorialists are not 
in favor of any scale of compensation which would render these offices objects 
of desire and competition on account of the salaries alone, but they believe 
that they should be fixed at such sums as will make it easily possible to secure 
the learning, abilities,and character which are the necessary qualifications for 
such responsible and important places. 

Under the present scale of compensation, the district judges receive salaries 
of but $4,000 per annum, which is less than the salary d to the district judge 
of the northern district of California, who receives $5,000 per annum, and less 
than many salaries paid in the city of New York to clerks, book-keepers, ers, 
and salesmen in large mercantile and financial houses. The salaries of the cir- 


cuit judges are but $6,000 per annum, out of which they are compelled to pay all 

ee gor and other expenses in going from place to place in the three States 

of their cire 

po yas roa further cost of stenographic clerical assistance. So that 
d that their net incomes are less 

asmuch as the latter who reside out of New York City receive a perd 


t, and, when necessary, they are obliged to incur, at re BAVAS 
may 

n those of some of the district judges, in- 

allow- 


ance for expenses, and, in one case, extra compensation for services. These sal- 
aries are very much inferior to those paid to the udges of the courts of the State. 
The jud in the supreme court in the city of New York receive $17,500 per an- 
num, e judges of the superior court of the city and of the court of common 
pleas of the county of New York each receives $15,000 per annum; the surrogate of 
the county of New York receives eye per annum; police trates of the 
city receive $8,000, and judges of the districts (exercising civil j iction corre- 
sponding to that of justices of the peace) receive $6,000 annum, 

The comparatively large salaries thus allowed to ju of the supreme and 
tup ‘rior courts and the court of common treme are indeed made up —— by 
punis pa by the city of New York in addition to the salaries allowed by the 
law of the State, but at the time your memorialists ap) ed to your honorable 
bodies at the last session the State paid to the chief j of its court of appeals 
sitting permanently at Albany a salary of $9,500, and to the associate Jad 

,000, and to those of the supreme court outside of the city of New York sa 
ries of $6,000, with allowances to each of the latter for traveling and other ex- 

$1,200 per annum. And recently the Legislature of the State has in- 
creased the salaries of the chief judge of the court of appeals to $10,500, and 
those of the associate judges of the same court to $10,000, with an allowance to 
each for traveling and other expenses of $2,000 per annum additional. 

Since your memorialists last had the honor of addressing Congress in this 
behalf provision has been made for the appointment of an additional Federal 
cireuit judge, and in order to fill it a lawyer of high standing has been induced 
to vacate the position of counsel to the corporation of the city of New York, 
with a salary of $12,000 per annum, upon the assurance of his friends, and the 
reasonable expectation, that the bar would use its energies to the utmost to in- 
duce Congress to provide for him a suitable maintenance in common with the 
other Federal ihata 

Your memorial: think it would be cntirely within the limits of moderation 
to pay to the circuit judges, vely, salaries equal to those allowed by the 
general law of the State to the j of the court of appeals prior to their re 
cent increase, namely, the sum of $9,000 annum, and to the district judges 
of the northern and eastern districts of New York salaries equal to those al- 
lowed by the State to the judges of the supreme court outside of New York 
City, namely, $6,000 per annum each, and to the judge of the district court of 
the southern district, in view of the cost of living in the city of New York, a 
salary of $7,000 per annum, and your memorialists pray that your honorable 
body may take appropriate action in the premises, 

Dated New York, December 10, 1887. 

E. ELLERY ANDERSON, Chairman, 
JAMES C. CARTER, 
CHARL 


EDWARD K. JONES, 
©. A. SEWARD, 
WHEELER H, PECKHAM, 


0. A. HAND, x 
Committee, 


Ata apacia meeting of the Association of the Bar of the a, of New York 
held at No. 7 West Twenty-ninth street, January 13, 1887, Mr. Ellery E. Ander- 
son presented the following resolutions: 

** Resolved by the Association of the Bar of the Oity of New York, Thatin the opinion 
of this association the salaries now paid to the Federal judges within this State 
are entirely inadequate and bear no relation to the character and importance of 
the services rendered by them. 

=f That the salaries paid to the judges of the courts of the United 
States within the State of New York are not only out of proportion to the sal- 
aries paid to the judges of the superior courts of record of the State for services 
of the same character and importance, but are insufficient to meet the cost of 
living and the suitable maintenance of theirfamilies; and that the disparity 
between the salaries to the judges of the State courts and those paid to the 
iud, of the Federal courts tends to impair the dignity, independence, and 
usefulness of the latter, and makes it difficult to obtain men ng the 
qualifications souen for the discharge of the duties of these high offices. 

“Resolved, That the greatly increased volume of business performed by the 
judges of the Federal courts within this State, as well as the responsibility forced 
upon them by the magnitude and complexity of the questions constantly 
brought before them for adjudication, demand that a reasonable discrimination 
in their favor should be made by Congress with respect to any legislation that 
way, be Ae paeng and adopted for the suitable and adequate compensation of 
Federal judges. 


“Resolved, That it is the sense of this association that the judge® of the circuit 
court of the United States for the second circuit should be provided with and 
receive a salary of at least $9,000 per annum, with an additional allowance for 
traveling and other poet of at least $2,000 per annum, and that the judge 
of the district court of the United States for the southern district of New York 
should be provided with and receive a salary of at least $7,000 per annum, and 
that the judges of the district courts of the United States for the northern and 
eastern districts of New York should each be provided with and receive salaries 
of at least $6,000 annum, 

“* Resol: That a committee of five members of this association be appointed 
by the president, with power to fill vacancies, and,in their discretion, to add to 
their number, not to exceed seven in all, to present these resolutions to Congress, 
and to advocate before that body and the proper committees thereof the cor- 
rection of the evils herein referred to and to promote the reform hereby sought.” 

ich were unanimously adopted, 

Extract from the minutes, 

Attest: 


8. B. BROWNELL, 
Recording Secretary, 


[Seal of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York.] 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 393) for the relief of Mrs. Frances 
Anne Pyne Ricketts; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 394) for the relief of the Continental 
Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Company, the City 
Fire Insurance Company, and the Commercial Mutual Insurance Com- 
pany, all of New York City; the Western National Bank, the Mer- 
chants’ National Bank, and the Maryland Fire Insurance Company, of 
Baltimore, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 395) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and 
others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 396) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, 
widow and administratrix of William Perine, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

—— eee 

*At the time these resolutions were passed there was but one circuit judge. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 397) for the relief of George K. Otis; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 398) for the relief of Henry Erben, a 
captain in the Navy of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 399) for the relief of Henry Herman; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. A 

Mr. TURPIE. By requestof my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES], whois 
absent, I introduce a bill, 

The bill (S. 400) to provide for the formation and admission into the 
Union of the States of Washington, Dakota, Montana, and New Mex- 
ico, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 401) for the relief of Col. Daniel 
McClure; which was read twice by itstitle, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 402) for the relief of George F. Roberts, 
administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving 
partner of Thayer Bros., and others; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. : 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 403) forthe relief of L. M. Pearl- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 404) for the relief of Margaret L. 
Murray; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 405) providing for the adjustment of 
accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight- 
hour law; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 2 

Mr. BLAIR subsequently said: The bill introduced by the Senator 
from Massachusetts | Mr. HOAR] providing compensation to laborers 
employed in the naval department for work in excess of eight hours, 
the statutory period, has been twice considered by the Committee on 
Education and Labor with a favorable report in both Congresses. 
there be no objection, I ask that that bill may be withdrawn from the 
ones on Claims and referred to the Committee on Education and 

r. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be reported by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Weall understand what the bill is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of reference then will be 
changed, if there be no objection, and the bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 406) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a monument to the negro soldiers and sailors who gave their 
lives for the preservation of the Government; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 407) fixing the salaries of the several 
judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 408) to amend and define an actapproved 
March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘ An actto restrict the ownership of real estate 
in the Territories to American citizens,’’ ete.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 409) for the relief of the First National 
Bank of Newton, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 410) for the relief of George F. Rider; 
ane was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on 

aims, 

He also introduced abill (S. 411) for the relief of I. W. Ambler; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 412) for the reliefof I. W. Ambler; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 413) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar S. Collins; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 414) for the relief of Lyman F. Hodge; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with theaccompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 415) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin L. Stover; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 416) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet H. 
Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 417) concerning Federal elections; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 418) granting to the State of 
California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the ma sales of public 


lands in said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 419) to enable the State of California to 
take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be 
mineral lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

‘He also introduced a bill (S. 420) to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected 
under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 
1861; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 421) to encourage co-operation and to 
provide for the formation of associations in the District of Columbia 
for the purpose of conducting any lawful business ‘and dividing the 
profits among the members thereof; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STANFORD. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. ‘‘Any lawful business.’ Wedo not know 
what that. means, nor what is in the bill. Itseemsto me the bill ought 
to go to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Several SENATORS. To the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not know but that it ought to go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary or the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions; but the title would certainly appear to be sufficient tg justify the | 
President of this body in sending the bill to the Committée on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, unless there was a request made to send it some- 
where else. I do not know what “lawful business’? means, Whatis 
lawful here ought certainly to be considered by the District Committee. 
If the Judiciary Committee is to exercise judicial authority in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, then there is no reason for having a District Commit- 
tee, for the Commissioners can do everything here under the acts of 
Congress now, and the only thing that a District Committee is for is to 
pass on that legislation which is to come up from this timeon. What 
has been done is done. I should like to know something about what 


the bill imports. 
The Senator can have the bill read 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
at length, if he desires. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I prefer to have it read, so that the title 
may be understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. STANFORD. Ihave no objection to the bill going to the Com- 
mittee on the Districtof Columbia. Last year, however, it went to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. = 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 422) to amend sections 2165, 
2167, and 2170 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
the naturalization of aliens; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 423) to enable the State of Col- 
orado to select indemnity school-lands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 424) relating to lands in Colorado lately 
occupied by the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 425) to grant the right of way through 
the public lands for irrigation purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 426) granting to the city of Colorado 
Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain lands therein described for 
water reservoirs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 427) granting the right of way to the 
Yankton and Missouri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton 
Indian reservation, in Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also inedia a bill (S, 428) to authorize the Courtof Claims to 
hear, determine, and render final judgment upon the claim of the ‘'Old 
Settler” or ‘‘ Western Cherokee” Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 429) making regulations pre- 
scribing the times, places, and manner of holding elections for Repre- 
sentatives in the Congress of the United States within certain States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 430) to provide for the issuance 
of coin certificates to circulate as money; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent to have the bill printed 
at length in the RECORD. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any person may de itat any mint or assay office of 
the United States both gold. and silver bullion, in quantities not less than 5 
ounces of gold or 80 ounces of silver, and demand and receive therefor coin cer- 
tificates representing $1 for 25.8 grains of gold, and $1 for 412} grains of silver: 


30 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 12; 


Prov The gold and silver bullion so t, in 
1,000 900 parts pure metal. And the ry pre- 
pare pro} certificates and furnish the same to the various mints and assay 
offices of the United States, to ba exchanged for gold and silver bullion as herein 
provided. 

Sec, 2. The certificates issued under this act shall be in such denominations 
as the Secretary of the may p! g That no certificates 
shall be issued of a less den ation than $2, nor of a r denomination 
than $1,000. Such certificates shall be redeemable at the of the United 


ed shall contain, by wei 
of the Treasu 


States, or any of the subtreasuries thereof, under regulations prescribed by the 
pace yA of Treasury, in either gold or silver bullion, at the option of the 
nited States, 


such regulations as the Secre of the Treas: may prescribe: Provided, That 
at least 75 per cent. thereof shall be melted into bars of not less than 8,000 ounces 
weight, and be deposited in the Treasury, or any saroye y d mint, or assay 
office of the United States, in such manner as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
direct, 


Src, 4. The coin certificates issued under the provisions of this act shall be a 
Jegal tender at their nominal value for all dues, public and private, except where 
otherwise expressly stipulated in contracts heretofore , and when received 
by the United States, except for the purpose of redemption, shall be reissued. 

Sec. 5, No gold or silver certificates hereafter issued, and when any 
of either the gold or silver certificates now outstanding shall be received by the 
United States, e: for the purpose of redeemed, they shall be canceled 
and coin certificatés issued in lieu thereof. 

Src. 6, No gold shall hereafter be coined, except what may be necessary in 
payment of the ob! ef the United States expressly made payable in coin; 
and no more silver shall be coined than is necessary to,use in paymyss of obli- 
gations of the United States expressly made parab in coin, and for actual cir- 
culation among the people. e Eroe i of Treasury shall have power to 

au 


regulate the gmount of co! or this section. 
of any shall be imposed for suenving 


Sxc. 7. No seigniorage, or 
or refining at the mints and assay offices of the United States bullion deposi 


under the visions of this act. 

Swe. 8. The provisions of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled “An act to 
authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its legal- 
tender character,” requiring the purchase of not less than two, nor more t 
four, million dollars’ worth of silver per month, and all acts, or parts of acts, in 
conflict with this act are hereby repealed, 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to have the bill lie on the table for the 
present, and I to make some explanatory remarks in regard to 
it on Thursday next, before it is referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 431) granting a pension to 
Emma 8. Free, widow of Thomas 8. Free, late a major in the United 
States Army; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 432) for the relief of Joel B. Morton; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 433) granting an increase of pension to 
General S. W. Price; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 434) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie 
K: Painter; which was read twice by its title, and, with theaccompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (8. 435) to further provide for the 
disposal of the public lands in the State of Alabama; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 436) to provide for opening the shoals 
and in the Coosa River so far as to form a continuous channel for 
steam navigationfrom Wetumpka, Ala., to Rome, Ga.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He ako introduced a bill (S. 437) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, 
surviving partner of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 438) granting a pension to Letitia Tyler 
Semple; which was read by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 439) for the relief of the Mobile Marine 
Dock Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 440) for the relief of Samuel Noble; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to thg Committee on 
Claims, 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 441) to amend the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia, for the protection of girls, and for 
the punishment of the crime of rape; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 442) to extend the time for filing claims 
in the Court of Claims under the provisions of an act entitled *‘An act 
to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoli- 
ations committed by the French prior to July 31, 1801;’’ which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 443) for the encouragement of the Ameri- 
can merchant marine, and to promote postal and commercial relations 
with foreign countries; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 444) to promote the building of Ameri- 
can iron and steel steamers; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 445) to provide for ocean mail service 


between the United States and foreign ports; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


He also introduced a bill (S. 446) for thereliefofthe merchant marine 
of the United States engaged in the foreign trade; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 447) to amend the laws relating to in- 
spection of steam vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 448) relating to pilotage; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 449) for the erection of a monument to 
the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox, at Thomaston, Me.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 450) for the relief of Thomas S. Hop- 
kins, late of Company C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 451) granting a pension to Hannah C. 
DeWitt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 452) for the relief of Lincoln W. Tib- 
betts, of Portland, Me.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 453) 1o provine for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the town of Holton, Me.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 454) to provide for the prepa- 
ration of a Federal code of procedure; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 455) for the relief of Andrew J. Lind- 
say; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the bill with the accompanying petition 
may be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It is for the pur- 
pose of relieving disabilities, and with the petition are letters from the 
accounting officers of the Treasury showing that the accounts have all 
been adjusted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received and 
referred with the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 456) relinquishing the right 
of the United States toan island therein named; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 457) for the relief of Electa Brace; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 458) for the relief of the legal repro- 
sentatives of David Walter Jones; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With that bill I desire to present letters from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the First Comptroller, and the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, showing that the amount specified 
in the bill is due to the legal representatives of the deceased. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be received, if there 
be no objection, and referred, with the bill, to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. . 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 459) in relation to the bind- 
ing of certain public documents; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 460) to facilitate the negotiation of bills 
of lading and other commercial instruments, and to punish frand there- 
in; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 461) for the relief of Lindsay Murdoch; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

He also introdued a bill (S. 462) for the relief of Cogswell & Co.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 463) for the relief of Jacob D. Felthousen 
and the heirs of William H. Akins, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 464) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to settle the claims of the legal representatives of 8. W. Mars- 
ton, late United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Indian Territory, 
for services and expenses; which was read twice byits title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 465) granting a pension to William Sack- 
man, st.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 466) granting a pension to William R. 
Blevins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 467) granting a pension to Hoy Cooper; 
yaen was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 468) granting a pension to Broadus G. 
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Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 469) for the relief of Patrick H. Estes, a 
veteran invalid soldier of the Mexican war; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 470) granting a pension to Amanda F. 
Deck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 471) ting a pension to Richard W. 
Isbell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 472) granting a pension to Eliza Sum- 
mers; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask to accompany that bill with the affidavit 
of Lieut. Robert Taylor and others, establishing the claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro t re. The affidavit will be received, if 
pure be no objection, and referred, with the bill, to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 473) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause to be examined certain vouchers filed, or to be 


filed, by the State of Missouri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed | p 


to be due from the Government of the United States on account of pay- 
ments made by said State since April 22, 1862, to theofficers and enlisted 
men of her militia forces for military services rendered to the United 
States in the suppression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper 
. pay-rolls heretofore filed with, examined, and accepted by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and to report to Congress; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committeeon Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 474) for the relief of the heirs of colored 
soldiers who served in the war of the rebellion; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 475) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas L. Price, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 476) to regulate the pay of the officers 
of the Army and Navy who refuse or neglect to provide for the support 
of their families; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 477) for the relief of Wetmore & Brother, 
of St. Louis, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 478) for the relief of Piromis H. Bell, 
administrator of Marcus A. Bell, deceased, and others; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 479) for the relief of Durant H. L. Bell; 
oe read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

He also introduced a bill (S. 480) for the relief of James Bridger or 
his legal representatives; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 481) for the relief of James Price; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 482) for the relief of Edward S. Arm- 
strong; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 483) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 484) for the relief of Charles P. Chou- 
teau; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 485) for the relief of Charles P. Chou- 
teau, survivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 486) for the relief of the Baptist Female 
College, of Lexington, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 487) for the relief of Napoleon B. Gid- 
dings which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 488) for the relief of Samuel A. Lowe; 
bi was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 489) for the relief of John Finn; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to accompany that bill by a copy of the 
decision of the Supremé Court of the United States in the case of John 
Finn, appellant, against the United States, and a brief by the attorneys 
of the claimants. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The papers will be received and re- 
ferred with the bill, if there be no objection, to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 490) for the relief of St. Charles 
College, Missouri; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to present with the bill, to accompany 
it to the Committee on Claims, the charter of St. Charles College, an 
account against the United States, and sundry affidavits of Judge 
Krekel and others, establishing the claim against the United States. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be received and re- 
ferred with the bill, if there be no objection, to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 491) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Adam Ruebeling, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to accompany that bill by a petition of 
the widow of Adam Ruebeling, praying for relief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received and 
referred, with the bill, if there be no objection, to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 492) to prevent frauds on American 
manufacturers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 493) to amend chapter 18 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
triet of Columbia. x 

He also introduced a bill (S. 494) changing the name of the Real Es- 
tate Title Insurance Company of the District of Columbia, and for other 
; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 495) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 496) for the relief of Arthur L. Fish; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 7 

He also introduced a bill (S. 497) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Egbert Thompson, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 498) for the relief of Frank Della Terre 
and Susan F. Della Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 499) for the relief of William H. Crook; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 500) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Eliza- 
beth Holroyd, widow and administratrix of the estateof John Holroyd, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 501) for the relief of W. H. Ward; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 502) for the relief of Mary F. Potts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 503) for the relief of Maj. William M. 
Maynadier, a paymaster in the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 504) for the relief of Basil Moreland; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 505) to reimburse prisoners of 
war, who were in the military and naval service of the United States 
during the war of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 506) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the Army recorded against Thomas Conroy, deceased; which was 
re twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 507) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the Army against Thomas Morrison; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 508) to empower Robert Adger 
and others to bring suit in the Court of Claims for rent alleged to be 
due them; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 509) authorizing an increase in pen- 
sions in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 510) to grant arrears of pensions in cer- 
tain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 511) to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected 
under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 
1861; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 512) granting the right of way 
and other privileges to the Southern Street Railway and Improvement 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 513) for the relief of James Albert Bon- 
mk; poker was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Paten 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 514) for the relief of Dr. A. Sydney 
Tebbs; which was read twice by its titleand referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 515) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Protestant Episcopal Theological Seminary and High School, in Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 516) for the relief of Isaac Davenport 
and other citizens of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the wai aaah papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 517) for the relief of J. Henry Rives; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 518) for the relief of the legal personal 
representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. ` 

Mr. DANIEL. With that bill I ask leave to present a memorial to 
be included with it. 

The PRESIDENT i tempore. The accompanying memorial will 
oe with the bill, to the Committee on Claims, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 519) to provide for ES 
liminary surveysand location of the Potomac and Chesapeake Free Ship- 
Canal; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 520) for the relief of Berwood Hunter; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 521) granting right of way and other 
privileges to the Hampton and Old Point Railroad Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 522) for the relief of T. J. Pitzer; 
ann was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 523) for the relief of John F. Rogers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 524) for the relief of James E. Hall, of 
Clark County, Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 525) for the relief of Samuel A. B. Wood- 
ford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 526) referring to the Court of Claims 
the claims of General T. T. Garrard and others; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 527) for the relief of William Millican; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 528) for the reliefof Weissinger & Bate, 
Edward Holbrook, and others; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 529) regulating the proceedings in 
Congress upon private claims; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 530) fixing the salaries of the Commis- 
sioner of Education and the Commissioner of Labor at $5,000 each per 
annum; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 531) for the relief of the heirs of 
Myra Clark Gaines; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 532) to repeal sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, 6, 7, and 9 of the act of Congress, approved June 10, 1880, entitled 
“An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transporta- 
tion of dutiable goods, and for other purposes;’’ which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 533) to provide for paying the 
widow of the late Spencer F. Baird for the services rendered by him 
as Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is not a claimaut’s bill, but is a bill to pro- 
vide for paying the widow of the late Professor Baird for about sixteen 
years of gratuitous service that he performed as Commissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, who have been familiar with the subject and made ap- 

ropriations for it, and I hope that they will report upon it very early 

deed, as I believe it myself to be a very meritorious and just bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made, if there 
be no en 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 534) to provide for the establish- 
zans o a postal telegraphic system; which was read the first time by 

ts è. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask that that bill may be read the second time, 

and, for the time being, lie upon the table. 
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is tid was read the second time by its title, and ordered to lie on 
e e. 

_. Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 535) providing for an inspec- 
tion of meats for exportation, prohibiting the importation of adulter- 
ated articles of food or drink, and authorizing the President to make 
proclamation in certain cases, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That bill passed the Senate at a former session on 
a report from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I move that it 
be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 536) to provide for ascertain- 
ing and settling private land claims in certain States and Territories; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. } 

He also introduced a bill (S. 537) to provide for the confinement of 
inebriates in the Government Hospital for the Insane; which was read 
twice.by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and I beg that the chairman of that com- 
mittee will ask the committee to take it intoimmediate consideration, 
for it is a very urgent matter, as I think. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [also introduce a bill on the same subject, estab- 
lishing a separate institution that will go into effect as soon as may be. 

The bill (S. 538) toestablish a hospital and reformatory for inebriates 
in the District of Columbia was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 539) amending section 3749 
= ort Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
ts title. 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that isa bill which was reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and I believe passed by the Senate, at a 
former Con 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Vermont, as he isa example for the whole Senate, to the propriety 
of amending the title of that bill so as to import what it relates to. 
The public get no knowledge of the meaning of a measure by merely 
referring to a section of the Revised Statutes by its number. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from Massachusetts is quite 
right, and I am obliged to him for making the suggestion. I will 
modify the title so as to add the words ‘‘relating to disposition of 
property of the United States.” 

The bill (S. 539) amending section 3749 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating tothe disposition of property of the United 
States, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 540) to establish a forest reser- 
vation on the headwaters of the Missouri River and the headwaters of 
Clark’s Fork of the Columbia River; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 541) to limit and regulate the fees and 
compensation of commissioners of circuit courts of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 542) to establish a uniform system for 
the practice of attorneys at law before the committees of Congress and 
the Executive Departments, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 543) authenticating the official seals 
used by the Government Departments, and by the several Bureaus, 
officers, and offices thereof, and by the United States courts in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 544) to authorize the construction of a 
highway bridge across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain which 
separates the Islands of North Hero and South Hero, in the county of 
Grand Isle, in the State of Vermont; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 545) appropriating $25,000 in aid of a 
Volunteer Disabled Soldiers’ Home in the State of Vermont; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 546) to facilitate the administration of 
the laws in the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the J Somer? & 

He also introduced a bill (S. 547) for the relief of George W. Bolton, 
alias Charles Andrews; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I introduce also a bill by request, without com- 
mitting myself at this time to the propriety of it, although I am in 
favor of doing something, if it can properly be done, in the direction 
tthe bill (S. 548) din la ting pension 

The 548) amending the pension laws granting ons to 
widows and minor children was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


1887. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 549) granting a pension to Han- 
nah R. Langdon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. z 

He also introduced a bill (S. 550) granting a pension to William C. 
Wait; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 551) granting a ion to Newcomb 
Parker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 552) for the relief of George W. Saul- 
paw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 553) to regulate immigration; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask that the bill lie on the table, to the end that 
at some future time I may call it up for the purpose of making a few 
remarks on the subject-matter of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro- tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. CHACE introduced a bill (S. 554) to amend title 60, chapter 3, 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 

- its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (8. 555) to establish an additional 
Jand district in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 556) providing for the resurvey of cer- 
tain public lands in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 557) to protect certain purchasers of lands 
from ‘the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 558) for the relief of certain settlers 
upon the school lands of Washington Territory; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 559) making an appropriation for the es- 
tablishment of a life-saving station and providing for a life-saving crew 
at Yaquina Bay, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Colum- 
bia River between the State of Oregon and the Territory of Washing- 
ton and to establish it as a post-road; which wus read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

He also introduced a bill (S: 561) providing an appropriation for the 
continuance of improvements at the mouth of the Columbia River; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 562) providing an additional appropri- 
ation for the purpose of continuing work on the canal and locks at the 
Cascades of the Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 563) providing an appropriation for the 
speedy completion of the improvements at the entrance to Yaquina 
Bay, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 564) providing an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Umpqua River, Oregon, between Elkton and the 
mouth of said river; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. z 

He also introduced a bill (S. 565) providing an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvements at the entrance to Coos Bay, Oregon; which 
was read twice by itstitle, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 566) making an appropriation for a final 
survey and estimates for, and the commencement of the construction 
of a boat-railway around the obstructions to navigation at The Dalles 
and Celilo Falls, in the Columbia River; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Transportation Routes to the 
Seaboard. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 567) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Yaquina City, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 568) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Salem, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 569) making an appropriation for the 
resurvey, relocation, shortening, and improvement of the military 
wagon-road between Rogue River Valley and Fort Klamath, Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 570) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late 
Indian agent at Grand Ronde Agency, State of Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 571) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman Baumhager; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask leave now to introduce two bills which I 
desire to have referred to the Committee on Finance. They are of a 
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character that can not originate in the Senate, but I shall embrace the 
en iest opportunity to offer them asamendments to some proper revenue 
ill. 

The bill (S. 572) to amend section 3020 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
ferring to drawback duty on manufactured tin, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (S. 573) to amend section 3019 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to drawbaek on duties on imported material when manufactured 
and exported, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. - 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 574) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Apolline A. Blair; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 575) granting a pension to Mary 
O'Day; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. y 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 576) for the relief of Semon 
Bache & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 577) for the relief of the American 
Grocer Association of the city of New York; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 578) to prohibit objectionable 
foreignimmigration, encourage desirable immigration, defend American 
institutions, and protect American labor; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 579) to provide for the retirement of 
Brig. Gen. Rufus Ingalls (retired) asa major-general of the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 580) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American 
citizens, and so forth,” approved March 3, 1887; which wasread twice 
by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iask that the bill lie on the table at present. 
At an early day I shall call it up for the purpose of submitting some 
remarks upon it. = - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie upon the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 581) to reimburse settlers and 
purchasers on even-numbered sections of public lands within the limits 
of Congressional grants in eases of forfeiture of odd-numbered sec- 
tions; which was read twice by its title. : 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask thatthe bill may lie upon the table for the 
present. I shall endeavor to call it up at an early day and submit 
some remarks in favor of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie upon the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S, 582) abrogating all treaties 
heretofore made and now operative between the United States Gov- 
ernment and the Chinese Empire, in so far as they, or any of them, pro- 
vide for, recognize, or permit the coming of Chinese to the United 
States, and in so far as they, or any of them, inhibit the United States 
from absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States; 
and repealing all acts of Congress in so far as they, or any of them, 
recognize or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States; and 
absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States, ex- 
cepting only diplomatic, consular, and other officers, and prohibiting 
the landing of any Chinese therein, excepting only such diplomatic 
and other officers; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 1) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to rent additional rooms for the use of the 
Bureau of Labor in collecting the statistics of and relating to marriage 
and divorce, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am advised that the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury, or some official at that end of the capital, has doubt as to 
whether the appropriation that was made at a former session for these 
objects will cover the payment of the rent of the rooms the officials 
have been obliged to hire; and Iam advised by a gentleman in another 
place familiar with the matter that it is very desirable that this joint 
resolution shall pass as soon as may be; but as I am not willing to pass 
any joint resolution appropriating money (except in some very extreme 
cases) without a reference, I move that this be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and I hope that they will consider it early. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. ; 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 2) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States empowering Con- 
gress to legislate upon the subjects of marriage and divorce, and pro- 
hibiting bigamy and polygamy; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the joint resolution may lie on the table 
for the present, with a view of submitting some remarks upon it before 
it is referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will lie upon 


| the table. 
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Mr. CULLOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 3) for the amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States in regard to bigamy and 
polygamy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
we ALDEICH introduced lution (S. R. 4) fo 

Mr. introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 4) providing for 
the disposition of undistributed copies of the Rebellion Records and 
other public documents; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 5) in relation to the 
claim of John B: Read against the United States for the alleged use of 

jectiles for rifled ordnance claimed as the invention of said Read, 

by him alleged to have been used pursuant toa contract or ar- 

rangement made between him and the War Department in 1856, for 

which no compensation has been made; also in relation to the claim of 

William E. Woodbridge based upon the plea of alleged priority in this 
line of invention; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PUGH. I move that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 

tee on Claims. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire whether that joint resolution 
would not more properly go to the Committee on Patents. That class 
of questions has been, I think, almost always since I have been in the 
Senate dealt with by the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PUGH. The same measure was reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs at the last Congress, and it has passed both Houses. 

Mr. HOAR. My objection is tosendingit tothe Committee on Claims. 
It seems to me that the claim of an inventor to compensation for the 
use of his invention by the Government involves a kind of inquiry with 
which the Committee on Patents are familiar, and I know it has been 
very largely the practice of the Senate to send such bills to that com- 
mittee. Indeed, I think this claim was before that committee when I 
was a memberofit. If there be no objection, therefore, I suggest that 
it go to the Committee on Patents, and not to the Committee on Claims, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reference of 
the joint resolution to the Committee on Patents? 

Mr. PUGH. I have no objection, except that the claim has been in 
the other House and in the Senate before the Military Committee, and 
bills in favor of it have been reported in two Congresses. They have 
investigated and understand all the facts and merits of the case, and 
have made two reports in favor of beet rome of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot object to the Military Committee, But the Chair 
proposes to send it to the Commitiee on Claims. My objection is to 
sending it to the Committee on Claims, but I have no objection to its 
going to the Committee on Military Affairs, if the Senator prefers that 

ference. 

Mr. PLATT. This bill, or a bill relating to this matter, at a former 
session, was referred to the Committee on Patents. The Committee on 
Patents did not report it favorably. At the next session it was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, which did report it favorably, 
and now it is pro to refer it to the Committee on Claims. That 
is the history of the bill. 7 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it would be fair to refer this bill to the 
Committee on Patents, where it really ought to go, as it isa patent 
matter with which that committee is more familiar than any other 
committee can be. , That is the proper and I move that the 
joint resolution be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PUGH. The claim is founded on a contract with the Govern- 
ment for the use of this perce constructed under the patent of John 
B. Read. It is a claim founded on a patent, the Government having 
contracted for the use of the projectile patented to this claimant. 
That is the only reason I had for asking the reference Idid. The Mil- 
itary Committee have examined it; they are familiar with it; they 
have reported upon it twice, and a bill has passed both Houses, and 
the President would have signed itifit had everreached him. I have 
no objection to the reference the Senator proposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senator says he has no objection, I will 
not take the time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Alabama to consent to the reference of the joint resolution to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PUGH. I have really no preference myself. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will then be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 6) for the removal of 
all disability imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States upon Abram C. Myers; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 7) for the relief of Caro- 
line M. Seton and Mary Jeannette Sibbald, heirs at law of Charles F. 
Sibbald, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 8) providing 
for the appointment of a commission to select a site for a naval station 
on the Pacific coast; which was read twice by its title. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that that joint resolution lie on the table 
for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 9) to author- 
ize the printing of the recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Statistics, Treasury ent, upon wool and the manufactures of 
wool; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 10) relating to the 
inclosure of certain points of especial interest on the battle-field of 
Gettysburgh; which was read twice by its title, and, with accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 11) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also introduced a jointresolution (S. R. 12) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States in relation to the manu- 
facture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of aleoholic 
liquors; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS FROM FILES, 


Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to inquire into the advisa- 
bility of requiring the papers on file in the office of the Secre! of the Senate 
atthe expiration of the session of Con; to be taken from the files and re- 
ferred to the committees to which the bills or petitions may be referred, without 
requiring a special order in esch case. 

Mr. BECK. If it takes two hours and a half to introduce bills, as 
has been the case to-day, it will take as long to have orders passed to 
withdraw the papers pertaining to them, and I hope the Committee on 
Rules will devise some’ way whereby that can be avoided. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. LI agree to that, only I think the rule is a very 
good one which forbids the trying over and over again of cases that are 
reported adversely. That the rule now forbids. So if the Committee 
on Rules is to consider the matter, to which I have no objection—for I 
do not object to the resolution—there is one part of the rule that is 
very wholesome. It is rather a common habit with us all if a bill is 
reported adversely at one session of Congress and the report is accepted, 
so that a decision is reached, for the representative of that constituent, 
naturally enough, to introduce another bill at the next session and try 
another committee on it, and go all over it again. This rule of the 
Senate was intended to try to make an end of something where it 
happened to be decided in favor of the United States; but I should be 
glad to have the committee examine the matter and see what can be 
done. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator knows we have to get a special order of 
withdrawal in each case now, inyolving a great deal of labor. There 
is no objection to the reference, I understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. None whatever. 

Mr. HARRIS. A rule can be formulated so as to guard the point 
suggested by the Senator from Vermont and at the same time accom- 
plish the object of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very likely; I do not object to the resolution at 


The Senator from Vermont moves | all 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
REDUCTION OF POSTAGE RATES. 


Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, directed to inquire into the advisability of rodona the rate of ponago 
to 1 cent on all mail matter now known as first-class which does not ex 1 
ounce in anda nate reduction on all excess of 1 ounce, and re- 
port to the by or otherwise as soon as practicable, 
Mr. BECK. I ask that the resolution lie on the table. I may in- 
troduce a bill to the same effect presently. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 
GOVERNMENT POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That mittee of five Senators, to be inted by the 
Pissident of the Senate, be directed to inquire into the advisabhiity and pri 


Oy of a ee 
power to report by or otherwise, 
CONDITION OF THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


i MA raroa raa pota ig peor relies a > and im cee endl eect 
States,” a ved Jan 1883. as follows: 
oe Src. 11. That no oaa or seet Preh or Territorial Delegate of the 
Co elect, or any officer or 
cial, military, or vg 
no 


branch, or bureau of executive, judicial, or military or naval ce of the 
United seal Giese or indirectly, solicit or receive, or be in any man- 


to inquire into the advisa! and practi- 
cap nel Pier postal telegraph with 


ner concerned in so or receiving, FAD commag > ot rag or contri- 
bution, for any political whatever, from an: A panir or employé 
of the United Biates, or any E Denean ox DATO orfrom any 

n receiving any salary or compensation from moneys derived from the 
Freasury of the United States. 


no or other person in the service of the United 
States shall, directly or indirectly, give or hand over to any other officer, clerk 
the n States, or to any Senator or Member of 

the House of Representatiyes or Territorial Delegate, 


And whereas the spirit of said act has been interpreted, by the President and 
the Commissioners of the Civil Service Commission charged with its execu- 
on, as forbidding all officers of the General qdim poiri aig ora sho A 
patingin political conventions and elections, the President in his order a 
tothe heads of the the service of the General Government, dated 


Departmentsin 
July 14, 1886, setting forth his reasons for the same as follows: 


Executive Mansion, Washington, July 14, 1886. 

To the Heads of the Departments in the service of the General Government: 

arn all in the several 
ec 


have not 

invested them with the gonar of arbitrarily m: political affairs. 
They have no right, as office-holders, to dictate the political action of their party 
ates or to throttle freedom of action within lines by methods and 


resi which pervert every useful and justifiable purpose of party organiza- 


on, 
The influence of Federal office-holders should not be felt in the manipulation 
Sa i ge primary meetings and nominating conventions. these 
als of their positions to com: their sel 
conventions is indecent and 
requirements of e pao will also 


y 
bidden the exercise of political privileges, but their privileges are not enlarged, 
nor is their guy to paoe to pernicious acti by office holding: A 
just disorimination in regard between the things a citizen may roper ydo 
and the purposes for which Krun office should not be used is easy in the light 
of a correct apprecition of relation between the je and those ini ed 
with official place and a consideration of the necessity under our form of gov- 
ernment of political action free from official coercion. You are requested to 
communicate the substance of these views to those for whose guidance they 


are intended. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 

And Commisioner Oberly, in his letter to the Dlinois Democratic Association, 
dated September 29, 1887, interpreting the statute as follows: 

{ the United States who are organized for, ica’ purposes, troein rinipta 
of the who are for an - 
tiation fees, d and contributions defray the parak eris of eea palpe 
are violating ons 11 and 14 of the civil service act? They are giving—they 
are handing over—to officers, clerks, or other persons in the service of the 
United States,and these persons, acting as officers of the association, as the 
representatives of the associated officers, clerks, and other persons in the sery- 
ice of the United States, are receiving money for political purposes, money to 
be applied to the promotion of political objects.” 

And whereas it is alleged that, notwithstanding the provisions of said act, and 
notwithstanding the bia a toe ion placed upon the same by the authorities as 
above quoted, numerous Federal officers, appointed by the present administra- 
tion, have unduly and offensively exhibited a pernicious nethvity both in nomi- 
nating conventions and the elections race | + Therefore, 

, Thataselect committee, to consist of seven Senators,be, and the same 
is hereby, constituted and appointed, whose duty itshall be toexamine fully into 
the present condition of the civil service in all branches of the Government, to 
asce whether the appointments in said service have been based upon merit 
and qualification, or have been distributed as partisan favors; and further, to 
fully examine and report as to the offensive tion of officers and em- 
ployés of the General Government in tical conventions and ns. 

Said committee is hereby autho: to employ aclerk and stenographer, and 
shall have power to administer oaths, send for persons and papers; to sit in 
Washington or such other places as may be necessary, and to conduct its investi- 

ons through subcommittees, the of the same to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, and a report of its pi shall be 
made to the Senate at as early a day as is practicable. 


Mr. HALE. Let the resolution lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will it not be printed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be pri 5 

Mr. HALE. Having been read, it will be printed, of course. 

PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, ETC. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed, in aray ase form, for the use of the Senate, 


1,000 copies of the annual message o President, and the reports of 
the heads of the ments, Comptroller of the Currency, Director of The Aint, 
and Treasurer of the United States, without the appendices. 


MRS. VIRGINIA POORE. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 


Secretary 
and directed to pay, out of the miscellancous items of the contingent fund of 


the Senate, to Mrs, Virginia Poore, widow of Maj. Ben: Perley Poore, deceased, 


late clerk to the Senate Committee on Printing, an amount equal tosix months’ 
as clerk aforesaid; said sum to be considered ‘as including funeral ex- 
penses and all other allowances. 
PRINTING “OF PAPERS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I introduced a bill this morning for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Omaha, with some accompanying papers. 
I request that the papers, which are quite voluminous, may be printed 
for the.use of the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun the 
usual number, Task that the order to print may be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 
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GOODLOE’S INTERNAL-REVENUE COMPILATION. 
Mr. VANCE submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 


was read: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House o; rt ipype concurring), That there be 
at the Government Prin 0 3,000 copies of the compilation of the 
nternal-reyenue laws of the United States, with a history of the legislation in 


Sy thereto from the organization of the Government to the present time, by 
D. R. Goodloe, of which 750 copies shall be forthe use of the Senate, 1,500 copies 
for the use of the House, and 750 copies for the use of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. VANCE. I submit the manuscript to which the resolution re- 


fers, and ask its reference with the resolution to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution with the accompany- 
ing paper will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire to have the following orders made: 
Church sb Obattancogs, Tenn. be iakea Hom ths files of the Banata and re- 
ote toa the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let all the orders be adopted, subject to the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. There are quite a number of orders of the same 
Cinare. They need not be read. . They are taken subject to the rule, 

course. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will direct that the orders 
be entered, and that the requests be granted, subject to the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest in the same connection that in 
all cases of bills which have been presented to-day, where there have 
been former reports not adverse, the papers be ordered to be referred to 
the appropriate committees by a general order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that is a good suggestion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent that that be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that in all cases of bills introduced to-day the 
papers on file, no adverse report having been made, shall be forwarded 
to the respective committees. Is there objection? The Chair hears - 
none. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then these ordersof mine need not be entered. Let 
them go under the general rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The orders of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee are included in the general order just made. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hand inan order totake papers from the files which 
perhaps are not included under the general provision. 

The order was read, as follows: 

i G. Colde: 
N of the Stata ch New Yorks, be taken KOA the Oio of the Senate and ros 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator please explain what the state of 
that case is? Why does it not come within the order unanimously 
adopted? 

Mr. EVARTS. The only knowledge I have is this order handed me. 
I did not present the petition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Then let the order be granted subject to the rule, 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. - 2 

ext PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be granted subject to 
the rule. 

EXEMPTIONS FROM DUTY. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance: 

Resol That the Committee on Finance is hereby instructed to inquire into 
the propriety and expediency of exempting from duty, to a limited extent, 
articles which may be contained in the personal of any passenger ar- 
riving at any portof entry: Provided, That the art so exempted are not 
intended for sale, and that all other dutiable articles contained in such baggage 
shall have been duly declared by such passenger. 


OPEN EXECUTIVE SESSIONS. 


Mr. PLATT. AsI am required by the rules to do, I give notice 
that on to-morrow I shall introduce a resolution in amen t of 
clauses 2, 3, and 4 of Rule XXXVI, clause3of Rule XXXVII, clause 
2of Rule for the purpose of providing that hereafter the 
Senate shall consider and act upon treaties and executive nominations 
in open session, except when it shall be otherwise ordered. 


PACIFICO COAST STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all letters or other communications in his Department relat 
to the recent bonding of the Pacific Coast Steamship Company, together wi 
copies of all other papers touching said transaction. 


JUDGMENTS OF FEDERAL COURTS. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of amending the laws of the United States in relationto liens of 
Jaagmonts rendered in the courts of the United States so as to e-such 

iens, as near as may be, by the laws of the seyeral States in which said judg- 
ments may be rendered. 
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RAILROAD RECEIVERS. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to report, by bill 
or otherwise, such legislation as may be necessary to prevent the courts of the 
United States, in managing raiiroads through receivers, from depriving lawful 
creditors of their liens on said railroad and corporate properties by the sale of 
the properties under receivers’ certificates issued under the order of said courts 
whereby the title tq great railroad properties and vast bodies of the public Jan 
of the people of the Ënited States, ving a power of taxation over the people, 
is vested in favorites and combinations of persons selected and approved by the 
receiver and his confederates, 


Mr. CALL. I ask that the resolution be placed on the Calendar, in 
order that I may call it up hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

i SENATOR FROM WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the credentials of Mr. Faulkner as a Sen- 
ator from the State of West Virginia, the memorial of Mr. Lucas, and 
all other papers on the files of the Senate relating to the title to the 
seat from the State of West Virginia, be taken from the table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was at to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 13, 
1887, at 12 m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received w m Senate the 12th day of December 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


Lucius Q. C. Lamar, of Mississippi, to be associate justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in place of William B. Woods, de- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 

George L. Rives, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary or State, 

vice James D. Porter, resigned. 
POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

Don M. Dickinson, of Michigan, to be Postmaster-General in place 
of William F. Vilas, who has been nominated to be Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

- SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. . 

William F. Vilas, of Wisconsin, to be Secretary of the Interior, in 
place of Lucius Q. C. Lamar, who has been nominated to be associate 
justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Charles S. Fairchild, of New York, to be Secretary of the Treasury, 

to succeed Daniel Manning, whose resignation has been accepted. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. = 

Isaac H. Maynard, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, to succeed Charles S. Fairchild, who has been nominated to 
be Secretary of the Treasury. 

TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 

James W. Hyatt, of Connecticut, to be Treasurer of the United States, 

to succeed Conrad N. Jordan, whose resignation has been accepted. 
SECOND COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 

Sigourney Butler, of Massachusetts, to be Second Comptroller of the 
Treasury, to succeed Isaac H. Maynard, who has been nominated tobe 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

MINISTER TO ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 

Bayless W. Hanna, of Crawfordsville, Ind., formerly minister resident 
and consul-general to the Argentine Republic, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to that place. 

MINISTER TO AUSTRIA-HUNGARY. 

Alexander R. Lawton, of Savannah, Ga., to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Austria-Hungary, 
to fill a vacancy. 


MINISTER TO TURKEY. 

Oscar 8. Straus, of New York City, N. Y., to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Turkey, vice 
Samuel 8. Cox, resigned. 

MINISTER TO BOLIVIA. 

S. S. Carlisle, of New Orleans, La., to be minister resident and con- 

sul-general of the United States to 


Bolivia, vice William A. Seay, re- 


SECRETARIES OF LEGATION, ETC. 


John G. Walker, of Texas, to be secretary of the legation and con- 
sul-general of the United States at Bogota, vice V. O. King, resigned. - 
James R. Hosmer, of New York City, N. Y., to be secretary of lega- 
tion in Central American States and consul-general of the United States 
at Guatemala, vice D. Lynch Pringle, transferred to the consulate-gen- 

eral at Constantinople. 
Samuel T. Williams, of Maryland, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States to Brazil, vice Charles B. Trail, resigned. 
Charles Chaillé Long, of New York City, N. Y., to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States to Corea. 
COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 
G. Brown Goode, to be Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, vice 
Spencer F. Baird, deceased. 
ASSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 
Legh W. Reid, of Virginia, to be Assistant Register of the Treasury, 
to succeed Roswell A. Fish, whose resignation has been accepted. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. - 


James F. Benedict, of Colorado, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Colorado, in place of James S. Wolfe, removed. 

Whitfield Walker, of Florida, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Florida, in place of Samuel C. Thompson, removed. 

Leonard A. Geigerich, of New York, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the third district of New York, in place of Morris Friedsam, 
removed. 

Kerr Craige, of North Carolina, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fifth district of North Carolina. 

CONSULS-GENERAL, 

Harold Marsh Sewall, of Bath, Me., consul-general of the United 
States at Apia. 

Jared Lawrence Rathbone, of San Francisco, Cal., to be consul-gen- 
eral of the United States at Paris, vice George Walker, resigned. 

Charles H. Way, of Savannah, Ga., to be consul-general of the United 
States at St. Petersburg, vice Pierce M. B. Young, resigned. 

D. Lynch Pringle, of South Carolina, formerly secretary of legation 
in Central American States and consul-general at Guatemala, to be 
consul-general of the United States at Constantinople, viceG. H. Heap, 
deceased. a > 

CONSULS. 

R. W. Loughery, of Marshall, Tex., to be consul of the United States 
at Acapulco, vice John A. Sutter, jr.,recalled. 

L. Austin Spalding, of Lockport, N. Y.. to be consul of the United 
States at Aix-la-Chapelle, vice Henry F. Merritt, transferred to Chem- 
nitz. 

Frank D. Hill, of Goodhue County, Minnesota, to be consul of the 
United States at Asuncion, vice Rule Letcher, recalled. 

William O. Patton, of Murphy, N. C., to be consul of the United 
States at Bahia, vice John B. Weaver, recalled. 

Lewis Gebhard Reed, of Brooklyn, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Barbadoes, vice Robert Y. Holley, suspended. 

Henry Vincent Lamantia, of New Orl La., to be consul of the 
United States at Catania, vice Albert Woodcock, recalled. 

Henry F. Merritt, of Chicago, Ill., formerly consul at Aix-la-Cha- 
pelle, to be consul of the United States at Chemnitz, vice George C. 
Tanner, transferred to Pictou, Nova Scotia. 

Victor Vifquain, of Nebraska, formerly consul at Barranquilla, to be 
consul of the United States at Colon (Aspinwall), vice Robert K, 
Wright, jr., resigned. 

James C. Quiggle, of Clinton County, Pennsylvania, to be consul of 
the United States at Port Stanley and St. Thomas, Ontario, vice Allen 
Francis, deceased. 

N. J. George, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States at 
Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island, vice Henry M. Keim, resigned. 

Henry A: Ehninger, of New York City, to be consul of the United 
States at Cienfuegos, vice William P. Pierce, suspended. 

Alexander R. Webb, of St. Louis, Mo., to be consul of the United 
States at Manila, vice Julius G. Voigt, resigned. 

Edward J. Hill, of Duplin County, North Carolina, to be consul of 
the United States at Montevideo, vice Preston L. Bridgers, resigned. 

Henry C. Borstel, of Rockland, Me., to be consul of the United States 
at Pernambuco, vice Henry L. Atherton, resigned. 

George C. Tanner, of S burgh, S. C., formerly consul at Chem- 
nitz, to be consul of the United States at Pictou, Nova Scotia, vice Ed- 
mund Johnson, transferred to the consulate at Kehl. 

D. M. White, of Peterborough, N. H., to be consul of the United 
States at Sherbrooke, vice Gustavus Lucke, resigned. 

Edward C. Weilep, of Galena, Kans., to be consul of the United 
States at Sonneberg, vice Oscar Bischoff, ed. 

Richard W. Dunlap, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States 
at Stratford, Ontario. 

Henry F. Downing, of New York City, N. Y., to be consul of the 
United States at St. Paul de Loando, to fill a vacancy, 

Edward P. Crane, of Schooley’s Mountain, N. J., to be consul of the 
United States at Stuttgart, vice Charles P, Kimball, resigned. 
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John O, Bridges, of Massena, N. Y., to be consul of the United States 
at Brockville, Ontario. i, 

James B. Chess, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States at 
Durango. 

Almar F, Dickson, of Thorndike, Mass., to be consul of the United 
States at Gaspé Basin, vice George H. Holt, resigned. 


SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 


Robert I. Bowie, of California, to be special examiner of drugs, medi- 
cines, and chemicals in the district of San Francisco, im the State of 
California, to succeed Auguste Alers, deceased. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, ETC. 


Charles C. Hubbard, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut. New office. 

William M. Stark, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New London, in the State of Connecticut, to succeed Benja- 
min R. Tate, whose resignation has been accepted. 

Nathan Cleaves, of Maine, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Portland, in the State of- Maine, to:succeed Bion Bradbury, deceased. 

Stephen S. Mitchell, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saco, in the State of Maine, in place of George Parcher, re- 
moved. 

Van Buren Chase, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Barnstable, in the State of Massachusetts, in place of Frank- 
lin B. Goss, removed. 

Michael P. Curran, of Massachusetts, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of 
Massachusetts, to succeed Henry P. Kitfield, appointed general ap- 
praiser of merchandise under a temporary commission. 

Henry P. Kitfield, of Massachusetts, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise for the port of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, to suc- 
ceed Henry S. Briggs, whose resignation has been accepted. 

John Madigan, of New York, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Dunkirk, in the Stateof New York, in placeof Albert H. Abell, 
removed. 

John W. Martin, of New York, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Genesee, in the State of New York, in place of Charles E. Mor- 
ris, removed. 

Fred. Klimper, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise for the port 
of Sanne in the State of Ohio, to succeed Nathaniel Newburg, de- 
ceased. 

William H. McLyman, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Miami, in the State of Ohio, to succeed Joseph B. Battelle, 
whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Hyman Abraham, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Willamette, in the State of Oregon, in place of Ferdinand N. 
Shurtleff, removed. 

Peter F. Cogbill, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trictof Petersburgh, in theState of Virginia, in place of James D. Bowie, 
removed. 

P. Stephen Hunter, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district ‘of Tappahannock, in the State of Virginia, to succeed Robert 
M. T. Hunter, whose resignation has been accepted. 


SUPERVISING INSPECTORS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 


Marshall Parks, of Virginia, to be supervising inspector of steam- 
vessels for the third district, in place of John Meushaw, suspended, the 
Senate having declined to advise and consent to the appointment of 
James Curran, who was heretofore nominated to said office. 

- Henry 8. Lubbock, of California, to be supervising inspector of steam- 
vessels for the first district, in place of Charles C. Bemis, suspended. 
REVENUE SERVICE. 


Capt. Leander M. Keene, of Maine, appointed under a temporary 
commission during the recess of the Senate to be a captain in the reve- 
nue service of the United States, to succeed Capt. Joseph Irish, de- 


Capt. Frederick M. Munger, of Maine, appointed under a temporary 
commission during the recess of the Senate, to be a captain in the rey- 
enue service of the United States, to succeed Capt. Gilbert Knapp, de- 


Capt. Jefferson A. Slamm, of Massachusetts, appointed under atem- 
porary commission during the recess of the Senate, to be a captain in 
the revenue service of the United States, to succeed Capt. Samuel S. 
Warner, deceased. 

Capt. Dorr F. Tozier, of Maine, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be a captain in the revenue 
a of the United States, to succeed Capt. Thomas B. Mullett, de- 
cen: 

Second Lieut. Percy W. Thompson, of Maryland, appointed under 
a temporary commission during the recess of the Senate, to be a second 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States in the place of 
Second Lieut. Owen S. Willey, promoted. 

First Lieut. Owen S. Willey, of the District of Columbia, appointed 
under a temporary commission during a recess of the Senate, to be a first 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of 
First Lieut. Frederick M. Munger, promoted. 


Firet Lieut. George E. McConnell, of the District of Columbia, ap- 
pointed under a temporary commission during the recess of the Senate, 
to be first lientenant in the revenue service of the United States, in place 
of First Lieut. Dorr F. Tozier, promoted. 

Chief Engineer Horace Hassell, of New York, appointed under a tem- 
porary commission during the recess of the Senate, to be a chief engi- 
neer in the revenue service of the United States, to fill an original va- 


cancy. 

Charles W. Munroe, of Massachusetts, appointed under a temporary 
commission during the recess of the Senate, to be a first assistant en- 
gineer in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of First 
Assistant Engineer Horace Hassell, promoted. 

First Assistant Engineer William H. Warren, of New Hampshire, ap- 
pointed under a temporary commission, during the recess of the Sen- 
ate, to be a first assistant engineer in the revenue service of the United 
States, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Assistant Engineer Dennis F. Bowen, of New York, appointed 
under a temporary commission during the recess of the Senate, to be a 
second assistant engineer in the revenue service of the United States, 
to fill a vacancy. 

Second Assistant Engineer Orrick N. Turner, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, appointed under a temporary commission during the recess of 
the Senate, to be a second assistant engineer in the revenue service of 
the United States, in the place of Second Assistant Engineer Charles 
W. Munroe, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Louisa T. Long, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Butler and State of Alabama, in the place of Benjamin L. Long, de- 
ceased, 

William S. Morrow, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county of 
Washington and State of Illinois, in the place of Mrs. Sarah Pearson, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Louis E. Humrichouse, to be postmaster at Dighton, in the county of 
Lane and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1887. 

William W. Threlkeld, to be postmaster at Scott, in the county of 
Scott and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1887. : 

William W. Fish, to be postmaster at Athol, in the county of Wor- 
cester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Lucien Lord, whose 
commission expires December 30, 1887. 

James W. White, to be postmaster at Kosciusko, in the county of 
Attala and State of Mississippi, in the place of Rasselas Boyd, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Hugh C. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Neosho, county of Newton ” 
and State of Missouri, in the place of Newton J. Price, deceased. 

Herbert Baltenberg, to be postmaster at Hay Springs, in the county 
of Sheridan and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after October 1, 1887. 

Frank Pay, to be postmaster at Benklemen, in the county of Dundy 
and State of Nebraska, the appointment ofa postmaster for the said of- 
fice haying, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1887. 

Frank A. Campbell, to be postmaster at Woonsocket, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the placeof George S. Read, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Clarence L. Clark, to be postmaster at Janesville, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin, in ie pae of Hamilton Richardson, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1887. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 12, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT SWORN IN. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Irise to a question of privilege. Mr. JACOB J. 
PUGSLEY, Representative-elect from the Twelfth district of the State 
of Ohio, who was detained from the organization of the House by rea- 
son of illness, is now present, and desires to take the oath of office. 

Mr. PUGSLEY presented himself, and was duly qualified by taking 
the prescribed oath. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF STATE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting statements of expenditures from the contingent 
funds of that Department, and of disbursements by its disbursing offi- 
cers for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 
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CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the contingent expenses 
of that Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDS OF CUSTOMS DUTIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of refunds of customs 
duties for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION OF RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engin reports 
from officers in charge of river and harbor districts, respecting interfer- 
ences with navigation by bridges, causeways, and other structures; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of contingent expenses of that Department 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, ETC., OF POSI-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting a statement of disbursements from the con- 
tingent fund of his Department; the names of employés, their compen- 
sation and time employed; contracts and proposals for carrying the mails; 
post-roads establi ed within the year; allowances to and charges against 
contractors; the finances of that Department and curtailments of ex- 
penses; contracts for supplies and services for the Post-Office Department, 
a report of postal business and agencies in foreign countries; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting his annual report for the year 1887; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transniitting supplementary reports of the sur- 
veyor-general of New Mexico on the following cases; which were sev- 
erally laid on the table: è 
M Grant to José R. Zamora for the Vallacito de Larato tract, New Mexico, 

o. 108; 

Private land claim known as the grant to Francis de Anaya Almazan 
for the Cieneguilla tract, No. 115; 

Private land claim—the Santa Teresa tract, No. 111; 

Private land claim—the Sierra Mosca, tract, No. 75; 


Private land claim—the Cafion de Chama tract, No. 71; 
- Private land claim—the Ojo de la Cabra tract, No. 106; 
Private land claim—the San Joaquin del Nacimiento tract, No. 66; 

Private land claim—the Luis Jaramillo claim, No. 103; 

Private land claim No. 62—the town of Cieneguilla; 

Private land claim No. 67—the San Clemente tract, New Mexico; 

Private land claim No. 91—the Alameda tract, New Mexico; 

Private land claim No. '79—the Arroyo de San Lorenzo tract, New 
Mexico; 

Private land claim No. 99—the Nuestra Seofira del Pilar tract, New 
Mexico; 

Private land claim No. 76—the town of San Antonio del Rio Colo- 
rado tract, New Mexico; 5 

Private land claim No. 96—the grant to Ignacio Chaves ef al. tract, 
New Mexico; 

Private land claim No. 50—the Cañada de los Apaches tract, New 
Mexico; and 

Private land claim No. 68—the Luis de Armenta grant, New Mexico. 

COMPLETION OF REPORTS OF TENTH CENSUS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, in reference to an additional appropriation required to 
complete the ponrosdon of reports of the Tenth Census; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS SETTLED BY FIRST COMPTROLLER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Treasurer 
of the United States, transmitting copies of the accounts rendered to 
and settled by the First Comptroller for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1887; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Comptroller of the Currency to the first session of the Fiftieth Congress; 
Ww was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report of the clerk of the 

Court of Claims, of claims disposed of by the Court of Claims since De- 


cember 6, 1886, together with the findings of fact and conclusions of law 
thereon, with an additional opinion of the court rendered November 
7, 1887; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. , 


REPORTS FROM COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, transmitting to Congress, in pursuance of section 
1057 ofthe Revised Statutes of the United States, astatementof all judg- 
ments rendered by said court for the year ending November 20, 1887, 
the amounts thereof, the parties in whose favor rendered, and a brief 
synopsis of the nature of the claims npon which. said judgments were 
rendered; which was entered upon the Journal to be disposed of here- 
after, i 

PROPOSED TERRITORY OF CIMARRON. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present to the House of 
Representatives the petition of Owen G. Chase, who claims to be elected 
a delegate from the territory of Cimarron. The petition will explain 
itself, and since it is not very long I ask that it be read for the infor- 
mation of the House. 

There being no objection, the petition was read, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 


The undersigned, a citizen of the United States, and a resident of Cimarron ter- 
ritory, commonly called “The Publio Land Strip,” respectfully begs leaye to 
submit to the House of Representatives that there are now at least 10,000 Ameri- 
can citizens who are bona fide settlers in the said territory; that they are with- 
out the protection of local or general laws; that they have been compelled by 
the necessities of their situation to establish, and they have established and are 
maintaining, a pro’ government, by and for the people, in form truly re- 
publican, for their common protection, safety,and welfare. The just on for 
the establishment of this government over a pars of the public dómain of the 
United States must rest upon the necessities of a great community of American 
citizens otherwise without public law, the well-recognized obligation of self- 
protection and defense, and the inalienable right of local self-government. 

The Public Land Strip was acquired from Texas in 1850. It is bounded on the 

t by the Cherokee Outlet, on the south by the Panhandle of Texas, on the 
west by the Territory of New Mexico, and on the north by Colorado and Kan- 
sas. 


It contains 5,761 — miles, or 3,687,684 acres of excellent agricultural lands, 
It is well watered with deep running streams of soft, fresh water. It contains 
exhaustless quarries of building stone, marble, chalk, and bituminous coal. 

It is a natural fruit garden, where grapes, pl and other fruits w wild 
and of very superior quality. The people are law-loving and law-ab’ , and 
will never consent to harbor thieves and rye, oyna 

In November, 1886, a petition was circulated and numero signed by leading 
citizens, appointing a public meeting to convene at Beaver, November 29, 1886. 
This suet was attended by a large proportion of the people, and a code of by- 
laws was ado} nting an election 


Reser |, and resolutions unanimously indorsed ap) 
to 


22, 1887, to elect nine councilmen (three 

district), who sho meet in Beaver 4, 1887, to act as a territorial council 
and adopt such measures as, in their judgment, might seem best; and to organ- 
ize some form of government, 

At the appointed time seven of the nine councilmen assembled, canvassed all 
the election retu and it appearing that two councilmen had been elected who 
were ineligible, their places were filled by the selection of the two receiving the 
next highest number of votes. 

The council then organized electing O. G. Chase president, and Merrett 
Magann as secretary. The oath having been taken, resolutions were at 
once adopted dividing the territory into three senatorial districts by meridian 
lines, and seven delegate districts by township lines; and another election or- 
dered to come off November 8, 1887, for the election of nine senatorial council- 
men and fourteen delegate councilmen from their respective districts: 

The first council laws or acts regulating the rights of matrimony, chat- 
tel mortgages, D nics’ liens, ete., all of which have duly respected and 
enforced so far as made known. 

Such publication of the laws and acts of the territorial legislature was made 
as the best facilities of the territory allowed. 

Public schools have been established, churches organized, and every possible 
effort made by the people, in their primary capacity, to prepare fora legal Terri- 
torial government. 

At the election held to elect a representative in Congress your 
ceived a Sor. tose of all the votes cast, and the representatives to the senatorial 
and legislative council were again elected. Returns of the second on, as 
will be seen by the printed documents herewith submitted, were made to the 
passin of the first council, with a view of being canvassed by the incoming 
council, 

From the returns made in regular form, all on printed blanks, it appears that 
the second election was conducted regularly, and twenty-three good representa- 
tive men were elected—nine senators and fourteen delegates. 

The new council convened at Beaver December 5, 1887, and is therefore in ses- 
sion at this time. From time to time the undersigned will be glad to lay before 
Congress its } ve actions for information, 

The p leading up to the final establishment of this provisional gov- 
ernment were peaceful and orderly; were participated in by, practically, all the 
people, and at every step were marked by the sanction of a voluntary oath to 
support the Constitution of the United States. They are in perfect accord and 
harmony with the principles of Territorial government formly sanctioned 
by Congress, and are the patriotic and conscientious work of a law-abiding peo- 
Die: devoted to the institutions of their country, 

The formal record of their proceedings and of the laws enacted by the provis- 
ional council has been duly kept and published, and will be subanitted here- 


omer re- 


after. 

In direct pursuance of the will of the Je of the territ the undersigned 
was duly p baita as a delegate to the Pittreth Congress, oe? g he herewith pre- 
sents the certificate of his election, attested by the adopted seal of said terri- 
tory and the signature of the territorial secretary. 

Respectfully and humbly Le ot for such recognition as the House of Rep- 

y 


resentatives may be o! ned to give to a large y of ble, 
triotic, and law: ing citizens of the United States stréggling for order, 
iberty, and law, the undersigned submits, in their behalf and in their name, 


his hope that he may be permitted in the House of Representatives to voice 
their interests and desires, x 
Very respectfully, 
Wasurserox, D. C., December 12, 1887. < 


Mr. SPRINGER. I submit a resolution for present consideration. 


OWEN G. CHASE. 


~ 


each meridian . 


1887. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the petition and certificate of election of Owen G. Chase, claim- 
ing to be elected a delegate from the territory of Cimarron, be referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, when appointed; and that pending the considers- 
tion of the organization of a Territorial government for said territory, Mr. 
Chase be entitled to the privileges of the floor of the House, the same as is now 
accorded to contesting members. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the latter part of that resolution will not be ac- 
cepted by the House. Let the whole question be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PETERS], who represents a district immediately adjoining 
the strip of Jand from which it is proposed to organize this territory. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [Irise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is that resolution in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Under what rule of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Under the general parliamentary law of the coun- 
try, which permits the introduction of a proposition whenever a gen- 
tleman is recognized forthat purpose. It is for the House, of course, 
to say what it will do with the proposition. It may refer it to a com- 
mittee, lay it upon the table, or refuse to pass upon it in any shape. 

Mr. DUNHAM. We have no rules of the House now. 

The SPEAKER. The question is determined by the general rules 
of parliamentary practice. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, the tract of land to which reference 
is made in that petitionis what iscommonly called ‘‘No Man’s Land,” 
and lies immediately south of the district I hate the honor to represent 
upon this floor. It is a body of land which offers many inducements to 
settlement, being quite fertile, and has already a considerable popula- 
tion settled upon it, 

As stated in the memorial which has been read here, the resident 
[x anor of that rezgion—numbering about 10,000 persons—held an 

formal election for the purpose of selecting a delegate to come here 
to Congress and represent the interests of the settlers upon that strip. 
They are desirous of forming a Territorial government, if possible, or 
at all events of having some legislation which will give them the pro- 
tection and benefits of the law of the land. At present there is no 
legal machinery of any kind by which they can acquire title to the 
lands upon which they have settled. There is no law to protect them 
in the property they may take with them into the territory; there is 
no law that protects them or their persons or property from violence 
while in the territory; there is no law in that section by which they 
can collect any debt or obligation which may be contracted, and there is 
no law by which the people of Kansas, or of New Mexico, or of Arkansas 
can collect any obligation that may be contracted with a settler upon 
this No Man’s Land. There is the utmost need of some legislation 
touching this land, for it is virtually outside of the pale of the law, 
and outside of the United States in that respect, although geograph- 
ically within its limits, 

This man who presents the memorial here has been selected by a ma- 
jority of the voters of this strip as a delegate to represent them and 
their interests on the floor of this House. He desires permission to 
come upon the floor of the House for the purpose of seeing members 
who wish to ask questions in reference to this land, so that they may be 
able to do this without being called out into the lobby. 

He is an old gentleman of most excellent character, and I can assure 
the members of this House that he will not in any manner bore them 
with the business before them, but will be hereready to answer any ques- 
tion that members may desire to propound. 

I hope the resolution will be adopted giving him the same privileges 
bai the floor of this House that are now accorded to contesting Del- 
egates. 

Any guestion that gentlemen may desire to ask in reference to this 
land I will take much pleasure in answering if the House will indulge 
me for a few moments. 

Mr. COX. I desire to ask if this resolution can be divided. There 
are two matters in it to be discussed and passed upon. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, the Chair thinks; is divisible. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to the division of the resolu- 
tion. I desired the gentleman from Kansas, whose district lies nearest 
to this territory, to state the case. Has the gentleman from Kansas 
concluded his remarks? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas, what is the extent of this territory ? 

Mr. PETERS. It is 130 miles long by about 50 miles wide. 

Mr. WEAVER. Five times as large as the State of Rhode Island. 

Mr. DUNHAM. How does it compare with the State of Iowa? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The first part of this resolution simply refers the 

tition to the Committee on Territories. The second proposition al- 

ows the gentleman claiming to be the delegate from that Territory 
the privilege of the floor, the same as is accorded to gentlemen contest- 
ing seats in this House. The gentleman from New York desires the 
proposition to be divided; to that I have no objection whatever. Hence 
the first motion submitted to the House will be on referring the peti- 


tion to the Committee on Territories. The second will be a vote. 
whether, pending the consideration of the resolution, the House will 
allow the gentleman to come upon the floor, the same as a contesting 
member. s 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
this is an organized Territory. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is. 

Mr. BLOUNT. By what authority? 

Mr. SPRINGER. By the authority which always adheres to any 
people that find themselyes without a government. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Hasit been ized as a Territorial government? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ithas not. Neither was California recognized 
until it formed a provisional government and asked to be admitted into 
the Union. The people there, 10,000 in number, have formed a pro- 
visional government, have elected a senate and house of delegates and 
adelegate to Congress; but they areundernolaw. They ask that their 
territory be organized into a Territorial government; that our land laws 
be extended over them, and that they may acquire titles to the places 
they have occupied. 

There is nothing in this resolution which recognizes their right to a 
Territorial government. It is simply the question of the reference of 
a petition. This gentleman represents a large portion of our citizens 
who come here asking to be recognized, and my proposition is that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Territories. I yield for a few 
moments to thegentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. I think we arecommencing at the wrong end of this busi- 
ness. We do not want two kinds of Territories with two kinds of rep 
resentation from Territories. Idonot think acontestas to a Territory 
in futuro should be called up for reference in this House or otherwise. 
The gentleman from Illinois has cited the case of California as 2 prece- 
dent, I know the facts connected with that, and they gave rise to in- 
finite trouble. I shall make a motion at the proper time to Jay the sec- 
ond branch of the proposition on the table. I will make that motionf 
now if it be in order; to lay on the table thesecond branch of the propo- 
sition, while allowing the first part of it to be referred to the Committee 
on Territories, or the Committee on Elections, or whatever committee 
has jurisdiction in the matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the motion tolay on the table is not now 
inorder. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Biount]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not desire to occupy five minutes. The reso- 
lution provides for the disposition of two topics. It has been uniformly 
the case, so far as I know, before such matters are acted upon by the 
Honse, for the House to determine as to the disposition of its work un- 
der the rules. Under the rules of the House there would be no difi- 
culty on the part of the Speaker in disposing of this matter. It scems 
to me we are ging forward too rapidly, and that until the rules are 
adopted and the work assigned to the different committees, we should 
not take up this particular case. It does not become the House to do 
business in that way, and I trust the motion of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] will prevail. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Symes]. 2 

Mr. dares, I desire to say a few words merely for the information 
of the House on this subject, as I had occasion to investigate it in the 
last Congress on the Territorial Committee. 

This is a strip of land 130 miles longand 30 miles wide. It lies about 
two-thirds south of Kansas and one-third south of Colorado. This is 
the only strip of land within the boundaries of the United States of 
America over which’the Government has extended no jurisdiction, ex- 
ecutive, judicial, or legislative, or land office, by any act of Congress. 
It was acquired by the United States from the State of Texas about the 
time that Texas was admitted into the Union. 

Some law undoubtedly ought to be passed and ought to have been 
passed heretofore extending some kind of authority over that strip of 
land. t 

Mr. COOPER. Did we notin the last Congress pass a law extending 
the jurisdiction of the United States district court of Kansas over this 
strip? 

A MEMBER. That law was not signed by the President. 

Mr. SYMES. Such a law was passed, but it was not signed by the 
Executive. Hence I am correct in my statement that no law extend- 
ing any character of Federal jurisdiction has ever been enacted appli- 
cable to this strip of land. 

Mr. PETERS. Iwill state that the bill extending the jurisdiction 
of the United States district court over this No Man’s Land and attach- 
ing it to the Garden City land office for land purposes passed the House 
and the Senate and reached the President two days before the adjourn- 
ment of Congress, and was not signed by him. : 

Mr.SYMES. I said that bill had not become a law. 

Ido think, sir, Federal jurisdiction ought to be extended over this 
piece ofland. Uptotwo or three years ago it was nothing but a cattle 
range. Now the eastern portion of itis being settled up by farmers and 
ranchmen. They ought to have land-oflice rights; they ought to have 
the protection of the Federal Government. I desire merely to say this 


much to the House in order that they may vote intelligently upon the 
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ition, and I can see no objection to the admission to the 
privileges of this floor of a representative of these people in the way of 
a delegate, for the purpose of acting, we may say, as a sort of ‘lobby’? 
member to look after their interests. That question, however, I do not 
desire to disenss, as other gentlemen have it in charge. 


pending pro 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I will ask the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
SyMEs] whether those settlers are on those lands by any authority of 
law; whether, as matter of fact,they are not simply squatters and tres- 
passers there, without any title whatever? 

Mr. WEAVER. They are not trespassers. 

Mr. PETERS. They are not trespassers; they are squatters. 

Mr.SYMES. Mr. Speaker, by a prescriptive law as old as this coun- 
try, they are not trespassers; by the decisions of the courts they are not 
trespassers. You may denominate them squatters if you see fit, but 
that is not an odious term as I understand it. However, they certainly 
have as much right there as any settlers that ever settled in the Western 
country, and ought to be protected by the Federal Government. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But it is admitted that they have no title. 

Mr. SYMES. Certainly they have no fee-simple title, because, as I 
have said, no law has ever been enacted which gives any land office 
authority to accept pre-emption or homestead filings or entries. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of admitting every com- 
munity when it is sufficiently large to organize a government and send 
its representatives here. Iam in favor of admitting every community 
into the family of States whenit is sufficiently largeand populous. But 
that is a question which this House must determine for itself before- 
hand, and we should not adopt a resolution admitting to this floor any 
delegate to represent these people until a committee of the House has 
examined the preliminary question and passed upon it and submitted 
its report to the House. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] cites as a precedent 
the case of California, but, as every gentleman here remembers, Cali- 
fornia had a large population. But there is another question to which 
I will call the attention of my friend from Dlinois far. SPRINGER]. 
During the Forty-seventh Congress I wasa niember of the Committee 
on Territories, then presided over by my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows]. A gentleman came to this House from the Territory of 
Alaska, and claimed to have been elected as a Delegate to Congress from 
that Territory, having at the time perhaps three or four hundred wild 
Indians behind him as his constituents. He was not admitted to this 
House, but the question of his admission was referred to the Committee 
on Territories for investigation and report to the House. Now, sir, in 
this case, as in the case of Alaska, the question is a question of fact; it 
is a question which this House must investigate and determine for 
itself, whether the people asking the admission of this representation 
are sufficiently numerous to be entitled to a Territorial organization, 
and to have a representative on this floor. If it proves, after investi- 

tion by the Committee on Territories, that their claim is well founded, 

shall certainly be willing to vote to accord them representation on 
this floor; but, as I have said, the question must first be passed upon 
by a committee of this House before we can properly act upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield now to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER], who was a member of the Committee on Territories in 
the last Congress. : 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I see no objection to the 

e of this resolution, and it seems to me eminently proper that it 
should be acted upon favorably by the House. The territory in question 
is a portion of the land which it was proposed to incorporate into the In- 
dian Territory, for which purpose a bill was introduced in the last Con- 

This strip, as has been stated by the gentleman from Colorado 
Mr. Symes], is about 130 miles long and 30 or 40 wide. The title to 
the lands is involved in certain treaties made many years ago between 
the United States and the civilized tribes of Indians now dwelling in 
the Oklahoma territory, the Cherokee lands, so called. Of course, in 
the consideration of creating a Territory there, these Indian titles must 
be taken into account and di of. It is fair to presume that the 
gentleman who has been sent here by these people is here for the pur- 
pose of promoting their interest, and encouraging proper legislation for 
the protection of that territory and its people. There are, I under- 
stand, about 10,000 people there now, squatters, without any right or 
authority of law; but I understand also that they have exercised a pro- 
tective influence over the lands and have prevented, to some extent at 
least, unlawful depredations. 

The memorial] which has been presented proposes certain legislation, 
and it is contemplated to introduce a bill for the purpose of carrying 
that legislation into effect. Whatshall be found advisable in the prem- 
ises is for the Committee on Territories to recommend, and it is for this 
House to act upon that recommendation; but pending such action I 
think it is proper that this gentleman should be admitted to the floor 
in order that he may be interviewed by members, and may have an op- 
portunity to communicate intelligence in regard to the territory and 
the wants of the people. 

“` Mr. STEELE. Is not this the same country from which Payne and 
his followers were driven by the Government officers? 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, no. That was Oklahoma, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not understand that this is the 


same territory. In the last Congress I opposed the creation of the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and I stand upon the same ground to-day; but it 
seems to me proper that some legislation should be enacted extending 
over this region the authority of the laws of the United States. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker—- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. With what object does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. JACKSON. To submit a few remarks upon this question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I think that the question is not now 
before the House whether there should be law extended over this strip 
of territory and whether the people residing on it should have relief. 
The proposition to refer this resolution to the Committee on Territories 
leaves that an open question, and we perhaps all agree that some legis- 
lation concerning this strip of land is most urgently needed. 

But I apprehend that there is danger in the House committing itself 
to the proposition contained in the concluding portion of the resolu- 
tion, and I am opposed to its passage. To admit a gentleman to the, 
floor of the House purporting to be a delegate, and to give him the 
rights and privileges of Delegates from regularly organized Territories, 
seems in some sense at least to recognize this as a Territorial division of 
the country duly constituted as such. No one, I presume, would se- 
riously advocate that such a small strip of land as this should have a 
separate Territorial organizationand government. It does not need it 
now, and the most sanguine can not fix the time when we could con- 
template its admission into the Union as a State. It never will be en- 
titled to admission as a State, and no one expects it to be. 

I would be glad to see legislation that would open these lands to 
legal settlement and do justice to all. 

But it is suggested by the gentleman from Kansas that we should 
admit the gentleman who purports to be a delegate to a seat on this 
floor, that he may act as lobbyist in behalf of the people he comes here 
to represent. There is no need of this, and I dislike even the name of 
lobbyist when associated with legislation, although I know very well 
that the gentlemen has no reference to any improper action in his sug- 
gestion. We all regard it as improper to admit here on this floor an ex- 
member, who is otherwise entitled to the privilege, when he comes in 
the character of alobbyist. But whilst I consider it very objectionable 
that men coming here in such capacity should be recognized in any 
way by Congress, I do not wish to be understood as reflecting in the 
least on the gentleman named in the resolution. I have no doubt he 
would conduct himself honorably. My objection is to the reason given 
for his admission. Further, I do not wish that there shall hereafter 
come before usa question whether this gentleman is entitled to milage 
and pay as a delegate, representing, under authority of law, a properly 
organized Territory, which may be the result if we permit him to oc- 
cupy the very peculiar position he would have under the concluding 
portion of this resolution. 

I thank the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] for his courtesy 
in yielding to me, and further, if he will permit me, I will move to 
amend his proposition by striking out all after the words providing for 
a reference of the subject to the Committee on the Territories. The ef- 
fect of my motion would be to strike out that portion of the resolution 
which proposes to admit this gentleman to the floor. + 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think I can make a motion to 
which everybody will agree. There is no disposition whatever to ask 
or obtain a hasty judgment upon this matter. This is simply the peti- 
tion of a citizen of the United States who claims to speak in behalf of 
10,000 of our citizens who have settled on a portion of our public domain, 
and who desire that Congress shall pass such laws as shall give them 
a government. That is all there isin this proposition; and in order 
that members may have opportunity to study thin question and learn 
all the facts, I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on the 
Territories, when appointed, on which motion I move the previous 
question. | 

Mr. COX. ` I move that the petition and accompanying resolution be 
laid on the table. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Cox, it was agreed 
to; there being—ayes 157, noes 53. 

So the petition and resolution were laid on the table. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, submitted the following resolution; which 
was ordered to be referred to the Committee on Rules, when appointed: 


Resolved, That Rale XV of the Forty-ninth Congress be amended by adding 
at the end thereof the following: F 
“Members who spe orf sypsena unless the House shall otherwise di- 

rect, AA REENEN TÁ admitted to the Hall of the House, and their names reported 
to the Clerk,” 


REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT SWORN IN. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is advised thata member-elect from the 
State of New York who has not yet taken the oath of office is present. 
If so, he will please come forward to be qualified. 

Mr. PETER P. MAHONEY, Representative-elect from the Fourth dis- 
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trict of New York, presented himself, and was duly qualified by taking 
the prescribed oath. 
CENTENNIAL OF THE CONSTITUTION, ETC. 


Mr. HOOKER submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to be referred to the Committee on Rules, when appointed: 


Resolved, That a committee of seven members of the House be appointed, to 
be known as the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution and the 
Discovery of America, to consider the expediency of celebrating, in 1889, the one 
hundredth anniversary of the a of the Constitution of the United 
States, and in 1892 the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America 
by Christopher Columbus, 


HARBOR OF ST. JOSEPH, MICH. 


Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the resolution which I send to the desk, It is simply a resolution of 


inquiry. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination to be made of that part of the harbor of St. Joseph, Mich., known 
as the canal or water channel leading to Benton Harbor, with a view of ascer- 
taining what further improvement of the same is necessary to meet the demands 
of commerce, and that he furnish to this House, as early as possible, an estimate 
of the cost of the same. 


Mr. RANDALL. The clause in regard to an estimate had better be 


omitted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to the adoption of this resolution without 
reference to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the resolution is before the 
House for consideration, in the absence of any rule at this time provid- 
ing otherwise, and that the only way to dispose of the resolution is to 
act on it or refer it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Itis simply a resolution of inquiry, andseeks merely 
to obtain a report in relation to work which has been done during the 


recess. 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
BLOUNT] make? 

ur. BLOUNT. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, when appointed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thought the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows] had yielded the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. [I had not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed, after which the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to state that this is nothing buta resolu- 
tion of inquiry, and I do not care to debate it. I demand the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that the gentleman from Georgia proposes 
to refer. The gentleman from Michigan demands the previous question 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope it will be voted down. 

The question was put to the House, and the Chair declared the 
“ noes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 103. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The practice of the House heretofore decided by' 
the Chair will prevail in ordinary legislative proceedings, and the gen- 
tleman’s motion to refer to the committee is in order, notwithstanding 
the previous question has been ordered. 

‘Mr. BLO . Imake that motion, then. i 

Mr. RANDALL. The vote taken was on ordering the main ques- 
tion simply. The question now is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to refer to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, when appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. LANHAM introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, when appointed: 


Resolved, That Rules X and XI be so amended as to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a standing committee on Indian depredation claims, to consist of thir. 
teen members; and that all proposed legislation relating to claims of citizens of 
the United States on account of rty destroyed or stolen by Indians, in- 
eluding appropriations therefor, be referred to the committee on Indian 
depredation claims. 
COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. HOGG submitted the following; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, when appointed: 

Resolved, That Rule X be, and the same is hereby, amended, so that line 20, on 
page 241, of the Constitution, Manual, and Digest, will read as follows: “On 

nting, to consist of five members,” 
EPIDEMIC DISEASES, ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR, AND SHIP-BUILD- 
ING AND SHIP-OWNING. 

Mr. PHELAN submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Rules, when appointed: 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, First, that Rule X of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives be amended by inserting, after the words “on En- 
rolled Bills, to consist of seven members,” the words “on Epidemic Diseases, to 


consist of nine members; on Admissionto the Floor, to consist of five members; 
on ee Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, to consist of thirteen 
members. 

Second, that Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives be amended 


by inserting, after section 48, the following sections: ‘49, All matters relating 
to quarantine and epidemic diseases, to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 
50. Touching the use of the floor and halls of the House of Representatives, to 
the Committee on Admission to the Floor. 51. All matters affecting the mer- 


chant marine and the snip punang interests of tbe country, to the mmittee 
on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests.” 

Third, that section 49 of Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives 
be changed to section 52, and that section 50 be changed to 53. 


TIME ALLOWED FOR DEBATE. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, submitted the following amendment to 
the rules; which was referred to the Committee on Rules, when ap- 
pointed: 

No member shall have the privilege of disposing of the time allowed for de- 


bate, but when he has ceased speaking the Speaker shall designate the member 
entitled to the floor. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND APPROPRIATIONS THEREFOR. 


Mr. DIBBLE submitted the following resolction; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules, when appointed: 


Resolved, That among the rules of the House it shall be provided in the rule 
relating to the “‘ powers and duties of committees,” that there shall be referred 
all proposed legislation relating to the public buildings and occupied, or im- 
proved grounds of the United States, including appropriations therefor, to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. > 


DISTRIBUTION OF INDEX OF PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, when appointed: 


Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Public Printer on the first day of 
each month, or so soon thereafter as practicable, to furnish the President of the 
United States, the heads of the several Departments, and each Senator and 
Representative, with a consolidated alphabetical index of the proceedings of 
this Congress for all preceding months as shown by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. LAWLER submitted the following resolution; which he moved 
be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested to 
inform the House of Representatives whether the amount realized from the in- 
ternal-revenue tax of 2 cents per pound on oleom: rine is needed for the 
present or future revenues of the Government, and whether the abrogation of 
this tax would beneficially diminish the Treasury surplus; also, whether it 
appears affirmatively from official information that the imposition of the oleo- 
margarine tax operates to prevent the consumer from ueg a food product 
deleterious to public health, and whether the dairy interests of the country are 
protected by such tax mutually with the people, to the end that the supply of 
good and healthy butter is increasing in quantity and diminished in ce; 
also, whether the tax on oleo ne is not a duty levied upon a home food 
product, commonly known as butter, whereby the consumer is made to pay the 
additional duty of the internal tax so levied; this in contravention of the views 
of ai President as expressed in his recent annual message, wherein he states 
as follows: 


his family. He receives at the desk of his em idee his Foden and l EEaren 
hase or ily use of an 


Mr. MILLS. _I object. 

Mr. LAWLER. I wish tosay, Mr. Speaker, only propose the refer- 
ence of the resolution to the committee when appointed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means when appointed. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MILLS. I want to appeal to this House not to commence the 
introduction of bills and joint resolutions at this time. If it is 
it will take two days at least, and we all appreciate the fact that our 
time is more precious just now in enabling the Speaker to organize 
the committees of the House. We ought to dispose of that question 
before beginning to introduce bills. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me introduce a joint resolution 
for reference. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. As I understand it, these are only for 
reference to the committees when they are appointed. 

Mr. MILLS. I know that; but weare not ready yet to receive bills 
and resolutions for reference. They will only be piled up on the Clerk’s 
desk, and lead to a great deal of confusion, which had better be avoided. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I rose to make a motion in reference 
to the resolution just read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand that the gentleman 
rose for that purpose, but thought when he addressed the Chair it was 
for the purpose of objecting to discussion. The Chair will of course 
hear the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. PARKER, I wish to move, inasmuch as this resolution involves 
a question about which we have heard a great deal before, that it be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, when appointed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is in time to make 


that motion, having risen for that purpose before the question was 
taken. 
Mr. MILLS, I think it ought not to be referred to that committee. 


If referred at all it should go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Question !”] 
The SPEAKER. This motion is not debatable. 
Mr. MILLS. Then I move to lay the resolution upon the table, 
Mr. RANDALL. Let it go on the table for the present. 
The question being taken, the resolution was laid on the table. 


CATTLE AND DAIRY FARMING, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 1) to provide for printing Executive Document No. 
51, first session Forty-ninth Congress; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I wish to submit a resolution for amending the 
rules. ‘ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend Rule II by adding the following: 

“ Clause 2, The Chief Clerk and Fournat Clerk shall also, after the organization 
of the House, be pepada f a viva voce vole; and the manner of the execution of 
their duties shall be y in the Clerk and Speaker, respectively.” 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 


Mr. CRISP having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore— 

Mr. CARLISLE (the Speaker). Mr. Speaker, it is well known that 
there is a contest pending which makes it improper for me, as presiding 
officer of the House, to appoint, in the usual manner, the Committee 
pn Elections. I have left the chair, therefore, for the purpose of asking 
the House to excuse me from the performance of that duty, and to take 
such proceedings in reference to the matter as its judgment may dic- 
tate. 

I have no suggestion whatever to make except to say that the forma- 
tion of the other committees of the House will be facilitated by having 
this subject disposed of at the earliest date that will snit the conven- 
ience of the members, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit for immediate consideration 
by the House the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That at 1 o'clock p. m. to-morrow the House will proceed to elect, 
by resolution or otherwise, fifteen members, who shall constitute the Commit- 
tee on Elections for the present Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word in reference to this resolution. I 
think it can be assumed as a fact to be taken for granted by members 
pn loth sides of the House, that in the proportions which have been 
common heretofore of the two parties represented on the committees 
of the House, the respective sides of the House will designate the gen- 
tlemen who will compose the committee under the resolution just 
read. The early hour of 1 o'clock to-morrow is mentioned, inasmuch 
as it is quite manifest that the business of the House and the action 
of the Speaker in forming the other committees will be facilitated by 
the formation of this committee at the earliest convenient hour. 

Unless some gentleman desires to be heard, I shall ask the previous 

nestion. 
$ Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I 
would like to inquire whether he proposes to take the sense of the 
House at this time on the resolution he has just offered ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the proposition. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I ask the gentleman, then, not to demand 
the previous question until a substitute can be offered. 

Mr. HO. Very well. I will withdraw the demand for that 
purpose, if a substitute is prepared, or is in process of preparation. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The Clerk can take the substitute down 
as I shall presently state it. The question comes up somewhat by sur- 
prise to me, and I have not prepared the form of resolution I think 
should be adopted. 

I accord my full admiration to the course the Speaker of the House 
has just pursued; but I can not, for one, acquiesce in the idea that he 
should abdicate the usual functions of the Speaker in selecting the 
Committee on Elections. I believe that the Speaker of the House is 
better informed about its membership than any one else, and is, there- 
fore, the proper person to be responsible for the character of its com- 
mittees. Iam, myself, therefore, in the face of his declination, opposed 
to any such abdication of his power, and protest against it. 

I believe the embarrassment which he has suggested arises in his 
mind because of a single contest which involves his own title to a seat 
on this floor; and I think, as every one will think, that it is right and 
proper that he should be disembarrassed of any responsibility for the 
appointment of a tribunal which is first to consider the question of 

own election. But that, I think, is far enough for the Speaker and 
for the House to go, though he has generously proposed to turn over 
the entire matter to the House. 

I propose, as a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from 
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Indiana, that the House shall confer the responsibility again on the 
Speaker for the appointment of the Committee on Elections which has 
to try all the other contests pending before the House, and that as to 
the trial and determination of his own contest and making the report 
in his own case there shall be a special committee of fifteen, to be se- 
lected by the House, which will relieve him of the responsibility of 
appointing a committee that shall determine his own case. I ask the 
Cierk to take down what I shall dictate as a substitute: 

Resolved, That there shall be selected by the House of Representatives a se- 
lect committee of fifteen members, to whom shal! be referred the election con- 
test of Thoebe vs, Carlisle, 

The other part of the resolution suits me—that this shall be done to- 
morrow at 1 o'clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not accept the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia for the original resolution. I think that the 
Speaker of the House is correct in insisting that his case shall stand 
upon the same footing as all the other contests before the House and 
shall be considered by the same committee. I think that the action 
of the Speaker is eminently proper. I think he has pursued the course 
which both sides of the House expected from him. He has asked the 
House to name this committee, and I do not think he would consent, 
if the subject was submitted to him, that a different tribunal should 
be organized to decide in the first instance the case in which his seat 
in the House is involved from that which shall decide in the first in- 
stance all the other cases of contest that are pending before the House. 

Unless some gentleman desires to be heard, I propose now to call the 
previous question on the two propositions. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. When the question was first presented to me thig 
morning by my friend from Indiana, I suggested to him precisely the 
motion which has been made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER]. I thought that was the proper solution of the question. 
But on conferring with the Speaker I found he preferred the course in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Indiana. It is a question of delicacy; 
and I appeal to my friends on this side of the House to let the Speaker 
determine for himself this question, which affects him personally more 
than others, and to support, therefore, the resolution proposed by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). The question is first on 
the substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN ] offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mt. TURNER]. The 
resolution and substitute will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That at 1 o'clock p. m. to-morrow the House will proceed to elect, by 
resolution or otherwise, fifteen members, who shall constitute the Committee 
on Elections for the present Congress. 


The substitute proposed by Mr. TUENER, of Georgia, was read, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That there shall be selected by the House of Representatives a select 
committee of fifteen members, to whom ll be referred the election contest of 
Thoebe vs. Carlisle. 


Mr. TURNER, ofGeorgia. It has been suggested that the same time 
be inserted in the substitute for the selection of this committee as is 
stated in the ongan resolution, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatmodification will be made. The 
question is now on the adoption of the substitute. 

Mr. OATES. J would like to inquire of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana if the method of election which his resolution contemplates is simi- 
lar to that adopted by the Senate in selecting its committees. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would be in effect the same. It is taken for 
granted that each side of the House will select the members it desires 
to serve on the committee. : 

Mr. COX. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that he should 
also state there will be a caucus of the Democratic party this evening 
at half past 7 o’clock for that p 

The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute, the Speaker 
pro tempore stated that in the opinion of the Chair the ‘‘noes’’ had it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 183. 

So the substitute was not agreed to. 

The resolution offered by Mr. HoLMAN was unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. MILLS. As the resolution just adopted makes it necessary for 
us to hold a session to-morrow, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC.® 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: r 
By Mr. C. S. BAKER: Petition of Josiah D. Decker, of North Hamlin 


1887. 
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Board of Trade, Hon. James L. Angle ‘and 200 others, citizens of Mon- 
roe County, New York, for the establishment and improvement of a 
harbor at the mouth of Sandy Creek, on the south shore of Lake On- 
tario—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition and remonstrance of 55 citizens of Wat- 
sontown, Pa., against the admission of Utah as a State—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Memorial of the State Board of Agriculture of 
New Jersey, urging relief from restrictions placed upon the importation 
of pork by foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of thesame, urging further action to prevent pleuro- 
pneumonia, cholera, and other diseases—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

Also, memorial of same, asking that the Commissioner of Agriculture 
be made a Cabinet oflicer—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Robert Linnickson, of Trenton, N. J., for relief{—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of 200 citizens of Susquehanna County, 
Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers in the case of Sylvanus Sanford, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of Henry Medley, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Spieth, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers of Mrs. Maria Hulse, for relief{—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of Herman Koplin, late United States Navy, 
for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of H. Regensburg & Son, and 60 others, 
citizens of Chicago, Ill, requesting a reduction in dealers’ license fees, 
and removal of other narrow restrictions in the oleomargarine law— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of A. R. Durham and others, of |. 


Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah with polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of J. Griswold, of Lee County, 
Illinois, for reimbursement of $125 in United States Treasury notes de- 
gerne by fire—to the Committee on Claims. 

, petition of Mrs. Julia A. Robinson, widow of Alfred, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Seven petitions of citizens of the Ninth district 
of Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State while the in- 
habitants practice polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Petition of Octaye Hymel, of St. John Parish, 
Louisiana, for reference of his claim tothe Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: Five petitions of citizens of the Twentieth district 
of Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State with polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Nine petitions ofcitizens of the Sixteenth dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State with po- 
lygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of R. E. Stone and others, asking that 
: pension be allowed to Charlotte Broad—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of wholesale and retail druggists, manu- 
facturers of perfumery, pharmaceutical and chemical preparations in 
the city of San Francisco, recommending the repeal of the internal-reve- 
nue tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Wool Association of California, protesting 
against the repeal or reduction of the tariff on wool—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of brewers and wine merchants of San Francisco, for 
the allowance of drawbacks on the re-expertation of imported bottles, 
corks, and metallic bottle capping by bottlers of domestic beer, wine, and 
brandy—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Fruit Growers’ Convention of California, asking for 
an appropriation to defray the expenses of an entomologist to visit Aus- 
tralia for the purpose of investigating the scale insects, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the same, to carry into effect the agricultural- 
experiment stations act—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the same, for the passage of a bill protecting the 
forest lands of the United States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, for sea- 
coast defenses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the same, recommending an appropriation for the 
purpose of laying a cable from San Francisco to South Farallone Isl- 
and—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the same, recommending an appropriation for the 
repairs of the United States war ship Hartford—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the same, recommending treaty alliances with the 
authorities in possession of the various islands in the Pacific Ocean for 


the purpose of securing the commercial privileges which the position of 
our country entitles it to—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Methodist Episcopal Conference of California, 
for a council and high court of international arbitration—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers in the claim of William Clift; of Luther M. 
Blackmann; of Rev. H. V. Brown; of Thomas B. McElwee, and of 
James W. Roulston—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON; Petition of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 
Minn., in favor of a national telegraph system—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Pest-Roads. : 

Also, petition of the same, favoring legislation for the reduction of the 
surplus in the Treasury—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Memorial of les Gallagher, asking re- 
imbursement for the loss of his schooner Nimrod and cargo—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of the National Temperance Society, offi- 
cially signed by Rev. Dr. Theo, Cuyler, president, and J. N. Stearns, 
corresponding secretary, asking for a commission of inquiry concerning 
the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafiic. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Everard Flynn for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition asking an appropriation to each State 
and seven Territories for the purpose of drilling wells, ete.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of A. C. Graham and others; of David 
Williams and others; of Rev. D. Harbison and others; of John Thomas 
and others; of W. E. Dosten and others; of Rev. D. M. James and 
others; of J. F. Green and others; of G. H. Nute and others; of H. G. 
Tombler and others; of W. G. Stewart and others; of Ed. J. Fox and 
others, and of G. V. Wallace and others, of Pennsylvania, against the, 
admission of Utah as a State with polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Joseph B. McClintock; 
of James S. Frizzell; and of John Q. Ward, executor of Marcus L. 
Broadwell, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Petition of the Board of Trade of Helena, Mont., for 
amendment of alien land law exempting miners from its operation—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of 61 citizens of Franklin County, 
Illinois, praying that Jesse Cleveland, a soldier in the Black Hawk war, 
be placed on the pehsion-roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Mary A. Allen, widow of N. G. 
Allen; of Stephen J. Matthews; of Lewis T. Martin; of Mary Jane 
Fulkes, Jate widow of Arthur Forbes; of George W. Kenward; and of 
William R. Hanserd, of Alabama, asking that their claims be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Harriet Day; of J. C. Burgess; 
of Mrs. Annette Carter; of Thomas J. Whitaker; of Joseph M. Sowell; 
of members of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, at Calhoun, Tenn. ; 
and of Walter Aken, of Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class ters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. C, L. ANDERSON: Of citizens of Lauderdale County; of Nes- 
hoba County; of Clark County; of J. M. Johnson and others; and of 
W.J. Clark and others, of Mississippi. 

By Mr. BARRY: Of M. D. Watson and others, citizens of Mississippi. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of William B. Spram and 86 others, of Van 
Wert County; of R. J. Babcock and 69 others, of Fulton County; and 
of J. M. Brown and 46 others, of Wood County, Ohio. 

By Mr. BOUND: Of citizens of Paxton, Dauphin County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

By Mr. BOWEN: Twenty-one petitions of citizens of the several 
counties of the Ninth district of Virginia. 

By Mr. BROWER: Four petitions of citizens of Caswell County, 
North Carolina. i> 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Fifteen petitions from the several counties 
composing the Fifth district of Virgini 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Bradford County and of Wyo- 
ming County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CLARDY: OfC. J. Moore and 34 others, citizens of Missouri. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of Weaversford and of Apple Grove, 
Ashe County; of State Road, Surry County; of Ellendale, Alexander 
County; and of Perkinsville, Burke County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of W. H. Dickerhoof and others, of Summit 


County, Ohio. 
By Mr. DARLINGTON: Of William Cunningham and others; and 


of Charles H. White and others, of Chester County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Of C. C. Todd and 21 others, of 
Hernando; of W. G. Lang and others, of Calvinia; and of J. B. Epper- 
son and others, of Williston, Fla. 
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By Mr. DOCKERY: Of 28 citizens of Claytonville, Mo. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of F. T. Bray and 50 others, citizens of Decatur 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of J. Knapp and 45 others, of Dummerston; of 
Albert Buxton and others, of Slab Hollow; and of S. W. Peabody and 
37 others, of Simonsville, Vt. 

By Mr. HOGG: Of J. M. Jackson and 68 other citizens; and of Val- 
entine McDowell and 37 others, citizens of West Virginia. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Of citizens of Kossuth, Washington County, 
Indiana. A 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of citizens of Barrisville, Pa. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of M. L. Moore and others, and of W. J. 
Lee and others, of North Carolina. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of F., E. Hallowell and others; of C. G. Dodge 
and others; of A. R. Crane and others; of J. S. Martin and others; of 
C. M. Plummer and others; of Allen Harriman and others; of C. A. 
Merrill and others; of G. F. Moore and others; of J. D. Lawsen and 
others; and of Asa Carter and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Of J. R. Smith and others, of Orizaba, and of S. 
C. Darden and others, of Darden, Miss. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of J. S. Wernn and others, of Mount Vernon 
in ano of J. A. Edwards and others, of Red Oak, N. C. 

By Mr. OATES: Petition of C. A. Trawick and 21 others, of Russell 
County, and of Brantley H. Segraves and 81 others, citizens of Coffee 
County, Alabama. 

By Mr. REED: Of A. H. Davis and others, of Newfield, Me. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of J. M. Graham and 21 others, citizens of 
Franklin County, and of J. B. McFerrin and 69 others, citizens of Lin- 
coln County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Query’s, Mecklenburgh County, 
and of citizens of Alma, Robeson County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Of citizens of Cedar Bayou; of Win- 
free; of A. R. Hansen and others, and of W. F. Simmons and others, of 


Texas. 
By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Five petitions of citizens of Ken- 
tu 


cky. 
By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Of N. G. Ulmer and other. citizens of 

„Jasper County, Missouri. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of citizens of Lawrence County, of Gal- 
lia County, of Adams County, and of Scioto , Ohio. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Of citizens of Daniel, of Franklin, of Ehrhardt, 
of Varnville, of Modoc, of Plum Branch, and of Morgana, S. C. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Of J. W. Sterritt and other citizens of Sa- 
line Mines, M. 

By Mr. WALKER: Of citizens of South Fork; of Homeland; and of 
Siloam Springs, Mo. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of James Hilton and others, citizens of Ala- 


By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of William King and 68 others, of Nolens- 
‘ville; of D. G: Harrison and 18 others, of Lawrence County; of W. L. 
Bell and 10 others, of Wayne County; of H. J. Blake and 48 others; 
and of J. M. Harder and 22 others, of Lewis County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. WISE: Of citizens of Henrico County; of Hanover County: 
of Goochland County; of King William County; and of New Kent 
County, Virginia. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Stover’s Shop; of Moffatt’s Creek; of 
Well Water; of Galt’s Mill; of Laurel Hill; of Gidsville; and of Snow- 
den, Va. 

By Mr. YODER: Of 69 citizens of Montra, Shelby County; of West 
Newton, Allen County; of Glenwood; and of Buckland, Auglaize 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Of citizens of Montgomery County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 13, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. PUGH. I desiretomakea correction in the Journal. Iseethat 
I ami reported as having moved to the Committee on Claims the refer- 
ence of a joint resolution that I introduced in relation to the claim of 
John B. Read against the United States, for thealleged use of projectiles 
for rifled ordnance, claimed as the invention of said Read, and by him 
alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement made 
between him and the War Department in 1856, for whichno compensa- 
tion has been made; also, in relation to the claim of William E. Wood- 
bridge, based upon the plea of alleged priority in this line of inven- 
tion. Idisclaimhavingmadeany such motion. The remarks made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] in favor of its reference to 
the Committee on Patents I did not hear. There was so much con- 
fusion in the Chamber that what he said was not understood by me. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] stated that the joint 


resolution, or one like it, had been before the Committee on Patents, 
and he moved that this joint resolution be referred to the committee 
that originally had charge of it and originally reported on it. That 
isa mistake. The first report made on the bill was by the Military 
Committee, through its then chairman, Mr. Howe, and it was a favor- 
able report. The joint resolution, in as many as three Congresses, has 
been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and considered and 
reported upon favorably by that committee. 

The language of thejoint resolution was corrected by Senator Logan 
while he was chairman of the Military Committee, and it was framed 
so as to enlarge the range of the investigation by the board of Army of- 
ficers that the measure authorized the Secretary of War to appoint. 

The joint resolution simply authorizes the Secretary of War to ap- 
point a board of Army officers from the ordnance and artillery service 
to investigate all the facts in regard to this claim and report them to 
Congress. There is no recognition of any claim in the joint resolution, 
and there is no appropriation asked. It simply authorizes an investi- 
gation by the Army officers of all the facts, to be reported to Congress, 
and then Congress will consider whether it is proper to make avy ap- 
propriation to meet the claim. 

I desire to move a change of the reference from the Committee on 
Patents to the Committee on Military Affairs, which has made, I think, 
as many as three favorable reports upon the subject. The present chair- 
man of the Military Committee, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY], is familiar with this measure; several members who were 
on that committee heretofore and are on the committee now are famil- 
iar with it; and I think it would be a reflection upon that committee 
to deprive it of jurisdiction now and refer the measure to a new com- 
mittee. - 

I hope that the change of reference will be made from the Committee 
on Patents to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will take this occasion to 
say that the question now pending is whether the Journal shall stand 
approved. The Senator from Alabama complains of a debate that ap- 
pears in the RECORD. The Chair does not understand him to make 
any suggestion about the amendment of the Journal. 

Mr. PUGH. The amendment I desire to make is a correction of the 
statement that I moved that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. I made no such motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Journal. 

Mr. PUGH. The remarks that I made show on their face that the 
committee that I desired to consider the claim was the Committee on 
Military Affairs, as I stated that that committee always had had charge 
of it and had made several reports. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objéection, and no mo- 
tion to correct, the Journal will stand approved as read. y 

Mr. PUGH. I have moved a correction of the Journal in that re- 
s 


pect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the Jour- 
nal as it stands with regard to the joint resolution to which the Sen- 
ator from Alabama alludes. 

Mr. PUGH. What I thought was in the Journal I find in the REC- 
ORD. I thought it was copied from the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
make any motion in regard to the Journal? 

Mr. PUGH. I do not make any motion if the statement is not made 
in the Journal that I moved the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Claims, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the entry 
which appears in the Journal. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. Puan: A joint resolution (S, R. 5) in relation to the claim of Join B, 
Read against the United States for the alleged use of projectiles for rifled ord- 
nance claimed as the invention of said Read, and by fim alleged to have been 
used pursuant toa contract or arrangement made between him and the War 
Department in 1856, for which no compensation has been made; alsoin relation 
to the claim of William E. Woodbridge based upon the plea of alleged priority 
in this line of invention—to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PUGH. As there is no statement in the Journal that I madea 
motion to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on Claims, there 
is nothing left for me to do but to move that the reference be changed 
from the Committee on Patents to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
if that motion is now in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
nal, as read, will stand approved. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Mr. HOAR. I rise merely to make a suggestion, so that the matter 
may not take the time of the Senate again. I suppose there will be 
no objection to changing the reference by unanimous consent now, to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would hold that by unan- 


imous consent the reference may be so changed, the Committee on Pat- 


No such motion appears on the 


If there be no objection, the Jour- 


ents disch , and the joint resolution referred to the Committee on 
Military Affai Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and it 
is so ordered. 


1887. 3 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Agriculture, transmitting, in mse 
to a resolution of the 7th instant, certain information in toa 
patent for the process connected with experiments in the manufacture 
of sugar from sorghum, conducted under the auspices of the Govern- 
ment; which, on motion of Mr. PLUMB, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the annual report 
of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

GEORGE E. PAYNE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 

tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the 


opinion of the court dismissing, for want of jurisdiction, the case of 


George E. Payne, filed March 14, 1887; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore pereontan resolutions of the Depart- 
ment of Montana, Grand Army of the Republic, condemning the Pres- 
idential veto of the dependent pension bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of citizens of St David, Aroostook 
County, Maine, praying that in compensation be allowed fourth- 
class postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of the New York Committee for the 
Prevention by State Regulation of Vice, praying for the better legal pro- 
tection of young girls in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the National Temperance Sogiety, offi- 
cially signed, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. i 

Mr, PASCO presented the petition of Thomas Marshall and 18 other 
citizens of St. John’s County, Florida, and the petition of J. H. Har- 
rell and 35 other citizens of the State of Florida, praying additional 
compensation for fourth-class postmasters; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

_ Mr. BUTLER presented a resolution of the Cotton Exchange of 
Charleston, S. C., in relation to the greater security of life and prop- 
erty at sea; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of M. J. Richardson and others, 
and the petition of C. L. Tracy and others, citizens of the State of 
Maine, praying for an increase of the compensation of fourth-class post- 
masters; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of William Fletcher, captain United 
States Army, praying that an act may be passed to authorize the Pres- 
ident to place him on the retired-list with the grade of major, for over 
forty years’ active service; whieh was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Synod of the Reformed Presby- 
terian Church of North America, praying that an amendment be made to 
the interstate-commerce law to restrain traffic and travel on the Lord’s 
day; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Emigration Society of Con- 
cord, Gadsden County, Florida, composed of colored people, praying 
that Congress take steps in aid oftheir proposed emigration to Liberia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of A. H. Hamilton 
and 172 others, citizens of Iowa, praying for an amendment of the in- 
ternal-revenue law so as to prohibit persons who may pay special taxes 
to the United States as manufacturers or wholesale or retail dealers of 
spirituous, malt, or vinous liquors from conducting such business in 
any State, or municipal corporation, or other place, in violation of the 
laws or regulations of the same, or either of them, and to require all 
persons who may apply for the payment of the special taxes aforesaid 
to present with such application the certificate of the proper State or 
local authority, showing that the person so applying has complied with 
the State or local laws in respect to such manufacture and sale of said 
liquors, and providing proper penalties for any and all violation of such 
laws as may be enacted to effect the purpose of the petition. 

As the petition relates to an amendment of the revenue laws, I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the 


poruon of Hon. T. D. Kanause and other 
officers of the Grand Lodge o: 


Good Templars of Dakota, praying for a 


commission of inquiry regarding the manufacture and use of alcoholic 
liquors and their relation to crime; which was referred to the Com- 
ttee on Education and Labor. 


He also presented the petition of the Saranac Woman’s Christian 
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menyene Union, praying for the passage of the educational bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of J. W. Platt, James Gaskins, W. 
L. Mobley, B. L. Ray, W. W. Williamson, and J. W. Wells, members 
of the board of trustees of the church and cemetery in the county of 
Pasco, in the State of Florida, praying for permission to enter certain 
public lands of the United States which have been used for church and 
cemetery purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Thomas Redmond, late 
a teamster in the Quartermaster’s Department, United States Army, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of George A. Barnes, late surety on the 
bond of Joseph Cushman, receiver of public moneys at Olympia, Wash., 
praying for a refund of money wrongfully covered into the Treasury 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present certain papers, memorials, resolutions, 
etc., urging the passage of a bill introduced yesterday by my colleague 
[Mr. DOLPH], being the bill (S. 39) to grant an increase of pension to 
Frederick Beno. I desire to call the attention of the Committee on 
Pensions especially to this case. The affidavit of the physieian, which 
is very brief, states the case, and is as follows: 

STATE OF OREGON 
County of Multnomah, ss: 

On this 11th day of November, 1887, personally appeared before me W. W. 
Royal, a practicing physician, residing in East Portland, county and State afore- 
said, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That he has this day carefully 
examined Frederick Beno, an Speco for increase of pension, and found him 
a complete and total wreck, both physically and mentally; that he is unable to 
stand on his feet, can not dress or undress himself, and is almost helpless. 

W. W. ROYAL, M.D. 

Subscribed and sworn to the day and year first above written, 

A ; W. F. CREITZ, 
Notary Public in and for the State of Oregon. 

This soldier is drawing a pension now of $72 a month, which is all 
the Department can allow. I visited him while home. From his 
manner it is apparent that he is suffering continuous excruciating pain. 
I suppose there is not a more meritorious case in the United States 
of America. A bill for his relief passed the Senate at the last session. 
I urge the Committee on Pensions to make an early and favorable re- 
port, Imove that the papers be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is the purpose of the Senator to put the bill on 
its , and it is a bill to increase the pensions of those who are 
entirely dependent, requiring another person to attend upon them, 
there ought to be a general bill embracing ail that class of persons, a 
part of whom are now getting $72 a month and the other portion $50. 
They are all equally dependent, and there ought to be a general bill 
passed giving to that class of persons $72 a month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), The Chair 
will inform the Senator from Illinois that this is merely a memorial, 
the reference of which is asked to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought it was a bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I agree to all that the Senator from Ilinois has 
said. My only purpose was to bring the attention of the Committee 
on Pensions to this very meritorious case, and to express the hope that 
there would be an early report upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The papers will be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of General Lewis Gove Btown, ' 
late of the One hundred and seventeenth United States Volunteer In- 
fantry, praying to be allowed a pension at the rate of $100 a month; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Massachusetts Branch of the 
Church Temperance Society, praying for the passage of a law to author- 
ize the Bureau of Statistics to investigate and report the facts concern- 
ing the cost of intemperance to the whole country and the relation of 
intemperance to crime; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented a petition of citizens of Virginia, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Colquitt bill to regulate liquor 
licenses in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and 
the District of Columbiaall moneys collected under the direct tax levied 
by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, to report it favorably 
without amendment. : 

I will say that this is the bill unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on Finance which last year on a yea-and-nay vote with only 
one in the negative. I shall it upat an early day; and if Senators 
desire further information on the subject they will find it in Executive 
Document No. 158 of the Forty-ninth Seaton first session. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 
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PRINTING FOR FINANCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to re- 
port a resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution wasconsidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: ~ 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance have authority to order necessary 
printing in connection with their examination of subjects relating to the reve- 
nue or the collection thereof. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS (Mr. PLATT in the chair) introduced a bill (S. 583) 
to remove the limitation in the payment of arrears of pension; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. + 

He also introduced a bill (S. 584) granting arrears in certain cases to 
those ioned by special acts of Congress; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 585) for the relief of William Mackey; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. x 

He also introduced a bill (S. 586) for the relief of Asher W. Foster; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Je also introduced a bill (S. 587) for the relief of Christian Freder- 
ichsen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 588) to authorize the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to condemn land on Rock Creek for the pur- 

of a park, to be called Rock Creek Park; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 589) to amend section 685 
of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 590) to incorporate the 
Washington Electric Central Railroad Company of the District of Co- 
Inmbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
inittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 591) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Georgetown Rail- 
road Company,” approved May 17, 1862, and acts amendatory thereto; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 592) for the relief of Isaac O. Savage; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 593) for the relief of S. D. Houston; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 594) for the relief of Alexander J. 
Mueller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 595) to authorize the payment of extra 
compensation to Robert J. Mitchell, recently a clerk in the Treasury 
t; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 

pany i pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Tie also introduced a bill (S. 596) ing a pension to William M. 
Hendrix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 597) to relieve George K. Smith 
from the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 598) for the preservation of the woods 
and forests of the national domain adjacent to the sources of the navi- 
gable rivers and their affluents in the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 


Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 599) in regard to a monu- 
mental column to commemorate the battle of Trenton, and appropriat- 


ing $30,000; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-" 


mittee on the y 

He also introduced a bill (S. 600) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make final adjustment of claims of certain foreign steam- 
ship companies arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage dues; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. = 

He also introduced a bill (S. 601) for.the extension and repair of the 
public building at Newark, N. J.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger; 
aoea mes read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 603) for the relief of Thomas P. 
Morgan, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 604) for the relief of the heirs and legal 


representatives of Gerard Wood, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He introduced a bill (S. 606) to incorporate the W; 
Safe Deposit and Trust Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 607) for the relief of Juliet C. Palmer, 


| widow and administratrix of James C. Palmer, late Surgeon-General 


United States Navy; which was read twice by.its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 608) for the relief of Robert Morrison 
and Laura E. Maddox, executor and executrix of Joseph H. Maddox, 
deceased, and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 609) for the relief of Frank Della Terre 
and Susan F. Della Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 610) directingsthe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to examine and settle the accounts of certain States and the of 
Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by said States and the city 
of Baltimore for military purposes during the war of 1812; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 611) to provide for paying certain ad- 
vances made to the United States by the States of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 612) for the relief of Alfred B. Mullett; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 613) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which 
sn read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 

mmerce. 

Mr. CSLLOM. I desire to state, in connection with that bill, that 
it is a bill amending several of the sections of the blaw on that 
subject, and that I should like to have the amendments and the sec- 
tions that are proposed to be amended printed in italics, so that the 
Senate may see just what the amendments proposed are in connection 
with the law as it stands. 

ee Bayer nse p tempore. The bill will be printed as the Sena- 
tor desires, if there be no objection. 

„Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 614) to provide for the estab- 
lishment and operation of the United States postal telegraph; which 
was read twice by its title. 
cae CULLOM. I desire that bill to lie on the table for the time 

ing. 

big de PRESTENE po tempore. That order will be made, no objec- 
tion being in 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 615) to equalize the rates of pen- 
sions in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to state to the Committee on Pensions 
that that bill contains one or two itions which haye been before 
the Senate and reported favorably several times, I think. Iregard the 
bill as very important to the persons mentioned in it, and I should like 
to call the attention of the committee to it, so that they may act early 
enough to get the bill through the Senate and House of tatives 
at this session, if possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 616) to so amend sections 4693 
and 4695 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as to extend the 
PRODO o EO Onin. and others acting under orders from 
United States officers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 617) to remove the of desertion 
from the record of Richard H. Keith; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 618) granting a to Washington, 
T. Otey; which was read twice by its title, with the accompany- 


ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pension to 
Leopold Mayer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 620) to 
divide the Great Sioux Reservation in Dakota and N and to se- 
cure to the Indians the title in fee-simple to lands in severalty, and to 
open a portion to actual settlement, and to provide for the better edu- 
cation and civilization of the Sioux Indians; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 621) for the reorgani- 
zation of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 622) to amend section 2805 of the Re- 
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vised Statutes of the United States so as to allow oaths to be ađminis- 
tered by notaries public; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 623) to promote the political progress 
and commercial p: ity of the American nations; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 624) for the relief of the sureties of 
Freeman H. Morse, late consul-general at London, England; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 625) granting a pension to George 
W. Schell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Franklin, alias McKee; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 627) for the relief of Thomas H. Geha- 
gen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 628) for the relief of Mary Jane Thomp- 
son, executrix of Jeter L. Thompson, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 629) to grant the right of way through 
the Indian Territory to the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. - 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 630) for the relief of Edwin 
De Leon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 631) for the relief of Edwin 
DeLeon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 632) to establish a court of appeals, 
to provide additional circuit judges, and to make certain changesin the 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introdaced a bill (S. 633) te amend article 3 of chapter 354 
of the United States Statutes at Large, passed at the second session of 


courts for the western district of Arkansas, northern district of Texas, 
and the district of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 641) to appropriate $25,000 to construct 
a road from the city of Fayetteville, Ark., to the national cemetery 
adjacent to said city; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 642) to authorize the removal 
of the quarantine station from Ship Island, Mississippi; which was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The bill just read, in relation to Ship Island, 
was before the Senate at the last session, and referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases, after some little discussion, and I would prefer 
that reference now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . Let the title of the bill be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. “A bill (S. 642) to authorize the removal of 
the quarantine station from Ship Island, Mississippi.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 643) to construct a road to 
the national cemetery at Corinth, Miss.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 644) for the relief of William J. Poite- 
vent; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Margaret B. Todd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 646) granting a pension to Robert Gray; 
heap was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 647) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.648) for the relief of C. M. Wittig; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committes on Military 


the Forty-eighth Congress; which was read twice by its title, and re- | Affairs. 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 634) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Tennessee River at Cha‘ Tenn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 635) for the relief of Mrs. E. G. C. Ab- 
bott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 636) to limit the powers of cir- 
cnit and district courts and judges of the United States in the matter 
of receiverships; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 637) to provide for a conference of the 
American nations ona common ERRA aver eoin, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 638) to amend the Revised Statutes of 
the United States so as to allow the purchase and registry of foreign-built 
ships by citizens of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 639) to punish robbery and home- 
stealing in the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to allow the bill to 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. They have had that 
matter under consideration. 

Mr. BERRY. I will state that the bill was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary at the last Congress, and reported favorably by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 


reported it from that committee. This is a copy of the bill that was | and referred 


then referred to, and reported by, that committee. It bel 

to the Committee on the J udiciary. It is a bill to Reta igloo sling 
and robbery in the Indian Territory, and I think the reference I have 
su ted is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts make any motion ? 

Mr. DAWES. It seems to me that the bill ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, but if the Committee on the Judiciary have 
taken charge of it heretofore, through the remissness of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, I do not care to intervene. 

ave Sa protempore. The reference previously announced 
will stand. 

- Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 640) conferring jurisdicti 
tain civil cases arising in the Indian Årre h the Uni 


in cer- 
States 


He also introduce®a bill (S. 649) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Andrew J. Gardner; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 650) to protect the 
manufacture and sale of pure lard; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Co: ttee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 651) for the relief of Michael H. Collins; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 652) for the relief of Marcia M. Thomp- 
son, administratrix of the estate of Abel Thompson, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 653) defining the positions and 
salaries of assistant astronomers atthe United States Naval Observatory, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Caroline 
Motz; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 655) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Von Kusserow; which was read twice byits title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to 
James Jackson Purman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 657) to amend the act entitled 
“An act more effectually to provide for the organization of the militia 
of the District of Columbia,” passed the 3d day of March; 1803; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 658) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Beatrice, Nebr. ; which was read twice by its title, 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 659) for the relief of Thomas 
Chambers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 660) for the relief of Charles 
Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 661) for the relief of Charles Murphy; 
jee Wae a ater by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 662) for the relief of J. R. Dunkelber- 
ger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 663) for the relief of Brig. Gen. 


George 
P. Ihrie, late colonel and additional aid-de-camp of United States Vol- 
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behead which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 664) for the relief of William R. Wheaton 
and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 665) to establish a quarantine station 
at the port of San Francisco; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 666) for the relief of William 
Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Red River of the North; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 668) granting a pension to Frederica 
Eichler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 669) to extend the pro- 
visions of the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide compensation for the sery- 
ices of George Morell in adjusting titles to land in Michigan;’’ which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 670) to increase the efficiency of the in- 
fantry branch of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 671) to provide for the sale of the site 
of Fort Omaha, Nebr., the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, 
and for a new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 672) granting a pension to Emma 
L. Chase; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 673) for the relief of Edward C. 
Garlick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 674) for the relief of Felix Mar- 
cinkowski; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 675) concerning post- 
offices of the third class; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 676) to authorize the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to lease premises for the use of post-oflices of the first, second, and 
third classes; whith was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 677) to provide for the distribution of 
the Statutes of the United States and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to 
designated incorporated bodies, institutions, and associations within 
the several States and Territories; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON, of Towa. I ask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
to the fact that a similar bill for the distribution of public documents 
was referred to the Committee on the Library at the last session—I do 
not mean similar in language to this bill, but it related to the general 
subject—and the Library Committee took jurisdiction of it under the 
order of the Senate and made a report. When the report came in, it 
was claimed by the Committee on Printing that that subject properly 
belonged to them, and the Senate seemed to think so. At any rate, the 
bill was referred again to the Committee on Printing. I do not think 
the Library Committee would care to go through that experience agairt. 
If the Senate desire the Library Committee to take jurisdiction of that 
subject, I have no doubt they will do it, but I should be very unwilling 
to go through the labor that we did last year to devise a system and 
then have the Senate refer it to another committee. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am not disposed to ask that the bill shall 
go to a committee whose unwillingness to consider it is announced on 
the floor of the Senate. I therefore have no objection to a change of ref- 
erence from the Committee on the Library to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa misunderstood me. I did not 
express any unwillingness to take it, but I said that the Senate last 
year t it belonged to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. N, of Iowa. I understood the Senator to say that he 
would not care about going through the same experience, as he might 
meet with the same result. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So far as the Committee on Printing is con- 
cerned, it is not seeking for labor; it has sufficient. But this subject- 
matter has been under consideration by that committee even during 
the recess of Congress, and they have progressed fairly with the inves- 

and towards a report on the subject-matter. 
. WILSON, of Iowa. I have no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 678) providing for the 
establishment of a bureau of public documents; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 679) granting a pension to Henry Staf- 
ford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 680) for the relief of Azor A. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, is it the pleasure of the Senate to proceed with morning business 
past the hour fixed in the rule? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the time be extended to 2 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that it may be extended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem By unanimous consent that order can 
be made. There being no objection, morning business will be received. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 682) authorizing the President to 
appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton, a major of cavalry in the Army 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 683) for the relief of the heirs of John 
S. Fillmore, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 684) for the relief of Marian F. Haynie; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 685) for the relief of Royal M. Hub- 
bard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 686) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 687) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to conyey to Anson Rudd, of the State of Colorado, certain 
real estate in the county of Fremont, in said State; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 688) for the relief of the Mexican Na- 
tional Construction Company of Colorado; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 689) to fix the price of public lands 
within the limits of the forfeited Texas Pacific Railroad land grant; 
which was read twicé by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

Mr, CHACE introduced a bill (S. 690) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the National Safe Deposit Company of Washington, 
in the District of Columbia,’’ approved January 22, 1867; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 691) for the relief of Henry 
Bellion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 692) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch G. Adams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 693) granting a pension to William 
Weist; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 694) for the relief of George H. Wash- 
ington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 695) for the relief of R. C. Martin; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 696) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch G. Adams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 697) granting a pension to Elmore Y. 
Chase, of Salem, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced abill (S. 698) granting a pension to John Walters, 
alias Jacob Kuntz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


„the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 699) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman Baumhager; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 700) granting a pension to Samuel T. 
Ulm, of Union, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 701) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Hasler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. i, ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 702) granting a pension to Henry Pulsky; 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 703) granting a pension to M. T. Lind- 
sey, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 704) granting a pension to Thomas Red- 
mond, late private Company K, Fourth Regiment United States Infan- 
try; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ° 

He also introduced a bill (S. 705) to establish additional life-saving 
stations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 706) making an appropriation for the 

urchase of a site and the construction of a light-house on the head- 
RA near Newport, at Yaquina Bay, Oregon; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 707) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a wharf in Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the 
Light-House Department; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 708) providing an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvement at the mouth of the Coquille River, Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 709) for the relief of Eli C. Officer; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 710) for the relief of William Armstrong, 
of Springfield, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 711) for the relief of Henry H. Wheeler, 
of Crook County, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 712) to indemnify Abial Morrison for 
property destroyed by hostile Indians in W; m Territory in the 
years 1855 and 1856; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 713) for the relief of William C. McKay, 
of Pendleton, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. - 

He also introduced a bill (S. 714) for the relief of E. J. Northeut 
& Brothers for losses sustained by Indian depredations in Southern 
Oregon in 1855; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 715) forthe relief of Samuel B. Flowers 
and A. T. Fitzhugh, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 716) for the relief of Green Arnold, of 
the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Lege also katperren F kenl ma a the relief of Arthur Saltmarsh; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom ing papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. pate Sa 

He also introduced a bill (S. 718) for the relief of George A. Barnes; 
eas was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims, 

e also ASS Ea bill fe beige the Pa of John Meldrum; 
which was read twice byits title, and, with the accom i š 
referred to the Committee on Claims. ARH E 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 720) for thereliefof H. W. Shipley; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 721) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Ben Holladay, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 722) for the relief of William B. Camp- 
bell, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 723) to pay the heirs of George W. Har- 
ris and his wife, Mary A. Harris, and their daughter, Sophia Lore, de- 
ceased, and others, for the depredations of the Rogue River Indians in 
1853, 1855, and 1856; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 724) to reimburse Peter French for dep- 
redations committed by Bannock and Piute Indians; which was read 
-twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 725) for the relief of S. M. Hamilton, 
of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 726) for the relief of Chauncey M. 
Lockwood or his legal representatives; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 727) to provide for the payment to 
Henry Shepard of the amount allowed to him by the Commissioner ot 
Indian Affairs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 728) for the reliefof William J. Martin, 
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of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and; with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 729) for the relief 
of J, A. Henry and others; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 730) for the relief of Da- 
vidson Dickson and others; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 731) for the relief of George 
H. Plant: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 732) to determine and settle final bal- 
ances of accounts due to and from the United States Government, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 733) granting a pension to Abbie 
S. Hutchinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 734) granting a pension to James Hale; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 735) making an appropriation for 
the erection of a light-house on Dog Island, Florida; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (8. 736) to provide for the erection of 
public buildings for post-office and other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the bill may lie upon the table for the 


present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 13) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think it proper to say that this is a 
joint resolution which was introduced by yourself [Mr. INGALLS] at 
the last session, and which, with some amendments, passed the Sen- 
ate in a new draught at that session without any objection, I think. 

It provides for the extension of the term of the present Congress un- 
til the last Tuesday in April, 1889, a little more than a month beyond 
the present termination. I think it is quite doubtful whether it will 
be possible, as it is now drawn, to submit such a resolution to the va- 
rious States and have the action of the State Legislatures upon it in 
time to take effect. It is probable that the committee, if they should 
approve the object, will be obliged to make it take effect at a later day. 

I have not made any correction in the draught of the resolution, think- 
ing it would be better to submit that matterto the committee, to get the 
information in regard to the time of assembling of the State Legislatures, “ 
but I make this statement in order that the public may understand that 
the objection to the resolution as it now stands did not escape my 
notice. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 


GOVERNMENT POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
yesterday adopted a resolution, on motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], to raise a special committee to inquire into the 
advisability and practicability of establishing and maintaining a Gov- 
ernment postal telegraph. After the reconsideration I shall ask to have 
the resolution referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
That committee has had the subject under consideration during the last 


-two Congresses, has spent a great deal of time in considering it, and re- 


ported a bill in the Forty-eighth Congress, and also one in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, aud I think the subject ought to be referred to the 
committee that has given so much time toitand acted upon it. I move, 
therefore, that the vote by which the resolution was passed be recon- 
sidered. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theresolution adopted by the Senate 
yesterday will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators, to be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, be directed to inquire into the advisability and practi- 
cability of establishing and maintaining a Government postal telegraph, with 
power to report by bill or otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the vote by which the Senate agreed to this resolution yesterday 
be now reconsidered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It lies over under the rule. 


TINGLE’S REPORT ON ALASKAN SEAL ISLANDS. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, directed to fur- 
nish the Senate with a copy of Special Agent G. R. Tingle’s report, dated July 
31, 1887, upon the conduct of affairs on the Seal Islands of Alaska, 
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SENATOR FROM WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, while considering the pending cases now referred to them in ref- 
erence to titles to seats in the Senate, have authority to employ a 
stenographer. . 
tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Committee on Privileges and Elections be empowered 
to employ a stenographer. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I understand that under the rules 
the motion which I just now made, for leave to the Committee on Priv- 
jleges and Elections to employ a stenographer, should be referred to 
ae Ppa ears on Contingent Expenses of the Senate before being 

y i 

"The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the action 
of the Senate will then be reconsidered, and the resolution referred to 
bo Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

ate. 
OPEN EXECUTIVE SESSIONS. 


Mr. PLATT. Pursuant to the notice which I gave yesterday, I of- 
fer a resolution, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Rules. 
The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules, as 


follows: 

That paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 of Rule XXXVI, h 3 of Rule 
XXXVII, and paragraph 2 of Rule XXXVIII be so amended that er the 
Senate shall consider and act u treaties and executive nominations in open 
session, except in cases when it shall be otherwise ordered. 


BUSINESS OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, at the close of the last Congress 
the Senate ordered the appointment of a select committee to inquire 
into the methods of business in the various Executive Departments and 
the alleged causes of delay in its transaction. That committee has 
been performing the duties assigned it, and not being able to submit 
the report at this time, in behalf of the committee I ask that it may 
be oe with leave to report at any time prior to the 25th of De- 
cember. 

Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
Md Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 

THE SWENSON PATENT. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to investigate the issuance 
of letters nt, numbered 371528, to us Swenson, of date October 11, 1887, 
and if in his judgment the same is invalid upon any ground, that he commence 
suit promptly to have the same canceled, or the use of the same by said Swen- 
son, or any one claiming under him, perpetually enjoined. 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose simply to offer the resolution at this time. 
I shall call it up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under the 
rule, a 


FORT CANBY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ‘ 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed, ifnot incom- 
patible with the public service, to reportto the Senate at his earliest practicable 
convenience what action, if any, has been taken by the De ent relative to 
the removal of troops and the abandonment of Fort , at the mouth 
of Columbia River,in Washington Territory,and that such report be accom- 
panied with copies of any and all reports and recommendations of military ofi- 
cersand others, if any, recommending such removal and abandonment. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed, if not in- 
compatible with the public service, to report to the Senate the size, character, 
and condition of the present military reservation near the mouth of the Colum- 
bia River, in Washington Territory, on which is located Fort Canby, and when 
and in what manner such military reservation was , the nature, extent, 
and value of the present improvements on such reservation; such report to be 
accompanied such recommendation as the Secretary of War may deem 
proper in reference to the future occupation or disposition of such reservation. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That John C, Miles have leave to withdraw from the files of the Sen- 
ate the papers in his case. 


On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 
That the papers in the case of Frank Della Terre and Susan F. Della 


Terre, h of Peter Della Terre, deceased, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse re- 
port. 


COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. DOLPH. Yesterday I introduced a bill to provide for fortifica- 
tions and other defenses, and asked that it be laid upon the table in order 
that I might call it up after the expiration of the morning hour and 
make & brief explanation of it. The business of the morning hour was 
so great yesterday that I did not call up the bill then, and I ask now 
to call it up for the purpose of making a brief explanation and having 
it referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defenses.” 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the bill may be considered read as part of 
my remarks, and appear in the RECORD in full, as it is an important 
measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that, under the 
general order to print, the bill has been forwarded to the Government 
Printing Office, and’ is not now accessible in the files. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will make the explanation, then, without the pres- 
ence of the bill. 

Mr. President, it is not my purpose to do more than explain the pro- 
visions of the bill which I have presented. Every one knows that our 
more than 4,000 miles of seacoast, with important harbors and great 
commercial cities, are defenseless, and that thousands of millions of 
destructible property and our important and extensive coastwise com- 
merce are exposed to destruction in case of a foreign war. This con- 
dition of things is not creditable to Congress, nor to a great, wealthy, 
and powerful nation with 60,000,000 of inhabitants. I do not think 
there are many members of the Senate, or of the other House of Con- 
gress, who would be willing to say that this defenseless condition of our 
coast and of our commerce ought to continue. 

We are prepared to enter upon the work of coast defenses. We have 
before us the results of the costly experiments of other nations, and 
the reports of boards which have been appointed under the authority of 
law, and have investigated the subjects connected with coast defense, 
and have reported, and their reports have been approved by the officers 
of the Government whose duty it is to make recommendations to Con- 
gress for its action. ; 

We have within our own borders an abundance of material for guns, 
armor, and ships of modern type. Our citizens are not lacking in skill 
or enterprise or in information; the officers of our Army and Navy will 
compare favorably with the officers of the armies and navies of other 
countries. 

What more is required? Action by Congress. The people of this 
country are patiently waiting for Congress to apply some of the idle 
millions in the Treasury to provide for coast defenses, The board on 
fortifications and other defenses, appointed by the President under the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1885, have recommended the imme- 
diate fortification of twenty-seven ports. There are other ports at which 
fortifications are needed, but I presume no one will dispute that the 
fortification of the twenty-seven ports named is not only necessary but 
is urgent. 

Our experience in the matter of works for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors has demonstrated that it is impossible to carry on econom- 
ically and successfully great public works by appropriations which are 
made from year to year. The changes in the political character of one 
or both branches of Congress, the differences of opinion upon these sub- 
jects, and above all the apparent political necessity for cutting down 
expenditures, render such appropriations uncertain and always unsatis- 
factory. I think every one will agree that if we are to enter upon this 
work at all it would be the part of wisdom to appropriate in one bill 
the amount necessary for the fortifications undertaken, providing for its 
expenditure from year to year, as has been recorimended by the board 
on fortifications and other defenses. 

The bill offered by me proceeds upon this principle. It is proposed 
to appropriate the sum of $126,000,000, in round numbers, to be avail- 
able as recommended by the board, $21,500,000 the first year and 
$9,000,000 annually for eleven years thereafter until the whole amount 
is expended. 

Mr. PLATT. Why so little in the subsequent years ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Because that is the recommendation of the board, I 
suppose for the reason that during the first year it will be necessary to 
provide plants for furnishing the material for guns and for armor, and 
ship-yards and gun-factories, and other things which when once pro- 
vided will be sufficient for the entire work. 

It is proposed that this money shall be expended under the direction 
of the President of the United States, but under the supervision of the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy and by the advice of 
boards, advisory boards, one to be appointed from the oflicers of the 
Army and one to be appointed from the officers of the Navy, and to 
be removable by the President at pleasure. 

It is also provided in the bill that the work shall be, so far as possi- 
ble, done by contract; in the construction of the floating batteries and 
torpedo-boats the provisions of laws governing the construction of addi- 
tional vessels for the Navy are adopted. 3 

The contracts for the fortifications and the other works which are to 
be carried on under the supervision of the Secretary of War are to be 
let under the provisions of the laws and regulations in existence at the 
time for the government of the War Department. 

I do not, as I said, propose at this time to discuss the measure. I 
simply desired to make a word of explanation. I do not claim for the 
bill that it is the best one which can be made on the subject, but the 
proposition to appropriate the entire amount required in one bill, and 
make the appropriation available annually from year to year until the 
work is completed, I commend to the attention of Congress. If we 
pass the bill, we setile the question of fortifications at once, satisfy the 
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country, and the work will proceed on the 
by the board on fortifications and other d 
change the plan. Iam satisfied that this is the only course by which 


plan recommended 
until Congress shall 


we can secure a speedy construction of n works for the fortifi- 
cation of our seacoast upon any general and suitable plan. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The 
Secretary will report the first bill or resolution on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, December 14, 1887, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, December 13, 1887. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBUEN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting the annual report of the S tendent of 
the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, NEW YORE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury concerning the need of a marine hospital at the 
port of New York, in accordance with a clanse in the sundry civil ap- 
propriation act of March 3, 1887; which was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

EXPENDITURES, SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a statement of expenditures at the Spring- 
field Armory, and of arms, their components and appendages, fabricated, 
altered, or repaired, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

TESTS OF IRON AND STEEL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Ordnance of ‘‘ tests 
of iron and steel and other materials for industrial purposes” at Water- 
town arsenal, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

i WAR DEPARTMENT CONTRACTS. 
~ The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting statements of contracts by the War Department 
and its bureaus for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
i SUPPLIES FOR THE ARMY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports from the Quartermaster-General of pur- 
chases of supplies for the Army for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1887; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS, WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports of inspettion of money accounts of dis- 
bursing officers, to accompany the annual report of the Inspector-Gen- 
eral; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


ANTONIO DE SALAGAR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a supplementary report of the 
surveyor-general of New Mexico on private land claim, the Antonio de 
Salagar grant, No, 132; which was laid on the table. 

SEBASTIAN DE VARGOS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a supplementary report of the 
surveyor-general of New Mexico on private land claim, the Sebastian 
de Vargos, No. 137; which was laid on the table. 

BARTOLOME BACA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report from the surveyor-gen- 
cra] of New Mexico on private land claim, the Bartolome Baca, No. 
126; which was laid on the table. 

PROPAGATION OF FOOD-FISHES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letier from the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries, transmitting a statement of expenditures 
for ‘‘ propagation of food-fishes ” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


ILLUSTRATIONS, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Public 
Printer, in response to a resolution of the House of Representatives, 
Forty-ninth Congress, calling for information relative to expenditures 
for lithographic and other processes for production of illustrations for 
the Government Printing Office; which was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA C. DAVIE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 
fact by the court in the case of Henrietta C. Davie against the United 
States; which was laid on the table. 


HEDGES VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact by the 
court in the case of Daniel T. Hedges and Edward D. Spalding, execu- 
tors, vs. The United States; which was laid on the table. 


DARLING VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Courtof Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
by the court in the case of Flora Adams Darling vs. The United States; 
which was laid on the table. 


SWAIN VS. THE UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
by the court in the case of Charles F. Swain vs. The United States; 
which was laid on the table. 


DUNBAR VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the opinion of the 
court dismissing, for want of jurisdiction, the case of Robert W. Dun- 
bar vs. The United States; which was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SPINOLA, for forty days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, from day to day, on account of sick- 
ness. 
To Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, until after the holidays. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a recess until 
1 o’clock p. m. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 10min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess, 
The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. GRANGER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

till after the holiday recess. ' 
COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas (Mr. Mius] will 
please take the chair. 

Mr. MILLS having taken the chair— 

Mr. CANNON said: I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Hollowissa members shall constitute the Committee 
on Elections for the present Congress, namely: CHARLES F, ORISP, of 
chairman ; CHARLES T. O’ FERRA. f Virginia; JosEPH H. OUTAHWATTE, of Ohio; 
F. G. BARRY, of Mississippi; LEVI isu, of Pennsylvania; Joun T. RD, 0 
Missouri; Tuomas D. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina; Joux H. O'N: of Ìn- 
diana; L. W. MOORE, of Texas; JONATHAN H, ROWELL, of Illinois; L.O. HOUK, 
of Tennessee; WILLIAM C.Cooprr,of Ohio; JOSEPH LYMAN, of owa; JAMES 
T. Jonxsrox, of Indiana ; and HENRY 0. LODGE of Massachusetts. 


Mr. CANNON. Before moving the adoption of this resolution, I 
will state that the first nine of the members named have been agreed 
upon by the majority or Democratic side of the House, and the last six 
were selected by the minority or Republican side. Thus the proportion, 
politically, is nine to six, which has been the proportion in the com- 
mittee as organized heretofore. I now ask a vote on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER (having resumed the chair). If there be no objec- 
tion, the papers in all contested-election cases will be referred to the 
Committee on Elections just appointed by the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, by nnanimous consent, obtained leave 
of absence till the 10th of January next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
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ADJOURNMENT UNTIL FRIDAY. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that when the House adjourns to-day, it ad- 
journ to meet on Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes p. m. ) the House adjourned till Friday next. 


y PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of citizens of Milton, Pa., asking for a 
law requiring all goods produced wholly or in part by convict labor to 
be plainly marked ‘‘ convict labor’’—to the Committee on Labor. 


Iso, petition and remonstrance of 131 citizens of Milton, Pa., 
against the admission of Utah as a State—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of Samuel Marsh, of Norfolk, Va., for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William Mann, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of the Friends of Temperance Union 
of New York, officially signed, asking for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor trafiic—to the Select Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of A. C. Brown and others who were pris- 
oners at Andersonville, asking to be placed on the pension-roll—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of citizens and property-owners of Man- 
dan, Dak., for an appropriation for the protection of the banks of the 
Missouri River at said city from overflows and ice—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. s 

Also, petition of Hon. T. D. Kanouse and other officers of the Grand 
Lodge of Good Templars of Dakota, for a commission of inquiry re- 
garding the manufacture and use of alcoholic liquors, ete.—to the 
Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of F. M. McGee; of T. K. Ardibell, and of 
John House, of Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Papers in the case of the heirs of Tilghman Weaver, 
of Alfred H. Weaver, and of Elizabeth Weaver, of Fauquier County, 
Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John P. Wright, of Lynchburgh, Va., for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. - 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition for the relief of a million of ex-prisoners 
of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of J. C. McCardy and 67 others, of St. 
Mary’s, Kans., for equalization of hounties—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of John R, Hickman, of Hamilton County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his case to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee om War Claims. : 

Also, petition of William 8. Green, fora pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the claim of Thomas B. McElwee—to the Committee on 


ms. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Horace Austin and others, of St. Paul, 
Minn., for the passage of the bill for the relief of the Minnesota Mounted 
Rangers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON: Ten petitions and remonstrances from citizens of 
the Fourteenth, Sixteenth, Twentieth, and Twenty-fifth districts of 
Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as aState—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of John Williams, of Lewes, Del., 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Capt. George A. Q. Miller, purchas- 
ing agent of the Navy Department during the late war, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the National Butter, Cheese, and Egg Associa- 
tion, against the repeal of the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the president of Cornell Uni- 
versity, Ithaca, N. Y., requesting enlargement of agricultural-experi- 
ment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Robert Johnston, of New York, for re- 
lief from political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition for allowance of drawbacks on the 
re-exportation of imported bottles, corks, and metallic bottle capping 
by bottlers of domestic beer, wine, and brandy—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of citizens of San Diego, Cal., praying for the removal 
of sand-bar at the entrance to San Diego Bay—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the same, forincreased post-office and custom-house 
facilities—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Clark M. Thompkins; of Frederick E. 


Ashford, administrator of Bollins Byrd; of William R. Williams; of 
Duncan Stewart, and of Reuben Copeland, of Alabama, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHI TTHORNE: Petition of Lucius Hough, of Tennessee, 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Samuel F. Campbell, for increase of 
pension by special act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Aurelia Cohen, administratrix of Philip Cohen, for 
Fp eeno of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

Jaims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of C. M. Shaffer, of Berkeley 
County, West Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Of Charles A. Linkins and others, of Scott 
County; of citizens of Hull, Pike County, and of citizens of Golden 
Eagle, Pike County, Illinois. ? 

By Mr. BARNES: Of A. J. Wimberly and others, and of W. 8. Me- 
Carthy and others, of Georgia. 

By Mr. BARRY: Of A. G. Barton and others, of Reagan, Miss. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Of John E. Phillips and others, of Windsor, Isle 
of Wight County; of J. F. Whitney and others, of Nansemond County; 
of D. H. Kindred and others, of Southampton County; of J. F. Fair- 
cloth and others, of Northampton County; of J. G. Wilson and others, of 
Surry County, and of J. W. Rowelland others, of Surry County, Virginia. . 

By Mr. BROWER: OF citizens of Guilford County; of Forsythe 
County, and of Stokes County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Ten petitions of sundry citizens of the several 
counties composing the Fifth district of Virginia. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Marshview and of Ghent, Brad- 
ford County, Pennsylvania. 
aan Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of Polycarp, Alexander County, North 

rolina. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: OfE. P. Gamage and others; of George Keen and 
others; of Moses Woodbury and others; of A. A. Thompson and others, 
and of A. G. Hawes and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Of citizens of Winslow, Mo. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of A. L. Nored and 51 others, of India, Henry 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. GRANT: Of H. D. Chamberlin and 16 others, of Jay, Vt. 

By Mr. HITT: Of D. M. Fahrney and 54 others, of Pine Creek, Ogle 
County, Ilinois. 

By Mr.8.1I. HOPKINS: Of B. H. Anthony and others, of Campbell 
County; of W. R. Grayham and others, of Bedford County; of B. W. 
Reid and others, of Botetourt County; of S. H. Cromer and others, of 
Montgomery County; of G. G. Kasey and others, of Roanoke County, , 
and of B. F. Holt and others, of Halifax County, Virginia. 
ee Mr. HOWARD: Of 25 citizens of Lawler, Washington County, 

ana. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of citizens of Wesco, Pa. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Bladen County, and of citizens 
of Duplin County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Lycippas, Westmoreland 
County; of Mill Run, Fayette County; of McClellantown, Fayette 
County, and of Bristoria, Greene County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of John W. Somer and others, of Mount Des- 
ert, and of James Sterling and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of citizens of Neuse and of Pernell, Wake 
County;and of Harper’s Cross Roads; Chatham County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Rock Fish; of Pennington, and 
of Copal Grove, N. C. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of H. H.Uplin and others, of West Ashford; 
of Aaron Lucas and others, of Poquetanuck; of D. Greenlitand others, 
of Hampton; of J. H. Cole and others, of North Windham; of Jesse 
S. Turner and others, of Chaplin; of Isaac D. Chappell and 75 others, 
of South Lyme, and of C. U. Osgood and others, of Preston,Conn. 

By Mr. SENEY: Of J. T. Lentzy and 62 others, citizens of Putnam 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Of W. L. Riggs and others, of Halifax County, 
and of W. J. Hardison and others, of Thurman, N. C. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Of W. H. Brodt and others, of Northampton 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Of 78 citizens of Joe; of 24 citizens of John, and 
54 citizens of Pikeville, Ky. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Of citizens of Hibler; of Martins, and of Green- 
land, 8. C. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of T. J. Stone and 45 others, and of A. J. 
Stinson and 54 others, of Alabama. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of P. F. Montgomery and 50 others, citi- 
zens of Clinton, Tenn. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Roaring River; of Churchville; of 
Enonville; of Edville; of Spanish Oak; of Rock Fish Depot, and of 
Chestnut, Va. 
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SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, December 14, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Joseph W. Parish, praying 
to be allowed interest from January 1, 1864, on all sums due him for 
certain supplies furnished the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of the National Temperance 
Society, officially signed, praying that, by international treaty or other- 
wise, some provision be made to prevent the traffic in intoxicating 
liquors with the native races of the western Pacific islands; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of George W. Peavey, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GRAY presented the petition of Edward Bradley, of George- 
town, Del., preying to be allowed bounty alleged to be due him for his 
services in the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

SENATOR FROM WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to whom were referred the credentials of Mr. Charles J. Faulk- 
ner, claiming a seat in the Senate from the State of West Virginia, and 
the remonstrance of Mr. Daniel B. Lucas against the admission of Mr. 
Faulkner, and the credentials of the appointment of Mr. Lucas, also 
claiming a seat in the Senate from that State, to report two resolutions 
and to submit a written report. 

The report of the committee is unanimous. The questions which 
are raised in the case are very simple ones and easily comprehended. 
One of them has been long ago determined by the Senate, and I sup- 
pose all Senators have had occasion to reflect upon the other. Itseems 
to me, in order that the Senator entitled to the seat may enter upon 
his duties at once, that there will be no objection to having the report 
disposed of at the present time. 

I ask that the report be read; it is very brief, and if after reading it 
any Senator desires that it should go over, so that he may see it in print, 
that can then be done. Otherwise I shall ask that the resolutions be 
acted upon at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts, 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, submits a report, which 
will be read if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. The re- 
port of the committee will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom were referred the cre- 
dentials of Charles J. Faulkner, who claims a seat in the Senate from the State 
of West Virginia, and the protest of Daniel B. Lucas against the allowance of said 
claim, and the credent of Daniel B, Lucas, who also claims the same seat, 
have considered the same, and respectfully report: 

The Constitution of the United States, Article I, section 3, provides: 

“The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the Legislature thereof, for six years;’ * + è “ 
vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise, during the recess of the Legis- 
lature of any State,the executive thereof may make temporary appointments 
until the next meeting of the Legislature, which shall then fill such vacancies.” 

“Src, 4. The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives, shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; 
but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except 
as to the places of choosing Senators,” 

The Revised Statutes of the United States, Title IT, section 14, provide: 

“The lature of each State which is chosen next preceding the expiration 
of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent such State in Congress 
shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization thereof, pro- 
ceed to elect a Senator in Congress.” 

Section 15 prescribes the manner of such election. Section 16 is as follows: 

“Whenever, on the meeting of the Legislature of any State, a vacancy exists 
in the representation of such State in the Senate, the Legislature shall proceed, 
on the second Tu y after meeting and organization, to elect a person to fill 
such vacancy in the manner prescribed in the preceding section for the election 
of a Senator for a full term.” 

The Constitution further provides (Article I, section 5)— 

“Each House be the judge of the elections, returns and qualifications of its 
own members,” f 

Of course the opinion of any other tribunal can have no weight as an au- 
thority in determining any question as to the validity of the election of a Sen- 
ator. But it may be proper to note that the constitutional authority of Congress 
to prescribe the time and manner of electing Senators, although it may not ex- 
haust the whole subject, but still leaves in force the regulations of a State in re- 
pa tothe same subject not in conflict with itsown, is expressly affirmed by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in ex parte Siebold, 100 U. B. 371. 

The constitution of West Virginia provides that— 

“The Legislature shall assemble at the seat of government, biennially, and 
not oftener, unless convened by the governor. The first session of the Legis- 
lature, after the adoption of the constitution, shall commence on the third 
Tuesday of November, 1872; and the regular biennial session of the Legislature 
shall commence on the second Wednesday of January, 1875, and every two 
years thereafter on the same day.”’— Article 6, seclion 8. 

Article 7, section 7, is as follows: 

“The governor may, on extraordinary occasions, convene, at his own in- 
stance, the Legislature ; but when so convened it shall enter upon no business 
except thatstated in the proclamation by which it was called together.” 

The term of Mr. Camden as a Senator from West Virginia expired on the 4th 
day of March, 1887. The regular biennial session of the lature began on the 
error gi Wednesday of January in pursuance of the provision of the constitution 


e s 
At that session the Legislature proceeded to ballot for a successor to Mr, Cam- 


den, but no person obtained a majoiity of the ballots, and it adjourned without 
making a choice. Thereafter, on the 5th day of March, the governor apponiea 
Mr. Lucas in the recess of the L lature and issued to him a certificate declaring 
his appointment as Senator in the Senate of the United States “ until the next 
meeting of the Legislature, having authority to fill such vacancy.” Mr. Lucas 
accepted the appointment. 
Q On the same 5th day of March the governor issued the following proclama- 
ion: 
"PROCLAMATION. 


“ STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
“Charleston, March 5, 1887. 

“I, E. W.Wilson, governor of the State of West Virginia, under and by virtue 
of section 7 of article 7 of the constitution of said State, which provides 

“*Phe governor may, on extraordinary occasions, convene, at his own in” 
stance, the Legislature; but when so convened it shall enter upon no business 
cop that stated in the proclamation by which it was called together’ — 

“ Do issue this my proclamation to convene the Legislature of said State, at 
the seat of government, at Charleston, on the third Wednesday in April, A. D, 
eee to consider and act upon the following subjects of legislative business, to 
wit: 


t: 
“I. To make appropriations of publie money to pay general charges upon 


the treasury. 
“2, To make appropriations of public money to pay members of the sg A 
ture, and for ies of the officers of the government, in pursuance of the 
forty-second section of the sixth article of the constitution. 
“3, To protect the public treasury against unnecessary pi mere pee by— 
“(1) Regulating the costs, charges, and proceedings in inal cases before 
justices of the peace and circuit courts, 
Í iz B i be for and limiting the allowances for the maintenance of luna- 
tics jail. 
“4, To carry into effect section 9 of article 11 of the constitution, which pro- 


vides that— 

“*Railroads heretofore constructed, or that may hereafter be constructed, in 
this State, are hereby declared public highways, and shall be free to all persons 
for the transportation of their persons and rg pl ang under such regu- 
lations as shall be prescribed by law; and the ture shall, from time to 
time, pass laws, applicable to all railroad corporations in the State, establishing 
reasonable um rates of charges for the transportation of passengers and 
ly br providing for the correction of abuses, the prevention of unjust 
discriminations between through and local or way freights and nger tar- 
iffs, and for the protection of the just rights of the public, and enforce such 
laws by adequate penalties.’ 

“And to provide for securing such relief to the people of this State as may be 
had from the act recently passed by Congress entitled ‘An act to regulate com- 


merce.’ 
“5, To prohibit railroad companies from carrying or conveying public officers 
over their roads free of c , or at a less charge than the usual rate for other 
persons, and to abolish, absolutely, the free-pass system. 

“6. To prohibit railroad companies from ing or conveying delegates to 
political conventions over their roads free of change; or at a less charge than is 
made for all other such delegates to such conyentions, and to define what shall 
constitute a political convention. 

“7. To prohibit the use of money and all other improper, fraudulent, and cor- 
es means*to secure nominations, by political parties, or election to public 
o 


ce. 
“8, To provide for the acceptance and confirmation of the reports of the joint 
corning iam on the boundary lines between West Virginia and Penn- 
sylvan x 


The Legislature met in session pursuant to said call, and duly elected 
Mr. Faulkner to fill the existing vacancy in the Senate of the United States, if 
it had authority so to do. 


The Constitution of the United States is the supreme authority, and all pro- 
visions of the constitution or statutes of any State are void and of no effect un- 
less they can be so construed as not to conflict with its provisions. 

The Constitution of the United States expressly provides that the vacancy 
which happens during the recess of the Legislature of any State shall be filled 
by the Legislature at its next meeting. Thestatute of the United States merely 
prescribes the time and manner in which, at such meeting, the constitutional 
mandate shall be obeyed. The only question, therefore, which can possibly 
arise is whether the body which satin pursuance of the call of the governor 
was a legislature in the constitutional sense. 

It is claimed by Mr. Lucas that as this body was not permitted to enter upon 
any legislative business, except such as related to the eight matters set forth in 
the call, it was not a legislature, but was a body deriving its power from the will 
of the executive, and so was exerting a certain executive or quasi-executive 
function, something like that which is exercised by the Senate in giving its as- 
sent to the nominations of public officers. 


But it seems to us that this view can not be se iS In the first place, the 
body is expressly declared by the constitution of West Virginia itself tobe a leg- 
islature. In the next place, the function which it exe in making enact- 


ments upon the eight great subjects mentioned in the call of the governor is 
clearly a legislative function, Among them, under articles 1 and 2,is the mak- 
ing appropriations of public money; under article 3, the Ss bye of pro- 
cedure in criminal cases; under articles 5, 6, and 7, would ist the power to 
declare certain high crimes and misdemeanors; and under article 8, to give the 
assent of the State to the establishment and confirmation of its boundary lines. 

It is difficult to conceive of any definition of the word “legislature” which 
would not include a body capable of passing and actually pomine such enact- 
ments as these, They can be binding on the people of the nwealth only 
as legislation. They would be subject to be construed and enforced by the 
courts of that State only in their character as laws. 

But it seems to the committee that the construction of the State constitution 
of West Virginia, upon which the above ent is based, is one which will 
not bear examination. When that constitution provided that the Legislature so 
convened on extraordinary occasions ‘'should enter upon no business exce 
that stated in the proclamation by which it was called together," the people 
must be presumed to have had in mind business to be transacted under author- 
ity of the State constitution, and not to have intended to prohibit the perform- 
ance of duties imposed upon it by the supreme authority ofthe Constitution of 
the United States. 

If the argument be sound that a legislative body which is prohibited from en- 
tering upon certain classes of business, or which is confined to certain classes of 
business, clearly legislative in their character, is no legislature in the constitu- 
tional sense, its logic would require us to declare that the — of every 
State whose bill of rights excludes it from large domains of legislation is no 
legislative body. If, under the same provision of the Constitution of the United 
States, the act of Cones had fixed a day for holding elections for Representa- 
tives to Congress, and the State constitution or laws should prohibit the assem- 
bling of the people for such elections on the day so fixed, it would, we os 
be held that the act of the State would be void and the authority of t act 


eld clear 
rohibition of a State constitution 


of Congress would prevail. 
We can not see any difference between such 
applicable to the constitutional electors of Senators, who are members of the State 
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Legislature, and the constitutional electors of Representatives, who are a body 
of electors authorized to yote for members of ths most numerous branch of the 


Legislature. 
We are therefore clearly of opinion that the election of Mr. Faulkner at the 
al session of the of West Virginia was valid, 

It isinsisted that Mr. Faulkner was peepee he bers office of Senator by reason 
of the provision of the constitution of West V: 

“No judge during his term of office shall ER the rofession of law or hold 
any other office, appointment, or public trust, under this or any other govern- 
ment, and the acceptance thereof shall vacate his judicial office. Nor shall he, 
during his continuance, be eligible to any political office.” — Article 8, section 16. 

But we are of o; that no State can p precnika any qualification tothe office 
of United States in addition to those declared in the Constitution of the 
United States. See the debates on the case of Mr. Trumbull, Taft's Election 
Cases, page 148. 

This provision, according to the settled rule of construction, must be so con- 
strued as to attribute to it a meaning not inconsistent with the constitution of 
iea ia. This can well and p: ly be done oz holding itto mean “ eli- 
gible ce under the constitution of West Virginia. 

We therefore find that Mr. Faulkner has been constitutionally elected to the 
seat in the Senate made vacant by sored expiration of the term of Mr. Camden, 
and that he is entitled to take the oath. 

We report the following resolutions: 
ee B. Lucas is not entitled to a seat in the Senate from the 


harles J. Faulkner has been duly elected Senator from the 


State of cat Vi on et ee ee eee ee encing on the 4th day of 
1887, and he is entitled to a seat in the Senate as such Senator. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of the resolutions reported by the committee? The Chair 
hears no objection, and the first resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That Daniel B. Lucas is not entitled to a seat in the Senate from the 

State of West Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on agreeing to the resolution ? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The second resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Is the Senate ready for the question 


Resolved, That J. Faulkner has been duly elected Senator from the 
State of West Vi ia for the term of six years, commencing on the 4th day of 
, 1887, and he is entitled to a seat in the Senate as such Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this resolution? The Chair hears none. Is the Sen- 
ate ready for the question upon agreeing to the resolution ? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the committee 
just what it intends by that resolution. Whether it intends to say 
that Mr. Faulkner was a Senator during the time which elapsed after 
the expiration of Mr. Camden’s term and before the special session of 
the Legislature. Did his term commence on the 4th day of March, 1887, 
or did it commence at the time of his election? 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand, it is the uniform rule of the Senate 
from the beginning as to a , indeed, it is the rule in the 
other House as well, where, within a period since my public service 
here began, the elections in two or three States for the House of Rep- 
resentatives took place after the 4th of Mareh—that the title‘to the seat, 
as far as it ean have any retroactive effect, dates back to the inning 
of the constitutional term, and the Senator holds his place draws 
his from that time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be pardoned, before the Chair puts the ques- 
don. having had the ion made to me by the Bennek from Da 
ee ALLISON], I desire to state that that was the action of the Senate 

ery recently in the case of General 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore If the Senator-elect is in the Cham- 
ber, he will please advance and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. FAULKNER, escorted by Mr. KENNA, advanced to the desk of 
the President pro and the oath prescribed by law having been 
administered to he took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make a motion in connection with the same 
subject. I move that Mr. FAULKNER be added to the Committee on 

the Committee on o tho District of Columbia, the Committee on 
Mines and vetoes Coe the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESID: pro tem The resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Mr. Favixxer be added to the Committees on Claims, on the 
District of Columbia, on Mines and Mining, and on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT. I may as well say a word upon this resolution as at 
any othertime. I wish tostate that Ido not assent to what appears to 
be the doctrine of the resolution which has just been adopted giving 
Mr. FAULKNER his seat, namely, that his term commenced at the ex- 
piration of the term of the former Senator, Mr. Camden. I think it 
wasa vacancy to which he was elected. 

The report of the committee proceeds upon the theory that the Con- 
stitution of the United States made it the duty of the special session of 
the Legislature of West Virginia to filla vacancy, when that vacancy, 


if it were the original vacancy, had already been filled, as I hold, by 
the appointment of a Senator by the governor. It seems to me that 
whatever the practice may have been, the law is so that the Senator is 
elected to fill the unexpired term. 

I did not wish to make any objection to the passage of the resolution, 
but I desired while the matter was before the Senate to state my views 
upon the subject. 


The PRESIDENT pro wd age Is the Senate ready for the question 
2) agreeing to the m submitted by the Senator from Massa- 
usetts ? 


The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the following 
resolution, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, while considering 
pending — in reference to seats in the Senate, be empowered to employ a 
mographer. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Rules, which was directed some 
days since to inquire into the propriety of amending Rule XXXI of 
the Senate, direct me to report an amendment to that rule. I ask the 
Secretary to read Rule A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Secre- 
tary will read Rule XXXI. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXXI. 
pacer AAST suis tos oposite sateen AAA DAAA OOTA te 
ive , an 
tain the papers are the files for the purpose of referring jean aia ontesuums 
session, unless the claimant shall present a petition therefor, stating that new 
evidence has been discovered since the report, and setting forth the substance 
ef such new evidence. 

Mr. HARRIS. The eommittee directs me to report an amendment 
to the rule, which I ask may be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
` Add to the rule the following: 

“But when there has been no adverse report, it shall be the duty ofthe Secre- 
as! ne all such papers tothe committee in which such claims are pend- 

g. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iasktheunanimousconsentof the Senate to consider 
at this time the amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment to the rnles 
by the Committee on Rules may now beconsidered. Is there objection? 

Mr, COCKRELL. Ihave no DM aere but I suggest that after the 
word ‘‘ report,” the words ‘“‘agreed to” be inserted, so as to read: 

But when there has been no adverse report agreed to, it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary, etc. 

Mr. HARRIS. I snggest to the Senator from Missouri that upon 
consideration he would not be willing himself to adopt the amendment 
he proposes, because when an adverse report has been made, and at the 
request of any Senator it goes upon the Calendar, that adverse repars 
is rarely ever reached and rarely ever agreed to by the Senate. 
there has been an adverse report, the committee deemed it proper that 
the papers should not be again referred to a committee without hase 
cation. I can not agree to the amendment suggested by 
from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thinkitis essential. It has been the universal 
rule of the Senate that unless the adverse report is agreed to, it is not 
conclusive, and does not prevent the case from being referred to a 
committee again. There are divers instances where adverse reports 
have been made, and at the very next Congress a favorable been 
made, and the bill It is not right to preclude the reference of 
papers where simply an adverse report has been made and no action 
has been had by the Senate upon that report. 

Mr. HOAR. I sympathize with the desire of the Committee on 
Rules to accomplish this change, and am aware of the inconvenience 
caused the Senate by the present practice; but I desire to submit to 
the consideration of the Senator from Tennessee, whether the rule as 
now proposed to be adopted is not a very serious intrenchment upon 
the constitutional right of petition. 

When the Senate has acted and rendered a judgment upon a petition 
or claim by accepting an adverse re; as the original rule contem- 
plates, of course it can not be claimed, theSenate being the same body, 
that every citizen has a right to require us to inquire over and over 
again into his case. But where a majority only of a committee of the 
body have expressed an adverse opinion which leads to the adverse re- 
port, and the Senate has taken no action upon it, it does seem to me 
that it is limiting the constitutional right of petition to say that.a cit- 
izen shall not have the right to bring that case to the attention of the 
Senateagain. Ofcourse, to deny him the ri k o prao ria case with 
its papers is adenial, substantially, of a right to a new petition. Itis 
a denial of the right to have that petition considered npon its facts by 

Senate. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him at this 
point that the amendment proposed denies nothing to a petitioner or to 
any one else? re opo A, cag upon the Secretary of the Senate, 
under certain circumstances, to transmit certain papers on file in his 
office to a committee so as to save the Senator from Massachusetts and 
other Senators the trouble of asking the Senate for a special order of 
reference. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course I listened to the proposed amendment only 
as it was once read. Does not the ee pom ts ae we ta 
the prohibition of bringing for Troen O Oaa MED there 
has been an adverse report accepted MY th the Sena‘ 
there has been an adverse report not accepted ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment PERPE it the duty of the 
aarp O5 AA NNA ined DAAE DAI introduced a bill for the 
relief of any claimant, without any special order of the Senate, to 
transmit all papers on file in his office ree the committee 
where the claim is pending, and it leaves XXXI precisely as it 
stood before, except the imposition of that oe upon the Secretary of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read again. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro Pha axientiasent will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the rule the following: 

“ But when there has been no adverse report, it shall be the 
prewar’ the transmit all such papers to the committee in which su 
pending.” 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator is entirely right. I see that the rule as 

is not liable to my criticism. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment to Rule XX XI proposed by the Committee on Rules? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 737) granting a pension to 
Berry Day; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mito aloe introduced a bill (S. 738) he guardian 

He also in a granting a pension to the 
of Enos J. Searles, of Clermont County, Ohio; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 739) granting a pension to Johnanna 
Loewinger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 740) granting a pension to Eleanor I. 
Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 741) for the relief of 
William Tabb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 742) to make the 
Lake Borgne outlet, to improve the low-water navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi River from New Orleans, La., to Cairo, Tl., and incidentally 
to reclaim and protect the valley lands of the Mississippi River and 
tributaries from overflow without levees; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8. 743) directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain States 
and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by said 
States and city of Baltimore for military purposes during the war of 
ag Nite was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on 

He also introduced a bill (8. 744) relating to the pay and retirement of 
the mates in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 745) to regulate immigration; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. Have not such bills been referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is unable to answer the 
Senator from Maine. 
ici ES My impression is that nearly all of them have been so 

erred. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the former bills were referred to the Conimit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. There was a little discussion about it, and 
that was thought to be on the whole the more appropriate committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. If other bills of like character have been referred to 
that committee, I have no objection to the reference suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reference, then, will be to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 746) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to settle and pay the claim of the State of Florida on ac- 
count of expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 747) granting aid in the 


of the Sec- 
claims are 


ion of a railroad from the town of Titusville, Brevard County, 
F. to the Bight of Canaveral, with a branch to Banana River, 
in said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 748) to incorporate 
the Washington Suburban Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 749) ting a pension to 
Louise Panl; which was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 750) for the relief of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn. ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 751) for the relief of the estate of J. J. 
Pulliam, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 752) to grant a pension to Mrs. 
Elvira L. Johnson, widow of Commodore Philip E. Johnson; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, Te- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 753 ae a pension to 
James Whaley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 754) for the relief of William Wolfe, of 
Shelbina, Shelby County, Missouri; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Rex also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 755) for the relief of cap- 

tains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steam-vessels; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on ‘Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Argent 
Cansdell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 757) granting an increase o garna to 
Francis M. Higgason; which was read twice by its title, an the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 758) for the relief of purchasers 
and other grantees of the United States of certain swamp and over- 
flowed lands, and to reimburse and indemnify certain States; which 
Pe SWIT its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 759) to confer jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to examine and determine certain claims for dam- 
age done upon the high seas by the Confederate cruiser Boston; which 
re er twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Stephen 
C. Lobdill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 761) to amend section 11 of an 
act entitled “An act to enable the of Colorado to form a State 
constitution and State government for the admission of the said State 
into the Union on equal footing with the original States;’’ which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also pas spay a bill (S. 762) granting an increase of pension to 
Lieut. Col. Henry E. Thompson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 763) to promote the efficiency of the 
General Land Office; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 764) to provide for the coinage of half- 
dollars, q and ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 765) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edward Durant; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 766) granting an increase of pension to 
John Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. 
Sturgess; which was read twice its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 768) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military "Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 769) for the relief of William Gardner; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

He also introduced a bill (8. 770) for the relief of L. 8. Ensel; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 771) for the relief of John F. Cadwal- 
lader; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- _ 
tee on Claims. 

Rings HAMPTON (by request) introduced a bill (8..772) to purchase 

blish, in a book for the use of and improvement o: ma myiey 
ce of the United States, the written manuscript by Professor O. R. 
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Gleason on the Great Art of Training and Educating Horses; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. z 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (S, 773) for the relief of James 
E. Walter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (S. 774) for the relief of William B. 
Lynch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 775) to late the compensation of the 
chief justice and judges of the Court of Claims and of the justices of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 776) granting a pension tó Louise Paul; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 777) to authorize the President 
to appoint (with the advice and consent of the Senate) John Rigney, a 
sergeant in the Army, to be a second lieutenant; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 778) to extend the term of the patent 
ease to Walter Youmaus on the 12th day of November, 1872, for 

m years; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 779) for the relief of the New York, 
Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company; which was read-twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 780) granting a pension to Sarah 
Vantine; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 781) granting a pension to John Fagan; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Mary A. Row; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 783) to correct the enrollment ot 
an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 1, 
2, 3, ee 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
of the United States, and to regulate the removal of causes from the 
State courts, and for other , approved March 3, 1875;”’ which 
z read twice by its title, and refe to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 784) to enlarge the powers and duties 
of the Department of Agriculture; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 785) to provide for an addition to the 
United States building at Jackson, Miss.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 786) to provide a building for the use of 
the United States courts, post-office, custom-house, and internal-reyenue 
office at Vicksburg, Miss. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 787) to protect innocent purchas- 
= or patented articles, and for other purposes; which was read twice 

ts title. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask thatthe bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT. Idonot know from thetitle of the bill just what it re- 
fers to, but I assume that it refers to a subject which has been very 
many times before the Committee on Patents; and according to the rule 
which has been adopted here, that & bill should be referred tothe com- 
mittee which has once had consideration of the subject, I think it 
should go to the Committee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
make a motion for reference to the Committee on Patents ? 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 


Patents. 

Mr. GEORGE. I prefer that it should go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, for a ific reason. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Be it enacted, etc, That it shall be a valid defense to any action for an infringe- 
ment of any patent, or any suit or proceeding to enjoin any person from the 
use of a patented article, that the defendant therein, or his assignor, purchased 
the patented article for use or consumption, and not for sale or exchange, in 

faith and in the usual course of trade, without notice that the same was 
covered by a patent, or without notice that the seller had no right to sell such 
article; and in all such cases notice received after such purchase shall not have 
the effect to impair in any way the right of such purchaser as absolute owner. 

Sec. 2. That all patents for any discovery or invention hereafter granted by 
the United States shall be subject to purchase by Con » for the use of the 
people of the United States, at such reasonable valuation, and on such terms, 
and in such mode as may be provided for by law; and all such patents shall be 
considered and treated in law as issued subject to that condition. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Patents. 


Mr. GEORGE. The most important part of the bill relates to the 
application of the law in to innocent pi and I thought 
that the proper committee to refer it to would be the Judiciary Com- 
pares I prefer that course to having it referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

Mr. PLATT. I haveno feeling about the matter; I am not chairman 
of the Committee on Patents now; but when the title of the bill wasread 
it struck me that it was on the same subject which has been for many 
sessions before the Committee on Patents, and upon which the Com- 
mittee on Patents has reported from time to time. The Judiciary 
Committee has a very wide range of matters before it, and it seems to 
me that this is a subject which should be entirely within the cogni- 
zance of the Committee on Patents. So I insist on my motion. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 20. 

Mr. PLATT. IL ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, GEORGE. Before the yeas and nays are taken I believe I shall 
make an explanation. 

This is a very important bill, one in which the peopleof this country 
are very much interested. The law as it now stands operates in many 
cases & very great hardship upon the pas who go into open market 
and buy in good faith a patented article, thereby subjecting themselves 
without any notice on their part to suits for large damages. As the 
Senator from Connecticut has stated to the Senate, that question has 
been before the Committee on Patents on two or three occasions, I be- 
lieve, and that committee has not seen proper to grant relief—the relief 
which I and which a good many members of this body think the peo- 
ple of the United States are entitled to—and as the bill refers to the 
application of an important principle of law, having reference to the 
rights of innocent purchasers without notice, a purely judicial proceed- 
ing, as my friend from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] suggests, I thought it 
was proper under all these circumstances that it should go to a new 
committee. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not suppose the Senate paid very much attention 
to this matter when the bill was read before, and I ask that it be read 


gain. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill. 
Mr. PLATT. Now, Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hourof 1 o'clock having arrived, 
is it the pleasure of the Senate to proceed further with morning business? 
Mr, HARRIS. I ask that the Senate proceed with the morning busi- 


ness until it is concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. PLATT. J will say a word in reply to the suggestions of the 


Senator from Mississippi. 

What I contend for is the proper disposition of matters brought be- 
fore the Senate. ‘his is a matter which, if any measure comes within 
the jurisdiction and cognizance of the Patent Committee, comes natu- 
rally before that committee. If the desire and disposition of the Senate 
is to take away from the consideration of the Patent Committee a bill 
upon the ground that the Patent Committee will not deal with it as 
the member who introduces it thinks it ought to be dealt with, then 
we may as well have that principle established generally, and it will 
reach a great many cases. 

As it seems to me, the Patent Committee has been in no way open to 
the charge of dereliction in dealing with this subject. The bill has 
never been before that committee, I think, but what it has received 
consideration and report. Ido not mean this particular bill, but I 
mean bills embracing the same subject; and those bills so reported, if 
my memory serves me, have in more than one instance received the 
approval of the Senate. Now, why a bill bringing the same subject 
again before the consideration of the Senate should be taken from the 
committee which has heretofore had the consideration of it, as it was 
supposed properly, and be given to another committee, I can not see, 
unless it be for the reason given by the Senator from Mississippi, that 
the Patent Committee have not reported upon the bill as he thinks 
they ought to have reported. If that principle is to be adopted in re- 
gard to the reference of measures before the Senate, as I said before, it 
will upset a good deal of the procedure of the Senate, and will reach a 
great deal further than is thought at the present time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut mis- 
apprehends me when he states that the sole reason I had for changing 
the reference of the bill from the Committee on Patents to the Judi- 
ciary Committee was that the Committee on Patents had not considered 
the billin the light in which I thought it ought to have done. 

I regard the bill as being of a kind which may properly be referred 
either to the Judiciary Committee or to the Committee on Patents, It 
proposes a change of the general law upon a very important point. 
It proposes the application and extension of a very important principle 
of law, applicable to nearly all departments of business, to the business 
of patents, and I thought for that reason it might properly go before the 
committee which had charge of the general jurisprudence of this country. 

The first section of the bill has sole reference to the extension of a 
most salutary principle of the common law, recognized in a vast major- 
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ity of the transactions of human life, to a peculiar class of cases, and I 
thought for that reason it was very appropriate to refer it to that com- 
mittee which has jurisdiction over the general jurisprudence of the 


country. But I must confess thatas an additional andsubsidiary reason, 
believing, as I have stated, that the reference to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee was appropriate, it was proper to consider that the Committee on 
Patents on this very important question had come toa conclusion which 
I thought was very adverse to the rights of the great mass of the Amer- 
ican people. As far as I can learn, there has been more wrong and in-. 
jury done under the patent laws by suits against men who go into open 
market, into the stores and warehouses of the country, and buy in good 
faith articles which they suppose the seller has a right to sell, and then 
are afterwards brought up before a court, fifty or one hundred or two 
hundred miles from their homes, to account for it; and as the Patent 
Committee had not seen proper to extend to such cases this very salu- 
tary principle of the common law, the protection of innocent purchasers, 
I thought it was proper and right that another committee should consider 
that question also; and for that reason, and in addition to the reason 
which I gave first, that the Judiciary Committee was a very appropri- 
ate tribunal to determine it, I insist, in behalf of the rights of many 
persons in this country who have been injured by the present law, that 
this bill shall go to the other committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator seems to admit that his 
real reason for sending this bill to the Judiciary Committee is that the 
Patent Committee did not report such a bill as he thought they ought 
to have reported. It is not claimed that the committee did not report 
a bill of this general character. Having reported sucha bill, it was for 
the Senate to say, by amendment or otherwise, whether it was in ac- 
cordance with the judgment of the Senate. In this case the>s is an 
amendment proposed to the patent laws. Would the Senator, or would 
anybody, say, if it was an attempt to revise the patent laws, that the 
Judiciary Committee was theappropriate committee to receive the bill ? 
And because it is a partial revision or because it presents a question of 
law, asevery bill must, is thereany greater reason for referring it to that 
committee? 

If we propose to proceed in the Senate in an orderly manner by send- 
ing bills to appropriate committees, organized for the purposeof dealing 
with some particular class of cases, we shall send bills to the committees 
which are organized to consider the subjects to which they relate; but 
if, on the other hand, it is proposed, every time a Senator thinks he can 
get a bill out of one committee more favorable to his views than outof 
gome other committee, to refer it to thecommittee which he thinks will 
favor it, then there will be no system of order in the Senate, and we 
shall spend our time, as we have done frequently, in controversies as to 
what committee shall receive this bill, that, or the other. 

The uniform practice of the Senate has been for many years to par- 
cel the business out to committees, and then send all bills pertaining 
to a particular subject to the committee appointed to take charge of 
such measures; and the Senator from Mississippi has given no reason 
why that ruleshould be changed or departed from. 

Mr, CHACE. I was not present when this question was first raised, 
but I confess that it strikes me that the Senate is rapidly drifting into 
a state of disorganization in so far as the question of the reference of 
subjects to the different committees is concerned. This is the second 
time so early in the session that an attempt has been made to set aside 
the good order of the Senate in that regard. 

I apprehend if there is any propriety in the organization of our com- 
mittees, and the selection of the membership of the committees with 
reference to their fitness for the duties pertaining thereto, that it is no 
argument that the question has in a former Congress been referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and that they have seen fit, in their wisdom, 
to report a bill not comporting with the ideas of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. By parity of reasoning you might take any question with re- 
gard to the land laws and refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and so in regard to the Post-Office. In short, why should not the Ju- 
diciary Committee, being in particular a committee appointed to con- 
sider legal questions, engross all the business of the Senate? Itseems 
to me that the force of the argument of the Senator from Mississippi 
is instantly dissipated upon a review of it. 

Mr. HOAR., Mr. President, I was a member of the Committee on 
Patents for a good many years, and while I was upon that committee 
this question came up before it, and, although there were some mem- 
bers of the committee who had special interests as representing constitu- 
encies where there were many inventors, they took pains to ascertain the 
sense of Senators who represented constituencies who had made com- 
plaint of some of the impositions which had been practiced upon the 
agricultural communities of the West by the vendors of patents, and in 
every instance they agreed upon a measure, and reported one to the 
Senate, which was satisfactory to such Senators as the late Senator from 
Minnesota, Mr. Windom, who, everybody knows, was the champion of 
the attack on the existing patent system, and other gentlemen from all 
sections of the country, and I think in one or two instances those bills 
received the assent of the Senate. In others they did not get taken up. 

It seems to me it would be a violation of all the proprieties of the Sen- 
ate, after appointing a committee on the subject of patents, to refer a 
proposed general law providing for dealing with patents to another com- 


mittee. The establishment of such a precedent would be more injurious 
to the dignity and authority of the Judiciary Committee in the end than 
to any other committee in the body. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The yeasand nays have been ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it seems to me clear from the na- 
ture of this bill, which involves really the whole consideration of pat- 
ents, although it is about suits for their infringement, that it fairly 
belongs to the Committee on Patents. If they ought not to consider 
this subject of the relation of a patentee to his customers—for that is 
what it comes to—or to the people who are using his invention, or who 
he claims are using it, I really do not know what the Committee on 
Patents can have to do, because they do not grant patents. They some- 
times, as an actof special grace, recommend that patents be extended; 
but, in the main, the important part of the business of the Patent Com- 
mittee, that sees all sides of this question, is to consider the relations 
between the patentee and persons who are alleged to be using his in- 
vention. 

So it seems to me that my friend from Mississippi had better let the 
matter go to the committee which, to my mind, is obviously the ap- 
propriate committee, 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire only to make one more remark in relation 
to this matter, and that is that my information is that very great wrong 
has grown up under the law as it exists. I have been endeavoring to 
get this matter considered for several sessions of the Senate, and the 
wrong still continues. I admit that the Committee on Patents might 
appropriately have jurisdiction of this matter, and I also admit and con- 
tend that the Committee on the Judiciary have jurisdiction. There are 
many cases where it is a matter of indifference to what particular com- 
mittee a bill shall be referred. 

This bill, as I before remarked, endeavors to extend a most salutary 
principle of the common law to a class of cases to which it has not here- 
tofore been extended. It is the extension of this salutary principle 
which I insist is necessary and proper and an essential defense to alarge 
number of the people of the United States, who innocently go into 
stores, into warehouses, and pay their money in good faith for an article 
which they suppose the seller has a right to sell, and the next day, or 
the next week, or the next month, they find themselves visited by a 
United States marshal with a writ or a summons to a court at a distant 
point, where, even if they are successful, the cost of the suit on their 
part will be larger than the value of the article which they purchased. 

I believe, from the former history of this question before the Senate, 
that no relief can be had to these people unless the direction which 
I ask this bill to take shall be taken, and I hope, therefore, that it will 
be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I entirely sympathize with the object of 
the bill introduced by the Senator from Mississippi; I entirely agree 
with him that the abuse at which it is directed, and which it is intended 
to remedy, has become intolerable; but upon the question of the appro- 
priateness of the reference in this body to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, I entirely differ with him. If I understand at all the functions 
of the Judiciary Committee—and I am free to say that I do not know 
that I do understand them fully, for it is a very august committee— 
that committee has jurisdiction of all subjects which reqpire inquiry 
into the state of the law, and it is their duty to inform this body, after 
they have investigated a juridical subject, as to what the law is, in their 
opinion. 

Now, sir, itseems to me that if this bill can appropriately be referred 
to the Judiciary Committee, by reason of the very superficial relations 
it has to a question of law, then almost any bill that is here introduced 
might be so referred. 

The doctrine of innocent purchaser as applied by our courts and the 
presence or absence of nolice is not an abstruse doctrine about which 
the Senate wants information; it is a doctrine well settled in the juris- 
prudence of the country; but in regard to its application by statute law 
to this subject-matter of patents, it is merely a question of policy, which 
the Committee on Patents, it seems to me, is specially fitted to consider, 
because it concerns the whole scope of the patent law; and it can not be 
satisfactorily considered by a committee that is not charged with the 
duty of considering the patent law in allits bearings as well as with 
reference to the particular matter referred to by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. Nor do I think that it is any function of the Committee on 
the Judiciary to have or to exercise a supervisory power over the other 
committees of the Senate, and when, in the opinion of a member of 
that committee, other committees who appropriately have in their juris- 
diction subjects-matter for consideration fail to do what that member 
considers its full duty, that it should be taken from the committee hav- 
ing it in charge and referred to the Judiciary Committee. I do not 
know whataction was had by the Committee on Patents on this subject. 

As I said before, I entirely sympathize with the object the Senator 
from Mississippi has in view; but I do consider that orderly proceeding 
in this body and avoidance of confusion in our business demand that 
this bill shall be referred to the Committee on Patents, to which it 
properly belongs. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 


‘the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
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The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. : 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired on 
all political questions with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GOR- 
MAN]. I did not understand this to be a political question, and there- 
fore I voted. - 

Mr. BECK. I have voted, though paired with the Senator's col- 


league [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. FRYE. Is this apolitical question? [‘“ No!” ‘‘No!’?] Ifthe 
Senator from Kentucky desires to vote—— 

Mr. BECK. Ihave voted. That is the reason I suggested my pair 
with the Senator’s colleague. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not regard this as a political question, and there- 
fore will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CULLOM. I announce the pair of the Senator from Indiana 


[Mr. VoorH£es] with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 
I do not know how either Senator would vote on this motion if pres- 


ent. 

Mr. GIBSON. If this is not regarded as a political question, I will 
cast my vote in the negative. 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Aldri Dolph, McPherson, uay, 
Aeon Ramu an È Ralisberger. 
Blair, ts, Mitchell Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Farwell, organ, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Frye, Morrill, Sherman, 

» Chace. Gray, Paddock, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hawley, Palmer, Stanford 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, Stockbridge, 

vis, Ingalls, Plumb, Teller, 
Dawes, Kenna, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 

NAYS—25. 
Bate, Call, Gibson, Ransom, 
Beck, Cockrell, Ham " ’ 
a Coke, a Vance, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Hearst, Vest, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Pasco, Walthall, 
wn, George, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, 
ABSENT—1L 
Colquitt, Hale Jones of Nevada, Turpie, 
Pentel Hiscock, ‘Voorhees. 
' Gorman, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, 


So the bill was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 788) to provide for holding terms 
of the United States courts at Mississippi City; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 789) for the relief of the Protestant 

Asylum of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.'790) to annex a certain strip of land 
therein named to the Territory of New Mexico; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 791) referring the petition and papers 
in the case of George T. Swan, administrator of the estate of George 
T. Swan, deceased, in so far as the same relates to cotton seized, to the 
Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 792) to prevent contraction in the cur- 
rency, and to increase the circulation of silver and silver certificates; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finanee. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 793) for the relief of the executors of 
Levin R. Marshall, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 794) to give to Henry K. Cady an 
honorable discharge from military service dating as from November 18, 
1865; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 14) to provide for 
the ration and printing of an illustrated catalogue of the Army 
Medical Museum; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


REFUND OF DIRECT TAX. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask leave to submit an amendment intended to be 
roposed by me to the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several 
tates and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 

direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, which 
was reported yesterday from the Finance Committee by the Senator 
from Vermont Dir. MORRILL], and is now on the Calendar. Task that 
the amendment lie on the table, and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment will be received, lie 

onthe table, and be printed, if no objection be interposed. 
INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 


referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 


Reso!ved, That the Select Commiliee on Indian Traders be, and hereby is, 
thorized and directed to continue the investigation directed to be made under 


au- 


Senate resolution of June 3,1886, with all the authority and powers granted to 
the original committee by said resolution of June 3, i836, including the taking 
of tesi y and the employment of a stenographer. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. HARRIS. The case not falling within the amended rule, I ask 
for the following order: 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of John T. Robeson, late United States 
consul at Beirut, for refund of money paid by him for clerk-hire, be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
there having been no adverse report thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the or- 
der will be to. 
Mr. WI N, of Iowa, submitted the following order: 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of L. W. Huston be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-ltoads, 
there having been no adverse report thereon. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This order does not come within the pro- 
visions of the amended rule. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be considered as 
agreed to, if no objection be interposed. 
THE SWENSON PATENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB], which comes over under the rules. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to investigate the issuance 
of letters patent, numbered 371528, to Magnus Swenson, of date October 11, 1887, 
and if in his judgment the same is invalid upon any ground, that he commence 
suit promptly to have the same canceled, or the use of same by said Swen- 
son or any one claiming under him perpetually enjoined. 

Mr. PLUMB: The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] desires 
to address the Senate, and I will not ask the Senate to take up that 
resolution now, but let it lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over until 
to-morrow. 

: FOREIGN IMMIGRATION, 

Mr. MORRILL. TI ask to have the bill in relation to foreign immi- 
gration, introduced by me, laid before theSenate, and the title of it read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will 


be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 141) to regulate immigration, and 
to. 


for other purposes.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, thesimple changein the laws regulat- 
ing immigration, as proposed in the bill introduced by me, is to have the 
examinations in regard to the character of foreign immigrants first made 
by the consuls of the United States at the place of their departure, at 
their own homes, where they are known, instead of being made, as they 
are now, at our ports by State commissioners, who must be wholly desti- 
tute of power to ascertainany antecedent facts in relation to the personal 
history of any one of a ship-load of immigrants. Those who honestly 
pass this consular examination will receive a consular certificate, for 
which a fee of 50 cents is to be paid, instead of the same amount, as a 
duty, heretofore collected from the vessels in which the immigrants 
have been brought. This will be more convenient for all parties con- 
cerned, and also likely to deter from making any attempt at evasion 
those whom we seek to exclude. The cost of transportation to immi- 
grants who comply with the law will not be increased, and any doubt 
about their reception upon their arrival here will be greatly diminished, 
if not wholly removed. All other changes proposed are intended to 
regulate but not to prohibit or embargo immigration, and are only the 
logical requirements made necessary to carry the change referred to into 
practical effect. 

There has been a sentimental idea abroad that we have offered a po- 
litical refuge to the persecuted and oppressed of every clime, regardless 
of their moral character; but the American idea really never offered a 
refuge to convicts or to irreconcilable enemies to law and order, nor to 
the occupants of the Old World’s insane asylums and poor-houses. Our 
laws only left the doors open to persons of ‘‘good moral character.” 
‘There is no lack of constitutional power to in whatever barriers 
we choose in order either to regulate or even to interdict immigration. 
Section IX of the Constitution reads as follows : 

The migration or importation of such persons as any of the States now exist- 
ing shall think proper to admit, shall not be prohibited by Congress prior to the 
year one thousand eight hundred and eight. 

It follows that after the date mentioned the power of Congress be- 
came unlimited, and we may at least turn the turbid stream through 
a consular filter to intercept and exclude very unwholesome if not 
dangerous foreign interlopers, and relieve our people from the com- 

naag support of those whom every State would exclude but for the 
l constitutional er. 

The fact that over 5,000,000 of immigrants, by no means of uniform 
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quality, came into our country within the last dozen years, or more than 
one-tenth part of the population by our latest census, shows that the 
Sponge grave magnitude and worthy of theattention of Congress. 

t should, however, be understood that the great American principle 
of the free admission of immigrants is not to be abandoned; but that 
principle has always borne upon its face the condition that the immi- 
grants must be of good moral character and able to support themselves. 
Otherwise they have had no title to our recognition as immigrants. 
Wehave never pretended to offer support to universal pauperdom, oran 
asylum to all afflicted with incurable defects, nor to offer our freedom 
to the promiscuous outcasts and criminals of all foreign nations. None 
of these have ever been invited, and they are to be excluded because 
they have no proper claim upon us of comity, affection, or charity, 
and because they bring general discredit upon the reputation of all 
immi ts as much as upon our own native citizens. 

The time has arrived, as it seems to me, when it is more necessary to 
look after what the future character of the American people shall be 
than to the growth and vastness of its numbers, or to its territorial 
grandeur. forefathers, only three million strong—less than the 
present number in several States—and with less than a fourth part of 
our present territory, won a creditable name among nations by martial 
achievements, by elevated statesmanship, and by stern devotion to 
moral and religious principles, which a later generation can ill afford 
to lose, though it may leap ahead on ‘‘acanter’’ beyond even a growth 
of sixty millions. It is not enough that our country is numerically 
strong, and has abounding wealth. It is not enough that its industrial 
activities are conspicuous, nor that its brawn and bravery are undis- 
puted even by its foes. Other great and historic nations also have 
waxed and waned. For many centuries more than half of mankind 
has remained irrevocably moored to Gothic barbarism, and European 
races only have made any noteworthy progress. A great nation can 
only maintain its claims as such by the greatness of its people, by brain 
power and intellectual development, and by work that confers honor 
upon our common humanity. 

The paramount question must be asked whether or not there is visi- 
ble cause for alarm, lest among the miscellaneous multitude of foreign 
immigrants annually landed on our shores, trained to widely different 
institutions, with a Babel confusion of tongues, including paupers, luna- 
ties, idiots, and criminals, there may not be introduced many vicious 
and inconvertible elements, more dangerous to the individuality and 
deep-seated stamina of the American people and more worthy of rigid 
quarantine than even the most leprous di I refer to those whose 
inherent deficiencies and iniquities are thoroughbred, and who are as 
incapable of evolution, whether in this generation or the next, as is the 
leopard to change his spots. 

The greater portion of foreign additions to our population appears to 
find its most congenial home in our towns and cities. Many ot 
this class may be young, moral, and industrious—diamonds in the 
rough—destined to become valuable by the friction of American train- 
ing and education; and many, drawn from the dregs of foreign society, 
perhaps have only just outrun the constable, and prefer debauchery to 
sobriety, idleness to labor, and crime to poverty. Meantime the gen- 
eral administration of our municipal governments, with some scandals 
of corruption and some examples of prodigal indebtedness recklessly 
imposed upon future generations, if not dark clouds upon popular in- 
stitutions, are certainly not calculated to make us vain of this part of 
our home-rule. The splendor of cities, unfortunately, seems seldom 
without a wretched back-ground of squalor. Municipal governments 
have to be constructed, of course, from such materials as the locality 
offers. Like the church in Pownal, as stated by General Nye, if it 
was divinely intended to have a church there, then Providence must 
accept of such members as Pownal had to offer. 

Political parties too often strive to have a working majority in the 
control of cities, and, rather than to fail of this, some have been willing 
to accept of infragrant and unhealthy auxiliaries only because every 
head is counted, careless whether to adorn or besmirch the American 
character. Thus the mayor of the ‘‘Athens of America ’’ was recently 
led to preside at a reception in honor of the champion slugger of the 
prize-ring. If not the will of the mayor, certainly his political neces- 
sities consented, and the ‘‘ring’’ may be expected not to forget the 
mayor at the polls. 

Many of our citizens of foreign birth are notable men, eminent in all 
the hi walks of life, and being mostly of the same stock of the 
original Anglo-Saxon race, have become thoroughly Americanized, but 
more than a moiety of immigrants are contented with the most in- 
ferior and wretched abodes found in cities, and will not accept of health 
and prosperous homes elsewhere. Seventy per cent. of the population 
of Boston, it has been computed, are foreign by birth or parentage, 80 
per cent. of New York, and 91 per cent. of Chicago. This extraor- 
dinary percentage, it is more than probable, may be aggravated by 
future immigration. 

It must be remembered that all portions of cities which are in the 
poorest sanitary condition are usually the most crowded and the most 
prolific. Here the constant infusion in such large measure of the lower 

physical and moral, of divers foreign peoples, often ill-fed and 
illiterate, can not fail to degrade to some extent city-bred population, 


war occur, the inferior physique of the recruits 
rejected would be displayed in excessive proportions. Without any 
interference with the majority of immigrants, whose good character is 
undisputed, we may at least check the re-enforcement of that beggar- 
my-neighbor class in all cities which is of evil repute and the most ex- 
pensive to support. 

The Celtic, Anglo-Saxon, Scandinavian, and German immigrants, 


and, should any great 


coming here in remarkable force, have been easily digested and assim- 
ilated, and with advantage to the energy and elasticity of the American 
race, but hitherto they have made greater in their own char- 
acter than in that of the New World. Doubtless every ship-load of 
immigrants received, while never failing to add to our bulk, has a tend- 
ency to elevate or to sink the national character. When they come 
with health and vigor, both moral and physical, willing and prepared 
to support themselves and the institutions of a free government, they 
strengthen and enrich the national character. But even a few dead 
flies in the ointment, according to Scripture, give it the stinking savor, 
and involuntary immigrants, and such as leave their native land as 
paupers, criminals, lunatics, or idiots, whether many or few in number, 
poison and impoverish the life-blood of our people, and none of these 
classes ought here to find an asylum, or to find even the luxury of 
American jails and prisons. All such as these must be tabooed and 
excluded in order to rescue the reputation of the major and better class 
of immigrants, as well as to protect our own good name and the general 
welfare. 


It is to be feared that the influx of these discredited classes is now 
too great for the absorbing power and reformatory forces with which 
they are here brought in contact; and whether this influx drops to the 
bottom or rises to the top, it largely settles or floats together in many 
of our cities as a threatening and incongruous mass. The title of an 
American citizen is far too precious to allow of its seizure by all new- 
comers without any inquiry as to their antecedents or previous history— 
an inquiry that might leave them without title as citizens ‘‘in good 
and regular standing’? anywhere. In foreign lands the annual supply 
of these unwelcome burdens seems to be inexhaustible, and it is not 
wonderful that state or local facilities are there often tendered for their 
riddance and removal to our country; but whatever resisting power we 
possess should be promptly brought into action, so far at least as to 
winnow and exclude the chaff from the wheat, so far as to prevent the 
ingress of the pariahs among mankind, or of those who, if not wearing 
the mark of Cain, have been rejected and spewed out from their native . 
lands, and are therefore unworthy of American citizenship, or to com- 
mingle and compound their blood with that of the American people. 

The independence of the United States was. only just pronounced 
when all Europe seemed ready to accept the theory of Count de Buffon 
and the Abbé Raynal that on the American continent there was a tend- 
ency of nature to belittle her productions, or a physical degeneration 
of all animal life, including that of the human race, which was assumed 
to be inferior, smaller, and weaker than that on the European conti- 
nent. This groundless calumny was rebuked by Hamilton, and was 
also thoroughly refuted, cut up, root and branch, by the philosophic 
pen of Mr. Jefferson in his famous ‘‘ Notes on Virginia,” although it 
may be still an article of faith not wholly obsolete among American 
dudes and foreign cockneys. Hamilton referred to the arrogant pre- 
tensions of the Europeans in the following words: 

It belongs to us to vindicate the honor of the human race and to teach that 
assuming ther moderation. Union will enable us to doit, Disunion will 
add another victim to its triumphs, Let Americans disdain to be the instru- 
ments of European greatness. 

The adherents of the old régime in Europe regard our prosperity as 
their reproach, if not an outrage, and would not now very painfully re- 
gret evidences of physical or intellectual inferiority and decadence 
among the American people. Such a decline and fall there is to-day 
scarcely an empire or monarchy whose rulers, quivering as they look at 
their own political and sanitary condition, would not promptly aid 
by prepaid rtation to our shores of all their idlers and dead- 
weights, whether felons or lunatics, whether paupers or rickety idiots, 
as their free contribution to the solution of the great problem of man’s 
self-government. Their own colonies, after a prol surfeit of such 
gifts, no longer accept the equality and fraternity of penal and pauper 
immigrants, and we should not hesitate to profit by their example. 

By the Tenth Census, of 1880, it appears that our total foreign-born 
population, including their children, was 14,995,996, or 5,000,000 more 
than the total population of Great Britain when she waged war against 
our Declaration of Independence. The number of immigrants received 
since the last census has been 4,344,500, which, without including 
children born since 1880, makes a total foreign population of 19,340,496, 
ornearly one-third of our present population. This discloses the enor- 
mous attractive force our country exerts upon the inhabitants of Europe, 
many of whom now only wait for money to pay their passage to America. 
Our blican institutions, higher wages, land homesteads, universal 
education, cheaper food, and more generous habits of living will long 
exercise a magnetic and potential infiuence over discontented foreigners. 
The t agencies abroad also are by no means slender, and easily 
aid in the contribution of an immigrant army of more thana half mill- 
ion for our annual invasion. Population there is increasing, but less 
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rapidly than taxation, which in Great Britain from 1870 ‘to 1880 in- 
creased 20 per cent., in France 36 per cent., in Norway 50 per cent., 
and in Germany 57 per cent. The long years of relentless servitude 
over all Europe of their young men in standing armies have no reduc- 
tion or abridgment, and the multiform reasons for foreign expatriation 
do not appear to be diminishing. We can not afford to be wholly un- 
mindful of the character of this annual invasion if the future character 
of Americans is worth preservation. 

Our contention is peaceful, but with more powerful numbers than 
even those of the northern horde by whom the mighty fabric of the 
Roman Empire was overthrown. 

Undoubtedly considerable capital has been brought into our country 
by foreign immigrants, but there is an annual drain also of 
amounts sent back by those who are prosperous. From 1848 to 1885, 
as far as ascertained, $150,951,780 were remitted by settlers in the 
sie States and British North America to their friends in Great 

ritain. 

Let me now ask attention for a moment to the laws requiring amend- 
ment. 

The ‘‘ act to regulate immigration,” approved August 2, 1882, super- 
seding the former head-tax upon alien passengers by the State of New 
York, imposes a duty of 50 cents for each passenger not a citizen of the 
United States, by sail or steam vessel, from a foreign port to any port 
of the United States. The Secretary of the Treasury is charged with 
the execution of the act, and is authorized to enter into contracts with 
State commissioners or officers designated by the governor of any State 
to take charge of the local affairs of immigration, under regulations 
prescribed by the said Secretary, and these commissioners are author- 
ized to go on board of any ship or vessel upon its arrival and make an 
examination; and if they find any convict, lunatic, idiot, or any person 
unable to take care of himself or herself without becoming a public 
charge, such persons shall not be permitted to land; and all convicts, 
except those convicted of political offenses, are to be sent back to the 
nations from whence they come, and the expense of the return is to be 
borne by the owners of the vessels in which they come. 

The New York head-tax laws upon alien passengers, though rightly 
and vigorously intended, were found to be unconstitutional; and in 
the matter of determining who among all the immigrants shall be ex- 
cluded and returned to the country from whence they come our present 
laws appear to be lame, possibly of no account whatever, as the decision 
of the question is left to the collector of the port upon the facts reported 
to him by the State commissioners; and our courts appear recently to 
have declared that his decision can not stand or be received on habeas 
corpus. This sufficiently indicates that our existing laws, which the 
courts say are inartificially drawn, must be amended. The United 


~ States authority manifestly should control the whole subject, as other- 


wise the several States will be without remedy against very formidable 
and unnatural burdens, 

The law of 1882 applies only to immigrants arriving on sail or steam 
vessels, and therefore does not apply to or exclude any part of those 
who may arrive from contiguous foreign countries by land transporta- 
tion. Yet a considerable part of the British-aided immigrants landed 
in the Dominion of Canada, fly away as quick as young partridges 
hatched in the nest of a disconsolate hen, and wake up the next morn- 
ing in the United States. In 1881 there were 69,025, and 80,692 in 
1882, and 72,274 in 1883, and 62,724 in 1884, or 284,713 foreign immi- 
grants in four years who came through the Canadian Dominion. How- 
ever difficult any remedial measures may be practically, yet some safe- 
guards should be provided to prevent those who have been properly 
excluded from entrance at the front door from meeting with no restraint 
or impediment in being smuggled through unlimited back doors, A 
shorter voyage, cheaper fares, and British occasional aid of from two 
to three pounds sterling per head, is a very great temptation for immi- 
grant passengers to accept of northern routes open for 4,000 miles into 
our country, and yet against this peculiar contraband there is not a 
sentinel or guard throughout our whole northern frontier. 

Some of our railroad companies, eager for traffic or for the sale of 
lands, have employed agents to distribute glowing circulars to stir up 
and evoke immigration, setting forth the enravishing attractions of 
their lines of travel in many languages, perhaps more than simple truth 
would have warranted, and whenever their roads reach our boundaries, 
if they are to receive the profits of the immigrant business, they should 
not escape the same scrutiny to which sail and steam vessels arriving 
at our ports may be subjected. 

On my way here I visited Castle Garden, at New York, where a ves- 
sel had just landed 600 immigrants from Antwerp. It was an instruct- 
ive view to look over the crazy-quilt panorama presented, and very 
suggestive of doubt about our transcendent power to-transform them 
all into good and valuable American citizens. For the most part they 
were undersized, and their countenances and general make-up betok- 
ened the work of nature’s apprentices. They were doubtless not a fair 
sample of the common people of Europe. One Swiss girl, however, ap- 
parently thirteen or fourteen years old, witha young babe in her arms, 
possibly her mother’s, blushing with the ‘‘cheek of innocence,” as if 
ashamed of her company, would anywhere have been pronounced a 
model of youthfal beauty. One noticeably weak old man, manifestly 


incapable of laber, was accompanied by two poorly-clad and ruddy- 
faced daughters. The latter might possibly be able to support them- 
selves, but the old father obviously would not. They excited much 
sympathy as they were waiting to.find out whether all were to be per- 
mitted to remain or all to be sent back, or to submit to a separation 
of the family. There must be many pitiful puzzles like this which 
reach the hearts of even immigrant commissioners, who doubtless do 

he best they can, but the numbers are too large and the day too short 
for any careful scrutiny, and the motley procession passes the review 
with machine-like rapidity. 

Our existing laws against the cooly trade, as well as the laws by 
which Chinese laborers are excluded from entrance into our country, 
are doubtless sufficient; and heavy penalties by our laws are also im- 
posed upon those who bring foreigners here under contract to perform 
labor. The violation of these laws is repugnant to the general senti- 
ment of our people; and, therefore, they are supposed to be easily en- 
forcible; but practically there are some difficulties in the way; and in 
Italy, if not elsewhere, the contract law is evaded by agents of their 
banking-houses, who advance the cost of transportation under a con- 
tract guarantying wages to the laborers for the next six months, from 
which the amount advanced is to be refunded. The foreign agents, 
not being amenable to our laws, such laborers as arrive under a foreign- 
made contract can not be ascertained if they make no disclosures them- 
selves, and our consuls at the place nearest to their residence or place 
of departure should be authorized to unravel the facts. From clergy- 
men and from civil magistrates trustworthy information can readily be 
obtained. Thiswould undoubtedly, for the most part, prevent at the 
outset theirembarkation. The contract law must, however, be amended 
so that contracting immigrants shall be as clearly subjected to some 
legal penalty, as well as their aiders and abettors. This is needful in 
order to justify our sending them back. 

Our laws were intended to cover all cases where immigrants might be 
expected to become a charge upon the public for their support, but 
practically only the slightest hinderances have been presented against 
the incoming of paupers, convicts, idiots, and lunatics. The prima facie 
evidence offered here in these cases must always be lame and inconclu- 
sive, and thatis theonly evidencenow tendered. Theslightand hurried 
examination ofship-loads ofsteerage passengers, as they run the gauntlet 
at Castle Garden about as fast as their names can be recorded by the 
officers of the State commissioners, under the delegated authority of the 
United States, who must be withoutany love for the service, willalways 
be superficial and to the last degree untrustworthy. The passenger may 
have provided by his parish or by neighbors—aching to be rid of 
him, and regardless of any ship-going migratory cholera—with funds 
for temporary support, or with other nominal but worthless evidences 
of independence, butsufficient to pass the ordeal of the commissioners, 
and the fraud then may go undetected. The foreign state-aided or 
locally-assisted mendicant may have been elbowed out, or caressed 
with the gift of a passage-ticket all the way to Chicago or Omaha, and 
how is the fact to be discovered? ‘‘The voice is Jacob’s voice, but the 
hands are the hands of Esau.” 

The number of immigrants arriving at New York in 1883 was nearly 
500,000, and of these only 1,330 were sent back to the places from whence 
they came, namely, 53 insane, 6 blind, 4 deaf and dumb, 16 idiots, 25 
cripples, 649 incapacitated through illness, 55 incapacitated through old 
age, and 462 unable to maintain themselves. 

A much larger number, beyond doubt, might have been returned for 
like reasons, but among them all it does not appear that any one was 
sent back for having been a convict. Convicts are bold, often enterpris- 
ing, and the actual numbers arriving may have been only less than 
of chronic paupers. ‘Che number of immigrants admitted as paupers 
to Ward’s Island in the course of ten years, or from 1877 to 1886, was 
35,447, and the number admitted in nine months, or from January 1, 
1887, to October 1, was 2,302. The figures given are of course limited 
to the port of New York. These are oppressive burdens, away from 
their proper place, which the ethics of modern civilization do not per- 
mit one nation to inflict upon any other nation, and it would be rank 
pusillanimity for us to tamely submit to the imposition. 

The destination of some immigrants, with whose support we appear 
to be frequently charged, has often nominally been to other countries. 
A large number of patients, also, have been admitted into the immigrant 
hospital at Ward’s Island, on account of disease when landed—in 1886 
thenumber was 1,573. From some localities these patients so far exceed 
the ordinary proportion to the immigrants from the same country as to 
excite a suspicion that their relatives, if not willing to bury them alive, 
after the manner of some savages, were atleast willing to trust their aged 
and diseased kithand kin to the rigors ofan Atlantic voyage and to the 
constrained charity of a far distant people. 

The telegraphic report of the proceedings of the British House of 
Commons, September 1, 1887, contained the following instructive item: 
Mr. Balfour, replying to Mr. Healy’s question as to what steps had 
been taken in view of America’s objection to receive pauper immigrants, 
said that ‘‘the Government would allow no more money for the trans- 
portation of such persons during the remainder of the year.” This isa 
negative pregnant, showing whathas been done. He does not say that 
any aes or any neighbors may not furnish money for such transporta- 
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tion, but only that the Government will not. Mr. Balfour is a lead- 
ing member of the cabinet in the house, who, therefore, must have taken 
the usual ministerial oath that he ‘' will advise the Queen according to 
the best of his cunning and discretion,” and this minister graciously 
announces that for the remainder of the year the British Government 
will allow no more money to send their paupers to America. This dis- 
closes that what they have been doing is not just now ‘‘discreet;’’ and 
also what, at the end of the year, it may be ‘‘cunning”’ to do again, 
unless the fishery commissioners implore Mr. Balfour to refrain from 
strewing briars in their path while cunning diplomacy here is going 
on, The paupers of Great Britain number very nearly a round million 
outside of the ‘‘ uncounted vagrants and casual poor,’’ who far exceed 
in numbers her so-called paupers. Hence we find a reason for some 
lack of fastidiousness on her part about what appears to us as sinister- 
handed, methods of diminishing their number. 

All know how difficult it frequently is to determine the fact of in- 
sanity. On some subjects the party may appear entirely sane—have 
lucid intervals—while upon others actuallyinsane. A lunatic, accord- 
ing to Blackstone, ‘‘is indeed properly one that hath lucid intervals, 
sometimes enjoying his senses and sometimes not, and that frequently 
depending upon the change of the moon.” Though we may stick a 
little at his dependence upon the moon, Blackstone may be relied upon 
as to the “lucid intervals’? Even the most skillful experts often 
greatly differ in their testimony concerning those charged with insanity. 
It has happened that a person conducting a lunatic to an asylum has 
had the tables cleverly turned upon him by the quick action of the wide- 
awake lunatic, and found himself, instead of the other fellow, thrustinto 
the asylum. 

Professor Seymour, of Harvard College, while visiting near Hart- 
ford, Conn., in August last, starting hurriedly bare-headed to meet a 
friend at the railroad station, was apprehended by an officer who mis- 
took the bare-headed, fast-going professor for an escaped lunaticof the 
Hartford Asylum, and he was only released upon the guaranty of his 
identity and sanity by the friend he went to meet. The learned pro- 
Dod must more than ever have found consolation in the poetry of 

en— 
Great wits are sure to madness near allied, 
And thin partitions do their bounds divide, 

If errors thus occur as to the sane, equal or greater errors are not 
less likely to occur as to the insane. The abuse to be avoided in the 
case of lunatic immigrants may be of inferior magnitude, but even the 
existence of such an abuse, were it not of constant occurrence, would 
seem incredible, and the instrumentalities of avoidance have too often 
been found to be wholly inadequate. o 

It has been stated by the superintendent of the New York Insane 

` Asylum that nearly 75 per cent. of the inmates are foreign born. In 
nine months of 1887 there were 117 of such immigrants admitted for 
support at the New York State Emigrant Asylum, and the whole num- 
ber of immigrant lunatics so admitted in ten years, from 1877 to 1886, 
inclusive, was no less than fourteen hundred. 

Often a peculiar congenital malformation, or shapeless head, discloses 
the fact of idiocy, and the idiots of the Alps, or cretins with goiter on 
the throat, may be easily recognized. Surely, however, there are some 
fools and half-witted noodles concerning whom no such proof may be 
visible. What shall be the test? It will not be known, if the old 
question is asked, whether they invented gunpowder or not, or that, 
like Squeers, they ever set their boys ‘to hoe turnips in midwinter,” 
nor that they ever applied Macassar oil to restore bald spots on a hair- 
covered trunk, or that they ever ‘‘shod a goose.” Some of the witless 
brood may possibly keep their mouths closed, guiltless of ‘‘a tale told 
signifying nothing,” and they can not always be swiftly detected by 
the instinct of even the wisest State commissioners. Of the whole 
idiotic class, however, with their proverbial fecundity, we want none, 
and much less want their spawn. They should all be subject to the 
ban of our consuls. A fool is never without his appropriate and ascer- 
tainable reputation in his own country. 

In the case of convicts our present law is even more faltering and un- 
certain. The party may be verily guilty, but, if unconvicted, it does 
not count, and the law does not apply. It can hardly be expected that 
men on the rogue’s march, hunted out orin dread of being hunted out 
of their own country for crimes will come here, and, at the instant of 
landing, turn state’s evidence and confess themselves convicts—an act 
which would be likely to send them directly back to the frigid justice 
of the land from which they had but just escaped. The culprit may 
have come under a false name, or with stolen funds, or come, so far as 
appearances go, as a well-to-do gentleman, and as 


The mildest-mannered man 
That ever scuttled ship or cut a throat, 


and a cabin-passage ticket is supposed to cover all his sins. The thief 

who eaten a stolen horse, according to the proverb, does not put the 

tailin his mouth. Obviously the detection of convicts or criminals, 

from their physiognomy or their wardrobe by State commissioners, 

when altogether limited to such tests, must be perfunctory and unsat- 
paint But convicts are known at home, where the taint adheres 
forever, 


From a report of the Howard Society of London, it appears that 


‘t74 per cent. of the Irish discharged convicts have found their way to 
the United States.” 

The English rulers are supposed to hate Irishmen, and whether this 
report can be fully accepted or not, it is unquestionably-true that there 
are very few Irishmen so good and loyal, saying nothing about convicts, 
that Englishmen would not gladly speed them on their way to America. 
More of the English than of the Irish, however, appear to be traveling 
in the same direction. 

Of 680 discharged convicts who applied to the Prison Association of 
New York for aid during the year ending June 30, 1882, it is stated 
that only 144 reported native parentage against 536 who reported for- 
eign parentage. The strain upon cities is obviously upon our weakest 
point. Our late Mr. Sumner never said a wiser thing than this: ‘*Na- 
tions have decayed, but it has never been with the imbecility of age.” 

Austria has long been in the practice of expelling her criminals, and 
not long since banished three of them to America. Their return will 
not be likely to be urged under any treaty. Even the authorities of 
Denmark, for whom our sympathy touching her territorial spoliation 
is not yet cold, have only just had a noted forger transported on his 
promise to ‘‘take up his abode in America,” and Mr. Reimenschneider 
will come here not doubting that ‘‘the world is mine oyster.” 

I have a letter just received from a very distinguished gentleman, 
for some time an official resident abroad, containing the following state- 
ment: 


Ihad sad occasion to know how the privileges of American citizenship are 
abused; and this is even better known to foreigners than ourselves. Constantly 
in the light German drama, as exhibited on the stage. the scoundrel of the piece 
is represented as finishing his career in America, and there is too strong a tend- 
ad to regard our country as a cesspool for the vilest products of European 

le. 


It may be that American rogues sometimes flee to foreign lands for 
their country’s good, or to escape convict labor, and that in a court of 
equity foreign nations might have something against us by way of offset; 
but nevertheless, judging from the recent rather large increase of con- 
victs in our own country, with some noticeable diminution abroad, and 
from the preponderance of foreign criminals in our courts and prisons, 
we must be by far the greater sufferers. The expense of the police in our 
cities from this source has been immensely increased. It is evident by 
their skill and deviltry here exhibited that too many immigrants have 
passed through the Old World high schools of crime and depravity, and, 
like Milton’s Satan, they have heard of the New World and hoped 
there to ‘“‘ reign secure.” 

Our consul-general in Germany writes of ‘‘sons and other relatives 
of highly respectable families, who, in spite of all their talents and at- 
tainments, had to leave here. They were sent,” he says, ‘“‘by their 
families to America and other countries for the reason that their morals 
had become a scandal,” š 

These families might give their prodigals a certificate of character, 
but it would have to be worded like that of the Irishman about his 
parish priest, who was often found tipsy: ‘‘Oh, he’s a respectable man, 
barring his character !’’ Young men, from seventeen to twenty-six years 
of ‘age, in- Germany, liable to military service, who want to emigrate 
go to Antwerp or Rotterdam to embark, to escape from being seized and 
held back by German officers at Bremen, where they are often arrested. 
Of course they do not arrest paupers nor cripples. 

Colonies no longer go forth in fraternal groups, cemented by a like 
faith, but each immigrant, so tosay, goes on his own hook, or is sent 
away for reasons most appreciated at the place of departure. The un- 
profitable and the unwanted, equally with thrifty Israelites, are almost 
kicked out of all parts of Europe. Certainly it is quite in order for 
us to guard against this wholesale and flagrant imposition. 

If our laws would fail to exclude the prohibited persons, it has been 
suggested to me that one of our rocky Aleutian islands would have 
surpassing merits as a penal colony, to which these offenders might be 
transported. 

Under our existing laws no alien can be lawfully naturalized by our 
courts who is destitute of ‘‘ good moral character.’’ How are those 
who have become ‘‘a scandal ” in a foreign land and a terror to their 
own families, to be discovered, unless the facts can be investigated and 
probed by our consuls where their character is notorious? 

Aliens arriving in our country, if the substance of the bill proposed 
shall beaccepted, to whom the required consular certificates as to charac- 
ter have been refused, must logically be refused American citizenship, 
and also refused permission to declare their intention to become citizens, 
If, from their own defects of character, or fromincurable infirmity, they 
could not have been lawfully brought within the United States, it 
would be the acme of stupidity to bestow the highest privileges upon 
those who have jockeyed and evaded our laws by somehow and some- 
where making a clandestine landing. 

The ‘‘act to restrict the ownership of real estate,” approved March 
3, 1887, makes it unlawful for any person or persons, not citizens, or 
who have not lawfully declared their intention to become citizens, or 
for any corporation not created by the United States, or by some State 
or Territory, to acquire, hold, or own real estate in the United States. 

It will be readily seen that the first part of this law is a flimsy re- 
straint and of no account whatever. The declaration of intention to 
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become a citizen, whether in good faith or not when made, at once in- 
vests an alien with all the privileges toacquire, hold, or to own real es- 
tate, and an alien may thus live and die the legal owner of real estate, 
or may become a real estate traflicker, and snap his at the re- 
striction. as there is no provision by which, if the declaration of inten- 
tion should not be regularly followed by actual citizenship, the title 
shall be invalidated. 

As to the pre-emption of the public lands, or the ownership of real 
estate, or the offer of free homesteads, it would seem eminently just 
and pradent to restrict these high privileges and bounties to our own 
household or to absolute citizenship. To throw them into the lap of 
all who merely declare an intention to become citizens would be sub- 
ject to many future contingencies and evasions. If it were otherwise, 
the limited extent of desirable public lands no longer admits of far- 
ther general and wholesale prodigality, nor justifies the temptation of 
aliens with gifts of our last acres; and we should also bear in mind 
that we now have every new year, of those born in our own country, 
nearly a million ofyoung men who will reach their majority, to whom 
it will be far more for the public weal to offer free homesteads than to 
aliens or.strangers. ident husbandry demands that our posterity, 
young America, shall not be wholly deprived of its birthright. 

The measure introduced by me was intended more effectually to reg- 
ulate immigration by a scheme so moderate as to meet general accept- 
ance. Of course it will be referred, together with all other billson the 
same subject, to the Committee on the Judiciary, and be subjected toa 
learned and eareful revision. If the committee shall find time tolook 
at the defects of our present laws as well as to their defective admin- 
istration, it will be the only assurance asked for that they will at an 
early day report some measure to checkmate the gross imposition of for- 
fonts a to which, for some years, we have been so largely sub- 

ecte 

Floods of immigrants, like breakers of the ocean, are daily thrown 
upon our shores, over five million, as I have already stated, within the 
last dozen years, and over forty thousand Italians within the last ten 
months; and the tidal wave which confounds the homogeneity of the 
people to-day is no sooner absorbed than another rushes and tumbles in 
to-morrow. We hold a tempting part of the world, and to those who 
come with clean records, seeking to escape from the iron heels of for- 
eign aristocracies or from the strangulation of a superabundant popu- 
lation, we leaye our doors wide open, but shall we not refuse hospi- 
tality to all classes of alien irreclaimable maniacs, mendicants, and 
miscreants? And may we not refuse to become a universal almsgiver 
on compulsion? Our countrymen must not be coerced to support the 
weak, vile, and hungry outcasts from hospitals, prisons, and poor-houses, 
landed here not only to stay themselves, but to transmit hereditary 
taints to the third and fourth generation. 

Americans are to be known as Americans, hopefal of positive and 
ideal characteristics, physical and mental, not second-rate anywhere, 
but a coherent and famous broodof men. Holding the primacy on the 
North American continent, with a population likely to exceed that of 
all Europe before the end of the next century, the historic, active, and 
intellectual life of the people should correspond to the magnitude of ‘the 
great field they now and will hereafter occupy. 

‘The form of our republican government is peerless, and its citizens 
do not court the partnership of cripples, nor of those ‘‘to dishonor 
bred.” 

Comparatively young as nation-makers, but never found dull nor 
inapt in the science of government, we should be ambitions to reach 
and hold onto its highest perfection, keeping step to the march of mod- 
ern civilization, with full faith in our everlastingness, and find true 
happiness in preserving our ‘‘ people unspotted from the world,’’ as well 
as in responding to every call of duty which maintains or advances 
Americans on the front line of human progress. 

Mr. President, I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
. the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The other bills on the same subject have been re- 
ferred, and I thought rightly referred, to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and it would be a pity to split up this business between dif- 
ferent committees. I hope my colleague will allow the bill to go to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORRILL. The question of what particular committee shall 
consider the bill is immaterial to me, but I consulted with the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and he preferred that it 
should go to the Committee on the Judiciary, as itinvolves some other 
questions besides mere immigration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true; but the questions of legal adminis- 
tration which it involves are merely incidental to the main question, 
which is purely a question of foreign relations. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam not tenacious about a reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have a great many treaties with other coun- 
tries which may be brought into very delicate relation with a sweep- 
ing requirement in regard to the investigation that is proposed. 

Mr. MORRILL. As the other bills have been referred to the Com- 
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mittee on Foreign Relations, I make no objection to the reference sug- 


gested by my colleague. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it best that the bill should go there. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, December 15, 1887, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 14th day of December, 
1887. 


` 


POSTMASTERS. 


Mary L. Clay, to be postmaster at Huntsville, in the county of Mad- 
ison and State of Alabama, in the place of John 8. Reed, removed. 

Maurice B. Throckmorton, to be postmaster at Birmingham, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Alabama, in the place of Henry J. 
Winn, resigned. 

Charles E. Bramble, to be postmaster at Texarkana, in the county 
of Miller and State of Arkansas, in the place of Walter W. Shaw, re- 
moved. - 

Edgar H. Looney, to be postmaster at Bentonville, in the county of 
Benton and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

John C. McCauley, to be postmaster at Searcy, in the county of 
White and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a posmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after July 1, 1887. 

Ambrose Beatty, to be postmaster at New Britain, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Julius H. Pease, re- 
moved. 

George D. Bissell, to be postmaster at Naugatuck, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Alonzo J. Wood, 
resigned. 

Henry P. Markham, to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, theappointment of a ter 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after October 1, 1887. . 

John H. Swartwout, to be postmaster at Stamford, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Louis S. Begent, re- 
moved. 

Giles G. Wickwire, to be postmaster at Colchester, in the county of 
New London and State of Connecticut, the appointmentof a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presifent from 
and after October 1, 1887. 

William N. Conoley, to be postmaster at Tampa, in the county of 
Hillsborough and State of Florida, in the place of Henry R. Benjamin, 
resigned. 

Henry Gaillard, to be postmaster at St. Augustine, in the county of 
St. John’s and State of Florida, in the place of Merian R. Cooper, re- 


signed. 
saan J. Harris, to be at Sanford, in the county of Orange 
and State of Florida, in the place of Lyman Phelps, whose commission 
expired February 26, 1887. 
James De Laney, to be postmasterat Orlando, in the county of Orange 
and State of Florida, in the place of Edward W. Speir, removed. 
David C. Lee, to be postmaster at Kissimmee, in the county of Orange 
and State of Florida, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President from and after April 1, 
1887 


John C. Luning, to be postmaster at Leesburgh, in the county of 
Sumter and State of Florida, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 


after April 1, 1886. 

Horace A. Tanner, to be at De Land, in the county of 
Volusia and State of Florida, in the of Basil B. Bennett, removed. 

Ellis Hunter, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county of Glynn 
and State of Georgia, in the place of James T. Blain, resigned; J Ke 
St. C. Wiggins, who was appointed April 11, 1887, having declined the 
office. 

Cyrus J. Carle, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of De Witt 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Richard Butler, removed. 

Allison M. Cavan, to be postmaster at El Paso, in the county of Wood- 
ford and State of Illinois, in the place of M. H. Cassell, removed. 

James B. Charters, to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of Lee 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Mary A. Camp, resigned. > 

James T. Doherty, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the county 
of Kane and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the 


1887. 


said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Will J. Furlong, to be postmaster at Rochelle, in the county of Ogle 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Henry H. Glenn, removed. 

Joel H. Johnson, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county of 
McHenry and State of Ilinois, in the place of Gardner S. Southworth, 
whose commission expired March 2, 1887. 

James Keagy, to be postmasterat Cambridge, in the county of Henry 
and State of Illinois, in the place of James E. Ayers, removed. 

Marcellus Keene, to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county of 
Logan and State of Illinois, in the place of Richard T. Gill, deceased; 
William T. Kirk, who was appointed March 7, 1887, having died be- 
fore taking possession of the office. 

Walter Kirkpatrick, to be postmaster at Virden, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Illinois, in the place of George W. Cox, re- 

gned. 

Thomas J. Mathews, to be postmaster at Grayville, in the county of 
White and State of Ilinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after April 1, 1887. 

Samuel A. Murdock, to be postmaster at Havana, in the county of 
Mason and State of Illinois, in the place of Oliver C. Easton, whose 
commission expired February 15, 1887; John H. Havighorst, who was 
confirmed February 22, 1887, having declined the appointment. 

John McNamee, to be postmaster at Bement, in the county of Piutt 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Francis A. Jones, removed. 

Harry W. Roberts, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of Illinois, in the place of Hugh B. Nisbet, removed. 

Agnes Ross, to be postmaster at Ravenswood, in the county of Cook 
and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
Pav D by law, become vested in the President from and after January 

James L. Scott, to be postmaster at Mattoon, in the county of Coles 
and State of Illinois, in the place of John Cunningham, resigned. 

Levinus L. Stark, to be postmaster at Wheaton, in the county of Du 
oe ae State of Illinois, in the place ef Warren L. Wheaton, re- 
mov 

James M. Thomas, sr., to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county 
of Stark and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office haying, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Samuel P. Tufts, to be postmaster at Centrai, in the county of 
Marion and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel G. Kell, removed. 

William F. White, to be postmaster at Barry, in the county of Pike 
and State of Illinois, in the place of George W. Chrysup, whose com- 
mission expired December 12, 1886. 

George W. Ingerman, to be postmaster at Noblesville, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Indiana, in the place of Francis M. House- 
holder, resigned. 

John F. Krost, to be postmaster at Hammond, in the county of Lake 
and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
send by law, become vested in the President from and after October 

4 . 

James A. Lewis, to be postmaster at Martinsville, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Indiana, in the place of Edwin W. is, resigned. 

Thomas M. Ochil to be at Rushville, in the county o 
Rush and State of Indiana, in the place of Sarah Hackleman, deceased. 

George Procaskey, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county of 
Spencer and State of Indiana, in the place of Luman S. Gilkey, whose 
commission expired February 19, 1887. 

George Stockman, to be postmaster at Bourbon, in the county of Mar- 
shall and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
me TE by law, become vested in the President from and after Oc- 

William H. Wilson, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Wabash and State of Indiana, in the place of Thomas J. Semans, de- 

Lodah T. Alexander, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county 
of Jones and State of Iowa, in the place of Perry O. Babcock, removed. 

William T. Bailey, to be postmaster at Marshalltown, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Iowa, in the place of Elliot Shurtz, removed. 

Clarence P. Buckey, to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county of 
Clay and State of Iowa, in the place of Julius H. Hale, removed. 

Richard Burke, to be postmaster at What Cheer, in the county of 
Keokuk and State of Iowa, in the place of Byron S. Brainard, whose 
commission expired January 16, 1887. 

James P. Carleton, to be postmaster at Jowa Falls, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Iowa, in the place of Thomas B. Knapp, removed. 

Robert M. ter, to be postmaster at Audubon, in the county of 
Audubon and State of Iowa, in the place of Elkanah S. Foster, removed. 

S. Larkin Fairlamb, to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, in the county 
of Lyon and State of Iowa, in the placeof Francis E. Barber, removed. 

Sena Gibley, to be postmaster at Malvern, in the county of Mills 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Richard L. Gidley, deceased. 

John H. Howell, to be postmaster at Eagle Grove, in the county of 
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Wright and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 


‘after April 1, 1887. 


Hull Hoagland, to be postmaster at Emmetsburgh, in the county of 
Palo Alto and State of Iowa, in the place of Wellington J. Brown, re- 
signed. 

sE H. Kisner, to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county of 
Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry Keerl, resigned. 

Thomas C. Medary, to be postmaster at Waukon, in the county of 
Alamakee and State of Iowa, in the place of David W. Reed, removed. 

Newton S. Noble, to be postmaster at Anamosa, in the county of 
Jones and State of Iowa, in the place of William B. Fish, removed. 

William P. Ross, to be ter at Wilton Junction, in the county 
of Muscatine, and State of Iowa, in the place of John M. Rider, re- 
moved. 

Nicholas C. Stanton, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the county 
of Muscatine and State of Iowa, in the place of Jonathan Maxson, re- 
moved. 

John H. Stubenrauch, to be postmaster at Pella, in the county of 
Marion and State of Iowa, in the place of Auke H. Vierson, removed. 

William C. Swigart, to be postmaster at Maquoketa, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Iowa, in the place of F. W. Crane, whose com- 
mission expired February 7, 1887. ` 

George Underhill, to be postmaster at Onawa, in the county of Mo- 
nona and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles G. Perkins, removed. 

John F. Baker, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county of Ells- 
worth and State of Kansas, in the place of George Huycke, removed. 

Frank S. Blades, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of Rice 
and State of Kansas, in the place of Charles H. Brown, resigned. -` 

John W. Brown, to be postmaster at Ness City, in the county of Ness 
and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President from and after October 
1, 1887. 

’ Archibald G. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Abilene, in the county 
of Dickinson and'‘State of Kansas, in the place of William S. Hodge, 
removed. 

Charles F. Buchhalter, to be postmaster at Armourdale, in the county 
of Wyandotte and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

John E. Chapman, to be postmaster at La Cygne, in the county of 
Linn and State of Kansas, in the place of John P. Kenea, resigned. 

George W. Farrelly, to be postmaster at Chanute, in the county of 
Neosho and State of Kansas, in the place of John B. Beatty, resigned. 

James N. Fike, to be postmaster at Colby, in the county of Thomas 
and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President from and after October 
1, 1887. 

David S. Gardiner, to be postmaster at Downs, in the county of Os- 
borne and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after April 1, 1887. 

Frederick Hoover, to be postmaster at Holton, in the county of Jack- 
son and State of Kansas, in the place of Moses M. Beck, removed. 

Isaac E. Johnson, to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county of Ham- 
ilton and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1887. 

John B. Kessler, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of Frank- 
lin and State of Kansas, in the place of John E. Bliss, removed. 

John M. Landis, tobe postmaster at Oswego, in the county of Labette 
and State of Kansas, in the place of Littleton 8. Crum, removed. 

Joseph L. Mattingly, to be postmaster at Sedan, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of Kansas, in the place of David J. Moore, re- 
moved. 

Alfred M. McPherson, to be postmaster at Galena, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Kansas, the appointment of a for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1886. 

Cornelius 8. Mace, to be postmaster at St. John, in the county of 
Stafford and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
April 1, 1887. : 

John Meehan, to be postmaster at St. Mary’s, in the county of Pot- 
rssh ng and State of Kansas, in the place of J. B. P. Demarais, re- 
moved. 

Patrick J. Morgan, to be postmaster at Solomon City, in the county 
of wee and State of Kansas, in the place of Dan W. Wilson, re- 
moved. - 

Robert A. A. Pilcher, to be postmaster at Olathe, in the county of 
bea and State of Kansas, in the place of Sylvester R. Burch, re- 
signed. 

Anna E. Ratcliffe, to be postmaster at Cimarron, in the county of 
Gray and State of Kansas, in the place of William W. Dill, removed. 

Leonidas T. Reese, to be postmaster at Smith Centre, in the county 
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of Smith and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887, : 

George 8. Selvidge, to be postmaster at Meade Centre, in the county 
of Meade and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Seneca B. Sproule, to be postmaster at Greensburgh, in the county 
of Kiowa and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

William F. Troughton, to be postmaster at Seneca, in the county of 
Staneta and State of Kansas, in the place of Justice H. Williams, re- 
moved. 

Daniel K. Weis, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of Boyd 
and State of Kentucky, in the place of Robert W. Lampton, whose 
commission expired February 19, 1887. 

William H. Wilkerson, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kentucky, in the place of Mrs. J. 
A. Wyatt, whose commission expired March 1, 1887. 

Josiah B. Willis, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Madison and State of Kentucky, in the place of John Taylor, whose 
commission expired February 27, 1887. 

Susan K. Burch, to be master at Georgetown, in the county of 
Scot and State of Kentucky, in the place of Milton Burch, deceased. 

Julius E. Geier, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of Car- 
roll and State of Kentucky, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after April 1, 1887. 

William 8. McChesney, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of erore and State of Kentucky, in the place of H. K. Milward, re- 
moved. 

Henry C. Metcalfe, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county of 
Nicholas and State of Kentucky, in the place of William H. Fritts, re- 
signed; John M. Campbell, who was appointed May 19, 1887, having 
declined the office. 

George W. Nott, to be postmaster at New Orleans, in the parish of 
pines and State of Louisiana, in the place of Samuel H. Buck, re- 
signed. 

George B. oy re to be postmaster at Franklin, in the parish of 
St. Mary’s and State of Louisiana, in the place of James Todd, de- 


John F. Arnold, to be postmaster at Foxcroft, in the county of Pis- 
cataquis and State of Maine, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. t 

William R. G. Estes, to be postmaster at Skowhegan, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Maine, in the place of C. Davis Miller, re- 
moved. 

Daniel W. Pratt, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county of 
bie and State of Maine, in the place of Edward I. Merrill, re- 
moved. 

William B. Woodard, to be tmaster at Brunswick, in the county 
of ae and State of Maine, in the place of Charles E. Townsend, 
remoyed. 

Albert H. W. Carpenter, to be postmaster at New Bedford, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Thomas 
Coggeshall, removed. 

George L. W. Dike, to be postmaster at Stoneham, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles E. Horne, 
whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Sylvester A. Donoghue, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a 
per for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pres- 

dent from and after October 1, 1887. 

Lawrence W. Dower, to be postmaster at Easthampton, in the county 
of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Jeremiah H. 
Bardwell, whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Henry 8. Farnum, to be postmaster at Uxbridge, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a ter 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after April 1, 1887. S 

James M. Freeman, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Oliver H. Ingalls, 


Sie psp 

omas F. Gorman, to be postmaster at Whitinsville, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Orrin Wade, 
deceased. e 

Thomas J. Jackman, to be postmaster at Peabody, in the county of 
Essex mg State of Massachusetts, in the place of Winsor M. Ward, 
removed. 

William J. Johnson, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, the appointmentof a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

John J. Love, to be postmaster at Webster, in the county of Worces- 
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ter = State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles E. Brown, re- 
moved. 

John M, Winslow, to be postmaster at Nantucket, in the county of 
Nantucket and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Josiah F. 
Murphy, whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

William J. Burrow, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by Jaw, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1887. 

James A. Canayan, to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the county of 
a a and State of Michigan, in the place of Leonard J. Merchant, 
removed. 

Oscar H. Dean, to be postmaster at Pentwater, in the county of Oceana 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles F. Lewis, resigned. 

James Dempsey, sr., to be postmaster at Manistee, in the county of 
Manistee and State of Michigan, in the place of John A. Thompson, 
whose commission expired March 1, 1887. 

Russell B. Emmons, to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county of Iosco 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Henry C. King, removed. 

Andrew M. R. Fitzsimmons, to be postmaster at Reading, in the 
county of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in the place of Henry F. 
Doty, removed. ? s 

James H. Gee, to be postmaster at Norway, in the county of Menom- 
inee and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1887. 

Alonzo Gilbert, to be postmaster at Stanton, in the county of Mont- 
calm and State of Michigan, in the place of Patrick H. McGarry, re- 
signed. ‘ 

Edward D Home, to be postmaster at Bessemer, in the county of Go- 
gebic and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
April 1, 1887. 

Maria S. Howlett, to be postmaster at Jonesville, in the county of 
Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in the place of Jane 8. Sinclair, re- - 
moved. 

Lord W. Hinman, to be postmaster at Lapeer, in the county of Lapeer 
and State of Michigan, in the place of John Abbott, whose commission 
expired February 27, 1887. : 

Charles L. Hecox, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Montcalm and State of Michigan, in the place of William W. Slawson, 
resigned. 

Peter McKellar, to be postmaster at Paw Paw, in the county of Van 
Buren and State of Michigan, in the place of Robert O. Beebe, re- 
moved. ; 

Henry D. Pessell, to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county of Branch 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Milan M. Brown, rempved. 

William Springer, to be postmaster at Port Huron, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Michigan, in the place of Edgar White, whose 
commission expired March 3, 1887. 

Charles J. Strang, to be postmaster at Charlevoix, in the county of 
Charlevoix and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Derwin Ely, to be postmaster at Alma, in the county of Gratiot and 
State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President from and after October 
1, 1887. 

” James B. Thorn, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of Len- 
awee and State of Michigan, in the place of William T. B. Schermer- 
horn, deceased. 

John H. Dorsey, to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county of McLeod 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of Virgil M. Hall, deceased. 

Christian Johnson, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of 
Mower and State of Minnesota, in the place of Henry O. Basford, re- 


moved. 

Otto Kaupp, to be r at Blue Earth City, in the county of 
Faribault and State of Minnesota, in the place of John H. Sprout, 
removed. 

John McCarthy, to be postmaster at Stillwater, in the county of 
Washington and State of Minnesota, in the place of E. G. Butts, 
whose commission expired March 3, 1887. 

Nels M. Mossberg, to be postmaster at Wilmar, in the county of 
Kandiyohi and State of Minnesota, in the place of Ole Selvig, resigned. 

Frank E. Newell, to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of Stevens 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of Martin L. Torpey, resigned. 

Fred. Puhler, to be postmaster at Ada, in the county of Norman and 
State of Minnesota, in the place of Peter Ramstad, removed. 

Dor K. Stacy, to be postmaster at Albert Lea, in the county of Free- 
born and State of Minnesota, in the place of Hans O. Hankness, re- 
moved. 

Godfrey Vivian, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Minnesota, in the place of Sophus N. Miller, 
whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Lee H. Way, to be postmaster at Luverne, in the county of Rock and 
State of Minnesota, in the place of Charles O. Hawes, resigned. 


1887. 
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George W. Bynum, to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of 
Ao and State of Mississippi, in the place of James C. Reed, de- 

LemuelS. Dillard, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of La 
noo and State of Mississippi, in the place of Miss Lee H. Rundle, 
removed. 

William J. Rousseau, to be postmaster at Starkville, in the county of 
Oktibbeha and State of Mississippi, in the place of Maria T. Sullivan, 
whose commission expired January 29, 1887. 

Eben R. Wortham, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Viesbiogwoa and State of Mississippi, in the place of William Yerger, 
resign 

Lowry W. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Lewis and State of Missouri, in the place of Lewis W. England, whose 
commissiom expired March 1, 1887. 

Henry W. Hough, to be postmaster at Kirkwood, in the county of St. 
Lonis and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after April 1, 1887. 

John B. Jewell, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of Car- 
roll an State of Missouri, in the place of Marshall R. Gittings, re- 
signed. 

William T. Marsh, to be postmaster at Rich Hill, in the county of 
Bates and State of Missouri, in the place of Lee Beall, resigned. 

James M. Nickell, to be at Hannibal, in the county of 
Marion and State of Missouri, in the place of Wilbur F, Chamberlain, 
removed. 

Henry H. Saling, to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county of 
Scotland and State of Missouri, in the place of John P. Craig, removed. 

Jobn D. Wood, to be postmaster at California, in the county of Moni- 
teau and State of Missouri, in the place of Samuel E. Hoge, resigned. 

William E. Woodson, to be postmaster at in the county of 
er and State of Missouri, in the placeof Archibald G. Lackey, re- 
signed. 

Joseph I. Prescott, tobe postmaster at Meredith Village, in the coun- 
ty of Belknapand State of New Hampshire, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent from and after April 1, 1887. 

True E. Prescott, to be postmaster at Lake Village, in the county of 
ee and State of New Hampshire, in place of E, H. Blaisdell, re- 
moved. 

Frank E. Randall, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Everett Jen- 
kins, resigned. 

Edgar F. Dell, to be postmaster at Woodbury, in the county of 
sein nal ae and State of New Jersey, in the place of Charles P. Abbott, 
resigned. 

Norman R. Burghardt, to be postmaster at South Orange, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Lewis P. Taylor, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1886; Moses P. Smith, who was con- 
firmed January 10, 1887, having declined the appointment. 

James W. Errickson, to be postmaster at Freehold, in the county of 
Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of Martin L. Farring- 
ton, whose commission expired 3, 1887, 

George B. Givens, to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the county of 
Wana and State of New Jersey, in the place of Austin B. Kelsey, re- 
moved. Á 

John Johnson, to be postmaster at Paterson, in the county of Passaic 
and State of New Jersey, in the place of John L. Conklin, whose com- 
mission expired December 20, 1886. 

John Kennell, to be postmaster at Passaic, in the county of Passaic 
and State of New Jersey, in the place of William A. Willard, removed. 

Samuel A. Laning, to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in the place of John Trenchard, 
whose commission expired March 3, 1887. i 

Cyrus F. Osgood, to be postmaster at Hammonton, in the county of 
ET and State of New Jersey, in the place of Annie Elvins, re- 
moved. 

William H. Price, to be postmaster at New Brunswick, in the county 
of sagging and State of New Jersey, in the place of Robert Carson, 
removed. 

Victor C. Roberts, to be postmaster at Moorestown, in the county of 
Burlington and State of New Jersey, in the place of Thomas M. Pan- 
coast, resigned, 

Alfred R. Toland, to be postmaster at Asbury Park, in the county of 
Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of Patterson G. Sned- 
eker, whose commission expired December 13, 1886. 

Mortermore Allison, to be at Canisteo, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York, in the place of Miner Samons, deceased. 

Samuel O. Arnold, to be r at Katonah, in the county of 
fse pian and State of New York, in the place of Lewis H. Miller, 
resign 

George D. Babcock, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the county of 
Oswegoand Stateof New York, in the place of George P. Johnson, whose 
commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Willard M. Baird, to be postmaster at Ogdensburgh, in the county 


of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of Roswell G. 
Pettibone, removed. 

Frank G. Bolles, to be postmaster at Unadilla, in the county of Ot- 
sego and State of New York, in the place of Henry Van Deusen, whose 
commission expired March 3, 1887. 

Samuel J. Brown, to be postmaster at Havana, in the county of 
Schuyler and State of New York, in the place of Myron H. Weaver, 
whose commission expired March 2, 1887. * 

William R. Brown, to be postmaster at Newburgh, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York, in the place of Joseph M. Dickey, 
whose commission expired March 2, 1887. 

Frederick O. Cable, to be postmaster at Owego, in the county of 
Tioga and State of New York, in the place of Daniel M. Pitcher, whose 
commission expired March 2, 1887. : 

Henry Davie, to be postmaster at Delhi, in the county of Delaware 
and State of New York, in the place of Horatio N. Buckley, whose 
commission expired March 3, 1887. 

Terrence M. Davis, to be postmaster at Alfred Centre, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York, in the place of Maxson J. Green, 
removed. 

James S. Davenport, to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, in the 
county of Otsego and State of New York, in the place of Eugene A. 
Hinds, whose commission expired March 2, 1887. 

Edward G. Dean, to be postmaster at Deposit, in the county of 
Broome and State of New York, in the place of Everett B. Adams, 
whose commission expired January 16, 1887. ; 

Charles J. DeLand, to be r at Fairport, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York, in the place of Mortimer R. Wilcox, 
whose commission expired February 26, 1887. 

John C. Fairchild, to be postmaster at Mamaroneck, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of William A. 
Boyd, whose commission expired December 20, 1886. 

Charles M. Felton, to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York, in the place of John L. Bissell, whose 
commission expired Feb 26, 1887. 

Augustus M. Field, to be postmaster at West Chester, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of Daniel J. 
McGrory, removed. 

Valentine Fleckenstein, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York, in the place of Daniel T. Hunt, 
whose commission expired March 3, 1887. 

John T. Gallup, to be postmaster at Greenport, in the county of 
Suffelk and State of New York, in the place of David Wiggins, re- 
moved. 

Sophie J. Gaydon, to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, the appointment ofa postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Seward F. Gould, to be postmaster at Avon, in the county of Living- 
ston and State of New York, in the place of Elias H. Davis, whose 
commission expired February 26, 1887. z 

Thomas D. Jones, to be postmaster at Attica, in the county of Wyo- 
ming and State of New York, in the place of Andrew J. Lorish, whose 
commission expired February 26, 1887. 

Samuel T. Kilpatrick, to be postmaster at Irvington, in the coun 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of Charles 
Browne, removed. 

John H. Larkin, to be postmaster at Cohoes, inthe county of Albany 
and State of New York, inthe place of James H. Masten, removed. 

Albert J. Lovelee, to be postmaster at Adams, in the county of Jef- 
ferson cang State of New York, in the place of William H. Gilman, 
resigned. 

Andrew J. Moore, to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county of O b 
and State of New York, in the place of Charles T. Jackson, removed. 

Frank McKeon, to be postmaster at Dobbs Ferry, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after October 1, 1886. 

James A. McKenna, to be er at Long Island City, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York, in the place of William 
Bridge, removed. . 

William P. McCarty, to be postmaster at Allegany, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York, inthe place of William Spraker, 
whose commission expired February 26, 1887. 

S. Wright McCollum, to be postmaster at Lockport, in the county of 
Niagara and State of New York, in the place of John A. Hubbard, re- 
moved. 

Burr O. Newton, to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of Alle- 
gany and State of New York, in the place of James S. Hoyt, removed. 

Thomas O’Connor, to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York, in the place of William W. Nichols, 
assem 


Nathaniel H. Odell, to be postmaster at Tarrytown, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York, in the place of Jacob Odell, re- 
signed. 3 

Harrison Peck, to be postmaster at Nunda, in the county of Living- 


ston and State of New York, in the pia of Chauncey K. Sanders, 
whose commission expired March 2, 1887. a 

Wright E. Perry, to be postmaster at Cold Spring, in the county of 
Putnam and State of New York, in the place of Frederick R. Amerman, 
whose commission expired February 26, 1887. 

William J. Phillips, to be at Wolcott, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York, in the place of Stephen E, Bullock, 
whose commission expired March 2, 1887. 

Benjamin Rhodes, to be postmaster at Niagara Falls, in the county 
of Niagara and State of New York, in the place of Franklin Spalding, 
whose commission expired February 26, 1887. 

William K. Roy, to be Fea Wappinger’s Falls, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of Edward M. Gor- 
ing, removed. 

Marvin Sackett, to be postmaster at New Lebanon, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York, in the place of Fanny L. Bacon, 
whose commission expired October 14, 1885. 

John B. Sackett, to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of Erie 
and State of New York, in the place of John M. Bedford, whose com- 
mission expired March 2, 1887. 

Daniel A. Sackrider, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York, in the place of Mrs. Josephine C, 
Owen, whose commissidh expired March 3, 1887. 

George G. Schwinger, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the tounty 
of Erie and State of New York, in the place of Herbert L. Joyce, re- 
moved. 

Andrew A. Slawson, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county of 
Tioga and State of New York, in the place of Charles C. Brocks, re- 
moved. 

E. Lewis Snow, to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county of Genesee 
and State of New York, in the place of Hiram W. Hascall, whose com- 
mission Sg p February 26, 1887. 

Charles R. Street, to be r at Huntington, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of George M. Tileston, re- 
moved. 

Benjamin M. Tasker, to be postmaster at Fort Edward, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York, in the placeof James H. Harris, 
whose commission expired January 16, 1887. 

L. Lockwood Thayer, to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county of 
ah Nas and State of New York, in the place of Charles J. Gardner, 
resign 
Perry S. Wicks, to be postmaster at Bay Shore, in the county of Suf- 

folk and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1887. 

James 8. Cooper, to be r at Mount Gilead, in the county of 
Morrow and State of Ohio, in the place of Abner Ustick, removed. 

George Daniel, to be r at Sandusky, in the county of Erie 
and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles M. Keyes, removed. 

Gustav Dangeleisen, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio, in the place of Albert B. Smith, whose com- 
mission ired February 27,. 1887. - 

James W. Deer, to be at Washington Court-House, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas D. Mc- 
Elwain, resigned. 

Francis M. Hagan, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of sr and State of Ohio, in ti place of James Johnson, sr., re- 
moved. 

Charles E. Kinder, to be postmaster at Miamisburgh, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Ohio, in the place of Henry Boltin, whose 
commission expired February 19, 1887. 

Stephen Potter, to be rat Dela in the county of Dela- 
ware and State of Ohio, in the place of David A. Stark, deceased. 

€ John G. Vandevoort, to be postmaster at Wellston, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Ohio, in the place of Miner R. Potter, de- 

John McAdams, to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John D. 

McCaleb, resigned. 

Alvin Arnold, to be postmaster at White Haven, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Richard Heimbach, 
whose commission expired January 2, 1887. 

Mary E. P. Bogert, to be postmaster at Wilkes Barre, in the county of 
ene and State of Pennsylvania, in the place ot Joseph K. Bogert, 


George W. Dickey, to be postmaster at Houtzdale, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Theodore Van 
Dusen, resigned. 


Daniel M. Donehoo, to be postmaster at Beaver, in the county of | d 


Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Mary E. Imbrie, re- 


signed. 

Cyrus A. Eaton, to be at Mifilinburgh, in the county of 
Union and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1886. i 
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John Goetz, to be postmaster at Greencastle, in the county of Frank- 
lin and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Henry E. Prather, resigned. 

Wiliam D. Himmebreich, to be postmaster at Lewisburgh, in the 
county of Union and State of Pennsylvania, ‘in the place of Alfred §. 
Sheller, whose commission expired April 26, 1886. 

Lucy M. Horton, to be postmaster at North East, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Isaac Horton, deceased. 

Horace E. Jenkins, to be postmaster at Lansdale, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- - 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent from and after April 1, 1887. ` 

Willis W. Kitch, to be postmaster at Sharpsville, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after October 1, 1887. 

Joshua S. Leiby, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of Perry 
and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John P. Clark, whose com- 
mission expired December 12, 1886. 

Grove G. Messenger, to be postmaster at Ridgway, in the county of 
Elk ne State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James H, Hagerty, re- 
moved. 

Benjamin F. Meyers, to be postmaster at Harrisburg, in the county 
of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of M. W. McAlar- 
ney, whose commission expired December 12, 1886. . 

David M. Morrow, to be postmaster at Grove City, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after October 1, 1887. 

Fannie W. Nixon, to be postmaster at Indiana, in the county of In- 
diana and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Alexander T. Moor- 
head, whose commission expired March 2, 1887. 

Henry O’Brien, to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the county of 
ene and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of C. H. Brooke, 
removed. 

George Perritte, to be postmaster at Cannonsburgh, in the county of 
bene an and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jane Martin, 


d 
Charles H. Pott, to be postmaster at Jersey Shore, in the county of 
oul pepe and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of. John E. Potter, 


Charles Schmitt, to be postmaster at Homestead, in the county of 
ry gpa and State of phan Anges: the appointmgnt of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after October 1, 1887. 

John C. Seltzer, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county of 
ibaa and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Samuel P. Kindt, 


igned. 

Joseph C. Wilson, to be postmaster at Edinborough, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
paio oe by law, become vested in the President from and after 
April 1, 1887. 

James W. Wilson, to be at Easton, in the county of North- 
apron and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James K. Dawes, re- 
moved. 

John F. Galvin, to be postmaster at East Greenwich, in the county 
of Kent and State of Rhode Island, in the place of Thomas J. Tilley, 


removed. 
Frank E. Fitzsimmons, to be postmaster at Lonsdale, in the county of 
Providence and State of Rhode in the place of George Sherman, 


whose commission expired February 7, 1887. 

Charles H. George, to be ter at Providence, in the county of 
Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of Henry W. Gard- 
ner, removed, 

Susan C. Lewis, to be postmaster at Olneyville, in the county of Prov- 
idence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of Walter S. Brownell, 
whose commission expired March 2, 1887. 

Isaac R. Wilkinson, to be prome at Pawtucket, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of Edwin A. 
Perrin, whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Albert H. Mowry, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Charleston and State of South Carolina, in the place of Benjamin F. 
Huger, deceased. 

William R. Rhea, to be postmaster at Johnson City, in the county of 
Washington and State of Tennessee, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after October 1, 1887. 

James E. Surguine, to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county of 
Bradley and State of Tennessee, in the place of Mary H. Edwards, 

eceased. 


Edmund J. Wood, to be postmaster at McMinnville, in the county of 
Warren and State of Tennessee, in the place of Richard Kennedy, 
removed. 

James P. Gilmer, to be postmaster at Honey Grove, in the county of 
mp Fae 2 ores ee the place of Thomas D, Bloys, re- 
moved. 
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Ira H. Harrison, to be postmaster at Sulphur Springs, in the county 
of Hopkins and State of Texas, in the place of William A. Wortham, 
resigned. : 

William 8. Robson, to be postmaster at La Grange, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Texas, in the place of Arthur Meerscheidt, de- 
ceased 


Charlotte A. Whitaker, to be postmaster at Texarkana, in the county 
of Bowie and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Nathan P. Bowman, to be postmaster at St. Johnsbury, in the county 
of Caledonia and State of Vermont, in the place of Charles P, Carpen- 
ter, removed. 

Ira Goddard, to be postmaster at Ludlow, in the county of Windsor 
and State of Vermont, in the place of Albert H. Lockwood, resigned. 

Herbert W. Martin, to be ter at Bennington, in the county of 
Bennington and State of Vermont, in the place of Thomas A. Hutchins, 
removed. 

Joseph L. Deaton, to be postmaster at Pocahontas, in the county of 
Tazewell and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

John §. Grayson, to be postmaster at Luray, in the county of Page 
and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
yee, ae by law, become vested in the President from and after 

pri 4, . 

William F. Fisher, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of Bed- 
ford and State of Virginia, in the place of William H. Mosby, whose 
commission expired March 2, 1887. 

William A. Fiske, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county of 
Dorak and State of Virginia, in the place of Ambrose H. Lindsay, re- 
moved. 

Henry A. Jordan, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of 
Chesterfield and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President fromand 
after October 1, 1887. 

Connally T. Litchfield, to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the county 
of Washington and State of Virginia, in the place of Jackson M. Rose, 
whose commission expired March 2, 1887. 

Samuel B. McKinney, to be peona at Farmville, in the county 
of Prince Edward and State of Virginia, in the place of Frank P. Price, 
removed. 

Frank D. Hoy, to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, in the county of 
Mason and State of West Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after April 1, 1887. 

Andrew J. Nuzum, to be postmaster at Grafton, in thė county of 
Taylor and State of West Virginia, in the place of C. F. W. Kunst, 
whose commission expired February 12, 1887. 

George W. Levis, to be postmaster at Black River Falls, in thecounty 
of Jackson and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John Parsons, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1886. 

James P. McGill, to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Robert V. Bogert, de- 


James McGinn, to be postmaster at Neenah, in the county of Win- 
nebago and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Willard Jones, whose 
commission expired December 12, 1886. 

Daniel A. Mahoney, to be at Kenosha, in the county of 
Kenosha and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Otis G. King, deceased. 

Levi F. Martin, to be postmaster at Chippewa Falls, in the county 
of gt le and State of Wisconsin, in the place of William W. Cran- 
dall, whose commission expired January 29, 1887. 

John Meehan, to be at Darlington, in the county of La 
Fayette and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Oscar F. Blakeley, de- 


Gustav Meyer, to be postmaster at Boscobel, in the county of Grant 
and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John P: , removed. 

* Adam Milbrath, to be postmaster at New London, in the county of 
Waupaca and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Melvin B, Patchin, 
whose commission expired January 29, 1887. 

Francis R. Reuschlein, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Racine and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Charles W. Wood, 
whose commission expired February 12, 1887. 

Albert ©. Robinson, to be at Green Bay, in the county of 
owe and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Willard C. Bailey, re- 
moved. 

William M. Underhill, to be at Oconto, in the county of 
sana, and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Francis C. Sharp, re- 
MOV 5 

Edward Whaley, to be postmaster at Prairie du Chien, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Edward Whaley, 
‘whose commission expired January 29, 1887. 

Alexander D. Ross, to be at Litchfield, in the county of 
rong and State of Minnesota, in the place of James H. Morris, re- 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, December 15, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of 
the requirements of the eighth section of the act of July 22, 1854, sup- 
ponen reports from the surveyor-general of New Mexico on the fol- 

owing private lands in that Territory: 

Las Truchas tract, No. 128; 

The town of Abiquiu, No. 140; 

The pueblos of Santo Domingo and San Felipe, No. 142; and 

The Domingo Valdez, No. 141. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Theletterof transmittal ought to be printed, but 
I see the papers are voluminous. The communication should be re- 
ferred, without printing the accompanying documents, asit may be that 
the printing will be unnecessary. These are private land claims, ap- 
parently, and I move the reference without printing. 

The motion was agreed to. s 


MARBLE BUST OF GIUSEPPE GARIBALDI. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


communication; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library: 
To the President of the Senate of the United Slalest 


Sr: The Italians, residents of the city of Washington and citizens of the 


United States, admirers of the and noble actors in the problem of human 
happiness, and icularly of nape A Garibaldi, the lover and defender of uni- 
versal liberty, the fearless soldier, and the unblemished patriot, united in council, 
resolved to commemorate his great and noble deeds i Ba his to the monu- 
ments of the many brave and unselfish patriots who in the cycle of American 
ey, so greatly contributed to the creation and preservation of this great Re- 
mblic. 
% Therefore, the Italians of this capital, loyal American citizens, offer to the 
United States, through their representatives in Congress assembled, a marble 
bust of Giuseppe Garibaldi, a fine specimen of Italian art, and beg that it be ac- 
cepted as a link in the chain of sympathy that all free men feel for the cham- 
pions of liberty and popular government. 
In behalf of the Society for a Monument to Garibaldi: 
TULLIO DE SUZZARA-VERDI, President. 
WAsHIXGTON, D. C.,815 FOURTEENTH STREET, NORTHWEST, 
December 14, 1887. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of John W. Cummins, of 
New Egypt, Ocean County, New Jersey, praying to be allowed an in- 
crease of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John McGrath, of New Egypt, Ocean 
County, New Jersey, praying to beallowed anincrease of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. - 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of James Murphy, late a private 
of Company K, Third Regiment United States Infantry, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of John Arthur Lynch, a citizen 
of the United States, praying for the survey of a line fora railroad from 
the northwestern boundary of the United States through British Co- 
lumbia to Alaska. The petition isindorsed ‘‘to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations.” I am not quite sure what is the proper 
reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will order that reference 
if the Senator so desires. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe a like petition-was referred last year to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Memphis Cotton Exchange 
and a petition of the Memphis Merchants’ Exchange, praying that an 
appropriation be made for the support of the Signal Service; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 99 ex-soldiers and citizens of 
Centralia, Ill., praying that John Prendergast may be restored to the 
pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of the Seventh Semi-Annual 
Convention of Fruit Growers of the State of California, praying that a 
sufficient sum be appropriated to defray the expenses of a qualified 
entomologist to proceed at once to Australia, the country from which 
the scale insects have come, to investigate the subject with a view to 
the importation of the enemies of those insects; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of John J. Cough- 
lin, of Washington, D. C., praying to be allowed certain moneys al- 
leged to be due him by the Government for arranging, basse Pm 
and classifying bound volumes of newspapers in the Library of Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
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ance Union, praying for the passage of the educational bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition which isaddressed to me, but 
evidently intended for Congress, praying for an increase of the sala- 
ries of fourth-class postmasters. It seems tobe a stereotyped petition 
of the printed sort. I do not know from what particular county in the 
State of Missouri it comes; it is not indicated in the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the petition 
will be received and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of L. V. Crosby and 39 other 
citizens of Gratiot County, Michigan, praying for an amendment to the 
patent laws; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CAMERON presented 32 memorials of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the admission of Utah with polygamy; which 
were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of Sarah E. Lawton, of Washington, 
D. C., praying for an allowance on account of services of her late hus- 
band, Edwin M. Lawton, as disbursing clerk of the War Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY presented amemorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the admission of Utah as a State without the imposi- 
tion of restrictions against polygamy; which was referred to the Com- 
mi on Territories. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of citizens of South Carolina, pray- 
ing that the compensation of fourth-class postmasters may be increased; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Ri 

He also presented the petition of Lacon R. Tillman, late postmaster 
at Edgefield Court-House, S. C., praying to be allowed a certain sum 
claimed to be due him; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

IDA M. WELTON. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask, as the request is in the nature of a petition, 
that the petition and papers of Miss Ida M. Welton, praying to be al- 
lowed a pension, which were before the Senate at the last session, but not 
finally acted on, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. I am not 
sure but that this would come within the general order, but as there 
was no report at all, I am not certain that it would, and therefore I ask 
unanimous consent that the papers may be sent to that committee. 
a PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, subject to 

e rule. 

` REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 28) to create a port of delivery at Port Angeles, in the dis- 
trict of Puget Sound, Washington Territory; 

A bill (S. 25) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the stat- 
utes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; and 

A bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as a port 


of entry. 
MRS. VIRGINIA POORE. 

Mr. PADDOCK. By instruction of the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
a resolution to pay the widow of the late Ben: Perley Poore the amount 
of six months’ salary as clerk to the Committee on Printing, I report it 
back with a written report recommending the passage of the resolution. 
I ask that the rules may be suspended and the resolution immediately 


considered. P 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask that the report be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, submitted the following report, to accompany resolution to 
pay the widow of the late Ben: Perley Poore six months’ $ 

The committee reports the above resolution favorably, and with the recom- 
mendation that itdo pass. The precedents for the action proposed are both 
jor pianta and long established, and cover a period of many years in both Houses 

ngress. 

The most recent in the Senate are the cases of George M. Weston, second ses- 
sion Forty-ninth Congress, page 1893 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; Frank M. Smith, 
second session Forty-ninth Congress, page 2234 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ; Israel 
Kimball, first session Forty-ninth Con page 1191 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; 
8. V. Noyes, first session Forty-nint Cores aey 3633 CONGRESSIONAL 
ReEcorp; and F. W. Steigelman session Forty-ninth Congress, page 96 Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will now be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, to Mrs. Virginia Poore, widow of Maj. Ben: Perley Poore, deceased, 
late clerk to the Senate Committee on Printing, an amount equal to six months’ 
salary as clerk aforesaid; said sum to be considered as including funeral ex- 
penses and all other allowances. $ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks that 
the resolution may be now considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not wish to object to the consideration of the res- 
olution, but I should like to inquire what is the amount of salary which 
will be carried by it to the widow of Major Poore, 


Mr. MANDERSON, It will be one-half of the annual compensation 
that Major Poore had as committee clerk. 

Mr. BLAIR. How much is that? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Theannual compensation is $2,200 a year. It 
will be the sum of $1,100. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will be recollected that quite a controversy occurred 
during the last session in regard to the amount to be paid in case of the 
death of employés of the Senate, and I was then informed that there 
was an iron rule adopted that in no case should a larger sum be paid 
than $1,000. That was the amount given in a case in which I was in- 
terested at the time. 

I do not wish to make any objection to the resolution, but I call at- 
tention to this circumstance, that it may not be a precedent. 

»Mr. MANDERSON. I know of no such rule as that. I think itis 
six months’ salary. The only rule or custom which has been adopted 
by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate has been that this amount should be paid in lieu of funeral and 
all other expenses. This resolution is carefully drawn in that form. 

Mr. BLAIR. The matter was stated to me in this way on the floor 
of the Senate at that time. The resolution in that case had been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses; they had acted, and 
their report was to the effect that they had adopted as an inflexible 
rule the sum of $1,000 in such cases. I do not wish to oppose the res- 
olution. I merely call attention to the circumstance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the resolution? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 795) for the relief of 
the yolunteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry; which was 
Pew twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

irs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 796) for the relief of Bvt. 
Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 797) referring the 
claim or claims of Eugene F. Arnold, administrator of William H. 
Arnold, to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 798) to require the claims of the sub- 
jects of Spain and the citizens of the United States arising under the 
treaty of 1819 to be submitted to some foreign government, and that the 
President of the United States be authorized, with the consent of the 
King of Spain, to select such umpire; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 799) to paniis the judges and courtsof 
the United States from authorizing the borrowing of money by receivers 
on thesecurity of railroad or other corporate property beyond the amount 
of its annual net income; also from appointing receiyers of railroads 
without satisfactory evidence of the condition of said company by an 
examination of its books and the persons in charge of its receipts and 
expenditures; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Railroads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Railroads, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It should go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
It is purely a judicial bill, and one of the highest importance, 

Mr. CALL. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the title of the bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read the bill by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope that motion will not prevail. I 
do not think the Committee on the Judiciary are very favorably in- 
clined to the passage of bills restricting the powers of United States - 
courts in reference to corporations. I do not think that a majority of 
the committee sympathize with the people in their opposition to the 
accumulation of these great railroad properties in the ownership of a 
small number of throngh the manipulation of courts and re- 
ceivers, to the detriment of the rights of lawful creditors, and in viola- 
tion of the rights of contract and the obligations of the charters of such 
corporations. 

This bill is imperatively required by the necessities of the people. 
The condition of the laws under the decisions of the courts upon the 
subject was before the Committee on the Judiciary of the last Congress, 
and received little or no consideration. 

If there can be any reason given why such a bill should not pass, I 
have never heard it. I do not believe there can be a plausible reason 
given why such a bill should not receive favorable consideration and 

rompt 
J The evils connected with this subject to the people of the different 
States, and the injuries to creditors having lawful claims on the part of 
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corporations obligated by their charters and their contract with the 
States to construct railroads have been caused by the unauthorized 
and unlawful proceedings of the United States circuit and district 
courts. These proceedings have sometimes been the cover for the com- 
mission of the greatest wrongs. The cases are numerons, have been 
the subject of public discussion and comment for years, yet we have had 
no action from the Committee on the Judiciary. That committee, which 
has been specially charged with the protection of the people against 
the use of the courts by these wrongful combinations, has been silent. 
For years this condition of things has existed, and this special subject 
has been before the Judiciary Committee as constituted at the present 
time, and with all its learning, and the great reputation of its members, 
nothing has been done. While, therefore, I think there is but little 
hope of awakening the attention of the Senate to this subject at this 
time, I desire to express my opinion, and if possible to have the report 
and to have the bill considered by some committee not already com- 
mitted to an adverse report of the bill. I shall take occasion at an 
early day to address the Senate on this subject and to present the record 
of a cause in the United States courts which will, I think, excite some 
surprise, comment, and thought by Senators. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator from Florida if he did not 
make a motion to refer the bill? 

Mr. CALL. Idid. I moved to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then that is the first motion before the Senate, I 


suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Florida to so move. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it rather obvious that if this is anything 
it is a question for the Judiciary Committee; but as the Senator from 
Florida, who has this subject-matter particularly at heart, is very desir- 
ous that it shall not go to the Committee on the Judiciary, which I am 
very much afraid is not extremely inclined to meddle with the exercise 
of the discretion of courts, I will withdraw my motion and leave it to 
the Senate to do, without any action of mine, whatever it likes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Florida to move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Inter- 


state Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. I make that motion. p 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatorder will be made, if there be 
no objection. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 800) for the relief of Stewart & 
Co. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ms, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 801) for the relief of Basil Champagne; 
which was read twice byits title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 802) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Wilcox, now Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. = 

He also introduced a bill (S. 803) granting a pension to Delia U. 
Peck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 804) granting a pension to James Canto; 
wien was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ons. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 805) granting a pension to Melvina 
Greenwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 806) granting a pension to William Healy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Julia Nolan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. A 

He also introduced a bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. 
Monson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ri 

He also introduced a bill (S. 809) granting a pension to Betsey 
Mannsfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 810) granting a pension to Mrs. A. L. 
Collins, guardian; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 811) granting a pension to Lydia D. 
Holtz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 812) for the relief of William J. Sangs- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Charles 
Wilkinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 814) granting a pension restoration and 
an increase of pension to Philip Fay; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 815) granting a pension to Mrs. Anger- 
one P. Cole; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 816) granting a pension to Amastasia 
Walter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 817) granting a pension to Peter Stusse; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 818) granting a pension to John Mor- 
gan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 819) granting a pension to Christopher 
Wisemiller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 820) granting a pension to David A, 
Servis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 821) granting a ion to John Vir- 
tessy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 822) granting a pension to Sarah Errick- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. Sees: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 823) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Fischer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 824) granting a ion to John Geibel; 
which was read twice by its title, and refi to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 825) granting a pension to Cornelius 
Wessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 826) granting a pension to Edmond 
Gatlin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 827) granting restoration of pension to 
Thomas Mosher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 828) granting a pension to Thomas G. 
Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 829) granting a pension to Howard E. 
O’Connor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 830) granting a pension to David Will- 
iams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 831) granting a pension to Harry L. 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 832) to provide an additional mode 
of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 833) for the relief of William Franklin 
Grounds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 834) for the relief 
of John H. Russell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 835) for the relief of Elisha Griswold, 
late of Company F, Third Michigan Cavalry; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 836) to amend ‘‘An act to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Detroit, Mich.,”’ approved March 2, 1885; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 837) to protect employés and ser- 
vants engaged in foreign and interstate commerce, and employés and 
servants in the District of Columbia and the Territories of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 838) granting a pension to Mary 
Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 839) for the relief of Daniel B. Wash- 
burn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 840) to extend the general land and 
mining laws of the United States over the Territory of Alaska; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest whether the bill should not go to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave no knowledge of the subject whatever. The 


bill was sent to me by a gentleman of this District, asking me to in- 
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troduce it, and the ey of the committee to which it should be 
referred was noted on the bill. I have no choice myself. 

Mr. PLATT. There has already been some law of Congress passed 
with reference to the mineral laws of the United States, I believe, in 
Alaska. 

Mr. PLUMB. There was a law of that kind passed, but the Senator 
can readily see that, as the question as to the land laws will be under 
consideration and will undoubtedly lead to some discussion during the 
present session, the question of the extension of those laws as they are, 
or as they may be, to the Territory of Alaska, belongs more to the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Public Lands than any other committee, I 
think. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave no choice about it. There have been other 
bills introduced looking to some provisions whereby parties doing busi- 
ness in Alaska could get title to land, but not going to the extent of 
extending the land laws over the Territory of Alaska. Some of those 
bills have been referred to the Committee on Territories. I have no 
choice whatever about the matter. I would as soon the Public Lands 
Committee should have such bills as the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to a change of the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. VEST. We extended the mining laws over Alaska on the re- 
port of the Committee on Public Lands. The bill was introduced by 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. As I understand the present 
bill (which"I am very glad has been introduced, because it is a very 
great want, and I myself prepared a bill to that end), it is proposed to 
extend the general Jand laws, and it ought to go to the Committee on 
Public Lands. That is the appropriate committee, because if that sub- 
ject-matter does not go before them there is nothing to go before them 
at all. 

Mr. PLATT. I made no objection to the reference suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair hears no objection to the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 841) to facilitate the settlement and 
develop the resources of the Territory of Alaska, and to open an over- 
land commercial route between the United States, Asiatic Russia, and 
Japan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 842) granting a pension to Julia 
A. Rhoads; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 843) granting to G. W. Hendry, his 
heirs or assigns, parts of sections 15 and 22, township 31 south, range 
25, in the district of public lands at Gainesville, in the State of Florida; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 844) for the relief of the heirs of John 
S. Sammes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 845) to grant a pension to the widow 
of John A. Turley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 846) for the allowance of certain awards 
made by a board of claims; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 847) for the relief of the heirs of 
Mrs, Anna Holmes Bernard, of the parish of East Baton Rouge, Loui- 
siana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 848) for the relief of the Union National 
Bank of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 849) granting a pension to Mor- 

Gordon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 850) granting certain lands to the 
Territory of Wyoming for public p ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 851) for the reliefof Henry C. De Ahna; 
>in was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 852) for the relief of William C. 
Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 853) for the relief of the United States 
Regulation Fire-Arms Company; which was read twice by its title, and, 
_ the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 854) granting a pension to Sarah 
E. Branson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 855) to amend and correct the act ap- 
proved February 22, 1887, granting a pension to James H. Young; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 856) to provide for the holding of the 


district court of the United States at Salina, Kans.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 857) to provide for the holding of the 
district court ef the United States at Concordia, Kans.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduceda bill (8. 858) to forfeit lands granted to theState 
of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to 
Ontonagon, in said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 859) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James H. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 860) granting a pension to Stephen Single- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 861) for the reliefof Russell Smith; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 862) granting a pension to David Peter- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (B. 863) granting a pension to Samuel J. 
Murphy, of Marengo, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 864) to pension Mrs. Theo- 
dora M. Piatt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (by request), introduced a bill (S. 865) 
for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Capt. Lambert 
Wickes, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Reyolutionary Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 866) granting a pension to Bridget 
Conroy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 867) granting a pension to Miss 
Margaret Stafford Worth; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 868) for the relief of Paymaster 
James E. Tolfree, United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
titles and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 869) for the relief of the sufferers by 
the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 870) to provide for the retirement of a 
certain class of officers in the United States Navy; which was read_ 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 871) to amend section 993 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States for the District ot Columbia so as to make 
the 12th day of February a holiday within said District; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Iumbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 872) for the relief of Mary 
J. Bealmear; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, COKE introduced a bill (S. 873) to limit the jurisdiction of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 874) to provide for licensing rail- 
way conductors on certain railways within the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Intcr- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 15) authorizing the 
several Executive Departments of the Government to loan to the 
Florida Sub-Tropical Exposition certain articles for exhibit, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced @ joint resolution (S. R. 16) making an appro- 
priation for the payment of the expenses of the United States circuit 
and district courts for the northern district of Florida; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 17) to print addi- 
tional copies of the United States map of the edition of 1886, prepared 
by the Commissioner of Public Lands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 18) authorizing 
the Public Printer to bind certain unbound copies of the Congres- 
sional Globe and deliver the same to the Secretary of the Interior for 
distribution; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Printing. 


LAKE CHAMPLAIN NAVIGATION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ' 
\ Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to report to 
the Senate any information in his ession concerning the necessity or util- 
ity of improving the navigation of Lake Champlain at Adams g, Grand 
Isle County, Vermont, and the estimated expense thereof, 


1887. 


CHIPPEWA INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to send to the Senate 
copies of all letters and dispatches or reports sent by any person connected with 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, or to any such person, and on file in said Depart- 
ment, relating to the business intrusted to Miss Charlotte M, Clark, as a spec 
agent to the Indian schools in the Chippewa agency at White Earth, 
Minn, or at any other settlement of Chippewa Indians. 


JAMES M. COOMBS. 


Mr. PLUMBsubmitted the following resolution; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee to Audit and 


Control the Contingent mses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secret: of the Senate be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to James M. mbs, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
the sum of $2,500, to enable him to pay for medical and other expenses inc! 


and which may hereafter be incurred, on account of injuries received by the 

falling of an elevator while an employé of the Senate folding-room on or about 

ja 20,1886; said amount to be in full for all on account of said in- 
es. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Bridget Adams, now on file in the office of the 
Secretary of the Senate, be withdrawn from the files and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition, affidavits, and accompanying papers in the claim 
of George 8. Fisher & 147 and 1834, Forty-ninth Cee SI ROD) be taken 
from the files of the Senate and returned to the petitioner. 


THE SWENSON PATENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair Jays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB on the 
13th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to investigate the issuance 
of letters patent numbered 371523 to Magnus Swenson, of date October 11, 1887, 
and if in his judgment the same is invalid upon any ground, that he commence 
suit promptly to have the same canceled or the use of the same by said Swen- 
son or any one claiming under him perpetually enjoined. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the subject-matter of this resolution, 
and the issuance of a patent to Mr. Swenson is of very great impor- 
tance to the people of this country, because if Mr. Swenson’s claim is 
substantiated it may prove that he has a very important control over 
the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, the value of which has been 
demonstrated by experiments made by the Government, and the oppor- 
tunity for the obtaining of this patent having been presented to Mr. 
Swenson by reason of his employment by the Government. Ishould 
be very glad, therefore, to have the resolution passed, in order that the 
Attorney-General may be admonished to do whatever he may find 
legally within his power in the direction of setting aside the patent at 
an early day. 

I do not care to enter now upon any general discussion of this ques- 
tion, because probably that may come up later; but I wish to say that 
the resolution does not in any way imply censure upon the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, nor is there anything in the entire transaction 
which, in my judgment, would warrant any imputation of neglect of 
duty upon his part. He has been very zealous and active in all the 
matters that refer to the development of the sugar industry, and I 
feel that it is due to him to say that his zeal has been not only conspic- 
uous, but has been intelligently directed. For the purpose of setting 
him right, if anything of that kind shall be necessary, I ask that a let- 
ter, which he addressed to me during the last month, may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

, U. S; DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, COMMISSIONER’s OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 11, 1887. 


My DEAR SENATOR: Your favor of recent date, referring to the claims of 


Messrs. Swenson and Parkinson tocortain alleged valuable veries made by 
Professor Swenson jg the manufacture ofsugar from sorghum-cane, has been re- 
ceived, and is one ong a vast number etters whose writers have already 


filed their protests against such action. 

The bi of these claims, as I am informed, is a patent issued to Mr. Swen- 
son, dated October 11, 1877, and numbered 371528, a copy of which I inclose. The 
claim of the patentee is “forthe prevention ofthe invertive action ofthe organic 
acids in the cane chips upon the sugar during the process of extraction, by add- 
ing to the diffusion-vat carbonates of the alkaline earths.” Unfortunately, I 
was not informed of Mr. Swenson’s application fora patent until October 20, 
when I immediately requested the Patent Office to suspend its action until I 
could be heard. The Commissioner of Patents then informed me that the pat- 
a ta on issued ten days priorto my letter, and that nothing could be done 

y his office. 

It is unnecessary to rehearse to you all that Congress has done toward aiding 
experiments in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, for yourown energetic 
efforts in its behalf make the facts well known to you; but there are certain 
facts relative to this alleged discovery which I will briefly state. You areaware 
that an appropriation of $94,000 was made for * continuing and concluding ex- 
praua in the manufacture of sugar, by the diffusion and saturation p 

rom sorghum and sugar cane,” Experiments under this appropriation were 
carried on in part at Fort Scott, Kans. By virtue of this authority I appointed, 
on July 19, 1886, Mr. Swenson an agent of this ent “to superintend, 
under the direction of the chemist, the experimentsin the manufacture of sugar 
from sorghum at Fort Scott.” The result of the work at Fort Scott for the sea- 
son of 1886 is contained in Bulletin No.14. a copy of which I inclose you. On 
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23 you will notice that certain experiments were made to correct the acid- 

ty in the battery, which caused an inversion of a portion of the sucrose into 
glucose Among the experiments enumerated was one with the “ addition of 

y precipitated carbonate of lime to the extraction bottle.” The anal 

showed that the acidity was diminished by two-thirds and theinversion of the 
sucrose largely prevented by the treatment. The report continued: “Ifa few 
pounds of such a carbonate could be evenly distributed in the chips, it appears 
reasonable to suppose that this inversion would not take pee As is ousto- 
mary with all professional men, Professor Wiley gave credit to Professor Swen- 
son for suggesting this experiment. I dwell upon this because if may have an 
important bearing upon the case. The letter which transmitted this report to 
me was mber 21,~hile Professor Swenson did not make application 
for his patent until December 29, or eight days later. On this latter Pro- 
fessor Swenson did file an application for a patent for this suggestion and iis 
results, forgetting that it had been made by him while in Government servi 
and being a part of the duties for which he was employed and d and tha 
the experiments were conducted at the Government's expense for the benefit 
of the people at large. x 

I am satisfied, however, after duc investigation, that Mr. Swenson’s patent is 
invalid, and that he can not FEDIOPEME to his own personal use the results of 
experiments conducted by this Department while he was in the employ of the 
Department as an agent to superintend those e: riments. Mr. Swenson was 
merely an employé of the Government, en, to carry on experiments for 
the perfecting of a process that had been conceived, devised, and wasthen in the 
process ofexecution by this Department, and any suggestions made by him in the 
course of his employment were a part of the duties for which he was en 
and paid, and such a pasa belonged to his employer. I refer you to the 
case of the Agawam Wool Company vs. Jordan, 7 Wallace, 583, for the law as 
to the relation of employer and emp ove touching suggestions made by an em- 
ployé in course of experimentation; , to the dictum of Justice Field in case 
of the United States rs. Burns, 12 Wallace, 253, thatjdiscoveries of an officer 
of the Government made in experiments carried on by the Government belong 
to the Government. 

Iam further satisfied that Mr. Stvenson’s improvements are neither new nor 
novel by way of correcting the acidity in the saccharine solution, and for this 
reason the patent is likewise invalid. This process has been known for many 
years, and used by those engaged in the manufacture of sugar in the various 
stages of the work. In 1874 one James Duncan was granted a patentin England 
for the use of carbonate of lime in neutralizing free acids in saccharine evolu- 
tions, and in various scientific E EBRIE references may be found of the use 
of the carbonates of the alkaline earths for this purpose. I am having pre- 
pared a list of patents issued in England, France, and Germany for the use of 
these carbonates for this purpose, and also citations from yarious scientific 
works showing that this method has been well known to scientists for many 
age He This list I will furnish you as soon as completed. I havehad an exam- 

nation made of the citations made by the Patent Office, and am surprised to’ 
find that not s single citation of a foreign patent was made in this case, nor was 
any publication cited against this extraordinary claim. 

Lam determined that the people of this country shall not be deprived of the 
free use of all the results obtained and B bewraeae employed in openers 
carried on by this Department under the direction of Congress, and I shall call 
the attention of the Attorney-General to the facts in this case, and uest him 
Sees wet hey ings as will secure, if possible, the cancellation of 

is patent. 

I have not hesitated to express this determination in a large number of cases 
within the past few weeks. * * * 

I thank you for your letter. It will give gt owed pleasure, and place me un- 
der renewed obligations to you to have such advice and assistance as it may be 
your pleasure to ae in this rice nel ya kang the rights of the public. 

ery respectfully, your o ent servan! 
NORMAN J. COLMAN, 
Commissioner of Agriculture. 
Hon, P. B. Plume, 
Emporia, Kans, 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, since the assembling of Congress, in 
response to a resolution adopted by the Senate on my motion, the Com- 
missioner has repeated somewhat more amply the statement of facts in 
the case; but it does not change thesituation atall. In addition to that, 
the Commissioner, as suggested in the letter, has requested the Attor- 
ney-General to bring suit to set aside the patent. What action the 
Attorney-General may take on that tequest I do not know; and it may 
be that he has not regarded the request as in any way authoritative. 
It certainly would not be improper for the Senate, under the circum- 
stances named, to make such a request, and it would be a valuable ex- 
pression on this subject which I ask to have the Senate make. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, there are two difficulties, I think, 
with this resolution. In the first place, I think that it is, if not the 
first time, among the first times when the Senate of the United States 
has called upon an officer of the executive department, by request, to 
do anything afiirmatively in regard to any part of the public business. 
We have in some cases requested the Secretary of the Interior, I re- 
member, to suspend some action, which was partly in his discretion, 
pending action by Congress by Jaw, as suspending the issuing of a pat- 
ent or whatever it might be. That is one thing; but here we request 
the Attorney-General to examine a question of law which is committed 
to him by the statutes, acting under the direction of the President of 
the United States, and then we request him, if in his opinion there is 
any chance for success, to institute suit in the courts of the United 
States to set aside this patent. 

On the second branch of it we are met with a difficulty which has 
appeared in the courts to be quite formidable. I confess that for my- 
self I should have no difficulty about it. I believe that the Attorney- 
General, acting under the authority of the President, who is bound to 
see that the laws are faithfully executed, may, without any specific 
authority from Congress, bring a suit in any proper court of the United 
States to assert the rights of the United States in the way of canceling 
a patent which has been improperly issued, and that has been held in 

of lands; But it has been stoutly contested within a year or two, 

with some apparent success in the courts, that in respect of a pat- 

ent for an invention, the Attorney-General, or the President of the 
United States either, has no authority without a statute giving him 
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that authority to bring a suit to set aside such patent; and if Mr. At- 
torney-General were to act upon this suggestion or without it to bring 
suit, in the present state of the law, in the circuit court of Kansas, or 
in the District of Columbia, or wherever was the proper place, to set 
aside this patent, the first question would be one of jurisdiction, and it 
would be stoutly insisted on the other side, as it has been in some other 
patent-right cases, that the United States had no authority to institute 
any such suit, and hang it up nobody knows how long there. 

So then the thing to be accomplished on the case, as it is stated by the 
Senator from Kansas, is to pass a joint resolution, which will have the 
force of law, requiring the Attorney-General toinvestigate this business, 
and bring suit under the authority of that statute to set aside this pat- 
ent, and then the person who has obtained the patent will have to meet 
the case on the merits; and not keep the thing dancing in the courtson 
a mere question whether the United States, without an act of Congress, 
had a right to move at all. 

I hope for both these reasons that the Senator will allow this resolution 
to go tothe Committee on Patents, or Agriculture, or anywhere, in order 
that a report may be made which shall be effective. 

Mr, PLUMB. If the resolution should go to any committee it 
ought to go to the Committee on the Judiciary, because, according to 
the opinion of the Senator from Vermont, the whole question in his 
mind probably turns on the power of the Attorney-General to com- 
mence this suit in the present state of the law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no question in my mind; I think he has 
the power; but unhappily some judges and a great many lawyers 
think the other way. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not speaking of the Senator’s opinion, but of 
his statement of the doubts which have arisen. That being so, the Ju- 
diciary Committee is the proper committee for considering the subject; 
but it seems to me that that matter can wait until after some action is 
commenced. We are approaching the season when, if anything is to 
be done during the next twelve months in regard to the manufacture 
of sugar by reason of the new processes developed by the expenditure 
of public money, steps will have to be taken, and I think it is important 
to have this proceeding instituted early. I think the Government 
ought to assert its interest at an early period on this very impor- 
tant question, and then if the Committee on the Judiciary, of its own 
motion or prompted by instruction of the Senate, shall see fit to report 
a general bill or joint resolution on the subject which should finally 
affirmatively give the authority and which might be used in the pro- 
ceedings which the Attorney-General might meanwhile institute, that 
would also be a very good thing. In the mean time the Attorney- 
General, in the investigation which he is asked to make by this resolu- 
tion, will investigate not merely the question of the patent, but he 
will investigate also this other question of jurisdiction, and if he is 
satisfied that the courts would have jurisdiction on his motion to en- 
tertain the proceeding, then, I think, it would be very proper that he 
should institute it. He is the law officer of the Government, and 
until the courts have declared otherwise his opinion is practically 
binding. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask that the resolution may be read again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does it give power to the Attorney-General to insti- 
tate suit? 

Mr. PLUMB. This does not confer any power on him which he does 
not already have. It simply requests him to make investigation, and 
if in his judgment suit can be maintained, to commence it. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

, Mr. SAULSBURY. The pending resolution, I believe, is prompted 
by information that Professor Swenson has obtained a patent fora cer- 
tain based upon information which he had obtained while in 
the employ of the Government in connection with experiments made 
by the Government. It seems to me that the resolution drawn by the 
Senator from Kansas does not fully meet the case. It rests in the dis- 
cretion or in the judgment of the Attorney-General as to whether that 
fact is a cause for invalidating the patent. I propose to reach that point 
by an amendment in line 4, after the word ‘‘ ground,” adding the fol- 
lowing: 

Or was procured by reason of information obtained from experiments made 
by the Government. 

The Attorney-General might find that the fact was that the patent 
was procured by reason of information which was obtained while the 
patentee was in the service of the Government in connection with ex- 
periments made by the Government; and it might be the judgment of 
the Attorney-General that that would invalidate the patent. Conse- 
quently if we wish to reach the whole matter it is necessary toamend the 
resolution, so that if he finds that the patent was procured by means of 
information obtained while in the service of the Government, he should 
then institute suit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Delaware will be read. $ 

The SECRETARY. _In line 4, after the word ‘ ground,” add ‘‘ or was 
procured by reason of information obtained from experiments made by 
the Government;”’ so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to investigate the issuance 
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of letters pens numbered 371 
and if in his judgment the same is invalid u; 
y reason of information obtained from expe: 
ete. 


Mr. PLUMB. While I do not think that adds to the scope of the 
resolution, I have no objection to its being added. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I have objection to the passage of that res- 
olution in either form. We have executive, legislative, and judicial 
powers in this Government, and the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Kansas says in effect and in terms that the Attorney-General shall 
be instructed to perpetuate an injunction. If I understood the resolu- 
tion, that is what it says. If we area legislative branch, we have no 
right to instruct the Attorney-General, who belongs to the judicial or 
the executive, to perpetuate an injunction. I would not vote for this 
resolution if I knew that the Senator’s premises were right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr, SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think there is a great deal of doubt 
whether the resolution ought to pass. I should be very willing to vote 
for a general law authorizing the Attorney-General to bring suits in all 
cases where there is reasonable cause to believe a patent invalid; but 
to declare that he shall bring suit to invalidate this patent because the 
inventor discovered the invention while in the service of the United 
States, or on the broader ground contained in the amendment, on ac- 
count that it was in the course of experiments made by the United 
States, seems to me utterly illogical. Neither fact affords any ground 
whatever for declaring the patent invalid. Shall we limit the haman 
mind in discoveries to facts which have not been elicited by Govern- 
ment investigation? Why is not an invention as meritorious, why 
are not the operations of the intellect in discovering some great me- 
chanical principle of benefit to mankind because the facts on which the 
intellect operated were discovered in the course of experiments made 
by the Government and at its expense? The invention is of as much 
service, and has as much right, and is as commendable, and ought to be 
as much encouraged if he discovers some great benefaction from facts 
elicited by the Government as from any other source. The Govern- 
ment has no claim on his thought, on the operations of his intellect, 
and I think the ground of this resolution therefore is entirely erroneous. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it my duty to move that this resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Patents. There is great danger in a 
precedent of this kind of one House of Congress undertaking to induce 
executive action by its affirmative action; and the difficulties in t 
of getting at the very thing I have suggested are, although not in m; 
own mind, in the minds of a great many people who are wiser than rd 
very formidable. 

I remember even in a case in which the United States had a direct 
pecuniary interest in one of the Western States connected with some of 
the Pacific railroad mortgages, action was brought in the circuit court 
of the United States—I am not sure but in Kansas; certainly, I think, 
in Kansas, or Nebraska, or Colorado—where it was necessary for the 
protection of the interests of the United States as a second mo 
that the United States should appear and defend their interest, and the 
Attorney-General, acting properly, as I think, directed the district at- 
torney there to appear for the United States to defend the interests of 
the Government. The question was immediately raised on the other 
side, by the first mortgagees or whoever they were, that he had no 
business to be there, because there was no statute which authorized the 
Attorney-General or the district attorney to appear there in a suit to 
which the United States was not a party on the record; and as the 
United States was not a party on the record, and could not be in the 
circuit courtas the law then stood, the Government was entirely silenced; 
it could not go forward nor stay out, so far as protecting its interests 
were concerned. * 

I only mention that to show the doubts which exist in the minds of 
eminent judges as to the authority of the executive department, act- 
ing through the Attorney-General, to institute proceedings or defenses 
in courts where the United States is not a direct party, besides the 
other case that I have referred to of bringing suits to set aside patents 
for inventions. > 

In this state of things, sympathizing entirely with what the Senator 
from Kansas wishes to accomplish, I feel bound, as a matter of pro- 
priety, to move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Patents. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the resolution, with the amendment, be committed to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the question whether the Attorney- 
General of the United States can, without due lawful authority, insti- 
tute a proceeding of this kind is pending in the courts, it having been 
lately held by one of the circuit courts, the circuit judge having sitting 
with him a very learned and eminent district judge and an especially 
able judge in regard to that class of questions, that no such authority 
exists. I know nothing about this particular patent or this particular 
grievance. It seems to me, however, that before the Senate commits 
itself absolutely to a legal proposition of this kind against the opinion 
of su ae one circuit judge, it would be well to have the question ex- 
amined. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I would sooner have the opinion of the Senator from 
Vermont on the question of law than the opinion of any circuit judge 
of the United States. But, admitting that the doubt exists, which the 
Senator from Vermont says does exist, and also the doubt which is 
raised by the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, how shall 
we resolve thatdoubt? Ithink in a case of this kind we oughtclearly 
to resolve it in favor of doing something for the people who are inter- 
ested in this invention, and not resolve it in favor of the merely tech- 
nical right (if it exists at all) of the patentee. Suppose, after all we 
have done, it turns out by the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States that the Attorney-General had this authority, we should 
then appear as having been in the attitude-of resolving the doubt in 
favor of the patentee, and by that action having prejudiced the public 
interests. So far as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing, when a 
case arises where there isan even balance, which is the utmost that can 
be said in this case, to decide it in favor of that which appears to be for 
the public interest, and take the chances. Nothing can result except 
a bill of costs at all events. 

If Swenson has a valid patent, hehas it upon a mere technicality. 
Properly speaking, morally speaking, he has no right toa patent. He 
was in the employ of the General Government; every step of the experi- 
ment which resulted in the development of this process was taken by 
reason of the expenditure of the public money, and except for the ex- 
penditure of public money this process could not have been developed, 
at least at the time that it was. 

Under all the circumstances of the case, it seems to me that we can 
very well afford to ask the Attorney-General to commence a suit to 


settle these very important issues that arise by reason of the issuance 
of the patent, and I do not think we can afford to hesitate for a mo- 
ment, 


Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator takes his seat I should like to ask 
whether the best way to resolve that doubt on such a grave question as 
to the authority of the Attorney-General under the laws of the United 
States at this time would not be to introduce a bill conferring that 
authority upon him? 

Mr. PLUMB. That would do; but we all know that by reason of 
the fact that the House of Representatives will not be ready for business 
until after the holidays, and that under the natural and necessary oper- 
ation of their rules a bill of that kind may be’ indefinitely postponed, 
may be never reached atall, and therefore we shall come to that season 
of the year when this process is to be used, if at all, without anything 
having been done. I propose, as far as I am concerned at least, to do that 
which we can do by the shortest cut, and which, even if of doubtful 
legality, is morally right and in the interest of the public. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall vote for the resolution of the Senator from 
Kansas, although in doing so I confess I am voting somewhat in the 
dark; but I give notice now, if he will pardon me, and ask to have 
read a resolution which I shall offer immediately on the disposition of 
this resolution. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion proposed by the Senator from South Carolina will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be,and they are reaps Sta 
rected to inquire and report to the Senate whether in the present state of the 
Jaw the Government has the power or the Attorney-General of the United 
States the authority to institute judicial proceeding to vacate a patent for an in- 
vention on any und whatever,and that they may report by bill or other- 
wise; and that said committee have leave to report any special matter, 


Mr. BUTLER. I do not offer that as a substitute for the resolution 
of the Senator from Kansas, but I simply give notice that after his reso- 
lution is di of I will offer it for consideration. 

Mr. TELLER. I would suggest to theSenator from Kansas to amend 
his resolution by inserting, after the word ‘‘ground,’’ the words ‘‘if in 
his judgment the suit can be maintained.’ Then the Attorney-General 
will be simply directed to investigate the whole question, and if he 
thinks the suit can be maintained he will bring it, and if he does not 
he will not. It seems to me there ought not to be any very serious 
question as to whether the Government can maintain a suit to set aside 
a patent, though it has been decided, as I know it has been in some 
courts, that it can not be done. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to the amendment, although I 
think it is clearly involved in the present form of the resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. I think what is committed to the judgment of the 
Attorney-General is the simple question whether the patent is invalid. 
I desire to submit to him further whether the suit can be maintained 
without further legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thequestion before the Attorney-General as to whether 
the patent is valid will undoubtedly involve the determination of the 
question as to whether the court will so declare. That is the only 
practical view of the ease. If it is invalid, the court will so decide; 
and of course if not, it will not be invalidated. I have no objection to 
the amendment, however. 

Mr. TELLER. The Attorney-General might believe it was invalid, 
and yet he might believe that he had no standing in such a suit. Ido 
not desire to offer any amendment which can be considered as hostile 
to the resolution, because I am in harmony with it; but if an amend- 


ment is not objectionable, I will move to amend by adding, after the 
word “‘ground,’’ these words: < 
If in his judgment a suit can be maintained in the name of the United States, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to commit being pend- 
ing, the resolution is not open to amendment until that is disposed of, 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr, TELLER. I will withdraw the amendment, then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be regarded as accepted. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask whether the resolution is the same as 
the one I have on my table. I do not understand itas some do. The 
resolution as read in the beginning is not the same as I seeit presented 
here. There is no provision here about directing the Attorney-General 
to perpetuate an injunction. Ishould like to have the resolution read 


again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will report the original 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the original resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] is pending, and also the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the tor from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I accepted the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Delaware. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware has been accepted. The resolution will be reported 
as amended, 

The Secretary read the resolution as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Kansas also to accept the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. It will be,then, to insert, after the word ‘‘ground,’’ 
in line 4 of the resolution, the words ‘‘and if in his judgment a suit 
can be maintained in the name of the United States.” : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as 
amended by the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘Government’’ in the first 
amendment it is proposed to insert: 

Eat if in his judgment a suit can be maintained in the name of the United 


Mr. TELLER. After the word “ ground,” in the fourth line of the 
resolution, I propose to insert those words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Delaware has already been inserted after the word 
ie ”? 

ground. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘Then let it come in immediately after the Senator’s 


amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as 
amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to investigate the issuance 


of letters patent No. 371528 to Magnus Swenson, of date October 11, 1887, and 
if in his judgment the same is invalid a any ground or was procured by res- 
son of information obtained from experiments made by the Government, and 
if in his judgment a suit can be maintained in the name of the United States, 
that he commence suit promptly, ete, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to commit the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I think we are about to commit the Senate to a very 
untenable doctrine and a very injurious one, namely, that a discovery 
made by an inventor upon facts elicited in Government experiments 
shall not be the subject of a patent. What reason can be given for such 
a proposition as that? Does a man contract for anything but the special 
services that he shall render? Does he agree that his own discoveries, 
the results of his intellectual processes in the future as in the present, 
shall belong to the Government because he is an agent of it, because 
he is an employé of the Government? He agrees to give it his time 
and attention, not his discovery of the laws of nature, of great facts and 
propositions which being turned into practical form and use shall be of 
advantage to men; and why shall we waste time in discussing a prop- 
osition of this kind, that because a man is employed by the Govern- 
ment to give his services in some well-known and ascertained process 
or line of action or employment the undiscovered processes which the 
genius of man discovers from facts elicited in this course of experiments 
shall also belong to the Government? 

There isno such contract as that. There is no reason in public policy 
why that should be true. If it be a new discovery or invention, then 
Congress is authorized to secure to him the right of exclusive use or 
ownership for a limited time. How far that should go is a matter of 
public policy as to what limitation should be placed upon it. Perhaps 
some. Possibly when an invention becomes of great general use there 
should be a limit placed upon the price; but the Constitution expressly 
gives to Congress power only to secure to authors and inventors, and to 
none others, the right to their discoveries. Is the Goyernment the in- 
ventor or the author because an employé of the Government discovers 
a new fact, a new mechanical principle, a new thought, an invention? 
There is no logic in that; there is no foundation for that; there is no 


The question now is on the motion 
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reason in public policy for it in my opinion. It is limiting that great 
inventive success, that great talent which has produced so much ben- 
efit to the country. Where it is used for the purposes of monopoly to 
an unreasonable extentit ought to be limited; but weshould not place 
principles of limitation which are erroneous and unsound upon it and 
make them the law of thecountry. 

This resolution declares, so far as the Senate has power to do so, that 
a man in the employment of the Government who makes a new discov- 
ery of some law of nature, of some process heretofore unknown, shall 
not have the advantage of it simply because he is in the employ of the 
Government, and that all his intellectual faculties belong to it outside 
of the special purpose for which he is employed. I shall vote against 
it. A poor man’s talent is all that he has, and the Government does 
not need to take that away from him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Suppose this discovery is made in the process of ex- 
periments carried on by an employé of the Government with the Gov- 
ernment’s money, then what? 

Mr. CALL. It does not make the slightest difference. The Gov- 
ernment does not buy the man’s brain for anything but the special 
purpose for which it employshim, namely, for his use of the already as- 
certained laws of mechanical operation which may be used. It does 
not contract with him that whatever new discoveries may be made in 
the vast field of nature shall be compensated for by his employment 
to use those already known and discovered. There isno such contract, 
and there ought to be none. If aman discovers some great and new 
principle, some great benefaction to mankind, shall it be said because 
it was done with the Government’s money that that was contemplated 
in the contract? Certainly the proposition denies itself; the proposi- 
tion that when a man contracts with the Government to render a spe- 
cific service he also contracts for all new discoveries in the unknown 
realm of nature which may be made by him. 

The Government is a poor pa: ter at the best, and invention will 
not be promoted by denying the inventors all benefit from their in- 
ventions. On the contrary, the power of monopoly, the power of 
money, will be promoted by the principle of securing the sale of a man’s 
genius before he has made an invention. 

Mr. HAWLEY., It seems to me the essential question in this ^se 
is this: A proposition is presented that the Senate has a right to di:ect 
an executive officer to take certain action. Ishould like to know where 
the Senate can find that power. The resolution does not say that if 
he judges he has the right to begin a suit he is requested to begin one, 
or that the Senate advises him to begin one; but it says, under certain 
conditions, resolved that he commence a suit promptly. I have yet to 
learn that either branch of Congress has aright to give positive instruc- 
tions of that description to that officer. I do not see how I can vote 
for the resolution: Isympathize with the general purpose of it, but 
I shall vote for the reference. I am willing to vote for a joint resolu- 
tion or bill which shall confer on the Attorney-General any power 
thought to be wise in such cases, but I can not vote that the Senate 
sball order an executive officer in such a case. 

Mr. BECK. I shall vote for the proposition of the Senator from Kan- 
sas as a preliminary matter, at least, so that we can get the opinion of 
the Attorney-General in regard to this question. We shall at least as- 
certain what it is necessary for us to do, and I shall do it because, from 
very long experience and observation here, I have found that whenever 
we constituted a board, whether it was to examine into guns, or ships, 
or anything that the Government wanted, or even to a canceling-stamp 
for the Post-Office Department, and when we furnished them the money 
and all the facilities for making the investigation, and without our 
money and without the facilities furnished by us they would have had 
no idea of the suggested matters in the nature of improvements that 
they afterwards patent; and thus we are constantly handicapped by 
men who have obtained all the information that enabled them to take 
out their patents through the means and instrumentalities that we have 
furnished and through the money we have put into their hands for the 
purpose of doing it. Ifthere is any way of breaking that up, I want 
to break it up., A 

If I were to go over the history of the last twenty or thirty years of 
inventions that have been claimed by men who have been the trusted 
officers of the Government to make improvements for the use of the 
Government, in guns and in the machinery that we have needed, it 
would be found that a very large majority of the patents have been 
taken out by men who were in our employ and who obtained the in- 
formation to take them out by the means furnished by the Government 
and the information elicited under the investigations made with the 
money of the Government. It can dono harm for usat least to get the 
opinion of the Attorney-General as to what our rights now are, 30 that 
we ag, Hen against these abuses by law, if need be, in the future. 

Mr. MUNDS. That is the very trouble about it, as I think that 
we are transcending the limits of our proper jurisdiction as one branch 
of the legislative body known as Congress in even requesting the At- 
torney-General, or the head of any other Department, to make any af- 
firmative investigation or to do any afirmative thing whatever except 
to send information. It has happened in the history of this country 


more than once when the House of Representatives—I think the Senate 
never did it—has called upon the Attorney-General for his opinion re- 
garding some matter, that he has reported to them that, with the great- 


est possible respect to their wishes, they were acting out of their place 
in asking him for his opinion; that the department of the executive is 
entirely separate from one branch of the legislative department as well 
as both, and while he would be glad to oblige them he had no author- 
ity, without unsettling the proper balances of the Government, to com- 
ply with their request. 

Now, to be sure, this is in a slightly different form. It asks him to 
investigate and form an opinion, and having investigated and written 
it out, instead of sending it to us he is to act upon it in bringinga suit. 
Ifhe had gone that far and had an opinion on file there, then we 
should have a right to ask him what it was; and so if we wanted his 
opinion we could get it by two steps, first, asking him to investigate 
and make up an opinion, and that having been done, offer a resolution 
to have him send it in. 

My objection to itis the fundamental one that it is improper for either 
House to do this affirmative thing in this way; and to illustrate it, sup- 
pose the House of Representatives should be of opinion that Mr. Swen- 
son was the most meritorious inventor that had ever existed, that he 
had been a great public benefactor, and that he ought not to be dis- 
turbed, and accordingly they should pass a resolution this afternoon, 
having heard that we had this one, requesting the Attorney- 
General to take no steps about it at all. It would bė absurd; but the 
House of Representatives has the same right to request him that we 
have. It is more than a private request, as we understand; itis the re- 
quest of an organized legislative body; and they have the same right 
to request him not to do a thing (much greater in fact) than we have 
to request him to do something. That is what I object to in respect to 
the nature of this resolution, and itis one that I think Senators ought to 
take into mind, because it is the first step in unsettling what has been 
the course of the Government, and will lead in the end, being a prece- 
dent, to a great deal of evil in asking the heads of Departments to in- 
vestigate and requesting them in one way or the other to do this, that, 
or the other thing as one House may deem proper. It is an invasion or 
the rights and privileges of the other branch of Congress as well as an 
impertinence to the executive branch, as I think. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it-was made a concurrent resolution, would it 
remedy the evil, in the Senator’s opinion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would as it respects the relations of the two 
Houses of Congress, but not as it respects the executive branch. - 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam entirely willing to wait until we hear from the 
House of Representatives on that subject, without taking it for granted 
that they will be insulted by this action on our part. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that there is an undue 
sensitiveness this morning on this question. I recollect in the history 
of the Executive Departments of this Government when the Senate did 
not hesitate to pass resolutions of this character and some of a more 
extended character than this. I recollect that even committees of this 
body have seen fit to request from time to time various heads of De- 
partments that they should or should not proceed. That undoubtedly 
was an interference not justified; but it has grown up to be quite a 
common practice in the Senate. I willadmit that I think it somewhat 
questionable myself whether it ought to be done or not, but this is not 
the first instance of it by any means. It has been done for a great many 
years by resolution and otherwise. It is true that several Attorneys- 
General have declared that such a resolution was simply advisory to 
them, and that they were in a position to disregard it if they saw fit. 
When Mr. Hoar was Attorney-General he declared that it had no 
weight, except the weight that any other advice would have, and I 
believe that has been pretty generally the view of the Departments. 

I recollect one instance where this body asked that there should be 
no action taken in the case of a private land grant, but the patent was 
issued as it properly ought to have been, for it was apparent to the 
executive department that there had been no attention whatever paid 
to the subject here; that the resolution had passed through this body 
without the slightest attention from any one. I recollect another case 
where a distinguished soldier was drawing two pensions, and this Senate, 
or rather a committee of the Senate, requested the Secretary of the In- 
terior to withhold one of the pensions to which he was entitled, but 
the Secretary of the Interior proceeded, as he rightfully ought, to pay 
the pension to the soldier. I recollect that a few days later the Senate 
passed a resolution condemnatory of the action of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and I know that there was but one single man in the Senate 
who knew what that resolution was. Nobody else paid any attention 
to it whatever. 

I do not suppose the Attorney-General will proceed in this case un- 
less it comports with his judgment to do so. He is not bound by any 
request we make. It is simply the same thing to him as if the united 
body of this Senate as individuals should request of him to proceed. 

I have no objection to the resolution if the facts are as I understand 
them in this case, and if the law is, as it seems to me it ought to be, 
that the man who, while engaged in studying a single question for the 
Government under its pay, discovers something greatly advantageous 
to the people of the United States while so employed, ought not to be 
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. allowed (although it is possible the law may permit it now) to obtain 
a patent for that discovery. He ought not, in equity and right, to be 

wed a patent, and thus take the discovery away from the pee 
and make it useful only to himself; and Iam quite willing (although 
I am in favor on all occasions of keeping the executive and legislative 
departments as free as possible from friction and interference) to say in 
this case to the Attorney-General at least, ‘‘If in your judgment the 
facts are as we understand them, and the law is as we have indicated 
and believe it to be, then you bring this suit.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
commit the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, there is no question whatever in my 
mind that the Senator from Vermont‘is entirely right. We do not re- 
quire much argument to know that it takes the two Houses of Congress 
and the approval of the President to make a law, and that any action 
of the Executive Departments recognizing the action of either House is 
merely a matter of courtesy on their part. So I think that objection 
to this resolution is well founded, although I suppose by the common 

ractice of the Government as it has prevailed for years, the Attorney- 
Ga would give polite consideration to any oa made by this 
body, but it could not have the force and effect of law. It could not 
be compulsory, but would be only a proper respect to the chief depart- 
ment of the Government, or rather to the Senate as one of the two 
Houses, charged by the Constitution with duties legislative and execu- 
tive of supreme importance, and, to a certain extent, with the super- 
vision of the executive department. 

But the Senator from Kentucky said—and I rose to make this answer 
to what he said—that he had known for many years men in the employ 
of the Government using the Government’s money in its experiments 
and then obtaining a patent for some new invention that had been dis- 
covered in the course of their employment. If any such patent has 
ever been issued, it has been by the fraud of the Interior Department 
or their ignorance. The law has always been to the contrary. The 
law has always been that a discovery once used anywhere is a dedica- 
tion to the public. The invention must be new and unused and not 
put in service, or a patent can not be obtained for it. 

Now suppose the man who made this discovery, let it be an impor- 
tant one, should say to himself, “‘ If I make this known it belongs to the 
Government,’’ what incentive is there to him to apply his inventive 
talent in that direction? What advantage to the Government and the 
people of a law of nature remaining undiscovered, or a mechanical proc- 
ess that might be of great use being unknown? If it is known and 
used if can not be patented. Why give a bribe or an encouragement 
or an inducement to an inventor not to make his discoveries known, 
but to keep them in his bosom? 

That is the public policy which lies at the bottom of this question, 
and L insist that there is notand can not be a law, and it never was in- 
tended that there should be a law, that should say to an inventor, ‘‘ You 
must confine your discoveries of the new processes of nature, heretofore 
undiscovered, to facts which have not been elicited by Government 
action or in the course of Government investigations.” What matters 
it to the public where the facts came from which have led the human 
intellect into a new path of thought and a new path of discovery? 
The patent laws are founded upon the idea that the new invention of 
undiscovered processes, the new idea, is of benefit to mankind, and the 
Constitution says Congress has power to encourage it by giving an ex- 
clusive right to the discoverer, and to him only, to the inventor, not to 
the Government, which can not either discover or invent, but can only 
use the ideas or inventions of its citizens. 

Mr. BECK. One word, Mr, President, and only one word. WhatI 
say is that when a man is placed in a position by the Government to 
make an investigation, to ascertain what improvements can be made, 
whether in a machine or in a gun or in a ship, or in any part of any of 
them, and the Government furnishes him with all the information it 
can obtain in this country and from all the other nations of the earth, 
pays for the models, pays for all that is now known, and pays him, if 
you please, three, five, or ten thousand dollars for his services to aid it 
in obtai something better, then after having given him all the 
models and all the information, and furnished the money that enabled 
him to do it, he does, out of the materials thus furnished by the Gov- 
ernment and while in the pay of the Government, accomplish what the 
Government employed him to accomplish, to get something better, he 
shall not have the right to appropriate the thing thus obtained through 
these instrumentalities and through these means, when he is the ser- 
vant of the people and drawing wages from them, and take out a pat- 
ent and claim the exclusive use of the article patented for seventeen 
years, and deprive the people of the United States, whose money he 
has received, whose service he has accepted, and through whose instru- 
mentalities he has been enabled to produce this result. An act ofthat 
sor is a fraud upon his employers and in contravention of public 
policy. 

Mr. CALL. I have only a word to say in reply to the Senator from 
Kentucky, and that oe the case he states is not the case presented 
by this resolution. ere might be a very proper case made on the 
ideas of the Senator from Kentucky, that would except from the oper- 
ation of the patent laws such a case as he mentions, where a man is 


employed to use his brains for new discoveries and new processes; but 
that is not the case presented in this resolution. 

This resolution proposes to instruct the Attorney-General to bring a 
suit because this man has made these discoveries while employed by 
the Government, and is therefore affirming a general principle by this 
body, to which I object. I might not object to a case where a man 
says, ‘‘ Iwill sell myself to the Government to discover undiscovered 
processes in mechanics or in the practical arts of any kind.” 

Congress, by the Constitution, has power ‘‘to promote the progress 
of science and useful arts, by securing for limited times to authors 
and inventors the exclusive right” ‘‘ to their discoveries ’’—not to the 
Government, not to their employers, not to the men who have bought 
their brains in advance, but to them. The public policy of promoting 
the progress of the useful arts sustains this construction of the lan- 


guage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there are two propositions made to 
the Senate now conflicting somewhat with each other, both of which I 
should like to vote for. It seems to me a proper thing to pass the res- 
olution. It onght tobe acted upon because it is a matter of haste, and 
I think the proper motion to be made, then, is for the reference of this 
whole subject-matter to the Judiciary Committee. I think—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending motion is to refer to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Letthe question go to either committee. It ought 
to be considered. But let the resolution as it stands be first passed. ~- 

This invention, made by an employé of the Government with the aid 
of large expenditures of the Government, is said to be one of the most 
valuable and important inventions made of late years, especially in re- 
gard to an industry that at this time excites more interest among the 
people of the United States than any other industry, that is, the ques- 
tion how to utilize the sugar in the beet and in the cane—sorghum in 
the various forms. If this patent is allowed to standin the way of the 
active experiments that are being made in that important process, it 
will prevent the planting of beets; it will prevent the growth of sorghum; 
it will prevent further inquiry into the best means of making sugar 
from the various agricultural products which have been proposed; it 
will stop the experiments made by the Government of the United 
States; and it is therefore nota slight thing. It is a matter of vital 
importance. 

I think we have the right, as the Senate of the United States, to di- 
rect the attention of the Attorney-General to this matter; to inquire 
in the first place whether he has the power to test the validity of this 
patent without a law of Congress; and in the second place to give us 
such information upon the subject as will enable us to prepare a bill 
that will enable the Government of the United States in honor to with- 
draw its patent in case it has been illegally or fraudulently obtained. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to state to him 
what my understanding of thisresolutionis? If it was requesting the 
Attorney-General to give us information I would not object to it; but 
we are requesting him to proceed as an executive officer. If we were 
asking him to give us information then I could see no objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We ask the Attorney-General to ascertain for 
himself, to satisfy his judgment upon two points, and then we say if 
he does find that this patent was invalid, that it was issued without 
authority of law, or that an agent of the Government under these cir- 
cumstances could not take out a patent for this process, then he shall 
commence a suit. It seems to me that is plainly within the usual, 
ordinary limits of the power of either House of Congress—not that it 
is mandatory upon him, because the Senate has no right to order the 
Attorney-General what to do, but it may direct him to inquire in re- 
gard to the state of the law upon various propositions, and if he finds 
the law so and so, if the patent was illegal, was obtained by a person 
who had no right to a patent, then a direction of the Senate that he 
should commence a suit to invalidate that patent is perfectly proper. 
Such a request would be proper, even if it came from a citizen of the 
United States, much less from the Senate of the United States. There- 
fore, I desire to see this resolution passed promptly, and I think the 
sooner the better, to-day rather than to-morrow, and then, if any Sen- 
ator desires, as we all do, that these other questions be referred to the 
Committee on Patents for inquiry and report, that may be done. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion to 
commit the resolution to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was not to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Itseems to me that the resolution as it is drawn is a 
little ambiguousin one phrase. The resolution says that the Attorney- 
General be requested to investigate, and if he finds a certain matter, 
that he shall institute suit. Whether it is meant by that to have the 
request apply to that,or whether it is meant that the resolution should 
be a peremptory order to bring suit if he finds the fact so, is the point. 
I would suggest that the Attorney-General be requested to investigate 
and to bring suit. I suppose the Senator intended the word “‘ request” 
to apply to the whole resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it does, without any question whatever. 

Mr. HOAR. The substitution of the word “ to,” for the word ‘that’? 
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in the latter clause would bring it within the idea suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER], and remoye the ambiguity. Governed 
-by the word ‘‘resolved,’’ it isa peremptory order, and governed by the 
word ‘‘requested’’ it would be a request. 
Mr. CULLOM. There have been two or three amendments made, and 
I should like to hear the resolution read as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as it 
stands amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to investigate the issuance 
of letters patent No. 371528 to Magnus Swenson, of date October 11, 1887, and 
if in his judgment the same is invalid upon any ground, or ag abcess by 
reason of information obtained from experiments made by the vernment, 
and if in his judgment a suit can be maintained in the name of the United 

jes, that he commence suit promptly to have the same canceled or the use of 
the same by said Swenson or any one claiming under him perpetually enjoined. 


Mr. PLUMB. On the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘ that he,” prior to the word ‘‘com- 
mence,” and insert the word ‘‘to;’’ and after the word ‘‘ commence” 
to insert ‘‘such;’’ so as to read: . 
and if in his judgment a suit can be maintained in the name of the United 
States, to commence such suit promptly to have the same canceled, ete, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now I ask that the resolution of which I gave no- 
` tice be read. I offer it for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and they are hereby, di- 
rected to inquireand report to the Senate whether in the present state of the law 
the Government has the power or the Attorney-General of the United States the 
authority to institute ju p to vacate a patentfor an invention on 
any ground whatever, and that they may report by bill or otherwise ; and that 
said committee have leave to report any special matter, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution? The Chair hears none. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ser That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 
ne 


The question is on the adoption of 


GOVERNMENT POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to call up the motion I made the day 
before yesterday to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER], on the 12th instant, for the raising of a select committee on 
the postal telegraph. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask the Senator from Wisconsin to give way to 
allow me to call up a bill for the purpose of making a few remarks. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not like to interfere with my friend, but I 
would prefer that the motion to reconsider should be acted on if the 
Senate is willing to come toa vote upon it. I do not want to spend a 
minute’s time on it. If, however, there is to be any discussion 
upon it, I do not wish to interfere -with the right of the Senator from 
Nevada to make a speech. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis very likely there will be discussion on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? : 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, I will yield; but I give notice that I shall call 
up the motion to reconsider early on Monday morning. 

COIN CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. STEWART. I move to take up Senate bill 430. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration ofa bill the title of which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 430) to provide for the issuance of 
coin certificates to circulate as money. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the bill read through, as it 
is short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere be no objection, the bill will 
be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be il enacted, ete., That = person may de tat any mint or assay office of 
the United States both gold and silver bullion, in quantities not less than 5 
ounces of gold or 80 ounces of silver, and demand and receive therefor coin cer- 
tificates representing $1 for 25.8 ins of gold, and $1 for 412} grains of silver: 
Provided, The gold and silver bullion so deposited shall contain, by weight, in 
1,000 parts, 900 parts pure metal. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
pare proper certificates and furnish the same to the various mints and assay 
Tacan e la United States, to be exchanged for gold and silver bullion as herein 

rov 5 
~ Sec. 2, The certificates issued under this act shall be in such denominations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That no certificates 
shall be issued of a less denomination than $2, nor of a greater denomination 
than $1,000, Such certificates shall be redeemable at the Treasury of the 
United States, or any of the subtreasuries thereof,under regulations pre- 


scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, in either gold or silver bullion, at the 
option of the United States. 

Sec. 3. The bullion received under this act shall be melted into bars under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That 
at least 75 per cent. thereof shall be melted into bars of not less than 8,000 ounces 
weight, and be de ted in the Treasury,or any subtreasury, mint, or assay 


eras the United States, in such manner as the Secretary of Treasury may 
rec 


SEC, 4. The coin certificates issued under the provisions of this act shall be a 
I l tender at their nominal value for all dues, publicand private, except where 
otherwise expressly stipulated in contracts heretofore e, and when received 
by the United States, except for the purpose of redemption, shall be reissu 2d, 

Sec. 5. No gold or silver certificates shall hereafter be issued, and when any 
of either the gold or silver certificates now outstanding shall be received by the 
United States, except for the purpose of being redeemed, they shall be canceled 
and coin certificates issued in lieu thereof. 

Sec. 6. No gold shall hereafter be coined, except what may be necessary in 
payment of the obligations of the United States expressly made payable in coin; 
and no more silver shall be coined than is necessary to use in payment of obli- 
gations of the United States expressly made payabie in coin, and for actual cir- 
culation among the people. The Secretary of the Treasury shall have power 
to regulate the amount of coinage authorized by this section. 

Sec. 7. No seigniorage, or charge of any kind, shall be imposed for assayin, 
or refining at the mints and assay offices of the United States bullion deposite: 
under the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 8. The provisions of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled ‘An act to 
authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its | - 
tender character,” requiring the purchase of not less than two, nor more than 
four, million dollars’ worth of silver per month, and all acts, or parts of acts, in 
conflict with this act are hereby repealed, 


OBJECTS OF THE BILL, 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the bill under consideration is a 
proposition to place the finances of the United States on a metallic basis, 
and to treat both of the royal metals—silver and gold—as money met- 
als, and to allow any person to deposit at any mint or assay office in 
the United States gold or silver bullion and receive coin certificates 
therefor at the rate of $1 for 25.8 grains of standard gold and $1 for 
412} grains of standard silver. These certificates are to circulate as 
money and be a legal tender for all debts and liabilities, except such 
as have heretofore been contracted payable in coin, and are to be re- 
deemable at the Treasury, or any subtreasury of the United States, 
in either gold or silver bullion, at the option of the United States. 
This option will at all times enable the etary of the Treasury to 
pay out the cheaper bullion, if there shall be any difference in value, 
and thus prevent-a rapid withdrawal of bullion from the country at 
times when the balance of trade is against the United States. This 
power in the Secretary would, it is believed, be a conservative force, and 
tend to check the shipment of bullion from the country, The Bank 
of England accomplishes the same end by an increase of the rate-of in- 
terest. After the passage of this bill no more gold is to be coined than 
is necessary to meet existing obligations payable in coin, and no more 
silver is to be coined than is necessary to meet such obligations and 
supply small coin for change. Coining money, except for small change, 
is expensive, wasteful, and occasions immense loss of the precious met- 
als without any corresponding advantage in return. Itis provided in 
the bill for melting the bullion received under its provisions into large 
bars, which will render storage inexpensive and be an absolute safe- 
guard against theft. Itis believed that the United States now has an 
opportunity to acquire a large amount of gold and silver as a basis for 
a circulating medium, which will make her credit irreproachable both 
in peaceand war. 

MONEY. 

There is no question more important or less understood than money. 
If people would rely more on their own observations and pay less at- 
tention to refined theories the question of money would be better un- 
derstood. Every one knows that when money is plenty prices go up 
and times are good, and that when money is scarce prices go down and 
times are hard. It is pretty generally understood that if the volume 
of money increases too rapidly prices are unduly inflated and a reaction 
must follow, and it is also equally as well understood that if the vol- 
ume of money is decreased to any considerable extent bankruptcy and 
ruin must necessarily follow. 

It would seem from this universal experience that the quantity of 
money in circulation is the principal thing to regulate. For example: 
If the money in the United States were doubled the price of property 
would be enhanced in a similar proportion: if one-half the money were 
destroyed the price of property would depreciate about one-half. The 
increase and decrease of the volume of money havea similar effect upon 
the obligations of contracts. When the greenback currency in the 
United States was at a discount of about 50 per cent. a debt could be 
paid with one-half the amount of property that was required to liqui- 
date it before the inflation of the currency. The contraction of the 
currency since the war has doubled the obligations of contracts made 
during the period of inflation. This is illustrated by the fact that 
although we have paid about one-half of the national debt, that which 
remains will require more bales of cotton, more bushels of wheat, and 
more days of labor to pay it than it would have done to pay the whole 
at the time it was contracted. It is the manifest duty of the Govern- 
ment to furnish the people with honest money. No money will con- 
stitute a just measure of the obligations of contracts unless the volume 
of that money bears substantially the same ratio to the population. 
In other words, honest money must. be the same in amount per capita 
at all times. 
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MONEY IN ANCIENT TIMES AND ITS FLUCTUATIONS. 

We are informed by Mr. Jacob, who, without disparagement of others, 
has published the most accurate history now in existence of the pro- 
duction and consumption of the precious metals from the earliest period 
of which any record exists down to the year 1832, that at the commence- 
ment of the Christian era there was $1,800,000,000 in circulation in the 
Roman Empire, which was practically the civilized world. From that 
time until the discovery of gold and silver in Mexico and South Amer- 
ica very little gold or silver was mined, and the quantity of money in 
circulation decreased at the rate of more than one hundred millions each 
century. The amount of both metals in Europe when the first gold 
and silver were brought from the New World certainly did not exceed 
one hundred and fifty millions. I do not pretend to say that this con- 
traction of the currency was the sole cause that produced the Dark Ages, 
but I do say it wasa sufficient cause to destroy any civilization. Noth- 
ing is so depressing to every industry as contraction. The term ‘‘con- 
traction” signifies more ruigand misery for a people than any other ex- 
pression known in any language. While it lasts the obligations of 
contracts continually increase, debts and mortgages grow heavier, and 
labor grows cheaper. Fifteen hundred years of continued contraction 
reduced the Roman people (the proudest and freest of ancient times) 
to barbarism and slavery. The discovery of gold and silver in the New 
World revived the civilization of the Old; wages advanced, property 
advanced in price, serfs and bondmen became free, the light of science 
comménced to dawn, and art and the spirit of invention were revived. 

MODERN CIVILIZATION, 

Modern civilization would have been impossible but for the constant 
stream of gold and silver which the mimes of a New World furnished. 
The increase from the first discovery until the Spanish-American reyo- 
lutions was steady and very nearly kept pace with the increasing popu- 
lation. About the commencement of the present century mining in 
Mexico and South America was greatly retarded by revolution and war 
in those countries. During the first half of the present century the 
product of the mines did not more than supply the loss and wear of the 
coin in circulation and the gold and silver consumed in the arts. The 
consequence was hard times. The amount of gold and silver coin in 
Europe and America in the year 1850 was from eighteen hundred to 
two thousand millions, and varied but little from the amount in circu- 
lation in the Roman Empire at the commencement of the Christian era, 
although the population was more than twice as great as that of the 
dominion of ancient Rome. 

THE NEW DISCOVERIES IN CALIFORNIA AND AUSTRALIA. 

Since 1850 the product from the mines of the world has reached the 
enormous sum of about $3,000,000,000. This has produced its natural 
effect. The discovery of gold in California and Australia inaugurated 
a new era in the history of civilization. The advance in wealth and 
prosperity between 1850 and 1876, notwithstanding many destructive 
wars, was phenomenal. Since 1876 that prosperity has been checked, 
not from the exhaustion of the mines, but from the attempt to destroy 
one of the precious metals for the purpose of enhancing the value of 
bonds. In the natural order of things, after allowing for loss, abrasion, 
and use in the arts, there ought to have been added to the supply of the 
circulating medium in Europe and America over two onani millions 
from the products of the mines since 1850, making a grand aggregate 
of about four thousand millions of gold and silver circulating as money 
in Europe and America. 

DEMONETIZATION OF GOLD, 

In 1854, when the gold mines of Australia and California were most 
productive, the bondholders of Europe became alarmed. Chevalier, of 
France, declared that the unlimited quantity of gold already discovered 
would destroy all fixed incomes, and amount to repudiation. England 
and France both sent commissioners to Australia and California to ascer- 
tain the facts. The commissioners reported that there was a limit to 
the amount of gold that might be expected from the placer mines then 
opened. This quieted apprehension in England, but France, by a mone- 
tary commission, continued to investigate the subject until 1869, when 
that commission reported that the quantity of the precious metals was 
increasing so rapidly that it was to demonetize one of them. 
Germany and Austria in 1857 ceased to coin gold. 

WHAT DEMONETIZATION MEANS, 

It may be well to state here what is meant by demonetization of gold 
or silver. These metals have been regarded as money metals for more 
than two thousand years, and they have had fixed values at the mints 
of the civilized world; that is to say, the nations of the world have re- 
ceived a given weight of gold or a given weight of silver for a fixed 
amount of coin. Both these metals have been interchangeable for coin 
at some fixed ratio between the two from time immemorial. When 
either of these metals is excluded from the mint it is demonetized. 

Austria and Germany excluded gold from their mints in 1857, as 
before stated, and thereby demonetized gold. Other nations discussed 
the question of the demonetization of gold, and probably would have 
followed the example of Germany and Austria if the gold mines had 
continued as productive as when first discovered and no silver mines 
had been found, because the bondholder has a fond attachment for that 
particular precious metal which for the time being is scarcer and more 


difficult to obtain than the other. He would make a debt contracted 
to be paid in copper payable in diamonds of the same weight if he could 
accomplish it, and his power in the monetary world has always been 
nearly, if not quite,. irresistible. 

DEMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 

After the war between Germany and France, and after the Comstock 
mines had been so developed that the production of silver was likely 
for a time to exceed that of gold, Germany changed her tactics and ex- 
cluded silver from her mints, with the avowed object of enhancing the 
valueof bonds, In 1873 the silver dollar was omitted from the list of coins 
ofthe United States. I will not stop to discuss the history of that 
legislation. If anybody knew at the time that-the silver dollar was 
omitted from the list of coins, certainly nobody knew the effect of such 
omission. Nearly every member of Congress of the two Houses ap- 
peared to be ignorant of where, when, or how silver was demonetized, 
The country never understood that one-half of the world’s money was 
to be destroyed. No such question was discussed among the people. 
The President of the United States did not know that he had signed a 
bill demonetizing silver for nearly two years after he had signed the 
mint bill, and on the day he signed the specie resumption act he 
sent a special message to Congress wherein he advocated the erection 
of one or more mints at Chicago, St. Louis, or Omaha, for the purpose 
of coining enough silver to meet the che alien deo of the resumption 
act. The reason why it was not generally understood that silver was 
demonetized in the United States for several years after the passage of 
the act was because some of the mints of the civilized world continued 
to receive silver and treat it as a money metal, but before the expira- 
tion of the year 1875 all the mints of Europe and the United States 
were closed against silver, and that metal fell within the following year 
about 15 per cent. 

PARTIAL REMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 

Then followed the act of February, 1878, under which the Govern- 
ment has purchased two million dollars’ worth of silver per month and 
melted it into coin. This made a market for silver to the extent of 
twenty-four millions a year, but it did not remonetize it. The Gov- 
ernment purchased it at the lowest market price; in fact, purchased it 
according to the English quotations. 

UNFRIENDLY ATTITUDE OF THE EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 


The last Administration left silver at a discount of about 15 per cent. 
The depressing effect of the unfriendly attitude of the present Admin- 
istration, which has followed the policy of several of its predecessors, 
has been most damaging to silver. The re-enforcement of the Repub- 
lican Administration by the Democratic against the use of that metal 
as money has caused a further decline of about 15 per cent., until the 
market price of silver as compared with gold is at more than 25 per 
cent, discount. 2 

WHO 1S BENEFITED BY THE WAR ON SILVER? 

The question naturally arises, Who is benefited by this war on sil- 
ver? The question is easily answered—the original promoters of the 
scheme openly avowed the purpose—it was to enhance the value of bonds. 
In round numbers the national indebtedness of all the nations of the 
world is twenty-six thousand millions; the national debts of Europe and 
America are twenty-five thousand millions. Itis estimated that other 
obligations which are regarded as securities, including corporate debts 
both public and private, and mortgage securities, are about three times 
as great as the national debts—say seventy-five thousand millions. 
These added to the national debts give a grand total of one hundred 
thousand millions. If, when these debts were contracted there were 
four thousand millions of metal currency in circulation in Europe and 
America, and that after suth contracts were made the amount of money 
in circulation was reduced to two thousand millions, it is manifest that 
such indebtedness would be doubled. In. other words, it would take 
twice as many days of toil, twice as many bushels of wheat, and twice 
as many bales of cotton to pay these debts as it would before the re- 
duction. The absolute demonetization of silver would certainly work 
that reduction, and that is why silver has been excluded from the 
mints of Europe and the United States. 

THE BONDHOLDERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The bondholders of the United States have always operated in con- 
junction with the bondholders of Europe. The injustice of their pres- 
ent demand that silver shall be demonetized is aggravated by the fact 
that they have been most liberally treated by the United States. They 
bought bonds when the country was in peril at a great discount—say, 
50 per cent. less than their par value in gold. The bonds originally 
issued were payable in lawful money called greenbacks, interest paya- 
ble in coin. With these same greenbacks the United States paid its 
soldiers and those who furnished supplies and munitions of war. After 

was restored, Congress, in March, 1869, passed an act declaring 
that these bonds were payable in coin. Men with any senseof justice 
would have been satisfied to be paid in coin when the contract could 
have been discharged with greenbacks, without asking for the destruc- 
tion of one-half of the world’s money. On July 14, 1870, the act un- 
der which the entire debt of the United States was funded was passed. 
That act provided that the bonds issued thereundershall be payable in 
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coin of the then standard value—that is, of thestandard valueof July 
14, 1870. The standard value of the coins then in existence was reg- 
ulated by law; 25.8 grains of standard gold, or 412} grains of standard 


silver constituted a dollar. The silver necessary to make a silver dol- 
lar was at a premium of 3 per cent. at that time, the American ratio 
being 16 to 1, and the ratio of the balance of the world was regulated 
by the French mint, which fixeditat15}to1, This premium prevailed 
until long after the passage of the act of 1873 demonetizing silver. 

After the passage of the act omitting the silver dollar from the list 
of coins the bondholders contended that their bonds were payable in 
gold alone. ‘To meet this pretense both Houses of Congress, in Janu- 
ary, 1878, by a vote of nearly three-fourths in each House, declared 
that the bonds of the United States, according to the contract between 
the bondholders and the Government, were payable in either gold or 
silver coin. Notwithstanding this, the Treasury Department has at 
all times assumed that the bonds were payable in gold alone, and con- 
stantly complained that silver coin was accumulating in the vaults of 
the Treasury and that the people were refusing to take it. If silver 
is really cheaper than gold it is the duty of the Secretary to pay the 
bonds in that metal; in other words, itis his duty to save for the United 
States all he legally can. He has no right to donate the people’s 
money. The bondholders have no reason tocomplain. They obtained 
their bonds with money ata discount of 50 per cent. The partiality 
of the Treasury Department in paying them in gold alone has raised 
the bonds to a premium of from 25 to 30 per cent. in gold, which, added 
to the discount, gives them a profit on the money invested, in addition 
to interest, of at least 75 cents on the dollar. 


EFFECT ON FARM PRODUCTS. 


While the bondholder has grown rich by this war on silver, how has 
the farmer fared? Wheat, for example, is cheaper to-day than it has 
been for one hundred years. The farmer of the United States is 
forced to sell his wheat on a gold basis. He is suffering the full force 
of the demonetization of silver and the destruction of one-half of the 
world’s money. The gold coin in circulation to-day does not exceed 
the gold and silver coin in circulation forty years ago, while the popu- 
lation in Europe and America has about doubled in that time. This is 
notall. The fact that silver is over 25 percent. discount in the United 
States is developing the productive industries of India, where silver re- 
mains at» par-with gold. The speculator buys silver in America ata 
discount of 25 per cent. and exchanges it in India for wheat and cotton 
at par. He has 25 per cent. advantage in the London market over the 
importer of wheat from America, who buys for gold. In 1879, before 
cheap silver had stimulated the production of wheat in India, the United 
States shipped to Europe over 150,000,000 bushels of wheat and sold it 
for over $190,000,000. In the same year India exported only 4,000,000 
bushels. In 1886 the United States shipped less than 58,000,000 bush- 
els of wheat to Europe andonly received for it alittle over $50,000,000, 
while in the same year India’s shipment rose from 4,000,000 in 1879 to 
39,000,000 bushels in 1886. There has been no overproduction of 
wheat to reduce the price. There has been no increase in the last ten 
years except in India; on the contrary, there has been a decline in 
quantity throughout Europe and America. 

In June, 1886, an animated discussion occurred in London at the 
Colonial Chamber of Commerce. Upon the subject of the low price of 
silver and its effect upon the prosperity of India, Sir Robert N. Fowler, 
M. P., a London banker and ex-lord mayor, said that ‘‘the effect of 
the depreciation of silver must finally be the ruin of the wheat and cot- 
ton industries of America, and bethe development of India as the chief 
wheatand cotton exporter of the world.” Notwithstanding these plain 
facts and theuniversal depression of the farming business of the United 
States, caused by the low price of products growing out of the demon- 
etization of silver, the bondholders still insist upon their demands. 

CAN THE UNITED STATES ALONE REMONETIZE SILVER? 


We are told that if we change our policy and receive silver as a money 
metal we will be ruined, and that we can not do italone and must have 
the oprat of nations. This is not true for several reasons. Pass 
the bill I have introduced requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to 
receive all the silver and gold bullion that is offered, pay for it in cer- 
tificates according to the standard value fixed by our law, that is, at 
the ratio between the two metals of 16 to 1, and the value of silver as 
compared with gold will instantly be established throughout the world 
ati6to1. Forno person in Europe, Asia, Africa, or America will sell 
his silver for a less price, exchange deducted, than he can get for itin the 
United States. France, in 1785, passed a free-coinage act, by which she 
received all the gold and silver bullion presented, paid for it at the ratio 
between the two metals of 15} to1, and maintained that ratio throughout 
the world for nearly one hundred years, until she finally joined the con- 
spiracy,to demonetize silver about the year 1875. England in 1816 de- 
monetized silver in England but maintained it as a legal tender in India. 
This had no effect upon the price of silver, for no one wouldsell it for less 
than he could obtain in France. The attempts of the various Govern- 
ments between 1854 and 1860 to demonetize gold had no effect upon the 
value of gold because the French mint was open to receive it ata fixed 
zatio. The action of Germany in 1871 and 1873, the demonetization of 
silver in the United States in 1873, and the sale by Germany of all her 
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silver on hand, did not depress the silver dollar of the United States 
below par until France repudiated silver and all the mints of Europe 
were closed against that metal. 

WILL THE COUNTRY BE FLOODED WITH SILVER? 

The only ent against the proposition to remonetize silver is the 
allegation that we would be flooded with that metal. I ask from whence 
the flood can come? There is no considerable amount of silver bullion 
in either Europe or America—probably not five millions. It is shipped 
to Asia as fast as produced; no one dare hold it, fearing some adverse 
action of the Government whereby it will be further depreciated. But 
we are told that Europe will demonetize her silver and sell it to us. 
There is in all Europe less than one thousand millions of silver coin. 
I omit the debased token money, amounting to near four hundred mill- 
ions, which would be of no value in our market. This one thousand 
millions circulates in the countries where it was coined as a full legal 
tender on a par with gold at the ratio of 15} to 1. To l penence it the 
speculator must pay an ounce of gold fom154 ounces of this money sil- 
ver. If he were to import it and present it at our mint (our ratio bein; 
16 to 1), he would be required to add one-half ounce of silver to the 15: 
ounces he imported before he could get his ounce of gold in return. This 
would be a loss of over 3 per cent., besides exchange. 

AMOUNT OF SILVER WANTED. 

We can not look to Europe for the supply of silver we need. What 
harm could it do to have gold and silver bullion, dollar for dollar, as 
security for the paper now outstanding? About two hundred and 
seventy-two millions of national-bank notes, including gold notes, re- 
main. Of theseone hundred and two millions are in the Treasury, leav- 
ing less than one hundred and seventy millions in circulation. These 
willsoon be retired without further legislation, by the payment of the 
bonds upon which thenational-bank notesare issued. Wealso have three 
hundred and forty-six millions of United States notes, commonly called 
greenbacks, which, if changed into coin certificates, by the deposit 
of the coin, would be equally available as money. The Comptroller 
of the Currency informs us.that there has been a decrease in the cir- 
culating medium since 1883 of over one hundred and forty-six mill- 
ions. At least one hundred and fifty millions ought to be added 
to that amount to correspond to the increase of population, to keep 
our circulating medium substantially the same per capita, These 
several sums show that it would require nearly nine hundred millions 
of bullion to place our currency on a metallic basis and relieve the country 
of its depressed condition, resulting from contraction. In addition to 
this it would require an annual supply of gold and silver equal to the 
production of this country to keep pace with the growing population 
of the United States. If it were possible to obtain bullion enough to 
dispense with the use of all paper currency, not secured by gold and 
silver in the vaults of the Treasury, we would certainly have a sound 
currency and be on a metallic basis. Thiscan never be done with gold 
alone. The ruin that will be produced by contracting our metallic 
currency one-half, and thereby destroying the debtor class, will not end 
our troubles, The supply of gold is, and will be, insufficient. There 
is no prospect of any increase in the volume of gold coin from any pro- 
duction to be anticipated, and if silver is demonetized, so that the 
mining of that metal is stopped, one-third of the product of gold will 
be cut off, for at least one-third of all the gold that is produced comes 
from the silver mines, and is in combination with silver. If the present 
supply can be kept good it is all that can be expected. The prospects 
for silver mining are better than for gold. Itis a more stable industry, 
and with the enhanced price of silver, resulting from treating that metal 
as a money metal, will so stimulate that industry that we may antici- 
pate an increased production, and by the use of both metals a stationary 
amount of money in circulation per capita can probably be maintained. 

PAPER MONEY. 

Ido not deny the proposition that if the Government could be trusted 
to devise and adhere to a plan whereby paper money could be kept in 
circulation and the volume of it at all times bear the same ratio to pop- 
ulation, that is, the same per capita, it would be as good and perhaps 
better than gold and silver; but schemes for that purpose heretofore 
adopted have generally been failures. Our present system is most de- 
fective. We find our paper currency decreasing in volume every year. 
No one has yet devised a scheme whereby that volume could be regu- 
lated according to population. We have seen the civilization of an- 
cient Rome fade and decay under the baneful influence of fifteen hun- 
dred yearsof contraction, This may be urged as an argument against 
the use of metallic money; but it is answered by the history of modern 
times. A new civilization has been born and developed under the in- 
spiring influence of the production of gold and silver. The growth 
and development of that civilization has been continuous since the year 
1500 untilnow. This growth and development was somewhat checked 
by the Spanish-American wars, which between 1800 and 1850 nearly 
cut off the supply of precious metals. Since the year 1850 the develop- 
ment of the resources of nature by the hand of man com- 
prehension. The intelligence, skill, and invention of the present age 
seem the result of magic. The increase of the wealth and power of 
nations since the discovery of gold in Australia and California is with- 
out a parallel, Neither wars nor famines have materially checked the 
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vitalizing influence of the bounteous stream of gold and silver which 
has come from the mines. The only financial embarrassment worth 
naming in the last forty years has resulted from the war on silver. The 
attempt, which has almost been consummated, to destroy one-halfof the 
world’s money has produced its legitimate results in the low prices of 
all farm products, cheap labor, and hard times. 

Why should the selfish desires of those who would destroy silver as 
money be heeded? Why should not both silver and gold be treated as 
money metals? Why should the immemorial usage of exchanging each 
at the mint for money be disregarded? Why should this generation 
be denied the blessings that flow from abundance of silver and gold? 
Have not the skill and energy of the generation now passing away made 
it possible to produce these metals in such quantities as to furnish the 
world with a reasonable supply as a basis of circulation? It seems 
cruel and unjust for the sake of a favored few to harass and depress the 
masses, to force an unnatural contraction while the means of a steady 
supply of money is at hand. The payne of the bill now under con- 
sideration will certainly place the United States upon a higher finan- 
cial plane and with a safer basis for circulation than any other nation 
in the world. Now is the time to obtain silver by taking advantage of 
the situation. It may be possible to secure such a supply as we really 
need; at all events we can avoid that terrible gulf of contraction which 
is yawning before the financial world by the threatened destruction of 
silveras money. Thepassageof thisbill would emancipate the United 
States from the European monetary systemsand give her the advantage 
of hang the clearing house of the world for both gold and silver, ad- 
vance the price of labor, wheat, cotton, and exports of all kinds, and 
secure ent and lasting popen: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wizson, of Iowa, in the chair). 
What action does the Senator from Nevada desire to have taken on the 
bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be so referred. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. r five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 57 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 19, 1887, at 12 
o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 15th day of December, 1887. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Bart Burke, to be ter at Santa Cruz, in the county of Santa 
Cruz and State of ‘ornia, in the place of William F. Cooper, whose 
commission expired February 12, 1887. ~ 

Napoleon B. Byrne, to be postmaster at Berkeley, in the county of 
Alameda and State of California, in the place of Sidney 8. Merrill, 
whose commission expired February 12, 1887. 

Jasper N. Davies, to be postmaster at Arcata, in the county of Hum- 
boldt and State of California, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Elisha De Witt, to be at Yreka, in the county of Siskiyou 
and State of California, in the place of Alonzo E. Raynes, whose com- 
mission expired January 29, 1887. 

Wyatt C. Durno, to be at Truckee, in the county of Ne- 
ae State of California, in the place of Daniel B. Towner, re- 
moved. 

James 8. Gardiner, to be ter at Anaheim, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after October 1, 1887. 

Mary C. Hughes, to be at Fresno City, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California, in the place of Wesley E. Hughes, de- 

John T. Knox, to be postmaster at San Bernardino, in the county of 
San Bernardino and State of California, in the place of William R. 
Porter, resigned. 

Thomas Leonard, to be postmaster at Sonora, in the county of Tuo- 
lumne and State of California, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after July 1, 1887. 

Willis U. ‘Masters, to be postmaster at Pasadena, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California, in the place of B. T. Smith, re- 
signed; F. H. Oxner, who was Si March 25, 1887, having died 
before taking possession of the office. 

John McGonigle, to be postmaster at San Buenaventura, in the county 
of Ventura and State of California, in the place of Mrs. Jennie Goodwin, 


resigned. 
Allen D. Norman, to be postmaster at San Diego, in the county of 


San Diego and State of California, in the place of Gustave W. Jorres, 
resign 

Edward A. Preuss, to be postmaster at Los Angeles, in the county of 
Los a and State of California, in the place of John W. Green, 
remov 

Edward O. Rollins, to be postmaster at Oroville, in the county of 
Butte and State of California, in the place of John J. Smith, resigned. 

Granville Spurgeon, to be postmaster at Santa Ana, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California, in the place of Robert F. Chilton, 
resi 


gn 

Hiram H. Thomas, to be at Colusa, in the county of Co- 

lusa and State of California, in the place of Bennett A. Pryor, removed. 

` Isaac N. Thompson, to be postmaster at Santa in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California, in the place of James M. Bill- 
ings, whose commission expired February 19, 1887. 

Edward Weisbaum, to be postmaster at Hanford, in the county of 
Tulare and State of California, in the place of Elijah J. Plummer, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1886. 

William Armor, to be ter at Golden, in the county of Jeffer- 
son and State of Colorado, in the place of John A. Hoagland, removed. 

William L. Beckfield, sate ponien aaee at Loveland, in the county 
Bet pp eta O o, in the place of John W. Seaman, re- 
sign 

Valentine Butsch, to be postmaster at Boulder, in the county of 
Boulder and State of Colorado, in the place of Alexander F. Safely, re- 


signed. 

John H. Fox, to be postmaster at Trinidad, in the county of Las Ani- 
mas and State of Colorado, in the place of Herbert Stark, removed. 

Joseph W. Greene, to be peer at Manitou Springs, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. . 

Rudolph H. Johns, to be postmaster at Greeley, in the county of Weld 
and State of Colorado, in the place of Charles A. White, removed. 

James H. Kerwin, to be postmaster at Glenwood Springs, in thecounty 
of Garfield and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said oflice having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Joel F. Love, to be postmaster at Colorado Springs, in the county of 
El Pasoand State of Colorado, in the place of Eliphalet I. Price, removed. 

John B. Bertrand, jr., to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
ses and Territory of Dakota, in the place of John W. Hewitt, re- 
signe n 

John H. Firey, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county of Brown 
and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Charles A. Fisher, removed. 

Daniel Flynn, to be postmaster at Mandan, in the county of Morton 
and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Joseph r, ed. 

Ezra W. Foucht, to be at Redfield, in the county of Spink 
and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Henry G. Rising, removed. 

Alexander Green, to be terat Miller, in the county of Hand 
and Territory of Dakota, in the place of William H. Kephart, removed. 

Charles W. Hastings, to be postmaster at Brookings, in the county 
of Proniengs and Territory of Dakota, in the place of George W. Hopp, 
removed. 

William G. Judd, to be at Fargo, in the county of Cass 
and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Noah N. Tyner, whose commis- 
sion expired March 1, 1887. 

Ambrose W. Mullen, to be at De Smet, in the county of 
er: and Territory of Dakota, in the place of John H. Carroll, 
resigned. 

Benjamin F. Ochsner, to be postmaster at Kimball, in the county of 
Seni ene Territory of Dakota, in the place of David G. Grippen, re- 
moved. 

Halvor C. Rasmussen, to be postmaster at Devil’s Lake, in the county 
of Ramsey and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Henry C. Hansbor- 
ough, removed. ë 

J. Howard Taylor, to be at Columbia, in the county of 
Brown ana Territory of Dakota, in the place of Frederick B. Smith, 
resigned. 
Fred Dutton, to be ter at Murray, in the county of Shoshone 
and Territory of Idaho, in the place of William W. Hart, resigned. 

J. Guy Hammer, to bepostmaster at Hailey, in the county of Alturas 
and Territory of Idaho, in the place of Henry Bews, resigned. 

Joseph J. McBride, to be at Livingston, in the county of 
baja and Territory of Montana, in the place of Fred. W. Wright, 
resigned. 

William I. Boulware, to be postmaster at Valentine, in the county of 
Cherry and State of Nebraska, in the place of Homer R. Bisbee, re- 


signed. 
William H. Cooksey, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county of 
Fillmore and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 


after July 1, 1886. 
Charles B. Durland, to be at Norfolk, in the county of 


Loewe pes State of Nebraska, in the place of William H. Widaman, 
removi 
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Charles C. Ellis, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of John- 
son and State of Nebraska, in the place of Charles C. Wilson, removed. 

James E. Galbraith, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
Boone and State of Nebraska, in the place of Hiram Rice, resigned. 

Constantine V. Gallagher, to be postmaster at Omaha, in the county 
of Doug#as and State of Nebraska, in the place of Charles K. Contant, 
removed. 

Jacob Galley, to be postmaster at Nelson, in the county of Nuckolls 
and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1887. 

Ira A. Hanning, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Furnas and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after April 1, 1887. 

Charles J. Harrison, to be postmaster at Wahoo, in the county of 
Saunders and State of Nebraska, in the place of Joseph N. Davis, re- 
moved. 

William J. Keller, to be postmaster at Sutton, in the county of 
Clay and State of Nebraska, in the place of Wilbur F. Stone, removed. 

Donald Maccuaig, to be postmaster at Nebraska City, in the county 
of Otoe and State of Nebraska, in the place of Thomas Morton, de- 
ceased. 

Lafayette Myers, to be postmaster at Grand Island, in the county of 
Hall and State of Nebraska, in the place of Charles L. Howell, removed. 

Carrie Patton, to be postmaster at Ogallala, in the county of Keith 
and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
April 1, 1887. 

Lawrence A. Ryan, to be postmaster at Falls City, in the county of 
Richardson and State of Nebraska, in the place of William R. Crook, 
whose commission expired March 1, 1887. 

Oliver H. Scott, to be postmaster at Hebron, in the county of Thayer 
and State of Nebraska, in the place of John M. Fitchpatrick, removed. 

Mary O’Sullivan, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 
Cuming and State of Nebraska, in the place of Robert F. Kloke, re- 
signed. 

Core M. Walworth, to be postmaster at Loup City, in the county of 
Sherman and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a ter for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after April 1, 1887. 

Alexander C. McCafferty, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county 
of Lander and State of Nevada, in the place of W. F. Dyer, deceased. 

Cilicia E. Milligan, to be erat East Las Vegas, in the county 
of San Miguel and Territory of New Mexico, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President from and after April 1, 1887. 

Franklin T. Dick, to be postmaster at La Grande, in the county of 
Union and State of Oregon, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Edward J. Farlow, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Oregon, in the place of A. P. Hammond, removed. 

Caleb R. Barratt, to be postmaster at Salt Lake City, in the county 
of Salt Lake and Territory of Utah, in the place of William C. Browe, 
deceased. 4 

George W. Larue, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of Whit- 
man and Territory of Washington, in the place of James Benton, re- 


signed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 16, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and approved. 


HOLIDAY ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS, 


Mr. HATCH. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. It isa proposition affecting the order of proceedings 
of the House. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Monday, December 19, 1887, they stand adjourned until 
Thursday, January 5, 1888. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, there being no committee to which this 
resolution can be referred, I ask its present consideration, and upon it 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker 


Mr. HATCH. I yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] for 
five minutes, if he desires to make any remarks. 

Mr. REED. Before the gentleman yields to me for any remarks, I 
should like to ask him what is his reason for this course of action. I 


hope he will explain to the House why he takes this course—why he 
makes this motion. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from Maine, 
it may be necessary merely to state that this is the resolution which it 
is usual and customary to offer in the House just before the Christmas 
holidays—certainly at the first session of every Congress. 

But I will state frankly to the gentleman, that we have been here in 
session since the first Monday of December, and it is well known to 
every member of the House and is evidenced by the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD that we have accomplished nothing. We are waiting for the 
Speaker to announce the committees of this House; and I am satisfied 
from my personal knowledge, from what I have seen myself of the ex- 
tent to which his time is being taken up by members of the House and 
others who are interested in committee appointments, that itis utterly 
impossible for the Speaker to properly appoint these committees until 
after the two Houses shall have taken their holiday recess. 

I make this motion in the interest of the transaction of the public 
business in this House, as well as for the convenience and comfort of the 
Speaker himself. The Speaker has had two weeks of the session to make 
the acquaintance of the many new members who have been returned to 
the House, and has learned their wishes, and also the wishes of the older 
members in regard to the organization of the various committees of the 
House. Now, if the Speaker, after this acquaintance with the new 
members, can have a few days to himself there will be no trouble about 
the organization of the committees. But as long as his time is taken 
up by the meeting of the House day after day, and adjournment over 
from day to day, nothing else being accomplished, and no possibility 
of accomplishing anything, it is utterly impossible for the Speaker to 
prepare the committees with that care which the importance of the sub- 
ject demands. 

That, Mr, Speaker, is my reason for asking the Senate to concur 
with the House in this adjournment; and the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] and the House will bear in mind that the first day of the 
new year falls on Sunday, and of course Monday will be observed as 
the holiday. The resolution, if adopted, will give members who re- 
side at a distance from the capital Tuesday and Wednesday to return 
to Washington and be here in time for the opening of the session on 
the day fixed. That is the reason why I name Thursday, the 5th, in- 
stead of an earlier date. 

Mr, REED. Mr. Speaker, I think the peculiar condition of the busi- 
ness affairs of this country renders the action which has been taken, 
or rather the non-action which has been suffered by the Democratic 
side of this House, matter for legitimate comment both here and before 
the country. I think that, takingitall in all, it is without a precedent 
under the circumstances, bi 

Many changes are proposed in the rules of the House—we have 
adopted none—and yet it is proposed here to adjourn until after the 
holidays and commence where it has been the custom heretofore to 
begin at the opening of the session. 

If there were no public matters of deep interest before the country 
awaiting legislation, such a course might awaken only apassing com- 
ment. But to-day we are pressed upon by aserious publicduty, which 
is the reduction of a surplus which is coming into the Treasury in a 
manner calculated, under the management of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, to become a serious embarrassment to the business affairs of the 
country. 

We are all agreed, at least upon this side of the House, that the sur- 
plus should be reduced, and we stand ready now, before the holidays, 
to make one reduction in which the other sideof the House are agreed, 
and that is in relation to the tobacco tax; and I hope that an oppor- 
tunity will be given us before we separate, by the powers that be and 
are to be, to vote thereon and show to the country some disposition 
proper and suitable in this matter. 

If the other side of the House find it somewhat difficult to range 
themselves alongside of the recent message which has been sent them 
we can all well understand it, and we can all give them the assurance 
of our respectful sympathy [laughter on the Republican side], be- 
cause it was a summons from, I hope to some of the Democracy, a very 
great way off, and it requires that they should traverse a very great 
distance before they can get alongside of their pioneer brothér at the 
other end of the avenue. [Laughter.] If time is wanted for that pur- 
pose I hope the gentleman from Missouri will frankly say so. If there 
is a proposition—if gentlemen on the other side of the House have grave 
doubts how they shall comply with the suggestions of the message; if 
after they have made up their minds, in the interest of moderation and 
reform, that the more advanced of them will be contented with the 
destruction of a few of our industries, and they need time to select those 
which they see fit to destroy, that would be ground, of course, for his 
motion; and I hope the gentleman from Missouri, with the frankness 
which always characterizes him, will tell us if that is the reason under- 
lying his resolution. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that it would be possible 
to introduce a resolution of adjournment in this House and yield to the 
gentleman from Maine without his improving the opportunity —— 

Mr. REED (interrupting). I think I have improved it. 
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Mr. HATCH. To make a political harangue. 

I do not think he has improved it. It is the same old speech that 
we have been listening to here for the last ten years. 

Mr. REED. And the same old enemy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Maine had not had the oppor- 
tunity time and again during both sessions of the Forty-ninth Congress 
to vote for the consideration of a tariff bill, and always voted against 
it, there might be some strength and sincerity in the positiza he is oc- 
cupying to-day. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, time and again this side of the House, by an over- 
whelming majority, has offered to the other side an opportunity to re- 
duce taxation, and the surplus in the Treasury, and the gentleman from 
Maine by his voice and vote has always stood, as the leader of that side 
of the House, in opposition to the consideration of the subject. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] The Democratic side of the House 
will give the gentleman from Maine an opportunity early enough—an 
opportunity in this session—to ventilate his views upon the tariff ques- 
tion and vote a reduction of the surplus in the Treastiry. If he wants 
the opportunity they will give it to him soon enough, he may depend 


upon it. 
Mr. REED. Why not now? 
Mr. HATCH. e gentleman knows well enough why not now. 


Mr. REED. That is very true. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman knows that is all clap-trap talk. He 
knows that until the Committee on Ways and Means is organized and 
has had time to originate and bring into the House a bill for considera- 
tion, there can be no fair examination of the question or consideration 
ofitin the House. It is to give the Speaker an opportunity to form the 
committees ðf the House, and in the interest of the publie business of 
the country, that I offer the resolution. 

I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. My friend from Maine [Mr. REED] seems to have been 
suddenly converted. [Laughter.] I do not think there has been such 
a sudden conversion from the time of the Apostle Paul, when he was 
changed from Saul to Paul. 

I do not know why the gentleman from Maine should urge upon the 
Speaker an immature making up of these committees. We have no 
rules of the House to-day. We have no committees formed for the con- 
sideration of the tobacco tax or any other matter connected with the 
reduction of the surplus. Why can not we, on a matter of so much 
consequence, give the Speaker the opportunity which other Speakers 
have had under similar circumstances? We know the Treasury has a 
plethora; we know this plethora tends to destroy business; we know 
that it tends to paralyze the very channels of business itself; we know 
that it hurts the farmers and the artisans of the country. We all know 
there should be relief. 

It comes with an ill grace from the gentleman from Maine, the leader 
on that side of the House, to make these sinister, ironical, sarcastic ob- 
jections against the message of the President. I can recall the time 
very well when the most eminent men on that side of the House, before 
our surplus had piled up so high as it is now, insisted on the reduction 
of the tariff on various articles to prevent the surplus. Among the rest 
was the gentleman’s own old leader, the gallant man from Maine with 
the white plume; among them also his own Senators, Mr. Frye and 
Mr. HALE, urged the reduction of the tax on salt and other matters, 
and almost everything else, unless it might be on lumber. 

What I should like to see would be every man in this House regard- 

_ing this question as outside of politics. It is a business question. It 
is so regarded by eminent men, now in the Senate, who sat on that side 
of the chamber when General Schenck’s bill came in, revising the tariff 
in a way to reduce the revenue $40,000,000. The question was then 
regarded as a matter higher than party. It isa business matter in every 
sense of theword. Wehavenow on this floor members from Republican 
States, like Minnesota and others, who are demanding a reduction of 
the surplus. But that can not be done by picking out one article. It 
must be done by the adoption of a ġeneral and wise system. It must be 

-wise in order to be stable and permanent. 

I hope when we come to the consideration of a tariff bill all parties 
will unite in endeavoring to deal with this matter according to the best 
interests of the whole people, and not with a view to the aggrandize- 
ment of one man or one set of men, or one party, who may have designs 
for 1888. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hantsaer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Task my friend from Missonri to permit me to offer a 
substitute. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield to the gentleman from Texas for that purpose. 

Mr. MILLS. I offer as a substitute for the pending resolution what 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
wo H j 
eeees bing pre gy ee December 22, 1887, they stand adjourned un- 

Mr. MILLS. I desire merely to state that that is an exact copy of 
the resolution adopted two years ago for an adjournment on the 22d 
of December until the 4th of January. I ask my friend from Missouri 
to accept that amendment. 


XIX——6 


Mr. HATCH. I donot think the amendment would give the relief 
to the Speaker that I propose by the resolution I have offered. But 
in deference to the gentleman who su, the amendment Iam will- 
ing to admit it, and I demand the previous question on the resolution 
and amendment. 

The question bei 
Speaker stated that 

Mr. HATCH. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes, 133; noes, 95. 

So the previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment of Mr. MILLS was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

The SPEAKER. In compliance with the practice of the House, the 
Chair desires to lay before the House various executive communications. 


; FIRES ON RAILROAD CARS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting report and letters, plans, etc., received under 
resolutioh of the House of January 21, 1887, inviting suggestions to 
prevent loss of life and property by fire on railroad cars and steam-boats; 
which was ordered to be printed, and laid on the table. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting schedules of certain claims allowed 
by the accounting officers which were reported to the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, second session, but not provided for; which was ordered to be 
printed, and laid on the table. 


BOUNDARY BETWEEN THE INDIAN TERRITORY AND TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, with inclosures, a report of the com- 
missioners appointed in pursuance of the act of January 31, 1885, to 
run the line between a portion of the Indian Territory and the State of 

Texas; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

zi SUSPENDED ENTRIES. > 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an abstract of suspended entries 
acted on by the board of equitable adjudication for the year ending 
June 30, 1887; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


ABIQUIU LAND CLAIM. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, a report of the surveyor-general for 

ew Mexico on private land claim, the town of Abiquiu, No. 140; 

hich was laid on the table. 

LAS TRUCHAS TRACT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, a report of the surveyor-general 
for New Mexico on private land claim, the Las Truchas tract, No. 128; 
which was laid on the table. 

PUEBLOS OF SANTO DOMINGO AND SAN FELIPE. 


The SPEAKER also laid |yefore the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, a supplementary report of the sur- 
veyor-general for New Mexico on private land claim, the pueblos of 
Santo Domingo and San Felipe, No. 142; which was laid on the table. 

DOMINGO VALDEZ. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 

Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office, a report of the surveyor-general for 
New Mexico on private land claim, the Domingo Valdez, No. 141; which 


taken on ordering the previous question, the 
e noes seemed to have it. 


was laid on the table. 
KING VS. THI? UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
by the court in the case of John H. King vs. The United States; which 
was laid on the table. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the com- 
missioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company, transmitting 
hisannual report; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

INDEX OF SOUTHERN CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Clerk of 

the Houseof Representatives, in regard to the index of Southern claims 
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and claims referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Funston, until after the holiday recess, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. FINLEY, until after the holiday recess. 

To Mr. J. R. Brown, for six days from Friday, the 16th instant. 
~ To Mr. Froon, until after the holiday recess, on account of sickness 
in his family. z 

To Mr. BOWEN, for six days, commencing Friday, the 16th instant. 

To Mr. ROWLAND, for ten days from and after to-day, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. Hayes, until January 10, 1888, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. McSHANE, until after the holiday recess. 

To Mr. DOCKERY, for ten days. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That on Monday n immediately after the Byron J of the Journal 
and its approval, the Speaker call all the States and Territories in-alpha- 
betical pit oy for bills and resolutions for printing and reference without debate; 
on which call joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Ter- 
ritorial Legislatures may be presented and appropriately referred, and on this 
call only resolutions of directed to the heads of Executive Departments 
shall be in order for reference to appropriate committees. 

Mr. HATCH. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. HATCH. That motion is in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not yielded the floor for any purpose. 

ME ATOH Well, I will make the motion as soon as I can getan 
(o) ty. 

Piir, TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I have offered this resolution in 
the interest of the dispatch of the public business. It is well known 
that when all the bills are introduced on one day, as will be the case 
when we meet in January next, unless we have a bill day before that 
time, it will take several weeks for the Public Printer to print the bills 
which will be then introduced. On the other hand, if this resolution is 
adopted now, and bills are introduced before the recess, the Public 
Printer will have an opportunity during the recess to have the bills 
printed and ready for us when we resume oursession. There is another 
reason for this resolution: During the recess the clerks will have full 

portunity to distribute the bills properly among various committees. 
Iwo delay the introduction of bills until after the holidays, consider- 
able confusion will result and several days will be lost. 

I have nothing further to say, and will demand the previous ques- 
tion on my motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwithdraw the demand for thẹ previous ques- 
tion and yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I would have no objection to this 
resolution if it were amended (and I hope my colleague will yield for 
the purpose of allowing such an amendment to be offered) so as to al- 
low only the introduction of public bills on next Monday, in order that 
they may be printed and be ready for distribution among members on 
the reassembling of Congress after the holidays. 

It is well known to every gentleman who was a member of the Jast 
House of Representatives that at a corresponding period of that Con- 
gress it required three full days to call through the States for the in- 
troduction of bills. Now, after this week there will remain but three 
days before the holiday adjournment will begin, and it seems to me 
those three days should be devoted to the consideration of the report 
of the Committee on Rules; for lassume that the committee will be an- 
nounced to-day, and will by next Monday be ready to make report to 
the House. It is possible that when we determine upon our rules 
there may be some change in the committees of the House; and hence 
on next Monday we may not know what will be the appropriate refer- 
ence for some bills, as we can not at that time know how the com- 
mittees will ultimately stand. 

Therefore I ask my colleague to allow an amendment, to insert in 
his resolution, after the word ‘‘bills, ” the words ‘‘ of a public nature;’’ 
so that'if we enter upon this business the States may be called through 
in one day, and the public bills may go to the Printer and be ready for 
consideration. We are not in a very great hurry to dispose of private 
bills which were pending at the adjournment of the last Congress, It 
is well known to you, Mr. Speaker, that when Congress adjourned last 
March more than ten thousand private bills were left undisposed of in the 
committees ofthis House. The printing of those bills cost the people 
more than $150,000. Itis now proposed to open the flood-gates, to 
turn in again all those bills and have them reprinted. 

At the proper time I wish to move an amendment to the rules, so 
that private bills, like bills for the establishment of post-roads and 
the Se agar of rivers and harbors, shall be handed to the Clerk 
through the petition-box, and referred by him to the proper commit- 
tees; and that bills which may be reported back from committees 
with a favorable recommendation shall be printed and placed on the 


Private Calendar for consideration. A vast majority of the private 
bills which may be introduced now have already been printed and can 
be found in the document-room; so that it is a useless expenditure of 
the people’s money to print them again before they have received any 
favorable action. I hope, therefore, that if this resolution is to be 
adopted—and I think it premature—the amendment which I have sug- 
gested, limiting its application to public bills, may be agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no objection to taking the sense of the 
House on the amendment which my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] wishes 
to offer. In the mean time I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. MILLS, Mr. Speaker, I have two objections to the proposition 
of my friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. In the first place, it 
would lead to confusion in regard to the reference of bills. Here 
are 325 members of the House, besides the Delegates from the Terri- 
tories, each one, perhaps, loaded down with a number of bills. It will 
take us probably all of Monday and Tuesday, and perhaps Wednesday, 
to get through with the introduction of these bills. If introduced 
they will be piled up in the Clerk’s room, for they can not be sent to 
any committees, as there will be no committees to which to send them. 
The result will be, as it was before when we engaged in this proceed- 
ing, that members will be hunting around for a week or two after 
they come back to find out where their bills have gone. It will facil- 
itate business for members to keep these bill in their pockets or in their 
desks until the committees are appointed; and then the bills, imme- 
diately upon their introduction, can be distributed to the proper com- 
mittees. 

That is one objection to the proposition; I will state theother. Since . 
we met we have been adjourning over from time to tine in order to 
give the Speaker an opportunity to complete the organization of the 
House by the appointment of the committees. For this purpose he 
needs all the time he can get between now and the holidays. If we 
adopt this resolution we keep him in the House for three days, and 
thus deprive him of three days which might be devoted to furthering 
the organization of the House by arranging the committees. I hope 
the resolution will not be adopted; and, at the request of some gentle- 
men around me, I am constrained to move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave not yielded the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understood the gentleman from Illinois 
to demand the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will not the gentleman from Illinois 
allow this side of the House to be heard for a few moments? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam about to yield five minutes to my col- 
league [Mr. ADAMS], who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, by permission of my colleague, I propose 
a substitute for his resolution; and, after it has been read, I desire to 
speak upon it for five minutes, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House shall proceed on Monday next to a consideration of 
the rules of the Forty-ninth Congress and necessary amendments thereto, as the 
rules of the Fiftieth Congress. - 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, this substitute may have been too hast- , 
ily drawn; but all will see its purpose. The proposition of my col- 
league [ Mr. Somen] is intended, as he says, to expedite the busi- 
ness of this House. The first business of the House is to have some 
rules under which it can act. Itis true that the Committee on Rules 
is not yet appointed, and we have no official information as to when 
that appointment will be made. We all know that the function of a 
Committee on Rules, primarily, is simply to propose rules to be dis- 
cussed and adepted by the House. A far more important proceeding 
than the appointment of the Committee on Rules is the discussion and 
adoption of a body of rules by the House itself. Now if we consume 
three days in the introduction ’of bills we come back here after the holi- 
days with no rules under which we éan act. But I think we can prof- 
itably spend a few days of this week, whether the Cominittee on Rules 
has been appointed or not, in discussing the rules. Iam sure the pub- 
lic business will be further advanced in that way than by the intro- 
duction of a vast number of bills, which the members of this House can 
better keep in their desks, or pockets, for a few days longer. 

It has been proposed that certain bills should not be printed. I do 
not know what the rule will be in that regard; but if the rules should 
be that private hills should not be printed, then it is important bills 
should not be introduced at all, public or private, until that question 
has been discussed and disposed of. The purpose of my substitute I 
think is sufficiently clear. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not yielded for the purpose of having 
a vote on the substitute, and I wish to say that substitute is not ger- 
mane to the resolution I have offered, and is therefore not in order. I 
yield two minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, in the interest of the or- 
derly business of the House, I am opposed to the introduction of bills, 
either public or private, or resolutions, for any p except those 
which have reference to the organization of the House, until after the com- 
mittees have been appointed. Suggestion has been made that a rule 
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should be adopted, orat least will be proposed, that hereafter private bills 
shall go to the petition-box and not put upon the Calendar until after they 
have been reported back to the body of the House. I hope such a rule 
may be adopted, but in the absence of it, as a matter of course, if we 
proceed to a call of the States for the introduction of bills, these private 
bills will be introduced as others are. Now, in the orderly proceeding of 
the House the committees should be appointed before these bills are in- 
troduced. If, under the rules, bills are simply introduced in order that 
they may be referred to appropriate committees, we may understand— 
we may possibly know in advance the jurisdiction of each; but cer- 
tainly in order that there may be no confusion let the committees first 
be appointed, and bills and resolutions can be introduced afterwards. 
That ought to be the course we should adopt. There is no necessity for 
theintroduction ofbillsnow. They cannot beconsidered. A fewofthem 
that may be printed can be printed and returned very soon after they 
areintroduced. But if we begin the introduction of bills someday next 
week, the States will be called, beginning, I think, in alphabetical or- 
der, and a few of the States will be called, and their Representatives 
allowed to bring in their measures, while the members of the States 
which appear later on upon the roll-call will have no opportunity at 
all, as anadjournment may shutoff their chance until another call is or- 
dered some time after the reassembling of Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I think I am allowed to express 
the opinion that the Committee on Rules will be announced on Mon- 
day next. Immediately thereafter that Committee on Rules should 
meet and make a recommendation to the House in relation to the 
manner of introducing bills. We have determined to-day we will not 
adjourn until the 22d instant. We therefore have Tuesday, Wednes- 
day, and Thursday of next week when this question will, in all prob- 
ability, be determined as to the manner of the introduction of bills, 
which will give us those days in which to introduce bills, if the House 
shall so desire. It is not well, in my judgment, to anticipate the wish 
of the House in that particular until the Committee on Rules has been 
appointed and had an opportunity to meet and make some sort of rec- 
ommendation on the subject. I therefore suggest to the gentleman 
from Illinois that he allow his resolution to lie over until the time I 
have indicated. I think in the main the gentlemen of the House will 
be with him, but I also think the resolution should be allowed to wait 
until the action to which I have referred has been taken. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Personally I am indifferent as to whether tie 
resolution isadopted or not. I have introduced it because of an expres- 
sion on the part of a number of members that they desired a bill day 
before the holidays. A i 

I am, however, impressed with the good sense of the proposition of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and am willing that the agsoluta 
may go over until Monday, leaving the question to be then determined. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the resolution will go over. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


DECEMBER PAY, CAPITOL EMPLOYES. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced the following joint resolution: 


Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 

of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and instructed to pay the 

-~ officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives their respect- 
ive salaries for the month of December, 1887, on the 22d day of said month. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this is the usual resolution that we 
pass to pay the employés for the month of December before the holi- 
day recess. If there be no objection to its present consideration, I ask 
the previous question upon the adoption of the joint resolution. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 2) was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 


lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 3 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House adjourn to- 
day it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was to. 


DEATH OF HON. EDWARD W. ROBERTSON. / 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the sad duty devolves upon me 
of making to this House the announcement of the death of my late 
colleague, Hon. Edward W- Robertson, latea member-elect to this House 
from the State of Lonisiana, who died in August last, and to present 
to the House resolutions of respect to his memory. 

i ask that the resolutions be read, and beg leave to state that I will 
call them up later, at the proper time, for further consideration, and 

’ for the expression, by members of the House, of the esteem in which 
the memory of the deceased is held. 


The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
SOn toca W. Robertson, late a member of this House from the State of 
isiana, 
Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
House to the family of the deceased. 
Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these proceed- 
ings to the Senate. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Asa further mark of respect to the memory or 
the deceased, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 0’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARNES (by request): Petition for the relief of Edward E. 
Stone, commander United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Papers in the case of Perry A. Leather- 
bury, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRYCE: Petition of John Doyle, late private Company K, 
Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteers, for a special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Papers in the case of James A. Wha- 
len, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Mary J. Brown, executrix of Jesse E. 
Brown, of Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Butchers’ National Pro- 
tective Association of Chicago, for branding of counterfeit lard, and im- 
position of tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of George Foll and others, of Berks County, Penn- 
sylvania, for the abolition of internal-revenue tax on cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial in favor of authorizing the President to confer com- 
missions by brevet in certain cases—to the Committee on Military Af- 


irs. 

Also, petition of John Wanch and others, asking for an increase of 
pension for George W. Wertz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of Hiram R. Ellis, for a pension as first 
lieutenant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Maria R. Klindt and others, asking 
that she be granted a pension as widow of Klaus Klindt, a soldier of the 
late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of W. H. Fletcher, of Gibson County, 
Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of E. L. Trigg, of Gibson County; of 8. L. 
Carpenter, of Fayette County; of Glovina A. Lusk, of Weakley County; 
of Nancy*®. Melson, of Shelby County, and of W. H. Toler, admin- 
istrator of Susan B. Edwards, of Lake County, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers in the case of George F. Roberts, admin- 
istrator of William B. Thayer, deceased, for relief—to the Committee 
on Claims. < 

By Mr. LAGAN: Papers relating to the claim of Catherine M. 
Pritchard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Papers in the case of John A. Fairfax, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: Papers in the claim of Jacob Lavender, Nevada 
County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of James B. Morgan, to have expenses of 
election contest repaid him—to the Committee on Elections. : 

By Mr. MORSE: Papers in the case of Mrs. G. Mackie and the heirs 
of William A. Hyde, deceased, forrelief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L, Stark, 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

- Also, papers in the case of Alexander Judice, of Louisiana, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of citizens of Herman, Grant County, 
Minnesota, for increase of mail facilities—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Samuel Davis and 32 others, cit- 
izens of Hocking County, Ohio, for the passage of a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary M. Sweet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition and remonstrance of 97 citizens of the 
Twentieth district of Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utahas a 
State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of John Gilbert, late of Company G, One hundred and 
forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, fora pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. E 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of James Truitt and 69 others, of Cha- 
nute, Neosho County, Kansas, asking for legislation providing for the re- 
issue of fractional currency asa supplement to silver, and especially for 
use in the mails—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of the Merchants’ and Cotton Exchanges 
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of Memphis, Tenn., for an appropriation to cover deficiencies in the Sig- 
nal Service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Memphis and Charleston Railroad, through their 
attorney, W. H. Selden, for reference of their claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Amos Woodruff, of J. and J. Steele, of William A. 
Bickford, of W. R. H: administrator of Richard M. Anthony, and 
of Girard Stiles, of Shelby County; of John D. Sale, administrator of 
John E. Vanpelt, and of Annie Lawrence, of Fayette County; of Mary 
E. Wette, and of James G. Phelan, of Memphis, and of William H. 
Avett, of Tipton County, Tennessee, asking that their several claims be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Report of the Philadelphia Preachers’ Meeting 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, on the subject of Mormonism—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Papers in the case of the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany of Canada, for relief—to the Committee on Claims.~ 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petitions of James B. Dardis, of Thomas F. 
Moseley, and of executorof Louisa J. Hill, deceased, of Franklin County; 
and of James C. Rowlett, of administrator of Luckett Davis, deceased, 
of son and heir of Sarah H. Morton, deceased, and of estate of James 
H. Green, deceased, of Rutherford County, Tennessee, for reference of 
— several claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Benjamin R. Keaton, and of T. 
P. Farnea, heir of Cleopatra Farnea, deceased, of Washington Parish; 
of J. A. Oabre, of Pointe Coupée Parish; of Ursin Jacob, of St. John 
Baptist Parish; of the heirs of Edmund H. Martin, deceased, of St. 
Landry Parish; of John East, of East Feliciana Parish, and of heirs of 
Dorville J. Landry, deceased, of Baton Rouge, La., for reference of their 
several claims tothe CourtofClaims—to the Committee on War Claiins, 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of W. J. Blackburn, for pay as a Repre- 
sentative in the Fortieth Congress from Louisiana—to the Committee 
on Elections. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition for a clause in all contracts requiring con- 
tractors on Government work to pay their laborers at least once in two 
weeks, and a guaranty for faithful compliance of same—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition against needless Sunday work in Govern- 
ment service and interstate commerce—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of the Seventeenth district of Pennsyl- 
vania, against the admission of Utah with polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SMITH: Memorial of A. E. Redstone, in contest for seat from 
the Fifth Congressional district of California—to the Committee on 
Elections. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition for the prevention of lard adul- 
teration—to the Committee on Agriculture. + 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Papers in the claim of James Cox, of 
Smyth County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Jesse T. Smoot, for relief and refer- 
ence of his claim to the Court of Claims--to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Caspar Serbel, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Walker, formerly private Company I, Seventy- 
ninth New York Volunteers, for relief—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BARRY: Of J. T. Trusty and others, citizens of Pine Val- 
ley; of R. T. Good and others, of Big Spring; of J. E. Morris and others, 
and of J. D. Staple and others, of Mississippi. 

By Mr. BOUND: Ofcitizens of Killinger, Dauphin County; of Gowen 
City, Northumberland County, and of W. T. Forsyth and others, of 
the Fourteenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of A. B. Smart and others; of L. J. Thomas and 
others; of John Mullen and others; of J. A. Haurcam and others; of 
Frank Hart and others; of George Southard and others; of B. H. 
Smith and others; of J. M. Gilmore and others; of W. A. Tozier and 
others; of John R. Weed and others; of O. L. Stevens and others; of 
“ H. Berry and others, and of H. P. Colson and others, of the State of 

aine. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Of A. Goddin and others, of Diascund, James 
City County, and of J. W. Urquhart and others, of Enterprise, South- 
ampton County, Virginia. 

By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of Semora, Caswell County, and of 
Busick, Guilford Connty, North Carolina. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of J. M. Stubles and others, of Glouces- 
ter County; of Thomas N. Welch and others, of Caroline County; of 
S. Warner and ‘others, of Accomac County; of William H. Hudgins 
and others, of Matthews County; of William M. Brown and others, of 
Northumberland County; of T. 8. Shady and others, of Northampton 
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iiy, and of R. J. Washington and others, of Westmoreland County, 
i 


rginia. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Vawter, of Floss, of Birney, and 
of Windham Summit, Bradfòrd County; of Lake Cary, of Lathrop, of 
Royal, and of Black Walnut, Wyoming County; and of Arlington, of 
Sherman, and of Island Pond, Wayne County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Of J. H. McWhorten, V. D. Gresham and others, 
citizens of Greshamville, Ga. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of Moravian Falls, Wilkes County, 
North Carolina. 

By Mr. CRISP: Of C. L. Holmes and others, of Laurens County, 
and of T. F. Williams and others, of Montgomery County, Georgia. 
Pees Mr. CROUSE: Of W. P, Vandom and others, of Wayne County, 

io. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Of citizens of Drayorsburgh, and of Shoustown, 
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of J. R. Hunnewell and others, and of Horatio 
Lewis and 70 others, of the State of Maine. 

“By Mr. ENLOE: Of H. H. Swink and 62 others, of Medon, Madison 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of F. Farrington and 16 others, and of D. S. Jones 
and 31 others, of South Walden, Vt. 

By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of Callery, Butler Coanty; of Perrine, 
Mercer County; of Little Cooley, of Glyndon, and of Gresham, Craw- 
ford County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Of John E. Cook and others, of Monticello; of 
W. R. Barnes and others, of Green Bay; of J. W. Joinner and others, 
of Bowles; of J. B. Thomas and others, of Landford; of G. T. Watson 
and others, of Bermuda; of J. T. Bass and others, of Norwood; of 
Charles Hall and others, of Baldwin County; of J, S. Miller and others, 
of Covington County; of C. H. Carpenter and others, of Baldwin 
County, and of J. R. Jordan and others, of Alabama, 

By Mr. HOWARD: Of 25 citizens of Frenchtown, Ind. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Ofcitizens of Hazel Dell, Lawrence County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. LATHAM: Of W. W. Jones and others, of Mesic, and of 
John Hardison, of Grantsborough, Pamlico County; of B. 8. Riddick 
and others, of Nicanor, Perquimans County; of C. D. Puckett and 
others, of Bay, Tyrrell County; of H. B. Ansell and others, of Curri- 
tnek Court-House; of H. H. Bowen and others, of Monticello, Wash- 
ington County, and of G. L. James and others, citizens of the First 
district, North Carolina. 

By Mr. LEE: Of citizens of Stone City, of Garfield, of Springman, and 
of Dranesville, Fairfax County; of Waylandsburgh, of Hudson’s Mill, of 
Ryland, and of Homeland, Culpeper County; of Granite Spring, Orange 
County; of Daysyille, Loudoun County; of Gum Spring, Louisa County; 
of Leeland, and of Snellings, Stafford County; of Buckhall, Prince Will- 
iam County; of Harris, Louisa County; of Golddale, Orange County; 
frd of Pincolnia, of Langley, and of Vale, Fairfax County, Virginia. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Cedar, and of Downingsville, 
Bladen County; and of Freeman, Columbus County, North Carolina, 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Dearth, Fayette County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens of New Garden and of Mosk, Co- 
lumbiana County; and of Norristown, Carroll County, Ohio. 

By Mr. MAISH: Of 69 citizens of Winterstown; of 37 citizens of 
Slab; of 34 citizens of Mulberry, and of 76 citizens of Middle Spring, Pa. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of C. W. Lord and others, of East Thorndike, 
Waldo County, Maine. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of citizens of Warren County; of White County, and 
of Hamilton County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of citizens of Wake County; of Franklin County; 
of Alamance County, and of Chatham County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Of J. H. Kline and 62 others, of J. N. Mar- 
shall and 53 others, of T. K. Lanning and 39 others, of Allison Colli- 
son and 40 others, of Hocking County; of Zeni Glick and 41 others, 
of James Wilson and 60 others, of David Brobst and 68 others, of 
Fairfield County; and of Jackson Baker and 59 others, of Pickaway 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. PATTON: Of 22 citizens of Menno; of 69 citizens of Marion, 
and of 40 citizens of Rasselas, Pa. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of E. M. Spence and 37 others, of Ruther- 
ford County; of A. M. Fillman and 67 others, of Marshall County; of 
B. F. Whitworth and 25 others, of Franklin County; and of J. C. 
Kellers and 30 others, of Kellers, Tenn. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Of citizens of Livingston Parish and of 
Plaisance, La, 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Armour, Columbus County, and 
of Tulin, Cabarrus County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. SCULL: Of citizens of Blair County, of Somerset County, 
and of Bedford County, Pennsylvania. 

Also of citizens of Cambria County and of Blair County, Pennsyl- 
vania, 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Of J. F. Sweat and 57 others of Robbins; of nu- 
eaa citizens of Ridgeland and of Colston, and of 69 citizens of Falfa, 
8. C. $ 
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By Mr. WHEELER: Of J. H. Wood and 44 others, and of W. J. 
Tuqua and 26 others, of Rodgersville, Ala. 
By Mr. WICKHAM: Of T. Bricher and others, of Ganges, Richland 
County, Ohio. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS: Of 31 citizens of West Charleston, Miami 
County, Ohio. = 
By Mr. WISE: Of citizens of Boulevard; of Sharon Hill; of Dover 
* Mines; of Negrofoot; of Atlee’s Station, and of Coal Hill, Va. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 19, 1887. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.' 


The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 


proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 13th instant, Special Agent G. R. Tingle’s report upon 
the conduct of affairs on the Seal Islands of Alaska; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was, on motion of Mr. FRYE, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 12th 
instant, all letters and other communications relating to the recent 
bonding of the Pacific Coast Steam-ship Company; which, on motion of 
Mr. FRYE, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, inviting the attention of Congress to the opinion of the Attorney- 
General in relation to the non-availability of a certain appropriation 
made by the act of March 3, 1887, for marking the positions occupied 
by the commands of the regular Army engaged in the battle of Gettys- 
burgh; which was, on motion of Mr. ALLISON, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of the act of July 16, 1870, 
a supplementary report of the United States surveyor-general of Ari- 
zona on the private land claim in that Territory known as Tres Alamo 
land grant, No. 17; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of March 2, 1887, cer- 
tain information ascertained by an investigation of the claim of John 
R. Reynolds; which, on motion of Mr. BLAIR, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate communications from the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with the eighth sec- 
tion of the act of July 22, 1854, for Congressional action supplementary 
reports of the United States surveyor-general of New Mexico on the 
following private land claims: 

The Plaza Colorado tract, No. 149; 

The José Antonio Lucero grant, No. 147; 

The Cafion de Carnue, No. 150; 

The Plaza Blanca, No. 148; 

The Town of Atrisco; 

Las Huertas, reported No. 144; 

The town of El Rito, No. 151; 

Ocaté, No. 143; and 

The Guadalupita tract, No. 152. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims and printed, with the accom- 
panying papers, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With respect te that large bundle of documents 
on a private land claim, it seems to me the question of printing them 
ought to be referred to the Committee on Printing before the order is 
made to print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made, if there 
be no objettion. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a petition of the 
constitutional convention of the Territory of Utah, praying for admis- 
sion into the Union as a State. This petition is accompanied with en- 
grossed copies of the constitution of the proposed State as adopted by 
that body, and if there be no objection it will be received and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

_Mr. CALL. I have received a noterequesting me to ask that the pe- 
tition of the constitutional convention of Utah, which has just been 
presented to the Senate, may be printed inthe RECORD. I hopethere 
will be no objection to it, . “ae 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks that 
the petition of the constitutional convention of Utah Territory pre- 
sented this morning by the Clair may be printed in the RECORD, Is 
there objection ? 


Mr. CULLOM. I inquire if it is a very long document. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It ought not to be printed, any way. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think not, too. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the question must 
be decided by the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator making the objection will withdraw 
it. What is proposed is nothing but a mere courtesy, and implies noth- 
ing either way on the main question. I received a polite note from 
gentlemen who are interested in this matter, making this request of 
me, and I have submitted it to the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Do I understand that the paper comes from the Leg- 
islature of the Territory of Utah? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It comes from the constitutional con- 
vention of Utah Territory. 

Mr. CULLOM, If it is not a very long document I have no great 
objection to its being printed. 5 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not understand that it comes from the Legis- 
lature of the Territory of Utah at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that when the 
reading of a paper is objected to the question must be decided without 
debate. The Chair understands the Senator from Florida to move that 
the paper be printed in the RECORD, which will be equivalent to its 


g- 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the paper? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a resolution of the constitu- 
tional convention of the Territory of Utah, transmitting to the Con- 
gress of the United States an engrossed copy of a proposed State consti- 
tution. ie 

Mr. HARRIS. It certainly has been the custom to read resolutions 
of legislative bodies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This paper does not come from a 
legislative body. j 

Mr. CALL. No, it is from a constitutional convention. 

Mr. BUTLER. The difficulty can be very easily obviated. The 
Senator from Florida has the right to read bed i himself. It isa 
mere question of convenience for him. If he does not read it I will, 
roe ase ae in as partof my remarks. These people havea perfect right 
to eard. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This is not the result of any enabling act passed 
by Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would observe that this 
debate is out of order, the question being whether further memorials or 
petitions are to be presented to the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Iask thatthememorial be read, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can only entertain the 
motion at this time by unanimousconsent. Is there objection? 

Mr. PADDOCK. [I object. 

Mr. CALL. Then I shall be obliged to move that the petition be 
printed in the RECORD. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the Senator to 
postpone his motion until resolutions are in order. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Morris Kraus- 
kopf, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the establishment of the United 
States Press, and for special legislation to protect the liberty of the 
press; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of Rev. P. H. Dickman, of Kamrar, 
Towa, protesting against the admission of Utah as a State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. : 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of County Commissioners 
of Valencia County, New Mexico, relative to the settlement of land 
titles in the Territory of New Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the memorial of Joseph Sutter, of New York, pro- 
testing against the methods of administration of the patent laws of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Appollos Hale, administrator, 
praying for the reference of his claim to the Court of Claims; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. W. T. Sleeper and others, 
praying that Utah may not become a State so long as polygamy is al- 
lowed within its borders; which was referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

He also presented a petition of John M. Roberts and other citizens 
of Louisiana, praying that a pension be granted to John H. West; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Rosanna Wyse and other cit- 
izens of South Carolina, praying that increased compensation be al- 
lowed fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of John Haley and others, citizens 
of Maine, praying for an increase in the compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and 
Post-Roads. j 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petitionof Hugh Costello, of Com- 
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pany D, Thirty-ninth Regiment, New Jersey Volunteers, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was prp mnai to the Committee on Pensions. 

Healso ted the Bans Soom widow of Eugene 
Callanan, late private F, Second Regiment New Jersey Vol- 
unteers, praying for the passage naar ore special act of Congress granting 
her a supplemental pension from March 18, 1864, to July 6, 1886; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of Frederick L. Englin, T. F. 
Monty, and others, citizens of Wisconsin, praying that trespasses by 
the purchasers of certain lands from railway companies in Wisconsin be 
sag pee prevented; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 


Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of Andrew J. Konkle, late 
major First Ohio State Artillery, praying to be allowed an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Henry Abbey and other Ameri- 
can authors, praying for the enactment of an international copyright 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALEsubsequently said: I am informed that the petition which 
I sent to the desk relating to international copyright covers a subject 
which has been considered by the Committee on Patents, and which 
committee, I believe, has heretofore made areport uponit. I ask that 
the reference be changed from the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
the Committee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Patents, if no objection be inte’ 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of Charles W. Bryant and 60 
other citizens of White Oak, Tex.; the petition of J. N. Clark and 
24 other citizens of Double Horn, Tex.; and the petition of Daniel 
M. Payne and 41 other citizens of Hardin Stores, Tex., praying for 
an increase of compensation for fourth-class ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of Henry Parish and 25 other 
isons of zs of Fora » praying ying for an increase of compensation of fourth- 

ich was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and oot tent Heat 


Mr. EUSTIS presented the petition of the Louisiana Sugar Planters’ 
Association, praying for a supplementary appropriation to complete 
sugar experiments; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 


He also presented the petition of the Louisiana Agricultural Society, 
praying that an No epost be made for experimenta? stations under 
the Hatch bill; was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the admission of Utah as a State without the 
imposition of restrictions against polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of Nathaniel R. Harris, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for a correction of the records of the War Department as 
to his alleged military service; which was referred to*the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of Henry D. Fuller, 
late satire of Company F Twenty-sighth Iowa Volunteers, praying 
Congress to grant him a pension of $100 per month for the loss of the 
sight of the right eye, left arm at the shoulder-joint, left foot, and total 
permanent disability of the right leg. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented sundry petitions of citizens of the 
District of Columbia, pra: for the passage of a bill for the regulation 
of the license law for liquors in the District of Columbia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I present a preamble and resolutions adopted 
by the Union Veteran Lodge, No. 540, and the Emory Upton Lodge, 
No. 607, Independent Order of Good Templars, in reference to the in- 
jurious effects of intempetance. I think this paper emanates from the 
District of Columbia, and I move its reference to the ea mop on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented resolutions adopted by the Women’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Centre Sandwich, N. H. ; resolutions adopted 
by the Sandwich Christian Temperance Union of Sandwich, N. H.; and 
resolutions adopted by the Women’s Christian Tem Union of 
Monroe County, New York, favoring the passage of the educational 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of John A. Singley and other 
citizens of Dominick, Ala., praying for an increase in the compensation 
of fourth-class ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of Edward E. Stone, a commander 
in the United States Navy, praying for certain relief; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of the Old Dominion Steam- 
ship Company, U. P. Stanford; Mallory’s Steam-ship Line, Charles H. 
Mallory, Charles B. Shaw, and 132 other citizens and capitalists of New 
York City, praying that the Fiftieth Congress authorize the Secretary 


of War to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the 
entire work of improving the Harlem River, New York, for a sum not 
exceeding $1,350,000, the work to be completed July 4, 1890; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
2) authorizing and directing the payment of the salaries of the officers” 
and employés of Congress for the month of December, 1887; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution providing that when the two Houses adjourn on Thurs- 
day, December 22, 1887, they stand adjourned until Wednesday, Jan- 


‘uary 4, 1888, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 447) to amend the laws relating to inspection of steam- 
vessels, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 106) to establish two additional land offices in the 
State of Colorado, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 15) providing in certain cases for the forfeiture ot 
wagon-road grants in the State of Oregon, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
{8, pang 9 gantiog to the State of California apei cent. of the net pro- 

ESR ah h sales of public lands in said State, reported it without 
amendment. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 261) to amend the law concerning the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries, reported it without amendment. : 

Mr. PUGH. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report with amendments the joint resolution (S. R. 6) for the removal 
of all disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States upon Abram C. Myers. I ask for its 
present consideration, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Alabama asks that 
the Senate.proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution reported 
by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the passage of the joint 
resolution, but I think it had better take its p place unless there 
is some special reason for action upon it at this time. Bills and joint 
resolutions when reported ought to take their places on the Calendar. 
This matter can be called up to-morrow. 

Mr. PUGH. A similar joint resolution passed the Senate and was 
sent to the House of Representatives ten years ago, and died on the Cal- 
endar on account of the expiration of Congress on the 4th of March, 
1877. The applicantis over seventy-seven yearsofage. For these rea- 
sons I'hope the Senate will make this an exception and that the Senator 
from Ohio will allow the joint resolution to be passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave not the slightest objection to the joint reso- 
lution, but if the Senator will call it up to-morrow morning and com- 
ply with the rule it will save us probably from setting a example. 
Bills when reported from committees should take their place on the 
Calendar, and I think the rule onght not to be departed from unless 
some strong and special reason is given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the joint reso- 
lution will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am directed by the Committee on Education and 
Labor to report back favorably and unanimously the bill (S. 371) to 
aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools, 
accompanied by a written report. I give notice that I shall call the 


bill up soon for consideration. 

oe PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be placed on the Cal- 

Mr. BLAIR. I am directed unanimously by theCommittde on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill S 419) to enable the State of 
California to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections 
found to be mineral lands, to report it without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 190) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits, reported it 
without amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 875) granting a pension to Patrick 
Breene; which was read twice by its title, and relereel to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 876) granting a pension to Catharine 
Simmonds; which was read jwice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensii 208. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 877) referring the claim of Appollos 
Hale, administrator, to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 878) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Niles, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. z 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill 1s 879) for the relief of the adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of Geo . Lawrence; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Clai 

He also introduced a bill (S. 880) for the collection of more accurate 
statistics ofexports, immigration, and emigration; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. r 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 881) to regulate the pay of ensigns 
of the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. . 

- He also introduced a bill (S. 882) for the relief of Pay-Clerk Charles 
Blake, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 883) for the relief of Evelyn H. Pratt; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Clai 

He also introduced a bill (S. 884) granting a pension to Mary Mor- 
ford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

‘on Pensions. è 

He also introduced a bill (S. 885) to increase the pension of Adrian G. 
Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 886) granting a pension to Sarah F. 
Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. : . : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 887) granting a pension to Robert Foss; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 888) granting a pension to Mercy A. 
Cutts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 889) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 
which was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 890) to authorize the settlement 
and adjustment of certain claims and demands between the United 
States and the State of Vermont; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 891) granting a pension to 


Hugh Costello; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | Clai: 


Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 892) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Medical Corps of the Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 893) to provide for ascertaining and 
settling private land claims in the Territories of New Mexico and Ari- 
zona and the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 894) to establish a United States 
land court, to define its jurisdiction and duties, and to provide for the 
settlement of private land claims in the Territories of Arizona and New 
Mexico and the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 895) for the relief of Mrs. Betsey 
Winterbottom; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 896) for the relief of Mrs. Louise Silvers; 
whin was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 897) for the relief of Rev. Corydon Mil- 
lard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 898) for the relief of Frank Oredsnick; 
nieus Toad twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ns. 3 

He also introduced a bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs; 
Yaon was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 900) for the reliefof Mrs. Alice Croarkin; 
ma was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 901) for the relief of Sophia W. Wright; 
nue was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr, BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 902) for the relief of Warren Hall; 
which was read twice .by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lintroduce the bill by request. I know nothing in 
regard to it. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 903) for the relief of Laban Heath & 
Co., of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 904) concerning thè Pay Department 
of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 905) to incor- 
porate the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 906) supplementary to the acts relating 
to naturalization, prescribing the mode for persons of foreign birth to 
become citizens; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 907) to provide for the erection of 
a public building at Charlotte, N. C.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 908) to annex a portion of the 
Territory of Montana to Idaho Territory; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 909) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Capt. Cyrus A. Bradshaw, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 910) granting a pension to George Faulk; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 911) to increase the pension of Alonzo 
B. Chatfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 912) granting bounty to Calvin 
C. Cooley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pa referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He introduced a bill (S. 913) to grant arrears of pensions in cer- 
tain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 914) to grant increase of pension to 
Joseph P. Owen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 915) granting a pension to Susan Edson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 916) granting a pension to Jacob Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 917) for the relief of Enoch Jacobs; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


ms. 
Mr. REAGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 918) for the relief 
of Eli Ayres, of Kaufman County, Texas; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 919) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Asheville, N. C.; which was read twice by 
its der and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 920) for the relief of the estate of 
Abraham H. Herr, deceased; which was read twice byits title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 921) for the relief of John H. Weeks; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 922) for the relief of Anthony L. Wood- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims. : 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill S 923) for the erection of a public 
building at Davenport, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 924) to reimburse the several States for 
interest on money expended by them on account of raising troops em- 
ployed in aiding the United States in suppressing the late rebellion; 
= was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 925) vesting the Court of Claims 
of the United States with jurisdiction to determine the rights of Will- 
iam E. Woodbridge to certain letters patent for a metallic sabot, and 
to render judgment in payment for the use of the same by the Govern- 
ment during the war of 1861; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying Papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 926) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Peter Buckley; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 927) to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of spirituous and intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say one word with regard to this bill. Ido 
not think it is complete and vere in its details, but it will sufficé to 
bring to the consideration of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
the principle and p embraced in the bill, and I ask the early con- 
sideration of it by that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. > 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage be- 
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` tween white men and Indian women; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 929) for the relief of Louis Jacob- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 930) to grant a pension 
to Oscar F. Carpenter, of Eleventh Independent Battery of Ohio Light 
Artillery; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 931) to incorporate the 
Washington Cable Electric Railway of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 932) to authorize the construction of a 
graveled road to the Richmond National Cemetery, near Richmond, 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 933) for the relief of the Chesa- 
peake Bank of Baltimore, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 934) to divide the State of 
Nebraska into two judicial districts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 935) to provide for holding terms of the 
United States district and circuit courts in the State of Nebraska; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


e ‘also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 936) for pensioning pris- 
oners of war who were confined in Confederate military prisons during 
the war of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 937) for the relief of David L. Brainard 
and others; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e alpa (by request) introduced a bill (S. 938) for the relief of First 
Lieut. James United States Army; which was read twice by its 
wie and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


ari aie 

He introduced a bill (S. 939) for the relief of Robert H. Mont- 
gomery; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 940) for the relief of Louisa 
H. Canby; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 941) for the relief 
of Henry C. De Ahna; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 942) for the relief of George 
F. Brott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 943) for the relief of William H. 
Moore, surviving er of the firm of William H. Moore & Co., and 
of Mrs, Mariosita C. Rea, widow and administratrix of Bradford Dailey, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 944) increasing the pension of 
Mrs. Elizabeth G. Scott; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 945) to extirpate contagious 
pleuro-pneumonia, foot-and-mouth disease, and rinderpest among cat- 
tle, and to facilitate the exportation of cattle and the products of live- 
stock, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PALMER. In connection with this bill I make a motion that 
a thousand extra copies of it be printed. The interest is widespread, 
and will probably be continuous. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that 1,000 ex pies of the bill be printed. That motion will, under 
the rules, be re to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 946) for the relief of Eunice 
Tripler, widow of Charles S. Tripler, late a surgeon in the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 947) to declare forfeited certain lands 
granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin State line, ete.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 948) for the relief of the 
representatives of James and William Crooks, of Canada; which was 
RRA twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 949) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Harriet Clifford; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced a bi!l (S. 950) for the relief of Rosetta Mack; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 951) for the relief of El- 
vira E. Baxter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 952) for the relief of A.W. 
Hager; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 953) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the ury and the proper accounting officers to restate, settle, 
and pay to the owners of private dies the balance of commissions due 
them; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 954) for the relief 
of the heirs, legal representatives, or legatees of James W. Schaumburg; 
Stine was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. x 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 955) to amend the record of the 
Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers, in regard tothe services 
of Capt. Amos C. Weeden; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 956) for the erection of a publie 
building at Boulder, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 957) to establish a public park at Pagos 
Springs, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 958) granting a pension to George D. 
Winship; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 959) for the relief of Nicholas White; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. s 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 960) for the 
relief of William S. McKnight and James W. Richardson; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 961) for the presentation of 
badges to the officers and men of the Greely relief expedition; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 962) to extirpate contagious 
pleuro-pneumonia, foot-and-mouth disease, and rinderpest among cat- 
tle, and to facilitate the exportation of cattle and the products of live- 
stock, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 963) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Hum- 
phries; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 964) to regulate the liens of judg- 
ments of the United States district and circuit courts; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (8. 965) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Bay City, Mich.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 966) relating to the ad- 
ministration of the existing pension laws, with respect to those persons 
who have lost an arm and leg in the military or naval service; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 967) for the relief of Edward T. Latta; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 968) for the relief of Leslie Bassett; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 969) for the relief of Mrs. 
Louisa Jackman and the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha Vaughn; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 970) to amend an act entitled 
“An act providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians re- 
siding upon the Umatilla reservation in the State of Oregon, and grant- 
ing patents therefor, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1885; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 971) for the relief of the heirs of 
John H. Newman, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 972) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William D. Wilson, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 973) to authorize the Omaha, 
Hays City and Southwestern Railway Company to build its road 
across the Fort Hays military reservation; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 974) to remove the charge of deser? 
tion from the record of Lorenzo Noodt, late of Company K, Forty- 
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eighth Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 975) for the relief of H. A. Myers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

He also introduced a bill (S. 976) for the relief of Oscar Thompson; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on rara A Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a joint lution (S. R. 19) relating to the 
celebration of the centennial of the inauguration of the Constitution of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution and the Dis- 
covery of America. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 20) providing for the 
printing of additional copies of pabio documents; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 


Mr. DOLPH. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday next, after 
the morning business is concluded, if it be the pleasure of the Senate 
to hear me, I shall call up Senate joint resolution No. 2, offered by me, 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, em- 
powering Congress to legislate on the subject of marriage and divorce, 
and prohibiting bigamy and polygamy, for the purpose of submitting 
some remarks upon it and having the joint resolution referred to the 
appropriate committee. 

. POWELL’S REPORT ON ALASKA. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the rt of ior Powell to the Secretary of the Interior in 
relation to Senate bill No. 1907, Forty-ninth Co “to facilitate the settle- 
ment and develop the resources of the Territory of Alaska, and to open an over- 
land commercial route between the United States, Asiatic Russia, and Japan,” 
be printed for the use of the Senate. e 


COMPENSATION OF ELECTION SUPERVISORS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which wasconsidered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate 
copies of all correspondence on file in his Department between himself and Hon, 
Robert T. Davis, in relation to the compensation of supervisors of elections. 


_ADDITIONAL CLERK IN SECRETARY’S OFFICE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized to employ an addi- 
tional clerk, who shall be ie of the contingent fund of the Senate, such 
x 


compensation as may be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 


SESSION CLERKS OF SENATE COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secrétary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to 
y the session clerks of the Senate committees to cover the time from the 
nning of the present session to the date of their appointment. 


ADMISSION OF UTAH. 

Mr. CALL. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the tion and accompan, i 
United States in the Territory of Utah, ahha fran Paana er a e ret 
quests to Congress of 200,000 American citizens, be printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. President, I do not wish to make any remarks upon this subject, 
but I only intended to say that I can not conceive of any reason why 
200,000 American citizens should not be heard through the RECORD as 
to what`they want, whatever it Tay be. That is all I have to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporę, there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution offered by the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. PADDOCK. [interposed an objection to printing the petition 
in ae Sear because—— 

eP ENT pro tempore. An objection being interposed b; 
the Senator from Nebraska, the resolution lies over under the rule. s 

Mr. PADDOCK. Because I am distrustful—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska will 
pause. The resolution is objected to, and goes over under the rule. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish simply to say that if the Senator from 
Florida is willing to let the resolution lie upon the table for considera- 
tion to-morrow, I may then withdraw all objection to the printing of 
the petition in the RECORD. 

Mr. CALL. Iwill agree to that course. 

_ Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state as a reason for the objection I did 
interpose that I am distrustful of anything that comes from the Mor- 
mon Church, from which this document emanates. Therefore I always 
require a little time for examination, investigation, and reflection as to 
such matters before I determine my duty in respect of them. 

Mr. CALL. I will agree to let the resolution lie on the table, though 
I can see no reason why 200,000 American citizens, whether they be 

* trustful or distrustful, should not be heard. The question of the char- 
acter of these citizens of the United States does not properly come up 
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now and here. These people have asked to be heard, and they have a 
right to be heard and defended in all their rights as citizens, That 
is exactly what is the matter. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is a question as to the American citizenship of 
the people from whom the petition comes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
under the ruie. 


REVISION OF REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. PUGH. I offer a resolution and ask for its present considera- 
tion, with a view to submitting some remarks to the Senate upon the 
subject. ° 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resol 1, That the most i rtantand duty of the t session of 
naaman H to revise SAS so Sena peter y parri red and tariff laws as tore- 


duce the annual revenues to be collected therefrom to the necessary wants of 


the Federal Government, and no more than it needs to pay its matured debts 


and discharge its ob! ons under the laws of Congress, without crippling or 
deranging any American industries or business interests connected with the 
subject of tariff taxation, or interfering with the just rights of American work- 
intended to be secured to them by the incidental effects of revenue 
duties, to sl in the joint product of the labor and capital emplo in Amer- 
ican mining and manufacturing industries to the full measure of the difference 
in the cost of their labor and the labor of those engaged in similar industries in 


Rewtecd, 2, That the Senate will concur in no joint resolution for the final ad- 
journment of the present session of Congress until after the passage of such 
remedial laws as are specified in the foregoing resolution, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate now proceed to consideration of thisresolution. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. What is the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

Mr. TELLER. Has it been printed? 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the consideration of the resolution at this time to 
enable me to address the Senate upon the subject. I donot desireany 
action at this time upon it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be again read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Alabama consent to let it 
lie on the table for a while, as there isother morning businesss to come 
in ahead of it? 

Mr. PUGH. Ihave no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over for the 
present. 


ing peopl 


GOVERNMENT POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. SAWYER. I wish to call up the motion that I made the other 
day to reconsider the resolution appointing a special committee on the 
Government postal-telegraph system. 

The PRESIDENT pro, tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the motion sub- 
mitted by him on a former day to reconsider the vote of the Senate by 
which the resolution was adopted, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER De- 
cember 12, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators, to be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, be directed to inquire into the advisability and practi- 
cability of establishing and maintaining a Government postal telegraph, with 
power to report by bill or otherwise. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was agreed to by the 
Senate. 

Mr: SAWYER. If the motion to reconsider is carried, I shall then 
ask to have the resolution referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER.. May I inquireof the Senator from Wisconsin his ob- 
ject in moving a reconsideration? 

Mr. SAWYER. ‘The object is to refer the resolution to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Iwill repeat to my friend whatI 
said the other day, that the resolution proposes to take this business 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. In the Forty- 
eighth Congress that committee had power to send for persons and 
papers, and spent four months in considering this very subject, and 
they reported a bill to the Forty-eighth Congress. They likewise re- 
ported one to the Forty-ninth Congress. We did not report a bill that 
some gentlemen wanted; but because a committee does not report just 
such a bill as the member introducing it wishes, it seems to me that 
to take the subject away from the committee would be treading on 
very dangerous ground. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have nothing to do with that question. I have 
simply asked for this select committee, and unless the Senator can give 
some better reason than that already stated why this subject should go 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I must submit to his 
candor. 
. Mr. SAWYER. I asked to have it go there. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isay, unless some better reason can be suggested 
than that which the Senator has just stated ——~ 

Mr. SAWYER. It is immaterial to me what you do with it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has just stated that the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads have had jurisdiction of this subject for four 
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years. It seems to me that this body might very properly plead the 
statute of limitations upon that committee, and ask that the subject be 
referred to a ial committee. 

Mr. SA We reported a bill every time. The committee 
be not to blame, but the Senate is to blame if final action was not 


en. 

Iir. BUTLER. Iam not blaminganybody. Iam simply throwing 
out, by way of suggestion, the remark that it seems to me the Senate 
might as gA plead the statute oflimitations upon the Post-Office Com- 
mittee and get some other body, whether a select committee or some 
other committee, I am not prepared to say, to investigate and report 
upon this subject in such a way that the Senate can act upon it. 

I care very little about this matter one way or the other, and I think 
it due to myself to state that the resolution was suggested to me by an- 
other. I am delighted to know that the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads have evineed such a wonderful zeal on this subject; and un- 
less my friend, for whom I have great respect, on account of his ability 
and character and amiability, can assign some better reason than the 
one he has already given, I submit that this question should go to a 
select committee. 

Mr. SAWYER. I can not see any reason why it should be taken 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I think they are 
competent to deal with it, and they will reporta bill back in some form. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave such great aaa he my friend that I feel my- 
self constrained to consent that so far as I am concerned the vote may be 


ered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I was not present last week when 
the motion which it is now to reconsider was made, or I cer- 
tainly should have opposed the adoption of any such resolution. Ihave 
no objection to constituting a select committee to consider any question 
which does not from its nature and character belong to some of the 

ing committees of this body. If this were a new question and 
had never been before the Senate heretofore I should not oppose the 
resolution, but there is not a member of this body who does not know 
that naturally, from its character and nature, the subject should go to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, unless—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator be kind enough to explain why? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Because it is a provision for the fast transmis- 
sion of the mails. : 

Mr. BUTLER. Not of the mails, Mr. President. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Not of the present mails, but of communica- 
tions between people of one section and another. 

Now, sir, this is not a new question; it has been here before; and un- 
til the present session no member of this body ever thought of consti- 
tuting or raising a special committee for the purpose of taking cogni- 
zance of the subject of postal telegraphy. The question has been here 
for six years. It has been considered, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
says, by the Post-Office Committee. If that committee had been in- 
capable of dealing with the subject, or if it had been remiss in its at- 
tention to the subject, then it might be proper in the judgment of the 
Senate to take it away from that committee. But I trust the Senator 
from South Carolina will not impute any such infirmity to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads as to render it incapable of deal- 
ing with this subject. 

We have considered the question for six years, and I say, as a mem- 
ber of the committee, that no subject which has ever been before that 
committee has received as much consideration as this very question of 

tal telegraphy. The committee made investigation, and a bill was 
Khoda some six years ago. Ido not know that there was any re- 
port made upon that bill; but two years afterwards there was a lengthy 
report, and a bill was reported to the Senate after thorough investiga- 
tion of the subject. Senator Hill, of Colorado, was.then chairman of 
the committee. The bill was placed upon the Calendar. Subsequentl 
a bill was introduced by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 
We had the benefit ofan able argument in favor of that bill by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. We considered it carefully, and reported another 
bill. So,the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads has not been 
remiss in its attention to the business assigned to it by the Senate. 

I say that it would be a vote of a want of confidence either in the 
ability or the willingness of that committee in dealing with this ques- 
tion for the Senate to take the subject away from it. I hope that no 
injustice will be done to that committee, or to any other standing com- 
mittee of this body, but I should regard it as an act of great injustice, 
unjustifiable in every aspect of the case, unwarranted by anything con- 
nected with the treatment of the question by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. As a member of that committee I can not 
stand by and y see it divested of the jurisdiction and control of 
a subject which from its very nature and character belongs to that 
commi 


ttee. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had not the slightest idea of exciting all this crit- 
icism from my distinguished friend from Delaware. I can assure him 
nothing was further from my purpose than to reflect in the remotest 
degree upon that young, vigorous, and active committee of this body; 
and now that two distinguished gentlemen who have very pronounced 
ideas upon the subject of prohibition, and who are fresh from the fields 
of a contest upon that subject, have been added to the Committee 


on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I have no doubt we shall have very 
prompt action. 

I desire to say that nothing was further from my intention than to 
reflect in the remotest degree upon my distinguished friend from Dela- 
ware or any of his colleagues on that committee, and I now, for the 
second time, withdraw all opposition to a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the resolution was passed, and trust that it will go with all 
the bills now introduced, or which may hereafter be introdnced, and 
all resolutions, petitions, memorials, and arguments, to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the motion 
to reconsider will be considered as agreed to, and the resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


an act entitled “An actto 
e by Coia toaid in the con- 


United States within pes prinary or indemnity lime 
e 


act, and without regard to the rights and o ; 

Whereas Secretary has authorized by an executive order 
all railroad grants to be adjusted on this basis (under this opinion of the Attor- 
aa E asariar h and 

Whereas the 


: application of this principle as law gry” t that a false claim of 
title to land with notice in the laws that the claim of title is without founda- 
tion will make a title in the purchaser, is contrary to reason and all reasonable 
x ed aes of construction that have prevailed heretofore in all systems of law ; 
an 


Whereas under this opinion and the order of the Secretary of the Interior 
thevastland grants heretofore made to corporations may be increased to twice 
the quantity given in the granting acts, by making a fraudulent claim of title 
and selling the same: Therefore, it is 

“Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Public Lands be instructed to 
report without delay a bill repesiiog said act; and further, it is the sense of the 
Senate that no greater quantity of the public lands, and no other Jand than 
that given in the original acts granting the same, be approved to any rail- 
road company, or corporation, or State; and thatall acts of the Interior Depart- 
ment donating the public domain to individuals, or co rations, or States 
without the authority of an act of are yold and should be so declared 
by act of Congress; and the Committee on ected 
to bring in a bill to this effect, with the further thence that patents from the 
United States to tracts of land not exceeding L 
hearer from the United States to all actual settlers on the public lands of the 

nited States within the primary or indemnity limits of any railroad grant who 
have improved and are actually culti bance į , to the purchasers 
of town sites to the extent of acres, whero they havs bought the lands 2 
company or alleged grantee, with the 

be construed as a confirmation 


Mr. CALL. Iask that the resolution be printed, and that it lie on 
the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be printed and 
lie over, if no objéction be interposed. 


MRS. NANCY GARDEN. 


* Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
i the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
nate: 


tary 
and directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items aoe. contingent maa of 
rs. 


the Senate to Nancy Garden, sister of James ^ a 
messenger of the Senate, sum of $720, being an amount equal to six months 
salary as messenger aforesaid; and said sum to be consi 


funeral expenses and all other allowances. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 2) authorizing and directing the pay- 
ment of the salaries of the officers and employés of Co for the 
month of December, 1887, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 
HOLIDAY RECESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn pot, Fe a ry ree re 22, 1887, they stand adjourned until 
Wednesday, January 4,1888, _ 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Imoveto proceed to the consideration of the Presi- 
dent’s message, simply for the purposeof entering a motion to refer it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of thé annual message of 
the President of the United States, which lies on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that that message, with the accompanying 
documents, be referred tothe Committeeon Finance. I desire that the 
question be not taken to-day, but give notice that at as early a day as 
may be convenient after the holidays Ishall address the Senate on the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
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the message, with the accompanying documents, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion will lie over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Inconnection withthe motion ofthe Senator from 
Ohio, I inquire whether any order for the printing of the message has 
been made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An order to print has been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is simply the ordinary motion to refer, and 
on that motion after the holidays ee oe ee The 
Senator from Alabama [ Mr. PuGu] has aresolution pending on thesame 
subject, on which he desires to speak, and wishes to proceed to-day, I 
understand. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. ; 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 3) giving one month’s pay to certain employés of the House of 
Representatives; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints Hon. RANDALL 
LEE GIBSON, a Senator from the State of Louisiana, to serve upon the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, under the provisions 
of the Revised Statutes relating to that Institution, in the place of 
Samuel Bell Maxey, of Texas, whose term of office has expired. 


REVISION OF THE REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. PUGH. I desire now to call up the resolutions I submitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Alabama to-day will be regarded as before the Senate, if 
no objection be interposed. 5 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the most distinguished writers on polit- 
ical economy, and statesmen of the greatest ability and experience, and 
merchants, manufacturers, and business men of all countries, have de- 
voted much time to the study, comprehension, explanation, and prac- 
tical application of tbe principles and policies that underlie; and should 
govern, the far-reaching question of tariff taxation and international 
trade relations, and the effect of such principles and policies upon in- 
dustrial pursuits of every kind, and after all such trials and experience 
the question still confronts us, and all other enlightened countries, with 
as many complications as ever heretofore confounded politicians, and 
Sor parties, and challenged the ability and experience of law- 
makers. 

In the United States a century of trial and experience finds us where 
we were at the beginning, divided in opinion and unable to agree'how 
Congress shall exercise the power granted in the Constitution, ‘‘to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises.’’ : 

I make these preliminary statements of admitted truths to ask the 
question, if itis not about time for all of us to conclude that the 
problem of tariff taxation and revenue legislation is incapable of per- 
manent solution and settlement, for the reason that the subject in its 
nature changes like the laws of production and the conditions and re- 
lations of peoples and countries engaged in trade and commerce among 
themselves, which had always been governed by local as well as gen- 
eral interests? Every government must have the power to levy and 
collect taxes, but there is no reason or justification for such power, ex- 
cept the necessity for revenue to pay the legitimate and proper expenses 
of the government. If the real character of any power of the Congress 
of the United States could be defined and limited by plain words it is 
the power of taxation. The power to lay the tax, duty, impost, and 
excise is inseparably connected with the power to collect. Congress 
has no power to levy a tax that is not to be collected. A duty levied 
to prevent collection is destructive of the power of taxation, and neces- 
sarily unconstitutional. A necessary element or quality of a duty on 
imposts is, that it shall produce revenue to becollected. TheSupreme 
Court of the United States has so decided, and no other definition of the 
character and extent of the power of taxation has ever been made by any 
court. But the source of all the division and contention is the scope 
and objects and effects of the duty to be observed and considered by 
Congress when the power to levy duties on imports is exercised. 

The duty, in amount and application, is certainly under the control 
of Congress. What imports Congress will select to be taxed and what 
imports shall go on the free-list, and how much each shall be taxed, 
must be conceded to be within the discretionary-power of Congress. 
There are over four thousand articles now imported that are taxed, and 
several hundred articles imported are now on the free-list. Why has 
Congress always discriminated between articles imported so as to make 
some free and some taxable? Why has Congress always discriminated 
between the articles imported that have been selected for taxation, so 
as to make some articles produce more and some less revenue? In all 
this discrimination did not Congress look to other objects to be effected 
by the duty than the raising of revenue? But this question of the 
power of Congress to levy and collect duties on imports for revenue 
only, or for revenue primarily with the intentional and desirable 
incident of incidental protection to manufacturing industries in the 
United States, is too well settled to require discussion. The National 
Democratic party, as an organized party, has always claimed and de- 
manded that the power of Congress to raise revenue should be exercised 


for the public objects described in the constitutional grant itself, which 
are ‘‘to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States.” While employing all the forces and 
obligations of its organization to confine the taxing power of Congress 
within the revenue limit, that party has endeavored, by just discrimi- 
nation and fair adjustment of the duties in amount and application, 
to distribute, as equally as practicable, the burdens of necessary taxa- 


tion among those best able to carry and justly chargeable with the ` 


burden, and, at the same time, by the same discrimination and appli- 
cation and adjustment of revenue duties, within the sacred constitu- 
tional boundary, secure, as an intentional and desirable incident, as 
much relief, aid, or benefit from the incidental effects of the revenue 
duty, so intended, as will protect American miners and manufacturers 
to the full extent of the difference in the cost of lakor in the United 
States and foreign countries—this being the full measure of protection 
claimed by the manufacturers themselves, and much more than they 
have shared with their laborers, for whose sole benefit the protection 
was asked of Congress. 

The question of the power of Congress to foster and encourage man- 
ufacturing industries in the United States was fully discussed in the 
First Congress, of which marly framers of the Constitution were members. 
The first division of parties on the question of fostering, encouraging, 
and protecting American manufacturers against foreign competition 
was not on the wisdom or necessity for such power to exist, or the wis- 
dom or necessity that it should be exercised for such purpose, but the 
contest resolved itself into what it was then, and has been ever since, 
and is to-day, and that is, to what extent has Congr-ss the power to af- 
ford encouragement and protection to American manufacturing indus- 
tries against the competition of older and like industries in Europe? 
The Democratic, then called the Republican, party contended that the 
only power Congress had to afford such protection and encouragement 
to American manufacturing was in the just and reasonable exercise of 
the power of taxation for revenue by wise discrimination and adjust- 
ment in the tariff schedule. The Federal party, now the Republican 
party, contended that the power of Congress to afford such protection 
was derived from the power to ‘‘regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions.” The line was then plainly drawn between the two national 
parties, as conclusively shown by their debates, as to whether protec- 
tion to our manufactures was an incident of tariff laws enacted for rev- 
enue, or whether such protection was the principal or primary object 
and effect of a law to ‘‘ te commerce with foreign nations.” The 
materiality of the difference between the two parties as to the source 
and character of the power ot Congress to protect American manufact- 
urers is found in the fact that if protection is a result secured by the 
exercise of the power of taxation, as I have stated, then such protec- 
tion must follow as an incident of the tariff laws enacted principally 
to raise revenue; whereas if the power to protect isa power to “reg; 
ulate commerce,” it follows necessarily that the law to regulate can 
prohibit importations, and thereby secure to American manufacturers 
an absolute and exclusive monopoly of the American market. This 
contention between the two national parties was protracted through 
many years, and was characterized by the most extraordinary ability, 
until 1830, when the Democratic doctrine was defined and crystallized in 
Mie eooni annual message of Andrew Jackson to Congress in these 
words: 

e im duties on im; o ally belo to the several 
iain PThe iz ht To adjust those EHA iae z oren ven to geste of 


domestic branches of industry is so completely identical with that power that 
it is difficult to suppose the existence of the one ee the sda ‘he States 


the States, the right to exercise it for the purpose of P 

them; and consequently, if it be not possessed by the General Government, it 
must be extinct. Our political system would thus present the anomaly of a peo- 
ple stripped of the right to foster their own industry and to counteract the most 
selfish and destructive policy which might be adopted by foreign nations. This 
surely can not be the case; this indispensable power, thus surrendered by the 
States, must be within the scope of the pepe ae county olan to Con- 
gress. In this conclusion I am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents 
Washington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who have each repeatedly rec- 
ommended the exercise of this right under the Constitution, as by the ean feini 
practice of Congress, the continued acquiescence of the States, and the general 
understanding of the people, 


The same declaration, in substance, was made of Democratic doc- 
trine by President Polk in his inaugural address, in the following lan- 
guage: 

Ihave heretofore declared to my fellow-citizens that in my judgment itis the 
duty of the Government to extend, as far as may be peer to do so, by its 
revenue laws and all other means within its power, fair and just protection to 
all the great interests of the whole Union, embr “ng agriculture, man ures, 
the mechanic arts, commerce, and navigation. . have also declared my opinion 
to be in favor of a tariff for revenue, and that in adjusting the details of such a 
tariff I have sanctioned such moderate discriminating duties as would produce 
the amount of revenueneeded and at the same time afford reasonable incidental 
protection to our home industry, and that I was opposed to a tariff for protection 
merely, and not for revenue. 


In the Presidential campaign of 1840 protection was advocated for the 
first time on the distinctive ground that American labor should be pro- 
tected from the competition of less highly paid foreign labor. The 
pauper-laborargumentappeared full fledged in the tariff debates of 1842, 
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and since then it has remained the chief consideration impressed on the’ 
popular mind in connection with the tariff. 

‘We come now to the last authoritative declaration of Democratic prin- 
ciples and policy on the subject of external and internal taxation. The 
Democratic platform of 1884 was the production of the most conserva- 
tive, patient, and patriotic consideration. It shows upon its face the 
most deliberate purpose to avoid extremes. The manifest intention was 
not to commit the ty to the opinions or purposes of any faction in 
its organization. Protection regardless of revenue and free trade re- 
gardless of protection, were the Scyllaand the Charybdis to be avoided. 
The patriotic effort of the convention was to define, as clearly asit could 
be done by human language, the boundaries of a common ground upon 
which all who call themselves Democrats could meet and work together 
in harmony. Whatis that common ground? I quote the words of the 
platform: 

1, All taxation shall be limited to the requirements of economical govern- 
men 


t. 
2. From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom- 
house have been the chief source of Federal revenue, Such they must continue 


3. Sufficient revenue to pay all the expenses of the Federal Government, eco- 
nomically administered, including ons, intérestand principal of the public 
debt, can be got under our present system of taxation from custom-house taxes 
on fewer imported articles, bearing heaviest on articles of luxury and bearing 
lightest on articles of necessity. xt 

4. Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. 

5. The Democracy pledges itself to reduce taxatjon to the lowest limit consist- 
ent with due regard to the preservation of the faith of the nation to its creditors 
and pensioners. 


In carrying out these public pledges, and in discharging these public 
duties in relation to tariff legislation in the shape of amendatory and 
original laws, how was the taxing power of Congress to be exercised? 
The platform answers: 


Knowing full well that legislation affecting the if crc of the people 
should be cautious and conservative in method, notin advance of public opinion, 
but responsive to its demands, the Democratic party is pledged to revive the 


tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests, But in makoa bargain in taxes, 
it is not proposed to injure any domestic industries, but rather to promote their 
healthy growth, 


6. Many industries have come to rely upon legislation for successful continu- 
ance, so any change of law must beatevery step ul of the labor and 
capital thus involved. The necessary reduction in taxation can and must be ef- 
fected without depriving American labor of the ability to compete success- 
fully with foreign Mbor, and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be 
nps to cover any increased cost of production which may exist in consequence 
of higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. 

7. Subject to the poea g limitations we demand that Federal taxation 
shall be exclusively oe ames Und opting and shall not exceed the needs of the 
Government economically administered. 


Can truths be made plainer by human language than those stated by 
me in the commencement of my remarks, that the principles and policy 
of the Democratic party as defined by President Jackson in 1830, and 

resident Polk in 1845, and by the National Democratic Convention of 
884, are essentially and identically the same, namely: 

That it has claimed and demanded that the taxing power of Congress 
should be exercised to raise revenue for the public objects described in 
the Constitution in immediate connection with the taxing power, that 
it has employed all its forces and obligations to confine the taxing power 
within the revenue limit, and inside of that constitutional boundary 
has endeavored to so adjust and now proposes to so adjust the duties 
in amount and in their application to the imports selected for taxation 
as to distribute, as equally as practicable, the burdens of taxationamong 
those best able to carry them, and at the same time by just discrimina- 
tion and adjustment, within the sacred boundary, to secure, as an in- 
tentional and desirable incident, all the protection needed by American 
workingmen against the competition of cheaper foreign labor. 

How can any reasonable and honest man be deceived or misled as to 
what is the doctrine of the Democratic party, and what are its duties 
and obligations publicly assumed in the face of the American people? 
Who is reckless enough to say that it is truthful, honest, and fair to 
make the charge that the Democratic party has ever favored or given 
any support to free trade, except to the extent of the free-list in all 
tariff laws? 

How can trade be free in any article or commodity upon which 
any duty is levied? If every duty levied on imports was imposed for 
“ revenue only,” who can deny that such a duty would be more or less 
protective of every article manufactured in this country upon which 
the duty was levied? There can be no free trade in any article except 
those on the free-list, and the only test of whether a man or a party is 
for free trade is what articles they wish placed on the free-list. As to 
the articles put upon the free-list by the vote, support, or influence of 
representatives, individuals, or parties, they are to that extent for free 
trade. The existing tariff law expressly authorizes free trade in many 
hundred articles enumerated in the free-list, amounting in value to the 
value of nearly half our imports. 

Then, again, we hear Democrats calling each other in derision ‘‘free- 
traders,” ‘‘ tariff reformers,” and ‘‘ protectionists.’’ 

Most of the confusion, crimination, and recrimination in the discus- 
sion of the question of tariff taxation is caused by utter ignorance, or 

misrepresentation to deceive or mislead the people. It surprises 
me to hear any Democrat admit that he stands on the Democratic plat- 
form of 1884, on which Mr. Cleveland was elected, and at the same time 
deny that he is a protectionist, or deny that he is in favor of a tariff 


law enacted primarily to raise necessary revenue, and so adjusted in 
the amount of the duty and in the selection of the article imported 
upon which the duty is levied, as to afford, as an intentional and desir- 
able incident, all the protection that our manufacturers really need 
against foreign competition. 

To illustrate the plain meaning of the Democratic platform— 

1. Say the Government needs $220,000,000 to be collected from du- 


ties on imports. 
2. The list of imported articles from which the $220,000,000 must 
be raised is to be upon by both Houses of Con, 


gress, 

3. Each article in the taxable list of imports should be made to pro- 
duce no more than its share of the $220,000,000 of revenue. 

These three propositions are plain and simple and sound. Then where 
is all the difficulty in the way of an agreement by every member of the 
Democratic party who desires harmony as a public good? On the first 
proposition, as to the amount of revenue to be raised from dutieson im- 
ports, Democrats differ. Some Democrats insist that all the revenue 
the Government requires shall be aised exclusively from duties on 
importations. They insist upon repealing all excise duties or internal- 
revenue duties on liquors and tobacco, and collecting all revenue from 
importations. 

On this proposition I have quoted the language of the Democratic 
platform, namely: 

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-house 
have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continye to be. 
Sufficient revenue to all the expenses of the Federal Government, econom- 
ically administered. uding pensions, interest, and principal of the public 
debt, can be got under our present of taxation from custom-house taxes 
on fewer imported articles, bearing heaviest on articles of luxury and bearing 
lightest on articles of necessity. 

It is manifest from the above recitals that it can be made no test of 
Democracy or of fidelity to Democratic organization whether you are for 
or against repealing the internal-revenue laws in whole or in part. 
With both national parties it seems to be a question about which 
States and Congressional districts differ, as they do on all economic 
questions affecting special local or genera] interest. 

oo national Democratic party in its last convention solemnly resolved 
that : 

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-house 
have been the chief source of Federal revenue, and must so continue to be. 

This language is an unmistakable admission that some portion, but 
not the chief part, of Federal revenue may be raised by internal-revenue 
duties. 

Then follows in language equally clear another declaration, and that 
is— . 

That every dollar of revenue needed by the Federal Government for any and 
all purposes may be under our present system of taxation from custom- 
house taxes without any internal-revenue duties, 

Then the simple question is, has the time arrived when the Govern- 
ment shall raise all the revenue it needs from taxes to be collected at 
custom-houses, or shall a portion of its revenue be collected by a tax 
on liquors and tobacco, or on whisky alone ? 

The tax on whisky and tobacco is levied exclusively for revenue, 
There is no protection, incidental or otherwise, from internal-revenue 
duties. It must be admitted that internal-revenue duties are extraor- 
dinary taxation, resorted to only to meet emergencies arising in Gov- 
ernment. Direct taxation has never been attempted or sanctioned as 
aà permanent part of our Federal revenue system. It is nothing but a 
simple business calculation, a purely economic question, whether we 
shall, in whole or in part, abandon at once all internal taxes and look 
alone to duties on imports as a source of Federal revenue. 

It must be conceded that every dollar derived from internal taxes is 
now and will continue for some time to be needed to pay pensions and 
the interest on the public debt, both of which are obligations of the 
Government growing out of our late war. It can not be denied that 
existing duties on whisky and tobacco were levied to meet and dis- 
charge war obligations of the Government. Will Congress wipe out 
all internal-revenue duties and meet and discharge obligations growing 
out of the war from revenue raised alone by a tariffupon imports? Who 
asks that this shall be done, and why? Upon the question of repeal- 
ing the duty on whisky I never had clearer or stronger convictions. In 
itself the tax is perfectly just and wholly unobjectionable, except that it 
is a direct tax, and there is nothing that is produced, owned, and con- 
sumed that can supply the Government with $90,000,000 of revenue 
with more propriety or less injury to any human being than whisky. 
I have never heard any valid reason, and I do not believe there is 
any valid reason, except that it is a direct tax and objectionable in the 
mode of collection, why whisky drinkers should be relieved from the 
payment of $90,000,000 of revenue for theirvoluntary luxury and that 
amount extorted from compulsory consumption of the necessaries of 
life by tariff taxation. I know of no better use that whisky can be 
made to serve than to carry $90,000,000 of necessary revenue to pay 
the pensions of soldiers and interest on the war debt, instead of draw- 
ing that amount from meritorious and harmless consumption of im- 
ported articles. 

Who insists that the luxury of whisky drinking shall be made cheaper 
by being relieved from any of the burdens of Federal taxation? Is it 
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the whisky drinkers or the whisky makers, or who is it that publicly 
declare there shall be no revision of the present tariff on imports until 
all internal-revenue duties are repealed? It is not the whisky drinkers 
or the whisky makers who compose the free-whisky advocates. This 
ery for free whisky, or no reduction of the present surplus revenue, 
comes loudest and fiercest from manufacturers and their representa- 
tives. Why is it that the most defiant and uncompromising advocates 
of free whisky are the manufacturers of protected articles? Is it on 
account of their opposition to direct taxation, or is it rather for the 
reason that, if the duties on whisky and tobacco are repealed, it will at 
once wipe out $120,000,000 of revenue and leave the Government to 
look alone to custom-house duties to raise all the reyenue it needs? 
When the free-whisky advocates get the Government in the condition 
of being compelled to rely upon duties on imports then they are ready 
to revise the present tariff. Why are the manufacturers and their rep- 
resentatives, then, willing to revise the present tariff? Isit tostop the 
income of the surplus revenue? Notso. Thesurplus has been stopped 
by the repeal of the whisky and tobacco tax, and the Government finds 
itself short of the necessary amount to meetits obligations, and unable 
to raise the money it must have from custom-house taxation as now 
provided for without a change of duties on importations. Manufacturers 
and their representatives know that if $120,000,000 of revenue can be 
cut off by ing the tax on whisky and tobacco, the present tariff 
must be revised and protective duties increased to enable the Govern- 
ment to supply its necessary wants. Some advocate of free whisky is 
doubtless ready to suggest that the necessary revenue may be raised by 
reducing the duties and thereby increasing importations. Would any 
aoe of free whisky favor a reduction of duties to increase importa- 
tions 

Is it not remarkable that many who favor a repeal of the whisky tax 
at the same time advocate and vote for an increase of pensions to the 
amount of onehundredormoremillionsperannum? And someofthese 
are Democratic members of Congress, who voted such an increase of 
pensions over President Cleveland’s veto. Their proposition is to re- 
peal the tax on whisky from which the Government derives about $90,- 
000,000 of revenue, and dt the same time increase the pension burden 
$100,000,000, more or less. Take away $90,000,000 of whisky revenue 
and add $100,000,000 of pension debt of the Government. Where is 
the additional revenue to come from if you strike down $120,000,000 
of whisky and tobacco revenue? Can we increase duties on protected 
articles without decreasing importation? What articles are now im- 
— that need protection upon which the duty can be raised to pro- 

uce more revenue? Is any advocate of the repeal of the whisky tax 
in earnest when he says he favors an increase of importations to supply 
the American demand, and thereby raise the revenue that must be sup- 
plied to take the place ofso much of the $120,000,000 of internal reve- 
nue that the Government will need if you repeal the whisky and to- 
bacco tax? All I ask is that we shall deal frankly and honestly with 
each other, and settle this question fairly. It isnatural that manufact- 
urers should take care of their own interests. I would vote for no 
duty on any article manufactured in the United States that would 
cripple any home industry or impair the ability of home competition 
with foreign labor and capital. Then let us meet on that common 
ground found in the Democratic platform. Repeal the tax on tobacco, 
which I will to as a general compromise for the sole reason that 
it is an agricultural product, and let the tax on whisky stand for future 
consideration. 

On the second and third propon ian in relation to the list of imported 
articles from which the other necessary revenue should be raised, and 
as to the share of the aggregate amount of revenue each imported article 
should be made to prono y views will be given in the general line 
of the balance of my remar In this connection I desire to direct at- 
tention to the inquiry: 

How stands the Republican party to-day on the power of Congress to 
protect American industries against cheaper foreign labor and capital, 
and as to how it should hereafter be exercised? I venture the state- 
ment that since 1830 to the present time no political pariy as an or- 
ganization opposed to the national Democratic party claimed or 
attempted to exercise the power of Congress to protect American man- 
ufactures against foreign competition, as a power to “‘ te commerce 
with foreign nations.” I venture to declare that the Republican party 
of to-day, as a party organization, derives the power to protect from the 
power to tax imports, and not from the power to prohibit importations, 
as a regulation of foreign commerce. I challenge any representative 
man of the Republican party to declare that his party claims the power 
to protect or has exercised such power except as a power to levy duties 
uponimports. If Iam correct in this statement, then I make the charge 
that the Republican party has persistently transcended the limits of the 
taxing power and grossly abused the intent and purpose of its delega- 
tion to Congress by the States by levying duties upon imports that were 
never intended to raise any revenue, but were imposed for the express 
purpose of preventing the importation of the articlesso taxed, and thereby 
to secure to the American manufacturer, without any check upon his 
Et from foreign competition, an absolute control of the home mar- 

et, so that he could and did dictate the price of his own fabrics to 
the American consumer, which is the very essence of monopoly. Mr. 


Calhoun characterized such use of the revenue power of the Govern- 
ment, as every honest man should characterize it, as ‘‘a violation of the 
Constitution by perversion, the most dangerous of all, because the most 
insidious and difficult to counteract.’’ 

Then, the important and difficult question arises, how shall this far- 
reaching taxing power of Congress be exercised? The answer to this 
question produces all our discussions, divisions, and troubles. Wemay 
agree on a definition of the power of Congress to levy tariff duties. 
Party platforms may be framed in language comprehensive enough in 
its meaning to secure harmony of opinion and co-operation in action on 
election day, but when the time comes, as it has now and here, to give 
practical expression and enforcement to these opinions and pledges, and 
to carry into execution the honest meaning of our platform by the re- 
vision and passage of tariff laws, then the conflict comes. What shall 
be the rate of duty, and how shall it be applied? Shall the duties on 
imports stand as they are? Our party platforms have answered these 
questions, as I have shown, in glittering and attractive generalities. 
The difficulties attending a wise, just, and honest settlement of these 
questions grow out of the fact that tariff laws in their operation and 
effect reach the pocket of every citizen and voter in the United States, 
And the pocket nerve connects the representative with the constituent 
and carries into Congress all the struggles and rivalries growing out of 
the varied industrial putsuits in the thirty-eight States and three hun- 
dred and twenty-five districts represented in Congress. 

Human nature can never be raised high enough to give us the same 
views and respect for the rights and interests of other people that we 
have for our own, and if the light of truth and justice and equality under 
the laws of a common government is in reach of all of us who are 
charged with the obligations and duties of citizenship and representa- 
tion and law-making, there are unfortunately too many who decline to 
be controlled in their action by any amount of such illumination. 
When Congress exercises the revenue power of taxation, many impor- 
tant considerations are involved, and a patriotic and statesmanlike dis- 
charge of the high duty of framing tariff laws require lhg dase mgt 
ative to understand the subject-matter of taxation, and how the in- 
terests -and industries of American citizens are to be affected by tariff- 
legislation in which they are interested. This tariff Jegislation opens 
a wide field for thoughtful, honest investigation and statesmanship; a 
field full of intricate and confounding complications, growing out of 
varied and conflicting interests and pursuits under the management of 
all sorts of opinionand judgment. The United States present, as we all 
know, more and greater advantages of soil and climate for agricultural 
pursuits, which employ three-fifths of our population, than any other 
country in the world. These States also contain more and better-lo- 
cated raw material than any other country for mining and manufactur- 
ing, in which one-fifth of our people are engaged. It must therefore 
be conceded that the three great producing ee 
miners, and manufacturers—are furnished by nature with unlimi 
and inexhaustible raw material, and with all the means and agencies 
toinsure constant supply of such raw material and employmentof labor, 
common and skilled, and reasonable certainty of success of all indus- 
trial pursuits. 

The fourth grand division of our population and of their industries is 
commercial, made up of the carriers and traders in everything the 
other three industries produce. Each of these industries is largely de- 
pendent upon the others for support and maintenance, and those who 
engage in them are meritorious and useful citizens. They all meet to- 
gether in the market-places of the World, and engage in the never-end- 
ing struggle with each other for gain in their several pursuits. The 
farmer comes to market with his grain, meat, fruits, Ha Seng fowls, 
eggs, milk, butter, cheese, sugar, sirup, cotton, wool, tobacco, hay, cat- 
tle, hogs, sheep, mules, and horses, The miner comes with all the va- 
rietiesof minerals, ores, metals, and earth. And the manufacturer comes 
with all his products from cotton, wool, minerals, ores, metals, earth, 
wood, stone, marble, chemicals, and the many other materials and forms 
of manufacture. And here comes the common carrier with the means 
of transportation to the market-places. 

When these classes meet on common ground they form into two 
other classes, buyers and sellers, and change again from buyers to 
sellers. These buyers and sellers are producers and consumers, or @ 
mixture of both. The sole aim and governing motive of the individ- 
uals of each classwho meet in the market-place is the promotion in 
the highest degree of self-interest. The market price decides every- 
thing, and the first and only inquiry of ‘all classes is, how are market 
prices to be established and regulated? ‘The struggle is to make and 
regulate prices, and those who engage in it are’ buyers and sellers. 
Sellers pull up, and buyers pull down. Bulls throw up, and bears tear 
down. Poor human nature is too weak and selfish to allow prices to 
be established and regulated by natural, just, and equal laws, without 
resorting to the questionable methods and practices in trade and com- 
merce. Were it not for our selfishness and greed the first inquiry in 
determining the price of anything offered for sale in the market would 
bes bole is the reasonable cost of the articles to those who offer them 

‘or sale? 

When the cost to the producer, manufacturer, or seller is ascertain 

the next question to decide is as to the profits. If the individual wi 


of sellers or buyers were the only law to regulate prices, the former 
would demand the highest, and the latter would pay none but the 
lowest, prices. Thereis but one law that compels submission of our greed 
and selfishness, when all moral considerations fail, and that is the law 
of necessity. Nothing but our necessities can be relied upon to enforce 
obedience to the laws of supply and demand. If there is but little of 
anything to sell that is in demand, and that supply is necessary to sat- 
isfy our wants, the consumer suffers in the price exacted. If there is 
more prodyced than is necessary for our use, the producer and seller 
suffer. So that, at last, the most reliable protection all classes have 
against the exactions of each other is found in the unavoidable changes 
constantly occurring in their relations to each other as buyers and sell- 
ers. These changes from buyer to seller and from seller to buyer in 
the market-places and in the trade and commerce of the world consti- 
tute the great adjuster and equalizer of profits and losses. 

? The question of the effect of the duty on the price can not be an- 
swered correctly without looking to the articles selected for impost 
duties, If the articles taxed are manufactured in this country, as many 
of them are now, in sufficient quantity and quality to supply the Ameri- 
can market, it is evident that home competition, if left free to act upon 
heme manufacturers, will prevent the importer or home manufacturer 

| ` from adding the duty to the price they ask in the American market. 
If the production of manufactured articles by American manufacturers 
is not equal in quantity and quality to the demand here, itis equally 
clear that the consumer must have his wants supplied by the importer 
or the American manufacturer of such articles at a price which includes 
the duty. It follows that when production at home is not equal to 
consumption at home tariff duties are most oppressive to the consumer. 
It must be admitted as an undeniable fact that when our manufacturing 
capacity was not able to supply our consumption of dutiable articles 
consumers had to pay to ican manufacturers the most extortionate 
and ruinous prices, greatly beyond any necessity for their protection 
against foreign competition, and these manufacturers have thereby ac- 
cumulated vast fortunes from the unnecessary and oppressive operation 
of tariff laws. No people ever submitted so long to such robbery under 
the authority of their own government. 

The enormous profits of manufacturi rotected articles secured to 
American manufacturers by too high tariff duties invited so much cap- 
ital into manufacturing that production was increased beyond home 
demand and consumption, and this hot-bed growth sometimes glutted 
the American market and reduced prices of protected articles below the 
addition of the duty. Those engagedin manufacturing protected arti- 
* cles, instead of dividing their large incomes annually among stockhold- 

ers and showing the people the real profits of their monopoly, enlarged 
their manufacturing capacity from part of the proceeds of their busi- 
ness until they turned out too much for American markets, and, in de- 
fiance of their power to prevent it by all sorts of shifts and combina- 
tions and trusts among themselves, they found the American market 
glutted and prices of protected articles reduced. This overproduction 
of protected articles and consequent reduction of prices caused by un- 
reasonable, unjust, and oppressive tariff taxation that brought such 
enormous profits to manufacturers as to enable them to increase the 
growth of manufacturing and build up mountains of wealth is paraded 
as conclusive evidence of the wisdom of such a system of legislation. 

What justification can now be found in any general or public policy, 

or public necessity, or the protection of laborers in mining and manu- 
facturing, for continuing such tariff duties as must be admitted to be too 
high, or unnecessary, or unequal “ind unjust? It is conceded by all 
parties and factions and every member of Congress that the Federal 
Government is levying and collecting moré revenue than it needs for 
any lawful purpose, and to the extent that the revenue collected ex- 
ceeds the just wants of the Government it has been pronounceed tobe 
an unwarranted abuse of the taxing power properly characterized as 
* public rob! .”? Every member. of and every political 
party who obstructs a revision of existing tariff laws for the purpose of 
favoring man ing monopolies, at the risk of a financial panic and 
industrial paralysis, becomes a party to the robbery and a political 
criminal, and deserves poia death. 

The Republican and ocratic parties have promised to reduce the 
income of revenue to the wants of the Government, and it is trifling 
with the common sense of the people for Republicans to charge the 
blame of the failure to revise the tariff to the Democratic party. 

This Congress can not adjourn until such a change is made in our 
revenue laws as will stop the flow of money from the people into the 
national Treasury beyond the needs of the Government. Let the ex- 
cess be fifty, seventy-five, or a hundred millions, whatever it is, is the 
withdrawal of that much of the life-blood necessary to the health of 
all business interests and industrial pursuits. Manufacturers them- 
selves are deeply interested in putting a stop to the drain of money 
from our currency circulation that is indispensable to their own trade 
in American markets. How can manufacturing and mining industries 
prosper when there is stringency in the supply of money produced by 
the withdrawal of millions every month from the channels of trade to 
be locked up in the Treasury? 

First, then, shall any changes be made in the present free-list? In 
considering and acting on the free-list and the different schedules of 
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dutiablearticlesI do not expect to get allI want. I recognize the char- 
acter of the subjects of taxation. I expect human nature and 
interests and the bias of selfish consideration. and ambitions to exert 
their infiuence, and Iam willing to concede something to others and 
deal with this whole subject in the spirit of fair compromise to reach 
a fair adjustment. 

Then, what shall be done with the free-list? I would increase it by 
putting there all chemicals and dye-stuffs used in manufacturing, and 
also raw wool of all low grades, and salt, and I may, in the general 
make-up, be willing to add other articles to secure necessary remedial 
legislation. It is simply impossible to please everybody, or to satisfy 
the natural cravings of human kind to claim more than they are en- 
“iag to, snd co taka all they can get without regard to the rights of 
other people. 

Then let us endeavor, in the spirit of harmony and liberal conces- 
sion, to enter upon the solution and adjustment, as far as practicable, 
of the vitally important and tigers Kner to the tax-paying people 
of the country, what reduction be made of the revenue derived 
from direct taxation? What imported articles now dutiable shall go on 
the free-list? And whatshall be the rate of duty and how shall it 
be applied to the many articles imported? While we are engagedin 
the important and dificult work of improving our present revenue sys- 
tem it is necessary for us to remember and that the people should 
understand that the burdens of taxation are not to be measured alone 
by the amount of revenue collected and paid into the Treasury for the 


‘support of the Government. 


it is manifest that the least part of the burdens of our present tariff 
laws has been and is the amount of money raised by tariff duties and 
actually appropriated to the support of the Government. This truth is 
made clear by the undeniable fact that the only revenue paid into the 
Treasury from tariff laws comes from the collections from the import- 
ers of duties on the articles ape The importers pay into the 
Treasury every dollar that is collected from duties on importations. 
The amount, in round numbers, collected last year from importations 
was $212,000,000. Not less than that amount will be paid the present 
fiscal year by importers. Who has to carry this $212,000,000? Among 
whom is it distributed? The same answer can never be made to this 
question, for the plain reason that the truth is difficult to find, and 
the searchers for it announce their discoveries in accordance with their 
personal interests. If you say the duty is added in every case to the 
price of thearticle in the foreign market, many sales here will instantly 
be produced to disprove your statement. 

It is certain the importer will reimburse himself unless some com- 
peting seller offers the same article at a less price. Whether the con- 
sumer or the importer pays the duty depends entirely on the supply of 
the article in the American market. If the American consumption of 
the article imported exceeds the American supply, the importer will 
be able to reimburse himself the full amountof the duty. If the home 
and foreign supplies are equal to the consumption, the importer may 
save the duty in the sale. But if the American stock of such goods, 
whether from importations or home manufacture, is in excess, more or 
less, of the consumption or demand, the competition between sellers 
will enable the buyer to have some choice and take some part with the 
sellers in making and regulating the price of such articles. In the lat- 
ter case the consumer can protect himself in whole or in part against 
the payment of the duty. Asa rule, with some re it can not 
be denied that the duty, in whole or in part, is added to the ultimate 
price and is paid by the consumer. In every instance where the duty 
on an imported article, in whole or in part, is added to the price in the 
American market it is for the plain reason that the supply and the con- 
sumption are equal, or nearly so, and there is no influential competition 
between sellers. In the absence of an overstock or full supply, and con- 
sequent competition among sellers, it is very certain that to the extent 
the duty enters into the price of the imported article will it be added 
to the price of all the like articles manufactured in this country or in 
Europe. In that condition of the supply and demand here the portion 
of the duty paid by the consumer to the importer for the article 
will be added in the sale of the same or like article sold by the Amer- 
ican manufacturer. When the amount consumed of American manu- 
factures and the increase of the price of the same to the American con- 
sumer by tariff duties are ascertained, as I have stated, and the amount 
of consumption is multiplied by the increased price, we have the data 
for measuring the burdens of tariff taxation and accounting for the stu- 

dous wealth of its beneficiaries. It is, therefore, false and mislead- 
ing to assert, as is done every day, that the amount of revenue derived 
from tariff duties determines the full measure of the burdens of tariff 
taxation. The $212,000,000 demanded by the Government from duties 
on imports can be increased millions more for the alleged benefit of 
manufacturing industries by a skillful application, arrangement, and 
adjustment of the schedules and classifications and duties and machin- 
ery of a tariff system. 

Tariff laws can be so framed as not to raise any more revenue than 
the Government needs, and yet abound in gross violations of the Con- 
stitution and unjust and oppressive provisions. 

It must be conceded that American consumers are greatly interested 
in having the supply of what they consume equal to the demand, and 
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hence they are, or should be, favorable to the encouragement of pro- 
duction of manufactured articles used by them, and it is in this mani- 
festly sound proposition that strong support is found for sucha judicious 
exercise of the power of taxation for revenue as will insure, as an inten- 
tional and desirable incident of revenue duties, reasonable and sufficient 
rotection to American manufacturers against the advantage of cheaper 
Ebor enjoyed by the foreign manufacturer. Let usinquire, then, what 
is the difference in the cost of manufacturing laborin the United States 
and the competing manufacturing countries in Europe. It is simply 
impossible to answer this question accurately. All that can be ascer- 
tained is something near an ay difference. It is certainly all the 
American manufacturer can ask to be conceded that the average cost of 
unskilled labor in Europe is 50 per cent. less and of skilled labor 100 
cent, less than in this country. There is a great amount of per- 
tly reliable evidence that in England spinners and weavers in cotton 
and woolen mills are better paid than they are in New England. 
Robert Howard was examined underoath by the Senate Committee on 
Education and Labor, of which I was a member, and he testified that he 
had been a spinnerof cotton cloth at Fall River, Mass., for eleven years— 
and neither of the Senators from Massachusetts will question his credi- 
bility or the opportunities he has enjoyed of learning the facts to which he 
testifies; that he was then secretary of the laborassociationat Fall River, 
Mass., and was thoroughly acquainted with the condition of the working 
classes in New England and also in Old England; that he worked in 
England seventeen years as a mule spinner and a piecer for the mule 
spinner, and that his opinion of the condition of the workmen in that 
branch of industry relatively in the United States and in England is 
that the English spinner is in a far better condition. He would not 
for the weavers, but would for the spinners. In England they 
give a man a pair of mules, that is cotton-spinning frames, and an as- 
sistant to work between the mules with him, and also an assistant to 
work on the back of the mules, but in this country it is a peculiar fact 
that however large the mules may be, nò matter how many spindles 
they may contain, the employers will not come to the same rules adopted 
in England. They insist on one man running the mule with only one 
little assistant to go behind it. There is one exception to that rule at 
the Amoskeag Mills, in Manchester, N. H. As the secretary of the Mule 
Spinners’ Association he knew what the practice was in all the mills. 
Fall River is the Manchester of America, because of the whole produc- 
tion of print cloths in the United States that city produces three-fifths. 
In Oldham, England, they run 5,000,000 spindles, nearly one-half the 
whole number (11,000,000) run in the United States. In the reporiof 
Carroll D. Wright, for 1883, out of 190 mills in Massachusetts, 150 are 
tabulated, showing the value of the products to be $66,471,313, and the 
value of the raw material to be $35,009,108. is amount deducted 
from the value of the products would leave $31,462,205." The amount 
paid for wages of labor was $15,451,347, leaving a remainder of $16,010,- 
858 for the employers. The amount paid for wages divided between 
59,684 operatives in 150 mills would give $258. 80 to each operative, big 
and little, or divided by 313 working days in the year would give 82 
cents per day to each operative. Several gentlemen who have testified 
here have made the impression that $9 a week have been the average 
wages, and many laboring people complain and say that false impressions 
should be corrected. 
Mr. Howard then gives the comparative wages paid spinners in Eng- 
land and America: 
In England: At Ashton-under-Lyne, burn, Stockport, and Hyde, for 28- 


Black! 
inch cl 56 reed, 14 picks, 60 by 56,58 yards lo: ‘that is the cut), 25 cents for 
manufacturing a cut of that description. ne ( » 

sg Sg cloth, 60 reed, 16 picks, 64 by 64,58 yards long, the average is 283 
cents a cu 

In America: At Providence, Fall River,and Lowell, for 28-inch 56 
14 picks, 60 by 86,58 yards to the cut: ; apes 

‘or Providence, a cut similar tothe English cloth pays 17} cents. 

For the whole State of Rhode Island, averaged 16} cents. 

For Fall River, 20 cents per cut. 

For Lowell, 20 cents per cut. 

For 28-inch cloth, 60 reed, 15 picks, 64 by 64,58 yards long, Providence pays 22} 
cents eut, Fall River 23} cents per cut, Lowell 23} cents per cut. 

On first description of 2% cents a cut is paid in England, while in 
America only 18} cents is - On the second class of goods England pays 253 
cents per cut, and Am: ys only 23 cents for the same cloth. 

The most that a spinner do in En; is to attend four looms. Some- 
times American spinners will attend eight mules. A spinner in England will 
have two tenders toa eee spinning mules. In erica thespinner has 
no help except one child. e looms are run faster here than in England, and 
turn out more cloth, In England the looms are run nine hours. In Massachu- 
setia they work ten hours, and in Rhode Island and New Hampshire eleven 

urs 


Now let us compare the facts-stated under oath by Mr. Howard, who 
is as well informed and as worthy of credit as any man in New Eng- 
land. Politicians, newspapers, and members of Congress who repre- 
sent manufacturing districts make the assertion that the operatives in 
Fall River, Lowell, and all over New England receive from manufact- 
nrers double pay for the same work that is done by English operatives. 
The way the statement is made which reaches the people is deceptive 
and misleading. The amount of wages earned in a day in New Eng- 
land is compared with the earned in a day in Old England, and 
when shown in that way is about double as much here as it is there. 
The truth is concealed from the people that the American and the 
English operatives are each paid by the piece or the cut, and that the 


American workman does nearly double the work in a day that is done 
by the English workman. The Englishman runs from two to four 
mules nine hours, and the American workman runs from six to eight 
mules ten and eleven hours, The fact is that the employer in New 
England gets nearly double the work and better work out of his opera- 
tives, and pays less according to quantity and quality of labor than the 


manufacturer in England. But the wages earned each day on account _ 


of the greater amount of work in New England sums up about twice 
what it isin Old England. This is true as to the manufacture of all 
cotton and woolen goods. But, to avoid all controversy, I will admit, 
not believing it to be true, that for skilled labor we pay 50 to 100 per 
cent. more for such labor employed in manufacturing in this country 
than is paid in England. And in France and Germany the difference 
is much greater. For labor that is the least skilled in manufacturing 
the difference is only about 50 per cent. between the two countries. I 
have made this liberal admission for the benefit of our manufacturers, 
without considering the question of the relative amount and value of 
wages in different countriesso far asthe workingman is concerned. 

I desire now to call special attention to an importantmatter which 
has been overlooked in the adjustment of tariff duties, with a view to 
the protection of the labor employed in manufacturing in the United 
States. A 

The manufacturer’s claim is for so much protection from tariff laws 
as will make up the difference in the cost of the labor employed here 
and in foreign countries in manufacturing industries. The Democratic 
party is pledged to secure that much protection in revising the present 
tarifflaws. Willit be denied that a full compliance with this promise 
requires only that Congress shall ascertain what amount of difference is 
paid by the manufacturer for the labor he employs in making the arti- 
cle upon which the duty is asked to be levied? - Then take each sched- 
ule of tariff duties and find what portion of the total cost of production 
was paid for labor in the place where the dutiable article is manufact- 
ured. When the amount paid the laborer for making the dutiable ar- 
ticle where it is manufactured is ascertained, then find the amount of 
the difference paid by the manufacturer here and in foreign countries 
for such labor. The first question is, what amount of revenue is it 
right and necessary to collect from this article, as the share that ought 
to be charged to it in making up the aggregate amount of revenue 
needed by the Government? This question is to be decided by con- 
sidering all the facts I have heretofore mentioned. Take, for illustra- 
tion, cotton goods that enter into general consumption, and made out of 
cotton yarn, number fourteen and under, and with less than one hun- 
dred threads to the square inch. Shall any duty be levied on such 
goods? They are now taxed, if not bleached, dyed, or colored, 2} cents 
per square yard, and if bleached, 3} cents per square vard; and in ad- 
dition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. It isan undisputed fact that 
the production of such goods, known as shirting, sheeting, and drilling 
by American manufacturers, is fully equal and more than equal to the 
entire consumption in this country; and that large annual shipments 
are made of these goods to foreign markets, where they sell at a profit 
against foreign competition. It is well known that no foreign country 
can compete, or undertakes to compete, with us in the manufacture and 
sale of such goods to supply the American market. How is it that 
American manufacturers of shirtings, sheetings, and drillings, are able 
to manufucture these goods with higher-priced labor and ship them 
abroad and sell them at a profit over the same kind of goods manu- 
factured with so-called pauper laborin Europe? Tellme why the same 
thing cam not be done in the manufacture and sale of woolen goods for 
every-day wear. Why can not the American manufacturer make and 
sell common woolen and cotton cloth at home without a tariff duty, as 
well as he can ship and sell cotton goods in Europe?” f 

The answer is no doubt ready by manufacturers or their representa- 
tives, that it is the tariff in America that enablesthem to pay more for 
labor to make cotton goods cheaper and better here than it is. done in 
Europe, and as to woolens it will be stated that the same thing can not 
be done, because wool is more than double the price here that it is in 
Europe. The consumer is asked to believe that high-priced labor makes 
low-priced goods out of cotton, but that the same better-paid labor can 
not make low-priced woolens to supply the home demand and ship to 
Europe, because wool is higher in America. Ifa protective tariff 
made the American manufacturer strong enough to pay more for his 
labor, and make all the cotton goods to supply consumers in this country 
and ship 25 per cent. of their production to Europe for sale at a profit, 
how is it possible that putting shirtings, sheetings, and drillings on the 
free-list can harm the American manutacturer or his operatives? And 
what is it that makes wool higher in America? Theman will 


answer, as the fact is, that it is the duty on wool and the cheaper labor - 


employed in raising it abroad. The amount and cost of the Jabor in 
raising cotton in this country is ten times as much as the amount and 
cost of labor in raising wool, so that the difference in the cost of the 
labor here and abroad in raising wool deserves but little consideration, 
as it cuts a small figure in answering the question, why woolen goods 
for every-day wear can not be made in this country to supply the home 
market and to ship abroad without a protective duty, as well as cotton 
shirtings, sheetings, and drillings. The only reason why there is any 
difference in the ability of the American manufacturer to make common 
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woolen goods as well as common cotton goods withouta protective tariff 
is the duty on raw wool. Put wool or the cheaper grades of wool on 
the free-list, and there can be no valid reason, founded on protection of 
labor, why cotton and woolen goods, that are necessary for every-day 
wear and use, can not be put upon the free-list. As to common cot- 
ton cloth like shirting, sheeting, and drilling, the duty is wholly 
harmless, and need be repealed for no reason except that it produces no 
revenue. 

I will now support my statements by the most reliable evidence 
taken under oath by the Senate Committee on Education and Labor. 

William Mather testified before the committee: That he resided in 
Manchester, England, and was on a visit to this country to ascertain, 
on the authority of the Royal Commission on Technical Education, what 
are the opportunities offered to the people of this country to acquire in- 
dustrial training and technical knowledge of the various occupations and 
industries that are followed here, and generally what opportunities are 
afforded for science teaching, the teaching of the elements of the sci- 
ences that underlie all the industry of this country, as they do of all 
countries; that he had been an employer of labor all his life; that the 
appointment of this royal commission to inquire into the technical edu- 
cation of all the countries in the world arose out of the fact that in En- 
gland they had not many opportunities nor institutions which afford to 
the working population, or to the middle classes, the means of acquir- 
ing a knowledge of the sciences before they enter into the usual occupa- 
tions of industrial life; that England has felt for the last ten years very 
acutely the competition which has sprung up in all parts of the world 
with her industries, and it has been supposed by some public men, and 
large numbers of the community generally, that English manufactures 
of the simplest kind would for the future have to yield to a higher class 
of production if they are to hold their place in the world as purveyors of 
clothing and the various articles which have hitherto been shipped from 
England; that the countries of Europe have ceased to take from England 
gray cloth and the simplest form of machinery, and have in a hundred 
ways ceased to need the services of England in matters for which twenty 
years ago they were absolutely dependent upon her. In consequence 
of this England finds it necessary to improve the taste in all articles she 
manufactures, and to bring to beara higher knowledge of the scientific 
laws that underlie all the industries, and to educate her people into 
still greater skill—a skill derived from a higher intelligence; that im 
England the people havean idea that America excelsin all the mechanic 
arts any other countries of the world; that her wonderful genius in 
the direction of original design—invention—and the excellence of her 
manufactures in regard to everything mechanical has attracted the at- 
tention for a number of years and made the people of England curious 
to know how it is that the people of America have arrived at such ex- 
cellence and proficiency; that they had accounted for such superior- 
ity of American working classes from our universal system of education 
and the immense resources of our country, that had attracted intelligent 
men from all parts of the world to settle here, and their families had 
grown up and made intelligent and superior working people; that 
the industries of England had flourished chiefly hitherto upon the great 
demand which all the world ha§ made for her products and the facility 
with which, owing to the abundance of material, they have manufact- 
ured all their machinery and textile goods; that during the last ten 
years that demand has very much decreased and England has now to 
pass on to a different kind of manufacture. 

Mr. Mather further testified that he did not wish to say anything to 
intensify differences of opinion, but he would say that he believed all 
American working people have greater activity, greater nervous ehergy 
than English people have, and that the Americans do more work, and 
can do more work from that spirit of intense desire, which they have 
to accomplish something, to accomplish more, even day by day, than 
they have done before. This isin the spirit of the people. They work 
harder while at work, and nine hours count formore here than ten hours 
in England. That one of the difficulties arising here out of our de- 
velopment is, that we have artificially developed our industries, that 
we are going at a rate that is not natural, that we are forcing all around. 
That on the question of manufacturing in New- England, the system 
we have adopted of protecting our textile industries, has, of course, 
enabled our manufacturers to get very large profits ina short time, and 
has attracted employers to invest, and it has at last developed a com- 
petition here greater than they have in England with all the world to 
compete with. That England is now right down on the ground. She 
is now thrown on the fact that she must produce a more artistic article 
in order to make herself felt in the future in the markets of the world. 
In America you have continued to make rapidly, which is not of the 
highest class; you have sacrificed everything to quantity, in order to 
make profits. All the vast capital from all parts of the country put into 
these textile fabrics enters into competitio: j at the same time wages 
remain as they were when you were doing a ‘‘roaring”’ trade. Manu- 
facturers feel now that their capital is engaged collectively in a vast in- 
dustry, very creditably conducted, very well managed, and with the 
strictest economy, except with palpable waste of raw material. In this 
country waste of raw material is the normal condition. You waste 
your forests, your metals, your food, and your drink; but in regard to 
manufacturing industries as a whole, they are conducted here with an 
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intelligence and success that.equals anything in an of the world 
but they have been built up on an artificial baaa Tho general com~ 
petition has become intense, and when manufacturers say ‘‘We are not 
making high profits, we can prove we are not,’’ the working people say 
“Weare accustomed to a certain amount of wages and can not take less.’? 
There is a difficulty that can only be solved by much bitter experience 
on both sides. Itis an artificial state of things that can only be solved 
by natural law. 

The foregoing are the opinions of an English manufacturer of great 
ability and large experience, after three years’ observation and study of 
American conditions and relations. 

The next witness I will introduce is George C. Richardson, who tes- 
tifies as follows: 


I reside in Boston. Iam selling agent, and have been for eighteen years, for 
mills in Lowell, Lawrence, Saco,and Lewiston. I sell cotton and wool manu- 
factures., Iam agent also of the Lowell Carpet Company, I am the exclusive 
selling agent for all the mills I represent. I sell every yard of goods they 
make. The York Manufacturing Company, at Saco, Me., was incorporated in 
1822, Their dividends averaged over 12 per cent. for forty-seven years. They 
are making only irregular dividends now and sometimes pay none at all, but 
they have kept in operation. Their mills have been doubled within seven or 
eight years. So also with the Everett Mills. They have doubled their machin- 
ery. The profits upon the manufacture of colored goods have, as a rule, been 
larger than in the manufacture of common kinds of cotton goods, 

But this last year there has been an unusual depression, from the fact that the 
accumulation been so great on colored goods, and not only that, but the 
large dividends and earnings of the York Mills and the Amoskeag Mills have 
invited other machinery in other parts of the country to go on to their goods, 
and now there is too much machinery on colored goods, and it will take some 
time to bring back the true relations between production and consumption of 
colored goods, There is nothing like intelligence in manafacturing. It pro- 
duces at a very much lower rate use it produces more. It reduces the cost 
of production, The labor of the ignorant help we import is at a jower rate on 
the pay-roll, but it does not earn nearly as much, One of the greatest advan- 
tages of our American manufacturers, as compared with other{countries, is that 
the average intelligence of the laborer is of a higher grade, As arule, ekill is 
always intelligent. 

To improve the leana condition of the working people of this country the 
firstthing I would do would be to equalize raw materials as compared with other 
countries and with the general tariff. We should improve the condition of our 
people if we had raw material, so that we could use it freely in manufacturing 
a great many kinds of goods we do not make now. But if raw material stands 
at Loo high a cost it isan impediment in the way of the laborer, and they do not 
have the field to operate in; whereas, if raw material were free, industry would 
become more diversified. I should supply it frecofduty. I includeas raw ma- 
terial wool, and all materials we call dye-stuffs—chemicals of all kinds. There 
was a large Advance in the last tariff in that way. 

‘The cotton interests say the woolen interests have been too highly protected 
with regard to raw material, but I am on both sides. Iam a cotton manufact- 
urer, although the cotton dominates with us. We have four mills that manu- 
facture 30,000 bales of cotton cach year. The last tariff discriminated unfavora- 
bly on a great many thin, They retained the duty on wool,and reduced it 
on woolen goods, which the general public does not see, but a manufacturer 
feels it very quickly in running his machinery. But we have no fault to find in 
the cotton trade. We can get along. Ido not know but what we could get 
along with free trade in the cotton business in this country if they would give 
us free raw material used in cotton manufactures, If it were not that cotton is 
combined with wool largely it would not be very much affected by a tariff one 
way or the other, 

In dress goods cotton and wool are combined ; it is cotton and wool or worsted 
and cotton. Take all our numbers of cotton yan from below l4 (we export 
those very acting fins there is no duty; but when you come to our finer goods 
there isa duty. We do not feel it very much in our business, We are now ex- 
porting all the lower grades of goods. I recollect three years ago we exported 
about 64,000 bales of goods. The numbers under 14 represent the number of the 
yarn spun, Our mills make very few goods that are made of yarn over 9 or 10, 
There are ducks, such as No. 8, and they come down to Nos. 2 and 3. That is 
the size of the thread. Three or four years ago we exported 64,000 packages of 
these low-grade cotton goods, and to-day our mills export 23,000 bales. On all 
below Nos. 30 and 40 yarns the tariff is of very little consequence, The yarns run 
to 30and 40. The Fall River mills make No. 30 goods, The Amoskeng mills 
make 22 or 23. The Amosk mills make largely of colored goods and export. 

In former periods the tariff was of large consequence to the cotton-goods 
manufacture. Within my own experience I have seen cottons which were made 
in India on sale here in n. ueation and intelligence in labor and in the 
use and application of machinery to labor enable us to make the goods and 
place them in the market as a as they do in England and France, and 
under the protection heretofore afforded by the tarif we have been able to 
manufacture these goods in competition with England and France and thereby 
educate our laborers. We are better educated as manufacturers than we were 
thirty years ago, and the South will compete with us justin proportion to devel- 
opment in education, 

There are a great many more difficulties in the woolen business than in the 
cotton, The wonderful skill by our foreign competitors in woolen manufact- 
ure, in using low es ofstock, in making handsome goods without any wool 
in them,is a serious drawback to American manufacturers, It is wonderful 
how in Yorkshire they will manage to work in jute and all the ordinary mate- 
rinls that are ever used in manufacturing an girs the Appearances of good 
woolen goods. They work up an article that has really very good wearin 

ualities. If they can produce s that cost them 25 to 50 cents because oi 
this skill, and we produce an article at more than double—say, 75 cents to $1— 
but which does not appear any better than theirs, although ours is worth a great 
deal more, that is one of the battles we have to fight, Our goods are better, 
but appearance is on the side of the English goods in woolens, but not in cot- 
tons, They can not work other material into cotton. We are all up with 
them in cottons. They can not cover up the raw material and put it out of 
sight, as they can in woolens, e 

ut now, at this period, the power of the English manufacturer has been 
wiped out largely by our improved woolen machinery. We have gone ahead 
in machinery faster than they have in Europe, The laborers in England will 
not allow more than a certain portion of machinery to be used in their mills; 
they are very tenacious on that point; the laborers in England dictate the im- 
proved machinery that shall go into their mills. England has always used the 
tariff to protect her own labor. There is now a strong feeling of apprehension 
in Manchester, England, and in all the manufacturing districts of Europe that 
they may have to compete with the Jabor of America, In fact, it seems to be 
the only thing they fear. It disturbs them very much indeed. It is the labor 
— that has this apprehension, not the capital; capital ean take care of 
tself, 
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Another witness examined under oath by the Senate committee was | 


Thomas L. Livermore, who testified as follows: 


I live in Manchester, N. H., and am agent and manager at this place of the 
Amoskeag Manufacturing Company. The company hason its pay-rolls usually 
from 5,500 to 6,000 people. The mills under my charge use about 40,000 bales of 
cotton per year, and manufacture between 55,000,000 and 60,000,000 yards of 
cloth, at a cost of between $5,000,000 and $6,000,000 per annum. The cloth we 
manufacture is mainly of yarn that has been dyed; it is ticking, denims, chev- 
iots, awnings, and ginghams; we also make cotton flannels not dyed. The 
cost of the labor to make these goods is about 30 per cent. of the total cost of 
the s. The people employed are of various nationalities; nearly one-third 
are Canadians, perhaps one-fourth Irish, one-fifth Yankees, and the remainder 
German, Scotch and English, 

The dividends of the company are ordinarily declared semi-annually; our 
regular dividend SE per cent. vampire pe making 10 per cent. per annum, 
There have been during this time extra dividends, which have brought the to- 
tal up to 14 per cent. per annum on the nominal capital stock of $3,000,000. This 
14 per cent. includes a little profit on the sale of land on which this city is built, 
most of which was owned by the company ; this profit amounts to about 2 per 
cent. The market for our is not confined exclusively to this country; we 
export to the hot latitudes in and about the Caribbean Sea and to some extent 
to Brazil; we export about 5 per cent. of the goods we manufacture, made up 
of what are called blue denims, such as make workmen's pants and women’s 
dresses and aprons. 

I have not any doubt that at the present time [September, 1883] the capacity 
of the manufacturing industries, say, of New England, exceeds the American 
demand, I only regard this as a temporary inequality in the supply and de- 
mand, The wth of population rapidly overtakes the increase in the number 
ofspindles. Weare now suffering from overproduction. The goods we export 
and ging! , are those mainly produced in excess. When I say there is an 
overstock, I mean in the whole American market, 

A cotton mill can be built in England at $12 per spindle or less, and the same 
mill in this country would cost perhaps from $14 to $i6 a? spindle. Sixteen 
dollars per spindle is the cheapest we can construct mills for in Manchester, 
N.H. That difference in the cost here and in England is due partly to the dif- 
ference in material out of which the mill is built and equipped, and partly to 
the pocni of the coal and iron mines to the place where the mill is built. 
In this country, for the most part, the coal has to be mined by labor which is 
dearer, and then transported a long distance to where it has to be used. In 
England the mill is on one acre of pome and the coal mine in the nex acre. 
I have had a manufacturer"of ginghams in “an ap to tell me that he got his 
coal delivered to him at his boiler for $2 a ton. It costs me over $6 a ton landed 
at my boilers. 

Mr. Pue. How would it be, as it is in Alabama, where the coal and iron and 
limestone and Fg! of timber and raw cotton are all right there in sight? 

Answer. Well, that being the case, as soon as the laboring population is equal 
to the demands of manufacture, Alabama would be among the most favored 
States. The general impression among man rs here is that American 
machinery, with some few exceptions, is better than English. It is more in- 
genious, better finished, and stronger and more capable of enduring wear and 


tear. 
The 14 per cent. profit we realize on our nominal capital we get on the main 
pan of the goode we manufacture altogether from the operation of the tariff. 
Iy impression is that the rate of duty on the kind of goods we manufacture is 
about 40 per cent.,a duty which is greatly in excess of any profit we make, 
The competition on most of the small we make is so fierce, and the mar- 
gin so small, that the tariff, in order to be of any use to us, must be practically 
Breton I do not think it is worth while to make any “bones” about it. 
hat we want is a prohibitory tariff. 

Mr. Pue. You do not conceal the fact that whatever protection you get 
eame out of those who consume your fabrics? That is a necessary result, is it 
n 
Answer, It is, I think, when you look at it in one aspect, but when you con- 
sider that most of the people who consume are the very people, for the most 
part, whose et are enhanced by the profit, then, perhaps, their profit is 

eir loss. 


The next witness examined was Gilbert B. Whitman, who testified 
as follows: 

Iam the nt and manager of the Amory Manufacturing Company, in Man- 
chester. N.E We manufacture cotton cloth and work abont 800 1 hane We 
make shirting, sheeting, and jeans, costing from 8 to 10 cents per yard, and 1 
pin of cotton makes 34 yards of cloth, costing in labor to work up the pound 

cents. That is about i cent per yard for the cost of the labor. 

I commencd learning the business of manufacturing thirty-one years ago and 
have followed it ever since. 

American manufacturers bave not the least ground for fear of English manu- 
facturers, except on the cost of labor, They are able to compete, except on ac- 
count of the erence in the cost of labor. I think we are far in advance of 
English manufacturers in a great many lines of work. 

Mr. Pues. Now, then, you say all the advantage English manufacturers have 
over American is in the cost of labor. You pay for labor 1 cent per yard, and 
say the English pay only half a cent (which is too low an estimate), but put it 
at only half .w! you pay for labor and you offset that difference in the cost of 
labor by a half-cent difference in your favor in the cost of the raw cotton, and 
by another half-cent in the cost of the transportation of the English fabric to the 
American market. Are not our goods better, and are we not able to meet the 
Tagish anywhere in the South American markets, and in Brazil, and in China, 
and you og, ope do ship to China? 

Answer. Yes, sir; we send our surplus there, 


The next witness examined was Charles D. McDuflie, who testified 
as follows: 


I reside in Manchester, N. H., and am agent and ma) of the Manchester 
Mills’ ROEDE EaR I began my life in the cotton mill at the 
of seventeen years, and have worked in a cotton mill in every department. The 
Manchester Mills manufacture about 18,000,000 yards yearly of worsted dress 
goods, and about 13,000,000 yards of print cloths. We use about 8,000 bales of 
cotton a year, and about 3,500,000 pounds of wool, and employ about 2,650 hands. 

We pay more for wool than they do in England and France. The woo! that 
sells for 21 cents pound there would cost us here 45 centsper pound. Wool 
in the grease at 45 cents per pound shrinks about 56 per cent., besides other 
waste in noils,and when clean and ready for manufacturing 1 pound of fine 
wool will make 4 yards of cloth. When-clean,a pound of fine wool would cost 
us about $1.20, ool purchased from sheep-raisers in Pennsylvania, West Vir- 
ginia, and Ohio cost us that sum, We buy some wool in land, Montevideo, 
some in Boston, Cincinnati, Philadelphia, St. Louis, Louisville, and in Canada. 
The cost of woolen goods in ce and Engl: is doubled when sold in 
America. France takes possession of this Hage un with gray woolen and 
drivesout England. The best sheep's wool is raised in Pennsylvania, West Vir- 
ginia,and Ohio, There is as fine wool and as good wool raised in these States 
as any I have ever seen. 

Mr. kuen; The styles of French woolens you speak of are classed as dress 


XIX—7 


Answer. Yes, they are for dresses. They are the finest quality of worsted 


If you were to double the duty on these goods, they would still be im- 
ported, The supply of woolen goods (not worsted, but such as all manufact- 
urers make out of all sorts of wool) got beyond the demand. 

This condition of things is produced by laws we can not control, and have al- 
ways in the past been beyond the control of people. 

Mr. Pucu. How much benefit do you get in the price of your protected arti- 
cles from the tarif? I mean, how much profit do you make out of the tariff? 

» Answer. I do not know that I can answer that question directly, on account 
of the conditions it involves. The question of where we get protection to our 
textile industries comes entirely in the amountof labor in the protected piece of 

ifthere is but little labor in the piece of goods, we do not need any pro- 

if there is much labor in it, it enters into a large part of the cost of a 

iece of goods. We then need protection, or we must slop making the goods, 
Ve n protection in that class of goods that require a greater amountof labor, 

And these are the finer fabrics in every case—the dress of the people which you 
may call luxuries. 

r. PuGH. The duty could go on that class of goods and thus tax the consumers 
of dress goods, and there is where I have always said the duty ought togo. The 
man whose absolute and unavoidable necessities compel him to buy, and who 
cea eg avoid the burden of taxation, that is the man { want to relieve of that 

urden, 


Witness continues: 


There is not much difference in foreign and American wool. Australian wool 
will shrink about 52 to 56 per cent., and Montevideo wool about the same; 
Ohio, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania wool about the same. * * + 

There is quite a differencé in the English system as to fancy s. They 
don’t make goods as we do; they make you samples. You order upon the 
samples, and the manufacturer fills your order. They do not make and store 
goods for the market as we do. The English and French fill orders on sam- 
ples. 


goods, 
tection ; 


In my experience since 1848 the manufacturing capacity of New England has 
been enormous. For the last three years there has been very little. With the 
exception of little additions to the present corporations, I don't think capital 
will make any increase for years to come, because they all recognize the fact 
that it has to go South. * * * 

We export a low grade of cotton goods. That is where labor represents the 
smallest factor in the cost of the goods, Wherever labor represents a large 
factor in the cost of goods we can not export them. 

Every American witness whose testimony I have presented is a Re- 
publican in politics of life-long connection with and personal experi- 
ence in the business of manufacturing cotton and woolen goods in New 
England. They have given their knowledge and experience under 
oath, and certainly the friends of protection can not deny that the fall 
measure of protection required to make up the difference in the cost of 
labor in New England and in Old England and France, as shown by the 
evidence, would be abundantly afforded by two-thirds of the tariff rates 
on dress cotton and woolen goods, and that as to all cotton goods used 
in every-day wear it would not make the slighest difference in the 
market price of these goods if they were on the free-list. 

It is a fact that ought to be admitted without question, that as to 
all cotton goods manufactured in this country out of yarn No. 14 and 
under, tariff duties or no tariff duties is a wholly immaterial question. 
Then as to dress goods made out of cotton, it is trifling with undeni- 
able facts to claim that a purely revenue duty of one-third less than 
the present rate would afford ample protection to our manufacturers 
against cheaper foreign labor. But as to these cotton fabrics that are 
being used for dress and (except the very highest grades) manufactured in 
this country in quantity and quality to supply the American demand, 
the adjustment of tariff duties on cotton dress goods ought not to be the 
subject of serious contention or difficulty. Then, as to the woolen sched- 
ule, there is no more difficulty in the way of fair adjustment than there 
is in the cotton schedule, if we could agree on what shall be done with 
raw wool. This question could be settled at once, if it were not for 
the fear of the voting power of those wool-growers who demand high 
tariff duties. Some manufacturers of wool unite with wool-growers 
in keeping the present high duty on wool, because at least 40 per cent, 
of the duty on woolen goods is allowed them to compel the consumer 
to make up to the woolen manufacturer the higher price he has to pay 
for wool on account of the duty on raw wool. And should raw wool 
be put on the free-list because it is raw material, then every producer 
of any other raw material used in manufacturing will expect his raw 
material to go on the free-list, and while each class may believe that 
all raw material, except what they produce, should be made free of 
duty, yet the threat of retaliation in the work of revision and reduction of 
tariff rates drives all raw-material producers together in the determi- 
nation to make common cause in the fight against any revision or reduc- 
tion of present tariff taxation. There is no duty levied by the present 
tariff laws that is more unnecessary and oppressive to the working 
people of this country of all classes and conditions than the duty on raw 
wool and the consequent duties on woolen goods and clothing. 

The amount of labor employed in raising wool is not 10 per cent. of 
the cost of production, and the claim for protection against cheaper 
foreign labor is utterly destitute of merit. Put it on the free-list and 
change the schedule of duties on woolen goods so as to put common 
woolen cloth and woolen clothing used for every-day wear by laboring 
people, and common blankets, on the free-list, and as to fine woolen 
goods used for dress, and fine blankets, let the duty be reduced in pro- 
portion to the reduction in the price of raw wool when it is on the free- 
list. For the sake of revenue, to make up for reductions thereof on 
account of lessening the duties on articles of necessity in common use, 
I would favor a duty on the higher grades of wool that are used in the 
manufacture of fine dress woolens; and such a revenue duty would 
afford sufficient encouragement to the raising of fine sheep in this 
country. Nearly all the wool we import is of the lower grades, in the 
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growing of which it is impossible for the United States to compete 
with Australia and South America. We also import the finest wool, 
that is not produced in this country in sufficient quantity to supply 
the demand, and a revenue duty might be levied on the highest grades 
of wool that make dress goods, to encourage the raising of the finest 


sheep. 

Thare shown by well-established facts that tke manufacturers of Coty 
ton and woolen goods in New England, where at least two-thirds of 
such goods arè man: can not suffer, and that their operatives 
will have the full measure of benefit intended to be secured to them, 
and all that is demanded by their employers for them from tariff taxa- 
tion, in the revision of the present cotton and woolen schedules asI have 
indicated. Will the change I propose in the cotton and woolen sched- 
ules deprive Southern manufacturers of such goods of any protection 
from tariff duties that is really necessary to their growth and prosperity ? 
I will not consume the time of the Senate in answering this question. 
But I refer those who deny the ability of the South to manufacture cot- 
ton and woolen goods without tariff protection or under the protection 
of a revenue tariff more profitably than New England to the testimony 
of William H. Young, president of the Eagle and Pheenix Mills, at 
Columbus, Ga. (volume 4, Report Senate Committee on Education and 
Labor, 508-524); also, testimony of John Rhodes Browne, presi- 
dent of the Columbus Manufacturing Company, Columbus, Ga. (same 
report, page 524); also, testimony of A. S. Matheson, superintendent 
of the Eagle and Phcenix Mills (same report, page 534); also, testimony 
of John Hill, engineer and machinist, Eagle and Phoenix Mills (same 
report, page 582); also, testimony of Charles H. Phinizy, president of 
the Au Factory, Georgia (same report, page 696); also, testimony 
of Charles Estes, president of the King Mill, Augusta, Ga. I am per- 
sonally acquainted with each of the witnesses named above, and know 
them to be first-rate business men of the highest integrity and possessed 
of unusual practical sense and large experience in respect to the matters 
and subjects about which they testify. 

The next schedule to which I invite attention is the ‘‘metal sched- 
ule.’ Shall this schedule be revised; and, if so, in what particulars ? 
The first article is iron ore, taxed 75 cents per ton. Let us apply the 
considerations I have mentioned, as being proper to influence us in fram- 
ing tariff laws, to this commodity. Iron ore is the foundation and hope 
of success of all the iron business in the world. The iron metal in the 
earth is almost as valuable and indispensable to mankind as gold and 
silver. The common labor of the world digs up and puts in market 
for the use of the world about thirty-five or forty millions of tons per 
annum, and of this quantity the United States now use about twelve 
millions of tons. Iron ore abounds in greater or less quantity in twenty- 
eight States of our Union, and there is enough in easy reach to be found 
on our lake shores and in several of the United States to supply all the 
demand for it in the world for a million of years. Asa rule, where this 
ore is found the land has but little or no other value. Iron ore differs 
very greatly in value. The amount of iron found in a pound of earth 
may be one-half or more, and yet not be of much value. Everything 
depends upon the purity of the iron the pound of ore will yield. The 
test of purity is the freedom of the ore from sulphur and phosphorus. 
The presence of sulphur and phosphorus in the iron renders it too brittle 
and so impairs its tensile strength that it can not be converted into 
good steel. The demand for iron ore all over the world is for ore low- 
est in sulphur and phosphorus. 

All the competition between the owners and producers of iron ore in 
this and all other countries is to supply the world’s demand for ores 
that are pure enough to make steel, and especially steel rails for rail- 
roads. During the last ten years American energy has been greatly 
stimulated in the discovery of ores free from phosphorus. Vast quan- 
tities of such ores have been found on Lake Superior, and it is claimed 
that such ores have been, and can be, found in West Virginia, and in 
North Carolina, and in Tennessee, and in Alabama. It is very certain 
that enough of iron ore, sufficiently low in phosphorus to make good 
steel, can be found in the United States to supply the entire world’s 
demand. It is also certain that iron ores of equally good quality are 
found, and no doubt in inexhaustible quantity, in Spain, Africa, Cuba, 
and Canada. These best ores, wherever found, are purchased by the 
manufacturers of pig-iron, to be converted intosteel. These steel man- 
ufacturers, and especially those who make steel rails, are compelled to 
buy the ores freest from impurities. 

The American manufacturers of pig-iron to convert into steel who 
have their furnaces near the Atlantic ports are the only importers of 
foreign iron ore. Those iron manufacturers who insist that ores shall 
go on the free-list base their claim on the ground that it is the raw 
material of every description of iron and steel, and for that reason these 
ores ought to be obtained at the lowest cost so as to cheapen manufact- 
ured articles to the consumer. On the other hand, those who own ore 
lands and those who dig out and supply ores toiron and steel manufact- 
urers in this country claim that, as the theory and policy of incidental 
protection from revenue duties have support in the purpose of encour- 
aging the development of American resources and the use of American 
productions, and of the labor so employed, it would amount to unjust 
and unequal discrimination to make pig-iron and all the other forms of 
manufactured iron and steel the subject of revenue duties and to leave 


out ores, upon which the whole iron and steel business is founded, to 
compete with the ores of foreign countries. There would be no con- 
tention upon the subject of making iron ores free, or taxable, if the 
American ores that are purest and freest from phosphorus were accessi- 
ble alike and at the same cost to all the American manufacturers ot 
steel. But unfortunately the iron ores that are lowest in phosphorus, 
and the best for that reason, are found only in sufficient quantity to 
supply the whole world in the Western and Southern States. The 
greatest quantity yet discovered is on Lake Superior. These lake ores 
have to be brought by water to Cleveland, Ohio, and other lake cities, 
and from there carried by railroad to eastern manufacturers of steel 
and steel rails. The steel makers in Cleveland get the American ore 
cheaper than steel makers in Philadelphia solely on account of the dif- 
ference in the cost of transportation. If ores were on the free-list, east- 
ern manufacturers of steel in Pennsylvania, and other States having 
Atlantic ports, believe that they could import their ores from the Med- 
iterranean and Cuba at less cost of transportation, and also save the 75 
cents per ton now paid as duty. 

As a public question, what importance or benefit is there in putting 
iron ores on the free-list, or letting the present duty stand? If ores 
are made free willthe price be reduced? Spanish and African ores can 
not now be imported to any American port for less than $5 per ton at 
theportofdelivery. It isa mistake to suppose that Mediterranean ores 
are shipped here as ballast. It is a fact well established that the low- 
est average freight charge for iron ores shipped from Spain or Africa is 
12s., or $3 per ton. From Cuba, Nova Scotia, or Canada the freight 
would cost less. But from whatever country the ores come the freight 
would cover nearly the whole cost. The question of making up the 
difference in the cost of the labor employed hef@ and in foreign coun- 
tries in digging the ore out of the ore-beds for delivery to purchasers 
really deserves but little consideration in deciding whether ores shall 
be free or not. The cost of the labor where American ores are deliv- 
ered rarely exceeds 50 cents per ton, and certainly not over 75 cents, 
and if foreign ores were dug up and delivered for 10 cents per ton, or 
for nothing, how does the duty of 75 cents per ton benefit the American 
laborer? Does anybody suppose that the American laborer gets one 
cent more on account of the duty, or that he would getone cent lessif 
ores werefree? The labor cost of 50 or 75 cents per ton is a mere baga- 
telle, and iron manufacturers and ore owners know that they are the 
real parties to the contention, and thatthe laborers have no interest in ` 
the question whatever, except in the event that making ore free would 
lessen the consumption of American ores by the increased importation 
and supply of foreign ores, and thereby make the demand less for labor 
to deliver American ores. Then, is it reasonably certain that making 
foreign ores free of the duty of 75 cents or 50 cents per ton would in- 
crease their importation? Ifthe importation were increased it would 
be for the sole reason that removing the duty had made the ore that 
much cheaper. Is itlikely that foreign ore would be made that much 
cheaper, or any cheaper by putting it on the free-list? Will any in- 
creased demand for foreign ores and the increased demand for trans- 
portation from foreign countries make the ores or the transportation 
any cheaper than they are now under the duty ? 

Any supposed benefit American iron and steel manufacturers might 
get from free foreign ore would be very soon swallowed up by the in- 
crease of the cost of shipping foreign ores to American markets. Ican 
not be made to believe that letting the duty stand or taking it off would 
produce any other effect than to reduce the revenue the amount now 
eollected on iron ores. I have no idea that the imports would be any 
greater in twelve months on account of ore being free than they would 
be if ore were taxed as itis now. The costof foreignor American iron 
ore will never be affected by more or less supply—it resolves itself into 
the cost of tra tion. There is a superabundance of the best 
ores in the United States and in ae, countries, and no amount of 
demand here, or elsewhere, can ever fail for one moment to find the sup- 
ply a thousand-fold greater than the demand. The only danger or 
ground for apprehension in the future of ore owners and iron and steel 
manufacturers that I can see in this country is, that the quantity and 
quality of iron ore and the natural facilities for iron and steel making 
are so wonderful and inexhaustible in the United States that capital 
will be invested in these industries to such an extent as to increase the 
production so rapidly that glutted American markets will soon force 
prices down to the bottom, where ore owners and iron and steel manu- 
facturers must be satisfied with minimum profits or quit the business. 
There are two reasons which I consider sufficiently meritorious to influ- 
ence my vote against putting iron ore on the free-list as compared with 
the reasons I have stated in favor of such a change. 

First. If the iron and steel manufacturers at or near Atlantic ports, 
who want free ore because it would make ore cheaper to them,are cor- 
rect in their belief, then it is very certain that the iron and steel 
manufacturers in Pennsylvania, Maryland, New Jersey, and New York 
would supply themselves with foreign ores. And in Gulf ports, like 
Pensacola and Mobile, accessible by rail and water to Alabama coal fields, 
iron and steel manufacturers in those ports could establish their own 
lines of steamers to Cuba and get their entire supply of ores, and thereby 
put the owners of ore beds and the workers in North Alabama and in 
Cuba, and the manufacturers and workers of iron and steel out of Ala- 
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bama ores in the interior cities and towns of Alabama, in fierce compe- 
tition. If the Cuban ore could be obtained cheaper than Alabama ore 
in the interior, and the Cuban ores were found to be a better quality, 
the rivalry between Gulf furnaces and the furnaces in the interior of 
Alabama would soon reduce ore to a nominal price and seriously impair, 
if it did not destroy, the value of ore lands in Alabama. All the value 
they could have would be for mixing with Cuban ores. The retention 
of the duty of 75 cents per ton may not, and I do not believe it will, ma- 
terially interfere with the chances or opportunities for such competition, 
but the removal of the duty would certainly be regarded by ore owners 
and ore workers in Alabama, and Georgia, and North Carolina, and 
Tennessee, and West Virginia, as an act of unjust discrimination against 
American and in favor of foreign ore. 

Second. In my judgment it would be unwise, and resultin no public 
benefit, to make iron ore free, and eyo produce alarm and discontent 
among American owners of ore beds and their workers, and make this 
subject one of constant irritation and contention in politics without any 
compensating public benefit. 

The next article taxed in the metal schedule is pig-iron, on which 
there is a duty of $6.72 per ton. Pig-iron isa staple production in our 
trade and commerce in which our sixty millions of people are directly 
interested. The capacity of the State that I partly represent to pro- 
duce pig-iron is equal, if not superior, to any in the Union, and in the 

t and future growth and prosperity of Alabama the two commod- 
ties that will contribute most y to her greatness are cotton and 
pig-iron. Nature has blessed Alabama with inseparable and marvelous 
agricultural and mineral and manufacturing resources. Old d 
is powerful in her manufacturing capacity, and so is New England; but 
neither is able to increase its agricultural population or productions. 
In agricultural advantages and resources Alabama has no superior, and 
she challenges the world to equal her in the wonderful combination of 
raw material and natural advantages for mining and manufacturing. 
No State can have more to make in a hearty union and co-operation of 
agriculture and mining and manufacturing. Two-thirds of our cotton 
crop is exported, and one-third consumed in the United States. The 
price of cotton is fixed and regulated in Liverpool, England, without 
any influence of tariff or free-trade legislation. The superior quality 
of American cotton, and the abundance of the supply, secures a monop- 
oly of the American market and insures its supremacy over other cot- 
ton-producing countries in foreign markets. It can not be denied that 
the cotton planter and food producer in Alabama would be benefited 
by encouraging and establishing mining and manufacturing of all kinds 
in Alabama, and so would other Southern States having the same facil- 
ities. It is a simple truth that the closer together producers and con- 

sumers live and carry on their pursuits the better for each of them. 

If there is any profit in farming, and mining, and manufacturing, 
all these industries should be carried on together, where nature has 
supplied the means of making them successful and profitable. Why 
has Providence furnished in such abundance and in such close neigh- 
borhood the marvclous resources for farming and manufacturing as are 
found in Alabama, if they can not be worked and their fruits appro- 
priated to the use of mankind, without contention, and rivalry, and 
antagonism? ‘Then let the farmers, and miners, and manufacturers 
go together in harmonious and friendly co-operation in the great work 
of advancing Alabama to the front in all the elements that make a 
great State. 

Great Britain is the most formidable rival of the United States in 
the production of pig-iron. The capacity of Great Britain to produce 
pig does not extend beyond 8,000,000 tons, and she has the world’s 
market open to her, which she largely supplies. She gets much of her 
ore from Spainand Africa, All the shipments of pig-iron to the United 
States amount to about a half million tons, mostly imported by Amer- 
ican manufacturers of steel, who pay the duty to get pig-iron that is 
freer from impurities and better for making steel. The last fiscal year 
all the importations amounted to 418,919 tons. When pig-iron was 
7 E ton duty more was then imported than is now under the present 

uty. 

The present capacity of the pig-iron production of the United States 
is equal to about 7,000,000 tons, all of which is consumed in the United 
States. It is a small estimate to put the production of pig-iron in this 
country in five years from now at 10,000,000 tons. Will the consump- 
tion keep up with the production? Will American markets take all 
the pig-iron that will be made in the United States? If so, will it be 
taken at present prices? England has the world’s markets open to her, 
and with a productive capacity at present equal to the United States 
she fails to find sale for all she makes, and what is left of her annual 
production she ships to American markets to get rid of her surplus 
and pays the duty of $6.72 per ton. How will it be when the United 
States ate England in production? Stated generally,the cost of pig- 
iron in Great Britain is about $12 per ton at the port of delivery, and on 

board from $13.75 to $14 per ton, as shown by the Philadelphia 
Bulletin. Add the duty paid at the American port of $6.72 and you 
make the cost to the shipper in the American port of every ton of foreign 
Pig-iron at least $20. Put the cost at the furnace at $7 per ton, and on 
shipboard at $10, and then you make the cost in the American port, 
after paying the duty, $16.72. The 418,919 tons of pig-iron imported 


the year ending June 30, 1887, according to the official report from the 
Bureau of Statistics, page 88, was valued at $6,528,795, which would be 
over $15 per ton, with the duty of $6.72 to be added. 

Now, what is the cost of making pig-iron in Pennsylvania and Ala- 
bama? This question has been much discussed and iron-makers differ 
widely in their items and estimates of the cost per ton. 

The following estimate was furnished, under oath, to the Senate Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, in November, 1883, by I. W. Sloss, 
president and owner of the Sloss furnaces, in Birminghanf, Ala.: 


2} tons ore to each ton of pig-iron at $1.00............ 


.-+ $3.60 

1.4 tons coke to each ton of pig-iron ..........«« 4.06 
Ripe MRI, oss R AEEA OES -30 
nel for boiler..........++ esecossssese, -20 


I deny that the charges for repairs, taxes, interest, and salaries of 
officials, like the president of the company, are legitimate items of cost; 
but let them pass. 

What is the cost of the labor necessarily employed to make a ton of pig- 
iron? 


President Sloss answers: 

Labor cost in the 2} tons Of O70.....iscc.corssccssnsvnsssssnnnenssnnsnnnsnstarsansrtrersnenanenes 2.5 
Labor cost in the 1.4 tons COke.,...ssses.es sesse 2.13 
Laber cost in the one-third ton estone 17 
Labor cost in the fuel...........s-ccessessseee „l4 
Labor cost in the repairs and material, -77 
Labor of salaried Men.......ssssesssssasse seese 2.25 
Labor in total freights on stock to ton of ore. 1.00 

y O OE E E AE A 8.71 


The items charged for repairs and materials for repairs, and the labor 
of salaried officers, and the labor for freight, are illegitimate and not 
properly included in the labor cost to make a ton of pig-iron to be con- 
sidered in ascertaining what labor cost shall be made up by the duty. 

Take the items of cost properly included in the above estimate, and 
the cost of a ton of pig-iron at Birmingham would be $4.69 for labor, and 
the other items of cost would be $3.28. But making the most liberal al- 
lowance for illegitimate items and it is a high estimate to put the whole 
cost at $10 per ton, and of this whole cost the allowance for labor can 


not s 

Now, what is the difference in the cost of the labor that makes im- 
ported pig-iron and the cost of the labor that makes Alabama or Penn- 
sylvania pig-iron? That is to say, if the foreign labor costs but $2.50 
per ton and the Alabama and lvania labor $5 per ton, the pledge 
of the Democratic party is to put a revenue duty on imported pig-iron 
that will make up the difference in the cost of labor in Europe and in 
the United States, and this is all that the pig-iron manufacturer claims. 
That makes the difference in the cost of the labor in Alabama and 
Pennsylvania and in Great Britain, to be made up by the duty, $2.50. 
But sup the cost of labor in Alabama is $8 per ton, and in Great 
Britain $4 per ton, then the difference to be made up by the duty would 
be $4. It is trifling with truth and disregarding facts too well known 
to be disputed to deny that $5 per ton duty will afford the amplest 
protection to the manufacturers of pig-iron in the United States. It 
is useless to make the inconsiderate and utterly unfounded assertion 
that $5 per ton duty will not afford them more than sufficient protec- 
tion. 


In point of fact, I consider the difference in the duty of $6.72 and 
$5 as so unimportant in its effects on our revenue and as a protection 
to the pig-iron industry that it is not worth contention or serious 
consideration. My remarks on the subject of iron ore and pig-iron 
are intended to show how utterly groundless the apprehension is that 
these industries are in the slightest danger from any revision or reduc- 
tion of tariff duties. 

But the trouble is that all classes who are personally interested in the 
mining or manufacturing of anything that has a duty on it, which can 
be, in whole or in part, added to the price against the imported article 
of like kind, combine and form organizations called trusts, to limit pro- 
duction, to carry out the common purpose founded solely on personal 
interest to resist any reduction of the duty on the article they manu- 
facture or any interference with the existing tariff. ‘‘ Let the tariff 
stand,” isthe cry of every one who makes money outof it. The pig-iron 
makers and iron and steel makers in Alabama and Pennsylvania and 
in every other State ring their fire-bells and try to alarm the whole 
country if you propose to touch the duty on raw wool or any other 
protected article. You may not say a word about interfering with 
any duty in the iron or metal schedule, but nevertheless, in accord- 
ance with the combination founded in trust and confidence among 
themselves to promote individual interests, the pig-iron maker and the 
wool-grower and all the beneficiaries of high duties join in the cry of 
“‘Free-traders!”? and: “‘ Free-traders’ war on great American industries 
to ze and destroy business interests and starve poor laborers.” In 
1883, when the tariff was revised on the report of the Tariff Commission, 
a convention composed of 138 delegates, who represented the iron and 
steel makers, assembled at Cresson, Pa., and a committee of pig-iron 
makers reported to the convention that it was impossible for industry 
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to survive arate of duty below $9 per ton. All the furnace fires would 
be put out and darkness cover the mineral region if the duty on pig- 
iron was less than $9. But the convention did not heed the ery, and 
reported that $8 per ton would afford sufficient protection. en 
Congress was so reckless of the fate of our pig-iron industries as to put 
the duty at $6.72, what was the consequence? The importation of 
penn was much less than when the duty was $7, and pig-iron makers 
ve never been more prosperous than during the last four years, 

It will not be believed that the profits of pig-iron making under 
proper management have been less than 25 per cent. There is plenty 
of reliable evidence that the profit at present prices is not less than 50 
per cent., while farming has not paid 8 percent. When the iron-maker 
is selling his iron at a price that yields him atleast three times as much 
prons as the farmer makes, and the iron-maker claims that he is in- 

ebted to the tariff for his profits, who expects him to agree to any re- 
vision of the tariff, or any reduction of duties? It is perfectly natural 
that all those who are making money, or think they are making money, 
out of the tariff, should prefer to letit stand. It isexpecting too much 
of human nature to ask those who have enriched themselves out of high 
duties to agree to a reduction, But those who are not sharing these 
unreasonable profits, but paying them as consumers of protected articles, 
are in a different condition, and occupy a standpoint from which they 
can take a different view. The farmer tells the iron and steel maker 
that he is willing and anxious that he shall succeed and prosper, so as 
to make iron and steel manufacturing great industries that will develop 
the mineral resources of the country sufficiently to supply the home 
demand and be able to export to foreign markets. But, my friends, you 
must not be too greedy. Be satisfied with a reasonable profit. It is 
the furmer’s right to buy what he wants where he can get it cheapest. 
‘The manufacturer claims and exercises the right to get his labor where 
he can hire it cheapest. But the farmer says, while he has the right to 
buy what he wants anywhere he can get it cheapest, yet he is willing, 
in order to encourage home production of what he consumes and build 
up a market for his products nearest his home, toso levy revenue duties 
in amount and application as to enable the home manufacturer to live 
long and prosper in his business. But when the manufacturer abuses 
this concession of the consumer, and combines with the beneficiaries of 
oppressive taxation to prevent any returning benefit to the consumer 
from home competition, which he was told would certainly come if he 
would submit for a season to high tariffs to encourage home manufact- 
urers, it is bad faith and unjust treatment to which consumers can not 
be expected to submit. 

There are many articles in the metal schedule that are overtaxed and 
could stand reductions of duties—such as steel rails, plate-glass, and 
wire for fencing. Most of the revenue from the metal schedule comes 
from steel rails, plate-glass, and wire fencing, and these, and many other 
articles, might be reduced with great saving to consumers in price, if 
lower duties failed to reduce the revenue. 

President Cleveland has had the courage and patriotism never exhib- 
ited before by any other public man in his position and with his sur- 
roundings to come out in an open field and tell the truth, as he under- 
stands it, so that there can be no mistake about what he means and what 
he believes to be the paramount duty of Congress. His last annual 
message was a great surprise to Congress and the country. Forthe last 
quarter of a century the immediate beneficiaries of our present tariff 
system have had full sway, and they had well-grounded confidence in 
theirability to hold theirfort, and being intrenched behind their money 
power, and press power, and brain power, they never dreamed that any 
national party, or any public man who aspired to be President, and cer- 
tainly noChief Magistrate who was the acknowledged head of his party 
and its accepted candidate for re-election, would dare plant himself in 
full view of their fortifications, and in close range of all their guns, and 
invite them to give a patient hearing and reasonable and patriotic con- 
sideration to what he felt it to be his public duty to communicate and 
recommend to Congress in relation to a matter of pressing and far-reach- 
ing importance to them and the whole country. 

There is not a single sentence in the message that is not the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth. Thatismyopinion. But there are 
members of my party who refuse to say the message is faultless. As 
the President truly states, we are confronted by a ‘‘ condition ” of pub- 
lic affairs that is a serious menace to the general welfare. The longer 
continuance of this condition must increase its perils, and the ap- 
plication and enforcement of all our theories must not be urged as in- 
dispensable concessions to secure co-operation in affording relief to the 
country. In this emergency President Cleveland has discharged his 
duty nobly. His message is invaluable in its other public effects and 
consequences. It will elevate public opinion and political thought, 
and teach the young men of the country a valuable lesson. It had be- 
come the habit of politicians and the practice of parties to treat poli- 
tics as a game, and public office as a prize to be won or lost, and, with- 
out regard to meansor agencies to promote and establish sound principles, 
the highest test of public worth and excellence wassuccess. The 
ple never fail to come to the support of a public servant who is bold 
enough to declare his honest convictions. Strong convictions are 
founded in a strong common sense of right and wrong, and when sup- 
ported by unflin: courage they never fail to command the admira- 


tion and confidence of the people. Some men possess extraordinary 
ability and learning, but however gifted they may be in uncommon 
sense the wires are always down between them and the people. That 
man is the greatest statesman who by his opinions and his acts gives 
expression and enforcement to the common sense of the people he rep- 
resents. The common sense of the people makes up public opinion and 
is the only safeguard of our republican government. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition of the resolution 
does the Senator desire? 
Mr. CULLOM. I suppose it is not the desire to dispose of the reso- 


lution during the afternoon, and I ask leave to introduce a resolution 
to be read and referred to the proper committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama is before the Senate, and must be disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table, if there be 
no objection. 


COLEMAN ©, SYMPSON, DECEASED. 


Mr. CULLOMsubmitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to > pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to Mrs. Mary A. R, Quinby, of Carthage, Ill,, widowed sister of Coleman 
©. Sympson, deceased, late enrolling clerk of the Henate, the sum of $1,104, and 
to Joseph Gawler, undertaker, the sum of $192, ge Fp amount equal to six 


months’ salary as clerk aforesaid; and said sums to be considered as including 
all funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


CLERK TO A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. HISCOCK submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution and 
the Discovery of America be, and it hereby is, authorized to employ a clerk dur- 
ing the sessions, who shall be paid, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, the 
usual per diem compensation, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will withhold the mo- 
tion for an instant, while the Chair lays before the Senate a joint reso- 
lution from the House of Representatives, for reference. 

Mr. MORRILL, Certainly. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 3) giving one month’s pay to certain 
employés of the House of Representatives was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, on the conclu- 
sion of the morning business, I shall move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the educational bill. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 20, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 19th day of December, 1887. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Calvin R. Clarke, to be postmaster at Nevada City, in the county of 
Nevada and State of California, in the place of Wallace J. Williams, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Mary Florence Byrne, to be postmaster at Grass Valley, in the county 
of Nevada and State of California, in the place of Michael Byrne, jr., 
deceased. 

Thomas Farrell, tobe postmaster at Marysville, in the county of Yuha 
and State of California, in the place of Charles Hapgood, whose commis- 
sion expires December 20, 1887. 

Talleyrand F. Brown, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county of 
Walsh and Territory of Dakota, in the place of William M. Chandler, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1887. 

William J. Dyckes, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Illinois, in the place of William W. Hull, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Isaac Fielding, to be postmasterat Champaign, in the county of Cham- 
paign and State of Illinois, in the place of Eli N. McAllister, whose com- 
mission expires December 20, 1887. 

Morris 8. McCoy, to be postmaster at Polo, in the county of Ogle and 
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State of Illinois, in the place of Mrs. Caroline E. Apliugton, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Elam L. Stewart, to be postmaster at Carmi, in the county of White 
and State of Illinois, in the place of George R. Little, whose commis- 
sion expires December 20, 1887. 

L. W. Goen, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county of 
Buchanan and State of Iowa, in the place of David Donnan, resigned. 

Suel J. Spaulding, to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county of 
Warren and State of Iowa, in the place of William W. Worth, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Orlando Currier, to be postmaster at Hallowell, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of Jacob B. Thomas, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1887. 

* Joseph M. Hollywood, to be postmaster at Brockton, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Joseph M. 
Hollywood, whose commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Thomas F. Lyons, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Nor- 
folk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frederick E. Holmes, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Henry A. Pope, to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of Norfolk 
and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Henry A. Pope, whose com- 
mission expires December 20, 1887. 

Jobn E. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county of 
Rice ad State of Minnesota, in the place of Henry S. French, resigned. 

William Lee, to be postmaster at Saint Paul, in the county of Ram- 
sey and State of Minnesota, in the place of David Day, whose commis- 
sion expires December 20, 1887. 

David L. Young, to be postmaster at Winona, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Mississippi, in the place of David L. Young, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Henry H. Russell, to be postmaster at Warrensburg, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Missouri, in the place of John W. Brown, re- 


signed. 

sire H. Welch, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of Fil- 
more and State of Nebraska, in the place of Simeon Sawyer, resigned. 

Gilbert R. Lindsay, to be postmaster at Rahway, in the county of 

-Union and State of New Jersey, in the place of Samuel M. Oliver, re- 
igned. 

obert A. Scott, to be postmaster at Friendship, in the county of 

a pe and State of New York, in the place of Jacob O. Price, re- 
si ; 

Saey H. Beaman, to be postmaster at Hiram, in the county of Port- 
age and State of Ohio, in the place of Dudley H. Beaman, whose com- 
missidn expires December 20, 1887. 

8. S. Bloom, to be postmaster at Shelby, in the county of Richland 
and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles L. Kerr, whose commission 
expires December 20, 1887. 

Christian B. Dorwart, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Columbianaand State of Ohio, in the place of Frank W. Webster, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Philip Klein, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county of Ross 
and State of Ohio, in the place of William E. Gilmore, whose commis- 
sion expires December 20, 1887. 

D. W. Vail, to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county of Huron 
and State of Ohio, in the place of Edward L. Husted, whose commission 
expires December 20, 1887. 

Charles W. James, to be postmaster at Baker City, in the county of 
Baker and State of Oregon, in the place of Charles L, Palmer, resigned. 

Charles M. Adams, to be postmaster at Colorado, in the county of 
Mitchell and State of Texas, in the place of Prince A. Hazzard, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1887. 

Samuel A. Fishburn, to be postmaster at Mexia, in the county of 
Limestone and State of Texas, in the place of Joshua A. Gardiner, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1887. 

John O. Frink, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of William- 
son and State of Texas, in the place of John O. Frink, whose commis- 
sion expires December 20, 1887. 

Harry E. Pickett, to be postmaster at Waxahachie, in the county 
of Ellis and State of Texas, in the place of William J, F. Ross, re- 

igned. 
jae C. Bennett, to be postmaster at Mo 
and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John S. 
expires December 20, 1887. 

W. E. Lennan, to be postmaster at Hurley, in the county of Ashland 
and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
October 1, 1887. 

Charles R. Oldham, to be postmaster at Moundsville, in the county 
of Marshall and State of West Virginia, in the place of Maria L. Gans, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1887. 

William P, Campbell, to be postmaster at Wellsburgh, in the county 
of Brooke and State of West Virginia, in the place of Joseph R. Naylor, 
deceased. 


in the county of Green 
; Whose commission 


4 REVENUE SERVICE. 
John B. Hull, of Virginia, to be a third lieutenant in the revenue 
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service of the United States, in the place of Third Lieut. George A. 
York, promoted. 

James M. Moore, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant in the rev- 
enue service of the United- States, to succeed Third Lieut. Albert H. 
Ewing, resigned. 

GENERAL OFFICER. 

Col. Wesley Merritt, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be brigadier-general, 

April 16, 1887, vice Willcox, retired from active service, 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

First Lieut. Crosby P. Miller, regimental quartermaster Fourth Ar- 
tillery, to be assistant quartermaster, with the rank of captain, Novem- 
ber 21, 1887, vice Furey, promoted. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

Lieut. Col. Charles Page, surgeon, to be Assistant Surgeon-General, 
with the rank of colonel, November 17, 1887, vice Perin, retired from 
active service. 

Maj. James C. McKee, surgeon, to be surgeon, with the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel, November 17, 1887, vice Page, promoted. 

Capt. Alfred C. Girard, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with th 
rank of major, November 17, 1887, vice McKee, promoted. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

Maj. George B. Dandy, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermaster- 
general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, November 11, 1887, rice 
Reynolds, retired from active service. 

Capt. John B. Furey, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermaster, 
with the rank of major, November 11, 1887, vice Dandy, promoted. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. Robert H. White, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with the 

rank of major, May 14, 1887, vice Taylor, retired from active service. 


FIRST REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


Capt. John M. Hamilton, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be major, April 
21, 1887, vice Huntt, promoted to the Tenth Cavalry. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
First Lieut. George F. Chase, to be captain, November 25, 1887, vice 
Simpson, retired from active service. 
Second Lieut. Parker W. West, to be first lieutenant, November 25, 
1887, vice Chase, promoted. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Lieut. Col. Charles E. Compton, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
October 19, 1887, vice Royall, retired from active service. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


Lieut. Col. James F. Wade, of the Tenth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
April 21, 1887, vice Merritt, appointed brigadier-general. 
Maj. James Biddle, of the Sixth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
October 19, 1887, vice Compton, promoted to the Fourth Cavalry. 
First Lieut. William P. Hall, regimental quartermaster, to be cap- 
tain, March 8, 1887, vice Greely, appointed Chief Signal Officer. 
First Lieut. Walter S. Schuyler, to be captain, April 21, 1887, vice 
Hamilton, promoted to the First Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Augustus C. Macomb, to be first lieutenant, March 
11, 1887, vice London, appointed regimental quartermaster. 
Second Lieut. Luther 8. Welborn, to be first lieutenant, April 21, 
1887, vice Schuyler, promoted. 
SIXTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Capt. Tullius C. Tupper, to be major, October 19, 1887, vice Biddle, 
promoted to the Fifth Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Henry P. Kingsbury, to be captain, October 5, 1887, vice 
Gordon, retired from active service. 
First Lieut. Frank West, to be captain, October 19, 1887, vice Tup- 
per, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Thomas Cruse, to be first lieutenant, September 28, * 
1887, vice Touey, deceased. 
Second Lieut. John Y. F. Blake, to be first lieutenant, October 5, 
1887, vice Kingsbury, promoted. 
Second Lieut. George H. Sands, to be first lieutenant, October 19, 
1887, vice West, promoted. . 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Capt. Theodore A. Baldwin, of the Tenth Cavalry, to be major, Oc- 
tober 5, 1887, vice Madden, retired from active service. 
TENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Maj. George G. Huntt, of the First Cavalry, to be lieutenant-col- 
onel, April 21, 1887, vice Wade, promoted to the Fifth Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Samuel L. Woodward, to be captain, October 5, 1887, 
vice Baldwin, promoted to the Seventh Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Leighton Finley, to be first lieutenant, October 5, 1887, 
vice Woodward, promoted. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 


Maj. William M. Graham, of the Fourth Artillery, to be lienteuant- 
colonel, August 10, 1887, vice Piper, promoted to the Fifth Artillery, 
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Capt. Edward R. Warner, of the First Artillery, to be major, May 7, 
1887, vice Randolph, deceased. 

Capt. William Haskin, to be major, August 11, 1887, viee Warner, 
retired from active service. 
+, First Lieut. Frederic C. Nichols, to be captain, August 11, 1887, vice 
Haskin, promoted. 

First Lieut. Abner H. Merrill, to be captain, August 14, 1887, vice 
Nichols, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. William Ç. Rafferty, tobe first lieutenant, August 11, 
1887, vice Nichols, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John L. Chamberlin, to be first lieutenant,August 14, 
1887, vice Merrill, promoted. 


SECOND REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 


First Lieut. John C. Scantling, to be captain, May 2, 1887, vice How- 
ell, deceased. A 
First Lieut. George S. Grimes, to be captain, November 20, 1887, vice 
Wilson, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Edwin St. J. Greble, to be first lieutenant, May 2, 1887, 
vice Scantling, promoted. 

Second Lient. Melzar C. Richards, to be first lieutenant, November 
20, 1887, vice Grimes, promoted. 

THIRD REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 

Maj. La Rhett L. Livingston, of the Fourth Artillery, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, March 5, 1887, vice Seott, deceased. 

First Lieut. Edward C. Knower, to be captain, May 7, 1887, vice War- 
ner, promoted to the First Artillery. 

Second Lieut. Wilbur Lavenia to be first lieutenant, May 7, 1887, 
vice Knower, promoted. 

FOURTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 


Capt. Henry C. Hasbrouck, to be major, March 5, 1887, vice Livings- 
ton, promoted to the Third Artillery. 

Capt. Jacob B. Rawles, of the Fifth Artillery, to be major, August 
10, 1887, vice Graham, promoted to the First Artillery. 

First Lieut. Frederick Fuger, regimental quartermaster, to be cap- 
tain, March 5, 1877, vice Hasbrouck, promoted. 

First Lieut. William Ennis, regimental adjutant, to be captain, Oc- 
tober 5, 1887, vice Morris, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Walter $. Alexander, to be first lieutenant, March 31, 
1887, vice Miller, appointed regimental quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. Frederick S, Strong, to be first lieutenant, May 6, 1887, 
vice Daven deceased. 

Second Lieut. Williston Fish, to be first lieutenant, October 15, 1887, 
vice Taylor, appointed regimental adjutant. 

FIFTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 


Lieut. Col. Alexander Piper, of the First Artillery, to be colonel, 
August 10, 1887, vice Hamilton, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Paul Roemer, to be captain, August 10, 1887, vice Rawles, 
promoted to Fourth Artillery. 

Second Lieut. Albert C. Blunt, to be first lieutenant, August 10, 1887, 
vice Roemer, promoted. 

FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. John J. O’Connell, to be captain, April 14, 1887, vice 
Hamilton, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin S. Wever, to be first lieutenant, April 14, 
1887, vice O'Connell, promoted. 


EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. Edgar Hubert, to be first lieutenant, October 29, 1887, 
vice McMinn, retired from active service. 


NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. James Regan, to be captain, June 15, 1887, vice Pease, 
œ retired from active service. 
„First Lieut. William L. Carpenter, to be captain, October 2, 1887, 
vice Munson, deceased. 

or eam Lieut. Frank L. Dodge, to be first lieutenant, June 15, 1887, 
vice Regan, promoted. 

Second Lieut. cite py R. Noyes, to be first lieutenant, August 28, 
1887, vice Wyatt, gesigned 

Second Lieut. Cha P. Stivers, to be first lieutenant, August 30, 
1887, vice Capron, retired from active service. e 

Second Lieut. Christopher C. Miner, to be first lieutenant, October 
2, 1887, vice Carpenter, promoted. 

TWELFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. Charles W. Abbot, jr., to be first lieutenant, Septem- 

ber 1, 1887, vice Darr, resigned. 
FOURTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Julius E. Quentin, to be captain, June 15, 1887, rice 
Kennington, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Joseph H. Gustin, to be first lieutenant, June 15, 1887, 
vice Quentin, promoted. 


t 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 19, 


SIXTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. Samuel R. Whitall, to be captain, April 14, 1887, vice 
Vinal, retired from active service. 
Second Lieut. Elias Chandler, to be first lieutenant, April 14, 1887, 
vice Whitall, promoted. 
EIGHTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. Michael Leahy, regimental quartermaster, to be captain, 
June 15, 1887, vice Durham, retired from active service. 
First Lieut. James H. Baldwin, to, be captain, October 6, 1887, vice 
Kline, promoted to the Twenty-fourth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Charles McClure, to be first lieutenant, June 21, 1887, 
vice Wood, appointed regimental quartermaster. 
Second Lieut. Charles L. Steele, to be first lieutenant, October 6, 1887, 
vice Baldwin, promoted. 
TWENTIETH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. John A. Manley, to be captain, May 14, 1887, vice Brad- 
ley, deceased. 
First Lieut. William H. Hamner, tobe captain, Angust 31, 1887, vice 
Fletcher, retired from active service. 
First Lieut. John B. Rodman, to be captain, October 15, 1887, vice 


| McNaught, retired from active service. 


Second Lieut. James A. Irons, to be first lieutenant, May 14, 1887, 
vice Manley, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James S. Rogers, to be first lieutenant, August 25, 1887, 
vice Lord, retired from active service. 

Second Lient. Henry B. Moon, jr., to be first lieutenant, August 31, 
1887, vice Hamner, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edwin H. Webber, to be first lieutenant, October 15, 
1887, vice Rodman, promoted, 


TWENTY-FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


Capt. Jacob Kline, of the Eighteenth Infantry, to be major, October 
6, 1887, vice Rawn, deceased. 
TWENTY-FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Henry P. Ritzius, to be captain, September 1, 1887, vice 
Gray, dismissed. 

Second Lieut. Eaton A. Edwards, to be first lieutenant, September 
1, 1887, vice Ritzius, promoted. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


First Lient. Solomon W. Roessler, to be captain, December 1, 1887, 
vice Payson, resign 

Second Lieut. David DuB. Gaillard, to be first lieutenant, October 
22, 1887, vice Crosby, resigned. 

Second Lient. Harry Taylor, to be first lieutenant, December 1, 1887, 
vice Roessler, promoted. 

FIFTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 

First Lieut. Edmund L. Zalinski, to be captain, December 9, 1887, 
vice Van Reed, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Warren P, Newcomb, to be first lieutenant, December 
9, 1887, vice Zalinski, promoted. 

ELEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. Richard M. Blatchford, to be first lieutenant, Decem- 
ber 7, 1887, vice Handforth, dismissed. 
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant surgeons, with the rank of first lieutenant. 
Jefferson D. Poindexter, of Virginia, March 11, 1887, vice Barrows, 
resigned. 

Charles E. Woodruff, of Pennsylvania, April 14, 1887, vice Mason, 
resigned. $ 
Julian M. Cabell, of Virginia, April 14, 1887, vice Kane, resigned. 

William N. Suter, of Virginia, May 16, 1887, vice White, promoted. 

Eugene L. Swift, of New York, August 12, 1887, vice Dickson, de- 
ceased. 

Nathan 8. Jarvis, of New York, October 14, 1887, vice Cunningham, 
deceased. 

To be post chaplain. 

Rev. William K. Tully, of Florida, April 23, 1887, rice Rayner, retired 

from active service. 3 


' 

Second Lieut. Stephen H. Elliott, of the Eighth Cavalry, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant Fifth Cavalry, June 20, 1887, with rank from October 
24, 1836, vice Potter, transferred to the Corps of Engineers. 

Second Lieut. George W. Gatchell, of the Fifth Artillery, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant Fourth Artillery, November 12, 1887, with rank from 
August 10, 1887. 

Second Lieut. John D. Miley, of the Fourth Artillery, to be second 
lieutenant Fifth Artillery, November 12, 1887, with rank from October 
15, 1887. 

Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 

Additional Second Lieut. James C. Bourke, of the Second Artillery, 

to be second lieutenant, December 9, 1887, vice Newcomb, promoted. 
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Corps of Engineers. 
Additional Second Lieut. Francis R. Shunk, to be second lieutenant, 
October 22, 1887, vice Gaillard, promoted. 
Additional Second Lieut. James J. Meyler, to be second lieutenant, 
1, 1887, vice Taylor, promoted. 


TO BE SECOND LIZUTENANTS. 


aree First Regiment of Cavalry. 
24. Cadet William C. Rivers, vice Landis, promoted. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 


21. Cadet P. D. Lochridge, vice Holton, promoted. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavatry. 
22. Cadet Thomas H. Slavens, vice Dickinson, promoted. 
23. Cadet Nathaniel F. McClure, vice Dean, 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
10. Cadet John M. Jenkins, vice Macomb, promoted. 
16. Cadet Alfred M. Hunter, vice Welborn, promoted. 


Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 
29. Sa W. Evans, vice Elliott, transferred to the Fifth 
a Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 
32. Cadet John H. Alexander, to fill a vacancy in the regiment, 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
30. Cadet Robert G. Paxton, vice Mott, deceased. 
First Regiment of Artillery. 
- 3. Cadet Eugene W. Van C. Lucas, vice Runcie, promoted. 
Second Regiment of Artillery. 


6. Cadet Richmond P. Davis, vice Catlin, promoted. 
8. Cadet Ernest Hinds, vice Greble, promoted. 
Third Regiment of Artillery. 
7. Cadet George O. Squier, vice Gibson, appointed first lieutenant 
in the Ordnance Department. 
11. Cadet Edgar Russel, vice Loveridge, promoted. 
Fourth Regiment ef Artillery. 
Cadet Wirt Robinson, vice Alexander, promoted. 
Cadet George F. Landers, vice Strong, promoted. 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
Cadet Charles B. Wheeler, rice Allen, promoted, 
First Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Frederic A. Tripp, vice Wever, promoted. 
S:cond Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Harry E. Wilkins, vice Pickering, promoted. 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet James T. Dean, rice MeCoy, promoted. 
Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Herman Hall, vice Chase, promoted. 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet Ambrose I. Moriarty, vice Shaw, dropped as a deserter. 
5 Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet William P. Baker, vice Blunt, transferred to the Fifth Cav- 


8 p Be 


Eleventh Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet William Weigel, vice Handforth, promoted, 
. Cadet Eugene L. Loveridge, vice Emory, promoted. 
Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet Alexander L. Dade, vice Hall, promoted. 
Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet Charles H. Martin, vice Calhoun, promoted. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 5 
. Cadet John C. Gregg, vice Chandler, promoted. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
5. Cadet Edward C. Young, vice Campbell, deceased. 
f Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry. 


Cadet Thomas C. Hanson, vice Evans, promoted, 
Cadet Arthur B. Foster, vice Ives, promoted. 


Twentieth Regiment of Infantry: 
Cadet Marcus D. Cronin, vice Irons, promoted. 
Cadet Charles Gerhardt, vice Niskern, resigned. 
Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Samuel Seay, jr., vice Parke, promoted. 
Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet William E. Bruce, vice Getty, promoted. 
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— Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
47. Cadet Charles S. Farnsworth, vice Reed, promoted. 


Cadet Ulysses G. McAlexander, vice Devol, promoted. 
TO BE ADDITIONAL SECOND LIEUTEN ANTS, 
Attached to the Corps of Engineers. 
1. Cadet Francis R. Shunk. 
2. Cadet James J. Meyer. 
Attached to the Cavalry arm. 
Cadet John A. Harman, to the Seventh Cavalry. 
Cadet Thomas Q. Donaldson, jr., to the Third Cavalry, 
Cadet George McK. Williamson, to the Sixth Cavalry. 
Cadet Francis H. Beach, to the First Cavalry. 
Cadet Thomas W. Hall, to the Fourth Cavalry. 
Cadet Alonzo Gray, to the Fifth Cavalry. 
Cadet Pierrepont Isham, to the Seventh Cavalry. 
Attached to the Artillery arm. 
Cadet George W. Gatchell, to the Fifth Artillery. 
. Cadet Oscar I. Straub, to the First Artillery. 
. Cadet Fremont P. Peck, to the Fourth Artillery. 
. Cadet John D. Miley, to the Fifth Artillery. 
Cadet Herman C. Schumm, to the Third Artillery, 
Cadet James C. Bourke, to the Second Artillery. 
Attached to the Infantry arm. 
. Cadet Edson A. Lewis, to the Eighteenth Infantry. 
. Cadet Willian K. Jones, to the Fourteenth Infantry. 
. Cadet Edmund Wittenmyer, to the Ninth Infantry. 
. Cadet Michael J. Lemhan, to the Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Cadet William H. Wassell, to the Ninth Infantry. 
Cadet Mark L. Hersey, to the Nineteenth Infantry. 
Cadet Walter L. Taylor, to the Sixteenth Infantry. 
Cadet Bard P. Schenck, to the Seventh Infantry. 
Cadet Henry R. Adams, to the Twenty-third Infantry. 
Cadet Samuel A. Smoke, to the Sixth Infantry.. 
Cadet Frank H. Albright, to the Twelfth Infantry. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. f 
Additional Second Lieut. Pierrepont Isham, of the Seventh Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant, November 25, 1887, vice West, promoted. 
Sixth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Seeond Lieut. George McK. Williamson, to be second 
lieutenant, September 28, 1887, rice Cruse, promoted. 
Additional Second Lieut. Francis H. Beach, of the First Cavalry, to 
be second lieutenant, October 5, 1887, vice Blake, promoted. 
Additional Second Lieut. Alonzo Gray, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be 
second lientenant, October 19, 1887, vice Sands, promoted. 
Seventh Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. John A. Harman, to be second lieutenant, 
July 5, 1887, vice Wilcox, dismissed. 
Additional Second Lieut. Thomas Q. Donaldson, jr., of the Third 
Cavalry, to be second lieutenant, September 1, 1887, vice Spilman, re- 


signed. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Thomas W. Hall, of the Fourth Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant, October 5, 1887, vice Finley, promoted. 
í First Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. Oscar I. Straub, to be second lieutenant, 
August 11, 1887, vice Rafferty, promoted. 
Additional Second Lient. Fremont P. Peck, of the Fourth Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant, August 14, 1887, vice Chamberlain, promoted. 
Second Regiment of Artillery. 

Additional Second Lieut. Herman C. Schumm, ofthe Third Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant, November 20, 1887, vice Richards, promoted. 
Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 

Additional Second Lieut. John D. Miley, of the Fifth Artillery, to 
be second lieutenant, October 15, 1887, vice Fish, promoted. 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. George W. Gatchell, to be second Henten- 
ant, August 10, 1887, vice Blunt, promoted. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Edmund Wittenmyer, to be second lieu- 
tenant, June 15, 1887, vice Dodds, promoted. 
Additional Second Lient. William H. Wassell, to be second lieuten- 
ant, August 28, 1887, rice Noyes, promoted. 
Additional Second Lieut. Mark L. Hersey, of the Nineteenth In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant August 30, 1887, vice Stivers promoted. 
Additional Second Lieut. Frank H. Albright, of the Twelfth Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant, October 2, 1887, rice Miner, promoted. 
~ Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 


“Additional Second Lieut. Bard P, Schenck, of the Seventh Infantry, 
to be second lientenant, September 1, 1887, vice Abbot, promoted. 
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Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. ~ 

Additional Second Lieut. William K. Jones, to be second lieutenant, 
June 15, 1887, vice Gustin, promoted. 

Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Edson A. Lewis, to be second lieutenant, 
‘June 15, 1887, vice McClure, promoted. 

Additional Second Lieut. Samuel A. Smoke, of the Sixth Infantry, to 
be second lieutenant, September 30, 1887, vice Young, resigned. 

Additional Second Lieut. Frederic D. Evans, of the Twenty-second 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant, October 6, 1887, vice Steele, promoted. 

Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Michael J. Lenihan, of the Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant, August 25, 1887, vice Rogers, pro- 
moted. 

Additional Second Lieut. Walter L. Taylor, of the Sixteenth Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant, August 31, 1887, vice Moon, promoted. 

Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 

Cadet Frederic D. Evans, graduate of the Military Academy, to be 
additional second lieutenant, July 1, 1887, the date he was given his 
diploma. 

Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Henry R. Adams, of the Twenty-third In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant, September 1, 1887, vice Edwards, pro- 
moted. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 19, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and approved. 
COMPENSATION OF CERTAIN EMPLOYÉS TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the , transmitting a statement showing the names and compen- 
sation of employés paid from appropriations for the construction of pub- 
lic buildings; which was ordered to be printed, and laid on the table. 


POSITIONS OF THE ARMY AT GETTYSBURGH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, referring to the appropriation for marking the positions occupied 
by the army at Gettysburgh, and recommending that authority be 
granted to purchase land for that purpose; which was ordered to be 
printed, and laid on the table. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a statement of expenditures from the appropria- 
tions for the contingent expenses of the military establishment for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1887; which was ordered to be printed, and 
laid on the table. 


BRIDGES OVER THE MUSKINGUM RIVER, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with the report ofthe board of engineers, adraught 
and recommending the of an act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over the Muskingum River, Ohio; which was ordered to be 
printed, and laid on the table. 


REPORTS ON PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting communications from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, embodying a report of the sur- 
veyor-general for New Mexico and Arizona on the following private land 
claims: The town of Atrisco; Tres Alamo, No. 17;Santa Tomas de Itur- 
bidecolony, No. 139; Ocaté claim, No. 143; Las Huertas claim, No. 144; 
José Antonio Lucero claim, No. 147; Plaza Blanca tract, No. 148; Plaza 
Colorado tract, No. 149; Cafion de Carnue claim, No. 150; the town of 
El Rito claim, No. 151; and the Guadalupita tract, No. 152; which were 
severally laid on the table. i 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky, until January 6, 1888, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. HATCH, until January 5, 1888. 

To Mr. STEELE, until after the holiday recess. 

To Mr. HuNTER, until January 6, 1888, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. GLOVER, until after the holiday recess, on account of im- 
portant business, ‘ 

To Mr. McCLAmmy, for four days from and after to-day, on account 
of important business. 5 

To Mr. WILsoN, of Minnesota, until after the holiday recess, on ac- 
count of important business, i 


COMPILATION OF QUESTIONS OF ORDER. 


Mr. COX. I offer for present consideration the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That for pd peels of completing the compilation of questions of 
order raised and decided on general appropriation and revenue bills heretofore 
ordered by the Honse so as to include the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Con- 
gresses, the Speaker is authorized toemploya clerk to perform such work, who 
shall be pete. out of the contingent fund of the House,such compensation as 
may be fixed by the Committee on Accounts. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL, Let it be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman from New York to al- 
low that proposition to go to the Committee on Rules. We are not at 
present sufficiently acquainted with its effect. 

Mr. COX. Ishall make a very brief statement and I think the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will withdraw any objection. There was 
authority given for work done by one of the clerks of this House in 
making a compilation in relation to all questions of order coming up 
on revenue and appropriation bills. There was an appropriation to pay 
for this service in the last deficiency bill, which failed. I should like 
to see a compilation of all questions of order as to revenue and appro- 
priation bills, not only made in the House but made in the Committee 
of the Whole, and decided, so that we may guide ourselves properly as 
to the effect of our rules; and the sooner this is done the better for in- 
telligentaction on the part of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. RANDALL, I understand perfectly well the object of this reso- 
lution, but I do not think it provides proper restraints as to the ex- 
penditure. I would like to know exactly the time to be employed in 
bringing up the work to which reference is made and the compensation 
to be awarded. We should know the limit of time and the limit of 
amount as well. I think if the resolution goes to the Committee on 
Rules it will be examined and we shall be able to secure the exact re- 
strictions required. 

Mr.COX. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] may 
amend the resolution, if he chooses, by stating that the work shall be 
done, say, within three months. Ibelieve it will be completed within 
that time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to impair the efficiency or the thor- 
oughness of the work; and I am not sufficiently informed to know by 
what date it should be completed or what amount should be paid forit. , 
That is the reason why I wanted it to go to the committee for thorough 
examination. 

Mr. COX. As the Committee on Rules will likely report the resolu- 
tion back on an early day, I accept the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


MEMBER SWORN. 
Mr. RYAN, a Representative-elect from Kansas, appeared and quali- 
fied by taking the prescribed oath. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the unfinished business to-day is 
the resolution which came over from the last sitting, which I introduced, 
in reference to the introduction of bills. As I understand the Com- 
mittee on Rules will soon be announced, I ask unanimous consent that 
my resolution lie over for the present. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the Committee on 
Rules, as follows: The Speaker, Mr. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
MILIS of Texas, Mr, REED of Maine, and Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. RYAN. I offer the privileged resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask to have it referred to the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolvcd, That Rule XXIV be amended by adding to clause 1 the following: 

“ Prorid:d, That there shall only be printed for the use of the House and Sen- 
ate, unless otherwise ordered, 100 copies of cach bill and resolution of a pri- 
vate nature and 500 copies of each bill and resolution of a public nature.” 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I offer for present consideration the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the reports of the Court of Claims under the act of Congress en- 
titled “An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American citizens 
for spoliations committed by the French prior to the 3lst day of July, 1801,” ap- 
proved January 20, 1885, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, when 
appointed, with instructions to report to this House all such claimsas have been 
decided favorably to the claimants and so reported i the Court of Claims in the 
general deficiency bill for the consideration of the House. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Under the legislation adopted by Congress in 1885 all 
questions of law and fact connected with the French spoliation claims 
were referred to the Court of Claims, to be reported back by that court 
to this House for its consideration and action. 


1887. 
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There have been reported to the present House the decisions of the court 
in relation to thirty-fiveships. Thirty of those decisions are favorable 
and five adverse. The amount which the Court of Claims has decided 
as being due by the United States to the claimants in those cases is 
about $448,000. The object of this resolution is simply to have, in a 
convenient form for consideration by the House, these claims, which 
in the report are all set forth separately, with the decisions and the 
reasons therefor, in order that they may be intelligently considered, 
with a sufficient interval of time between now and the reporting of the 
deficiency bill to give every member of the House an opportunity for 
full examination of each and every claim. This being the course 
which other reports of the Court of Claims usually take, I presume, 
Mr. Speaker, that it will give better opportunity for examination and 
greater liberty of debate than any other, and unless some gentleman 
wishes to discuss the matter I will ask for the present consideration 
of the resolution, and upon that will call the previous question. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Does the gentleman desire to discuss this matter? 

Mr. MILLS. Ido. 

Mr. DIBBLE, How much time does the gentleman require ? 

Mr. MILLS. Only two or three minutes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iwill yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS], and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, thisis amatter of greatimportance. The 
House is not informed as to the amount of money embraced in these 
claims. We know nothing about it, and we are asked to take up the 
consideration of this question and act upon it without any investigation 
by acommittce of the House, without any recommendation from a com- 
mittee. In my judgment, it is a matter of too much importance to be 
acted upon here until it has been investigated and reported upon by a 
committee, and when the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
gets through with the discussion of the subject I shall propose to refer 
the resolution to a committee. 

Mr. DIBBLE. That is the motion. 

Mr. MILLS. I understood the gentleman to ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. DIBBLE. No, sir. The resolution refers the matter to the 
- Committee on Appropriations, to be reported in the deficiency bill, and 
then considered by the House. 

Mr. MILES. Well, we do not want it referred with instructions. 
We want it referred without instructions. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIB- 
BLE] yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this resolution 
goes further than my friend from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] claims. 
It is not simply a proposition to refer the subject. It directs the refer- 
ence of these claims to the Committee on Appropriations with instruc- 
tions to report them in an appropriation bill, and it gives that instruc- 
tion before that committee have had a chance to examine the claims. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Not at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
does not pro that, I think. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that the matter is to be reported to 
the House on a deficiency bill, and is to come to the House with all the 
moral effect of such a report. 

Mr. RANDALL. My idea is that this matter should first have the 
judgment of the Committee on Claims as to the propriety of its enact- 
ment before it goes to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
is discussing one aspect of the subject and I am discussing another. 
This resolution amounts to a resolution of instruction to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to report in one of the general appropriation bills 
all these claims that have been reported on by the court, just as judg- 
ments are reported; and if that is done they will come back into this 
House with all the moral force that attends a report of any bill by the 
Committee on Appropriations. It seems to me that that should not 
be done; especially in view of the fact that when the bill referring these 
claims to the Court of Claims was before the House the inducement 
for its passage was the statement that the action of the court was not 
to be final, but that the claims were subsequently to be passed upon 
by the House. Í 

Mr. SHAW. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAW. Does not this resolution call for the reference of only 
such claims as have been adjudicated by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ithink it does; but, as I have just stated, the ob- 
jection to the resolution is that it amounts to a declaration on the part 
of this House that the investigation as to that class of claims is con- 
cluded; whereas it is well known that when the bill referring these 
cases to the court was before the House it was stated, and accepted on 
every side, that the action of the court was not to be final, but that the 
court was simply to report the questions of fact and law to this House, 


to be reviewed by the House, and the judgment of the court to be con- 
firmed or not, just as the House saw fit to determine, 

It was expressly precluded that this question was to be -treated 
as my friend from South Carolina proposes to treat it to-day. This is 
a new matter coming in here in the way that I have stated; and it does 
seem to me proper that it should be referred under these circumstances 
to some committee, as it may involve the expenditure not merely of 
$400,000, but of twenty, thirty, or possibly forty million. No man 
can undertake to say what the aggregate may be; and-I submit that 
now in the initiative, we ought, in good faith under the promises made 
when the act for the consideration of these claims by the Court of Claims 
was passed, to provide for a reference to some committee, whether the 
Committee on Appropriations, the Committee on Claims, or any other 
committee, so that this question may have full consideration. We 
should not by the adoption of a resolution in this form commit the 
judgment of the House at this time. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several*messages, in writing, from the President of the United States, 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The House resumed the consideration of the resolution offered by 
Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will call my friend’s attention to the fact that that 
resolution provides for a reference of these claims to the Committee on 
Appropriations, who shall report them back in a bill for the consider- 
ation of the House. By the adoption of this resolution the House will 
not be bound to any particular action in finally disposing of these 
claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, this proposition is to put these claims 
on the same footing with any measure reported by a committee for the 
consideration of the House; and I do notsee why weshould require the 
committee to report these particular items in that way. It is proposed 
that we treat these special claims as of higher rank than provisions for 
the maintenance of the Army or the Navy, the consular and diplomatic 
service, or any other branch of the Government. The gentleman pro- 
poses to require that these claims shall be reported for consideration. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It is proposed merely that these claims be treated in 
exactly the same manner as other reports which come from the Court 
of Claims; that provision for every claimant be inserted as a separate 
item, with the amount thereof, in the appropriation bill. Here is a 
report from the Court of Claims detailing the proceedings in each case— 
the facts found after a regular judicial investigation before a court the 
judges of which are appointed by the Government. After the Govern- 
ment has been heard by its duly authorized representatives, this court 
submits a report with all the facts found, and giving every conclusion 
of law with the reasons therefor; so that, on any particular case, each 
member of the House—not merely the lawyers of the House—can form 
an intelligent opinion. It is proposed simply that these claims be re- 
ported in the general deficiency appropriation bill, which comes in to- 
wards the close of the session. Meanwhile, any member of the House 
who feels an interest in the subject may take this report of the court, 
may sift the cases, and. when the general deficiency bill comes up can 
discuss each or all of these cases on general principles or with reference 
to details. 

The history of these claims is that they have heretofore been fully con- 
sidered repeatedly by Committees on Claims of this House; they have 
been passed upon by committees of both Houses ever since the year 
1802; and since 1826, when the evidence was first transmitted to Con- 
gress, there has never been made, either to the Senate or to the House, an 
unfavorable report as to the justice of these claims. There are over 
forty favorable reports, sanctioned by the greatest names in American 
statesmanship and jurisprudence. From the early reports, the second 
of which was made by Francis Marion, of South Carolina, down to the 
latter reports, dignified by the names of Rufus Choate and Daniel 
Webster, there has been one consensus of opinion in favor of the justice 
of these claims. They have been before this House in its discussions, 
and the ultimate conclusion of Congress was that the merits of every 
claim should be judicially ascertained. This has been done as to thirty- 
five of these cases, which are embraced in thisreport. As tofive ships 
the report is adverse; as to thirty, favorable. The amount found due 
by the court in these thirty-five cases is only $445,000, an average of 
about $14,000 to each ship. 

This resolution does not present these claims to the House now for 
the purpose of taking any snap judgment of this body. The object isto 
insure, when this House gets to its rush of business, that certainty of 
final consideration and action, be it favorable or adverse, which, under 
the rules of this House, we are not apt to get with measures of this 
kind in any other way. 

One word, Mr. Speaker, in regard to the probable amount of these 
elaims in the aggregate. It has been variously estimated from $9,000,- 
000 up to $30,000,000. I have carefully considered the statistics of 
these cases, representing all classes of vessels—schooners, brigs, and 
ships. I take these thirty-five cases to be a fair sample of all. In 
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- view of the average of the recoveries 


the Government in these 
cases, and the fact that the time limited by statute has expired and no 
more claims can now be presented, it is my judgment that the 

gate, instead of being $20,000,000 or $30,000,000, will not, at the most, 


exceed $14,000,000. If we the average in these thirty-five eases, 
the amount will be $10,000,000. Taking this basis of calculation, the 
amount of these claims will be much less than the opponents of their 
payment have stated. 

Mr, Speakers the amount of the claims involved in this resolution is, 
as I have said, only $448,000. But, sir, if the Government owes these 
claimants this money, the question of amount is asecondary one. The 
Government of the United States is able to pay its debts; the Govern- 
ment does pay its debts; and these particular claims have been favor- 
ably acted on by nearly every Congress during the last forty years. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say—— 

Mr. REED rose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] wishes 
to speak, I will give way for the present. [A pause. ] 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, if no further debate is desired, I will 
move the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If I am required to go on now, I will do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will 


proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, this is an exceptional proposition, 
such a one as I have never known to be made in this House before. It 
is a resolution directing the Committee on Appropriations of this House, 
eharged by the House with considering all the items proper for gov- 
ernmental expenditures, to abandon for the time being as to these par- 
ticular claims any revision of them—to direct the clerk of that com- 
mittee to insert in the deficiency bill a provision for the payment of 
certain claims reported from the Courtof Claims. I say, sir, it is with- 
out precedent. 

My friend has referred to other cases coming from the Court of Claims 
which have gone to the Committee on Appropriations. Sometimes 
they have gone to them and sometimes to the Committee on Claims; 
but I undertake to say never before has the House withdrawn from 
that Committee on App ions the power to revise those claims; 
never before have claims coming from the Committee on Claims failed 
to be examined by the Committee on Appropriations; and never before 
has that Committee on Appropriations failed to exercise the right to say 
whether they should go into the appropriation bill or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me in order that I 
may eall attention to the law on this subject? 

Mr. BLOUNT. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the section of the law covering the subject 
may be read. It is section 6 of the act approved January 20, 1585; 
and after the law has been read I desire to call attention to the prece- 
dents under similar laws. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


an 
taken to be merely advisory as to the law an 


found, and shall not conclude either the claimant or Congress; and all claims 
not finally presented to said court within the of two years limited by this 
act be forever and nothing in aot shall be construed as com- 


Mr. HOLMAN. The uniform practice with regard to the findings of 
the Court of Claims prior to the passage of the law making the judg- 
ment of that court final was that the report made to Congress upon the 
facts and conclusions of law should be referred to the proper Commit- 
tee on Claims. The same practice has prevailed under the Bowman act; 
the facts as found by the Court of Claims are reported to Congress and 
then go to the proper Committee om Claims. There is no instance, I 
think, in our history where the Court of Claims has been required to 
ascertain the facts in reference to claims referred to it that the report 
made did not go to one or other committees of this House for consider- 
ation, 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I believe I still retain the floor. 

Xir. BLOUNT. I understood that I was occupying the floor in my 
own t, and yielded to the gentleman from Indiana, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from South 
Carolina to demand the previous question. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yielded to the gentleman from Georgia, out of my 
time, of course, to hear what he had to say, and I am now willing to 
yield to him whatever time he may desire. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not recollect absolutely, Mr. Speaker, as to 
whether the statement of my friend from Indianais correct or not, that 
this class of claims has always gone to the Committee on Claims. I 
am inclined to think sometimes they have gone to the Committee on 
Appropriations, but never with instructions requiring that committee 
to report them back in an riation bill, never taking from that 
committee the right, the onary right over such matters as have 
been referred to by the House. 

ese coca waa Will the gentleman permit me to make a further 
remar. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where a court has been required by law to find the 
facts and report its conclusions to Congress the report has uniformly 
gone to one or the other committees of the House. Such claimssore- 
ported have uniformly been considered as still claims to. be considered 
by Congress. The court in all such cases simply furnishes information 
to on which to base on. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 1 will notsay absolutely, asthe gentleman from In- 
diana has had large experience, and his statement will go for whatever 
it is worth, and it is worth a good deal, and it is not important to me 
what committee it should go to; but I do insist whenever any of these 
claims shall go to the Committee on Appropriations that committee 
shall be permitted to do with them as with other matters referred to 
them for consideration and action, and that they shall not be required 
to put them in an appropriation bill to be reported tothe House. I do 
not see why their standing as elaims should have any superior right; 
I do not see why they should be allowed any superiority over any other 
class of claims, for these are not judgments, as I understand it, but are 
simply advisory in their character, and I can not see any principle upon 
which we should require the Committee on Appropriations to include 
their payment in an appropriation bill without the examination and 
revision which are given to every other matter referred to them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not the gentleman from Georgia believe that 
this matter has already been put off long enough? Does he not know 
that it has been put off from time to time for eighty years, and is not 
thata sufficientdelay? Let me ask him if he does not believe, further, 
that if his motion prevails it will be put off for eighty years longer 
before it comes up for consideration ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah! that is what the gentleman means, then, by his 
resolution. You have waited a long time, and you mean to declare by 
your resolution that it shall be put off no longer. We are not going 
te consider it, but we are going to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, without reference to the rules of the House or the merits of 
the question, to fasten the claims on an appropriation bill, and drive 
them through the House without consideration. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no; we are going to consider them; that is 
all we ask. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Youare going te consider them! How? On ade- 
ficiency bill. The law and facts in perhaps thirty or forty cases will . 
be before you, and you will give, possibly, five minutes consideration 
to-each one, which will, after all, be a mere perfunctory performance, 
because you declare on the floor of the House and in, your resolution 
that you are tired of waiting. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is not eighty years long enough to wait? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman need not be afraid there will be 
no consideration. We will all be there when the question comes up, 
and. I suppose the gentleman from Georgia will be there. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I amsure my friend will be there. 

Now, my friend from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] declares that 
these claims have been considered and approved in some forty-odd re- 
ports, and by some of the most eminent men in the country. I con- 
cede that the principle upon which the claims rest has been reported 
by various committees. 

It is likewise true that it has had vetoes from two distinguished 
Presidents of the United States. I do not eare to inquire into the fact 
as to whether these Presidents or the gentlemen making these reports 
from the committees were correct. I am only dealing with the ques- 
tion now presented. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman state the ground of the last 
veto? If he will state the ground on which that veto was based I 
think he will come to the conclusion that there is no force whateverin 
his present argument or position. - t 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ican not state a veto message in the short time al- 
lowed me. I do not think it important, however, as to whether these 
gentlemen were right and the President wrong, or otherwise. ‘Theprin- 
ciple is one thing. We have cases now here—the facts and the law in 
individual cases—to be considered after simply a recommendation from 
that court, and the resolution means nothing else, practically, sary od 
to bring up these claims, not for consideration and adjudication, but for 
payment on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Did I understand the gentleman from Georgia to say 
that he was favorable to the payment of some of these claims, and the 
principle involved in them ? ‘ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, no; I made no such statement. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Very well; I only wanted to know where the gen- 
tleman stands. 3 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah, thatisit. You are simply feeling about. 

Mr, Speaker, I am perfectly willing to acquiesce in legislative enact- 
ments touching this matter, though I did not vote for the measure 
originally. I am willing to treat the principle as accepted by the coun- 
try, but I am not willing to force upon this House in this manner with- 
out consideration the ent of these claims. 

Mr. DIBBLE. ‘Then what objection has the gentleman, if he treats 
the principle as accepted by Congressional and judicial ial action—what ob- 
jection has he that these cases should be taken up in detail 


and acted upon in a deficiency bill? It is the experience of the older 


taken to even final judgments of the Court of Claims. Members now 


bills; and I reassert, sir, that there is nothing here tocommit the House 
to favorable or unfavorable action, but it is a proposition simply to put 
these cases in a shape where the House can take them up in detail ina 
bill that the Committee on Claims could not reportin this shape; and, 
if it did, would not have the floor for its consideration. That being 
the case, the general deficiency bill is the only proper one for such ac- 
tion. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I presume the gentleman did not intend to take me 
from the floor. E 

Mr. DIBBLE. By nomeans. How much time does thé gentleman 
want? $ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, wehave plenty of time. I donot want to oc- 
cupy very much more, however. 

Mr. MILLS. Let me ask the gentleman from South Carolina if he 


you allow immediate action? 


question? 
ie REED. Will you allow the committee to report for immediate 
on? 

Mr. MILLS. Let them have the right to report at any time. 

Mr. REED. I mean for immediate action when the report comes 
before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER and others. Oh, no! 

Mr. REED. I thought so. 

Mr. MILLS. The report will be privileged, and will stand on the 
same footing as any similar business. I am willing that it shall be 
privil: to that extent. 

Mr. - Does the gentleman mean to refer them to the 
Committee on Claims with instructions to report them in a bill, and 
then await the usual result of such reports? 

Mr. MILLS. I mean with instructions that they shall be reported 
upon as soon as practicable. 

Mr. DIBBLE. In answer to the gentleman I will say I am not 
willing to concede for these claims copor which the experience of 
members of this House shows will their consideration precarious 
if notabsolutelyimpossible. Al theobjectof this resolution isto insure 
consideration; and when the consideration eomes the subject can be dis- 
cussed and disposed of and a final decision of Congress had. This isthe 
only way, judging from our experience in this House, in which that re- 
sult can be obtained. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from South Carolina says that claims 
reported by the Court of Claims have been rejected by this House. I 
will not undertake to say that that has not happened. But what the 
gentleman suggests has not been the means the House has resorted to 
heretofore for informing itself in reference toclaims. When the report 
has gone to the Committee on Claims, for instance, they have taken up 
the claims through a subcommittee, examined them in detail, and re- 
jected many of them. 

It is through committees that the wisest legislation always comes, and 
I hope we are not going to depart from the rule in this i case. 
Ido not see, sir, repeating myself, why it is that we should put this 
class of claims on a different footing from that on which we put all 
other claims. We have never made the appropriation bills vehicles 
for reporting claims against the Government to the House, and I trust 
we are not going to do it now. 

We are at the beginning of a session; we are here with a certain 
uneasiness lest there should be heedlessness in the manner of expendi- 


tures of the public moneys. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I do not like to in my friend from Georgia, 
ted to one hour. ~ 


but I wish to ask the Chair whether I am li 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask the Chair how much time I have left. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina has twenty- 
five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I feel constrained, in justice to other members of the 
House, to restrict my friend from Georgia a little in the amount of time. 
I yield to him two minutes further. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihopethe gentleman from South Carolina will make 
a better arrangement than that. There are many gentlemen here who 
do not agree with him. Iam willing, if it be agreeable to the gentle- 
man, to take the floor after his time shall have expired and yield to 
him such time as may have been taken from him. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iwould rather control the time myself. I desire to- 
call the previous question at the i of the hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman South Carolina, I understand, 
wishes to give me but two minutes more. If that is his proposition I 
will say that I do not care about that sort of discussion. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Iyield tothe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
five minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I give notice that at the expiration of the hour I will 
move to refer the resolution to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. OATES. I can not see any good purpose in a reference of this 
resolution to the Committee on Claims, because so far as that commit- 
tee could go the Court of Claims has already gone. It has ascertained 
the facts, and in accordance with its opinions of the law has reported 
these claims for allowance. 

There is but one objection, it seems to me, that can well be made 
against this resolution, if it is understood to conclude the committee or 
the House, and that is the doubt which rests upon the minds of a good 
many gentlemen and has done so during the whole period of the contro- 
versy on these claims, as to whether this Government is legally liable 
for them. That question during the last session of Congress was before 
the Judiciary Committee, and by that committee received full considera- 
tion, and the majority agreed to report to this House—and it was re- 
ported but I believe never acted upon—a bill in accordance with the de- 
sire to some of the committee on the part of the law officers 
of the Government, that an appeal in some of these cases, to be selected 
by the Attorney-Gen should be taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and by high tribunal determined, in order to free 
the minds of people from the doubt as to the liability of the Govern- 
ment. 

Unless this is done it seems to me that the resolution of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina is a proper means of disposing of these claims. 
Unless this House and the other are going to for a test of the 
liability of the Government by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
these claimants are entitled to have an appropriation for the payment of 
resp anastasia np under a law of Congress has found 
is due them. 

I therefore favor the reference resolution offered by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, and pending its consideration by the Committee 
on Appropriations those gentlemen who desire to have the question tested 
before the Supreme Court of the United States will have an opportunity 
to attain that object by offering bills and sending them to the Judiciary , 
Committee, from which no doubt they will be duly reported. Then 
this House and the other can act thereon and provide a means of appeal 
and final trial. But, sir, if this is not to be done, then these claimants, 
havingacted underalaw of Congressand gone before the Court of Claims 
and obtained an adjudication in their favor, are entitled, in my judg- 
ment, to have an appropriation made for the payment of their claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Did the court pass on the question of the legality 
of the claims? 

Mr. OATES. I am satisfied myself of their legality, and am pre- 
pared to vote in favor of them; but if gentlemen desire to test the ques- 
tion before the Supreme Court I am willing that shall be done, and will 
vote for a bill to give jurisdiction and allow the claims to be taken 
there. On the other hand, if that is not to be done, then I am in favor, 
of paying them. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Under the act referring these claims to the court is 
not the Government precluded from the right of appeal? 

Mr. DIBBLE. It can not have that right without independent leg- 
islation on the subject. . à 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, thisis, afterall, a practical question. At 
least three-score of the members present now know, and the rest of 
them before the end of the session will know, that there are a great 
many ways of killing a bill besides a direct negative vote of the House. 
Among the methods, one is to send it to a committee, and especially to 
the Committee on Claims, which is so overburdened with work thatit 
can report on but very few of the matters that are referred to it. 

The present proposition is to send this to the Committee on Appro- 
priations with directions to report it upon a deficiency bill forthe action 
of the Heuse. The Committee on Appropriations can consider these 
items and report against them or report for them, but in no event will 
they be allowed -to prevent the House from voting on them. ‘That is 
the proposition. If that is refused and these claims are sent to the 
Committee on Claims, this House will adjourn without a vote. Iad- 
mit that there ought to be some reason for taking this matter out of the 
ordinary course, if it is to be taken out of the ordinary course. What 
is the reason? The Congress of the United States, by a solemn enact- 
ment, has referred this class of claims toa court of its own constitution, 
appointed by itself and paid by itself, with instructions to ascertain 
whether these claims are due in law and in fact. That court, after sol- 
emn judicial investigation, has decided that the United States, upon 
the law and the fact, is liable. In the act giving the court that juris- 
diction we reserved the right to pass upon this question under the 
light of the opinion of the court; but having that opinion, having pro- 
cured it in judicial fashion, having paid for it, it does seem to me that 
after eighty years of waiting on the part of these claimants, after nearly 
three generations to whom the money was due have faded off from the 
earth, we ought to make no more di opposition, but ought as a 


108 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 19, 


Congressional body to come squarely and manfully up to the yesor no 
answer for which every man must be responsible to his constituents 
and to his conscience. 

In other words, if the course that is proposed is unusual, the case is 
unusual also. If it is a rare course there are rare reasons for it. The 
matter for this House to decide, here and now, is practically this: 
Shall we vote on these claims directly, or shall we not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
me three minutes? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a question of the or- 
derly proceeding of this House. Every other case that comes from the 
Court of Claims under the Bowman act is referred to the Committee 
on Claims, just as other private claims are referred, but here is a prop- 
osition to take these cases out of the ordinary course and out of the 
ordinary jurisdiction of the House, and refer them to the Committee on 
Appropriations. It seems to me, sir, that this motion is premature, 
This resolution takes away from the Committee on Claims its jurisdic- 
tion under the rules of the House and makes the Appropriations Com- 
mittee a claims committee. Heretofore the Appropriations Commit- 
tee has never appropriated for private claims except in extraordinary 
cases, and the rules of the last House—which I presume will be the 
rules of this House also—require that all private claims shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, or to the Committee on War Claims, 
according to the nature of the case. This resolution proposes to make 
these claims privileged, and to refer them, not to the Committee on 
Claims, to which the} would properly go, but to the Appropriations 
Committee, which is a privileged committee with authority to report 
at any time, and the resolution further instructs the Appropriations 
Committee to report these claims in a deficiency bill. Now a defi- 
ciency bill is one of the bills which provide for carrying on the ordinary 
expenses of the Government, and it was never intended that private 
claims should be included in such a bill. 

Besides, these claims have not yet been finally adjudicated by any 
tribunal of this Government. They were referred to the Court of 
Claims that the facts and the law as appearing to that tribunal might 
be reported to Congress; but the law providing for a reference to the 
court provided that ‘‘nothing in this act shall be construed as commit- 
ting the United States to the payment of any such claim.’’ This reso- 
lution commits the United States at once to the payment of these 
claims—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. Not at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. By ordering the Committee on Appropriations to 
report them to this House as part of the expenses of this Government, 
for which we are bound to make appropriations. 

I hope this resolution will be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and that all these claims may take the usual course; otherwise I shall 
ask that all the other claims which may come from the Committee 
on Claims with a favorable recommendation under the Bowman Act 
shall also be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, to be treated 
as a part of the legal and equitable demands against the Government 
for which that committee must provide. I ask that this matter be 
treated as we are accustomed to treat all similar questions. I hope a 


‘law may be passed providing that one of these cases may be taken on 


appeal from the decision of the Court of Claims to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, giving the latter tribunal an opportunity to pass 
finally upon this question. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Thirteen minutes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the position assumed by the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. OATES] is unquestionably the logical position 
applicable to this case as it is now presented. If the Congress of the 

nited States does not propose to allow these cases, with those which 
are to follow, amounting to millions of dollars, to be finally adjudicated 
by the Supreme Court of the United States, thea these claims ought 
to be paid, and paid at once, and for the reason that I regard the find- 
ings by the Court of Claims as entitled to greater dignity and respect 
than the report of any committee of the House made in the ordinary 
way. But, Mr. Speaker, the Department of Justice, which has had 
control of this litigation on the part of the Government, if I am cor- 
rectly informed (I have not seen the report), has recommended that 
Congress permit an appeal to be taken by either party from the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims (if it may be called a judgment) to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, which tribunal shall be allowed 
to render its final judgment upon the questions involved. 

Personally, I feel that if this question were now put to a vote, I should 
vote against the appropriation—first, because we have not the final judg- 
mentofany court; but secondly, because the Departmentof Justice, hav- 
ing control of this litigation on the part of the Government, is not satisfied 
with the judgment, or rather findings of fact, if you please, which has 
been rendered by the Court of Claims; and I think before we pay, that 
Department which has investigated and conducted these suitsshould be 
satisfied. Butif the Supreme Courtof the United States should settle 


the questions involved and decide finally against the Government, then 
I should be for the payment of these judgments, as I am for the pay- 
ment of every final judgment rendered by the supreme judicial tribunal 
of this land. 

I submit therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the proposition of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina is premature. It anticipates the wishes of 
the Attorney-General, and seeks to defeat the action advised by him. 
If the course proposed is to be adopted with reference to these cases, it 
should become a precedent for every otherclass of claims—certainly for 
claims which are supported by the final judgments of the Supreme 
Courtof the United States, some of which are now resting against the 
Government. I hope that these claims will not be allowed to take the 
course proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina, but that, in 
accordance with the recommendation of the Department of Justice, 
which has been intrusted with the supervision of these matters, the Su- 
preme Court of the United States will be allowed to pass finally upon 
the legality of these claims, and rendersuch judgment as seems proper 
in the premises before we pay either or any of them; and that is all I 
wish to say, Mr. Speaker, at this time. y 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
has ten minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the proposition that the Supreme Court 
of the United States should deliver a final judgment in relation to the 
French spoliation claims was before the Houses +” Congress for legisla- 
tive consideration at the time when the bill w, -h became a law was 
under discussion; and gentlemen who are familiar with the history of 
this legislation will well remember that the friends of these claims were 
perfectly willing that they should go to the Supreme Court of the 
United States for final adjudication, and that after such final disposi- 
tion by the Supreme Court nothing farther should be done by Congress 
except to appropriate the money. But the very gentlemen, some of 
them, whoare now opposing this resolution, said ‘‘ No.” They werenot 
willing to relinquish on the part of Congress the power of final decis- 
ion; and it was in deference to the views of the opponents of these 
claims that such a provision was stricken out. If, now, the course sug- 
gested by these gentlemen be adopted, what happens? After repeated 
knocking at the doors of Congress, we secure the passage of a bill for 
the adjudication of these claims. Daring its discussion two methods 
of settling the matter are proposed—one that the claims should go to 
the Court of Claims for consideration and decision, and should then 
come back for the final action of Congress; the other that the Court of 
Claims should have the power to rendera judgment which should be- 
come final upon an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
In deference to the views of the opponents of these claims we gave them 
their choice; they adopted the plan which was embodied in the present 
law. Now, after they have had their choice, after everything has been 
done according te their plan, they come to us and’ask us to adopt the 
other plan. We have allowed them their option as to the course which 
should be pursued. A court has solemnly decided that sundry of these 
claims are just. At the instance of these gentlemen, we willingly 
agreed to submit the adjudications of that court for final action by 
Congress. They now wish all this to be wiped out, and ask that the 
plan which they before rejected he now adopted. Mr. Speaker, this 
looks very much like what we call a dilatory motion. 

The justice of these claims is sanctioned by names which have digni- 
fied the bench of the United States. Chief-Justice Marshall, familiar 
with the circumstances of these cases as things within his own day 
and generation, put his approval on the justice of these claims. I 
think the gentleman from Illinois drew the proper distinction in re- 
gard to this resolution. We do want a privileged position for these 
cases—not privileged in such a way as to commit the House to auy par- 
ticular final decision, but privileged in such a way that after eizhty- 
five ‘years have passed we may now have a final hearing and adjudi- 
cation upon these cases, to which I submit, after such delay, we are 
fairly entitled. If they go into the Supreme Court, it would take four 
years before any one of them would be decided. If every case had to 
go to the Supreme Court, not one of the members of this House would 
be left when the final decision of the last case would take place. The 
present claimants would then have all passed away. If that is to be 
the course suggested by the opponents of this resolution, I hope no 
such disposition will be agreed to by the House. 

I reiterate that there is nothing that commits the House, except that 
the last clause of the resolution provides for their submission to the 
House for action. It is not simply an instruction to insert these claims 
in the bill for the purpose of passing them, but it is to insert them in 
the bill that is to be reported to the House for the consideration of the 
House, And when the appropriation bill comes up, as we all know, it 
is considered item by item in the Committee of the Whole. ‘The ut- 
most latitude of debate is allowed. The whole question is debated 
under the five-minute rule, Every gentleman on the floor will have 
the right to be heard, if he desires to do so, as there is no previous 
question in the Committee of the Whole. Any one item can be objected 
to, and every gentleman on the floor can express his objection to any 
part of theclaim. The whole question can be sifted down to the very 
bottom. Justice can be done in every one of the cases. That is all I 
ask. My motion is not to prevent any discussion in the Committee of 
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the Whole. The fullest latitude of debate will be allowed under the 
rules, and any item can be acted on as the House chooses. Members 
will have the opportunity from now until the time when the deficiency 
bill will be reported to study each of these cases. If any one wants to 
study them, he can even go to the records of the Court of Claims for 
that purpose. All my resolution provides for is that these claimants 
shall have an opportunity for the consideration of and action on their 
claims by the House, 

I now demand the pesos question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the previous question will not prevail, as I 
would like to say a word in this connection. It involves a large sum 
of money; but I do not wish to deprive the gentleman, by delay, of the 
right to make the motion, and I will yield the floor back to him, so that 
he may renew his motion. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania all 
of the time remaining, lacking one minute. 

The SPEAKER. There are only three minutes remaining. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, there is more involved in this ques- 
tion than mere parliamentary attitude of this class of claims. TheCom- 
mittee on Appropriations heretofore, with a single exception, has al- 
ways recommended the payment of claims which came to that commit- 
tee as the judgment of the Court of Claims. That exception was the 
Choctaw claim, covering the sum of $2,800,000, and the committee 
recommended as to that claim that further information was desired. 

Now, if I understand correctly the attitude ofthese claims, the 
Court of Claims was, by law, authorized to find the facts and report to 
Congress for review. They are not, in fact, therefore, judgments of 
the Court of Claims. But, in addition, the Judiciary Committee of the 
last House reported a bill conferring the right upon the Department of 
Justice to appeal from the findings in these cases. 

A MEMBER. To both parties? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, conferring upon the Government the right to 
appeal. If I am wrong I can be corrected, but my recollection is that 
the Committee on the Judiciary reported in favor of Congress passing a 
law giving the Government of the United States the right to appeal in 
any of these cases. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire but one sentence. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ROGERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to know under what rule there is a 
limitation as to time for debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has frequently decided that in the ab- 
sence of a resolution adopting the rules of the House formally, the pro- 
ceedings of the House are governed by the general parliamentary law, 
of which the practice of the House constitutes a part—in fact, the prin- 
cipal part. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If I had knownsuch to be the case I would have 
objected long ago. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the demand for the previous question is voted 
down? 

The SPEAKER. Debate will proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from South Carolina will allow 
the debate to proceed. I think no one will overstep the proper limita- 
tion of debate. 

Mr. DIBBLE.. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Appropriations is 
composed of able and experienced members of the House. If this 
question is referred to them they will report back in a bill, and there 
is no precluding them from making remarks or presenting their opinion 
upon their own report. If their report as to any one of these claims 
comes before the House it comes up, not for favorable action, necessarily, 
by the House, but for such action as the House shall see proper to take. 
The House does not commit itself by simply allowing consideration. 
They can report the claims in the bill from the Committee on Appro- 

riations, and then report upon that, recommending that certain claims 

stricken out, if you choose. So they have full opportunity to ex- 

press their opinion, and there is no better or more experienced com- 
mittee in the Housé to which that duty could be assigned. 

I now demand the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; andon a 
division there were—ayes 123, noes 70. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 163, nays 84, not vot- 
ing 77; as follows: 


YEAS—163. 
Adans, Breckinridge, WCP Campbell, T. J. Cummings, 
Anderson, A. R. Brewer, nnon, Cutcheon, 
Anderson, G. A. Brower, Caruth, Dalzell, 
Atkinson Browne, T.H. B. Caswell, Dargan, 
Baker, 0. 8. _ Browne, T, M. Catchings, Darlington. 
Bankhead, Brown, ©. E. Cheadle Davidson, R. H. M. 
Barnes, Bryce, Cogswell, Davis, 
Blanchard, Buchanan, Compton, Dibble, 
Biss, Bunnell, Conger, Dingley, 
Boothman, Burnett, Coi g Dorsey, 
Boutelle, Burrows, Cowles, Dougherty, 
Bowden, Butler, Crouse, Elliott, 


Howard, ~ Oates, Smith, 

Felton, Hutton, O'Donnell, Snyder, 
Fuller, Jackson, O' Ferrall, Stephenson, 
Gallinger, Johnston, J. T. O'Neill, Charles» Stewart, Charles 
Gay, Johnston, T. D. Osborne, Struble, 
Gear, Kelley, Owen, Taulbee. 

est, Kennedy, Patton Taylor, EB. 
Gibson, err, Perkins, Taylor, J. D. 
Glass, La Follette, Perry, ‘Thomas, G, M, 
Goff, tham Peters, Thomas, O. B. 
Grosvenor, Lehlbach, elan, Thompson, A, O, 
Grout, Lind, Phelps, 

ge, Plumb, Turner, E. J. 

' L; 9 Post, Vandever, 
Harmer, Lynch, Pugsley, Walker, 
Hayden, ason, Rayner, ashington, 
H McComas, Reed, Weber, 
Hemphill, McCormick, Rice, est, 
Henderson, D.B. McKenna, Robertson, Wheeler, 
Henderson, J.S. McKinley, Rockwell, White, J. B. 
Henderson, T.J. McKinney, Romeis, White, S. V, 
Hermann, Merriman, Rowell, Wickham, 
Hiestand, Milliken, Russell, 0. A. Wilkinson, 
Hitt, Moffitt, J. H. Russell, J. E. Wiliams, 
Holmes, Morrill, Sawyer, ise. 
Hopkins, A. J. Morse. Scull, Woodburn, 
Hopkins, S. T. Nichols, Shaw, Yardley, 
Houk, orwood, Sherman, ost, 

Hovey, Nutting, Simmons, 
NAYS—8&, 

Abbott, ` Cox, Macdonald, Richardson, 
Anderson, C. L. ý Mahoney, Rogers, 
Anderson, J. A Enloe, ur, Eyan, 
Arnold, Ermentrout, Martin, Sayers, 

con, er, m, Seney, 
Baker, Jehu Foran, M Shively, 
Barry, ‘ord, McCullogh, Sowden, 
Biggs, Forney, McRae, Springer, 
Bland, Mills, Stewart, J. D. 
Blount, Grimes, Montgomery, Stockdale, 
Bound, Hogg, Moore, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Breckinridge, 0. R. Holman, Moi “ Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Buckalew, Hooker, N Tracey, 
Bynum, Hopkins, S, I. Newton, Turner, H. G, 
Campbell, Felix Hudd, Outhwaite, Vance, 
Angad spay J. E. Kilgore, Parker, Weaver, 
Candler, Laidlaw, Payson, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Landes, Peel, Wilkins, 
Clardy, Lane, Penington, Wilson, Thomas 
Clements, Lanham, idcock, Wilson, W. L. 
Cobb, Lawler, Randall, Yoder. 

NOT VOTING—77. 

Allen, ©. H. Davidson, A. 0. Jones, Rusk, 
Allen, E. P. DeLano, Kean, Scott, 
Allen, J. M. Dockery, Ketcham, Spinola, 
Bayne, Dunham, Laffoon, Spooner, 
Belden, Dunn, Lagan, Stahlnecker, 
Belmont, Finley, ` Steele, 
Bingham itch Lee, Stewart, J. W. 
Bowen, Flood, Long, Symes, 
Brown, J. R. Funston, e Tarsney, 
Brumm, Gaines, Maish, Thomas, J. R. 
Burnes, Glover, McAdoo, Thompson, T. L, 
Butterworth, Granger, McClammy, Townshend, 
Carlton, Greenman, MeMillin, Wade, 
Clark, Guenther, McShane, Warner, 
Cockran, E Š Moffatt, S. 0. Whiting, J. R. 
Collins, Haugen, Morrow, Whiting, William 
Cooper, Hayes, Nelson. Wilber. 
Crain, Herbert, O'Neali, J. H. 
Culberson, Hires, O'Neill, J. J. 
Davenport, Hunter, Rowland, 


. So the previous question was ordered. 
On motion of Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 
‘The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
. HATCH with Mr. HIRES. 
. LAGAN with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
. COLLINS with Mr. Lone. 
. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. Funston. 
. GREENMAN with Mr. GEST. 
. DuNN with Mr. STEELE. 
. MCMILLIN with Mr. WHITING. 
. COCKRAN with Mr. DELANO. 
. SPINOLA with Mr. SPOONER. 
. O'NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. ARNOLD. 
. WARNER with Mr. DocKERY. 
. MCSHANE with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. COOPER. 
The following pairs were announced until after the holiday recess: 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. WADE. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. HUNTER. 
Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. FINLEY. 
Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr. DUNHAM. 
The following were announced as being paired for this day: 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. BAYNE. 
Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
Mr. Rusk with Mr. FLOOD. 
The following were announced as paired upon this question: 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. KETCHAM. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
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Under the operation of the previous question the resolution was 
ted. 


op 
Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 

PUBLIC TIMBER LANDS. 


Mr. WHITE, of New York, submitted the following resolution: 
That the Secretary of the Department of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, uested to communicate to this House a statement in detail of the 
plan ofl ion referred to on page 23 of his report to the President for 1887, 
and thought by him to be needed for the disposal of the public timber lands, so 


as to secure at the same time the preservation of the natural forest lands at the 
headwaters of navigable rivers and put within the reach of settlers a legal 
means of providing themselves with ber for building their homes, fuel, and 
other domestic purposes. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the resolution just read be referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, when appointed. 


The motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT TO RULES. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE offered the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Rule XXIV be so amended as to read: | 

“Fourth. On Thursday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in 
order to entertain a motion that the House shall now proceed to consider bills 
pa resolutions on the House Calendar in their regular order; and if this motion 

il, then public business shall be in order as on other days.’™ 


REPORTED CLAIMS ON THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Bowman Act, chapter 116, volume 22, of the 
Statutes at Large, in section 7, provides— 

That reports of the Court of Claims to Congress under this act, if not finall 
acted upon during the session at which they are reported, shall be continu 


frém session to session and from Congress to Congress until the same shall 
be finally acted upon. 


Now, in order to give effect and force to that continuance from Con- 
gress to Congress, my question is, will not claims thus reported back 
from the Court of Claims to the last Congress and then reported by its 
committee to the Forty-ninth Congress with an accompanying bill 
standing on the Calendar of the last Congress—will not those claims, un- 
der the force of the terms of the section which I have read, be placed 
upon the Calendar and be the first claims in priority on the Calendar 
for consideration during the present Congress?’ I send to the Speaker’s 
desk the act to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair remembers the terms of the act. The 
practice in the House has been when a report is received from the Court 
of Claims it is referred to the committee which had original jurisdiction 
of the matter; the Committee on War Claims or the Committee on 
Claims, as the case may be. If that committee during that Congress 
reports the claim back again to the House, the Chair thinks that the 
section of the act to which the gentleman from Maryland refers re- 
quires the report to be continued on the Calendar, and the Chair has 
so instructed the Clerk in the present session to place on the Calendar 
in regular order all the reports made by committees on reports from 
the Court of Claims. That will be done. 5 


PAY TO CERTAIN HOUSE EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. BURROWS. I offer for present consideration the joint resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution giving one month's pay to certain employés of the House of 
Representatives. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of America 
dn Congress assembled, That all officers and employés of the House who were 
mond (yn on the 5th day of ber, 1887, and who have ceased or shall, prior 
to the 1st of January, 1888, cease to be so employed, shall be paid a sum equal 
to one month’s pay at the rate they were severally receiving on the 5th day of 

1887; and an amount sufficient for this purpose is hereby appropri- 
ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and the same 
to be immediately available. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is well known that certain employés of the 
Forty-ninth Congress who held over till the meeting of this Congress 
with the expectation of being retained, have been di . This is 
the usual resolution under such circumstances, to give one month’s 
pay to enable these persons to return to their homes. 

Mr. OATES. I move to Jay that resolution on the table. 

The motion to lay the resolution on the table was not agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope that motion will not prevail. — If the reso- 
lution were referred it would be of no service. 

‘The motion to refer was not agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask that the resolution be again reported. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. OATES. If in order, I move to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 
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The question being taken on the motion of Mr. OATES, the Speaker 
stated that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OATES. I call for a division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 32, noes 83. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be considered as having been 
read a second time. The question is now on ordering it to be en- 

and read a third time. 

Mr. OATES. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. [Cries 
of “Oh, no!’?] I want to put gentlemen on the record. 

r The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 15 members voting there- 
‘or. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. OATES. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes 34. 
ne (farther count not being called for) the joint resolution (H. Res. 

was 

Mr. BURROWS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter moti was agreed to. 

; ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask the gentleman from Texas to 
withdraw his motion for a moment to allow me to submit a resolution 
for reference to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that several gentlemen 
have resolutions which they desire to submit for reference to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MILLS. I withhold my motion to allow that to be done. 

AMENDMENTS OF RULES. 

Mr. BUCKALEW submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That a select committee, to consist of nine members, be appointed 
upon election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, submitted the following; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Amend Rule XV by inserting, in line 3 of paragraph 1, after the word ‘‘then,” 
the words “the name of the State shall be aided and there be two members 
from the same State, then." 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Amend Rule XI by adding the following: 

“ Any committee may be required by vote of the House to report back any 
matter which has been in its possession for one month, and all such matters so 
reported back shall go to their respective Calendars,” 

Mr. McRAE offered the following; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules: 


ne of 245, the following: 
“And the said Pies 

or resolution so re 
and in making such calls, either in the House or in the Committee of the Whole 
House, the committees shall have precedence in the order named in this rule.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, offered the following; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Proposed amendment to the rules of the House of Representatives relating 
to bills for the improvements of rivers and harbors: 

First, Amend Rule XVI by adding to section 9, “or bills for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors.” . 

Second. Amend Rule XXIV, section 7, by adding, after the words “general 
Panera bills,” the following: “And bills for the improvement of rivers 
an rs. 
Third. Amend Rule XXI by adding a section between sections 6 and 7, as fol- 
Jowa: “Tn bills for She g avira of Sede a and lieys all appro riations 

or snagging operations, forthe pay of regularly employed officials, and forother 

subjects not herein provided for, shall be in a og yee bill; all appropriations 
for works other than snagging operations shall be accompanied by a report of 
the estimate for final cost for completion; all works other than sn ng opera- 
tions, and of which the final cost of completion is less than $500,000 may be ap- 
propriated for in a separate bill; every work of which the final cost of comple- 
tion is $500,000 or more shall be appropriated for in a se te bill, and it shall 
not be in order to make any such appropriation unless the bill provides for the 
completion of the work; and it shall not be in order to report or amend any bill 
for the improvements of rivers and harbors contrary to these provisions, 


ADDITIONAL BOUNTY CLAIMS, 


Mr. MACDONALD presented a memorial of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota to Congress in relation to extending the time for filing claims 
for additional bounties in certain cases; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial is as follows: ? 

STATE OF MINNESOTA. 
Twenty-fifth session.) S. F: 
Memorial to Congress in relation to additional bounty. 


Whereas by the act of July 28, 1866, granted to each soldier who en- 
listed into the y of the United States after the 19th day of April 1861, fora 


thereon 


[No, 346, 


il 


: and 

Whereas said act expired July 1, 1850, by limitation, and at the time of its ex- 
piration there were many soldiers’ widows and nts of soldiers in Minnesota 
and other States who were entitled to the extra bounty provided for by said act 
of July 28, 1866, who were prevented from making their applications and hav- 
ing them allowed befere the expiration of the time alowed by said act; and 

Whereas a rgs number of claims of Minnesota soldiers for bounty have 
been allowed and have for a long time remained unpaid for the want of an ap- 
propriation to pay the same: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the Stale of Minnesota, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Con: be requested to use their influence to secure the 
passage of any act enabling soldiers entitled to extra bounty under the act of 
July 28, 1866, to file their claims and receive the same amount which their com- 
rades have already received, and also an act appropriating money for the pay- 
ment of ne arene as have been allowed. 


Resolved, b secretary of state forward a certificate of the resol 
tion to each of our Senators and Representati ree ees ss forthwith. e 
. President f the Senate, 
WILLIAM R. J s 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Approved February 25, A. D. 1887. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 
I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the origi- 
correct copy thereof, 


H. MATTSON, 
Secretary of State. 


PENSION-ARREARS ACT. 


Mr. MACDONALD also presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Minnesota to Co in favor of the extension of the pension-arrears 
act; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial is as follows: X 

STATE OF MINNESOTA,- 
Twenty-fifth session.] HF. [No. 756. 
Joint resolution to Congress relating to the extension of the pension-arrears act. 
Whereas the arrears-of-pension act of one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty-nine (1879) provides that all pensions granted or applications filed on or 
after July first, one thousand eight hundred and eighty (1380), shall commence 
on the date of filing; and ‘ 
Whereas many brave and disabled soldiers were denied arrears under this 


Whereas pensions ted should be commensurate with the period of dis- 
pease tas! the time of filin, 


uested to pass the 
of the Grand 


President of the Senate. 
Approved March 1, A. D. 1887. y. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Depariment of State: 


I hereby certify that I have carefully paar the foregoing with the origi- 
nal now on file in this department, and that it is a trne and rman Sousa tara 


and of the whole of the same. 


eae my hand and the great seal of the State this 15th “day of March, 
[sear] H. MATTSON, 
Secretary of Siale, 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BREWER offered the following; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the first f Rule X of Represen! 
be amended so that the same wd pey ho Pao nee nates 
“Rue X. 
“OF COMMITTEES, 


“1. Unless specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall, within two 
weeks after his are E at the commencement of each Co: 
folowing standing committees, to vit A meres: appoi te 


Mr. FARQUHAR offered the following; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Rules: i am j 
naonana Rule X by providing that the Committee on Printing shall consist of 

INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION AT MELBOURNE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, ss with the accom- 
panying documents, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a rt from the Secretary of State in relati i 
Vitation from Her Britannic Majesty to this Government to partielpate in the tae 


to celebrate the 
jan colony. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ternational Exhibition which is to be held at Melbourne in 1 
centenary of the founding of New South Wales, the first A 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 19, 1887. 
INTERNATIONAL LABOR EXPOSITION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed: - 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Seretary of State in relation to an inyi- 
tation which has been extended to this Government to appoint a del or 
delegates, to the International Exposition of Labor to be held in April, at 
Barcelona, Spain, and commend its suggestions to the favorable attention of 


Congress. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 19, 1887. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. COOPER 
until January 5, 1888, on account of important business, 


OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE WAR OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. GROSVENOR offered the following; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, direoted to transmit 
to the House a full statement of the plan and scope of the compilation of the offi- 
cial records of the war of the rebellion, specifying particularly all changes, if 
any, made or contemplated, either in the arrangement or subject-matters to be 
published, in the plan adopted by the Secretary of War while the publication 
of these records was in charge of the late Lieut. Col. R. W. Scott; and that the 
said Secretary be directed to further transmit copies of all official correspond- 
ence and orders relating to permitting or refusing access to such portions of the 
war records as have been selected for publication under the law of Congress 
providing for their publication. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House (at 2 o’clock 
and 4 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
' The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of H. K. Chapman Post No. 362, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Chapman, Kans., for a service pension 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of William Dutton, and of Elizabeth 
Stovall, of Walker County; of John Belcher, of Jefferson County; of 
William T. Hammer, of Tuscaloosa County; of E. A. Anderson, admin- 
istratrix of James Anderson, of Scott County; of Matilda Stewart, ad- 
ministratrix of Joseph Stewart, of Scott County; of Sarah E. Brown, 
widow of Seaborn J. Brown, of Wayne County, and of Thomas L, 
Shamblin, of Tuscaloosa County, Alabama, for reference of their sev- 
eral claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of the Sugar Pianters’ Association 
of Louisiana, asking an additional appropriation for continuing sugar- 
diffusion experiments in that State—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of J. T. Burroughs and others, in regard 
to compensation of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the Butchers’ National Protection 
Association, praying for a law to protect the public from the vile adul- 
teration of lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Co]. Jonathan D. Stevenson, in relation to the sur- 
vey of the bay of Suisun, San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. BURNES: Petitions of Thomas H. Pittis and others, and of 
Rev. John A. McAfee and others, and of Florence McKissick and others, 
of Parkville, Mo., and of Walter H. Clark and others, against the ad- 
mission of Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of the heirs of William A. Burt, de- 
ceased, in the matter of the claim of William A. Burt, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. > 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Robert Dillard, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Sarah E. Lawton, of Washington, 
D. C., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Nelson Thompson and 142 others; 
of the Boston and Bangor Steam-ship Company and others; of S. A. Har- 
wood and 44 others; of W. T. Marr and 102 others, and of D. M. Davis 
and 44 others, for the construction of a breakwater to protect the harbor 
oe Monhegan, on the coast of Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and 

TS. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the citizens of Plainview, Kans. , favor- 
ing postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oa 


ds. 
By Mr. DUBOIS: Petition of 1,500 citizens of Idaho Territory to 
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amend the ‘‘alien act’’ so as to exclude mineral lands from its pro- 
visions—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of General D. B. Burney 
favor of pensioning Margaret Dipple—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 5 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Papers in the case of Seth Wilmarth, of Mal- 
den, Mass,—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Elisha Wilkins for a pension for service 
in the Seminole war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Joseph Socie and 56 others, for a 
pension for Joseph Socie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of James White, Company A, Third Regiment Ohio 
Militia, to be placed on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of and papers in the pension claim of Col. 
Theo. Livings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, petition and papers of George F. Roberts, administrator, W. T. 
Patt & Co., T. and J. W. Graff & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition in behalf of pensioning Mrs. Angeline Sil- 
vey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Spellings, of Carroll County, Tennessee, for 
relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of S. B. Bradt and others, to remove the 
duty imposed on used foreign postage-stamps—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Trade and Labor Assembly of Chicago, asking 
that a portion of the Dearborn Park lot be set apart for their use for a 
labor hall—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of John J. Coughlin, for relief—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Papersin the case of Rose A. Cameron, administratrix 
of David A. Cameron, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of J. S. Cartell, of Bridgewater, Iowa, forre- 
duction of postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Four petitions, signed by several thousand 
citizens of the Twenty-first district of Pennsylvania, against the ad- 
mission of Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr MILLIKEN: A bill extending the benefits of the pension 
laws to soldiers’ widows who have remarried and whose second hus- 
bands have died leaving them in pecuniary need—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Emeline Knowles—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN; Petition of Rebecca T. Bowen, administratrix of 
Reese Bowen, and of Charles G. Bobo, administrator of Laura 8, Bobo, 
of De Soto County; of W. F. Seginin, and of William C. McAlexander, 
of Marshall County; of William H. Rogers, of Marshall County, and of 
R. A. and P. H. Hawkins, heirs of Ruth Lavender, of Tate County, 
Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. MORROW: Resolutions of the Pacific Coast Department of 
the American Shipping and Industrial League, recommending legisla- 
tion providing a bounty of 30 cents per ton for each 1,000 miles sailed 
or steamed by American vessels engaged in foreign trade—to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, resolutions of the same, for a system of coast defenses and an 
increase of the Navy—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of William Robinson, of Eve Mills, Mon- 
roe County, Tennessee, for arrears of pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Daniel McCarthy, late private in 
Company A, Fifty-second Regiment New York Volunteers, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of heirs of Robert Hannah and of 
W. T. Ferris, administrator, of Franklin County, and of A. J. Whit- 
taker, administrator of T. R. Moore, of A. S. Randolph, and of Joseph 
J. McCown, of Lincoln County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petitionof La Fayette Franklin, to be placed on 
the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Richard Hammond; of Charlotte Staunton, widow. 
of Simon Staunton; of John McCombs; of Mrs. E. A. Awalt, widow 
of Michael Awalt; of Ambrose M. Thompson, heir of Ransom Thomp- 
son; of A. M. Woodruff; of Zilphia L. Doline, widow of Robert Doline, 
and of John H. Glidewell, administrator of Nelso» Wright, of Tennes- 
see, for reference of their claims to the Courtof Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of the Butchers’ National Protection As- 
sociation for legislation against the adulteration of lard—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition and letter, together with sam- 
pa of cotton goods from Messrs. Healy & Co., 214 Church street, New 

ork, complaining of the present high tariff on low-priced cotton goods— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Papers relating to 
heirs of H. Corths—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, papers in the claim of Parez Dickinson, surviving partner of 


in 
valid 


the claim of the 


Cowan & Dickinson, and of Thomas J. Wright, administrator—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of John W. Cobbs; of Wilson Thompson; of 
Robert J. Crow; of Henry Kordenbrook; of D, Carruthers; of Lucy F. 
Dideer; of Elkanah Hubbard; of E. H. Chamberlain; of W. A. Raw- 
lings; of C. J. Coleman; of Josephine B. Kellar; of B. G. Brazleton; 
of R. C. Campbell; of D. W. and T. T. Settle; of D. W. Settle; of Julius 
F. Wahl; of J. E. Williamson; of John Q, A. King; of D. Y. Craig; 
of Lucinda J. Atchison; of J. S. Allard; of John Mack; of John W. 
Cobbs; of Maria L. Saunders; of Robert Watson; of William A. Bell; 
of J. M. Biggard; of John L. Allard; of T. H. Flournoy; of Jacob 
Davie; of Robert Enders; of R. Loebs; of Isaac Kellar; of Thomas T. 
Settle; of J. W. Bloomfield; of Caspar Ashoff; of Mary J. Thompson; 
of A. Slusmeyer, and of W. C. Fritts et al., of Kentucky—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Thomas S. Walker, for relief by 
special act—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Samuel C. Painter, of Lawrence 
County; of James D. Coffman, and of Jacob W. Todd, of Limestone 
County; of Hamilton F. Arthur, of Lewiston County; and of Clark 
Cross, and of William A. Calaham, of Jackson County, Alabama, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of 11 citizens of Petersham, Mass., 
praying for the reissue of fractional currency—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. : 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of Lepha A. Osborn, widow of Henry 
A. Osborn, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Marcus De Moss, late private Company C, Forty- 
second Regiment Ohio Volunteers, for a special-act pension, with ac- 
companying papers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of William S. Ridley, and of Andrew 
J. Konkle, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Of citizens of De Soto and of Trinity Mills, Dallas 
County, and of Aquilla, Hill County, Texas. 

By Mr, J. A. ANDERSON: Of citizens of Hopewell, Kans, 

By Mr. BARRY: Of F. A. Townshend and others, of Montgomery 
County; and of A. G. Slaughter and others, of Chickasaw County, Mis- 
sissippi. 

By Mr. BLAND: Of citizens of Coulstone, Mo. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of Erastus Musserand 38 others, of Six Points, 
Wood County, and of Rachael Boutell and 41 others, of Ayersville, De- 
fiance County, Ohio. 

By Mr. BOUND: Of 62 citizens of Schaefferstown, and of Greble, 
Lebanon County, and of Cabel, Northumberland County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of John E. Frenchand others; of A. McGlauf- 
lin and others; of R. O. Pinkham and others; of W. D. Gilpatrick and 
others, and of F. L. Stevenson and others, of the State of Maine. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Of J. L. Hudgins &Co.’and others, of Poquoson, 
York County, Virginia. 

By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of Rockingham County of Guilford 
County; of Caswell County; of Surry County; of Forsyth County, and 
of Stokes County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Bellasylva, Wyoming County, 
and of Powell, Bradford County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Clermont County, and of 
Preble County, Ohio. 

By Mr. COBB: Of T. D. Chambliss and others, of Autauga County, 
Alabama, 

By Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of Fonta Flora, of Lucia, of Jones- 
ville, of Foscoe, of Shull’s Mills, of Boone, and of Banners Elk, Wa- 
tauga County; of Bristol, Ashe County; of North Catawba, Caldwell 
County, and of Fancy, Cleveland County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. DARGAN: Of citizens of Effingham, of Oak Grove, of 
Cranesville, of Campbell’s, of Bermuda, and of Jeffries, Marion County; 
of Single, of Scranton, and of Mouzons, Williamsburgh County; of 
Blenheim, of Brightsville, and of Parnassus, Marlborough County; of 
Foreston, of Panola, of Bethlehem, and of New Zion, Clarendon County; 
of Marlow, and of Board Landing, Horry County, and of Howe, 
Darlington County, South Carolina. , 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of William K. Smith and others, and of Francis 
C. Hatharn and others, of the State of Maine. 9 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of W. H. Pratt and 48 others, of Hamburg, Hardin 
County; of Benjamin Kendall and 184 others, of Hollow Rock, Carroll 
County; of H. D. Odle and 20 others, of Coxburg, Benton County, and 
of J. W. Simmons and 51 others, of Michie, McNairy County, Ten- 


nessee. 
By Mr. GALLINGER: Of W. G. Kendall and 41 others, of West- 
moreland, and of Berkley Keyzar and 48 others, of Stewartstown, N. H. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of D. A. Morrie and 38 others, of Thomas 
Davis and 52 others, of Hartleyville; of Joseph Gumber and 38 others, 


1887. 


of Patton Mills; of Henry Griffith and 32 others, of Agis; of N. B. 
Spencer and 38 others, of Meigsville; of W. A. Gould and 69 others, of 
Burlingham, and of M. A. A s and 60 others, of Keno, Ohio. 

By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of Gehrton, Crawford County, and of 
Evans City, Butler County, Pennsylvania. *‘ 

By Mr. HEARD: Of citizens of the Sixth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Of S. F. Kelly and others, of Mount Ida, Cren- 
shaw County, Alabama. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Of citizens of Schock’s Mills, of Mount Hope, 
and of Falmouth, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HITT: Of William H. Cox and 38 others, of Grand Detour, Ill. 

By Mr. HOGG: Of R. A. Shenk and 75 others; of G. G. Barrett and 
68 others; of C. P. T. Moore and 68 others; of J. F. Prickett and 87 
others; of N. Shipley and 68 others; of R. R. Ransom and 68 others; 
of Samuel Keffer and 68 others; of George L. Nye and 68 others; of 
R. T. Kyle and 68 others; of J. W. Breathtel and 68 others; William 
R. Jefferson and 58 others; of R. E. Fisher and 68 others; of J. B. Me- 
Kan and 68 others; of Allen Griffith and 55 others; of C. J. Spelman 
and 41 others; of J. J. Litten and 46 others; of William J. Roberts and 
49 others; of J. E. Markham and 9 others; of B. E. Heflin and 68 
others; of George W. Grove and 73 others; of J. K. Workman and 42 
others; of A. J. Lamp and 22 others; of M. E. Farris and 60 others; of 
A. Y. Martin and 44 others, and of J. Jarrett and 62 others, of West 
Virginia. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: ‘Of Charles W. Hazlewood and others, of Roanoke 
County; of J. B. Thomasson and others, of Bedford County; of R. B. 
Booth and others, of Charlotte County, and of B. W. Conner and others, 
of Halifax County, Virginia. 

By Mr. HOUK: Of citizens of Union Church, and of High Point, 
Knox County; of Miser, and of Montrose, Blount County; of Kreis, 
Roane County; of Hickory Ridge, Jefferson County; of Fox, Sevier 
County; of Warwick’s Cross Roads, Union County, and of W. B. Clark 
and others, of Tennessee. 
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By Mr. SOWDEN: Of O. T. Burtch and others, of Lehigh County; 
and of Reuben H. Buss and others, and E. J. Transue and others, of 
Northampton County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Of citizens of Aurora, Ky. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of citizens of Adams County; of Law- 
rence County; of Jackson County; of Scioto County, and of Lawrence 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Of citizens of Henry; of Red Bank; of Maple- 
wood; of Dornsville; of Coosawhatchie; of Pleasant Cross; of Lawton- 
ville, and of Rehoboth, 8. C. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Of Runned Post-office, Il. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER: Of C. W. Hillhouse and others, of Minton, 
Worth County, and B. J. Folsom and others, of Hahira, Lowndes 
County, Georgia. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Of Carrie Sugg and 64 others, of Robert- 
son County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of William Gomerand 53 others; of J. P. Hodges 
and 47 others, and of F. A. Cowan and 45 others, of Alabama. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of S. A. Thompson and others of Dickson 
County; of W. D. McPherson and others, of Williamson County: of W. 
A. Butler and others, and of J. L. Walker and others, of Giles County; 
of R. W. Worley and others, of Bradshaw; of W. W. Jackson and others, 
of Fountain Creek, and of R. S. Frayser and others, ot Tennessee. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Of James Park and others, of Huron County, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. WISE: Of citizens of Sabot Island, of Elk Hill, and of Oil- 
ville, Goochland County, and of French Hay, Hanover County, Vir- 

nia, 
eae Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Roseland; of Vinco; of Curdsville; of 
Axtell; of Morcoro; of Stony Point Mills; of Bybee; of River Depot; of 
Foga, and of Monticello, Va. 


By Mr. JACKSON: Ofcitizens of Good Intent, and of Lagonda, Wash- | - 


ington County, Pennsylvania. 

By LATHAM: Of Riggs Herrington and others, of Ayden, Pitt 
County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Harrington and of Leafiet, Har- 
nett County, and of Gillisville, Cumberland County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Of F. R. Davidson and other citizens of the 
Eighth district of Kentucky. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Bottsville, Westmoreland 
County, and of Laughlintown, Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania. 
Peed Mr. McKINLEY: Ofcitizens of Kensington, Columbiana County, 

io. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of R. W. Mosher and others; of Thomas War- 
ren and others; of D. P. Pingree and others, and of William C. An- 
drews and others, of the State of Maine. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Of Joshua Baker and others, of Walton, Lafay- 
ette County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of C. S. Owings and others, of Olio, Van Buren 
County; of F. J. Epperson and others, of Heliotrope, Polk County; ot 
F. A. McCabe and others, of Sheffield, Rhea County; of W. B. Powell 
and others, of Pine Land, Meigs County, and of J. W. Phifer and 
others, of Van Buren County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of E. Patterson and others, and of B. C. Harper 
and others, of the Fourth district of North Carolina. 

By Mr. OATES: Of J. H. Wardin and 180 others, of Elizabeth, Cof- 
fee County, Alabama. 

By Mr. PATTON: Of 25 citizens of Alvira; of 36 citizens of Elk 
County, and of Wistar, Clinton County, Pennsylvania. 

Byar PETERS: Of D. H. Condway and others, of Snyder; of. Dan- 
iel Settles and others, of West Point, and of W. T. J. Plummer and 
others, of Kansas. 

By Mr, PUGSLEY: Of citizens of Bell and of Dodsonville, Highland 
County; of New Harmony, Baron County; of Andersonville, Ross 
County, and of Port William, Clinton County, Ohio. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of Dr. John W. Steele and 75 others, of Bed- 
ford County; of L. D. Lugg and 75 others, of Lincoln County; of J. 
W. Mayfield and 60 others, of Rutherford County, and of J.S. Thomp- 
son and 50 others, of Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of citizens of Pulaski County; of Logan County; 
of W. A. Hauck and others, and of J. L. Williams and others, of Scott 
County; of W. B. Steed and others, and of William Williams and others, 
of Saline County; of W. J. Parker and others, of G. W. Hopkins and 
others, of W. W. West and others, of W. J. Trainell and others, of F. 
M. Owens and others, and of W. F. Turner and others, of Sebastian 
County; and of Joseph L. Houseand others, of D. Haleumb and others, 
of J. W. Campbell and others, of W. R. Rogers and others, and of J. 
Dirhazen and others, of Arkansas. 

By Mr. SCULL: Of citizensof Culp and of Linking Valley, Blair 
County, and of Bakersville, Somerset County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Of J. C. Moore and others, of Craven County; 
of R. H. Read and others, of Vance County; and of H. W. Brown and 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION OF LABOR AT BARCELONA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in relation to an in- 
vitation which has been extended to this Government to Sopen a del or 
delegates to the International Ex; tion of Labor, to be held in April, 1888, at 
Barcelona, Spain, and commend its suggestions to the favorable attention of 


Congress. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 19, 1887. 

INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION AT MELBOURNE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which wasread, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in relation to the in- 
vitation from Her Britannic Majesty tothis Government to participate in the In- 
ternational Exhibition which is to be held at Melbourne in Tess, to celebrate the 
centenary of the founding of New South Wales, the first Australian colony. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 19, 1887. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests to the Senate 
that, under the rules, communications from the executive department 
are not printed as a matter of course. A motion is necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that both messages be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Inthe absence of objection, that or- 
der will be made. 


REVISED STATUTES OF IDAHO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the revised stat- 
utes of Idaho Territory, transmitted in accordance with provisions of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of William Burnett, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the purchase by Congress of two pistols worn 
by General Lafayette during the Revolutionary war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the petition of A. O. Bunnell and other 
citizens of New York, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
benefit of public schools; which was ordered to lie on the table, a bill 
on that subject having been reported by the Committee on Education 

T. 


others, and of Cyrus Forcue and others, of Jones County, North Caro- |.and Labo 


XIX——8 


He also presented the petition of Dr. Daniel Hohn, Rey. S. L. Helf- 
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enstine, and 108 other citizens, of Pavina, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of a bill providing temporary aid for common schools, to be 
disbursed on the basis of illiteracy, thereby securing the means of uni- 
versal education; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Margaret Madden, widow of Christo- 
pher Madden, late private in Company B, Eighty-fourth Regiment New 

ork Volunteers, praying for a supplemental pension from August 10, 
1866, to July 6,1886; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Hiram Berdan, of New York, pray- 
ing for certain pension legislation; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the American Security Company of 
New York, in favor of the ratification of the extradition treaty with 
ee Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ns. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of James W. Gardner and 46 
other citizens of the town of Gardiner, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of a bill providing temporary aid for common schools, to be dis- 
bursed on the basis of illiteracy, thereby securing the means of univer- 
sal education; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of William M. Jenkins and 
other citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the admission of 
Utah as a State with polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories, 

Mr. FRYE. I present a petition of the National Temperance So- 
ciety, officially signed, praying for the adoption of effective measures 
for the discouragement and suppression of the exportation to Africa of 
intoxicating liquors by American citizens. The association ask that 
the petition bereferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I move 
its reference to that committee. 

The motion was to. f 

Mr. PASCO. I present a petition from the Legislature of Florida, 
and ask that it be read atlength. It is not long. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read if there 
be no objection. 
ese petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Claims, as 

lows: 


A memorial to the Congress of the United States seeing 405 an appropriation 
to pay the unpaid balance awarded to citizens of Florida under the provisions 
of the several acts of Congress passed in furtherance of article 9 of the treaty 
between the United States and Spain concluded February 22, 1819. 

Whereas in article 9 of the treaty between the United States and Spain con- 
cluded February 22,1819, the United States obligated itself to cause satisfaction 
to be made for the injuries, if any, which, by process of law, shall be established 
to have been suffered by the S; ish officers and individual Spanish inhabit- 
ants by the late operations of the American army in Florida, and article 11 of 
said treaty further provided for the payment of the same ifthe sum of the claims 
did not exceed $5,000,000; and 

Whereas the Congress of the United States, in furtherance of said stipulation, 
did pass the following acts: “An act to carry into effect the ninth article of the 
treaty concluded between the United States and Spain,” approved February 22, 
1819, and “An act for the reliet of certain inhabitants of East Florida,” ap- 
proved June 26, 1834, under and by virtue of the several magyar of the 
superiorcourt therein named, in conformity with the spirit and letter of the said 
acts, and under a justand equitable construction of the same, did adjudicate said 
claims, decreeing a principal sum, together with interest upon the same for 
rears at a fixed rate per cent., and did report the same, together with the eyi- 
dence on which they were founded, to the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States; and 


Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury, in conformity with the law, did pay 

to the several c ts whose claims had been adjudicated, or to their author- 

ized agents, the principal sum decreed, but from some cause unknown to your 

memorialists declined to pay the interest, which constituted a part of the award 
in each case; and $ 

Whereas your memorialists have been informed and believe that the sum so 

d in part satisfaction of the said award does not exceed $1,500,000: There- 


The Legislature of Florida, memorializing the honorable Senate and Houseof Rep- 
resentatives of the United States in Congress , Respectfully request that an 
adequate appropriation be made to pay the unpaid ro py being the interest 
awarded as aforesaid, and that the Secretary of the Treasury be r red to pay 
the same, Your memorialists believe that the] Congress of the United States 
ought in justice and equity to provide for the payment of the interestso awarded 
in consistency with the requirements of the treaty aforesaid, and the several 
acts of Congress in furtherance thereof, and tfully uest that our Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress present this memorial in their tive 
Houses, and that the secretary of state do furnish copies of this memo: to our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. > 

Approved June 3, 1887. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of F. Selina Buchanan, widow 
of the late McKean Buchanan, pay director United States Navy, pray- 

. ing to be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the board of super- 
visors of Christian County, Illinois, in favor of legislation in reference 
to swamp lands; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Sullivan &Stampter and other 
citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, praying that Dubuque may be made a port 
for the immediate transportation of imported goods; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Rev. Henry M. Dean and 147 
other citizens of a, gage ae for the enactment of a bill prò- 
viding temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis 
of illiteracy, thereby securing the means of universal education; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present a petition of many citizens of Pater- 


son, N, J., praying for the enactment of a bill providing temporary aid 
for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illiteracy, thereby 
securing the means of universal education. I move that the petition 
lie on the table, the bill having been reported. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of the trustees of the 
Stevens Institute of Technology, of Hoboken, N. J., praying for the 
return of a certain sum assessed by the assessor of internal revenue 
on a bequest of the late Edwin A. Stevens, of Hoboken, and paid 
sai the executors of the will; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance, 

Mr. BLODGETT presented the petition of Rev. J. H. Duryea and 
31 other citizens of the town of Paterson, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of a bill providing temporary aid for public schools, to be dis- 
bursed on the basis of illiteracy, thereby securing the means of uni- 
versal education; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of R. F. Kerr and 124 other citizens 
of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of a bill 
providing temporary aid for common schools; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ipresent the petition of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, as embodied in resolutions adopted at their 
last annual meeting at Nashville, Tenn., November 22, 1887, in which 
they state: 

Whereas we believe that Federal aid should be extended to the support of 
free public schools in otherwise neglected portions of our country, and deeply 
regret that the last national Congress ignored the petitions for the same of 
ores ee of citizens by refusing to pass what is known as the Blair 

Resolved, That by such measures as shall seem to us wise we will continue our 
support of this or a similar bill until it is passed. 

The paper farther states that ‘‘the foregoing resolution is presented 
as a petition to the Congress of the United States in Senate and House 
assembled in behalf of the National Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, by Frances E. Willard, president, and Mary H. Hunt, super- 
intendent of the educational department of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Unions of the United States.’’ 

As the bill is on the Calendar, I move that the petition lie on the 
table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Ann Conroy, praying for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from the records of the War Depart- 
ment against her husband, Thomas Conroy, late of Company I, Sixty- 
ninth Regiment New York Volunteers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Morrison, praying for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from his record as corporal of Com- 
pany C, Twenty-eighth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented six memorials of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the admission of Utah as a State without the 
imposition of restrictions against polygamy; which were referred to the 
Committee on Territories, z 

He also presented the petition of William Berry and 89 other citizens 
of Washington County, Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of a 
bill providing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the 
basis of illiteracy, thereby securing the means of universal education; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented a petition of sundry postmasters in the 
State of Vermont of the fourth class, praying for a readjustment of the 
laws on the subject of their compensation so that they shall receive a 
larger amount; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Maria Smith, widow of T 
Smith, late a private in Company I, Fourth Regiment Vermont In- 
fantry Volunteers, praying for the passage of a special act by Congress 
granting her a supplemental pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of W. C. Shore and 39 other cit- 
izens of Banks and Habersham Counties, Georgia, praying for the en- 
actment of a bill providing temporary aid for common schools, to be 
disbursed on the basis of illiteracy, thereby securing the means of uni- 
versal education; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of Biscoe Hindman 
and 178 other citizens of Phillips County, Arkansas, praying for the en- 
actment of a bill providing temporary aid for common schools; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PUGH presented a petition of citizens of Mount Ida, Ala., pray- 
ing that increased compensation be allowed fourth-class postmasters; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Posi-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MORRILL. I report back from the Committee on Finance the 
bill (S. 600) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make final 
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adjustmentof claimsof certain foreign steamship companies arising from 
the illegal exaction of tonnage dues, with a recommendation that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

I will state that the Committee on Finance have heretofore consid- 
ered bills like this for interest adversely, but the Committee on Claims 
having had this bill under consideration last year, we think itis proper 
that it should be referred to them again. 

The ps es was agreed to. 
Mr. KRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 473) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to cause to be examined certain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State 
of Missouri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due from the 
Government of the United States on account of payments made by said 
State since April 22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her mijitia 
forces for military services rendered to the United States in the sup- 
pon of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls hereto- 
ore filed with, examined, and accepted by the Government of the 
United States, and to report to Congress, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 287) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Asa member of the Committee on Public Lands, I 
respectfully dissent from that bill as reported by the majority of that 
committee. I regard it simply as an effort on the part of Congress to 
usurp the judicial power of the United States for the purpose of revers- 
ing, setting aside, and annulling many decrees which have been passed, 
some of them in the inferior courts and some of them in the Supreme 
Court of the United States. I concur in the views which have been 
taken by the President of the United States in his veto message upon 
the bill when he refused to give it his signature during the last Con- 


gress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 257) granting a pension to Mary S. , to 
report it with an amendment, which consists in correcting the middle 
letter of her name by the substitution of the letter ‘‘A’’ for the letter 
“S.” Task for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill at this time? 

Mr. BERRY. I ask that the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. FARWELL. Isee thatthe committee recommend that the let- 
ter “S” be stricken out and the letter ‘‘A”’ be put in the name of 
Mrs. Logan, so as to read ‘‘Mary A. Logan.’ Thatisanerror. Ide- 
sire to call the attention of the committee to the matter so that the 
proper name may be put in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands that the com- 
mittee have reported an amendment to the bill. The bill is now on 
the Calendar, and that matter can be considered when the bill is brought 
up for consideration. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 574) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Apolline A. Blair, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Lobject. Let it go on the Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- |" 


endar. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred. 
the bill (S. 607) for the relief of Juliet C. Palmer, widow and adminis- 
tratrix of James C. Palmer, late Surgeon-General United States Navy, 
asked to be di from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
petition of Bridget Adams, of Worcester, Mass., praying for the removal 
of the charges of desertion against her husband, late a private in Thirty- 
first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, asked to be discharged from 

-its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 586) for the relief of Asher W. Foster, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. 158) authorizing the Secretary of War to trans- 
fer to the trustees of the Porter Academy certain property in the city 
of Charleston, S. C., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 503) for the relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, a paymaster in 
the United States Army, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 256) for a survey and 
estimate for a railroad from the mainland to Key West, Fla., and for 
a canal connecting the same with the St. John’s River, for military 
and naval purposes, to report it adversely. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 5) in relation to the claim of 
John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of project- 
iles for rifled ordnance, claimed as the invention of said Read, and by 
him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement 
made between him and the War Department in 1856, for which no 
compensation had been made; also in relation to the claim of William 
E. Woodbridge, based upon the plea of alleged priority in this line of 
invention, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
33) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington Territory, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 


IMPORTATION OF FOREIGN MERCHANDISE. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Finance instruct me to report 
an original bill, and I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 977) to regulate the importation of foreign merchandise 
and to secure uniformity in the classification and valuation thereof, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of the importance of the bill, as it affects 
materially the administration of the law respecting the importation of 
foreign goods and makes many important modifications of existing laws 
upon that subject, I ask, by instruction of the committee, that 10,000 
extra copies of the bill be printed in pamphlet form. j 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution reported by the 
Committee on Finance will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of Senate bill No, 977 be printed in pamphlet form, 
2,000 of which shall be for the use of the Committee on Finance, and 8,000 for 
the use of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution must go to the Committee on 
Printing under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. PLATT. Unless the printing will cost more. than $500 it does 
not need to go to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair understands the rule, 
the resolution having been reported by a standing committee, a refer- 
ence to the Committee on Printing is not necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Chair would kindly have the rule 
read. Iwas under the impression that the rule positively required 
that all motions to print extra copies, no matter where they came from, 
should be referred to the Committee on Printing; but I may be mis- 
taken. I have no objection to the thing being done, but we ought to 
adhere to the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks on reflection that 
the Senator from Vermont is correct in his interpretation of the rule, 
and that a motion to print additional copies should be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. Such being the case, the order of reference 
will be made. 

PAY OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYÉS, 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred a joint resolution (H. Res. 2) authorizing 
and directing the payment of the salaries of the officers and employés 
of Congress for the month of December, 1887, to report it favorably 
without amendment, I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolu- 
tion may be considered now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read at length for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved, eic., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives be, and they are Dero finery a and instructed to pay the 


officers and employés of the Senate an use of Representatives their 
ive salaries for the month of December, 1887, on the 22d day of said month. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, the joint 
resolution is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open 
to amendment. 


` 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the thirdtime, and passed. 


HOLIDAY RECESS, 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
paon to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of 

presentatives providing for a holiday recess, to report it favorably 
without amendment. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution may 
be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read, subject 
to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resclred by the House of Representatires (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 22, 1887, they stand adjourned until 
Wednesday, January 4, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution reported by 
him. Is there objection ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolution 
will be placed-upon the Calendar. 

CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ireport with a favorable recommendation, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, a resolution submitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. HIS- 
COCK ] authorizing the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Con- 
stitution and the Discovery of America to employa clerk. I willstate 
that the committee not being authorized to employ aclerk, the Senator, 
who is the chairman of the committee, is in a position where he is not 
authorized to employ a clerk for himself separately, and therefore he 
is without a clerk entirely. I ask for the immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: * 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution and 
the Discovery of America be, and it hereby is, authorized to employ a clerk dur- 
ing the sessions, who shall be paid, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, the 
usual per diem compensation. 


PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, ETC. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution for printing the President’s message, 
ete., to report it without amendment, and I ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed, in pamphlet form, for the use of the Senate. 
1,000 copies of the annual message of the President, and the reports proper of 
the heats of the Departments, Comptroller of the Currency, Director ofthe Mint, 
and Treasurer of the United States, without the appendices, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many copies are specified? 

Mr. MANDERSON. One thousand copies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the usual number? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thatis the usual number ordered by the Senate 
of the document in this form. Its cost is under $500, costing $315, and 
it is the number usually ordered by the Senate in this form. I think 
the number is sufficient. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INDIAN TRADERS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent, Expenses of the Senate have instructed me to report with amend- 
ment, in the nature of a substitute, the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in regard to the Select 
Committee on Indian Traders, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution and the amendment 
will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: A 

Rewlred, That the Select Committee on Indian Traders be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to continue the investigation directed to be made under 
Senate resolution of June 3, 1856, with all the authority and os nted to 
the original committee by said resolution of June 3, 1886, including the taking 
of testimony and the employment ofa stenographer. x 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Amend the resolution so as to make it read as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Select Committee on Indian Traders be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to continue the investigation directed to be made under 
Senate resolution of June 3, 1886, with all the authority and powers heretofore 
granted to the committee, including the taking of testimony and the employ- 
ment of a clerk and a sten pher; and that all necessary expenses of such 
investigation be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to 
be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, 

“Also. that the compensation of the stenographer authorized by resolution of 
the Senate of December 14, 1887, to be employed by the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections be paid out of said contingent fund upon like approval, ” 

Mr. PADDOCK. Task for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

: anp Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iwill state with reference to the provision in the 
resolution as to the stenographer of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, which committee was authorized the other day to employ a 
stenographer, that this provision was put in in order to cover a defect in 
the other resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the resolution proposed by the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to ask some member of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs a question. Before voting on the resolution I should like 
to know from some one why it is that the ordinary committees of this 
body are not panie; during the session of Congress, of dealing with 
the-subjects which properly belong to those committees? I hear a 
number of resolutions read constituting special committees for sub- 
jects over which the standing committees of this body have jurisdiction, 
and i the purpose of considering which they are created and con- 
tinued. 

I have no desire to make any captious objection to the pending res- 
olution, but I should like to know why it is that the ordinary regular 
sanding committees of this body can not perform the duties intrusted 
to them. 

Mr. PLATT. IfI can have the attention of the Senate, I will make 
a statement with regard to this particular empowering of the Select 
Committee on Indian Traders of the present session. 

At the last Congress a select committee was raised to investigate cer- 
tain charges with reference to licenses to Indian traders and the attempt 
by those traders to sell their licenses. That committee took testimony 
during the session of Congress, and was authorized to sit during the re- 
cess to continue the investigation. It did so, and it met here on the 
26th of November for the express purpose of allowing the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs to put in testimony in reply. But the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, we found, had been afflicted by the loss of his wife, 
and it was impossible for him to put in his reply at that time, and of 
course the matter had to be postponed. 

At the present session a Select Committee on Indian Traders was con- 
stituted, with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] as 
chairman. The object of this resolution is to allow the continuance 
and completion of the investigation which was ordered at a previous 
Congress; and which was postponed under the circumstances I have de- 
tailed. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


INDIAN OPERATIONS ON THE PLAINS, 


Mr. MANDERSON, I report back from the Committee on Printing 
the documents which accompany the letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting the testimony and report of Colonel Carrington, 
United States Army, in reference to operations on the plains against the 
Indians. I am instructed by the committee to move that the usual 
number of copies of the document be printed for the use of the Senate, 
but no additional copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The indorsement of the document 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, in response to a Senate resolution of February 11, 1887, 
certain papers relative to Indian operations on the plains in 1867.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion isthat the usual num- 
ber be printed. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 


GOVERNMENT POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the bill (S. 534) to provide for the es- 
tahlishment of a postal telegraphic system, which I introduced the other 
day, and which was laid upon the table, be taken from the table and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I had in- 
tended to submit some brief observations upon the bill, but, trusting to 
the zeal and fidelity which the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads has hitherto shown in favor of some such measure, I think I can 
safely send the bill to them without any preliminary observations, trust- 
ing that it will be very speedily reported, when it can be discussed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The bill, having been read the second 
time, will be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM. I had the honor of introducing a bill on the same 
subject, the bill (S. 614) to provide for the establishment and operation 
of the United States postal telegraph, which I ask be taken from the 
table and referred to the same committee, withont any remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been read tlie sec- 
ond time, will be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 978) for the relief of the iegal 
heirs of Hugh Worthington; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 979) for the relief of Benjamin 
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D. Lakin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 980) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace M. Cook; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 981) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Bauer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 982) for the relief of John Wybrant; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. x 

He also introduced a bill (S. 983) to remove the charge of desertion 
against George K. Smith; which was read twice by its title. and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military A fffairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 984) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Levi Beer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 985) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Edward Whitehouse, alias Edward Williams; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 986) to provide for the adjust- 
ment of certain accounts of Edwin A. Merritt, late consul-general at 
London, for storage and care of the archives at that consulate-general; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 987) for the relief of the administrators of 
the estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 988) to refund duties paid by the State 
of New York on arms imported in 1863; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 989) for the relief of Margaret Madden; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 990) granting a pension to Frank Casart; 
hey was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 991) granting a pension to Sarah E. Bee- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 992) for the relief of the Sone & Flem- 
ing Manufacturing Company, limited, of the city of New York; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 993) referring to the Court of Claims 
the claim of the Compagnie Générale Transatlantique for duties of ton- 
nage illegally exacted; which was read twice byits title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. MORGAN iatroduced a bill (S. 994) to amend and enlarge the 
act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the distri- 
bution of the awards made under the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 4th 
day of July, 1868;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 995) for the relief of Robley D. Evans 
and Richard M. Green; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 996) granting a pension to 
Caroline Ruppert; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BL. introduced a bill (S. 997) granting a pension to Silas 
McIntire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 998) to restore pensions in certain cases; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 999) for the relief of Edmund 
D. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1000) to increase the pensions of 
certain soldiers and sailors who are utterly helpless from injuries re- 
ceived or diseases contracted while in the service of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ee bill ( ) 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1001) granting a pension to George W. 
Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and relerred to the Commit 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1002) granting a pension to Thomas 
Todd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1003) granting the right of way to 
the Duluth and Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pembina 
military reservation in Dakota Territory; which was read twice by its 
anger and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military i 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1004) granting a pension to 
Ann Verneuil; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introdaced a bill (S. 1005) granting to Mrs. Helen 
W. Mauck, widow of Maj. Clarence Mauck, Ninth United States Cav- 
alry, a pension as of the rank and grade held by her husband at the 
time of his death; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1006) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Blackman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1007) granting a pension to John 
S. Coleman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WALTHALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1008) for the re- 
lief of John W. King, of Warren County, in the State of Mississippi; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1009) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sallie R. Alexander, widow of Lieut. Col. Thqmas L. Alexan- 
der, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1010) for the relief of Samuel Ceas, of 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1011) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Egbert Thompson, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. BECK. I introduce the bill by request. I do not know anythin 
about it, but I have been requested to present it. I move that the bi 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1012) for the reliefof Charles K. 
Remsberg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1013) for the relief of James F. Hogan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1014) for the relief of the estate of John 
C. Thompson, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1015) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet M. Collins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1016) ting a pension to Lieut. Adolph 
Henning; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ie also introduced a bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Stephen 
Schiedel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1018) granting a pension to Joseph W. 
Eubanks; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1019) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of War to place on file in the War Department the names of the 
officers and members of the Frontier Guards, mustered into the volun- 
teer military service of the United States on the 18th day of April, 1861, 
and issue discharges to the same; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1020) granting a bounty of $100 to the 
Second Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 3 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1021) allowing extra pay to certain ofi- 
cers of the volunteer Army in the war of the rebellion; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1022) to relinquish the interest of the 
United States in certain lands in Kansas; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1023) for the relief of Michael Jordan; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1024) for the relief 
of John A. Fairfax; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1025) for the erection of an eques- 
trian statue of ex-President Zachary Taylor; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1026) for the relief of the own- 
ers, officers, and crew of the British bark Chance; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1027) to fix the charge for passports 
at $1; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1028) amending the internal-revenue 
laws providing for the punishment of retail dealers in spirituous and 
malt liquors, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
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and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee. on Fi- 
nance. 


Mr. BLAIR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 21) granting a gold 
medal to Capt. Charles de Arnaud; which was.read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 22) providing for 
the printing of additional copies of Executive Document No. 51, first 
session Forty-ninth Congress, on the subject of cattle and dairy farm- 
ing; which was read twice. by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended ‘to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 614) to provide for the establishment and operation 
of the United States postal telegraph; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


CHIPPEWA AND MUNCIE INDIANS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


th 
and Muncie Indians in Kansas, and if so, what state of law or facts j 
action; and also 


whether the interests of said Indians would not be promoted 
by their removal from the State of Kansas to the Indian Territory, 
INDEX OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr, PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was-consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to consider and 
report oom the necessity of the publication for the use of the Senate of acon- 

idated index of the reports and documents of the Forty-sixth to the Forty- 
ninth Congresses, iriclusive, contained in the Senate library. 
D. B. LUCAS. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the sum of dollars be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the United States Senate to D. B. Lucas in fall of all expenses, ete., incurred by 
Vines nee for a seat in the Senate.as a Senator from the State of West 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges:and Elections. I have inserted noamountin 
the resolution, believing that should be more properly inserted by the 
committee to whom the subject is-referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the: Committee on Privileges and Elections, if there be no objection. 


CAPTAIN HALL’S OREGON VOLUNTEERS: 


Mr. MITCHELL. Isubmit the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, 
compatible with the public service, to AEEY to the Senate at 
cable convenience a copy of all records in his Department relatin: 
commonly known and called “ Captain Hall’s Company of Oregon Volunteers,” 
which it is alleged served in the Cayuse war in the Territory of Oregon; when 
such company was 0 and where and when, if at all, mustered into the 
service of the United and when disbanded, and the names of the persons 
respectively composing such company, 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The resolution does notseem to bein the 
usunal form of such resolutions.. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon 
that he modify it by striking out the words ‘‘if not incompatible with 
the public service.” | 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lacceptithe suggestion. Let the resolution be 
amended so as to read: 

Rcsolved, That the Secretary-of War be, and he is hereby, directed to report to 
the Fenate, etc. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF PRESIDENT'S: MESSAGE. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 10,000 additional copies of the annual message of the President 
of the United S‘ntes to the Fiftieth gress be printed in pamphlet form for 
the uss of the Senate. 


ected, if not in- 
earliest practi- 
to what is 


ADMISSION OF UTAH. 

Mr: CALL. Iaskthe Senate to take up the resolution which I sub- 
mitted yesterday, in to printing the Utah memorial. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senatorfrom Florida moves that 
the Senate if plese to the consideration of the resolution submitted by 
him yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the m and accompan papers of the citizens of the 
United States in the tory of Utah, to tthe wishes and re- 
quests to Congress of 200,000 American citizens, be printed in the RECORD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I understood the Senator from Nebraska. [Mr. PAD- 
eta deen objected to the passage of the resolution, to withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I can not hear the Senator from Florida.. 


Mr. CALL.. If there be-no objection, and I belieye.there is none, I 
ask that the resolution be adopted. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. I move that the resolution be referréd to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, which now has the papers.. My reason for making 
the motion is that that committee ought to see what is contained in this 
long memorial, ete., before it is- printed, particularly in the RECORD, 
which is.a very expensive performance, and because we have had one 
piece of experience hitherto with printing a similar paper in the RECORD 
without knowing what was. in it, which, had it been known, I think 
the Senate would not haveallowed to be printed in the RECORD, because 
it ve Oprina, improper; the language of it was improper and disre- 


spectful. 

Ithink the Committee on Territories had better examine these papets 
before. the Senate acts.on the question whether they shall, at an ex- 
pense of $500 or $1,000, be printed in the whole edition of the RECORD. 
Therefore I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Territories, which now has possession. of the papers. 

Mr. CALL. Before that motion is voted on I desire to say that 
if the Senator from Vermont has paid any attention to the memorial 
he will perceive that there is nothing init which is objectionable to 
the Congress of the United States. It is only a statement from a large 
majority—as they claim—of 200,000 citizens of the United States of 
what they desire. 

Iam not here now to advocate their wishes, or express any opinion 
at this time upon that subject, but I do affirm that it does not rest with 
any Senator or any member of Congress to say, with any kind of justi- 
fication in reason, or with any degree of respect for the people of the 
United States, that they shall not be heard here, or in advance to say 
that what they wish and what they state is not respectful to Congress, 
and for that reason should be suppressed and their: right of petition 
practically denied. 

There is nothing in the petition whatever, except a statement in re- 
gard to a public matter, the admission of Utah, and a statement of the 
facts.as these citizens.of the United States regard them. 

This objection is made in the spirit of persecution of these people. 
They have been alleged to have some peculiar beliefs in reference to the 
domestic relations which are objectionable to us. This allegation is 
claimed by them to be true only so far as it relates to their religious 
belief that the relation is not unscriptural and not forbidden. As a 
matter.of fact, they state that polygamy is practiced only by a small 
portion of their population; not 3 per cent., they insist, have ever been 
subjectto the practice which has beencharged tponthem. Iaminformed 
by personsof intelligence and character, non-Mormons and anti-polyga- 
mists; that this charge isamythupon which their. opponents areseeking 
tomake these objections for the purpose of obtaining the property of 
these people in Utah. Iam informed by citizens of the United States, 
Republicans and Democrats, who have recently been in Utah, that not 
3 per cent. of these people are guilty of the practices upon the assump- 
tion of which the Senator from Vermont makes this objection. 

But be it true or not true, they have a right to be heard, and I shall 
now show by reading the memorial that there. is nothing in it which is 
objectionable. - I am sorry the Senator. from Vermont puts me to this 
inconvenience, but I am not'surprised at it, for the honorable Senator 
is not in the habit of avoiding those things which give inconvenience 
to others, although he gains nothing by his objections toward. accom- 
plishing his object: = 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The resolution not only covers the memorial, but 
all the accompanying papers. ‘ 

Mr. CALL. I do not understand the Senator: 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The resolution not only covers the memorial which 
the Senator proposes to read, but all the accompanying papers, which 
are the proceedings of the constitutional convention, so called, the cot 
stitution itself, and other things. 

Mr. C I presume it is not desired to encumber the RECORD 
with any voluminous publication. The constitution need not be in- 
cluded. I understand the request made to me from these citizens: of 
the United States to be that their memorial, stating their desire in 
respect to the admission of Utah, and the facts in reference to the num- 
ber of the anti-polygamists in the Territory, both Mormon and non- 
Mormon, and the good faith of both polygamists and anti-polygamists 
in accepting the Edmunds-Hoar law and making it a part of their 
State constitution, may be printed. 

‘The memorial reads-as follows: 

Memorial of the constitutional convention of Utah. 


To the President and the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


GENTLEMEN: For the fifth time the people of Utah } state to your honorable 
body a constitution konang oe a republican form of government, and respects 
fully ask admission into the Union as a free and sovereign State. 

Your memorialists are delégates ina constitutional convention, chosen by the 
people of this Térritory, in mass meetings, to which all citizens of every party 
were publicly invited. The constitution presented herewith was framed by 
your memorialists with a desire to effect a itical settlement of the questions 
which have heretofore interposed as the sole objections when Utah has applied 
for the rights and privileges of statehood. 

Under recent acts of Congress no person polygamy can vote or hold 
office in this Territory, Your memorialisis are voters, and the con- 
stitution which they adopted on the 7th Deny 8 of July, 1887, was ratified at the 
general election, August J, 1887, by a popular legal vote of 13,195, only 502 voting 
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against it. Thetotal number of votes cast at the same election for precinct and 
county officers and members of Legislati 


ess likely y favorable to them. 
‘The number of the Mrs panana has been considerably reduced by the 
statutes. The act of March 22, 1882, disfranchised 


ces, remarkably large. 

The re who have adopted and ratified this constitution are law-abiding 
citizens of the United States, They have not-violated any law of Congress. 
The special provisions they have framed in reference to practices condemned 
by the popular voice were made in good faith, and so worded that they are prac- 
tically unrepealable, In these, Congress has not imposed unusual uirements 
upon a new State, but the pools have placed these restrictions upon themselves 
in order to meet bitte objections and secure political harmony with the 
existing States.. In doing this they considerthey have but exercised a reserved. 
and constitutional right. If Utah shall be admitted into the Union; these pro- 
visions will be strictly and fairly enforced. 

Your memorialists have no hesitation in stating that almost the entire popu- 
lation of Utah ^re desirious of fully identified as a State with in- 
stitutions of this great Republic, and of taking partin national affairs as the 
and as peaceable citizens. They have demonstrated their fitness forthe duties, 
responsibilities, and privileges of Statehood. They are thrifty, temperate, in- 
dustrious, intell: t and progressive. They form a vigorous, stable, and per- 
naio community, out of debt and ready to move forward in step with existing 

tes, 

nen hing n's Se a population of not lessthan 200,000. Her wealth, exclusive 
of mines, which are untaxed and represent. unknown millions, aggregates not 
less than $150,000,000. Her resources, products, interests,and prospects are con- 
cede. by all to be amply sufficient to sustain a State government, and have so 
frequently been presented to Congress and the nation, with statistics, that we 
deem it aprons A to detail them in this memorial. The soil, irrigated by 
mountain streams diverted thro canals and ditches over large areas once a 
desert, brings forth grain and fruitin rich abundance. Cattle and sheep roam 
upon a thousand and supply both homeand foreign markets. Her woolen 
and other manufactories have Become famous for their honest and useful prod- 
ucis. Factories and work-shops supply labor to skilled and common artisans, 
who are content with reasonable wages, and among whom strikes and troubles 
with capital have hitherto been u own. The necessities and many of the 
luxuries of life are abundant and cheap. 

Minerals of all kinds abound within her borders,and the mining output ag- 
gregutes from $7,000,000 to $10,000,000 annually. Apart from the precious metals, 
there are valuable deposits so varied in character and immense in quantity as 
to afford in themselves material for untold wealth. These await but the touch 
of the capital that a settled political condition will draw to Utah, to be brought 
forth for the benefit of her people and the enrichment of thenation. The great 

ilroads which already have their termini in or near hercapital city, with others 
in process of construction, place her people in easy communication with the rest 
of the country, and facilitate commercial relations. The aes eee tele- 
phone, the electric light,and other modern improvements are u exten- 
sively by her citizens, Her business status and reputation in the centers 
of trade are unim; e.. Her taxes.sre phenomenally low, and her internal 
affairs haye been honestly and economically condu Her school system, 
with the best text-books used in the foremost schools of the country, provide 
strictly secular education for the children in every city and settlement. Her 
statistics bear very favorable comparison with even the older States. Nothing 
now stands in the way of her march to that proud position to which eve ing 
just and natural points as her destiny but those political disabilities w: only 
statehood can remove. 

We appeal to your honorable body to regard the wishes of a ple who ear- 
nestly desire to aid in promoting the welfare and glory of the Union, and who, 
from the day their pioneers first unfurled the stars and stri on this then Mex- 
ican soil, have looked fi to the time when they should enterthe Unionas 
a State, as guarantied to them in common with other residents on the territory 

nired by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

We ask that the constitution of the proposed State of Utah shall receive the 
close and im: ial attention of your honorable body. It guaranties *‘a repub- 
lican form of government.’ It provides for equal rights and privileges before 
the law to citizens of all parties, creeds, and conditions. It is broad and liberal 
and contains the best provisions to be found in other State constitutions. It 
meets the demands that have been made. upon the majority of ae of 
Utah when they have previously asked admission into the Union. more 
can be required of any people? F 

The admission of Utah will relieve the Government of a question that has 
troubled it for a quarter of a century, and remore it from national to local regu- 
lation, where it properly blouses. It will add one more star to the national 
galaxy, increase the stren of the Union, save the country many thousands 
of dol annually, and bind to the interests of the nation a body of honest, pa- 
triotie, and gra people, who will be found, when the mists of misrepresen- 
tation and petae are cleared away, to be a community of which any gov- 


ernment might be proud. 

We ask for `“ a republican form of government,” and we ask that itbe given us 
now. For nearly irs f years Utah been paaur for statehood. Shall a 
deaf ear be still turned to her entreaties? We for better things. In behalf 
of the great majority of the voters who represent vast majority of the people 
of Utah, we submit that having broken no law we should not be deprived of 
our liberties on account of objections raised against ers, Weask for justice 
and a fair consideration of our with the solemn pledge t 
State will be faithfully devoted to true republican principles and to the inter- 
ests and welfare of the Government of the United States. And your memorial- 


JOHN T; CAINE, 
President, 
HEBER M. WELLS, 
Seeretary. 
Mr. President, I have read this memorial to show the insincerity of 
the objection which has been made by the Senator from Vermontto the 
printing of this memorial from 200,000 American citizens in the REC- 
ORD, as requested by them, to the end that they may have a hearing 
before the Congress and before the people of the United States. 
The Senator from Vermont knew that there was nothing-in this me- 
morial disrespectful to Congress, and he knew that there was no rea- 


son in right or justice why the Senate ot the United States should refuse 
to hear the petition of either one citizen, however poor or however err- 
ing, or of two hundred thonsand citizens who have a right to be heard. 
here, as much right as the Senator from Vermont or I have—a consti- 
tutional right to be heard in this body and before the American people; 
a solemnly guarantied right not only to be heard, but to have secured 
to them, and to each of them, all of the rights, immunities, and privi- 
leges which the Senator from Vermont has or which any other citizen: 
of the United States has.: a right of equality in all respects before. the: 
law, which the Senator, myself, and every other Senator have taken an 
oath to respect and defend and secure to. them. 

For one, I propose to respect and obey that oath, and not violate it 
either directly, or by evasion, or indirectly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from Florida: 
very much for his gratifying and complimentary allusionstome, They 
are worthy of him, and I trust I can bear them. 

I certainly do not question the sincerity of the Senator from Florida, 
for he has stood behind this polygamous hierarchy every time they have 
had-any interest to advance or any wholesome. legislation to resist, so 
far as I now remember, at all times, and with great ability and consid- 
erablezeal. So I canwith equal sincerity give him the praise to which 
he isjustly entitled of being absolutely sincere in standing by this body 
of persons through thick and through thin, come good, come ill.. Iex- 
pect that he will continue to do so, and if in the process of time that 
Territory should become a State; and we could change the Constitution 
so that one person might be a Senator from two States, I have no doubt 
that the Senator from Florida would be the first Senator that the 
Mormon hierarchy would select, as they ought to. 

But we come back to the question, what ought to be done in regard 
to printing in the RECORD papers of this character? Iam for the first 
time advised of the contents of this memorial, so far as I was able to 
hear it read. There are a great many other papers, there are-a great 
many answers to them in other papers, that might be read, if I chose to 
evade the just rules of the Senate by spending the morning in reading 
counter-statements, which would show the utter hypocrisy and gam- 
mon of this performance, a mere trick to get out from under the hand 
of Congress and the laws of the United States, on a promise that when 
they become a sovereign and independent State, standing, as the: Con- 
stitution requires when they come in that they shall stand, on an equal 
footing with every other State in the Union, and having the right, what- 
ever may be in their constitution about changing it, tochangeit atany 
time they please without the consent of Congress, and not being bound 
by any compact that they may make in regard to their social institu- 
tions, as the Supreme Court in another case; or in more than one, per- 
haps, has long ago decided, respecting the equality of all new States ad- 
mitted. into the Union. I understand all that, and I trust everybody 
does; and, for one, I do not propose to be a party to spending the money 
of the people of the United States in printing in the RECORD for circu- 
lation among the people this sort of thing. The record of the proceed- 
ings of the Senate is a record of its proceedings, and not intended to be 
a record of statements that people of the United States choose to make 
to Congress. That is where it stands, and therefore it is that I make 
the motion. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont is equally in- 
sincere, incorrect, and even frivolous in hisstatement that he has heard 
me stand behind the Mormon hierarchy and defend it. The Senator 
from: Vermont has heard me stand behind human rights—the rights 
of women and children whom he was seeking to brand with a lifetime 
of sorrow and disgrace; he has heard me defend a patient and suffering 
anti-polygamous people when with the most exquisite cruelty he has 
sought to punish the poor innocent women and children in Utah. by 
legislation which I regard as unconstitutional, unfeeling, inhuman, and, 
subversive of the religion and precepts of the Divine-Teacher, Bunt I 
am-as far from sustaining the Mormon or any other hierarchy as is the 
Senator from Vermont; indeed, I am much farther, for I am in favor ot 
religious tolerance. Iama believerin the power of Christ's religion 
and His preachers, and the Senator from: Vermont does not seem to be 
so. A Senator may be a defender of religious liberty, in favor of tol- 
erance, without being a persecutor and without being inhuman to- 
wards women and children. 

That much the Senator from Vermont has heard from me, but he has 
never heard, and he never will hear me stand in this Chamber to deny 
the rights of 200,000 citizens of the United ‘States to whom he has 
sworn to give their constitutional rights. He hasnever heard meseek 
to prevent them from having a hearing, and he hasnever heard mead- 
vocate corrupt judicial tribunals or packed juries or the prostitution of 
the-courts of justice and the laws of the Jand for the.conviction even 
of criminals, much less of men and: womemwho formed relations under 
peculiar religious beliefs of their own at a time when the right to make 
their own laws and regulate their own institutions had been guaran- 
tied to them by treaty and expressly conferred upon them by act of 
Congress: He has never heard me advocate branding a whole genera- 
tion of young men and women, native-born and adopted citizens, with 
a stigma by law, and to declare them unworthy of trust and confidence 
as citizens because their fathers and mothers are charged with what we 
regard as objectionable relations and heterodox and unsound religious 
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opinions. The Senator from Vermont has not heard me advocate the 
seizure of the places of worship and the property of citizens of the 
United States because they call themselves the Church of Jesus Christ 
of the Latter Day Saints, and because a small number of them bave 
been guilty of polygamy. = 

I have not expressed an opinion even as to how I should vote on this 
proposition, nor as to whether these people are or are notsincere. That 
is a question for future consideration and for evidence. Ihave, however, 
been informed by persons, Democrats and Republicans, as good as the 
Senator from Vermont or I, as fair in standing, as respectable in char- 
acter,that the majority of these people, all but about 5 per cent., have 
never been polygamists; that more than a hundred thousand young 
women and men growing up, many of them now of age, who were edu- 
cated in the public schools of that country, are opposed to polygamy, 
and that the prevailing sentiment of the youngpopulation of Utah who 
have been educated as American citizens, who have the rights that I 
have and that the Senator from Vermont has, is opposed almost unani- 
mously to the institution of polygamy, and that they have consented 
conscientiously to the legislation of Congress and have done all that they 
could to enforce it, and propose to make it, so far as they can do so, per- 
petual andirrevocable. By what right does the Senator from Vermont 
say here that this is a ‘‘sham and a pretense?” On what assumption 
of truth or reason does he pronounce the protestations of the young men 
and women of Utah that they are innocent and chaste and desirous of 
an anti-polygamous society and governmenta false pretense, asham, and 
a fraud? 

How vain and idle the objection which the Senator from Vermont 
seeks to make here, and impose upon the people of this country, that 
by the Jaw these men can not trammel the State in its future legisla- 
tion. Suppose that to be so, does that show that they are not sincere? 
Does that import that the very cruel legislation he himself has con- 
stantly forced on these people has had no effect? Why, Mr. President, 
these attempts to condemn these people in advance, to prejudice them 
in the public opinion, without a hearing, are idle and unworthy of 
the Senator from Vermont. They are not reasonable as a matter of 
logic and not true as a matter of fact. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, after what has been said I should 
be very much opposed to printing this memorial in the RECORD. It 
would, I fear, raise false hopes in Utah, and be construed as an ex- 
pression of opinion that it is possible now to entertain a proposition for 
the admission of Utah asa State. I regretas much as any one can that 
Utah is not in a condition to become a State of this Union. She isa 
near neighbor of my own State; she is a Western Territory; and she 
has sufficient population and material development to become a State, 
and it is a very unfortunate thing, very much to be regretted, and no 
one regrets it more than I do that she is utterly unfit. Sheis governed 
by a close corporation, a hierarchy. -I do not think there is any such 
thing as freedom in Utah. Free schools, as we understand them, da 
notexist. Everything is made subservient to the political organization 
known as the Mormon Church. Polygamy is but an incident. It is 
impossible for citizens of the United States to live in any part of Utah 
outside of the towns where there is military protection. The various 
modes they have of aptamer of gentiles are cruel and un- 
reasonable, the details of which I do not propose to relate at present. 
I would hate to give a vote which would in any way hasten the admis- 
sion of Utah as a State until her people are really prepared to estab- 
lish a free government, establish a government wherein citizens of the 
United States of all denominations may reside in peace and be protected. 

We do not want to admit Utah with this weak promise that she will 
abolish polygamy, without any evidence that she will abolish her or- 
ganization that governs that people with a rod of iron, and excludes 
other citizens from living among them. It is anastonishing fact that 
an oligarchy of that kind should be set up in the heart of the country 
in utter hostility to the rest of the United States. They have prose- 
lyted the poor and the ignorant from all parts of the world, and they 
have taught them that the United States is their greatest enemy. I 
have, during the last thirty years, from time to time attended their 
churches and heard them preach the doctrine that their church should 

vern the earth, particularly the United States, and that the United 
States would be destroyed. They have taught that doctrine and they 
have exercised political power with that view. A generation has grown 
up thoroughly hostile to the Government of the United States in the 
heart of the country; and until there can be such a change as will give 
them freedom and good government, and until those people can learn 
to become citizens of the United States in good faith and respect that 
Government, I should think it a great calamity to have them placed 
in a position where they can change their constitution at will and per- 
petuate an organization hostile to this Government, hostile to liberty, 
founded upon a pretended hierarchy, and I am opposed to any vote that 
will at this time give countenance to the idea that the people of Utah 
are fit to become a State. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I deprecate any discussion in to 
what Utah is orisnot. These people deny the statementof the tor 
from Nevada. They have a rightto be heard. They ask that proof be 
taken as to whether or not they are a loyal people and sincere, as to 
whether they are hostile to the people of the United States or not. 


They ask the poor privilege of being heard and allowed to prove their 
true status, and not to be condemned in advance, without evidence, 
upon prejudice. That is the question upon which I have been speak- 
ing. That is the motion which I have made. I am defending, sir, 
the right of an American citizen to a fair trial and toa fair hearing, 
and that he shall not be condemned in the Congress of the United 
States without a hearing and without proof. 

They deny all the statements of the Senator from Nevada, and I have 
heard them denied, as I said before, by Republicans of the highest in- 
telligence and by Democrats within the last few days. In regard to 
these facts I have hot expressed any opinion of my own. If the Sen- 
ator from Nevada is right, then it becomes simply a question whether 
we have the constitutional power and right to deny the principles of 
the Government and the great proposition upon which all our institu- 
tions rest, whether public opinion under our institutions and our Gov- 
ernment is the true and safe basis of local self-government, or whether 
a central and concentrated authority in the hands of a small nnmber 
of persons shall prescribe the domestic institutions and the religion of 
a people—an anti-Mormon hierarchy, of which the Senator from Ver- 
mont shall be the high priest and apostle, to make war upon and sup- 
press the Mormon hierarchy with fire and sword—or whether we shall 
rely on the principles of our Government and the presumed power of 
Christ’s religiou and His ministers to accomplish the result. 

I have not expressed an opinion even on this subject. I will agree 
with the Senator that, asa matter of expediency, if what hesaysis true 
these people are not like other American citizens; butif what they say 
is true, and what other citizens of the United States of character and 
consideration say, and what people from Europe who have testified on 
this subject say is true, then the Senator from Nevada is wrong. He 
is condemning these people upon facts which do not exist and denying 
to them virtues and qualities which they possess. This he denies to 
them without a hearing and without proof, and he asks that the 
shall not have the rights of American citizens on this judgment in ad- 
vance. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, I am somewhatsurprised that this mat- 
ter should have excited so much zeal and interest as it seems to have 
excited this h ged it appears to me that it is not a question of 
whether Utah shall be admitted as a State which we are considering 
here, but that the only question is whether memorials of citizens should 
be printed at length in the RECORD. I know of no reason why the 
memorial of some citizens who undertake to hold what they call a con- 
stitutional convention, or a convention to adopt a constitution in the 
Territory of Utah, should be printed in the RECORD more than the 
memorials of any other citizens who petition Con: k 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator says that he knows of no reason why the 
memorial of some citizens who have undertaken to hold what they call 
a constitutional convention should be published ih the RECORD any 
more than the memorial of any other citizen. That is what I under- 
stand him to say. I will ask the Senator if he does not recognize the 
fact that 200,000 people, having a peculiar situation, being subject to 
the most severe penal laws and processes of law more than the law it- 
self, more than any other people are subject to—whether that does not 
constitute a difference between them and some other one man or twomen 
who are only interested in some mere personal matter. I ask if he 
does not conceive that this is a matter of public policy, touching pecu- 
liar conditions and affecting large bodies of people, and if these are not 
reasons why the case is differentiated from that of one or two or a dozen 
men who present a petition or memorial in some personal matter. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator’s question is somewhat long, Mr. Presi- 
dent; but without entering into a discussion of the condition of affairs 
in Utah, I simply remark in passing that the Senator may be mistaken 
in supposing that only 5 per cent. of the people of Utah are under the 
terrible imposition of the legislation of Congress, or there are no two 
hundred thousand citizens who are anxious to be heard. But the ques- 
tion is whether a memorial of this sort should goin the Recorp. It 
has been many times discussed here that the RECORD was too volumi- 
nous. Resolutions have been introduced that the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD should be confined to an actual transcript of the proceedings of the 
two Houses; and if not passed, such a resolution has, I think, met the 
sanction not only of a majority but of almost all the members of the 
Senate. It has been customary to allow the printing of memorials of 
State Legislatures in the RECORD, not, as I understand, by any rule of 
the Senate, but upon the theory that they represented the views of the 
States. Thus it has become a part of Senatorial comity, so to speak, 
that the memorials of tures should be printed in the RECORD 


when asked for by the person ting them, but beyond that I know 
of no rule or practice which will justify the printing of this memorial 
in the RECORD. 


Itseems to me a little that this particular thing should be 
made so much of and the claim set up that it is denying the right of 
tition when the Senate will not allowa petition to be printed at full 
gth in the RECORD. The rule, as I understand it, forbids even the 
maong oE petition at length. The rule is that the Senator present- 
ingit make a brief statement of the prayerof the petition. You 
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might as well say that the right of petition is denied in every instance 
when a petition is presented here and it is asked that it should go at 
full length in the RECORD, and the Senate, for the purpose of keeping 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD within the limits which it ought to oc- 
cupy, denies the right to have it printed at length in the RECORD. 

I do not admit the right, if it be put upon that ground, of any num- 
ber of the citizens of the United States to have their memorials printed 
in the RECORD. We have had, I think, the petitions of more than 
200,000 women in the land, asking for legislation looking to the right 
of female suffrage in the United States. Ido not know but that some 
of those memorials have been printed in the RECORD; but if it were 
put upon the ground of right, I should stand here and say there was 
no right that it should be printed in the RECORD, and it was no denial 
of the right of petition that the Senate refused to put itin the RECORD. 
More than 200,000 people have petitioned Congress time and time 
again on very many subjects, but this is the first time, I think, that it 
has ever been claimed that because an objection was made to printing 
those memorials or any of them in the RECORD, that the right of peti- 
tion and the right of being heard was denied! . 

. Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, may I inquire what the pending mo- 
tion is in respect to this memorial? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Vermont to refer the resolution to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought it certainly could not be the motion to 
print, because I understand the Senator from Florida read the memo- 
rial as part of his remarks, and thereby put it in the RECORD. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I do not propose at this stage of 
the session to embark in any discussion of this question of the appli- 
cation of Utah for admission into the Union. I desire simply to cor- 
rect a statement or two made by the Senator from Florida. 

The Senator said that this memorial comes from 200,000 people of the 
Territory of Utah. That isa mistake. The whole population of the 
Territory of Utah is 200,000. The Mormons of all kinds are about 
140,000. The remainder are what are known as gentiles. They are 
not Mormons at all; nor did any of them in any way participate in the 
concoction or presentation here of this State scheme. 

Then, as to the Mormons of all kinds, my friend says that only 3 per 
cent, of the gentlemen who present this memorial here are polygamists. 
I assert that there are not 3 per cent. whoare not polygamists so far as 
the indorsement of the doctrine of polygamy is concerned. There are 
a good many who, under the circumstances of their situation, have not 
gone into polygamy; but there are not, in my opinion, and I speak with 
the confidence of an intimate know] of the situation in Utah, 3 per 
cent. of all those who stand behind this petition for the admission of 
Utah as a State into the Union who do not believe that polygamy is 
the result of a Divine revelation and that it is their duty to maintain 
it. While they may not have gone into polygamy themselves, they 
have aided and abetted others who have gone into it, and aided and 
abetted in maintaining the institution i against the law and the 
prosecution of offenses under the law. 

Mr. President, I ask the Secretary a passage from the last an- 
nual report of the Utah Commission, which I send to the desk. 

p The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
ion. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

If Utah should be admitted into the Union as a State, the following result 

immediate 


would follow, namely: There would be an ion of all further 
rosecutions for B is and unlawful cohabitation under laws of Congress. 
o prosecution for po. y would ever take place in the State, until the rul- 


ing power in the to do what they now antes the Government for 
= te” for a crime which is “an essential part o This 


tion of the whole Mormon population of Utah. Ata general conference held 
at Logan, April 6, 1885, a resolution was adopted and a committee appointed to 
draft a protest and address to the President and le of the United States, 
Such address was adopted at a mass meeting, held 2, 1885, at which the 
Hon, John T. Caine, Delegate from the Territory, presi ed, and was deputed 
as the agent to present the same, In that document is formally proclaimed— 

“As to our religious faith, itis based upon evidence which to our minds is con- 
clusive; convictions not to be destroyed by legislative enactments or judicial 
decisions. Force may enslave the body, but it can not convince the mind. To 
yield at the demand of the legislature or judge the rights of conscience would 
prove us recreant to every oy we owe to God and man. Among the princi- 
ples of our religion is that of revelation from God; one of the doc- 
trines so revealed is celestial or plural marriage, for which ostensibly we are 
stigmatized andhated. Thisisavital part of our religion, the decisions of courts 
to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

It is a circumstance worthy of mention that Mr, Caine, who bore so promi- 
ees a part in the adoption and rome = “= — address from w the 

ve extract was made, was also the president of the convention which adopted 

the proposed State constitution. 


_ Mr. PADDOCK. I have only to say in addition that the most prom- 
inent and conspicuous men who speak for the church and act for the 
church in all important matters were in that conference and directed 
the proceedings to which that report, made two years ago to the Senate 
of the United States, refers, and the same men were in this so-called 
convention that framed the constitution and prepared this memorial 
now before the Senate. Certainly these men have met with no change 
of heart; but suddenly it was concluded that it was better for them to 
get out from under the control of the Federal Government, believing 
if this could be done, and they could get the sovereign power of a State 
for Utah in their own hands through statehood, there would be no 


trouble in circumventing the Federal Government, nullifying its laws 
on the system of polygamy, to the end that the system of polygamy in 
that Territory should be perpetuated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is likely toencumber the RECORD indefinitely. 
The Senator has already secured the printing of his memorial by read- 
ing it, and this matter is delaying the proceedings of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I only wish to say a word to correct what has been said. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Nebraska said that I had stated there 
were only 3 per cent. of Mormons who were practically polygamists. 
I wish to say that I said nothing of thatkind. Ihave not stated any- 
thing or any opinion on this subject. “I do not know anything about 
the facts. I have stated what these people state and what other cred- 
ible persons state, and I have asked permission for them to prove this 
before the Senate. They say that there is not over 3 per cent. in the 
Territory of the whole population who have ever been polygamists, and 
they ask permission to prove that fact. I will not say whether that 
is the same or a greater proportion than may be found among other 
communities—Vermont or Nebraska or other States. Ihave no doubt 
that our people in all the States are very much alike, and that there is, 
perhaps, as large a proportion of immorality in this respect as 3 per 
cent. in many of our communities. 

I am opposed to polygamy. I am opposed to all forms of superstition. 
whether it be called religion or not. I believe in the old evangeli 
churches, the Baptists, Methodists, Catholics, Presbyterians,and others. I 
venerate their ings and t and honor their ministers. I do 
not profess to know anything about the condition of things in Utah of 
my own knowledge. I have made no statement of it, and I make none 
here. I stated what was the opinion and statement of men of character 
and intelligence upon this subject. I do not think any one believes 
that if 200,000 men and women of Connecticut were to ask that any pe- 
tition of theirs should be printed in the RECORD that we should hear 
the Senator from Connecticut arguing that they were not a HETT 
and that there was no rule of the Senate forit. This is hair-splitting o 
the worst kind. 

Now, Mr. President, this memorial having been read, and not desir- 
ing to provoke any further contention of the matter, I will withdraw 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be considered as 
withdrawn if there be no objection. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 12, being Senate bill No. 371. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 371. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire whether the Senator ex- 
pects to get a final vote on this bill to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear what the bill is. Let the title be 


read. 

The PRENDERNE pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read at 
the des’ 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say in reply to the inquiry of the Senator from 
Alabama that I shall be very glad indeed, if we are able to do so, to 
take up the bill and proceed as far as we can to-day. Of course a bill 
of this importance can not be pressed against the courtesy and wishes of 
the Senate, if there are members of the body who desire to be heard 
at length, but I should hope we might complete the consideration of 
the bill before adjournment to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill has received an amendment in the com- 
mittee. Ido not know what the amendment is. 

Mr. BLAIR. A mere verbal amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know about that. It is also accompanied 
by a report which I have not had time to read. The report and bill 
were laid on our desks this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will observe that under 
the rules a motion to proceed to the consideration of a bill between the 
hours of 1 and 2 must be decided withont debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not propose to debate the question. I desire 
to make a su ion to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. _I wish to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, because I know this is not a debatable proposition, whether this 
is the bill. Ishould like to know whether this large pamphlet or vol- 
ume laid on our desks to-day, ‘‘The Education Bill,” is the bill we are 
asked to take up. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill is in the Senator’s file. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have been in favor of the educational 
bill, but I am not in favor of passing books as bills. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senate, I think, understands the distinction. I 


ask for a vote. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama will be 
considered. entitled to the floor if there be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire if he ex- 
pects the Senate to come toa vote before the recess, There are several 
new Senators on both sides of the Chamber who are desirous of investi- 
gating this question, I suppose. I should like very much thatsome 
opportunity for the consideration of this measure should be given before 
it is pressed to a final vote. 

Mr. GRAY. With the permission of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, I desire to say that there are a. number of Senators on this side 
of the Chamber who wish to speak upon the bill when it is considered 
by the Senate. I for one. desire to say something in regard to the bill, 
and I know of others who desire to be heard in regard to it, but none 
of whom, as Iam infornted, are ready or care to engage in. the debate 
before the holidays.. It will. be impossible for some of these Senators 
to prepare themselves. properly to express. what they desire to express 
in regard to the bill before the recess. I therefore join with the Sena- 
tor from Alabama in the hope that the bill will not be taken up now. 

Mr, BLAIR. I desire to be understood in what I said in reply to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Alabama, that there will be no purpose 
to press the bill contrary to ihe usual courtesies of the Senate. They 
are, as I understand, that any member desiring to speak shall have the 
opportunity to be heard. 

desire to call up the bill and proceed as far as may be to-day, and 
if the whole day is occupied then resume its considération to-morrow; 
but I apprehend from the suggestions of Senators that the ultimate dis- 
position of the bill will be-postponed.. It will be entirely satisfactory, 
I think, to the friends of the bill to postpone it to the day to which the 
Senate may adjourn, and that it be the unfinished business on that day. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Like-my friend from Alabama and my friend from 
Delaware I may have some observations to submit upon this measure, 
and I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will not undertake to 
railroad it through the Senate. I trust that he will allow it to take 
the usual course of important measures before this body. For one, it 
is just possible, I think probable, that I shall have a substitute to offer 
for the bill, which I believe will meet the approval of a majority of the 
Senate; at least I hope so; and I have not had the time to prepare that 
substitute. I can see no reason why this bill should be taken up at 
this time and given a preference when it can just as well be taken up 
when the Senate meets on the 4th of January, or on whatever day it 
shall meet after the holidays.. I hope the motion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be withdrawn. Iam not inclined and do notin- 
tend to make any mere factious opposition to the measure, but am en- 
tirely sincere when I say that it requires discussion, will have discus- 
sion, and it had better come up in the regular course of business after 
the holidays. 

Mr. REAGAN. I trust that the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not press the consideration of this bill at present. It is at best a bill 
of doubtful constitutionality and of doubtful expediency. Many Sen- 
ators, if its consideration comes up now, will not have had an oppor- 
tunity of examining the subject. I trust the measure will be allowed 
to take its course and come up at such time as will allow the proper con- 
sideration of it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to make a'statement?: I do not wish to be misunderstood in 
to this bill. If this is the original educational bill, I am forit. If the 
Senator will not allow me to know whether itis or not, I shall vote for 

ement. If he willallow me to make my statement, it may make 
erence of one vote. 

owe BLAIR.. I think the Senator had better make his statement. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER.. My statement, then, is this: that this [hold- 
ing up a document] is not a bill at all, and I object to it because it has 
two pages of remarks made by the Senators on this floorin advocacy of 
the bill after it had once the Senate. If thereis to be a bill in- 
troduced into the Senate it ought to be one without such a preface as 
this, such a preface as is to bear out men in making statements that the 
reeordsof the Forty-ninth Congress and the Forty-seventh Congress show 
tobe untrue. If you are passingan educational bill, then I say do not 
putinto it that which the records of showtobeuntrue. Thatis 
the objection I have to this bill. Iam foritasan original proposition; 
I have voted for it from its inception; I have made my remarks on it; 
I could introduce these two records on it; but I am not willing to vote 
for two pages of preface here thataremade up of records made two yen 
after the bill had passed and speeches made after the biH had 

Now, sir, I say I am not prepared to vote for this thing to be called a 
bill ‘when it is a CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD ex post faclo. I want the 
Blair educational bill, but I want thatand that alone, with such amend- 
ments as judgment and experience shall suggest to it; but this part of 
it here I will never vote for, because it is not true. 

. Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I say to the Senatorthat he is laboring 
under a misa ension; and a moment’s conference: between us will 
satisfy him of that fact: The bill has-been infroduced in the usual 
form, referred to the committee, and reported back to the Senatein the 
exact language in which it passed the Senate during the last Congress 
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by a vote of 36 to 11, including, as I am happy to say, the vote of my 
friend from Virginia. [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. That is the bill which, 
being introduced in the Senate and referred to the committee, has been 
reported back to the Senate unanimously, with the exception of aslight 
amendment of asinglesection. Thatisthe bill. TheSenator is labor- 
ing under amisapprehension in regard to the collection of data, docu- 
mentary and. tabulated, laid on the tables of Senators to-day, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER.. Ibegthe Senator’s pardon. That was the 
charge brought against me only-two or three days ago in my Legisla- 
ture, and I have the RECORD here to show that I am right about it, 
and I challenge him and the men who brought the allegation against 
me down there to deny it. Ihave the RECORD here, and Tam only 
waiting for an opportunity to hurl it right into the teeth of this Senate 
and let it be- known that it is the, truth and who is the champion ot 
the measure. 

Mr. BLAIR. The-motion is. to proceed to theconsideration of the 
bill. Lask for action.on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill the title of 
which has been read? The motion is not debatable, but the Chair un- 
derstands that the debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. 
aoe BLAIR. By consent, according to the usual courtesy of the 

ate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question.ison the motion of the 
Senator from New Ham 

Mr. BLAIR. I call jor the yeas and nays. 

eee te and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

. Mr. DAWES (when Mr. HoAr’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. HOAR] has beencalledawayfromtheSenate.. [think he is paired 
with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS]. Mycolleague, if here, 
I am sure, would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Senator from Tennessee has al- 
ready voted. 

Mr. DAWES. I call the attention of the senior Senator from Ten- 
nessee. I understood. from my- collcague that he was paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave no recollection of it, but if the Senator’s col- 
league has absented himself with any such understanding, I shall cer- 
tainly observe it. 

Mr. DAWES. Imay be mistaken in the Senator, but my colleague 
told me he was with some one. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishall certainly respect any understanding the Sen- 
ator’s colleague may havehad, but y have no recollection of having heard 
a word on the subject. 

Mr. DAWES. He has gone away with the impression that he is 
paired with somebody. 

Mr. HARRIS. If Ft shall turn out that he is not paired with some 
other Senator, I shall take care of his pair. 

Mr. DAWES. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to state that Iam paired with the colleague of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Bos DAWES. Iremember now -thatit was the Senator from Ala- 
ma. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). Iam_paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. : 

Mr. PUGH (when his namewas called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were present- he would 
vote “yea.” Ivote ‘‘yea.’”’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. Ido not see 
him in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr: WILSON, of Maryland (when: his name was: called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.Crace]. Ifhe-were: 
present, I should ‘vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HEARST. Tam paired with the Senator from Nevada. [Mr. 
J ONES] on political questions. I did not regard this as-a political 
question. If itis a political question I will withdraw my vote, and if 
not I will let it stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California: must 
decide that question himself. 

Mr. HEARST. Ido not believe that it is political. ° 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from- Rhode Island 
paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrtson 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 15; as follows: 


sae CHACE] is 


YEAS—3s. 

Allison, wes, Manderson, Riddleherger, 
~ Dolph; u, Sawrer. 

B Edmunds, Morrill, Sherman. 
Blair, Evarts, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Frye, Palmer, Teller, 
Brown, George, F ý Turpie, » 
Call, Hampton; Payne, Vance, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, 
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NAYS—15. 
Bate, Coke, Harris, 
Beck, Faulkner, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gorman, Hearst, Vest. 
Cockrell, Gray, Morgan, 

ABSENT—23. 
Aldrich, E na, Stanford, 
Bowen, Farwell, MePherson, Stewart, 
Cameron, Gibson, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Chace, Hale, Quay, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask thatthe billand-report be read; and then I shall 
have no objection to doing whatever is convenient to "the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will not do any good to read the bill just.now. 
It will have to be read over again when itis taken up for debate. I 
moye that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senate have any objection to printing the bill 
with the report in the RECORD? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object if it means this book. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will notdoany good just now. Imovethat 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask, first, my privilege to object to the 
printing of the bill, if this is what it means. 

The PRESIDENT pro te The motion is not debatable. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Ido not object to printing the bill, but I 
object to printing this. book. again. 

Mr. MANDERSON.. Task the Senator from Vermont to withdraw 
his motion,to permit me to present a report as to a resolution to print. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. I yield for that purpose. 


PRINTING ADDITIONAL COPIES OF BILLS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report hacka resolution to print extra copies of a bill favorably, and 
move that it be hdopted. I ask -for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That 1,000 extra copies of Senate bill No. 945, to extirpate contagious 

eee foot-and-mouth disease, and rinde t among cattle, and to 
tate the exportation of cattle and the products PATEA i and for other 
urposes, be printed. 

ae MANDERSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Print- 

ing, to whom was referred the resolution to print 10,000 extra copies 
of Senate bill No. 977, to report it favorably without amendment. I 
ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That 10,000 extra copies of Senate bill No.977, to regulate the impor- 
tation of foreign merchandise.and to secure uniformity in the classification and 
valuation thereof, and for other purposes, be printed in pamphlet form, 2,000 of 


beac ma be for the use of the Committee on Finance and 8,000 for the use of 
e Senate. 


THE CIVILIZED INDIAN TRIBES. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That a select —— of five. paienpregr be 'appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, who shall be th the duty quiring into and re- 
porting upon the Telations of the five Sivilized tribes si of Indians to the Govern- 
{the United States; to investigate the condition of said tribes, and whether 
t is desirable and advisable to make the members of tribes citizens of ‘the 
United States, with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 
Mr. TELLER. Lobject.. Letitbeprinted: Ishould like to see it 
in print. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
rule; and will be printed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION; 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Irenew my motion for an executive session. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
thatthe Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After nineteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 40 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wedyesday, December 21, 
a 12 o’clock m. 


The: resolution: lies over under the 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 20th day of December, 1887. 
~ ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 


Martin V. Montgomery, of a caleba to be. associate justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Co vice Arthur , Te- 
tired. 


CHIEF-JUSTICE. SUPREME COURT. DISTRICT. OF COLUMBIA. 


Edward. F. Bingham, of Ohio, to be chief-justice of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, vice D. K. Cartter, deceased. i 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


William J: Allen, of Illinois, to be United States district judge for 
the southern district of Illinois, vice Samuel H. Treat, deceased. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, 

E. Henry Lacombe, of New York, to be additional circuit judge for 
the second judicial cirenit, as provided by act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1887. 

ASSOCIATE. JUSTICE’ SUPREME: COURT ‘TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 

Stephen A. DeWolfe, of Montana, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Montana, vice William J. Galbraith, 
whose term expires January 7, 1888. 


CHIEF-JUSTICE SUPREME COURT TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 

Newton W. McConnell, of Tennessee, to be chief-justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Montana, vice Decius S. Wade, term 
expired. 

ATTORNEYS OF THE UNITED STATES, : 

Samuel F. Bigelow, of New. Jersey, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of New Jersey, vice J. H. Lippincott, resigned. 

Owen A. Galvin, of Massachusetts, to be attorney: of the United’ 
States for the district of Massachusetts, vice George M. Stearns, resigned. 

Whitaker. M. Grant, of Iowa, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Alaska, vice Mottrom D. Ball, deceased. 

Thomas E. Haydon, of Nevada, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Nevada, vice 'Trenmore Coflin, term expired. 

George S, Peters, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States for the 
Territory of Utah, vice W. H. Dickson, resigned. 

Clarence H. Pitkin, of Vermont, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Vermont, vice Kittredge Haskins, removed. 

George E. Pritchett, of Nebraska, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Nebraska, vice G. M. Lambertson, term expired. 

Emory B. Sellers, of Indiana, to be attorney of the United States for 
the district of Indiana, vice David Turpie, resigned. 

MARSHALS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Samuel L. Blaisdell, of Rhode Island; to be marshal of the United 
sti for the district of Rhode Island, vice J. H. Coggeshall, term ex- 
pired. 

Andrew H; Dill, of Pennsylvania, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, vice James N. Kerns, removed. 

John W. Emerson, of Missouri, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Missouri, vice J. E. D. Couzins, deceased. ` 

James R. Jordan, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States for 
the western district of Virginia, vice Samuel L. Graham, resigned. 

John Myers, of Oregon, to be marshal of the United States for the 
district-of Oregon, vice Penumbra Kelly, removed. 

William M. Nixon, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of T vice Joseph J. Ivins, resigned. 

Charles M. Stafford, of New York, to be marshal of the United States 


-| for the eastern district of New York, vice Augustus: ©. Tate, term ex- 


pired. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, DISTRICT’ OF COLUMBIA, 

John Evans, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of the peace 
in and for said District, assigned to the city of Washington, vice Toka ohn 
N. Oliver, removed. 

APPRAISER OF: MERCHANDISE. 4 

Frank G. Hoyne, of Illinois, to be ay of merchandise in the 
district of Chicago and State of Illinois, in the place of Francis A, Hofi- 
man, jr., resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 15; 1887; 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 
George L. Rives, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of State. 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Charles 8. Fairchild, of New York, to be Secretary of the Treasury. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Isaac H. Maynard, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of the 


j TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 
James W. Hyatt, of Connecticut, to. be Treasurer of the United 
States. 
ENVOYS. EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS: PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Bayless W. Hanna, of Crawfordsville, Ind., to be enyoy extraordi- 
nary andi minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the Argentine 

pu 

Alexander R. Lawton, of Savannah, Ga., to be envoy extraordinary- 
and minister PSEC EEE of the United States to Austria-Hungary. 
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COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


James F. Benedict, of Colorado, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Colorado. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate December 20, 1887. 
POSTMASTER. 


Suel J. Spaulding, to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county of 
Warren and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 20, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MOFFATT, of Michigan, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, for two days. 

To Mr. PATTON, from to-morrow until January 7, 1888, on account 
of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution 
introduced by me in regard to the introduction of bills be laid over until 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


MEMBER-ELECT SWORN IN. 


Mr. MILLS. I understand that a member-elect from Tennessee, now 
present, desires to be sworn in; otherwise, I should now move that 
the House adjourn. 

Mr. BENTON MCMILLIN, Representative-elect from the Fourth dis- 
trict of Tennessee, presented himself, and was duly qualified by taking 
the prescribed oath. . 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I desire to move now that the House adjourn, so as to 
t the Committee on Rules to continue their work, that they may 
possible be ready tosubmit a report to-morrow. Before making that 
motion, however, I will yield to any gentlemen who wish to submit 
resolutions for amendment of the rules or other propositions for refer- 
ence merely. 
IMPORTATION OF BELGIAN MINERS. 


Mr. BRUMM. I submit the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is currently FERo: that the coal operators in the Lehigh region 
are now rg ra a, or are about to import, two thousand Belgian miners, under 
contract to e the place of the miners now on strike in that section; and 

Whereas the said striking miners have used every endeavor to have a settle- 
ment of the differences existing by arbitration; and 
BI irig the said operators have positively refused to submit to arbitration : 

erefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President be requested to notify the officials of the 
Treasury of this fact and to urge them to use special efforts to prevent the land- 
ing of these Bel miners and to see that the law against such importation is 

ctly enforced. “| 

Mr. MILLS. Let that resolution go to the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. BRUMM. I had hoped that gentlemen would consent to its 
adoption now; but if objection is made to that course, letit be referred. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it go to the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Should it pot go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means? 

The SPEAKER. What is the proposition? 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be so referred. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules shall hereafter consist of the Speaker 
and six members of the House. 

COMMITTEE ON THE AMERICAN ISTHMUS. 
Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules: 

In consideration of the very great and anent interest of the people of the 
United States in the matter of interoceanic transit across the American Isthmus, * 

Be it resolved, the rules be so amended that a committee of thirteen mem- 
bers of this House, to be denominated “The Committee on the American Isth- 


mus,” be appointed by the Speaker, to which committee shall be referred such 
matters as relate to interoceanic transit across said Isthmus. 


Mr. MILLS. I move now that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at twelve minutes after 


12 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


DECEMBER 20, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of E. A. Anderson, administra- 
trix of James Anderson, deceased, of Stott County; of Matilda Stewart, 
administratrix of Joseph Stewart, deceased, late of Scott County; of 
Sarah E. Brown, widow of Seaborn J. Brown, of Wayne County, and 
of Mary L. Underwood, heir-at-law of Theresa Grimme, of Yazoo County, 
Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Protest of Richard Wake and 33 others, 
citizens of White City, ree. against the admission of Utak as a State 
with polygamy—to the mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of the Agriculturial Society of 
Louisiana, for an appropriation for experimental stations, as provided 
for in the Hatch bill of the Forty-ninth Congress—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of business men of California, Oregon, 
and Washington Territory, protesting against lowering the duty on 
lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizeus of California, in reference to 
the tax on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Colfax County, Nebraska, asking reissue 
of fractional currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of lumber producers on the Pa- 
cific coast, against placing lumber on the free-list, and setting forth 
reasons therefor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of veteran soldiers and sailors of Dakota, 
through their convention held in Woonsocket, September, 1887, for the 
repeal of the arrearage-pension act, and dating all pensions from dis- 
ability—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Memorial of Hatfield & Muhler, Paulsen & 
Watters, and 183 others, prominent business men of New York City, 
requesting that this Congress authorize the Secretary of War to con- 
tract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the entire work of 
improving the Harlem River, New York, for a sum not exceeding 
$1,350,000, the work to be completed July 4, 1890—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Remonstrance of C. F. Hill and others against the 
admission of Utah with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territo- 


ries. 

Also, a bill for the relief of S. E. Bryant and of Francis J. Canlan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of the saw-mill owners of the Pacific 
coast, protesting against the abrogation of the duty on lumber—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of the Butchers’ National Protective 
Association against the adulteration of lard—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Messrs. Renton, Holmes & Co., and 
others, of San Francisco, Cal., praying that no change be made in the 
existing duty on manufactured lumber—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of Col. Jonathan D. Stevenson, in relation to the sur- 
vey of the bay of Suisun—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Butchers’ National Protective Association, 
asking for a law to protect the public from the adulteration of lard— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of letter-carriers of Columbia, 8. C., for 
increased compensation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Conference of 
Baptist Ministers, to prevent the importation of rum and other ardent 
spirits into the Congo states from America, England, and Germany— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of George W. House; of adminis- 
trator of J. C. Wade; of administrator of Eliza Burrus, of Rutherford 
County, and of administrator of William E. Eddins, of Lincoln County, 
Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Thomas McGuire, of Arkansas, for ref- 
erence of his claim to the Court.of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Pa; in the case of Jeremiah M. Williams 
and others, heirs of Thomas Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Robert E. Tweedy, of Lawrence 
County; and of J. T. Morgan, administrator of Sidney C. Porey, of 
Lauderdale County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: Petition of Catharine McDonald, widow of 
John McDonald, late of Company F, One hundred and thirty-ninth 
New York Volunteers, for a special-act pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of citizens of Mercer County, Ohio, for a 
pension to Marion Vangordon, a blind man—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Of J. W. Carlisle and others, citizens of 
Mississippi. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of C. W. Hamner, W. R. Sprawls, and oth- 
drs, postmasters of Louisiana, 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of C. H. Nealey and others, of South New- 


burgh, Me. 
BROWER: Of citizens of Surry County (4); of Forsythe 


By Mr. 
County, and of Stokes County (2), North Carolina. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Of citizens of Witt’s Foundry; of Carter; of Fall 
Branch; of Amis; of Bird’s Bridge; of Rose Hill; of Mill Brook; of Or- 
born; of Blossom; of Okolona; of Upchurch; of Barnes; of Alpha, and of 
Reatown, Tenn. 

By Mr. COBB: Of A. F. Duffey and others, of Denver, and of G. 
H. Culpepper and others, of Society Hill, Ala. 

By Mr. CRISP: Of A. S. J. McRae and others, of McRae, Ga. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of Lafayette Conkley and 58 others, of Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. ERMENTROOUT: Of citizens of Powell Station, Berks Coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens of Idlewild, Tenn. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of J. B. Parker and others, citizens of Prattsburgh, 
Talbot County, Georgi: 

By Mr. GROUT: Of H. A. Foy and 54 others, of Evansville, and of 
R. G. Hill and 44 others, of East Elmore, Vt. 

By Mr. HOGG: Of George A. Childers and 34 others, of Cabell 
County; of Andrew Robinson and 33 others, of Upland, and of Jo- 
seph Piersal and 24 others, of Mason County, West Virginia. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Of citizens of Fleetville, and of East Benton, Lack- 
awanna County, and of Drum’s, and of Larksyille, Luzerne County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Swann’s Station, and of Green- 
wood, Moore County, and of Willis Creek, N. C. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Of 48 citizens of Goodyear, and of 58 citi- 
zens of Buckwalter, Cameron County, and of 41 citizens of East Chat- 
ham, Tioga County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Woodglen, and of Rogersville, 
Greene County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. MAISH: Of 44 citizens of Alpine, York County, Pennsyl- 


vania, 

By Mr. NEWTON: Of citizensof Lincoln Parish; of Claiborne Parish; 
of Catahoula Parish; of Union Parish, Louisiana. 

By Mr, NICHOLS: Of citizens of Cane Creek, and of Beaumont, 
Chatham County; of Enno, Wake County, and of Earpsborough, N. C. 

By Mr. PATTON: Of 45 citizens, of McPherron, Clearfield County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. PERRY: Of L. R. McPherson and others; of L. M. Glenn 
and others; of W. D. Southern and others; of C. E. Johnson and others; 
of Thad. Babb and others; of D. R. Feasten and others; of T. C. Davis 
and others; of J. E. Goodwin and others, and of James Brown and 
others, citizens of South Carolina. 

By Mr. REED: Of C. O. Waite and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of W. L. Hopkins and others of Grace, Ark. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of George T. McWharten and others, of Chick- 
arus, and of C. O. Sherrell and 52 others,of Alabama. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Of citizens of Dyerstown, Bucks County, and of 
Square, Montgomery County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. YODER: Of citizens of Skill’s Cross Roads, Mercer County; 
and of Horatio, and of Tecumseh, Darke County, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
s WEDNESDAY, December 21, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DIRECTORS, ETO., OF DISTRICT INSTITUTIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces the appoint- 
ment of Hon. JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, a Senator from Connecticut, as a 
director of the Columbia Institution for the Instruction of the Deafand 
Dumb, for the Fiftieth Congress; Hon. CUSHMAN K. DAVIS, a Senator 
from Minnesota, as consulting trustee of the Reform School of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for the term of four years; and Hon. JosEPH C. S. 
BLACKBURN, a Senator from Kentucky, director for the Columbia Hos- 
pital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, for the Fiftieth Congress. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial signed by many 
citizens of the United States, protesting against the admission of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr, VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Yadkin County, North 
Carolina, and a petition of citizens of Pamlico County, North Carolina, 
praying that increased compensation be allowed to fourth-class postmas- 


sani which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Adam Hoffman and other 
citizens of Lebanon, Pa., praying for the enactment of a law prohibit- 
ing the employment of convict labor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of P. Cudmore and other citizens 
of Minnesota, praying that an appropriation be made for the construc- 
tion of the Nicaraguan Canal; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL. Ipresentaresolution, in the nature ofa petition, adopted 
by a convention of colored citizens, held at Jacksonville, Fla., Decem- 
ber 1, 1887, favoring an appropriation to aid in the exposition proposed 
to be held by the colored people at Atlanta, Ga., during the coming 
year. I move that the paper be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I present the petition of W, C. Reed, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., praying to be allowed damages for loss of property grow- 
ing out of a violation of treaty obligations with the United States by 
the Japanese Government. It appears to be a meritorious case, and I 
move that the petition be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Jesse T. Battle, of Peters- 
burgh, Ind., praying to be allowed an invalid pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Healso presented the petition of Catharine K, Bailey, of Petersburgh, 
Ind., praying to be allowed a widow’s pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 140) for the erection of a 
bronze statue of Spencer F., Baird, late Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 154) for the erection of a 
public building at Milwaukee, Wis., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 577) for thereliefof the American Grocer Association, of the city of 
New York, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1029) toamend an act to re- 
strict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens, 
etc., approved March 3, 1887; which was read twice by its title. 


WEIL AND LA ABRA CLAIM. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to communicate to the Senate 
any correspondence with the Government of Mexico since January, 1886, relat- 
ing to the claim of Weil and the La Abra Silver Mining Com y; and 

That he state what amounts have been paid by Mexico under the convention 
concluded July 4, 1868, with that Government for the adjustment of claims, the 
distribution that has been made of said funds, and the amount remaining undis- 
tributed, and the claims for which awards were made under said convention 
that remain unpaid. 

That he state the grounds upon which the payment a awarded toany 
of said claimants under said convention have been withheld,and whether the 
sums so withheld are invested in any interest-bearing funds, or are held in the 
Department of State subject to the further action of Congress, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1030) to submit to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication the title of William McGarrahan to the min- 
eral interests of the rancho ‘‘ Panoche Grande,” in the State of Cali- 
fornia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and * 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1031) for the payment of Sewell Coul- 
son, and Porter, Harrison, and Fishback for legal services; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1032) to authorize the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois, respectively, to commence and prosecute suits 
against the United States in the Supreme Court of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1033) providing for the purchase of ‘‘the 
Capron collection of Japanese works of art;’’? which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1034) making an appropriation 
for the purchase of the scale known as Fairbanks & Co.’s infallible 
American gold and silver coin scale and counterfeit-coin detector, for 
use in the post-offices throughout the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1035) for the relief of certain 
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volunteer soldiers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1036) for the relief of Theo- 
dore L. Van Dorn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying pa) referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1037) granting a pension to 
the infant children of Michael A. Moran; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1038) for the relief of Capt. 
Robert G. Smither; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1039) for the relief of the heirs of 
Charles B. Smith, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
= the aceompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1040) to authorize the acquisi- 
tion of certain of real estate embraced in square No. 406 of the 
city of Washington, for the enlargement of the Post-Ofìce Department 
building, and to provide accommodations for the city ce; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1041) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Walker, M. D.; which was twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1042) for therelief of Ann Leddy; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1043) for the relief of Benjamin F. Wells, 
st.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to state and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the 
United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of monéy as may be 
found due him thereon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1045) granting a pension 
to Rhoda Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS (Mr. Harris in the chair) introduced a bill (S; 1046) 
providing for the resurvey of township No. 18 south, of range No. 9 west 
of the sixth principal meridian, in the State of Kansas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Tie also introduced a bill (S. 1047) to increase the pension of James 
A. Underwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ) 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1048) granting a pension to Francis 
Knapp; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. - : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1049) for the relief of Horace Boughton; 
pai was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 1050) for the relief of Robert W. Waters; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1051) to amend the act giving the ap- 
proval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini of the Ana- 
costia and Potomac River Railroad, in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1052) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across Rock Creek at the foot of Massachusetts 
avenue extended; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1053) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across Rock Creek, on the Woodley Lane road, in 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
fetred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also Ne Sap? introduced a bill (S. 1054) to incorporate the 
Rock Creek Railway Company of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1055) to incorporate the Georgetown and 
Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia; which was 
zg svie by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 

umpisa. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1056) to amend section 6 of an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by 
Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of 
unearned lands, and for other p ?? approved March 3, 1887; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


ds, 
Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1057) to settle and adjust the claims 
of any State for ineurred by it in defense of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


- 


Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1058) to relieve John J. 
Farnsworth of the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1059) to disapprove chapter 
50 of the acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New 
Mexico, entitled “‘ An act amending section 580 compiled laws relating 
to qualifications of jurors,” approved January 18, 1837, and also chap- 
ter 51 of the acts of said Legislative Assembly, entitled “An act to 
amend the lawin relation to the selection of jurors,” approved Feb- 
rdary 18, 1887; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1060) to incorporate the 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1061) for the relief of Stephen Casey; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 23) 
to protect the inferests of the United States in the extension of Massa- 
chusetts avenue through the grounds of the new Observatory; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN MISSOURI. 


_ Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the United States Fish Commission is hereby directed to report 
to the Senate at as early a day as practicable what measures, if any, have been 
taken for the selection of a site for and the location of a fish-cultural station of 
the United ission in the Ozark region of Southwest Mis- 


souri, with the views and recommendations of the Commission, and the prob- 
able cost thereof. 


CREDENTIALS OF SENATORS. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
it is in the highest degree desirable that the credentials evidencing’ 
the election of United States Senators by the tures of the several States 
shouid de = far as practicable free from technical objection as to the form 
ereof; an 

Whereas the Congress has, pursuant to the power vestedin it by the Consti- 
tation, by the time and the manner of the election of Senators in 
the several States, rendering it practicable that credentials of election under 
said act should be uniform in character: Now therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on liidri and Elections be, and itis hereby, 
instructed to consider the ex iency of the adoption by the Senate for the 
guidance of the executives of the several States,of a form or forms of credential 
conforming to the provisions of the Federal law regulating the time and man- 
Dar Of Seen aren States Senators, the said committee to report by bill or 


THE CIVILIZED INDIAN TRIBES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution com- 
ing over from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
BUTLER, as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be bp) fran: by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring intoand re- 
porting upon the relations of the five civilized tribes of Indians to the Govern- 
ment of the United States; to investigate the condition ofsaid tribes, and whether 
it is desirable and advisable to make the members of said tribes citizens of the 
United States, with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to this resolu- 
tion ? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE RATES. 


Mr. BECK. If itis in order, I ask that the resolution offered by me 
on the 12th instant, and laid on the table, be taken up for the purpose 
of having it referred. It is Miscellaneous Document No. 8. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kentucky asks the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of a resolution which will be 


read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, directed to inquire into the advisability of reducing the rate of post 
to 1 cent on all mail matter now known as first-class which does not exceed 1 
ounce in weight, and a proportionate reduction on all excess of 1 ounce, and re- 
port to the Senate by bill or otherwise as soon as practicable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to re- 
fer the resolution to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word in regard 
to the matter. 

I announced the other day that I would prepare a bill looking to the 
accomplishment of this object, but upon examination I found it re- 
quired a thorough examination of the present relations of the third 
and fourth class about which there is a good deal of trouble 
now, and that a change of postage would involve still further investi- 
gation of the proper adjustment of their com tion. Looking over 
quitea number of other things connected with the matter, I found that 
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it would be better that the resolution should go to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, so that they could carefully prepare a bill 
themselves after consultation with the Postmaster-General. There- 
fore I ask that the resolution may be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to call up for consideration at the pres- 
ent time Order of Business No. 10, being the bill (5. 261) to amend the 
law concerning the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries. It will take 
but a moment. I presume it will lead to no debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that consent to the request of the 
Senator from Massachusetts interferes with the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will come 
before the Senate at the hour of- 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the unfinished bu iness come up at 1 or 2 o'clock, 
under the present state of the rules? j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold that the un- 
finished business comes before the Senate at the hour of 2 o'clock, unless 
otherwise ordered by. the Senate. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4395 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, a person of scientific and p: ical acquaintance with the 
fish and fisherirs of the coast to be a Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and 
he shall receive a salary at the rate of $5,000 a year, and he shall be removable 
atthe pleasure of the President. Said Commissioner shall not hold any other 
office or employment under the authority of the United States or any Siate.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the Senator from Massachu- 
setts explain what change is proposed by the bill in the existing law. 

Mr. DAWES. The section of the Revised Statutes proposed to be 
amended is in these words: 

Spc. 4305. There shall be appointed by the President, with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, from among the civil officers or employésof the Government, 
a commissioner of fish and fisheries, who shall be a person of proved scientific 
and practical acquaintance with the fishes of the coast, and who shall serve with- 
out additional salary. 

This section was enacted when the propagating of food fish was an 
experiment, and began upon a very small scale. Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] will recollect that the service had its origin in a 
$5,000 appropriation contained in an appropriation bill at one time orig- 
inating in the other House. It has grown to very considerable dimen- 
sions, and has been productive of immense good. Itoriginated atthe sug- 
paon of that great enthusiast and scientific man, Professor Baird, who 

lately died, whose anxiety to push it through was so great that he 
offered to take the labor upon himself without any additional compensa- 
tion to that which he was receiving as Secretary of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution. He sacrificed his life in that work, and it has become of such 
dimensions that it is wholly impracticable to continue it in that con- 
nection. It isso much that it calls for the entire time of some scien- 
tific man, and it is for that purpose that upon advisement of those largely 
interested, as well as the officials of the Government, this bill has been 
drawn to establish the office of commissioner separate from the Smith- 
sonian Institution, to be filled of course by such scientific man as has 
heretofore been called into that service; and without doubt the Presi- 
dent will be able to find such a man to fill the place. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he objects to striking out the words ‘‘of the coast.” That language is 
found in the Revised Statutes, and yet we know that in the practical 
conduct of this bureau or department of the public service the opera- 
tions of the Fish Commission have not been confined to the coast, and 
very properly so. 

Mr. DAWES. Most certainly I agree to strike ont the words. 

Mr. VEST. Then I will make that motion. I have no objection to 
the bill if that clause is stricken out. 

Mr. DAWES. It has grown beyond the coast and has developed on 
the lakes and in other portions of the country, quite as desirable a work 
as on the coast, where it was originally attempted. 

Mr. VEST. That is true, Mr. President, and practically all the West- 
ern rivers have been stocked with very valuable fish. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 8, after the word “‘fisheries,”? itis pro- 
posed to strike ont ‘‘of the coast,” so as to read: 

That there shall be appointed by the Presid 
consent of the Senate, od praca of Scientific a pa KAE PR er oa Aven 


fish and fisheries to be a Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and he shal! re- 


ceive a salary at the rate of $5,000 a year, and he shall be removabie at the 
pleasure of the dent, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I was about to call for the reading of the report 
when the Senator from Missouri interposed. I certainly should haye 
objected to the bill as originally introduced, but as proposed to be 
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amended I am in favor ofit. The fisheries of the Columbia River and 
of the Western coast generally have become of immense importance. 
Since the commencement of that industry, twenty-two years ago, over 
$45,000,000 worth of canned fish have been shipped from the Columbia 
River alone. 

Mr. DAWES. That phrase came into the law when the whole idea 
was an experiment, and it was proposed to try it on the coast. Prac- 
tically that limitation has been disregarded. As the Senator from 
Oregon and the Senator from Missouri know, the original effort has 
been extended to the Jakes and the large rivers with equal success. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isimply want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
to explain what he meant by saying that the former Fish Commissioner 
had sacrificed his life in the performance of the duties of this office? 

Mr. DAWES. I did not mean that literally; I meant that owing to 
the many duties which had fallen upon this scientific enthusiast, among 
them largely these matters of the fisheries, everybody, I believe, is of 
opinion that his life was shortened. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to oppose this bill, but 
I desire to call the attention of the Senate, and the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts particularly, to the fact that while it proposes to appoint- a 
commissioner (and he ought to be paid, I agree, and paid well, because 
it isa very important work), the whole system has grown up, as was 
very well said, out of a small appropriation. It is not regulated by any 
well-defined laws or system or responsibility, and the committees which 
have to deal with it and furnish the money to run it are constantly at 
sea to know by what authority this work is done. After the commis- 
sioner is appointed this bill ought to be supplemented by a bill defining 
the duties of that position, so that there will be some law and some re- 
sponsibility, and not have it go on from year to year as it is now, with- 
out anything except what the committees seem to think it best to do. 
So long as Professor Baird lived the matter was under very good con- 
trol, I admit, because he knew it from the beginning, and I do not 
think he ever asked for any service that was not required; but it is a 
loose way to have a thing running. 

Mr. DAWES. Ont of some such legislation as this there ought to 
come just what the Senator has suggested, but it would be more likely 
to come from the appointment of a man who would devote his whole 
time and his whole thought tothis work than it would by continuing it 
attached to some other office as an adjunctand as asubordinate position. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is the bill open to amendment at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment is pending. An 
amendment to that amendment would be in order. 

Mr. DAWES. If there is no objection, let the pending amendment 
be adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. Theamendment I propose is to be offered to another 
part of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri be agreed to? 

Mr. CALL: I desire to know whether the amendment ofthe Sen- 
ator from Missouri is designed to eliminate the coast from the opera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. VEST. Notatall. It extends it. 

Mr. CALL. Then I have no objection to the amendment. I merely 
wish to say that this is a very important interest to the State of Flor- 
ida, and one inuring to the benefit of the Federal Government. Our 
coast fisheries are of immense value. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move toamend the bill, in line 10, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ by striking out the word ‘“‘five’’ and inserting the word 
“three; so as to read: 

And he shall receive a salary at the rate of $3,000 a year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have only a word to say with reference to the 
amendment, The salary proposed by the bill is higher than a majority 
of the governors of the States of this Union receive. The duties may 
very well be performed by any respectable clerk. There is no great 
intellectual training or qualification necessary for the performance of 
the duties of Fish Commissioner, and it seems to me that a salary of 
$3,000 is ample compensation for the office. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think the Senator from Texas is laboring under 
a mistake. The provision for the salary placed in the bill is precisely 
what was paid to the assistant fish commissioner, when Mr. Baird, as 
head of the Smithsonian Institution, received no salary for his work. I 
differ with the Senator from Texas altogether in hisstatement that the 
place does not require a man thoroughly familiar with all the details 
not only of propagating and hatching fish, but a man of scientifi at- 
tainments. I do not think a salary of $5,000 is at all too high, and I 
hope the amendment will not prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and theamendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up the joint resolution (S. R. 2) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States em- 
powering Con; to legislate upon the subjects of marriage and di- 
vorce, and prohibiting bigamy and polygamy. I desire to take up the 
joint reas merely for the purpose of submitting some remarks 
upon 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the joint 
resolution will be considered as before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. The Senator from Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Pending that I ask the Senator from Oregon to 
yield to me that I may call up the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in t to the holiday adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
for that purpose? > 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “The Senator from Iowa asks that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the concurrent resolution 
adopted by the House of Representatives regarding the holiday recess. 
The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 22, 1887, they stand adjourned until 
Wednesday, January 4, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I objected to the consideration of this 
resolution yesterday because I thought there was no reason why we 
should depart from the usual custom in our haste to get away from the 
discharge of public duties. I thought if we were to leave our post of 
duty at this time without any adequate excuse we at least ought to so 
resolve with the deliberation which characterizes the Senate in the 


passage of legislation. 

I shall vote ps ig t the resolution because I think it is against the 
public interest that we should adjourn at this time. This session will 
continue until the dog-days, greatly to our discomfort, and during the 
latter part of the session the country will be in the midst of a heated 
Presidential canvass, which will distract the attention of the Senators 
from the discharge of their duties, and will make the closing weeks of 
the session unprofitable to the public, although perhaps necessary be- 
cause of the fact that we shall have been dilatory in the mean time. 

I do not believe there is any reason why we should adjourn over the 
holidays, I do not think one out of a half-dozen of all the members of 
Congress will go home during the holidays, although that is the pre- 
tense under which the resolution is to be adopted. Of those living west 
of the Ohio very few will go home. 

This is the time of the year when we can best do the business which 
we have come here todo. It is a time when the members are fresh and 
vigorous, and when they are certainly as free from distraction from out- 
side as they could be at any time, and if there is any spare time it had 
better be taken next summer, at the period when there will be enough 
to look after on account of the many things which will take our at- 
tention away from the business of legislation. 

The Senator from Alabama [ Mr. PuGH] introduced a resolution some 
days ago in which he asked the Senate to resolve that it would not ad- 
journ finally until it had done something about the surplus in the Treas- 
ury, referring, no doubt, to the admonitions of the President of the 
United States in his message on that very important subject. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] suggests that that was Pickwickian; but 
it was of sufficient importance to be mentioned and to be in fact the 
sole subject of discussion by the President in his last message. 

I do not agree with the President in many of the statements which 
he has made, and I do not at all agree with him in saying that if any 
trouble is caused by the surplus in the Treasury it will be because of 
the non-action of Con We should remain here, however, during 
the holidays and RATE pE A the subject treated in the m along 
with others, which are pressing for attention, but not with the view 
that Congress is responsible for a condition of affairs which threatens 
disaster, if, indeed, trouble is impending. The primary responsibility 
for the present condition of the Treasury rests with the President. He 
has chosen to totally disregard the law which authorizes and practi- 
ay zoquin him to spend the money in the Treasury beyond the 
n of the Government for current administration in the payment or 
in the purchase of the national debt. The excuse which he makes for 
this'refusal is because the law is embodied in an appropriation act, and 
by reason of its found there he says it is perhaps doubtful if it 
was intended as anything but a temporary expedient. 

Sec. 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury may at any time apply the surplus 
money in Set, not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as he 
may consider proper, to the purchase or redemption of United States bonds: 
Provided, That the bonds so purchased or leemed shall constitute no part of 
the sinking fund, but shall be canceled. (Act approved March 3, 1881.) 

I do not know of any warrant on the part of the President to distin- 
guish between the laws which are passed by Congress, and to say that 
one provision is less:mandatory upon him than another. Ido not think 


The question is on agreeing to the 


that it comes with very good grace from him to criticise the particular 
place where important provisions of law are found. It is enough to 
say that this particular law was passed and approved as ail laws are; 
and if the President shall choose to disregard all provisions of law 
which are found in appropriation acts, and which he don’t happen to 
approve of, he will be found to have a pretty large contract on his 
hands, and one which may result somewhat disastrously to him. 

He omitted, also, to state one very important fact, and that is, that 
when Congress passed a law affirmatively requiring him to pay out 
$10,000,000 a month in the discharge of the public debt (and it was 
done with a degree of complacency which disgusted me considerably, 
in the precise shape which he indicated and distinctly said would be 
acceptable to him), he conveniently stuck it in his pocket, did not 
approve it, and it did not become a law. 

Mr. BECK. But he did pay it out faster than Congress required. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That isonly another way of saying that he don’t want 
to be hampered or controlled by the law. He had, besides, the admoni- 
tion of the Senator’s speech to prompthim. The President happens to 
think that he knows more about this matter than Congress does, and 
the question of the existence or non-existence of a statute is nothing to 
him. He means to do as he pleases, statute or no statute, and if un- 
pleasant consequences come to the country because of his failure to obey 
the law, he proposes to unload the responsibility upon Congress. 

Sir, if a Republican President had done what a Democratic President 
has done, there would be talk of impeachment on that side of the Cham- 
ber. When I think of the denunciations that I have heard of national 
banks, and about the craven submission of the Government to the in- 
terests of those banks under Republican administration, I think with 
some degree of complacency of what has occurred since a Democratic 
administration came into power. I wonder if my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest], who has made the welkin ring all over that goodold State, 
which he so ably represents, in denunciations of the national banks as 
vampires sucking the substance of the people, did not smite himself 
when he saw a Democratic President come in and bring with him the 

resident of a national bank as Secretary of the Treasury and the cash- 
er of another national bank as United States Treasurer. 

The administration is not only refusing to purchase bonds, but it is 
depositing $40,000,000 of this alleged surplus in the Treasury with 
national banks, to be by them lent to the people. The public money 
is, therefore, being used to swell the profit of the banks and put new 
burdens upon the borrowing public instead of paying it out on the 
bonded debt,and saving the Government interest, and giving the money 
to the pe without price. 

I think this costs the people some three or four million dollars a year, 
and enriches the banks by that amount. The President seems to be 
confident of his legal authority to thus favor the banks at the expense 
of the people. He says the last purchases of 4} per cent. bonds were 
made at a premium of 8 per cent. They are selling now in the market 
at a premium of about7 percent. Asthey mature in September, 1891, 
the rate of interest yielded to the Government by the purchase now 
would be 2} per cent. 

The President, in his eagerness to put the responsibility upon Con- 

for the Treasury surplus, not only ignores his duty under existing 
law, but he forgets to take note of the fact also that a river and harbor 
bill, which appropriated $12,000,000 or $15,000,000 of the surplus, failed 
to become a law, not because of any lack of action on the part of Con- 
gress. He might have said, if he would not thereby have been tramp- . 
ling upon his own party’s toes, that a deficiency bill which carried 
$8,000,000 expenditures, failed because of the neglect of duty on the 
part of the majority representing his party in the House of Representa- 
tives. Theaddition of $12,000,000 by means of the expenditures for rivers 
and harbors and $8,000,000 in paying the debt which the Government 
owes would have madea very considerable addition to the current funds 
of the people of the United States at this juncture, and reduced the sur- 
plus correspondingly. Ifhe had been candid he would have also stated 
that several millions more would have been paid out to disabled ex- 
Union soldiers justly entitled to the same if he signed the disabled 
soldiers’ pension bill passed at the last session of Congress. 

I have never wholly agreed with the policy of the Treasury Depart- 
ment under Republican administrations. There wasthisto be said about 
it, that in the matter of the payment of the public debt it was regular 
and uniform in its operations, and was not under the suspicion of being 
influenced by banking or other privateinterests. As fastas $10,000,000 
came into the Treasury it was paid out in the discharge of the public 
debt. It never congested there until $40,000,000 or $50,000,000 were 
on hand, and then emptied at once in order to meet a condition of things 
existing in what is known as “‘the street.’’ It never was paid out after 
consultation with banking officers in New York City, nor to meet local 
conditions existing there. However much the Republican Adminis- 
tration may have been criticised in other , at least it was not 


liable to that criticism which will lie at the door of the present Admin- 
istration. 

Mr. President, the trouble with this Administration is that it has 
had no eyes for anything in a financial way except where it related to 
the banking and speculative interests of New York City. It has not 
taken into account that all this long summer there has been a lack of 
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money necessary for the proper carrying on of business all over the 
Western and Southern country. It was not until there was a dearth of 
money in New York City for the carrying of stock and for tive 
purposes that money has been paid out. When the New York banks 
were lacking in funds the ent had no doubt about 
the legality of the law authorizing the purchase of bonds, and some 
seventeen millions of bonds were purchased. Whenever the same con- 
dition of things again exists there will be no further doubts about the 
binding force of the law, and other bonds will be bought to relieve the 
stringency. Meanwhile the country at large can suffer for the lack of 
money to properly transact business, while the President pleads his 
doubt about the law for not doing what was so promptly done to re- 
lieve stringency at New York. 

The President says such a discretion as this law commits to him 
ought not to be intrusted to an executive officer, but he has already 
exercised it in the case mentioned, and it is one which must necessarily 
be committed to the Executive, as ithas been from the beginning of the 
Government with reference to the public debt in this country. It will 
not do to say that some executive officer might abuse his discretion. 
There is the law. It should be obeyed. The President won’t claim 
that he is afraid he will not properly administer it. He is willing 
enough to have the responsibility when that responsibility is in the 
line of what seems to be—I will not say his own interest, but the in- 
terest of the Company that he seeks, as shown by his et veto of 
the Morrison surplus resolution. When there was trouble, or liability 
to trouble, in Wall street, there was no question then about the exer- 
cise of Executive discretion in the disposal of nineteen or twenty mill- 
ions in the purchase of bonds; but the moment the stricture there was 
removed there was no further exercise of that discretion, and no further 
disbursement made; and so $140,000,000 of the people’s money beyond 
all Treasury needs is hoarded and kept out of circulation. 

Mr. President, it is not exactly germane to this branchof the sub- 
ject, and yet, in the line of what I have said about the disregard of the 
law by the President, I desire to call attention to the fact that one of 
the last billssigned by Mr. Arthur, when President of the United States, 
an Indian appropriation bill, contained a provision requiring the Presi- 
dent to begin, carry on, and conclude negotiations with certain Indian 
tribes in the Indian Territory for the cession of the interest of those tribes 
in lands which it was desired by Congress to open to settlement. That 

rovision was in the following words, and the Senator from Missouri 
ate. Vust] will remember the controversy there was about its enact- 
ment, how strenuously he and I and others labored in order that it 
might be enacted, so that the land under consideration might be opened 
to homestead settlement: é 

‘That the President is hereby authorized to open negotiations with the Creeks, 
Seminoles,and Cherokees for the purpose of opening to settlement under the 
homestead laws the unassigned lands in said Indian Territory ceded by them 
respectively to the United States by the several treaties of August 11, 1866, 
March 21, 1866, and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose the sum of $5,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby; appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; action here- 
under to be reported to Congress. s 

I ask the Secretary to read from the report of the Secretary of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, that part of the report 
which refers to this provision of the statutes, and which sets forth the 
reasons why the President of the United States did not proceed to carry 
out the mandate of Congress, and which is unexecuted to this day. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


OKLAHOMA, 


By the third article of the treaty of August 16, 1866 (14 Stat., 766), it is stipu- 
lated that ‘in compliance with the desire of the United States to locate other 
Indians and freedmen thereon, the Seminoles cede to the United States their 
entire domain,” consisting of 2,169,080 acres, at the rate of 15 cents per acre. 

By the third article of the treaty of August 11, 1866 (iid. iad pears Creeks, for 
the same purpose, ceded to the United States the west half of theirentire domain, 
which cession passed 3,402,430 mae at the rate of 30 cents per acre. The two 
cessions combined aggregated 5,571,410 acres, The Indians have been paid there- 
for according to ent. 

In pursuance of the purpose for which these lands were ceded to the United 
States, portions on the east and the west thereof have been from time to time 
set apart for and assigned to certain tribes and bands of friendly Indians for 
their use and occupancy. . 

That portion of the land remaining unappropriated to the trust provided for 
in the treaties lies very nearly in the center of the Indian Territory. It is this 
piri (Big cn tract that is commonly called the “Oklahoma country.” No 
agent of the Government resides upon this land, and it is not occupied in any 
way by ay person or persons for any purpose under any authority of this De- 

ent, 

An organized movement by certain persons was begun and set on foot some 
years past for the forcible possession of and settlement upon these lands under 
the plea that they formed a partof the public domain and were subject toentry 
and settlement under the general land laws of the United States. ‘To prevent 
such unlawful and unauthorized settlements it became necessary for the Exec- 
utive to issue the proclamations of April 26,1879, February 12,1830, and July 1, 
1884, defining the status of those lands, and warning all persons against any at- 
tempts to go or settle thereupon. It had also been made necessary to usea part 
of the military force of the United States to remove intruders who had succeeded 
in getting into that country. 

en I assumed charge of this Department it was alli that certain indi- 
viduals, associations of persons, and corporations werein the unauthorized pos- 
session of portions of the “Oklahoma country,” and also that certain other per- 
sons and associations were preparing to enter, occupy, and settle upon said 


The matter was considered; and the President, on the 13th of March. sac} 


sued his proclamation, warning all persons then u) the lands, and those 
tending, Grepatiug ok iirententn 


g to enter and upon the same, that they 
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would not be permitted to enter upon that territory or to remain thereon if al- 
ready there. 


the treaties were pr i; 

granted the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad eres ag & over a route d 
which passed through the * Oklahoma country.” They claim that by author- 
izing the use of a portion of the land for railroad poepoe the United States 
admitted that they could be used for other than Indian pi , and that this 
must have been conceded by the Indians, who failed ‘to object to its appropri- 
ation for railroad Darpon 

This argument would hardly have been advanced if the advisers of these par- 
ties,or the parties themselves, had carefully read the concluding clause of sec- 
tion 2 of the granting act, which is as follows: 

“The United States shall extinguish, as rapidly as may be consistent with pub- 
lic policy and the welfare of the Indians,and only by their voluntary cession. 
the Indian title to all Jands falling under the operation of this act and acquired 
in the donation to the road named in the act.” 

For the purposes of this act the Indian title to that portion of the “Oklahoma 
country” through which the railroad was proposed to be run has not been ex- 
tinguished. The railroad has not been constructed upon or extended into that 
territory, and consequently it hasnot acquired poseenian northe right of pos- 
session of any portion of those lands under that law. 

In the case of the United States v. D. L. Payne, tried in the district court of the 
United States for the western district of Arkansas, Judge Parker cited the de- 
cisions of the Se pcs Court in the case of Wilcox v. Jackson (13 Pet., 266), 
“wherein it is held that whenever a tract of land has been appropriated to the 
pone use it is severed from the mass of the public domain, and subsequent 

aws of sale are not construed to embrace it, though they do not in terms except 
it.” He also refers to the case of the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston 
Road v. The United States (2 Otto, 733), which affirms the doctrine in Wilcox v. 
Jackson, and holds further that ‘this doctrine applies with more force to In- 
dian than to military reservations.” Judge Parker then adds: 

“I think, therefore, from the authorities I have cited, and from the language 
of this section, that there is no doubt that this act of Congress has not changed 
the land in controversy from the condition of a reservation,” 

Notwithstanding the rulings of the Interior Department, the proclamations of 
the Executive, and the solemn adjudications of a Federal court of competent 
jurisdiction over the parties and over the subject matter, upon a clear statement 
of facts on both sides of the question, all holding that these lands are not a part 
of the public domain and are not subject to pre-emption and homestead entry 
under the general land laws of the United States, but, on the con „that they 
are a part of the Indian Territory, that they are not unappropria‘ lands, but 
lands dedicated to specific purposes, yet it is to be regretted that repeated at- 
tempts have been made to make forcible entry and possession upon said lands, 

It has become generally known throughout this country that this large tract 
of land, fertile, well watered, and with its mild climate, is unoccupied, and that 
it has continued in this idle condition since the treaties of 1866. It is therefore 
not surprising that a large class of hardy, industrious people, residing in more 
thickly settled States, are r to acquire homesteads upon it. 

The respectful petitions of many peaceable and Jaw-abiding citizens from 
numerous localities thro out the country requesting that it be opened to set- 
tlement, no less than the threatened unlawful inyasion of the land, haye had 
the effect of inducing consideration of the subject by Congress, which, at its 
last session, enacted the following provision of law, namely: - 

“That the President is hereby authorized to open negotiations with the 
Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees for the purpose of opening tosettlement un- 
der the homestead laws the unassigned lands in said Indian Territory ceded 
by them respectively to the United States by the several treaties of August 11, 
1866, March 21, 1866, and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose the sum of $5,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is oe Pal dfhgcc Ser atcha 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; action here- 
under to be reported to Congress.” (23 Stat., 384. 
This provision of law refers not only to the Jands ceded by the Creeks and 


Seminoles referred to above, but also to lands ceded by the Cherokees, the status 
of which is considered herein under the title “The Cherokee Outlet,” 

The unlawful combinations above referred to have rendered it, in my judg- 
ment, unwise to appoint this commission, That which gives security to life 
and property is the spirit oflaw. Nothing is more dangerous, more fatal to 
rights oi Letra f and personal safety and public order, than a spirit of lawless- 
ness. The manifestations of the latter danger should be checked at all times, 
until the rule of law becomes the daily rule.of conduct for our people. 

The lands reserved for the accommodation ot the Indians are undoubtedly 
much larger in extent than is needed for their wants and accommodation. 
There can be no in recognizing the gradual current slowly tending in the 
direction of civilized occupation and use of the Indian Territory. asthe Indians 
themselves become consolidated upon fewer residental points; butrapacity and 
lawlessness will not abide the ual and gentle method of change, and reek 
7 violence and forcible invasion to displace law and treaty and the sense of 
obligation to both, and ride rough-shod into possession of-the lands of the 
Indian reservations. Will it not be a lesson—valuable there and valuable 
elsewhere—to show such transgressors that their way is hard, and that nothing 
will render the Indian occupation more permanent, or postpone the phange in 
the use of these lands longer, than the ag es to invade and by fofce obtain 
possession and enjoyment of them? The outlawsand depredators who imagine 
they can override the law and violate treaty obligations with the Indians will 
discover the impossibility of success when they tind themselves confronted by 
the law of the land, strengthened by the civil and military arm, and backed by 
the moral sentiment of a just people. 


Mr. PLUMB. It will be observed that the Secretary of the Interior, 
speaking for the President of the United States, alleges as a reason for 
not carrying out this iaw then in force, that there were certain men 
encamped or otherwise located on the border of the Indian Territory 
seeking to go over upon these lands. They were persons who claimed 
that the land belonged to the Government, and that they had a legal 
right to go upon it; a claim, I have no doubt, they made in perfect 
sincerity, however much they may have been mistaken. But however 
their attitude may have been at the time, it has ceased to have any 
validity, by reason of the fact that almost contemporaneously with the 
issuing of this report those persons dispersed, and have never since as- 
sembled on the border of that Territory or elsewhere, so far as I know, 
threatening to go into the Indian Territory, or claiming any right 
whatever to do so; but the President has never carried out that pro- 
vision of law, has never negotiated with the Indians; and there are 
millions of acres of fertile land totally unoccupied, and with no Indian 
claiming any right of possession on them, which have been withheld 
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from settlement through all this period of time; and Congress has 
practically been estopped from acting, because it can not open the land 
to settlement until the Indians have ceded their rights, and the Exec- 
utive is almost, if not quite, a necessary party for the carrying on of 
such negotiation as may be necessary for the securing of su 

Tthink it is the duty of the Executive to carry out the laws that Con- 
gress makes. It is not the part of the Executive to assume that Con- 
gress did not intend that a certain line of policy plainly marked out in 
the law was not to be carried out. Itis within the competence of Con- 
gress to say that the revenues of the Government which are in excess 
of current needs shall be applied in the extinction of the national debt 
until every dollar has been so extinguished, and to continue the financial 
policy necessary to that purpose, the views of the President to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

I think it will be much more in keeping with the position and the 
responsibilities and the duties of that high office for the n who 
occupies it to at least do what the law requires him to do, leaving the 
aed whatever it may be, where it would then properly be- 

ng. 
I do not believe, and never have believed, in accumulating large sums 
of money in the Treasury. I have urged upon the Senate, and have 
voted here repeatedly for the cutting down of the surplus to the lowest 
poele sum. I believe ina poor Treasury and a rich people. Iam 

favor of putting out every dollar of money as fast as it comes in, 
first, in the payment of the current obligations of the Government, and 
second, in the payment of the debt. If the Government would pay 
more of its debts it would be better, andthe revenues can and should 
bereduced. But reducing the revenues for the future don’t dispose of 
the present surplus. That must be paid out or the people continue to 
suffer for the lack of it for use in their business, The President makes 
no suggestion whatever as to how the actual surplus shall be di 
of his recommendations going wholly to the prevention of its farther 

crease, 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to enter upon a debate 
in regard to the President’s policy on a motion to adjourn over for the 
holidays. I assume, with the Senator from Kansas, that the pending 
resolution will pass. It is the usual recess. I believe there has never 
been an exception to it. The House of Representatives has always 
ree such resolutions, and the Senate has always agreed to them. 

y on a motion like that, when we have all the next year before us, 
with no limit to our session, a discussion of the President's policy should 
be now thrust upon the Senate I can not quite understand. 

But there are some the country ought to know in connection 
with the statements of the tor from . His charges and asser- 
tions do not disclose them. One is, that the policy of the Republican 
party, by imposing and maintaining unnecessarily high taxation, has 
caused the present surplus to be piled up in the Treasury, and they 
seem determined to hold it there or waste it upon some pet schemes 
which they may be able to devise; and the country ought to be advised 
of the further important fact that the Republican party has so adjusted 
the time of maturity-of the bonds of the United States that they can 
not be paid with the surplus thus piled up by needless, and therefore 
unjust, taxation in the Treasury without paying to the bondholders 
any premium they may see fit to demand. Let us look at the facts. 

Their policy postponed the payment of about $750,000,000 of the 


bonds till 1907, and $250,000,000 of them until 1891. The President 
has during his administration paid off nearly $200,000,000 of the bonds 
subject to call—that is, he has paid every dollar of the 3 per cent. bonds, 
all that were due, and that could by possibility be paid without pay- 
ing any premium that the bondholders might see fit to ask, and it is 
obvious that they have the power to raise, as the President very well 
says, whenever the policy suggested by the Senator, from Kansas is 
adopted, the premiums demanded to any amount they see fit. Perhaps 
it is because the power exists in the hands of the bondholders to raise 
the 4 percents from 23 to 27 premium, or from 27 to 40, or from 4) to 
50 per ¢ent. that gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber are so 
very anxious to have the President pay out the money of the people at 
the rate of $130 or $140 for every hundred dollars of bonded debt we 
owe. 

The Republican party and its financial policy brought the country 
into its present condition. 

The Democratic party, on the other hand, headed by the President 
of the United States, is endeavoring to reduce taxation, so that the 
needless surplus shall not reach the Treasury. The Democratic Admin- 
istration found this condition of things, also, which caused serious alarm. 
The national banks of which the Senator speaks, and which have been 
the favored pets of his party during all the time they held power, had 
become absolute failures for the purpose of furnishing the country with 
a sufficient currency for the business wants of the people. I put a 
question to the Comptroller of the Currency the other day relative to 
the contraction of the bank currency, and received his official answer, 
which shows that there were $352,000,000. in round numbers, of bonds 
of the United States deposited four years ago as security for the circu- 
lation of the national-bank notes, to wit, on November 1, 1883; and 
that on November 1, 1887, when 40,000 more miles of railroad had 
been added to our transportation routes, and the wants of the country 
were proportionally increasing, those national banks which were held 
up to us as being a safe means of furnishing sufficient circulation have 
reduced the bonds to $188,000,000, a reduction in circulation of $164,- 
000,000, when our commerce and the other needs of the country required 
an increase of at least $100,000,000 or $150,000,000, instead of a con- 
traction of $164,000,000; and because the outstanding notes have not 
all been returned, though the bonds are withdrawn, there were on the 
1st day of November over $102,000,000 of greenbacks locked up in the 
Treasury to protect the national-bank notes outstanding that were not 
protected by bonds, ‘The letter of the Comptroller is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY, 
: Washington, D. C., November 21, 1887. 
Hon, James B. BECK, United States Senate: 

Sw: In nse to your verbal request of this date, I have the honor to in- 
close herewith a tabulated statement showing— 

1. The amount of United States bonds on deposit to secure circulation. 

2. The amount of national-bank circulation outstanding. 

3. The amount of lawful money on deposit to redeem national-bank notes, 

4. The amount of public moneys in United States depositories at the begin- 
ning of business on the Ist dayof November of each year from 1883 to 1887, each 
inclusive, with the yearly decrease or increase of the bonds, circulation, lawful 
money, and public deposits. 

Very uly, 
J. D. ABRAHAMS, 
Deputy and Acting Comptroller. 


And the table he furnished me is as follows: 


United States bonds, National-bank notes. Lawful money on deposit. | United States depositories, 
Year. Increase or Increase or 
Outstanding To redeem Public mon- 

at the dates | Pac theyear,| Bational-| Guarethe| eysonde-| daring tho 

named, bank notes. year. posit. year, 
November 1, 1883......sssecsseesersesesen eben seoeseteessibescessh. AA BUD) |ascgaaus A $352, 013, 787 098, 463 |..u.22-. poissas sses» G11, 871, S23 | revsosere sesrecrees 
November 1, 1884... ol , 559, 453, $5,716, 701 15, 742, 439 $3, 870, 616 
November 1, 1885..... 315, S47, 168 645 , 542, *2, 167,185 13, 595,550 *2, 146, 889 
November 1, 1836... 301, 529, 883 4, 317, 280 81, 819, 233 42, 276, 16, 266, 639 2, 671, 089 
November 1, 1887... 272, O41, 203 29, 488, 685 826, 21, 006, 903 81, 767,478 15, 500, 839 

* Decrease. 


are now locked up, and if this $31,000,000 now in the hands of depos- 


This is a sapang Serres in more aspects than one. What was the 
itaries, and kept in circulation by being in their hands to be loaned out 


President todo? He either had to buy the bonds that were not pay- 


able till 1891 and 1907, under the laws which had been by the 
political friends‘of the Senator from Kansas, and which could not be 
ed, or lock the money up in the Treasury, or leave it with the 
United States depositaries to be loaned out to the people so as to keep 
it in circulation. Any horn of the dilemma was bad. All resulted 
from Republican legislation. The banks refused to keep up their cir- 
culation because the premium on the bonds was too high. The Presi- 
dent could not buy them without paying more than the banks would 
have to pay. If $31,000,000 more contraction was added to that caused 
by the bank contraction national bankruptcy was imminent. 
Something had to be done. Now the complaint is that this money is 
leftin the hands of the depositaries to the extent of $31,000,000. Is not 
that safer, in order to avert a crisis, thantolockitup? There is no dis- 
pute as to the fact that the national-bank circulation has been con- 
tracted $164,000, 000 in four years and that $102,000,000 of greenbacks 


again, had been added to that great contraction, then there would, J 
submit, have been great danger of a panic all over the country, and ez 
pecially all over the West, and that is no doubt what many gentlemen 
on the Republican side want and are seeking to bring about, so as tc 
charge it to a Democratic administration, and are only sorry that the 
President has not pursued some policy that would destroy public con- 
fidence, so that they could go before the country and assert that Demo- 
crats can not carry on the Government successfully. 

I repeat that the Republicans are responsible for all the evils arising 
from contraction of the currency and for the vast surplus now held by 
the Government. Why do I say so? 

They passed the laws that made it impossible to obtain the bonds 
without paying enormous premiums. These laws prevent us from pay- 

till 1 nearly seven hundred and fifty million of our bonded 
debt. ‘The national banks contracted their circulation—perhaps they 


1887. 


were compelled to do so—because, if you please, of the high um 
on bonds that they would have had to pay when they sought to buy 
them in lieu of the 3 percents that were called in, and we were obliged 
to call in all the 3 percents to get the surplus out. Still the fact re- 
mains that the President had nothing left under the laws which he 
found in existence, and which he has called on Congress to revise so as 
to reduce the amount that is pouring into the Treasury, except to pay 
off all the bonds he could. ; x 

Now he reports to Congress that he can get no more without paying 
any premium that the holders might demand; and he states what is 
obvious, that the moment it is ascertained that the policy of the Gov- 
ernment requires the surplus to be paid for bonds not due, that very 
moment the bondholders have power to double the present premium 
or refuse to allow the Government to get back a dollar of them, an 
he is denounced on this floor because he hesitates to squander the peo- 
ple’s money on premiums to cresmeengeros Tam if he has the power to 
squander it under the law as it now stan 

The President does suggest a difficulty about the law in his message, 
and I am told he was advised by sdme of the very best lawyers in the 
country that there was doubt about his power under it. I have none; 
I believe he can buy bonds at any premium; but I do not think he 
ought to throw away the money of the people in that way. 

‘The law reads: 

That the Secretary ofthe Treasury may at any time apply the surplus money 
a or so much thereof as he may con- 
ee ae re eppropriton: of United States bonds. 5 

That was passed in an appropriation bill in 1881. The question has 
been presented to the mind of the President, as I learn, by leading law- 
yers, whether that did not mean that he could at any time pay the 
surplus moneys then in the Treasury for bonds. If it had meant, it 
was argued, any surplus that might come into the Treasury hereafter, 
appropriate words would have been used, and it would have said ‘‘any 
surplus now or hereafter in the Treasury of the United States may be 
paid out; but the framers of the law took care not to say that; and 
if the President of the United States had ordered the Secretary to pay 
out 30 or 35 per cent. premium on bonds not due until 1907, there are 

ntlemen on the other side who would have argued, and arguéd plaus- 
ibly, that that section only meant to give him the right to dispose of the 
surplus then locked up in the Treasury, and he would have been de- 
nounced for paying $1,500 to the bondholder for every $1,000 that we 
owed. At that time, of course, there were plenty of 3 per cent. bonds 
that were payable without premium, or they became payable very soon 
after the act of 1881 was 

Mr.PLUMB. While the Senator is on that point will he yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. At that date there were, as the Senator says, 3 per 
cent. bonds which were payable at the option of the Government. If 
that law was not prospective in its operation, it was entirely idle, be- 
cause at that time there were nosurplus funds which could not be used 
in the redemption of bonds without any legislation whatever. There- 
fore it must have meant that it was prospective, or it does not mean any- 


ng. 

Mr. BECK. Ibeg pardon. There was no authority prior to that in 
the President or in the Secretary of the Treasury to buy any bonds ex- 
cept for the sinking fund. That was provided forin 1862. The act of 

_ 1881 was the only authority that was given to buy bonds outside of the 
sinking fund; and that fund, let me here tepak, is another 
fraud upon the people of the United States, and is another cunning de- 
vice originating on the other side of the Chamber and at the other end 
of the Capitol by the Republican party to maintain high taxation, need- 
less, and therefore vicious, beyond the wants of the Government. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is certainly not so lacking in informa- 
tion as to make that charge. That provision was reported from the 
Shee See by the present Secretary of State, Mr. Bayard, as 
a separate 

Mr, PLUMB. ‘The provision ye signed 

% e on you are now commen on in 
to the purchase of bonds, = 
Mr. BECK. I have said nothing against that. Iam talking about 
the sinking fund, which is an annual addition to the amount we must 
raise by taxation. It has been swelled up by all sorts of devices and 
pretenses, fair and foul, to nearly $50,000,000 annually, when we have 
d over $600,000,000 more on the debt than any Secretary of the 
ever ventured to say that sinking fund required us to pay. 

Still, under some pretense or other, we have to pay it annually and pro- 

vide for it in adjusting taxation as though it wasa debt, and we are 
maintaining that miserable fraud called a sinking fund to-day on the 
statute-book to pay bonds that are not payable until 1907. Will any 

Senator pretend to say that it was ever intended by any law creating a 

sinking fund that $50,000,000 a year should be collected from this 

ple by taxation, in addition to the ordinary requirements of the Gov- 

ernment, to buy bonds before mature, when the date of maturity 
was fixed at 1907? That would be to admit that it is part of the pol- 
icy of this country to pay off its bonds before they are due and to pay 

200 per cent. premium on them, if the bondholder sees fit to ask it; 
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yet we keep that law on the statute-books, collecting $50,000,000 a 
year, and we are forced to buy that amount of bonds at any premium, 
and theu we have Republican Senators to-day denouncing the Presi- 
dent of the United States because he does not go far beyond the re- 
quirements of the sinking fund, for he has this year boughtall that the 
sinking fund requires, and pay the bondholders the premium they de- 
mand upon all that they will part with, and the Republicans will band 
together, refuse to reduce taxes, so that there will always be an enor- 
mous surplus to invest in such bonds and premiums as will enrich their 
bondholding friends at the expense of the tax-payer, and call that pro- 
tecting American industry. 

There ought to be something like decent consistency in the charges 
preferred. In one breath ye ea is made of the President because 
he leaves the money in the to loan to the people, and then in an- 
other breath he is charged with locking it up in the Treasury and thereby 
producing contraction. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky states that the sinking 
fund has been provided for for this year nearly. 

Mr. BECK. So the Secretary says in his report. 

Mr. ALLISON. So he does. In providing for it he purchased four- 
teen or seventeen million—I do not remember the exact number—of 
bonds in the open market in New York. That is to say, a certain 
amount of bonds were purchased in New York for the purpose of mak- 
ing an application to the sinking fund. Is not that the fact? — 

Mr. BECK. I do not know where they were purchased; but the 
sinking fand was provided for, and the Secretary has felt obliged to pro- 
vide for it, because the law required him to do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it was provided for by the purchase of fourteen 
million of unmatured bonds, if that was the amount. 

Mr. BECK. More than that, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, seventeen millions. Now, I should like to 
ask the Senator from Kentucky to construe this part of the law which 
Says: 

Provided, That the bonds so purchased and redeemed shall constitute no part 
of the sinking fund. 

He seemed to think when he first read the law that the Secretary 
could buy for the sinking fund. 

Mr. BECK. Oh, no; that proviso was one of the artful contrivances 
of the Republican gentlemen. They intended not only to keep taxa- 
tion up to the point required to carry on the Government, but they re- 
quired it to be kept up to yield $45,000,000 or $50,000,000 more as a 
sinking fund which should be coerced by taxation annually in addition 
to what was needed; but this provision says you shall not provide for 
that sinking fund by any mag Gals you may make; you must still keep 
up taxation to collect that,whether we want it or not, and these ad- 
ditional bonds that you buy out of any surplus after the sinking fund 
is provided for are not to be counted, so as to give the people any relief 
by reducing the sinking fund; that must be kept up to afford an excuse 
for 45 or 59 or 60 or 75 per cent. tariff protection in order to protect a 
few favored interests. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky misapprehends my 
question, I think. I want to know how it is that the President con- 
strued this law so as to preventhim from purchasing bonds in the open 
market, because it is not clear enough now, and yet four months ago 
he purchased seventeen millions of bonds and applied them to the sink- 
ing fund, although the law itself provided that he should not do it. I 
should like to have that explained. 

Mr. BECK. The sinking fund is a fund that we are compelled to 
provide for by laws as old as 1862, and up to the point where it is re- 
quired the Secretary had authority and is required to purchase bonds 
always and to keep them in the Treasury in a separate account. The 
bonds the Secretary.bought lately were sinking-fund bonds, which he 
always had authority to obtain in any wayhecould. The law of 1881 
went beyond that and said, ‘You must not interfere with this sinking- 
fund law; purchases under this act shall not be charged against it; 
taxation shall still be kept up to the old amount beyond what is nec- 
essary to provide for the wants of the Government; any bonds you pur- 
chase outside shall be canceled and not charged to the sinking fund.” 

What the President says is that, whether he has authority or not un- 
der this provision in the law of 1881 to apply any surplus that may 
come in hereafter, it is not a proper thing for him or any Secretary of 
the Treasury to do, to pye™ or $150 for each $100 bond purchased, 
and that it is the duty of the representatives of the people to reduce 
the taxes wrongfully exacted down to a point where that surplus will 
not get into the Treasury, and not put that necessity upon him. Iin- 
sist that any law which authorizes the Secretary of the raen Ae buy 
bonds whenever and at whatever rate he pleases, to bull or bear the 
market, to make or unmake fortunes, to gamble anywhere on the mar- 
kets of this country, in Wall street or elsewhere, ought not to be tol- 
erated and will not be tolerated by any Congress that represents the 
people fairly. That is in substance what the President says. 

e surplus is on hand and increasing rapidly; the banks are con- 
tracting their circulation when it is needed badly. He has toalimited 
extent, in order to keep the money in use, left temporarily thirty-one 
million in the national depositories, which he saysis a mere temporary 
expedient; but it is better than to lock it up. The fact is shown, and 
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the Secretary of the Treasury repeats it, that there has been a contrac- 
tion of $164,000,000 national-bank currency and $102,000,000 of green- 
backs deposited, and if that $31,000,000 had been paid into the Treas- 
ury there might have been a panic all over the country, which would 
have been very lamentable to all but Republican politicians. The 
President has carefully sought to avoid these evils by the course he has 
pursued, and he has shown his anxiety for Congress to find some efti- 
cient remedy by sending the message he did to Congress. 

All I care to add now is that the sinking fund, so called, ought to be 
abolished at once and the taxes reduced at least $100,000,000; that the 
money of the people ought to be, as I propose in a bill I have offered, 
issued in the form of coin certificates, redeemable at the option of the 
Government either in gold or silver coin, so as to bring the two coined 
metals together, as it is painfully apparent that the national banks are 
no longer to be relied upon to furnish a safe and reliable currency, which 
promise was the only reason or authority Congress had for chartering 
them; and I insist that the necessity of leaving this money in the hands 
of depositories, to be loaned to the people who own it, ought to be 
avoided by a prompt reduction of taxation. All these questions will be 
fully argued when the proper time comes, and I know the policy of the 
President and the Democratic party will be fully vindicated. 

It will be very hard for gentlemen on the other side to explain why 
they have kept up taxes to the extent they have; why they have 
maintained this sinking fund against our protest fifty millions beyond 
any possible necessity; why they are still resisting all attempts to re- 
duce taxation, and why they are finding fault because the President 
does not pay out the money for bonds at any premium the bondholders 
may ask, but calls on the representatives of the people to devise some 
way of stopping the surplus without paying excessive taxes. Thatis the 
complaint, and seems to bethe principal offense with which heis charged. 

Before I take my seat I wish, in answer to the question put by the 
Senator from Iowa, of how and by what authority the bonds bought 
were applied to the sinking fund, to read the statute: 


Sec. 36. The coin paid for duties on imported goods shall be set apart as a 
1 fund, and shall be applied as follows: 
First. To the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes-of the 


United States, 
Second. To the purchase or payment of one per centum of the entire debt of 


the United States, to be made within each fiscal year, which is to beset apartas 
a sinking fund, and the interest of which shall in like manner be applied to the 
urchase or payment of the public debt, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
m time to time direct. 
That was the original authority, which still remains, and required him 
to buy at least 1 per cent. of the debt, etc., nomatter what the premium 


was. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I understand the Senator from Kentucky now 
to say that the Secretary of the Treasury has not exercised the author- 
ity given him by the act of 1881 at all. 

Mr. BECK. Isay that the President, in his message, announces that 
he has only purchased enough to supply the sinking fund, and ex- 
presses a doubt as to the other act, and asks Congress to remove it. 

Mr. ALLISON. But my criticism was, and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky does not seem to answer it, that the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in his report, states that under this law of 1881 (which is not of doubt- 
ful construction, and the Senator from Kentucky now, for the first 
time, so far as I know, is able to find a doubt abont it) he purchased 
$17,000,000 of bonds. Now, the question I asked was not whether 
there was any law for it, but, if he purchased them under this section 
of the statute of 1881, how he could do it when that Jaw expressly pro- 
vided that the bonds thus purchased should not be applied to the 
sinking fund; and yet he expressed doubt as to the law itself. 

Mr. BECK. My respect for the chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee (and we serve together on the Finance Committee as well, and 
do not very often differ) induces me to say what I tried to say before. 
I read the section now to*show that all the bonds the Secretary has 
lately purchased were purchased under section 3694 of the Revised 
Statutes, which required the Secretary to purchase the 1 per cent. of 
the debt, etc., and that he had not exercised, as far as I was aware, any 
authority in the purchase of bonds at a premium under the section of 
the act of 1881. 

Mr, ALLISON. Now I understand the Senator. 

Mr. BECK. ‘That is what I was endeavoring to say all the time. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, if it be difficult for the Republican 
party, as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] supposes, to explain 
why the revenues were notreduced when there wasa large public debt 
that was payable upon demand and therefore alegitimate use for all 
the surplus moneys, I should think it would be more difficult for the 
Democratic party, with the control of the Administration and of the 
House of- Representatives, to explain why they have! not been reduced 
during two years and more since the present Administration came into 

wer, 

But I rose for another purpose than to discuss that question. The 
President has deemed the reduction of the revenues so important as to 
justify his making it the sole burden of his message, instead of following 
the usual custom in that regard, and we have already had one set speech 
on the tariff by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puc], and to-day we 
appear to have plunged into the midst of a discussion of the subject. 

I saould like at the commencement of the discussion to know what 


the surplus is. I hold in my hand a table comparing, by bills, esti- 
mates of regular annual appropriations for the fiscal year 1888 with those 
for 1889, and also comparing the appropriations made by the general 
appropriation acts for 1888 (exclusive of deficiencies) with the estimates 
for 1889, and showing the aggregate of estimated regular annual and 
permanent appropriations, and amount of estimated revenues for 1839, 

I find that the total estimates for the regular and permanent annual 
appropriations for 1889—these estimates being made by the advisers of 
the present Administration—amount to $384,094,527.58; that the 
amount of estimated revenues for 1889, exclusive of the estimated postal 
revenues, is $383,000,000. So that exclusive of the estimated postal 
revenues for 1889, the estimated appropriations exceed the estimated 
revenues by $1,094,527.58. Adding the estimated postal revenues, 
and the estimated revenues over the estimated regular and permanent 
appropriations for 1889 are $56,469,206.74. 

In this estimate, while the Chief of Engineers has asked, for rivers - 
and harbors, $40,041,998.77, there has been estimated by the Secretary 
of War only $12,213,470. The estimate of the amount required for the 
sinking fund for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, is $47,721,552.66. 
If, by appropriating less than the estimates, the increase of the esti- 
mates for the year 1889 over the appropriations of lust year, when no 
appropriations were made for rivers and harbors and the deficien¢y 
bill failed, could be saved, the total amount of the surplus would be 
$90,823,563. 98. 

I hold in my hand a statement of the surplus revenue for twenty 
years, from which it appears that it has varied from 1868, when it was 
$28,297,798, to 1887, when the surplus was $103, 471,097, and in which 
latter year, as I have said, there were no appropriations for rivers and 
harbors and the deficiency bill failed. 

The statement is as follows: 


Surplus revenue for twenty years. 


1869, . 48,078, 469 |. 1879... 379, 300 
1870. . 101, 601, 916 | 1880... 65, 833, 653 
1871 . 91,146,756 | 1881 100, 069, 404 
1872 96, 588, 904 | 1882 A145, 43, 810 
1873. , 392, 959 | 1833 32, 879, 444 
1874 344, 882 | 1884 04, 393, 625 
1875 13, 376, 658 | 1885 . 63,463,771 
1876.. 29, 022, 241 | 1886... essee _ 93, 956, 583 
D E: r ree rerseners aseeeesssenesteeso seoses 30, 310, 577 | 1887....eeseseecosesesrannsseeeoisos seese 103, 471, 097 


In making any reduction of the revenues it is important to bear in 
mind also that the amount required for the sinking fund will gradually 
increase from $47,721,552. 66 in 1888 to $94,502, 729.36 in 1908, when, it 
is estimated, the last of the public debt will be paid. 

I now submit a statement of the amounts required for the sinking 
fund in the future. 


No. 46.—Statement giving an estimate of the amounts annually required for 
the sinking fund, according to present-method of computing interest. 
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I repeat that if the appropriations are made whichșhave been esti- 
mated for the ordinary expenses of the Government for the next fiscal 
year, and only $12,213,470 are appropriated for rivers and harbors, no 
provision made for deficiencies of the last year or the previous year, 
and the sinking fund provided for, the actual surplus will be only $56,- 
469,206.74. Now, whatis the condition of the Treasury? I hold in my 
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handastatement of the assets and liabilities of the Treasury of the United 
States, November 30, 1887, from which I find that the aggregate amount 
of assets was $623,457,535.90. I have no means of comparing this with 
the condition of the Treasury on the 30th of November, 1886, but I 
have a statement before me of the condition of the Treasury on Sep- 
tember 30, 1886, and can compare the condition of the Treasury on the 
30th of last month with its condition fourteen months previous, and 
I find that on the 30th of September, 1886, the Treasury assets were 
$517,388,900.20, which gives an increase of $106,068,634.89. 

This increase mainly consists first of $6,471,176 gold held for the re- 
demption of gold certificates. That is to say, the amount of outstand- 
ing gold certificates on the 30th of November, 1887, was that much 
greater than on the 30th of September, 1886. Also of $72,239,022 silver 
held for the redemption of silver certificates, that being the increase of 
the silver certificates for the same period. Also of $22,909,778 of the 
“fund held for the redemption of notes of national banks failed,” ‘‘in 
liquidation,” and ‘‘reducing circulation.” So that the principal con- 
traction of the currency during that period, shown by this statement, 
is the amount of $22,909,778, the additional amount on deposit for the 
redemption of national-bank notes on the 30th of November last over the 
amount on deposit fourteen months before that date. 

I also find that the amount of the available balance in the Treasury 
on the 30th of last month was $55, 258,701.19; assets not available, minor 
coin, and fractional silver coin, $24,208,274.11, or a total of $79,466,- 
975.30. This is a decrease over the available balance fourteen months 
before. The available balance September 30, 1886, was $72,913,141.26; 
not available, minor coin, and fractional silver coin, $27,142,634.52, or 
a total of $100,055,775.78. 

In considering any proposition to reduce the revenue it ought to be 
borne in mind also that important subjects of national concern are be- 
ing pressed upon the attention of Congress, the proper disposition of 
which will create new and large demands upon the Treasury. There 
are other important objects, national in their character, and of great 
urgency, for which largely increased appropriations are demanded by 
every principle which should control the action of Congress. Among 
these is the improvement of rivers and harbors. Congress, under the 
commerce clause of the Constitution, has power to regulate interstate 
commerce. It has assumed jurisdiction over the navigable waterways 
of the country to remove obstructions, to authorize bridges, and to de- 
termine what works shall be made for the improvement of navigation. 
It is the settled doctrine now that Congress may provide for the im- 
provement of harbors in the interests of foreign commerce, and for the 
improvement of our rivers, including rivers wholly within the bound- 
aries of a State, the commerce of which helps to swell the great vol- 
ume of interstate and foreign commerce, by appropriations from the 
Federal Treasury. 

In my judgment this power of Congress is coupled with a duty to 
the States and to the people of the States to exercise it. When the 
earlier appropriations were made for river and harbor improvements 
there was a diversity of opinion as to the power of Congress on this 
subject, and many eminent statesmen denied the power of Congress to 
appropriate money for the improvement of rivers, Other statesmen, 
equally eminent, maintained with great vigor and ability that Congress 
could rightfully exercise such power. 

The amounts which were appropriated in the early years of our his- 
tory, when our commerce was small and confined to the Atlantic coast, 
and when the condition of our Treasury would not justify large ap- 
propriations, ought to be no criterion by which to determine what ap- 
propriations shall be made to-day, when civilization bas spread across 
the continent and when our system of interstate commerce by rail and 
by water extends over our entire territory from the Great Lakes to the 
Gulf and from ocean to ocean. The amountwhich has heretofore been 
appropriated by Congress for the improvement of rivers and harbors is 
insignificant compared with the magnitudeand importance of the work. 
I had occasion to examine the matter during the recess of Congress and 
I found that the total amount heretofore appropriated for such pur- 
poses is about $160,000,000. Prior to 1867 there were only four years 
in which the appropriations amounted to $1,000,000, and out of sixty- 
one bills appropriating money for that purpose there were but nineteen 
in which the aggregate of the appropriations exceeds a million dollars. 

The amount appropriated by Congress is small compared with the 
amount which is appropriated by the principal foreign nations for the 
purpose of improving their rivers and harbors. France has 1 mile of 
railroad for every 11 square miles of territory. We have 1 mile ofrail- 
road for every 29 square miles of territory; and yet, while we have 
appropriated altogether only $160,000,000 for the improvement of our 
great waterways, France, having before appropriated more than that 
amount, recently, in a single budget, as I am told, made provision for 
Snes $175,800,000 for canals and the improvement of rivers and 

arbors, 

Germany has 1 mile of railroad for every 9 square miles of territory; 
and yet, pursuing the same enlightened and liberal policy in regard to 
rivers and harbors as France, she appropriates annually more for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors than has ever been advocated by 
the most enthusiastic advocate of river and harbor improvements in 
this country. 
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The estimate of the amounts which could be economically expended 
in the improvement of rivers and harbors for the year ending June 30, 
1887, by the local engineers was over $45,000,000; these estimates were 
reviewed and cut down by the Chief of Engineers to about $30,000,000; 
and yet Congress undertook to appropriate last year less than $10,000,- 
000 by a bill which did not receive the Executivesanction. Was there 
any good reason why the full amount recommended by the Chief of En- 
gineers should not have been appropriated? I assert not only that 
there was no good reason, but that upon every principle except one, and 
that one that Congress ought not toappropriate money at all for rivers 
and harbors, the action of Congress was wasteful and wrong. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause. The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday, being the bill (S. 371), to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to consent 
to let that bill stand aside informally for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside, 
retaining its place. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
resolution remains before the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was about to say that the cost of river and harbor 
improvements, the cost of supervision, and the cost of plant, is greatly 
increased by small appropriations, and that there is always a great loss 
from deterioration of the work while it is suspended for want of money. 
I was told recently by a gentleman that a member of the Mississippi 
River Commission had stated to him that the damage to the plant and 
to the work on the Mississippi River by reason of the stoppage of the 
work for want of funds would be equal to the amount which would 
haye been received for that improvement had the bill that was passed 
at the last Congress been signed by the President. 

Iam not informed what the amount of the estimates made by the 
local engineers for rivers and harbors for the next year is. But, as I 
have said, the Chief of Engineers has estimated $40,041,998.77. Is 
there any reason why that amount should not be appropriated? If we 
can not rely upon the engineers who have charge of these works as to 
the amount which can be expended and the amount which should be 
appropriated, upon whom can we rely? I undertake to say that every 
member of this Senate knows that at least the amount estimated as 
required for the works in progress by the Chief of Engineers should, as 
a matter of economy, be appropriated for that purpose next year, and 
that $40,000,000 appropriated in one bill would goas farin carrying on 
the works as $80,000,000 would appropriated in annual installments of 
$10,000, 000. 

Then, again, large appropriations render it possible to make contracts 
for the work, and it goes without saying, I think, that public works or 
private enterprises can be much more cheaply carried on by contract 
than by day’s work. 

Now, while there is money in the Treasury applicable to the purpose, 
and while we have time for proper and deliberate consideration of the 
plans and the manner of executing the work, provision should be made 
tor the defense of our seacoast. The question of seacoast defense is rap- 
idly becoming an absorbing one in the United States, The danger is too 
great and too imminent for Congress to delay longer in making some 
provision for the commencement of the work. 

Thestory of ourcoast defense, which has so often recently been brought 
to the attention of Congress, may be told in a few words. Such im- 
provements and inventions have been made within the last quarter of 
acentury in the means of offensive and defensive warfare, that our guns, 
our forts, and our ships, which twenty-five years ago compared favorably 
with those of other nations, have become.worthless for defense. Since 
the close of the war we have devoted our energies to the development 
of our means of internal transportation and to paying our war debt, and 
have made no progress in the matter of coast defenses, while other 
nations have been experimenting with guns, projectiles, explosives, and 
armor, and have provided themselves with fortifications of modern 
and modern navies. The result is that our seacoast from the St. Croix 
to the Rio Grande, and from Mexico to British Columbia, with our im- 
portant seacoast cities and our great and growing and important coast- 
wise commerce, is entirely defenseless. 

Is this condition of things to be allowed to continue? I hear no one 
proposing such a course. On the contrary, from the Legislatures of 
the States and Territories, from political conventions and other con- 
ventions of the people, from boards of trade and representative bodies 
everywhere throughout the length and breadth of our land, and from 
the public press, comes up a demand to Congress now, while the money 
is in the Treasury, and before we cut off the sources of revenue, to pro- 
vide for the fortification of our seacoast. 

The Senate at the last session passed two bills, one of them author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to contract for steel for modern built- 
up steel rifles for the Navy; another authorizing the Secretary of 
War to make a similar contract for steel for guns for the Army, and 
appropriating money to commence fortifications; but they received no 
consideration in the other House. Can it be that the most popular 
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branch of the Natiomal Legislature is opposed to fortifying our coast, or 
are they afraid to intrust the Administration with the expenditure of 
the money necessary for that purpose? 

The board on fortifications and other defenses have recommended 
an appropriation for the first year of $21,500,000 for this purpose. 
Can any one give a good reason why this sum should not be appro- 
priated and the commencement of this work provided for before we cut 
off our revenues and leaye ourselves without the funds required for 
coast defenses? 

While the leading nations of Europe have been, by subsidies and by 
liberal compensation to their steam-ship lines for carrying their foreign 
mails, building up their foreign commerce, establishing y and 
certain communication with every country which promised a profitable 
trade, our Government has done nothing, and our ship-owners have 
been unable to compete with the cheaper iron and cheaper labor of 
Great Britain in ship-building and with the subsidized steam-ship 
lines of other countries, and, as a consequence, we have lost our.share 
in the foreign carryingtrade. I think every one will admit that some- 
thing should be done to restore our merchant marine. 

We have a surplus of manufactured products which other nastion 
need. We have facilities for indefinitely in ing it. New foreign 
markets mean increased man’ more work and better wages for 
our working men. The essential means for securing additional foreign 
markets is the same as that which has been adopted by other countries— 
speedy, certain, and regular communication by means of transportation 
lines owned and manned and controlled by citizens of the United States 
interested in extending our commerce and carrying the American flag 
to every country with which we would establish and foster a foreign 
trade. Two and a halfmillions of oursurplus revenues could be profit- 
ably expended for the purpose of placing our citizens upon an equality 
with the citizens of Great Britain, France, Germany, Belgium,and Italy, 
whose capital is invested in the foreign carrying trade, and there ought 
to be annual appropriations for the purpose of aiding steam-ship lines 
between the United States and the countries of South and Central 

“` America, and China, and Japan, until such steam-ship lines establish 
a business by which they will be able to compete with the subsidized 
lines of other countries. 

There are other directions in which a portion of the surplus reve- 
nues could be economically expended. The Government is annually 
paying in this city and in many other places throughout the United 
States large sums for the rent of buildings for the accommodation of 
the public business. From the fact that the national bonds are ex- 
empt from taxation, and for other reasons are a favorite form of in- 
vestment, the Government can borrow money cheaper than any citi- 
zen, and it ought to be able to erect and maintain public buildings 
cheaper than its citizens. There are places where the Government has 

- no building now for the accommodation ofits business, and other places 
where the accommodations are inadequate, in which public build- 
ings might be economically and the expenditure of the money 
would be of great benefit to the people. 

Congress at the last session passed a bill which has been already re- 
ferred to during this discussion, known as the dependent-pension bill, 
a measure for the relief of the veterans of the Union Army, the men 
who by their valor and their sacrifices, when the fate of the nation hung 
upon the arbitrament of battle, saved the Union—a measure dictated 
alike by justice to them and by the patriotic sentiment of the country. 
It is to be hoped that before Congress adjourns that bill will become a 
Jaw, and from five to seven millions of the surplus in the Treasury 
provided for. 

The Senate has twice, at least, passed another bill, known as the Blair 
educational bill, a measure dictated alike by motives of self-preserva- 
tion and wise statesmanship, the merits of which I will not stop to 
discuss, but it has failed to receive consideration in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. If that billshould become a law provision will have heen 
made for $7,000,000 of the surplus for the first year and an increased 
amount thereafter. . 

There has been for the last two years virtually no appropriation made 
for the survey of the public lands. There ought to be for some years 
to come from half a million to a million dollars appropriated to extnde 
the public The Government invites its citizens to go upon 
the public lands and become settlers under the pre-emption and home- 
stead laws, and it is bound in good faith, within a reasonable time, to 
survey their claims, to establish their boundaries, and to enable them 
to secure titles to their lands. Instead of there being obstacles placed 
in the way of the settler in obtaining his title, every facility should be 
afforded him. 

The Government is the greatland-owner. It owns vast tracts of land 
which are worthless without irrigation. Some portion of the surplus 
ought to be expended in experiments to ascertain if water can not be ob- 
tained for the irrigation of these desert lands, and, where water can be 
had in sufficient quantity, stored in reservoirs and utilized by canals, 
the Government might, with economy and profit, aid in the reclamation 
of desert lands. 

A proper estimate of the value of our Pacific possessions, of the possi- 
bilities of our trans-Pacific commerce, and of the international impor- 
tance of the project on the part of legislative and executive departments 


of this Government would ere this have secured the commencement of 
the Nicaragua canal, and that would have created a demand for fifteen 
or twenty millions more of the surplus for some years to come. 

In short, sir, if we were to take our eyes off the increasing surplus 
in the Treasury and stop bemoaning the prosperity of the country, and 
trying to make the people dissatisfied with an alleged burden of taxa- 
tion which they do not feel, and to devote our energies to the develop- 
ment of the great resources which the Almighty has placed in our 
hands, to increasing the products ofour manufactures, of our shops, of 
our farms, of our mines, and our forests, to cheapening transportation 
by the improving of our rivers and harbors, and to restoring our foreign 
commerce, we would act wiser than we do. 

As I attempted to show at the outset, the surplus in the Treasury is 
not nearly as large as is frequently claimed, and against the surplus 
which would remain in the Treasury after providing for the sinking 
fund if the appropriations estimated for by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury were made, I would offset the difference between the amount rec- 
ommended by the Chief of Engineers for rivers and harbors and the 
amount estimated by the Secretary of War, $27,828,528.77. I would 
appropriate for fortifications the amount recommended by the board 
on fortifications and other defenses, $21,500,000; for the restoration of 
our foreign carrying trade, the building up of our merchant marine, 
not less than $2,500,000; for surveys of the public lands $500,000; 
for public buildings for some years to come not less than $10,000,000; 
annually for dependent pensions $7,000,000; the Blair educational bill 
$7,000,000, making a total of $76,328,528.77, leaving a deficit of nearly 
$20,000,000, and that without making any provision for the deficiency 
of last year or the year before. 

Mr. President, I have suggested several objects to which the surplus 
in the Treasury might be properly devoted. I do not expect that Con- 
gress will do anything half so meritorious as appropriating the amount 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers for rivers and harbors, or the 
amount recommended by the board on fortifications and other defenses 
for the fortification of our seacoasts; and I fear that the dependent- 
pension bill, and the Blair educational bill, at the close of the present 
Congress, will be no nearer becoming laws than they were when the 
last Congress adjourned, and I do not expect that Congress will make 
the appropriation that I advocate for the restoration of our merchant 
marine. If we can not spend the surplus revenues for these great and 
necessary objects of national importance, of course the accumulation of 
the surplus must be stopped; but what sources of revenue shall be cut 
off or diminished is a question upon which we are not agreed, and 
which I will not discuss to-day. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator who has just taken his seat 
in the close of his remarks expressed great solicitude that the American 
flag should be again seen upon the ocean, and announced that he was 
for building up the American merchant marine. There is a bill pend- 
ing in this Congress now, offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CAMERON] on behalf of the Red Star Line of Philadelphia, a corpora- 
tion a large majority of whose stock is in the hands of American citi- 
zens who propose in this bill to purchase the last dollar of outstanding 
stock before this legislation shall be had from Congress, who ask the 
poor privilege of putting sixteen of their steamers, built with their 
money, under the American flag in order to carry it to foreign ports. I 
undertake to say that not one single Senator on the other side of the 
Chamber will record his vote in favor of that bill. Itwas reported from 
the Committee on Commerce at the last Congress. 

We have removed a great many of the disadvantages under which 
the carrying trade of the United States labored. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] and myself labored together in that behalf, and 
we have finally brought the law to the condition that an American citi- 
zen can sail his vessel under the American flag as cheaply as under that 
of any foreign nation. Under the navigation laws, under the statutes 
as they stood before this amendment, no American citizen could bring 
a foreign-bought vessel under the American flag for any purpose what- 
ever, and under the statutes before this amendment the difference in 
expense and cost of sailing a vessel under the American flag was so 
much against American citizens that were driven to put their ves- 
sels under the flags of England and Germany and other nations, After 
we made this amendment the manager of the Red Star Line came with 
this bill, claiming that that line could not afford to build vessels in the 
United States on account of the difference in the cost between building 
on the Delaware and on the Clyde, but the law had been amended so 
that he could now sail these ships as cheaply as under the British flag, 
but he asked the poor peivileee of putting the American flag over these 
sixteen steamers 0 by that company. 

The Senator from Oregon will not vote for the bill, with all his solici- 
tude for the American merchant marine. He will say by his vote de- 
liberately to these American citizens, ‘‘ You shall not put your property 
under the flag of your own country; you may put the American fiag 
over these ships in a foreign port, and you may sail them between foreign 
ports, but you can not touch American soil with the emblem of your 
own nationality upon your own property.’ Why is this? It is be- 
cause our friends on the opposite side of this Chamber do not propose 
to touch these infamous navigation laws for fear they may break the 
solemn compact they have made with the protected industries of this 
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country by tariff taxation. They do not propose to give any American 
citizen this privilege for fear that a crevasse may be created in the long 
line of protected industries under the tariff which will result in a del- 


ire President, we have heard a great deal about the river and har- 
bor bill. I stand here to-day to say that a more unjust, a more un- 
reasonable charge was never made against any Chief Executive than 
that which has been ted often in the press and from the hustings 
of this country against President Cleveland because he vetoed the last 
river and harbor bill, and the charge is made by Senators who do not 
know, or who do not care to know, what the facts were in regard to 
that legislation. The bill came to the Senate from the House of Rep- 
resentatives appropriating $11,000,000 for rivers and harbors. It came 
before the Committee on Commerce, of which Iam a member. I called 
attention then to the fact that the reports of the Bureau of Engineers, 
then lying on our table, showed that at that very time $10,000,000 was 
in the hands of the bureau, not one dollar ofwhich had been expended, 
from the preceding year’s appropriations, and when we passed the bill, 
not for $11,000,000 but $14,000,000 

Mr. PLUMB, Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to ask him 
why the money was not expended? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I will tell the Senator what has been the result in 
regard to certain appropriations, speaking from my service of ten years 
upon the Committee on Commerce. It resulted from the fact that the 
Bureau of Engineers for one reason or another declared that they were 
not able to expend the appropriations during the current year, either 
from neglect or for some other reason, I do not pretend to say what. 
It has been the practice of the Bureau of Engineers to come in and make 
estimates, as the Senator from Oregon has just stated, of thirty or forty 
or fifty million dollars for public works, and they have made them be- 
cause they said that they knew Congress would cut down the appro- 
priation to one-third or one-fourth the amount they asked for, and then, 
when we have made these appropriations at their suggestion, instead 
o. g on the works, they, as in the instance I have just men- 
tioned, allowed the public money appropriated to rivers and harbors to 
lie idle and then come to Congress and ask for $30,000,000 more. 

Mr. PLUMB. Has not the President of the United States control 
of this matter? Does he not control the Army? 

Mr. VEST. The President of the United States has no more control 
of the matter, practically, than if he did not occupy that position at all. 
How can he supervise the expenditures on our rivers and harbors and 
see where the money is expended? Is he toperform the detail duties 
of thisentire Government? Is there to be no intermediate? Are there 
no instrumentalities to be used? The Bureau of Engineers under the 
practice and under the law has this money in its control, and it refuses 
or fails to expend it, and then comes to Congress and asks for another 
appropriation of twenty or thirty million do! and when we have 


a bill appropriating it what does the President do? Just like. 


any other practical and honest and sensible business man would do, he 
says, ‘‘I will not sign this bill when it is evident you have $10,000,000 
on hand, which you have not been able to expend, out of the last year’s 
appropriations.” 

I am very much astonished to hear these charges from my friend 
from Kansas. Ifany argument were needed for a Christmas recess his 
speech would furnish it. He needs new Christian influences from the 
great anniversary of Christendom which celebrates the natal day of Him 
who said, ‘‘Do unto others as you would that others should do unto 
you,” and ‘‘ Peace, good will toward men.’ 

The Senator deprecates the fact that the President did not sign that 
bill and put in circulation some $14,000,000 among the people, yet I well 
remember when we reported that bill from the Committee on Commerce 
the most bitter attacks upon it, the most excruciating ridicule, the most 
terrible sarcasm came from my honorable friend from Kansas. He took 
it up by sections and in the aggregate; he ridiculed it; hedenounced it; 
he voted against it. Why did not my honorable friend, by his vote, 
help to put $14,000,000 in circulation amongst the poor people of the 
country? Heopposed our bill, and it would seem by the most ordinary 
rules of consistency that he should approbate what the President has 
done in regard to it. 

Now, sir, my friend from Kansas has seen proper to allude to me in 
connection with the national banking system. I had no idea that he 
would discuss the national banks, or the appropriations that were ex- 

ted to be made by this Congress, upon a resolution to adjourn for the 

ristmas holidays. Let me say to that honorable Senator that I have 
never denounced the yational banking system in its service as a legiti- 
mate banking scheme. I have never said one word against national 
banks as banks of depositor exchange., I have denounced, and I will de- 
nounce as long as I remain in public life, that feature of the national 
banking law which gives to them the power to expand or contract the 
currency of this country at their own will. 

I would not give to any corporation, to any individual or any associa- 
tion of individuals that could beselected on the face of this earth the enor- 
mous power which is given to the national banks of thiscountry by ex- 
isting legislation. That I have denounced; that is the feature of the 
national vanene law which I have opposed—the right of these insti- 
tutions to curtail their bonds or buy more and expand or contract the 


currency of the country for their own purposes. I would notgive that 
power to any human association, much less to a set of men whose busi- 
ness it is to make money, and who finally, no matter what may have 
been their original intent, find all their aims and purposes confined to 
their own interests. 

The Senator from Kansas says that the President of the United 
States has lent himself to the purposes of speculators in Wall street; 
that he has gone into the market and purchased bonds in order to meet 
the purposes of men who were speculating in the business of the 
country. 

Mr. President, I recolfect in 1881, when the representatives of the 
people undertook to fund the maturing indebtedness of this country 
at a lower rate of interest, 3 per cent., the week's discussion that we 
had here. Then, indeed, the corridors were crowded with speculators, 
bank presidents, bank cashiers, bank stockholders, threatening, cajol- 
ing, and using every sort of instrumentality in order to defeat the pro- 
posed legislation. We thought that the national banks were the fiscal 
agencies of the Government; we thought we had a right to use them 
for the purpose of reducing the rate of interest on the public indebted- 
ness and bringing it down to 3 percent, After they had exhausted 
every other means and every other argument, they said to us, ‘* Pass 
this bill and we will precipitate a panic in Wall street; we will strike 
down the securities of the country; we willshow you that the Congress 
of the United States has not all the power in this country; that there 
is something else to be considered. If you pass this bill we will strike 
a blow at the financial condition of this country that will reverberate 
from ocean toocean.’? We the law, and received a veto message 
from Mr. Hayes, in which he said that the national banking system must. 
be protected; that 3 per cent. was too low a rate of interest; and yet the 
same bonds were afterwards funded at 2} percent. The national banks 
of the United States, instead of assuming this burden in common with 
their fellow-citizens, after the bill was passed, in forty-eight hours 
struck down the money market in New York, precipitated bonds, more 
than $25,000,000 in a single hour, ruining thousands of men on account 
ofthataction. Iheard no dissertation then about the President, I heard 
nothing said then about a combination between the Chief Executive and 
the speculators. On the other hand, our friends on the other sid or 
this Chamber supported that veto and the bill failed to become a law. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill never came here after the veto. It failed in 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. VEST. Very well; it failed, and failed by the votes of the Re- 
publican party. 

Another word, inregard to the Indian land question, andI am done, 
I feel on that subject somewhat like the Senator from Kansas, but I do 
not understand the facts as he does. He says that now there is no dis- 
order in regard to land in the Indian Territory, I read but this morn- 
ing that already lawless men were gathering on the border of that Ter- 
ritory to invade Oklahoma, and the Senator knows and I know that the 
real reason why the President of the United States did not appoint those 
commissioners was on accountof the unsettled and lawless condition ot 
that country at the time, and the additional fact that the Indians, in 
advance of any approach on the part of the United States to purchase 
whatever interest they had in those lands, declared that they would not 
consider such a proposition at all. Without waiting to be approached, 
without waiting for any advance, they declared to this Government that 
they did not propose to give up such right as they had, whether it was 
vested or inchoate; that they intended to stand where they have stood 
for the last thirty years, upon their treaty stipulations, without dealing 
with the Government on this question in any way whatever. 

I shall not allude to what has been said in regard to the purchase of 
bonds in open market by this Administration. The Senator from Ken- 
tueky [Mr. BECK] has already explained it. 

I want to say now, without detaining the Senate further, that the 
message of the President of the United States has defined, and sharply 
defined, the issues between the two great parties. For one I indorse 
that message from beginning to end. I am prepared to go into the 
canvass upon it, and whatever the result may be, I say now publicly, 
as I shall say everywhere, if the President of the United States has 
done nothing else he has proven himself to be an honest, brave, patriotic 
Executive, and one worthy the leadership of any party that has evér 
existed in the history of this country. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK Jand the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] have, I think, avoided 
as far as possible the issue that has been presented, 

So far as the Senator from Missouri is concerned and the action on 
the bill of which I spoke, we happened to be together. It was not the 
Senator from Missouri or the Senator from Kentucky, but the Admin- 
istration that I spoke of, and I spoke of the actions of the Administra- 
tion as in contrast with that which those Senators in common with their 
colaborers on that side of the Chamber have been advocating; and it 
has always been a matter of wonder to me that such public-spirited 
gentlemen have not found it consistent with their public duty to criti- 
cise the action on the part of theirown Administration which they so 
freely criticised and denounced on the part of Republican administra- 
tions. 

Mr. President, the charge as to the vicious character of fiscal legis- 
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lation enacted while the Republican party was in powér comes with 

poor grace from the Democratic party. They have had the House of 

Representatives ever since 1874, except for one single term of two 

years; they had the Senate for two years, 1879-’81, and during that pe- 

riod of time had the whole legislative power of the Government. You 
may search the records of Congress in vain for any serious proposition 
made from any Democratic quarter to amend, alter, repeal, or seriously 
modify a single one of all these acts which they so freely denounce. 

The Democratic party sat in silence selfconvicted upon this issue dur- 

© ing all these years of their legislative powergduring which time they 
made no effort whatever looking to the repeal of any of the legislation 
which had been enacted in the days of Republican power. Mr. Cleve- 
Jand’s administration has not even recommended any changes in the 
sinking-fund or other fiscal acts, which would make them less obnox- 
ious to the charges made by the Senator from Kentucky. Republican 
legislation may, therefore, appeal to the Democratic party for vindication. 

I differed with the President (Mr. Hayes) who vetoed the bond bill 
of 1881. I voted for the bill and would have voted cheerfully to have 
carried it over the Presidential veto. Whatever of subserviency that 
veto may have manifested to the national banking interest of this coun- 
try, it remained for a Democratic President to make the president of a 
national bank his Secretary of the Treasury. It remained for the Treas- 
urer of the United States under a Democratic administration, himself 
a cashier of a national bank, to so juggle the returns of the Treasury 
Department as to subtract nearly $30,000,000 of current assets from 
the list of available funds, and thereby make an excuse for not paying 
the national debt to that extent. It was that same president of a na- 
tional bank, as Secretary of the Treasury, who recommended that the 
greenbacks be retired, and that to the national banks which my friend 
from Missouri characterizes so now be committed the privilege of sup- 
plying the country with currency. - 

No Republican administration ever made the president of a national 
bank Secretary of the Treasury, and no Republican administration ever 
made the cashier of a national bank Treasurer of the United States, 
No Republican administration ever depreciated silver coin by publish- 
ing it in official Treasury statements as unavailable for the payment of 
the public debt with, as this Administration has done, and does every 
time it makes a debt statement; and no Republican administration had 
such distrust of the solvency of the Treasury that it went into the money 
market and bought ten millions of gold in order to strengthen the re- 
serve. That is what this Democratic Administration did in the early 
days of itsincumbency, notwithstanding the large and dangerous Treas- 
ury surplus. 

_ Mr. President, in casting doubt upon the validity of the legislation 
requiring the purchase of bonds out of surplus funds, and which he did 
not wish to execute, the President is attacking his own official family. 
That legislation was reported from the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate by the gentleman who is now his Secretary of State as a separate 
bill. Because it could not go through as a separate bill, it went, by 
unanimous consent, into an appropriation bill in the precise terms in 
which that Senator, now Secretary of State, reported it. The Presi- 
dent could have had ample advice as to the true intent and meaning, 
and the continuing authority of that legislation which Senator Bayard 
had reported to the Senate, and secured the passage of, by inquiring of 
this member of his official family. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will it materially interfere with the Senator 
if I ask him a question in this connection? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not intend to engage in the discussion at 
this time, but I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas to tell the 
Senate in a plain, straightforward manner what has been the custom of 
legislation, both in the House of Representatives and the Senate, touch- 
ing riders on appropriation bills, Have they not been more particu- 
larly construed by reference to the peculiar circumstances that existed 
at that particular time and to which the legislation was supposed to 


apply? 

EPA me illustrate it in this case. In the year 1881 there was out- 
standing in the neighborhood of four hundred and fifty million of 3 per 
cent. bonds, upon which there was no premium in the market. The 
case as it stands to-day reveals the fact that we have seven hundred and 
fifty million of bonds, upon which there is a large premium in the mar- 
ket. In1883 we reduced, as we supposed, the tariff. The Tariff Com- 
mission investigated in 1882. In 1883 the tariff, as we supposed, was 
very materially reduced, thereby continuing the 3 per cent. bonds for 
a longer period of time. The surplus, which it was proposed to reduce 
by a rapid payment of the bonds, was to continue somewhat, because 
the process was expected to be delayed. Here was a rider put on an 
appropriation bill in 1881,-which was to cover any surplus in the Treas- 
ury that might exist at that time, which was intended to apply, and 
which could only apply, to the bonds that were then within the power 
of the Government to call. Now, Isubmit the injustice of the criticism 


the Senator makes on the President of the United States when he says 
it is the duty of the Executive to pay this high premium on bonds with 
the surplus in the Treasury, the President avowing that he does not 
think there is a full exercise of his discretion in the law which was at- 
tached as a rider to an appropriation bill; but under the act of 1862, 
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which is a positive act and a positive exercise of power in the Presi- 
dent, he does apply seventeen millions to the sinking fund. 

Now, the Senator from Kansas will bear with me a moment more, 
He was a member of the Senate, as I think, at that time, and a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, and when he voted for that 
rider in the appropriation bill—for we are in the habit of calling such 
legislation riders to appropriation bills—he certainly did not intend to 
confer upon the President of the United States, the then President or 
any succeeding President, the power to pay 25 per cent. premium on 
bonds, the most extraordinary power that has ever been conferred upon 
a Secretary of the Treasury since the organization of ihis Government, 
If it were conferred to-day by legislation it would be that very same 
legislation that appears in the appropriation act of 1881, and there is 
nota gentleman upon that side of the Chamber who will to-day eonfer 
upon the present Secretary of the Treasury or any Secretary of the 
Treasury the power to go into the market to bull or bear, as the case 
may be, the bonds of the United States. Not one of you would vote 
for such a bill to-day; and to undertake to say that that is a continu- 
ing power or was intended to be a continuing power after the redemp- 
tion of the 3 per cent. bonds is perfectly absurd. The President of 
the United States has not exercised any such power. The Secretary of 
the Treasury avows tbat he does not think it a power that ought to be 
conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury or any officer of the Gov- 
ernment; and he has not exercised it. 

Now, one word more, if the Senator will bear with me. He’finds 
fault with the Secretary of the Treasury for leaving the money in the 
hands of the Government depositaries. Well, that may be a special 
power, but at the sametime that power exists, and the Treasury is am- 
ply secured by a pledge of United States bonds, not at the premium 
at which it is proposed the President shall buy the bonds for the purpose 
of getting the money into circulation, but on bonds at par the Joan is 
made. 

The Senator has made—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I yielded to the Senator for a question. 
got fairly started in what I had to say. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There is one other point I wish to speak about 
and then shall yield the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can not yield further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from Kansas has the floor. Does he decline to yield further? 

Mr. PLUMB. I decline to yield further. I yielded for a question. 
The Senator will have ample time after I conclude to make aspeech. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator answer my question? Will 
he vote for such a bill? 

Mr, PLUMB. I voted for the provision under consideration, as the 
Senator from New Jersey did, and as the members of the President’s 
Cabinet did. I do not know of any difference in regard to the duty of 
obeying a provision of law found in an appropriation bill and one that 
is found in some other bill. The provisions under which silver certifi- 
cates are issued were enacted in appropriation bills. I never heard. that 
the President thought there was any question as to his duty to carry 
out these provisions of law or that they were temporary in character. 
Important provisions in relation to our dealings with Indian tribes are 
found in appropriation bills. The Army of the United States was re- 
organized at the close of the war by means of legislative provisions in- 
serted in an appropriation bill. The organization and military code 
thus created exist to-day. 

It isa new thing to me to have anybody say that a law is lacking in 
force because it happens to be found on some particular page of the 
statute book, or in some particular conjunction. The President has 
already obeyed this law to the extent of purchasing the amount of 
$17,000,000 of bonds under it. If good for $17,000,000 it is good for 
the whole $140,000,000. It was framed to meet such a contingency as 
has arisen. The Senator from New Jersey, with all his wisdom, did 
not anticipate so early a payment of the 3 per cent. bonds; but they 
have been paid and the next resource is the purchase of bonds which 
the act provides for. 

It is the duty of the President to obey it, and however much decla- 
mation there may be about the unwisdom of paying 24 per cent. or any 
other per cent. premium for bonds, there can not be any doubt about 
its being a wiser exercise of power than it is to give the use of the money 
to the banks who pay nothing tothe Government. In the one case the 
Government saves 23 per cent. on every dollar that it invests in its own 
bonds; in the other case it gives the whole of it to the banks and author- 
izes them toput the screws so much the tighter on those whoare obliged 
to borrow fromthem. If the money can not be made useof by the Gov- 
ernment in any other way, give it back to the people directly, rather 
than send it without interest to the banks. 

Now, Mr. President, the fundamental proposition is this: that the 
Treasury is collecting a sum of money, about ten millions a month, be- 
yond its needs, that the people require that this money be paid back to 
it every week, or every month, as fast as it comes in; that by reason of 
the non-payment of this money back into the channels of trade, busi- 
ness has come to a standstill in certain portions of the country, and 
everywhere there is sluggish business, high interest, grave apprehen- 
sion, by reason of the enormous contraction of the currency brought 
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about by the Treasury policy. Iam dealing with the present, and not 
the prospective condition of the Treasury surplus. Cutting off further 
me will not dispose of the money on hand. This isthe press- 


The President, for the purpose of making a point against the tariff, 
apparently, says, ‘‘I will not carry out this law, and thereby dispose of 
the existing surplus, but I will run the country to the brink of de- 
struction in order to compel Congress te take up and do with the tariff 
exactly what I would have them do.’’ He confronts the country with 
this great peril; he has stopped business in all portions of the country; 
he has enhanced the price of money to the borrower, the business man; 
he throws more and more the business of the entire country into the 
hands of speculators, simply in order that hemay compel Congress, under 
the pressure of this threat of ruin, to act on the tariff from his stand- 
point. That is the issue. 

The Democratic party, here and elsewhere, have taken up the Presi- 
dent’s ery, ‘‘ The country is in peril. Nothing but prompt and thor- 
ough action by means of legislation to reduce the surplus will avail.” 
It is under these conditions that Congress has met; and the first thing, 
instead of a bill to reduce the revenue, is a resolution to take a two- 
weeks recess. Meanwhile the surplus will continue to pile up and the 
peril increase. Is this what the country had a right to expect, a proper 
response to the President’s message? the Democratic party incom- 
petent to deal with this question? I must, in candor, however, admit 
that something has been done to reduce the surplus, and something 
proposed to reduce it still further. This Administration increased the 
expenses of government this year over $25,000,000 beyond those of last 
year. That much has been taken out of the surplus; and I have in 
my hand a joint resolution which has passed the House of Representa- 
tives at the present session, and which is to be all the legislation we 
are to have of a financial character until after the holidays, an entire 
month. Meanwhile the peril, the responsibility for which the Presi- 
dent has put upon Congress, istocontinue. The nse of the House 
to the lurid statements of the President is found in this joint resolution 
to pay a month’s extra wages to a Jot of House employés who, in the 
effort of the Democratic majority to make pegs and holes correspond, 
are to be turned out of office shortly. 

The Democrats found out pretty early that they had not offices enough 
to go around, and they have a a device of taking in one set and 
turning them out with a month’s pay, and then taking in another 
set, and soon. Here is thisresolution passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives the 19th day of the present month: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress , That all officers and employésof the House who were em- 
ployed on the 5th day of December, 1887, and who hav 


e ceased or who shall, 
prior to the Ist day of January, 1888, cease to be so employed— 

A polite phrase designed to cover the political exigency— 
shall be paid a sum equal to one month's pay at the rate they were severally 
receiving on the 5th day of December, 1887; and an amount sufficient for this 
purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, and the same to be immediately available. 

That is the response of the House of Representatives to the Presi- 
dent’s message—no committees, no legislation, nothing but chaos, and 
a resolution to pay Democratic political debts out of the Treasury. 
The whole Democratic party will go in procession on and off the House 
force to get this onemonth’s pay. This yearthereare one hundred and 
forty-odd of them turned out and voted a month’s pay, and next year 
one hundred and forty new ones will come and the old ones move out, 
get a month’s pay, and so on. 

Thus, in due time, the entire party—that is to say, if something does 
not happen to them next year—will actually get their hands into the 
public Treasury. They have been hankering after it, lo, these many 
years, They had a hunger which could not be satisfied with the offices 
and emoluments which sufficed for the Republicans. So they have 
created some hundreds of new places, increased the salaries attached to 
the old places, and, their resources being exhausted, they have adopted 
the month’s pay device to take care of the remainder of the hungry 
horde, thereby reducing the surplus, but carefully putting the reduc- 
tion into the party pocket. 

That is the response of the House of Representatives to the message 
of the President. Abandoning all consideration of our foreign affairs, 
taking no account of any other thing in the wide horizon supposed to be 
swept by the Executive vision, he simply dwells on the surplus in the 
Treasury and the necessity of reducing it, and the House of Represent- 
atives comes back with a proposition to give every member 6f the Dem- 
ocratic party a month’s pay. That would reduce the surplus, and that, 
I think, is just about as serious, probably, as the action of the House 
will be when they get furtheron. Atall events, this is what the Demo- 
cratic House, the one immaculate body thatnevererrs, which represents 
the high tide of Democratic sentiment this country through, has to say 
about this very important question, the sole topic of the President’s 
communication to Congress. 

I do not care about the partisan aspect of this controversy. Ido care 
that the business of this country shall not be interrupted in order to 
make capital for or against any plan of revising the tariff or reducing 
the surplus, I do care that the volume of currency, already too small, 
shall not be diminished by 10 per cent., and that the President of the 


United States, in order to diminish it, shall not deliberately violate the 
law that he has sworn to maintain and to execute. And I think theSen- 
ator can afford to set a good example of devotion to public interests by 
refusing to adjourn and by insisting on going ahead with the impor- 
tant business of the session. - 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if the President of the United States 
isto bethe guide, Congress meets every two years under the impending 
shadow of a great disaster. One thing terrifically dangerous is about 
to happen, and the whole business of the country is to be upset and de- 
stroyed if some pet scheme of this Administration is not immediately 
adopted by the National Congress. Two years ago we came together 
with fright depicted on the countenances of a great many public men 
and absolute terror in the executive department of the Government 
with reference to the question whether we should continue to coin 
$2,000,000 of silver a month or whether we should stop that coinage. 
Nay, the Administration did not wait till it got into power; the Presi- 
dent from Buffalo, contrary to the usual custom of Executives, issued 
a proclamation to the people, and more particularly to the House of 
Representatives, calling npon them to immediately legislate to avoid 
this great and impending disaster, to put the question beyond all doubt. 
Isup then, and I suppose now, that it was with the view that this 
Administration might not be annoyed by one of the difficult economic 
and financial questions of the day. x 

When we received the message of the President at the last session it 
dealt largely with that subject. When we got the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury it was full of the subject and practically con- 
tained nothing else. When we got the report of the Treasurer it 
abounded in denunciations of the financial policy adopted by Congress 
in relation to theuse of silver. The Comptroller of the Currency and 
the Director of the Mint shied their castors in the ring and took a lit- 
tle part in thisdiscussion. The whole civilized world was notified that 
we were on theeve ofsome great disaster, and the national banks were 
not slow in taking up the cry and putting in their oar in defense of the 
policy of the Administration. Then we began a discussion of itin this 
body and in the other House. No legislation resulted, and the great 
disaster threatened did not take place. Gold continued to come from 
abroad to a degree unusual in the history of acommercial people. Sil- 
ver was dug out of the ground and put into use as money, and when 
there was asurplus beyond what the Government coined it went abroad. 
The exports of silver were greater than the imports, notwithstanding 
the prophecy on the part of the Treasury Department that if wedid not 
repeal the law we should be flooded with silver, and that the gold would 
goabroad. Since that great impending disaster was threatened and 
prophesied we have added more than one hundred millions of gold to 
the hoarded gold in this country. The Treasury Department on the 
10th day of this month held $211,880,000 net gold, with only $46,000,- 
000 of silver, r 

The people abroad who took up these public declarations of the ex- 
ecutive department of our Government must have been impressed with 
the idea that we were novices in financial legislation; that we had no 
financial capacity or financial ability, and that this country was being 
run upon a policy which must eventually and very soon bring itto 
disaster. In the summer of 1885, before Congress met, after the lecture 
the other House had received from the Executive, and which failed to 
do anything during that session, we were told repeatedly from high 
official authority that there was an impending disaster threatened, and 
that the Government was likely to be dis; 

In the middle of July, 1885, there was a remarkable gathering of 
fifty-four national banks which came to the relief of this anti-bank Ad- 
ministration, as the Senator from Missouri would have us understand 
it is. Fifty-four banks got together in the city of New York, and 
there was the representative of this Administration, the Treasurer, with 
no more apthority to be there than any private citizen of the United 
States, representing the Government of the United States in what they 
professed was its hour of peril, and proposing what they proclaimed to 
the civilized world as a step necessary toaverta disgrace to the Admin- 
istration and to the nation. What did they do? What did that con- 
vention culminate in? In a loan to the Government of $6,000,000 
gold to be exchanged for $6,000,000 of fractional currency, which by a 
law was exchangeable for greenbacks worth more inthe commercial 
world that day than the gold which they exchanged for the fractional 
currency. They were careful not to exchange itfor silver dollars, but 
to exchange it for that which was equivalent to gold. 

I repeat what I have said before, that in the history of government 
administration there has never been such a spectacle presented, where 
one of the financial officers of the Government took part in a conven- 
tion to proclaim to the world that the Government he represented was 
in financial distress.and in danger of financial disgrace. When that 
convention met in New York nobody knew better than the Chief Ex- 
ecutive and the Secretary of the Treasury and the Treasurer that that 
was a bald pretense. I use the term advisedly and deliberately when 
I say it was a bald pretense. It was a fraud on the public, a fraud upon 
the American people, and a fraud upon the civilized world. There was 
no necessity for that convention. There was no need of the Govern- 
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in the Treasury of the United States, Therewere$17,322,310 more of 
gold certificates in the Treasury belonging to the Government of the 
United States, equivalent to gold coin, to bereceivedand taken by every- 
body as gold coin. In addition to that, there were in the Treasury $14,- 
400,000 of national notes, which could have been converted into coin 
on a moment’s notice in the city of New York, certainly within six 
hours from the time the notice was given. Here was a total of $152,- 
931,205 unused, unneeded, in the Treasury of the United States, be- 
sides the silver money, amounting to more than $100,000,000; and yet 
we were told that those banks had generously come to the relief of the 
Government of the United States by loaning it $6,000,000, the pay for 
which they eventually took in the greenback currency of the country. 

I said deliberately, with intent, thatit was apretense; and what was 
it for? To bring about a panic among the people with reference to the 
issue of the silver dollar; to convince the people that it was a financial 
risk to continue the coining of two million silver dollars a month. 
That is what it was sup would bring the representatives of the 
people to Executive opinion when they got here in December. 

was the disaster which was to be avoided? That we might 
avoid paying our bonds in the identical coin in which we had con- 
tracted that they should be paid; that the letter of the law and nothing 
more should be kept in view in reference to our dealing with the bond- 
holding creditors of the Government, and that was all. 

We are told that there is a great disaster impending now. It is the 
most remarkable exhibition in the history of the world (if not in the 
history of the world, at least in the history of this country), that no 
other Executive before this time has sent in his annual a dealing 
with one single question. All the great questions in which the people 
are interested, outside of the single question of the duties upon imports 
or therepeal of the revenue laws, have been avoided and left untouched. 
Our flag has been pulled down from off an American ship, our sailors 
and seamen have been insulted, arrested, and taken into a neighboring 
port without, as we think, the authority of law; and yet the President 
finds nothing to say upon that subject. He reserved himself entirely 
for this great impending disaster, and what is it? The surplus that is 
accumulating in the Treasury. 

This is the new disaster, the biennial disaster, the disaster which 
comes in aid of a support to the Executive opinion, the disaster which 
is presented to frighten the country and to alarm the people into sub- 
mitting to legislation that their judgment and their cool deliberation 
will not sanction. What isit? Fifty-five million dollarsof usin 
the Treasury of the United States to-day. What a wonderful surplus 
is $55,000,000! 

When this Administration came into power there was some surplus 
in the The outgoing Administration had paid every month, 
month in and month out, about $10,000,000 towards the reduction of 
the publie debt. 

This Administration failed to pay a dollar of the public debt till the 
following February, they coming into power in March. During the 
long summer and fall and the early winter they had no money to pay 
out, with millions lying idle in the Treasury, and it was paid out 
only when the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] brought his indict- 
ment in this body against the Administration and public opinion com- 
pelled the payment of some portion of the $194,000,000 which had been 
drawing interest for all those eleven months or nearly, to the time when 
the first payment was made, with money in the Treasury to have paid 
off, if not all of it, a considerable part of it in the very first week of the 
Administration. 

When this Administration came into power they had in the Treasury 
of the United States net $127,346,553 in gold. They had of gold cer- 
tificates in the Treasury $40,426,930 more. Thus on the 28th day of 
February, four days before the Administration came into power, they 
had $167,813,483 in gold. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator from Colorado for one 
moment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Colorado yield ? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. BUTLER. Isimply desire to inquire what is the question be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. TELLER. If that is all the Senator wants to know, I will pro- 


ceed. 
Mr. BUTLER. That is what I wanted to inquire. 

- Mr. TELLER. I do not wonder that the Senators on the other side 

of the Chamber, who have made this Chamber ring, during every ses- 
sion I have been here for a number of years, with denunciations of the 
Republican party for itsaccumulation of money in the Treasury, do not 
want cold facts and figures. I do not wonder that they rise to say that 
this discussion is out of time. There will never be a time when they 
will want to discuss this matter. There will never bea time when the 
truth will be pleasant to their ears, with reference to this matter, for 
they know that if this had been an administration they did not help 
to elect no denunciation could be too severe and no language they could 
use would be sufficient te their condemnation of an administra- 
tion that would thus 


Mr. BUTLER. The Senator certainly will not accuse me of indulg- 
ing in much stump-speaking. I certainly have not occupied much of 
the time of the Senate in stum i 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not complaining of any interruption the Sen- 
ator makes. 

In addition to the amount of gold I have spoken of, the Adminis- 
tration had seventy-two million and some odd thousands of silver dol- 
lars, every one of which might have been paid out by law, by right, 
upon the then accrued indebtedness of the United States in the shape 
of bonds, amounting very nearly to $200,000,000. They saw fit to 
continue to hoard the money in the Treasury, and when we came here 
in December, 1885, every dollar which had gone into the Treasury, 
save and except what was necessary for current expenses, had been 
there accumulated. At that time they had accumulated a considerable 
amount both of gold and silver, till the total accumulation in the 
Treasury of the United States amounted then to $287,156,965, which 
was payable, if they saw fit, upon the debt of the Government. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr, TELLER. I will not yield to the Senator to make a speech. 
If he wishes to ask a question, he can do so. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to ask a single question. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not yield for a speech such as the Senator at- 
tempted to make when the Senator from Kansas was on the floor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I-remember well when the honorable Senator 
was at one time a distinguished representative in the Cabinet of a dis- 
tinguished President. I remember quite well that the policy of that 
administration, and of all former Republican administrations, was to 
pay the public debt in the very best money known to theworld. What 
I should like to know is, whether that distinguished member of that 
Cabinet ever protested against the policy of paying the Government’s 
debt as the Republican party always paid it, and if that is true, why 
does he criticise a Democratic administration for pursuing the same 
policy ? 

Mr. TELLER. I didnot protest; nobody protested; the country was 
satisfied with the payment of the debt by the late administration and 
its predecessors. They paid it out month by month, not sporadically, 
not at the demand of Wall street, not at the demand of a bankers’ con- 
vention, not for the purpose of putting up stocks or putting them down, 
not in the interest of speculation and the banks, but they paid it off by 
a system, month in and month ont, during the many years that the late 
administration reduced the public debt, in a manner which has been 
the admiration and the wonder of the world. I had no occasion to pro- 
test, and I only protested when this Administration, for nearly eleven 
months, never paid a dollar of the public indebtedness, and allowed it 
to draw interest. i 

Mr. McPHERSON. I submit to the Senator that he ought to allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment just at that particular point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 


yield? 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield for a question, but Iam not going to 
yield for a speech. I know the Senator’s method of interruption. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator will remember that about thetime 
the Democratic Administration came into power it was predicted by 
the retiring Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. McCulloch, that the country 
would be upon a silver basis in less than thirty days. The Treasury 
had been depleted of its gold. There was nothing to maintain the pay- 
ment of the interest on the public debt, or that portion of the public 
debt to which the surplus should be applied. With this prediction we 
were confronted. The ed to strengthen itself, and it 
did so in a very legitimate way. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not a question, and itis nota fairstatement 
of the facts, as the records will show. It is not a fair statement of the 
facts of the financial history of this country. 

Mr. MCPHERSON rose. 

Mr. TELLER. I decline to be interrupted now. 

There was no such prophecy that this country would be on a silver 
basis. There wasan effort made by theSecretary of the Treasury then, 
as it has been made since, to destroy the confidence of t he people in the 
silver money of the country, and he did predict disasters if its coinage 
was continued, as his successor did. ; 

So far from this Administration having taken any steps to strengthen 
the Treasury or to increase the gold, they took nosteps at all, unless it 
was to keep the money in the Treasury. They knew if they paid out 
$10,000,000 for bonds in April that a considerable proportion of that 
money would get back into the Treasury in May, if they knew any- 
thing about the finances of the country at all. They knew that the 
way to get the customs duties in gold was to pay out the gold and put 
it in circulation among the people, if they had any ideas at all of the 
finances of thecountry. I complain, and a respectable party here com- 
plain, that they declined to pay out the money which was in the Treas- 
ury, but allowed it to accumulate, and now, I say, when they come 
here and tell us, as the foundation of an attack upon the revenue sys- 
tem of the country, that they make this attack because there is an im- 
pending disaster, it is not true and it is not madein good faith. They 
were Willing, in the interest of bondholders and in the interest of the 
banks, to accumulate much more money in the Treasury than they have 
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now, to leave the debt unpaid, and to let the people suffer for want 
ofthemoney. Fifty-five million dollars is the surplus to-day, they say. 
ı Mr. PLUMB. Without the subsidiary silver. 

Mr. TELLER. That does not take into account, asis suggested, the 
subsidiary silver. Of course they have declared that that was of no 
value, practically, in all theirtreatment. I admitit does not take into 
account the one hundred millions of gold held by the Treasury Depart- 
ment for the purpose of the redemption of greenbacks, which the Wall 
street banker, whom they brought and put into the Treasury, changed 
from the assets of the conntry to the debit side; who, instead of making 
it a credit made it a liability, and thus said to everybody here 
that we had been committing a fraud upon the public when we said 
we had $100,000,000 of gold put down in the assets of the country,and 
that it was a mistake; the more gold you had the worse you were off, 
if he was correct, and he put iton the liability side of the Government. 

Mr. President, is theresuch animpending danger? Have weso much 
money, or are we likely to have so much money, that we must destroy 
the established business of the country in haste, immediately, for the 
purpose of reducing the revenues? I shall not now discuss the question 
whether it will reduce the revenue; that question will come up later; 
but is there any for haste, for fright, for alarm, as indicated 
by the President’s message, with the $55,000,000 of surplus? Last year 
our customs duties increased over the year before $24,000,000; our sales 
of lands increased over the sales of the ing year $3,000,000; our 
internal revenue on tobacco alone was $2,000,000 more the last year 
than it was the year before. There was an increase of $34,000,000 of 

-revenue to the Government, mainly made up of items which are uncer- 
tain in their character and rintabia: 

Suppose we should have financial disasters all over the world. Such 
disasters come occasionally. Suppose we should have what are called 
hard times this year. Suppose we had had such a state of affairs last 
year, where would have been your increased amount of duties on im- 
ports? The people would have been too poor to have bought the im- 
ported articles, the duties would not have been paid, and you would 
not have had any surplus, and so you could strike off from the three 
items I have mentioned $27,000,000. If that had been done, suppose 
we had a deficiency bill of nearly $6,000,000, as it passed this 
body at least, and it ought to have been $10,000,000. A deficiency 
bill which would have properly discharged the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment and maintained its courts and its institutions in a proper man- 
ner would have been $10,000,000 instead of being nothingatall. Sup- 
pose we had passed a river and harbor bill of $5,000,000 or $10,000,000, 
and the disasters I have spokenof should haveoccurred. There would 
not then have been a dollar of surplus in the Treasury to-day. We 
should not have been in the condition, I admit, that we were when 
the Republican party entered upon the administration of the Govern- 
ment in 1861, because we should have had ample credit, whether we 
had any money in the Treasury or not. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] proceeded to speak in terms 
of great severity of the national banks and to refer to the bill which 
Mr. Hayes vetoed. Idid not feel particularly injured by what he said, 
for I voted for the bill, and would have voted for it over the vetoif an 
opportunity had been presented. I advocated the bill on the floor of 
the Senate. I condemn the conduct of the banks in that matter as 
much as the Senator does, and I think the banks did themselves an in- 
jury at that time from which they never will recover. But it comes 
with a bad grace from the Senator to say, ‘‘ I would not give the banks 
the opportunity to contract the currency; I would not give them the 
opportunity to issue more and then less, and so keep the financial affairs 
of the country in a disturbed condition.” Does the Senator remember 
that the first utterance from this Administration to this body and the 
other House was a recommendation that the $346,000,000 of the peo- 
ple’s money, drawing no interest and doing money duty as no paper 
ever did money duty in the history of finances in the world, should be 
surrendered, with the statement that the national banks would be glad 
to issue paper money for the accommodation of the public? Yet the 
Senator approves that, I suppose, because he sets himself up here as the 
champion of the financial ent of this Administration. 

All that has been said about the financial affairs of this Government 
being rr ae Seok of national ee ee not be controverted with 
a national-bank president as Secretary oi Treasury to begin with, 
with a national-bank officer as Treasurer, with the meetings with the 
representatives of national banks when the Government had no neces- 
sity for their aid, or their assistance, or their counsel; but more than 
all, with the recommendation that the $346, 000,000 should be destroyed, 
it costing the Government nothing to keep it afloat, practically doing 
duty as money wherever the English tongue is spoken, should take the 

lace of a national note to be issued, because the national banks would 
kind enough and generous enough to come to the relief of the Gov- 
ernment with the paltry sum of three or four million, or five or six 
million dollars of gold when there was no need of it. I say if there 
was anything needed to convince the people that this is a national-bank 
Administration, that it is controlled from Wall street, you need not. go 
to the character of the men appointed to office, but taking the utter- 
ances of the officials, from the Chief Executive down to the lowest 
officer who is allowed to address the public on the question of finance, 


the proof can be found so that no man, however zealous he may be, 
dare gainsay it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will inquire again, if the inquiry is not out of or- 
der, what is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the resolution reported yesterday from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations? The resolutions will be read at the desk, if the Senator desires. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like very much to have the resolution read 
and acted upon. If these stump-speeches are to continue I shall move 
to organize the Senate into a town-meeting, or some other meeting, and 
propos to divide time. I do not care to sit here and be compelled to 

i to stump-speeches, when, perhaps, we might avoid them. I there- 
fore'hope that whatever is to be considered by the Senate will be con- 
sidered; and I ask for the reading of the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read by the 
Chief Clerk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In THe HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 16, 1887. 
two atay li A cage eee sch 23, 1887, they we ir pridas pg 
til Wednesday, January 4, 1883. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the resolution? 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I believe the question, as present- 
ed by the resolution, is whether Congress shall adjourn for two weeks 
in this crisis or stay here and attend to the public business. From the 
discussions which have been had I am satisfied that we ought not to 
adjourn. We are told that the only financial remedy which can be 
had—and that is the issae—has been proposed by the President. We 
are told that the country is suffering grievously on account of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury; that there is a large amount of money locked up; 
and Iam satisfied that it will remain locked up-a long time if it is not 
liberated before that issue is disposed of. 

The issue, as I understand it, is whether the American people have 
come to the conclusion that they will stop doing their own work and 
hire it done, and send what money we have- out of the country with 
which to buy the necessaries of life, and leave our people without em- 
ployment. I believe that nations, as well as individuals, get rich by 
doing their own work, and that fact is pretty well illustrated by the 
history of this country. Every time we have had a tariff so that we 
had to do our own work, we havegrownrich. See what has happened 
since 1860. We destroyed at least $8,000,000,000 of property in the 
war. IfI remember correctly, we had $16,000,000,000 of property in the 
United States in 1860. In 1870 we had over $30,000,000,000, or about 
$24,000,000,000 estimated on a gold basis. In 1880 we had something 
over $43,000,000,000, and we were then pretty nearly equal to Great 
Britain. A fair estimate of the value of the property of the United 
States to-day, according to the ratio of increase since 1860, is not less 
than $60,000,000,000. We are now far in excess of Great Britain. In 
1860 the wealth of the United States per capita was $514. Itis now 
over $1,000. This is the result of doing our own work. There is no 
other visible agency to produce. 

To give up our markets to outsiders, to stop doing our own work, is 
the way to get poor, and thatis the only way suggested by the Presi- 
dent to bers Be of the surplus revenue that is in the Treasury, This 
process will also dispose of the revenue now in the pockets of the 
ple, because if you send your money out of the country to buy goods 
you canos either keep it in the Treasury or in circulation among the 
people. 

We are now on a coin basis. Our gold and silver has a commodity 
value for exportation as well as a money value for circulation at home. 
If we hire our work done abroad we shall have to gold and silver 
to pay forit. Then come contraction, hard times, idleness, and starva- 
tion. When we surrender our markets to Europe we must also sur- 
render our surplus cash. ‘This scheme is a good plan for draining the 
Treasury, but a bad one for our people who want employment and 
good wages. Of course, the question of the tariff depends in every case 
upon the circumstances of the country. If we had as neighbors two 


hundred million le who were receiving er than we are, 
and who were rich and able to our we would want to give 
our people emplo t by obtaining their markets for our manu 

ures and supply with ourcommodities which we would have to 


sell. There is no market in the world of that kind for us. We pay 
the highest wages of any people, and consequently if we throw our 
markets open, other people who work for less wages will supply us. 

If our tariff procures too much revenue some legislation may be nec- 
essary; but the question is, what kind of legislation we ought to have. 
Our markets are exceedingly valuable; sixty million people, better 
clothed and better fed than any other people on earth, are large con- 
sumers and most desirable customers. We paid last year over $683,- 
000,000 for commodities produced in Europe and Asia by cheap labor. 
That enormous sum was paid by our people for commodities uced 
by the labor of other countries at a rate of wages that would be star- 
vation prices in this country. We only charged the foreign peddlers 
(thro courtesy called importers) who sold these commodities in our 
markets about $217,000,000 for this privilege. It appears we have not 
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charged enough to keep these importers out of our country. Still the 
President proposes to sell our markets cheaper, so that more goods may 
be brought in and less manufactured here. He assumes that the money 
raised by a sale of our markets is so much taxes levied upon the in- 
dustries and necessities of our people. In this I think he is mistaken. 
I do not pretend to deny that every dollar raised by the tariff is a tax, 
but it oceurs to me that it is a tax upon the industries and necessities 
of other countries, and not upon our own people; and the tax thus 
levied, so far from burdening the industries of this country, protects 
them by charging others for the rights and privileges they enjoy in our 
markets. The fact that the people of England, and not the people of 
the United States, ask for free trade ought to have put the President 
on inquiry as to who pays the tax created by our tariff. The effect of 
this kind of taxation is illustrated, as before stated, by the rapidity 
with which we acquire wealth under the operations of the tariff. 

Our Democratic friends tell the laboring class that they will be greatly 
benefited if they do not have so much work to do; thatif they do not 
do any of their own work, but hire Asiatics and Euro to do it, 
they can livein luxury. The trouble is, however, they do not tell them 
how they are going to get money to buy these luxuries produced by 
cheap labor in other countries if they have no work to perform by which 
they can earn money. 

There is another way to regulate the amount of money to be pro- 
duced from the sale of our markets. Instead of selling them so cheap 
that any foreign country can buy them and make money at it, raise 
the price so that neither Asia nor Europe can afford to buy them. In 
other words, make the tariff prohibitory on articles in the production 
of which there is competition at home. 

I am opposed to giving away our markets; our people want them; 
they want the privilege of supplying them with their own manufact- 
ures and their own products, and they have a right to them; they live 
here and pay taxes. The Europeans and Asiatics do not support our 
Government and have no right to the privileges of our markets. All 
we have to do, if there is too much revenue, is to raise the tariff, do 
more work at home, buy less from abroad, and give our people a chance. 
The question must be discussed and understood before we adopt the 
President’s plan, which is to throw open our markets and put the la- 
boring men of this country in competition with the cheap labor of the 
Old World. 

The situation has materially changed since Democrats and Whigs 
discussed this question in the olden times. The millions of China are 
now aroused to the advantages of modern civilization; they have been 
among us and all over Europe and have learned the art of manufactur- 
ing every commodity which can be produced in any country. Take 
off the tariff and our markets will be flooded not only by the cheap 
labor of Europe, but by the labor of the starving millions of over- 
crowded China. 

Our laborers feel the sharp contest when they are put in competition 
with Chinese labor in this country—a contest from which they shrink, 
and from which we are legislating to protect them by excluding the 
Chinese. But if there were no duties on imported goods from China the 
Chinamen could remain at home and cogipete with the labor of this coun- 
try, deprive our people of their markets, and reduce their wages tostar- 
vation prices, 

The conditions have changed in the last forty years in another re- 
spect. The means of transportation have vastly improved. Freight 
isso cheap that all the laborers of the world under the rules of free trade 
would be practically placed on an equality. It costs comparatively 
nothing to Rig Sey goods from either Europe or Asia to the United 
States. A very few cents will transport enough clothing for the use of 
a family for a whole year. The cost of transportation will not make 
any material difference between wages in America and wages in Asia. 
The only protection the laborer has is our tariff. Remove that, and 
the Asiatics, residing at home and subsisting on rice, free from all the 
burdens of our country, can enjoy all of its advantages. The laborers 
of this country must work for Chinese wages and starve if we give away 
our markets. 

The free-traders tell the hatter that if there were no tariff on boots 
he could buy boots cheaper, but they do not tell him where he could 
get money to buy boots with if there was no tariff on hats. They tell 
the shoemaker that if there were no tariff on cloth he could buy his 
coat cheaper, but they do not tell him where he could get the money 
with which to buy a coat if the paupers of the Old World manufacture 
all the boots. They tell the farmer that if there were no tariff on dry 

it would not cost so much to clothe his family, but they do not 
tell him where he could get money with which to buy dry goods if his 
home market, which is 95 per cent. of his entire market, were taken 
away or even reduced one-half by the inability of the people, who would 
be thrown out of employment by free trade, to buy corn and potatoes, 
and who would be forced for want of other employment, and for want 
of money, to raise their own corn and potatoes or starve. 

Before we come to the conclusion that it is necessary to impoverish 
ourselves for the purpose of depleting the Treasury, it occurs to me 
that we ought to examine the whole subject and see if there is no other 
mode of disposing of the surplus revenue. Before we decide to adopt 
the President’s plan and grow poorer and poorer rather than to raise 


the tariff and grow richer and richer, we ought to examine the whole 
subject and ascertain whether or not poverty or a plethoric Treasury 
are the only alternatives which exist. 

That is the question to bediscussed. It will take some time to settle 
that question; and inasmuch as it is cool now, in the beginning of the 
session, as the discussion has opened beautifully, I should like to hear 
itgoon. I have been very much interested in the discussion. There 
may be some things which might be done with the surplus money. It 
has been suggested that it is unbecoming in us as a nation to allow all 
our seaports to remain entirely unprotected when we have plenty of 
money to build fortifications. All other nations support some kind of 
anavy, so as not to be at the mercy of their enemies; and it has been sug- 
gested that if Uncle Sam could spare the money it would be good policy 
to have a few seaworthy ships of war. It might be well to pay a little 
attention to the necessities of commerce and not wholly ignore the esti- 
mates of the engineers in charge of the improvements on our rivers and 
harbors. Something might be done for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River if we had the money. 

‘These enterprises would give employment to the people, and we would 
be doing our own work, if we could afford to spend some money for 
these purposes, Since the Secretary of the Treasury finds no difficulty 
in circulating silver certificates, the President might, in his discretion, 
purchase four millions instead of two millions’ worth of silver per 
month, and thus encourage silver mining and relieve not only the 
Treasury but the stringency of the money market. No particular harm 
would resnlt to any class if this should raise the price of silver so that 
the wheat and cotton growers of India would have a less percentage of 
adyantage over the producers of these commodities in the United States 
than they now enjoy while buying cheap silver in America and selling 
it at par in India. 

There may be other worthy objects that need the expenditure of money. 
Tt seems to me that we might look around and see what money is needed, 
and if we are getting too much money we may think it best for us to 
raise the tariff and reduce the revenue by that method rather than to 
reduce it by giving away our markets and pauperizing the people. 
These questions can be discussed now, while it is cool and the subject 
isup. Why draw our salaries and waste the next two weeks by going 
home and leaving the country in a crisis? I am in favor of staying 
here, and I shall vote against the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I only desire to say a word respect- 
ing the pending resolution. The Committee on Appropriations re- 
ported the resolution, believing that there was a general sentiment in 
favor of an adjournment for the holidays. The resolution came to us 
from the House of Representatives without a division in that body. 

Isympathize very much in what has been said by the Senator from 
Kansas as to what ought to be done, but I do not see that the Senate 
can very rapidly promote many of those things by stayingin session, in 
the condition in which the House of Representatives now is. 

It is well understood, I suppose, in this body that there are only 
three ways of getting rid of the surplus. One is the way suggested by 
the Senator from Kansas, which is a very good one, and now wholly 
within the control of the Administration; another is to appropriate 
the money, and another is to change our existing revenue laws. 

It is perfectly clear that revenue measures must originate in the 
House of Representatives. We waited for two years in this body for 
a proposition to come to us from the House of Representatives looking 
to a change of our revenue laws. From the beginning of 1885 to this 
time no such measure has come. There is now no pretense of a propo- 
sition that any such measure can or will come from the House of 
Representatives between this day and the 4th dayof January. There- 
fore, it is impossible for us to do anything in that time towards that 
end. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Did not the Republican party in the House of Repre- 
sentatives vote twice during the last Congress against considering at 
all the question of reducing taxation? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not going into a discussion as to what took 
place in the House of Representatives. It is enough for the Senator’ 
from Missouri to know that his party was in a large majority in the 
last House, that it is in a majority in the present House, and that itis 
responsible for the legislation so far as the House of Representatives is 
concerned. 

The Senate has at this time no power to act uponany of the measures 
suggested by theSenator from Kansas. Therefore, I do not see that we 
can promote or advance in any way the interests which we all think 
ought to be considered and advanced, by refusing the House of Repre- 
sentatives what they ask in the resolution, and what they have asked 
without a division as respects party. 

Mr. PLUMB. If we do not adjourn, the other House can hardly 
adjourn. The other House, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWES] well suggests, and as I was about to observe, will therefore 


1887. 


go to work. It as the parang lt people, ae pecans ins 9 
nopolies, and all that sort of thing, and p cally does nothing. It 
needs the competition, in the first place, of a good example. It hasal- 
ways had one practically on the part of the Senate, but it might be en- 
forced a little stronger at the present time. It needs not only that, but 
it needs the focus of public opinion, which it will get if the Senate re- 
fuses to adjourn. 

We can take np here and pass the bills which were passed at the last 
Congress, and which the other House never even took offitstable. Hun- 
dreds of bills went, it was said, from the Senate, bills of a public char- 
acter and bills of a private character, and they were laid on the Speak- 
er’s table, and were never taken off at all during the last Congress. 
As the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] informs me, there were four 
hundred and eighty bills in regard to which they never did the Senate 
the courtesy nor the public business the decency even to refer to com- 
mittees and give any chance by which they might be considered. 

This is not a question of comparison. It is a question of every body 
doing what it considers to be its duty. As I said, we can get off our 
Calendar and out of our committees largely the bills which we passed 
at the last session. We shall thereby have the decks cleared for action 
in such a way that if we can not do anything else we can sit around and 
see the dog-fight on the tariff busirtess in the other House, and then is 
the time I should like to have a little leisure. But if the other House 
should send us a revenue bill, we could then take it up freed from the 
impedimentum of a great Calendar, overloaded with bills from commit- 
tees which will be striving all the time for precedence, and which might 
crowd out the great revenue measure, It is to be an era of discussion, 
of full discussion, I hope, and wé ought to get rid of the frills and fur- 
belows of legislation, like the bill of my friend on my left [Mr. BLAIR] 
for the appropriation of $77,000,000 for education and things of that 
kind, and get ready for the serious-matter of reducing the surplus. 

Mr, BUTLER. Mr, President, I like a little fun occasionally, but 
I think of all the disgusting spectacles in the world, it is the affecta- 
tion and hypocrisy and humbuggery which we have seen in this body 
to-day. There is not a Senator upon the floor who does not know that 
what has been said about our staying here is absolutely bosh and hy- 
pocrisy. There is not a Senator upon this floor who does not know that 
there will not be one single thing done in either House of Congress 
until after the holidays; and yet we have been getting up before the 
country and posing as being anxious to do the public business, and the 
people demand it, and all such stuff and nonsense ! 

What is the need of such talk? The public understands it perfectly 
well. Isuppose a great deal of it was said for the benefit of newspapers 
and the reporters. We must stay here and work for the dear people ! 
The eyes of the country areon us! The focus of public opinion, as the 
Senator from Kansas says, will make the House of Representatives move! 

Sir, I do not like to even appear to be disr ul to anybody, but 
I repeat, it is the idlest, flimsiest, shallowest humbuggery i have ever 
known in my life. I can stay here as well as any other Senator, if the 
rest of the body propose to stay, and if the Senate will stay here and go 
to work I shall try and bein my seat; but if weare to stay here from day 
to day, and hear what we have heard to-day, stump-speeches, then I 
simply propose not to submit to it as far as I can help it. 

As I said awhile ago, if we are going to have a mere exhibition of 
stump-oratory upon this floor, let us organize this body into a town 
meeting and divide time, first one side and then the other, have ap- 
plause in the galleries, and all the other appliances and appurtenances 
of a town meeting; but if the Senate is going to preserve its decorum, 
as I understand it, let us either concur in the resolution of the House 
of Representatives, and come back on the 4th of January, or go to work 
in earnest, and adjourn from day to day. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do’not know who constituted the Senator from 
South Carolina a public censor—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not a public censor—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know who gave him any warrant to impugn 
motives on this floor or elsewhere, 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not a public censor—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas has the 
floor. Does he yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

ct PLUMB. Unless the Senator is a public censor he is a common 
scold. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we had two or three common scolds in the Senate 
we certainly should get along a great deal better. 

Mr. PLUMB. Each one may speak for himself in regard to his view 
about what is called public opinion. I do not think I demean myself 
at all in saying that I have respect for it; yet if I represented, in whole 
or in part, a State on this floor in which public opinion was stifled, I 
might speak more contemptibly about it. I have spoken here under 
just as much serenity as the Senator speaks, with responsibility to peo- 
ple me read the newspapers, who cast their own votes and have them 
counted, 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator be kind enough to explain why he 
assumes-—— . 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not propose to be catechised, nor do I propose 
to be held up to censure in the way—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator be kind enough to state why he 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the floor in his own right. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall seek the floor in my own right hereafter: 

Mr. PLUMB. When it comes to the point that a Senator can not 
oppose or favor a measure on the floor without subjecting himself to 
such censorship and such reflections as have been uttered by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, I think it is time to have the Senate purged. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in one thing I agree with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. I agree that it is hardly worth while for us 
to deny the other House the usual privilege of an adjournment over 
the holidays; but I do not a with him in his view of the debate to- 
day. I have been very much interested in it. It has brought to the 
attention of the Senate, I think, the folly of some features of the Pres- 
ident’s message, that he is endeavoring to create a scare and alarm 
about the condition of our country because it has fortunately for it 
$55,000,000 of surplus revenue inthe Treasury. Ifit be true that there 
is such a state of alarm, such a state of panic as is expressed by the 
language of the President, certainly a Democratic House friendly to 
him ought not to adjourn over the holidays. 

I do not believe that there is any such occasion for alarm. I do not 
believe that anybody is alarmed. I think that the language of the 
President was entirely too strong, and that the debate to-day illustrates 
the fact that while there are honest differences of opinion to be dis- 
cussed in the Senate on questions which ought to be approached grad- 
ually and considerately, yet it is right and proper for members on this 
side of the Chamber to call attention to the folly of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in suddenly adjourning without even an organization, with 
no committees appointed and no preparation made for this great peril. 
Therefore it is proper to make some reasonable comments upon the 
President’s message and upon the state of events by which we are sur- 
rounded. z 

The $55,000,000 of surplus revenue referred to in the message is less 
than’was in the Treasury at any time from the Ist of July after the 
President was sworn into office to February following when he first 
commenced buying bonds. ‘There have been several times in the his- 
tory of this Administration, during the nearly three years it has existed, 
when the surplus revenue was greater than it is to-day, and when the 
same cry of alarm might have been made, t 

It seems to me it is reasonable and right when such a state of affairs 
exists, when the country is about to be iy ey and business men 
are alarmed lest something terrible should happen because the money 
of the country is gathered into the Treasury, that the humbug should 
be at least punctured, or exploded, or explained away to a certain ex- 
tent. Weshallundoubtedly have to approach the questions which have 
been suggested here to-day, and I trust that in a temperate and fair 
manner we shall expose our differences and express our opinions. 

I do not regret the scenes which have occurred here to-day, and the 
speeches which have been made, which I consider very good on both 
sides of the question; but I agree entirely with what is said by the 
Senator from South Carolina in this, that we can not now refuse to 
comply with the request of the other House to adjourn. Such a refu- 
sal never has been made. I have known several times before when 
debates of this kind have sprung up and some talk has been had about 
husbanding the holidays and doing something, but in my thirty-odd 
years’ experience I do not know a single case where it has resulted in 
any good. The practical effect of our refusing to adjourn and to pa 
the resolution would be that by to-morrow the other House would. be 
without a quorum, whether we consent to their adjournment or not, 
and the next day there would not be a quorum of the Senate, in my 
judgment. Therefore it is simply folly to refuse an adjournment. 

I shall vote for the resolution; not that I would introduce it; not that 
I do not think there is plenty of business here for us to do; but I know 
very well, by long experience in Congress, and it has been the case for 
nearly the hundred years in which the Government has existed, thatit 
is impossible to hold Congress to work during the holidays; the mem- 
bers will go home to their families. It is idle, therefore, for us to 
waste any further time in delaying the e of the resolution, though 
Ido not at all regret the debate, but fhink it has been very useful and 
very instructive. ‘ 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the ques- 
tion whether a Senator in this body has a right to call other Senators 
to task for discussing a question which that Senator thinks is out of 
taste. I leave that by simply saying that whatever may be the senti- 
ment or the practice in some sections of the country with reference to 
the freedom of public utterance, it has not reached the Senate, and it 
is not likely to reach the Senate, and the Senate is not likely to con- 
stitute a censor ora critic. 

I agree with the Senator from South Carolina when he says there has 
been a good deal of humbug here to-day. Itoccurred tome that it was 
the greatest possible evidence of humbug when a Senator stood up and 
said that the President of the United States had not, under existing 
law, the authority to buy bonds, when the Chief Executive, whom he 
supports so heartily and so thoroughly, says in his message that he, or 
his financial officer, has bought $27,000,000 of bonds, It did strike me 
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that there was a good deal of humbng in that, and that there was a 


good deal of humbug in some other which were said, but I did 
not think it was exactly the thing for me to get up and say that it was 
humbug or hypoerisy for a Senator to say this or to say that. 


I simply wish to say to the Senator from South Carolina and his as- | Davis, 


sociates that they can not escape the discussion of this question, and 
they can not escape it because they think the other House is not going 
to send to us a bill which will enable us to discuss it according to the 
rules which prevail in some other bodies, where a speech must be upon 
the pending question, and germane to the question before the body. 
We shall find opportunities to discuss this whole economic question, 
and we intend to do it, and the gentlemen on the other side, who say 
they stand with both feet on the platform laid down by the President, 
and then straddle wide enough to get across the continent in the pro- 
tection of things which are in their interest, and theirs alone, will have 
ample opportunity for discussion. Senators from every section of this 
great Republic, who represent every class of the great American peo- 
ple in the Senate, and who do not believé in playing second fiddle to 
any nation, a tail toan English kite, who believe that the American 
laborer is interested in this question, and not the American manu fact- 
urer, and who are ready to discuss it from any standpoint, and at any 
time, will never be deterred by having it said in their presence that it 
is a stump-speech, nor will they be deterred by the fear of criticism, or 
by the fear, fortunately, that if they should differ from the Executive 
the public patronage would not be theirs. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I think that the Senator from Colo- 
rado and the Senator from Kansas have worked themselves into a frenzy 
without the slightest provocation on my part. I have not said one 
word about their speeches except that they were stum es. I 
do not think they will deny that they were. Isimply terized in 
language perhaps which was not entirely parliamentary the action of the 
entire body in pretending, as I insist, to desire that Congress should 
not adjourn, when everybody wanted to adjourn. Isaid nothing what- 
ever about the right of any Senator to speak upon any subject he chose. 
I said not one word about cutting off the discussion of the President's 
message or any other public question before the country. 

If the Senator from Colorado or the Senator from Kansas imagines for 
one instant that I desire to avoid any discussson upon these proposi- 
tions, they are both very much mistaken. On the contrary, upon an 
appropriate occasion and ata proper time, instead of attempting to pre- 
ventit, I shall invite discussion upon that and all other public questions. 

I was about to apologize to the Senate for the use of language which, 
as I said, perhaps might have been unparliamentary, but inasmuch as 
the Senator from Ohio in characterizing the message of the President of 
the United States refers to it as a piece of humbuggery, I think that 
Iam justified in applying that term to our own body without being 

Therefore, I shall not withdraw it, as Iwas about to do, 
but, follo his illustrious example, I believe I will let the language 
wah joan as it was uttered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the Secretary will cali the roll on agreeing to the resolution. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. JoNES] is with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER]. I do not know how he would vote, if present, on this 


question. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. Can his colleague say how he 
would vote on this question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He has gone home. 

ie DAWES. Iam unable to say how my colleague would vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator know how his colleague has acted 
or would act? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He has gone home. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair would observe that debate 
is not in order during roll-call. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senator from Alabama ought to consider 
himself free to yote his own sentiments. 

Mr. PUGH. Then I vote “yea” 4 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). On this question Iam 

with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES]. Ido not know 
ow he would vote, and therefore ,Withhold my vote. If I were at 
liberty to vote I would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

‘The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
37, nays 19; as follows: i 


YEAS—37. 

Allison, Cullom, McPherson, Sherman, 
Bate, Eustis, Morrill, Stanford, 
Beck, Evarts, Pasco, a 

è doers Payne, a 
Brown, Gray, Quay, 
Butler, > Ransom, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Hook, Sawyer, ` 


NAYS—19. 
Berry, Dawes, Man Platt, 
Blair, Dolph, Mitchell, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Frye, Paddock, Stewart, 
Chandler, iene’ A ler. 
Plumb, 
ABSENT—20. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, - Sabin, 
Call, Farwell, Jones of Ar Spooner, 
Chace, Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Stockbridge, 
oa Hale, Voorhees, 
Hawley, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 


So the resolution was concurred in. 
ATKINSON’S COINAGE REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, recom ied 
by the report of Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Massach who PAA ADSINT daa: 
ignated by me under the provisions of successive acts of Congress in that behalf, 
to visit the financial centers of Europe in order to ascertain the feasibility of és- 
tablishing, by international prs Nema a fixity of rates between the two pre- 


cious metals in free coinage of 
GROVER CLEVELAND.: 
MAXSIOX, 


Washinglon, December 20, 1887. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the message of the President and 
the accompanying documents be printed, the usual number. Toshow 
its character I send a letter to the Secretary to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 19, 1887. 


My Dear GENERAL: Pee, Goad President will probably send in a message 
coyor Ne report of Mr. Atkinson upon the condition and pros- 
“silver question” in tnt 

‘ogether with Mr. an report is a tranélation of Soetbeer’s “ Mate- 
ey bri by pag aye co eee terveri: whieh contains a perfect mine of in- 


fi rtant subject. 
(it would à rt siya a for Boat cone for the printing of this valuable 


tise to be given by Congress at the earliest day. 
The whole is in type, and I heartily Aerian it to your favorable action. 


Very truly, yours, 
T. F. BAYARD. 
Hon. Cus. F. MANDERSON, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Printing. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move that the message and accompanying docu- 
ments be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The message and documents will be 
referred to the Committee on Finance and printed. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to inquire what is the effect of the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont to refer the communication of the Secretary of 
State to the Committee on Finance? Ihope it does not interfere with 
the printing of the usual number. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. That order has been made. 

Mr. MORRILL. t was included. 

Mr. BECK. The usual number will be printed before reference ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print the message, with 
the accompanying documents, has been made. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


r GRAY. I desire—— 
- I have been recognized. T aove think ihn Bonato 
Pica to the consideration of executive business; but I will give way 
to morning b 


usinsss. 

Mr. GRAY intrôduced a bill (S. 1062) to increase the appropriation 
for the erection of the public building at Wi ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1063) for the relief of the heirs or 

legal representatives of Robert J. Baugness, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1064) for the relief of L. J. Warden; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1065) to authorize the distri- 
bution of certain moieties to the late officers of customs at the port ot 
San Francisco; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1066) exempting American coast- 
wise vessels piloted by their licensed masters, or by a United 
States pilot, from the obligation to pay State pilots for services not 
rendered; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. [I also introducea bill relating to imported liquor, and 
commend its very early and earnest attention to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The bill (S. 1067) relating to imported liquors was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a ‘bill (S. 1068) for the relief of J. G. 
Fell, Edward Hooper, and Burnham; which was read twice by 


George 
its title, and reterel to She Conver ion oa Intian AIia; 
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MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 


Mr. DOLPH. When the resolution for adjournment was taken up 
I had the floor, intending to make some remarks on the joint resolution 
(S. R. 2) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, empowering Congress to legislate upon the subjects of marriage 
and divorce, and prohibiting bigamy and polygamy. 

It is so late now that I shall not ask the Senate to hear me to-day, 
but I give notice that to-morrow, after the morning business, I shall ask 
leave to take up the resolution for the p of making some remarks. 
They will be brief, however, and I hope no Senator will ask me to give 
way for a resolution or a bill. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make a suggestion in reference to the order 
of business. The educational bill is the unfinished business. I have 
been notified by several Senators that they desire to make speeches 
somewhat at length, and it is obvious that to enter on its discussion to- 
morrow would be of very little service to the ultimate disposition of 
the bill; and as the Senator from Oregon desires to make a speech to- 
morrow on another matter, of which he has given notice, I ask unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the education bill be ned and be 
made the unfinished business for January 4, the day to which the ad- 
journment is to take place. j 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido not wish to oppose any motion the 
Senator from New Hampshire may make in to that bill ; I ex- 

+ him to have the entire management of it; but I want to be heard 

r a few moments this evening. I wish to make a statement, and not 
a statement alone, but to produce some records that will verify the 
statement I make. While Iam not rising now to oppose the motion, [ 
am simply doing what other Senators have done this afternoon, taking 
advantage of the situation tomake a few remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent. Does the Chair understand the Senator from 
Virginia to yield the floor? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; I do not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs the Senator’s par- 


don. : 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Asan earnest advocate of this bill from the 
time the Senator from New Hampshire introduced it I desire to state 
to him again that I can not indorse this book which he has had laid on 
our desks. I see itis copyrighted. Of course the Senator hada right 
to copyright it. It ought to have been a kind of a Know-Nothing blue- 
book. In it here are the indorsements of Senators of what is called 
the Blair educational bill, which indorsements were made two years 
after the bill had passed and by Senators who had earnestly opposed it 
from different standpoints on this floor. I object to that going to the 
country as a book or as a public document, printed in almost the form 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD save and exceptthe back of it. I will 
take for instance the indorsement of one of the Senators, and I do this 
for a reason which isnot to be attributed to any malice on my part, but 
because of recent occurrences in my own State and among the repre- 
sentatives that are there in its General Assembly. Ican not read itin 
this light; butit is the indorsement of Senator Mahone, of Virginia. 

The Senator from New Hampshire knows that Senator Mahone, of 
Virginia, opposed that bill, and that this indorsement which is in his 
book was written two years after the bill had passed the Senate. If 
there be any doubt about it, Ihave‘the RECORD here. I want to call 
special attention to it because of the fact that in the Virginia General 
Assembly a few days ago an accusation was made that statements 
which I had made on this floor were untrue. 

Ihave here the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 17, part 2, of the 
Congress, in which that Senator appeared as absent, when the Senator 
from New Hampshire and other Senators on this floor asked me to go 
into his committee-room and get him to vote for or againstthe bill. I 
met him in his committee-room. He wasabsentfrom the roll-call, but 
not from the Capitol. 

I have here the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of two years later, in which 
the words appear that are copied into this pamphlet or bill of theSenator 
from New Hampshire. I do not propose to stand in this Senate Cham- 
ber under an aspersion of that sort coming from my own State and ver- 
ified here by what appears to be a record that will be wrung around 
among the people with whom I live. If we are to have bills intro- 
duced and passed here, let us have bills, but not such statements as are 
made in this book to bear out the records of men that contravene the 
records of the Congress itself as is shown by these books. 

I never have paraded any record of my own in that form, or in any 
other. Ihave never yet, and hope I never will. I have neverhad the 
opportunity, I should rather say, to occupy a committee-room from 
which to issue a personal document anda personal record after my term 
had expired in the Senate; and I do object to sending out this which 
as far as it can be isa statement made that goes to aquestion of veracity 

‘between me and a representative Virginian in the house of delegates, 
put into a document of the Senate, Ido not think the Senator from 
New Hampshire will ask to have it remain there until he shall have 
stated on this floor that this statement made here is taken from the Con- 


GRESSIONAL RECORD made two years after the opposition of my former 
colleague to this bill. 

I am willing to rest my statements on the RECORD, and I will be par- 
doned by Senators and by all gentlemen everywhere for making this 
statement, when they read in the journals of the house of delegates of 
Virginia not only what hasseemingly appeared to be a record here, buti 
that my word was not good because of the fact that the record was 
against me. Isay that this is no record. Here is the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of 1883, here is the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 1885, and I 
ask the Senator from New Hampshire now on this floor to say which 
one of these records is right. I will carry the books to him, I will show 
them, I will read to him the remarks from each one of them, and let it 
go back to Virginia whether I have told the truth or whether the state- 
ment there made against me was correct. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the pamphlet to which the Senator has 
alluded contains brief statements, selected sentences of the views of 
Senators as delivered on this floor touching the merits of what isknown 
as the educational bill. That bill, as is known, has passed the Senate 
on two different occasions, once in the year 1884 and again in the year 
1886. 

During the vacation, knowing that this bill would be again pending, 
and there being a vast amount of matter accumulated in the way ofargu- 
ment and data bearing upon it, I performed the labor of making some 
selections for the purpose of elucidating the subject in such a way as 
to save the time of the Senate; and the passage to which the Senator 
refers is one of the results. Embodied upon its covers is some other 
additional matter. The body of the book is simply copied from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD itself, the record of the two debates preced- 
ing the passage of the bill in 1884 and 1886. 

Of course it never occurred to me that there ever was any occasion, 
in taking from the remarks of Senators in reference to the merits of the 
bill, to make a designation of the occasion of the debate in which those 
remarks were uttered, whether in 1884 or 1886, they being on the same 
measure. The remarks of Senater Mahone in favor of the bill are 
taken from the debate of 1886, the last debate, when, as I understand, 
he favored the measure, voting for it. I have no knowledge in refer- 
ence to the circumstances which are averred by the Senator with refer- 
ence to the action of Mr. Mahone on the first occasion when the bill 
was pending in and passed by the Senate. In committee he favored 
the original bill as introduced in 1881, as reported in the Forty-seventh 
Congress. The bill passed in 1884 was considerably modified. I can 
not say that Senator Mahone favored those modifications. I think he 
did not. Iam not aware whether he opposed the bill on its final pas- 
sage, and I can not say. 

I sincerely take great pleasure in stating what I think no man who 

knows the Senator from Virginia will doubt for a moment, that his ve- 
racity, so far as I know, is not to bequestioned anywhere. Itake him 
to be a man of the truest and highest veracity, and that he has stated 
nothing on this floor or elsewhere but what he sincerely believes to be 
true; but so far as the record goes it bears out any citation which has 
been made in this pamphlet. 
. Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I am greatly obliged to the 
Senator for saying that he never heard me tell a story. Ishould like, 
also, to know why the Senator can not recollect that he asked me to go 
to the committee-room and request Senator Mahone to come here and 
vate. My persistence in this statement, I think, is justified by the fact 
that I have been assaulted in my own house of delegates in Virginia. 
The Senator from New Hampshire and, I think, Senator Cameron, then 
of Wisconsin, asked me to go. Now, there is this distinction to be 
drawn, and I want it clearly drawn, and I want it done on this floor, 
where it will answer the allegation brought against me down there in 
my own State among my own people. The bill of 1881 that the com- 
mittee agreed upon was a bill providing that the money should be dis- 
bursed through Federal officers. The last Blair educational bill, as it 
came into the Senate and was perfected, was opposed because the money 
was to be disbursed by State school boards. I want the distinction 
clearly drawn, and I want itto go into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
that I make it. The journals of the house of delegates of the State of 
Virginia will be responsible for what is said there. 

When the change was made the Senator from New Hampshire does 
not recollect, Iam sorry for it. I know achange overcame the mind 
of my colleague, and that is the cause of the accusation brought 
against me in Virginia. That is thechange, and from that time on he 
was opposed to the bill until, as this book shows, two years after it 
was passed, he gave voice to the world, appearing in a new CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD made up by the Senator from New Hampshire and 
copyrighted. I wantit understood, and I intend to have it understood, 
that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the recollection of Senators 
here bear me out, so far as I am concerned, and show the verity of my 
statement, and let that which goes out through others rest upon their 
recollection and upon a record made up two years after date. i 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish merely to correct a slight in- 


accuracy of the Senator from Virginia, The difference between the 
original bill as it stood in 1881 and the bill as passed in 1884 and 1886 
was this: that by the bill as originally introduced in 1881, the funds 
were to be disbursed upon the joint approval of the State authorities, 
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and of the Federal commissioner or authorities, and without the ap- 
proval of both there was to be no disbursement in the States. It was 
not a bill providing that the disbursement should be made by Federal 
authority, in any wise disregarding the authorities of the State. The 


bill as it passed in 1884 and 1886 is before the Senate, and it provides 
substantially that the disbursement be at the will of the State, sub- 
ject to certain conditions and reports, as the Senate understands. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The papers state exactly what I said or in- 
tended to say, that as long as there was a Federal hand in the distribu- 
tion of the money the committee were a unit; that when the Federal 
hand was withdrawn and it was sent to State boards to report back to 
the Interior Department, then came the difference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ThatSenate bill No. 371, to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools, being the 
unfinished business before the Senate to-day, may be informally passed 
over and assigned as the unfinished business for Wednesday, the 4th 
day of January next. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to its being postponed and made 
the special order for that day, but I object to making it the unfinished 
business in anticipation. 

Mr. BLAIR. If theSenator objects to its being postponed in the form 
in which I desire, I wish to proceed with the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Why not make it the special order for that day ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator very well understands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 
371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools. The Senator from Ohio moves that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, December 22, at 12 


o’clock m, 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 19, 1887. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Harold Marsh Sewall, of Bath, Me., consul-general of the United 
States at Apia. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Nathan Cleaves, of Maine, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Portland, in the State of Maine. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 20, 1887. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Kerr Craige, of North Carolina, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fifth district of North Carolina. 


- ASSISTANT REGISTER OF TREASURY. 
Legh W. Reid, of Virginia, to be Assistant Register of the Treasury. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Edgar F. Dell, tobe postmaster at Woodbury, in the county of Glouces- 
ter and State of New Jersey. - 

Norman R. Burghardt, to be postmaster at South Orange, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

James W. Errickson, to be postmaster at 
Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

George B. Givens, to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the county of 
Warren and State of New Jersey. 

John Johnson, to be postmaster at Patérson, in the county of Passaic 
and State of New Jersey. 

John Kennell, to be postmaster at Passaic, in the county of Passaic 
and State of New Jersey. 

Samuel A. Laning, to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey. 

Cyrus F. Osgood, to be postmaster at Hammonton, in the county of 
Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 

William H. Price, to be postmaster at New Brunswick, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

Victor C. Roberts, to be postmaster at Moorestown, in the county of 
Burlington and State of New Jersey. 

Alfred R. Toland, to be postmaster at Asbury Park, in the county of 
Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 
' Albert H. Mowry, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Charleston and State of South Carolina. 

William 8. Morrow, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county of 
Washington and State of Iinois. 

James B. Charters, to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of Lee 
and State of Illinois. 


Freehold, in the county of 


James T. Doherty, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the county of 
Kane and State of Illinois. 
Joel H. Johnson, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county of 
McHenry and State of Illinois. 
Marcellus Keene, to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county of Lo- 
gan and State of Illinois. 
Walter Kirkpatrick, to be postmaster at Virden, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Illinois. 
Thomas J. Mathews, to be postmaster at Grayville, in the county of 
White and State of Illinois. 
Agnes Ross, to be postmaster at Ravenswood, in the county of Cook 
and State of Illinois. 
“James L. Scott, to be postmaster at Mattoon, in the county of Coles 
and State of Illinois. 
Levinus L. Stark, to be postmaster at Wheaton, in the county of Du 
Page and State of Illinois. 3 
James M. Thomas, sr., to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county 
of Stark and State of lllinois. 
William J. Burrow, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Michigan. 
James A. Canavan, to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan. 
Oscar H. Dean, to be postmaster at Pentwater, in the county of 
Oceana and State of Michigan. 
James Dempsey, sr., to be postmaster at Manistee, in the county of 
Manistee and State of Michigan. 
Russell B. Emmons, to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county of 
Tosco and State of Michigan. 
Andrew M. R. Fitzsimmons, to be postmaster at Reading, in the 
county of Hillsdale and State of Michigan. 
James H. Gee, to be postmaster at Norway, in the county of Menom- 
inee and State of Michigan. 
Alonzo Gilbert, to be postmaster at Stanton, in the county of Mont- 
calm and State of Michigan. 
Edward D. Home, to be postmaster at Bessemer, in the county of 
Gogebic and State of Michigan. 
Maria S. Howlett, to be’ postmaster at Jonesville, in the county of 
Hillsdale and State of Michigan. 
Charles L. Hecox, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Montcalm and State of Michigan. 
Peter McKellar, to be postmaster at Paw Paw, in the county of Van 
Buren and State of Michigan. 
Henry D. Pessell, to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county of Branch 
and State of Michigan. 
William Springer, to be postmaster at Port Huron, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Michigan, 
Charles J. Strang, to be postmaster at Charlevoix, in the county of 
Charlevéix and State of Michigan. 
Derwin Ely, to be postmaster at Alma, in the county of Gratiot and 
State of Michigan. 
James B. Thorn, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of Len- 
awee and State of Michigan. 
James P. McGill, to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Wisconsin. 
James McGinn, to be postmaster at Neenah, in the county of Win- 
nebago and State of Wisconsin. 
Daniel A. Mahoney, to be postmaster at Kenosha, in the county of 
Kenosha and State of Wisconsin. 
Levi F. Martin, to be postmaster at Chippewa Falls, in the county 
of Chippewa and State of Wisconsin. 
John Meehan, to be postmaster at Darlington, in the county of La 
Fayette and State of Wisconsin. 
Gustay Meyer, to be postmaster at Boscobel, in the county of Grant 
and State of Wisconsin. 
Adam Milbrath, to be postmaster at New London, in the county of 
Waupaca and State of Wisconsin. ; i 
Francis R. Reuschlein, to be postmaster at Burlington, in thecounty 
of Racine and State of Wisconsin. 
Albert C. Robinson, to be postmaster at Green Bay, in the county of 
Brown and State of Wisconsin. 
William M. Underhill, to be postmaster at Oconto, in the county 
of Oconto and State of Wisconsin. 
Edward Whaley, to be postmaster at Prairie du Chien, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Wisconsin. 
James W. White, to be ter at Kosciusko, in the tounty of 
Attala and State of Mississippi. 
George W. Bynum, to be postmaster at 
Alcorn and State of Mississippi. 
Lemuel S. Dillard, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of La 
Fayette and State of Mississippi. 
William J. Rousseau, to be postmaster at Starkville, in the county of 
Oktibbeha and State of Mississippi, . 
Eben R. Wortham, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Washington and State of Mississippi. 
Daniel K. Weis, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of Boyd 
and State of Kentucky. 


Corinth, in the county of 


1887. 


William H. Wilkerson, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
eounty of Montgomery and State of Kentucky. 
Josiah B. Willis, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Madison and State of Kentucky. 
Susan K. Burch, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county of 
Scott and State of Kentucky. 
Julius E. Geier, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Kentucky. 
William 8. McChesney, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Fayette and State of "Kentucky. 
Henry C. Metcalfe, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county of 
Nicholas and State of Kentucky. 
William R. Rhea, to be postmaster at Johnson City, in the county 
of Washington and State of Tennessee. 
James E. Surguine, to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county of 
Bradley and State of Tennessee. 
Edmund J. Wood, to be postmaster at McMinnville, in the county 
of Warren and State of Tennessee. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 21, 1887. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
Alexander R. Webb, of St. Louis, Mo., to be consul to the United 
States at Manila. 
POSTMASTERS. 
D. W. Vail, to be postmaster at Norwalk, inthe county of Huron 
and State of Ohio. 
Philip Klein, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county of Ross 
and State of Ohio. 
Mortermore Allison, to be postmaster at Canisteo, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York. 
Christian B. Dorwart, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio. 
8. S. Bloom, to be postmaster at Shelby, in the county of Honiana 
and State of Ohio. 
Dudley H. Beaman, to be postmaster at Hiram, in the sommer of 
Portage and State of Ohio. 
George Daniel, to be postmaster at Sandusky, in the county of Erie 
and State of Ohio. 
Frederick O. Cable, to be postmaster at Owego, in the county of Ti- 
oga and State of New York. _ 
William R. Brown, to be postmaster at Newburgh, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York. 
Samuel J. Brown, to be postmaster at Havana, in the county of 
Schuyler and State of New York. 
Frank G. Bolles, to be postmaster at Unadilla, in the county of Ot- 
sego and State of New York. 
Williard M. Baird, to be postmaster at Ogdensburgh, in the county 
of St. Lawrence and State of New York. 
Samuel O. Arnold, to be postmaster at Katonah, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 
Charles M. Felton, to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York. 
John C. Fairchild, to be postmaster at Mamaroneck, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 
Charles J. DeLand, to be postmaster at Fairport, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York. 
Edward G. Dean, to be postmaster at Deposit, in the county of 
Broome and State of New York. 
James 8. Davenport, to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, in the 
county of Otsego and State of New York. 
Terrence M. Davis, to be postmaster at Alfred Centre, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York. 
enry Davie, to be postmaster at Delhi, in the county of Delaware 
and State of New York. 
Thomas D. Jones, to be postmaster at Attica, in the county of Wyo- 
ming and State of New York. 
Seward F. Gould, to be postmaster at Avon, in the county of Living- 
ston and State of New York. 
Sophie J. Gaydon, to be postmaster at Port J efferson, in the county 
of Pak and State of New York. 
hn T. Gallup, to be postmaster at Greenport, in the county of Suf- 
folk and State of New York. 
Valentine Fleckenstein, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York. 
Augustus M. Field, to be postmaster at West Chester, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 
James A. McKenna, to be postmaster at Long Island City, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York. 
Frank McKeon, to be postmaster at Dobbs Ferry, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 
Andrew J. Moore, to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county of Orange 
and State of New York. 
Albert J. Lovelee, to be posimastar at Adams, in the county of Jeffer- 
nee A mater Cent 
o ter at in the county of Alban; 
and State of New York. ory ey garnet =< £ 
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Samuel T. Kilpatrick, to be postmaster at Irvington, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 

William J. Phillips, to be postmaster at Wolcott, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York. 

Wright E. Perry, to be postmaster at Cold Spring, in the county of 
Putnam and State of New York. 

Nathaniel H. Odell, to be postmaster at Tarrytown, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 

Thomas O’Connor, to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York. 

Burr O. Newton, to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of Alle- 
gany and State of New York. 

William P. McCarty, to be postmaster at Allegany, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

George G. Schwinger, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

Daniel A. Sackrider, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

John B. Sackett, to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of Erie 
and State of New York. 

Marvin Sackett, to be postmaster at New Lebanon, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York. 

William K. Roy, to be postmaster at Wappinger’s Falls, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York. 

Benjamin Rhodes, to be postmaster at Niagara Falls, in the county of 
Niagara and State of New York. 

William J. Dyckes, to be postmaster at Lewistown, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Illinois. 

Perry 8. Wicks, to be postmaster at Bay Shore, in the county of Suf- 
folk and State of New York. 

L. Lockwood Thayer, to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of New York. 

Benjamin M. Tasker, to be postmaster at Fort Edward, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York. 

Charles R. Street, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the couuty of 
Suffolk and State of New York. 

E. Lewis Snow, to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county of Gene- 
see and State of New York. 

Andrew A. Slawson, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county of 
Tioga and State of New York. 

Edgar H. Looney, to be postmaster at Bentonville, in the county of 
Seiten and State of Arkansas, 

Charles E. Bramble, to be postmaster as Texarkana, in the county of 
Miller and State of Arkansas. 

Hugh C. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Neosho, county of Newton 
and State of Missouri. 

Robert A. Scott, to be postmaster at Friendship, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York, 

Elam L. Stewart, to be postmaster at Carmi, in the county of White 
and State of Illinois. 

Isaac Fielding, to be postmaster at Champaign, in the county of 
Champaign and State pf Illinois. 

Bart Burke, to be postmaster at Santa Cruz, in the county of Santa 
Cruz and State of California, 

William E. Woodson, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county of 
Saline and State of Missouri. 

John D. Wood, to be postmaster at California, in the county of Mon- 
iteau and State of Missouri. 

Henry H. Saling, to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county of 
Scotland and State of Missouri. 

James M. Nickell, to be postmaster at Hannibal, in the county of 
Marion and State of Missouri. 

William T. Marsh, to be postmaster at Rich Hill, in the county of 
Bates and State of Missouri. 

John B. Jewell, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of Car- 
roll and State of Missouri. 

Henry W. Hough, to be postmaster at Kirkwood, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Missouri. 

Lowry W. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Lewis and State of Missouri. 

John C. McCauley,to be postmaster at Searcy, in the county of White 
and State of Arkansas. 

Napoleon B. Byrne, to be postmaster at Berkeley, in the county of 
Alameda and State of California. 

Thomas Leonard, to be postmaster at Sonora, in the county of Tuo- 
Iumne and State of California, 

John T. Knox, to be postmaster at San Bernardino, in the county of 
San Bernardino and State of California. 

Mary C. Hughes, to be postmaster at Fresno City, in the connty of 
Fresno and State of California. 

James S. Gardiner, to be postmaster at Anaheim, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 

Wyatt C. Durno, tô be postmaster at Trackee, in the county of Ne- 
yada and State of California. 

Elisha De Witt,to be postmaster at Yreka, in the county of Siskiyou 
and State of California. 


. of Santa Clara and State of 
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Jasper N. Davies, to be postmaster at Arcata, in the county of Hum- 
boldt and State of California. 

Granville Spurgeon, to be postmaster at Santa Ana, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 

Edward O. Rollins, to be postmaster at Oroville, in the county of 
Butte and State of California. 

Edward A. Preuss, to be postmaster at Los.Angeles, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 


Allen D, Norman, to be postmaster at San Diego, in the county of | this a 


San Diego and State of California. 
John McGonigle, to be postmaster at San Buenaventura, in the 
county of Ventura and State of California. 


Willis U. Masters, to be postmaster at Pasadena, in the county of | sha 


Los Angeles and State of California. 

Franklin T. Dick, to be postmaster at La Grande, in the county of 
Union and State of Oregon. 

George W. Larue, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of Whit- 
man and Territory of Washington. 

Caleb R. Barratt, to be postmaster at Salt Lake City, in the county 
of Salt Lake and Territory of Utah. 

Edward Weisbaum, to postmaster at Hanford, in the county of 
Tulare and State of California. 

Isaac N. Thompson, to be pss ter tis Santa Clara, in the county 

ifornia. 

Hiram H. Thomas, to be postmaster at Colusa, in the county of Colusa 
and State of California. 

William Lee, to be postmaster at St. Paul, in the county of Ramsey 
and State of Minnesota. 

Gilbert R. Lindsay, to be postmaster at Rahway, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey. 

Andrew J. Nuzum, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county of 
Taylor and State of West Virginia. 


Frank D. Hoy, to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, in the county of | ferred al 


Mason and State of West Virginia. 
William P. Campbell, to be 

of Brooke and State of West Virginia. 
Charles R. Oldham, to be postmaster at Moundsyille, in the county 

of Marshall and State of West Virginia. 


at Wellsburgh, inthe county 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, December 21, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. S 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House letters from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of the findings of fact by the 
court in the cases of Robert E. Hale against the United States, Edwin 
Dickinson against the United States, and David Singleton against the 
United States; which were laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Gay, from to-day until January 5. 

To Mr. PARKER, from to-day until January 9, on account of sick- 
ness, z 

To Mr. McCormick, from the adjournment of the House to-day un- 
til after the holiday recess. 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON RULES. 

gre RANDALL submitted the following report from the Committee 

on Rules. 


The Clerk read as follows: ; 
The Committee on Rules, to which were referred various propositions to amend 
the rules of the House, has had Sins OS unter eunailernsion aad rakes IMAO 
lowing partial repo: 


rt: 

The committee has not had time to conclude its consideration of all the prop- 
ositions referred to it, and therefore reports back to the House measures 
OY Aa SAA NESSAS, to be disposed of in order to complete the organiza- 
tion use, 


The committee recommends the sopen of the rules of the Forty-ninth 
Congress until the further order of the House, with the following changes : 

The Committee on Library shall consist of five members. 

Rule X shall be amended by inserting, after the words “on Rivers and Har- 
bors, to consist of fifteen members,” the following words: ‘‘on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, to consist of thirteen members.” 

Rule XI shall be amended by inserting, after clause 8, the words “to the mer- 
caret parity and fisheries: to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 

es. 

Rule XII shall be amended by striking out the word “and,” before the words 
= Mines and Mining,” and inserting, after the said words, “and Private Land 
Claims. 

Clause 4 of Rule XXI shall be so amended as to read as follows: ` 

“All bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, for the establishment 
or change of post-routes, and all bills of a private nature. shail be delivered to 
the Clerk, as in the case of memorialsand petitions, forercference to appropriate 
committees,” 

That clause 1 of Rule XXII be so amended as to read as follows: 

“J, Members ha: petitions or memorials or bills of a private nature to pre- 
sent may deliver them to the Clerk, indorsing their names and the reference or 


to be made thereof; and said petitions and and bills of a 
private nature, except such as in the judgment of the Sı er are of an obscene 
or insulting character, shall be on the Jour with the names of 


the 
members presenting them, and the Clerk shall furnish a transcript of such entry 
to the Official Reporters of Debates for publieation in the RECORD.” 

That clause 2 of Rule XXII be so amended as to read as follows: 

“2. Any petition or memorial or private bill exeluded under this rule shall be 
returned to the member from whom it was received; ining? anor oon and private 
bills which haye been ap pian referred may, by direction of the com- 
mittee having possession of the same, be properly referred in the manner orig- 
inally presented; and an erroneous reference of & petition or private bill under 

is clause shall not urisdiction upon the to consider 
port the same.” 

That Rule XLVI be amended so as to read as folfows: 

“ There shall be ted 500 copies of each bill of a publie nature, of which 25 
shall be deposited in the office of the Clerk of the House, and the remainder 

H be ited in the document-room of the House for the use of bers; 
and there shall be printed 100 copies of each private bill, which be depos- 
ited in the document-room of the House for the use of members. Motions to 
print additional numbers of any bill, report, resolution, or other publie docu- 
ment shall be referred to the Committee on Printing, and the 
mittee thereon shall be aeeompanied 


That thereshall be a Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to be 
appointed by the Speaker, to consist of thirteen members, to which shall be re- 
ferred all propositions touching civil service of the United States. 

That there shall be a Select Committee on the Election of Presidentand Vice- 
President and Representatives in Congress, to be appointed by the Speaker, to 

of thirteen referred all lions 


to which shall be n 
the election and tenure of the oflice of the President an jee-President re | 


Representatives in Congress, the count of the electoral vote, and the succession 


to the office of President. 
That there shall be a Select ittee on Eleventh Census, to be ap- 


Comm the 
pane by the Speaker, to consist of thirteen members, to which shall be re- 
erred all proposed legislation concerning the eleventh census of the United 
States and the a tof representation in the House of Representatives. 
That there shall be a Select Committee on Indian Depredation te be 
ad kame by the Speaker, to consist of thirteen members, to which shall be 
referred all proposed legislation relating to claims of citizens of the United 
States on account of property destroyed or taken by Indians, appro- 
ns therefor. 

That there shall be a Select Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, to be 
appointed by the Speaker, to consist of seven members, to which shall be re- 
1 ance or eng at ncaa nape E GE 

epresentatives. 


shall be a Select Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic, to be 
appointed by the Speaker, to consist of eleven. members, to which shall be re- 
ferred all propositions touching the alcoholic liquor trafic. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to hold the floor so as to 
enable me to call the previous question upon the adoption of the report; 
but I do not mean to eee for È moraa by that statement the ex- 
istence of any purpose to al dogo e touching the various proposi- 
tions submitted in the report of the Committee on Rules. 

It will be noticed that the re is only a partialone. The time 
has not been sufficient for the Committee on Rules to consider every 
subject that has been referred to it and every change proposed; but it 
is the intention of the committee to investigate fully each of the sug- 
gestions that have been referred to it for its consideration. It is also 
proper for me to state that the report is a unanimous one, except in one 
particular, and that is as to the creation of the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and myself constituted the major- 
ity of the committee in that connection. There were two votes against 
it, which I am permitted to state came from—— 

Mr. BLAND. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me complete my statement. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to ask the gentleman in this connection if at 
the proper time he will yield for an amendment to that portion of the 
rule to which he is just referring confining the jurisdiction of the com- 
mittee to the District of Columbia, where Congress alone has jurisdiction 
overthesubject. Ithas none in the States, and I desire a separ ate vote 
on that proposition, with the opportunity of amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whenever the gentleman presents his proposition 
I will statemy instructions. My instructions, as I understand them to 
be, are to ask the previous question on the adoption of the report as 
submitted. - 

But I was proceeding to state, in reference to the votes in committee 
on the creation of the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, that there 
were two gentlemen who voted in the minority, they being the Speaker 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

I desire, as briefly as possible, to state to the House the changes 
proposed. ‘he first isan increase in the membership of the Committee 
on the Library, which grows out of the construction of the new Library 
building, to be erected directly east of the Capitol. 

The next change is this: Under the old rules there was a Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, the title 
of which is changed to the Committee on American Marine and Fish- 
eries; and it has been madea ent instead of a select committee. 
The jurisdiction has also heen changed to meet the change in title; but 
the jurisdiction given to it does not interfere with any matters that 
have heretofore been considered by the Judiciary Committee, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, or the Committee on Foreign Affairs. . 

The next change is the addition of a representative from the Dele- 
gates on the Committee on Private Land Claims. There are a num- 
ber of the committees where the Territories are represented, and the 
Committee on Rules consider that the Private Land Claims Commit- 
tee should also have such representation. 


or re- 


the House of 
That there 
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The fifth change is as to the manner of the 
the printing of the same. The report sets forth exactly what the rule 
will be if the House adopts the recommendation of the committee. 
Private bills, it is proposed, shall be placed in the box at the desk, 
and public bills shall be presented, as heretofore, in open House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me, I would like to 
ask if it is proposed that private bills may be presented on any day 
instead of on Mondays, as has heretofore been the ¢ase. 

Mr. RANDALL. I take it that in the absence of any rule to the 
contrary they can be presented on any day, 

The committee discovered that the expense of printing these private 
aggregated, during the Forty-niuth 


= did really call for some change in this particular. The committee 
add to that rule providing for this change of presentation of private 
bills, and the number of printed public and private bills, a clause, in 
harmony with the decisions of the House heretofore, that the improper 
reference of any bill should not by reason of such reference give the 
committee to which it was erroneously referred any jurisdiction what- 
ever over the subject-matter. Itis that a committee having 
such a bill erroneously referred to it bring it back to the Clerk, 
and under—most likely, though the rule does not so state—under the 
direction of the Speaker it will be given such reference as is appro- 
priate. 

There is under the law now provision for printing 750 copies of all 
public and private bills; but the Public Printer, at the time of the in- 
crease of the membership under the last apportionment in this House, 
took occasion to increase the number, until now it 924 copies 
which are printed, 440 of which go to the House document-room—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania in re- 
gard to these private bills, if this provision of the rule is adopted, as 
reported by the committee, will these bills stand as having passed their 
first and second reading? 

Mr. RANDALL. If the rule is changed in that respect, they will not 
have passed their first and second reading, but will, I presume, when 
they are reported back and go on the Calendar. That, in my judgment, 
would be the proper parliamentary procedure. 
` The committee further provide for the printing of 100 copies of all 

ivate bills—500 of the public and 100 of the private bills. It often 

ppens that members desire to see, or furnish applicants with, copies 
of private bills, and if none were printed it would force upon them the 
necessity of hunting up the original bill and having a manuscript copy 
made, being thus subjected to expense in that direction. We thought 
the recommendation would be proper to print 100 of each private bill 
before we made too radical a change by proposing to print none. 

Of the 924 bills, public and private, that are printed, 440 go to the 
House document-room, 308 to the office of the Clerk of the House, 8 to 
the Secretary of the Senate, 134 to the Senate, 15 to the Department of 
State, 4 to the Public Printer, and 15 are printed for purposes of the 
files; making, as stated, 924 copies. The committee propose 500 copies, 
which will lessen the expense and supply each member of the Senate 
and House acopy, which will besufiicient, we think, inalmost all cases. 
There never has been good reason, so far as I know, why 308 copies 
should be placed in the Clerk’s document-room; and our recommenda- 
tion also provides that 25 shall go to the Clerk for the files and such 
other uses—such, for instance, as the Committee on Enrolled Bills— 
as the Clerk will require them for. 

I have here the aceurate figures as to the cost of the printing, which 
Ishall state. The printing of bills of the Senate for the Forty-ninth 
Congress was $45,000; the cost of printing bills of the House was $73,000; 
total $118,000, being an increase of $22,000 over the cost for the same 


printing in the Forty-eighth Congress. ~As to the effect of the change |” 


proposed the Publie Printer makes the following statement: 


Upon the basis of ca Srn ar a bill printin, Enf the Perona Gopan 

one-half supposed pu and one- vate bilis, es 

Ee of each bill of the former and 100 of the latter, the total rs se $54,300, 
a saving of $23,000 under the cost by the existing rules for printing. 


The committees which haye been in existence in former 
as select committees and are continued under this report are the Select 
Committee on the Civil Service and the Select Committee on the Elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President and Representatives in Co 
Another committee is that on the Eleventh Census, and the jurisdic- 
tion is somewhat changed. It is provided that all matters shall be 
referred to that committee which relate to the census and the appor- 
tionment. That has always gone there heretofore, but in the juris- 
diction as embraced in the rules was not included. 

The next change is the creation of a new committee to consider the 
claims of American citizens against Indians. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 
me a question right there? 

Mr. RANDALL, Certainly, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Isit the purpose of the Committee on Rules to 
vest in the proposed committee jurisdiction over claims of American 
citizens arising out of Indian depredations ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill ask the Clerk to read that portion of the 
report which gives jurisdiction to that committee. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I think it ought to be so. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Clerk will read the portion of the report giv- 
ing jurisdiction to the Committee on Indian Depredations, which is a 
full answer to the question of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That there shall be a Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, fo be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker, to consist of thirteen members; to which shall be re- 
ferred all proposed legislation relating to claims of citizens of the United States 
on account of property destroyed or en by Indians, including appropriations 


Mr. RANDALL. That is comprehensive. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is not quite so full as I supposed it was. 

Mr. RANDALL. The next committee created, or rather continued, 
is the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, and the last is that on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traftie. ? 

Without yielding the floor I desire now to yield to any gentleman 
who may desire to speak touching the matters embraced in the report. 
If no gentleman desires to do so, I will ask the previous question. 

Mr. McCREARY. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


aquestion. Is it proposed to cut off all amendments to the proposed 


amendments to the rules? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is entirely within the disposition of the 
House. Myobject is that I may not lose the control of the floor. I think 
I am in harmony with the committee in the course I am taking. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like tosend up and have read for infor- 
mation an amendment which I propose tointroduce at the proper time, 
if I can get the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment of Rule XXI: 
“It shall be the sani Pea gor committees having jurisdiction of the general ap- 
riation bills, wi sixty days alter their appointment at the first £e sion 
of Congress and within forty days after the commencement of the second regu- 
lar session of Congress, to report the general app opriation bills for legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses, for sundry civil expenses, for fortifiea ious, for 
District of Columbia, for pensions, for deficiencies, for consular and diplomatic 
expenses, for the Army, for the Navy, for the expenses of the Indian Department, 
for the support of the Military Academy, for the Post-Office sartment and 
mail transportation, and for the Agricultural Department; or in failure thereof 
the reason of such failure.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say tothe gentleman from Kentucky, 
and the House, that that proposition is already before the Committee 
on Rules and has not been reached; but I think I know the dispo- 
sition of the entire committee is that there shall be no attempt toshirk 
a recommendation in that direction, and that that proposition will be 
taken up when other substantial amendments are eonsidered by the 
Committee on Rules outside of the matters that we report now, whieh 
relate to the organization of the House proper. 

Mr. McCREARY,. At the time I offered that amendment I was un- 
der the impression that the Committee on Rules had considered that 
proposition. I think it is an important amendment, and I desire that 
there should be proper action uponit. I hope at the proper time that 
this House will have an opportunity of voting upon the subject of re- 
storing a rule whieh was in force in the House of Representatives for 
forty-three years, and which was omitted from the rules only in 1880, 
after having been in the rules since 1837. Butas Iam informed by the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania that the committee havenotyetconsidered . 


the subject, and as I presume I will have an opportunity hereafter to 
present any views I may have on that subject, I shall not press this 
proposition until the Committee on Rules have eonsidered it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifno other gentleman desires to speak, I ask the 
previous question. 

Mr. PERKINS. With the permission of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, I should like to say a word or two. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. PERKINS. Only a few minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the gentleman take what time he wants. 

Mr. PERKINS. I simply desire to eall the attention of the House 
to the proposed Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

As I remember, in the Forty-ninth Congress, Indian depredation 
elaims, except those which proposed upon their face that payment 
should be made from annuities or other funds belonging to the Indians, 
went to the Committee on Claims and not to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. In consequence of the great amount of labor that was devolved 
upon the Committee on Claims, it was substantially a denial of justice 
to refer those cases to that committee, because the committee could not 
find time for their consideration, and hence they got no hearing in this 
House. Therefore I think it is very proper that a committee should 
be created for the consideration of these Indian depredation claims; but 
it seems to me that claims which are to be paid from funds or annuities 
belonging to the Indians should properly be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, as they were in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

If this business is to be taken from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
that committee will be left with almost nothing to do except to pre- 
pare the Indian appropriation bill—if that duty should be given to it 
under the rules that are to be adopted by this House. Gentlemen will 
remember that in the Forty-ninth Congress we passed a bill which gave 
to the President of the United States, under certain circumstances, the 
right to allot lands in severalty to the Indians; hence that subject is 
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virtually taken out of Congress, and will no longer be a disturbing 
question with the Committee on Indian Affairs. Now, if all business 
pertaining to Indian depredation claims is to be taken from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs it will leave that committee, as I have already 
suggested, with substantially little more todo than to prepare the Indian 
appropriation bill. Therefore that committee will have ample time, 
and it seems to me that it can very properly devote itself to the con- 
sideration of such depredation claims as, by their terms, are to be paid 
from Indian funds. That committee has had cognizance of those claims 
for years past, and has given to them much investigation and consid- 
eration, and therefore I think that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
will be better prepared to take up such claims and dispose of them in- 
telligently and fairly than any new committee that might be created 
for the special purpose. Hence, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will permit me, I will propose an amendment—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam in no hurry, 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I will offeras anamendment to the proposed 
rule the following: 
aapt such as are to be paid from funds or annuities belonging to the In- 

ns. 

That will leave with the Committee on Indian Affairs all claims 
which, by their terms, it is proposed shall be paid from such Indian 
funds or annuities. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, this rule, as I understand it, will 
leave with the Committee on Indian Affairs the whole Indian policy 
of the Government, involving a great many important questions. The 
rule only goes this far: It gives the House a new committee for the 
consideration of claims of American citizens for depredations commit- 
ted by the Indians, and I will suggest to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] that the claims for depredations which it is proper or 
possible to pay out of Indian annuities or other Indian funds bear but 
asmall proportion to the entire amount of Indian depredations. 

Mr. PERKINS. I agree to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. In other words, the great bulk of those claims are 
for depredations committed by Indian tribes who have no annuities or 
funds from which to make payment. Inowyield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, it is true, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], that under the construction given 
to the rules of the House in the Forty-ninth Congress such claims for 
Indian depredations as proposed payment directly out of the Treas- 
ury were referred tothe Committee on Claims, while those bills contem- 
plating payment out of tribal orannuity funds went to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. Very many bills of this character were introduced 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs not only in the Forty- 
ninth butin preceding Con I must say, however, that during 
the brief period of my service in this House, so far as I can now re- 
call, not a single, solitary bill for the payment of an Indian depreda- 
tion claim reported from that committee has ever received final consid- 
eration. 

Now, the object of this amendment is the organization of a new com- 
mittee which will have plenary jurisdiction of the entire subject-imat- 
ter, which can consider and investigate all these claims, formulate 
such measures as are designed to accomplish their ultimate settle- 
ment, including appropriations therefor, and report the same for the 
action of the House. This proposition is in keeping with the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs (Mr. Atkins), who was 
long an able and efficient member of the House of Representatives, and 
who, in connection with the duties of his presentoffice, has given much 
attention to the subject. His opinion is certainly entitled to great 
weight and consideration, I hold in my hand his annual report to the 
Secretary of the Interior for the present year, and will read what he 
says on page 49: 

Many of these depredation claims have been pending for so long a time that 
a large number of the claimants are dead, and can be represented only by heirs 
or administrators. The witnesses are scattered and many of them are also dead, 
and in a few more years, in the ordinary course of events, both claimants and 
witnesses will have passed away. It has therefore occurred to me that if it is 
the intention of Congress ever to pay these claims—very many of which, after 
investigation, I believe are just and should be paid—it should take steps at an 
early day looking toward their final arbitration and settlement. With that view 
I would suggest a plan of action which would probably prove effective in dis- 
posingofthem. Ifitshould be deemed wiseand proper, the House of Represent- 
atives might, by an amendment to its rules, organizea new committee on Indian 
depredation claims, which committee could investigate and report upon such 
cases as are recommended by the Interior Department for payment, just as the 
Committee on War Claims examines and reports with reference to what are 
known as the 4th ot July claims. Every one familiar with the immense press- 
ure on Congress for time to transact the public business knows that these Indian 
claims can never be considered by Congress seriatim except in some such manner 
as above indicated, 

Mr. Speaker, it does seem to me that any one who is familiar with 
this question, and conversant with past legislation in relation thereto, 
as well as the delay and want of action by Congress in the just and 
appropriate treatment of this character of governmental obligations, 
can not fail to be convinced of the importance and propriety of creat- 
ing this committee, and conferring upon it all the necessary jurisdiction. 
The first statute relating to compensation for Indian depredations was 
enacted May 19, 1796, providing for eventual indemnification of the in- 


> 


jured party by the Government, and the deduction of the necessary 
sum out of the annual stipend from the United States to the tribe to 
which the Indian committing the depredation belonged. Other legis- 
lation bearing upon the subject can be found in the acts of March 30, 
1802; June 30, 1834; February 28, 1859; June 25, 1860; July 15, 1870; 
May 29, 1842; March 3, 1885, and May 15, 1886. 

I will not now attempt an analysis of these different statutes, but 
merely quote the same in order to furnish data for inquiry into the 
history of such legislation and the policy of the Government. I have 
endeavored to obtain an approximate estimate of the amount of money 
that would be required to pay off and discharge such Indian depreda- 
tion claims as are now outstanding, which have been ascertained, ap- 
proved, and allowed by the Interior Department, but have been unable 
to procure the same from any authoritative source. I have before me 
Executive Document No. 125, first session of the Forty-ninth Cougress, 


| in which is transmitted by the Acting Secretary of the Interior, under 


date March 11, 1886, a report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
containing a list of Indian depredation claims which have been filed in 
the Interior Department from time to time. This report was made in 
compliance with the act of March 3, 1885. It contains, as stated by 
the Commissioner, about 4,500 claims, approximating in amount about 
$15,000,000. Many ofthese claims have been disallowed and rejected, 
while others havebeenapproved. It mustbe apparent that any proper 
and intelligent consideration of this vast number of claims, and the 
preparation and presentment of such measures, general or special, as 
will secure fair and correct di ition and treatment of the same, will 
require the constant and patient efforts of a committee created for that 
specific and exclusive object. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] will doubtless remember 
some of the circumstances under which the provision (March 3, 1885) 
requiring the transmittal of the list of claims contained in Executive 
Document No. 125, to which I have referred, was inserted in the Indian 
appropriation bill for 1885. In that bill, reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations, provision was made for the full payment of certain 
individual claims on accountof Indiandepredations. But anamendment 
was proposed providing in lieu thereof that 15 per cent. of all such 
claims as had been allowed and approved by the Interior Department, 
and favorably reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs during that 
Congress, should be paid, and this proposition passed the House, but 
was defeated in the Senate, and instead thereof was inserted the follow- 
ing: i 

For the investigation of certain Indian a claims, $10,000; and in ex- 
pending said sum the Secretary of the Interior shall cause a complete list of all 
claims heretofore filed in the Interior Department, and which have been ap- 
proved in whole or in part, and now remain unpaid, and also all such claims as 
are pending but not yet examined, on behalf of citizens of the United States, on 
account of depredations committed, chargeable against any tribe of Indians, by 
reason of any treaty between such tribe and the United States, including the 
name and address of the claimants, the date of the alleged depredations, by 
what tribe committed, the date of the examination and approval, with a refer- 
ence to the date and clause of the treaty creating the obligation for payment, to 
be made and presented to Congress at its next regular session, * * 

Since that time the practice of providing for the payment of such claims 
on the Indian appropriation bills has ceased, and, so far as I am advised, 
no measure of relief, private or public, has been passed, In the Forty- 
ninth Congress, May 15, 1886, provision was made for continuing the 
matter of the investigation and examination of these claims, as follows: 

Indian depredation claims: For continuing the investigation and examination 
of certain Indian depredation claims, originally authorized, and in the manner 
therein provided for by the Indian appropriation act approved March 3, 1885, 
$20,000; and the examination and report shall include claims, ifany, barred by 
statute, such fact to be stated in the report; and all claims whose examination 
shall be completed by January 1, 1887, shall then be reported to Congress, w: 
the opinions and conclusions of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the 
Secretary of the Interior upon all-material facts, and all the evidence and papers 
pertaining thereto, > 

By virtue of these provisions, special agents have been sent out to 
examine into and take testimony concerning these claims. The ob- 
jection had been urged that many of the claims were exorbitant and 
founded upon ex parte evidence; and $30,000 have been appropriated for 
making reports and obtaining additional testimony, The resultis,that 
many claims not heretofore submitted have been presented, and claim- 
ants have been stimulated to file their claims who had not previously 
indulged any hope of payment, and hence the amount claimed hasbeen 
increased rather than diminished. 

As suggested by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ‘‘ very many ot 
these claims are just and should be paid,” and ‘‘if it is the intention 
of Congress ever to pay them,” it is high time that something should he 
done in that direction. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, it seems to me, is already sufi- 
ciently burdened with other matters over which it exercisesjurisdiction— 
the Indian appropriation bill, questions of eminent domain, the edu- 
cation of the Indians, and the entire policy-of the Government in con- 
nection with them. It has not heretofore had the time to give to these 
particular claims that attention which their importance demands, I 
therefore appeal to my friend from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], who I know 
is in sympathy with the essential purpose involved in the creation of 
this committee, not to insist upon any abridgment of the jurisdiction 
proposed to be conferred; because I believe it is due to these claimants, 
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due to ourselves, and due to Congress that, as soon as their justice can 
be satisfactorily ascertained, all meritorious claims of this sort should 
be paid, and the committee to which they are referred ought not to be 
limited to the consideration of any icular class of these claims. 

Mr. HERMANN. On behalfofthe people of my State I desire to ex- 
press my concurrence with the excellent remarks just made by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. But I desire to ask him whether, 
under the rule now p: , any portion of these depredation claims 
will be exclude@ from the consideration of the committee. The gen- 
tleman is aware that under legislation adopted in 1885 the Interior 
Department was precluded from the consideration of any claims not 

ted prior to that particular time. The tleman is further 
aware that since that time claims equally meritorious with any others 
have been presented; but the Interior Department, claiming that it has 
not jurisdiction, has declined to give to these claims more recently pre- 
sented the same consideration allowed to claims previously brought for- 
ward. I therefore desire in behalf of my constituents to ask the gen- 
tleman whether all claims presented up to the present moment are to 
receive the consideration of this committee. b 

Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] of 
course understands that it is impossible in the mere creation of this 
committee to change any existing law. The question, however, as to 
the propriety of the existing limitation would perhape be addressed to 
the committee and to Congress; and any technical might, in the 
judgment of Congress, be obviatedin favor of meritorious claims which 
ought to be paid. Itis not the papo of the resolution to exclude 
any legitimate claim from the consideration of the committee. 

Mr. Speaker, these claims are of the utmost importance to people in 
the West. As Executive Document No. 125 shows, the claimants re- 
side in Kansas, Colorado, Texas, Iowa, Missouri, Minnesota, Oregon, 
Nebraska, New Mexico, Dakota, Wyoming, and other States and Ter- 
ritories. These claims have arisen all over what was once the western 
frontier, and are in favor of the heroic pioneers who have paved the 
way by their suffering and privations to the splendid civilization which 
is now enjoyed. What I have sought to accomplish in offering the 
resolution, which has received the favorable consideration and unani- 
mous approval of the Committee on Rules, is the inauguration of some 
measure looking to the final settlement and ultimate payment of every 
po and honest claim in favor of any citizen of the United States who 

been, despoiled of his property by the Indians. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to inquire further whether this rule will 
confer upon the committee authority to report appropriations covering 
these claims. i 

Mr. LANHAM. That is included in the resolution. If there is a 
desire to ask me any further question I will cheerfully answer to the 
best of my ability; if not, I do not wish to consume any more of the 
time so kindly extended me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL], but will, by permission of the House, append two exhibits 
from the report of the adjutant-general of Texas, made in September, 
1884, which, though partial and incomplete, will afford some idea of the 
loss and suffering endured by the people of my State in consequence of 
Indian depredations. 

Exursirt No. 1. 
Statement of Indian depredations committed on the frontier of Texas since 


the close of the war to August 5, 1867, from records on file in offices of 
governor and secretary of state. o 
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* County judge says: “Report incomplete; not half reported.” 


Statement of Indian depredations committed, etc.—Continued. 
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TAO ene reports, but information of facts. Property carri 
not known. 
This party of Indians (100) madea raid through Jack, Wise, Parker, and Young. 


Itis lb state no official reports have been received from Wise County, 
one of the viest sufferers, There are other counties known to have suffered 
severely from which no reports have been received. 


: Exuipir No. 2, e: 
Partial statement of depredations by Indians from 1867 to November 1, 
1875, compiled from various reports received at adjutant-general’s office, 
and not included in any annual report issued from that office. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, was 
received, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 


The House resumed the consideration of the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SYMES] de- 
sires to be heard for a few minutes, and I will yield to him for that 


purpose. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I hope the new rule reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, as an amendment to the rules of the House, creating 
a special committee to consider and report upon Indian depredation 
claims, will be adopted. For if there be one subject upon which the 
Government of the United States has been derelict in the discharge of 
its duty it is in reference to the non-payment of claims arising out of 
Indian depredations. They have been allowed to accumulate, without 
action, as shown by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], during 
over twenty-five y until they have reached the aggregate number of 
over five thousand. the mean time a very few of them, perhaps some 
of the most unjust, have been paid. 

Now, sir, I do hope, in accordance with the report of the Committee 
on Rules, this whole subject of Indian depredation claims may be re- 
ferred to a special committee of this House for consideration and report, 
because it is the only way in which these claimants can obtain a hear- 
ing. The Committee on Indian Affairs of the Forty-eighth Congress 
reported during the last few days of the session, to be included in the 
appropriation bill, about half a dozen claims for payment. I was not 

en a member of the House, but I was here in this Hall during the 
expiring days of the session, and I heard conference reports between the 
two Houses of Congress debated. 

There were a few claims reported in theappropriation bill to which the 
Senate members of the committee of conference would not censent, be- 
cause, as they said, they had no time to give them any proper considera- 
tion. In other words, the proposition was then stated on the part ot 
the Senate, and agreed to very generally, that although these Indian 
depredation claims might be absolutely just, although poor women 
might be starving out upon the frontier, who had their husbands mur- 
dered by the Indians and their property destroyed, although this might 
be the case beyond question, yet neither the House nor the Senate ot 
the United States had theretofore provided any way whereby they could 
secure action in behalf of these claimants and the payment to which 
they are justly entitled. And as it is now they can not receive pay- 
ment of their claims, for the plain teason that neither the committee 
of the Senate, nor the committee of the House, nor individual members 
of either body can obtain a proper opportunity to scrutinize them and 
report which are just and which are unjust and the amount due. In 
other words, the Government of the United States says to these claim- 
ants, ‘‘Yourclaims are just; someof you may bestarying; we know that 
you need the money justly due to you, butit can not be paid because 
we have not furnished you with a proper tribunal to decide on your 
claims and make appropriation to pay them so you can obtainit within 
any reasonable period.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word further on this subject, as I represent a 
district and constituents who are interested in very many of these 
Indian depredations claims. I am continually requested to present 
those claims before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I am receiy- 
ing letters from very poor widows, whose husbands have been murdered 
and their property taken from them, and they are living on charity for 
the want of the money they are fairly entitled to from the Government. 

I do hope, therefore, the House will agree to this portion of the report 
from the Committee on Rules, so that a special committee will be pro- 
vided to consider and act upon these Indian depredation claims, When 
such a committee has been provided and they have taken up these claims 
for action, I haye no doubt they will report some general bill to this 
House which will create a special tribunal or give jurisdiction to the 
Court of Claims to adjudicate upon and find the amount due. If that 
be done, and the Court of Claims shall consider and report to Congress 
upon this class of cases, I have no doubt that then, in accordance with 
the procedure explained by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
DIBBLE] the other day in reference to the French spoliation claims, a 
report will come to this House in such a way that the consciences of 
members will be relieved, and they will be able to vote for an appro- 
priation to pay these just claims, 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to state to the gentleman from Colorado 
ae I am under obligation to yield a portion of the time to other gen- 

emen, 

Mr. SYMES. One word more and I will yield the floor; I may not 
have another opportunity to say publicly to the members of the House 
what I have already scolded so much about in private. [Laughter.] 
It is this: Itis time the members of this House appreciated the fact 
that there should be provided some special tribunal to consider and 
Spose of these Indian depredation claims and claims of a like char- 

r. & 

It must be known to gentlemen of any experience in this House that 

it is impossible for members of committees to obtain the time to con- 
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sider any large number of these claims, examine the testimony, and de- 
termine the amounts respectively due, and report the numerous private 
bills to the House. 

But, suppose the Indian Committee could examine and report on the 
large number of claims and report the bill and have it put on the Private 
Calendar, they could never be reached for consideration or action in 
the House. One day in the week is devoted to the consideration of 
bills on the Private Calendar. More private bills are usually reported 
to the House the first few weeks than can be passed dpring the session. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs reported a few bills for Indian depre- 
dations last Congress, but not one was ever reached for action on the 
Calendar during the Forty-ninth Congress. During the Forty-eighth 
not more than one-half dozen were acted on. These claims can never 
be paid if their payment depends on committee reports and action on 
the private bills in the House. 

If I were called upon to select the three hundred and twenty-five men, 
who, of all others, have not the time nor opportunity to judicially con- 
sider and decide on the respective amounts due these five thousand 
claimants, I would name the three hundred and twenty-five members of 
this House. Whenever a claimant has obtained a report in favor of 
his bill, it is not passed, because members say they have not been able 
to investigate it and decide whether it is just. 

Mr. Speaker, a bill creating a special tribunal should be passed, and 
authorized to hear and determine these claims, and find the amounts 
due. That tribunal should report its findings and decisions to Con- 
gress, similar to the way the Court of Claims reports its judgments, so 
the amounts could be put into the ordinary appropriation bills. That 
tribunal or court should be of such a character that the House would 
not hesitate to act upon its judgments and‘yote the appropriations to 
pay them. 

These claims have been investigated by the Indian Bureau twice, 
under acts of Congress, and the amounts found due with the evidence 
in support of the claims reported to the House. An act was passed by 
the Forty-eighth Congress requiring a reinvestigation of them and ad- 
ditional reports by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Special agents 
have traveled over the country, made this reinvestigation, and again 
their claims have been reported to Congress. But this House does not 
consider these reports of the Commissioner even prima facie evidence 
of the amounts due, or the justness of the claims. So the expense the 
Government has been to, and the expense the claimants have been put 
to in producing the evidence avails them nothing. Mr. Speaker, this 
is unjust to these honest claimants. The proper way, the practical 
way, and the just way to dispose of these claims between the Govern- 
ment and these claimants is to create a special tribunal to hear and 
decide them. Provide that the large quantity of testimony taken in 
the cases shall be submitted to and considered by such tribunal. 

Let us not, sir, continue to deceive these claimants any longer by 
holding out false hopes, when we know the just claims can not and will 
not be paid under the present system. 

If, on account of the expiration of Congress, some of the ordinary 
appropriations for salaries, etc., fail, a great cry is raised about the in- 
justice, and on the reassembling of Congress an urgency deficiency bill 
is brought forward and the necessary appropriations made. This is 
right. The Government should act like any prompt and honorable 
debtor. Many of these claims appeal more strongly than any other 
debts of the Government for payment. Iknow one poor widow, whose 
husband was shot down by tise Southern Ute Indians in Southwestern 
Colorado about two years ago, and herself wounded, and their bouse 
and all they had burned up. She has been supported mostly by the 
charity of friends. Under the United States statutes her claim is due. 
The Government failed in its duty in allowing these barbarous Indians 
to leave their reservation and commit the outrage. It is again dere- 
lict in not paying this poor waman her just claim, to aid her in sup- 
porting her little orphans. There are many others I could specify, 

Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the House in the name of justice and right 
to adopt this rule, create this eats committee, and when it reports 
proper measures for the relief of these claimants, pass the acts and do 
tardy justice. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield now three minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to refer to the argumef ot 
the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS] against the creation of this 
new committee as proposed by the Committee on Rules. 

It is well known, sir, that there are two classes of Indian depreda- 
tion claims, one a class which is paid directly from the Treasury of the 
United States, while the other is paid out of the funds belonging to 
the Indians against which the claim‘is pending. Now, the reason urged 
by the gentleman from Kansas against the creation of the new commit- 
tee is somewhat forcible, for it goes to the question of giving jurisdic- 
tion over the property of the Indians to a committee of this Hous». 

But there isanother reason, Mr. Speaker, which I think much greater 
than the objection of the gentleman, in favor of the recommendation 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules for the creation of this committee. Itis a well-known 
fact that in the Forty-eighth Congress a distinction existed between the 
two classes of claims, and under the rules that class of claims for dep- 
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redations payable out of the United States Treasury went to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, while the other class, those paid from the Indian 
funds, went to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

I remember well the confusion that arose in the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in regard to the matter. It was not infrequent that we had 
bills referred to our committee that belonged to the Committee on Claims. 
It was impossible for the Speaker, when a simple depredation claim was 
presented in the shape of a bill, to know exactly to which committee 
it belonged without careful examination. He had not time to examine 
the various treaties to know whether this claim should be paid out of 
the one fund or the other, and therefore he could not make the dis- 
tinction which the rules required in its reference. That, I think, is a 
sufficient answer to the objection which the gentleman from Kansas 
makes. 

Now, one word in regard to the work of the committee. I desire to 
say in regard to that point that the Committee on Indian Affairs did all 
the work possible to be done outside of the consideration of the depre- 
dation claims. I know that we worked here during the last Congress 
as hard as any other committee, and not a single depredation claim was 
passed upon by the House, one great reason being that we had so much 
other work to do that it was utterly impossible to investigate the mass 
of evidence presented with these claims and report upon them. The 
consequence was that very few were reported to the House. 

Mr. LANHAM. Let me ask the gentleman from Arkansas a ques- 
tion. During the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses was any 
bill of this sort passed through the House upon the report of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. PEEL. I think not; not one that I remember. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these claims, it is well known, have been exist- 
ing, many of them, for a longtime. They have been standing for from 
one to twenty years; some of them are made under one law and some 
under another. Some of them are barred by the statute of limitations; 
others are not. If this committee is created the consideration of these 
claims will be its whole duty. Its whole jurisdiction being confined 
to the consideration of these claims, they will have much better con- 
sideration than it has been possible heretofore to give them. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

.Mr. RANDALL. I now yield three minutes to the gentlenfan from 
Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise not so much for the purpose of 
discussing the matter presented under any particular rule which is pro- 
posed to be amended by the report of the Committee on Rules, as to 
suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], if I can 
get his attention, that it would probably facilitate the action of the 
House on the report of the committee to take up the various amend- 
ments proposed by the committee and consider them seriatim in the 
order in which they are presented by the report. 

I take it for granted from the reading of the report that there will 
not be much objection to many of the suggestions of the committee, 
and probably little discussion exceptin reference to oneortwo. There- 
fore it will doubtless facilitate matters to take up these suggestions 
and consider them in their order, because, as I have said, upon some 
there may be discussion, while upon others there may be, and probably 
will be, none. Upon some there may be amendments proposed, while 
upon others there will probably be none. 

So far as the question that has been discussed is concerned, that in 
reference to the consideration of these Indian depredation claims, it 
comes quite late in the report, and I doubt not is a proper method to 
get rid of the accumulated Indian claims which haye grown to such 

' numbers before that committee during former sessions of Congress. I 
feel sure that we should have a tribunal to consider promptly and pass 
upon these questions one way or the other, and settle the numerous 
claims against the tribes. But while that is done there is another side 
of the question to be considered, and that%s, the claims of the Indians 
the ves against the Government of the United States and its citi- 
zens. They should be considered with equal promptness and settled 
with equal and exact justice. 

I suggest, however, merely to the gentleman from Pénnsylvania the 
propriety of taking up the amendments of the committee, and consid- 
ering them in their consecutive order. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr, ADAMS] desires 
to be heard. I will yield to him for a few moments. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question relating to the practical effect of adopting this résolution. As 
to the purpose of the Committee on Rules in presenting it, thatis clear. 
They desire to facilitate the organization of the House. 

It is known, in the first place, that it is here proposed to adopt the 
vray set of rules of the Forty-ninth Congress, with sundry modifica- 

ons, 

Now, we know that at any period in a session of Congress any mem- 
ber may propose amendments to any rule, but we know also that it is 
extremely difficult for him to get his proposition before the House, and 
the only occasion upon which any member can, with reasonable facility, 
get before the House a proposed amendment to any rule which he de- 
sires to amend is now, at the beginning of a Con; Therefore, I de- 
sire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether he is authorized 


to state, on behalf of the Committee on Rules, that notwithstanding the 
adoption of this resolution the members of the House will have the early 
opportunity, which they usually have at the beginning of a Congress, of 
going all over the rules of the preceding Congress, except so far as they . 
may be modified by the report of the Committee on Rules which we 
have now under consideration, and of considering any proposed amend- 
ment to any of the rules? 

Mr. RANDALL. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois I desire to 
say that the report itself sets forth that it is only a partial report of the 
matters that are before the committee; and I can give my own under- 


‘standing, not being authorized to speak for any one else, but I think 


not in contravention of the judgment of the committee as its 
individual membership, that every subject which has been referred to 
that committee, introduced by any member of this House, in connection 
with the rules, will be fully considered and reported upon by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, so that the House will have entire control of the mat- 
ters to which the gentleman has referred, and reach a decision upon them. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania one 
other question. Supposing that some member of this House desires to 
amend a rule in regard to which no proposition has as yet been eub- 
mitted or referred to the Committee on Rules, is it the understanding 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that such member will have that 
opportunity at an early day? 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Rules can take away from the 
individual member no privileges and no rights. As I understand it, 
any member of this House can at any time introduce for reference mat- 
ters relating to the rules. These go to the Committee on Rules, and 
will be considered, I presume, without doubt, by the Committee on Rules 
and reported upon to the House. , 

Mr. ADAMS. Letme make anothersuggestion, ifthe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania willallow me. Whena further report comes in, as I 
suppose a further report will come in, I think we ought, in fairness, 
considering the partial character of this to be permitted to go over, 
as briefly and rapidly as may be, the rules of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
and that some liberality should be shown in allowing amendments to 
be made to the rules of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. The reportof the committee is a mere recommen- 
dation. The House has the power to amend its own rules, and that 
power can not be taken away from it. I now ask the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes of his timere- 
maining. : 

Mr. RANDALL, IL yield fiveminutes tothe gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihad hoped that the Committee on Rules in mak- 
ing this report would have gone a little further in their workand would 
have reduced the number of these committees instead of adding to the 
list. In their superior wisdom they have seen fit to include all of the old 
committees of the last Congress and to add one or two new ones. I will 
not offer any amendment looking to the reduction of the committees of 
this House, orask the privilege to do so, as I know it would be unavail- 
ing; but I hope that at some time in the future we may be able to re- 
duce the committees to that number only which will be necessary for 
the efficient discharge of the business of the House. 

We might have adopted, perhaps, the rule adopted in another body 
not far from this, of creating enough committees to give the members 
of the majority side of the House each a committee and also the good 
fellows on the other side each a committee. But this body is a little 
too numerous for that, and we can not follow that example set to us by 
another body assembled not remotely from this place. 

In reference to one of the new committees created here, I think it 
very proper to create it. I want to suggest to those gentlemen who 
imagine that that committee is going to bring the relief that is antici- 
pated that they will in the end find themselyes mistaken. 

I hold in my hand the document to which the gentleman from Texas 


.| [Mr. LANHAM] has réferred,coming from the Interior Department,and 


transmitting a list of claims now pending in the Interior Department 
on that subject. I find thatit embraces 4,500 claims, aggregating $15,- 
000,000. The heading of each claim is printed in this pamphlet with- ` 
out the substance of the claim being given, the amounts being stated 
in a tabular form, and the date of depredation; and this list covers 290 
pages of closely-printed matter. 

Mr. LANHAM. Let me state that a number of the claims men- 
tioned there have been disallowed by the Department. £ 

Mr. SPRINGER. All of them are transmitted here and will go be- 
fore this committee, notwithstanding that they may have been disal- 
lowed by the Interior Department. There is no committee of this 
House that can consider 10 per cent. of the claims that will be pre- 
sented during one session or one term of Congress, and there is but 
one solution of the problem; thatis, to confer upon the Court of Claims, 
or upon some other tribunal, jurisdiction to hear and determine those 
claims. If this proposed committee will report a general Jaw confer- 
ring such jurisdiction upon some tribunal that can devote its whole time 
to the subject for five or ten years, then there can be a proper adjudi- 
cation of these cases, but not otherwise. 
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Mr. LANHAM. Will itnot be within the power of the committee 
to recommend such a course? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will be within the power of the committee, and 
I hope that instead of wasting their time upon individual cases they 
will yeport a general bill which will give all of these claims a status 
before a proper tribunal by which they can be heard and determined. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to yield me a few minutes 
more. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will ask the gentleman to give me three min- 
utes more. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lyield to the gentleman for three minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Such jurisdiction can be conferred upon the Court 
of Claims without increasing the expenses of the Government, and it 
will be the best means of doing justice to these claimants. Some cit- 
izens of my own State have been traveling out upon the plains and 
have fallen in with Indians and been the victims of their depredations. 
Their cases are included in this list, and I desire that they shall have 
a fair hearing and a fair opportunity to have their claims adjudicated 
in some legal way; for I think the method adopted by the Interior De- 
partment, of sending out agents to collect ex parte affidavits and then 
referring to clerks in the Department the adjudication of claims in- 
volving millions upon millions of dollars, is unsatisfactory and demor- 
alizing in the extreme. I repeat, then, thereis but one proper solu- 
tion of the question, and that is conferring jurisdiction to hear and 
determine these claims upon the Courtof Claims, or upon some other 
tribunal. But when that jurisdiction is conferred, or that tribunal is 
created, there should be a clearly defined rule established ‘as to the lia- 
bility of the Government in these cases. 

Is it to be understood that every man who starts across the plains or 
through any of the Territories of the United States is insured by the 
Government, as to his person and his property, against the depredations 
of the Indians, and that if he is overtaken and injured, or his property 
destroyed by them, the Government is bound to make good his losses? 
A great many of these cases are of that character, and the question is 
whether the Government is to be an insurer for every man who goes out 
into the Indian country and suffers from Indian depredations. I think 
that question ought to be settled by Congress before it is submitted to 
the Interior Department, to be determined by clerks employed there at 
$1,500 a year. 

But, Mr. Speaker, these claims are but a moiety of the claims pend- 
ing against the Government. I had the honor to be chairman of the 
Committee on Claims during the last Congress, and the claims pre- 
sented there aggregated, I believe, from fifteen million to twenty mill- 
ion dollars. A large number of bills for payment of claims were 
introduced into the last Congress, but few of them could be considered. 
The claims for which those bills provided are still pending. As soon 
as the flood-gate is open by the adoption of these rules we shall have 
them all here again. The consequence will be that we shall be unable 
to deal with them, and Con never can deal with them satisfacto- 
rily, so that the only real solution of the problem is the creation of a 
tribunal which can take up and investigate and adjudicate these claims, 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] de- 
sires to have read, as a part of his remarks, an amendment which he 
intends to offer to the rules, and I yield to him for that purpose. ; 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask to 
have read for the information of the House, an amendment which I pro- 
pose to the rules. I will merely say that in my judgment this amend- 
ment, if acted upon favorably by the House, will result in a greater 
saving than will follow from any other one amendment proposed. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

It shall not be in order for the Speaker {o entertain a proposition to grant 
leave to print in the Recorp any h not actually delivered on the floor of the 
House, and no member shall publish in the RECORD any speech or remarks not 
actually delivered in the House. s 
. Mr. RANDALL. I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 

PERKINS] for one minute. 

Mr. PERKINS. Give me a little more time-than that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes left. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I will yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas [ Mr, PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I hope gentlemen understand that I 
do not antagonize the proposition of the Committed on Rules to create 
this newcommittee. In fact in my judgment such a committee should 
be created. The only question I make is as to its proper jurisdiction. 
I agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that if a 
committee is created with the powers proposed by this report neither 
it nor any other single committee of this House can pass upon all these 
claims. There are forty-five hundred claims reported from the Inte- 
rior Department for consideration by the House. Furthermore, there 


will be many bills introduced providing for payment of Indian depre- 
dation claims that have not been reported from the Interior Depart- 
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ment, and no one committee can possibly do the work that will be put 
upon this proposed committee. Hence Í think, as I suggested in the 
first instance, that Indian depredation claims which by their terms re- 
quire that compensation shall be made from the annuities or other funds 
of Indian tribes ought to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania that this particular 
class of claims constitutes but a very small percentage of the Indian 
depredation claims brought to the attention of Congress. Only a very 
few of the great mass of Indian depredation claims contemplate by their 
terms that theyshall be paid from the annuities orother moneys of the 
Indians; and it is only claims of this kind that I desire to go to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

. One word as to the compliments bestowed on the committee of the 
last Congress by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes]. In his 
enthusiasm or zeal he says that during the Forty-ninth Congress that 
committee did not report asingle Indian depredation claim. Why, sir, 
if the gentleman will take the Calendar of the Jast Congress he will find 
how erroneous is that statement. Many such bills were reported from 
that committee; but the time of the House was so occupied that the 
committee never had the opportunity of bringing those bills to the at- 
tention of the House. ‘lhat committee was not a privileged committee, 
except as to appropriation bills. Neither will this committee bea priv- 
ileged committee; and hence it will in all probability meet with no bet- 
ter success in reaching the ear of the House than did the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

As to the remarks of my friend from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], he can 
not say words which I will not indorse in favor of the prompt and 
fair consideration of these claims. Nor will he be more earnest in 
pressing their consideration upon the attention of the House. I know 
personally in my own State many individuals who are in poverty and 
in want, as they have been for twenty-five years, because that long ago 
all that they had was stolen from them by roving bands of Indians, 
and from that time to this they have been knocking at the doors of 
Congress, asking from the Goyernment some measure of justice; and I 
think it time that justice should be awarded to them. I therefore in- 
dorse heartily what the gentleman from Texas has said in this regard, 
I am not making this proposition for the purpose of antagonizing ny 
fair and*just Indian depredation claim. On the contrary, I make this 
suggestion in the interest of such claims, because I helieve the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs will have time to consider fairly claims which 
are to be paid from the fands or annuities of the Indians; and, logically, 
I think such claims should go to that committee. Among the 4,500 
claims reported already by the commissioners appa by the Inte- 
rior Department, many are found to be bonest and meritorious, but are 
barred by the statute of limitations because not presented within three 
years from the time the depredation was committed. On this ground 
these officers report against them. Technically this is right, as under 
the law their powers are necessarily limited, and they could not report 
favorably claims barred by the statute of limitations. 

But in Congress no such rule prevails. Weare supreme in such mat- 
ters, and in my judgment it would be dishonest and wrong for this 
great Government to take advantage of the statute of limitations, and 
refuse to pay the many honest and meritorious claims there are against 
it, because they were not presented within three years from the time 
the loss was sustained and the wrong committed. The Government 
should not punish the claimants because they have been indulgent and 
forbearing. 

Mr, RANDALL. I think the jurisdiction proposed to be given to this 
committee is comprehensive enough. Ifthere is room forany objection, 
the language defining the authority of the committee is possibly rather 
too loose. 

I yield for a moment to the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr, 
GALLINGER], who desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Beföre the previous question is ordered, I wish 
to put an inquiry to the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
representing the Committee on Rules. I observe that the committee 
has repo: in favor of the appointment of certain special committees. 
I wish to‘ask the gentleman whether an amendment proposed by my- 
self to constitute a Committee on Public Health has had consideration 
by the committee, and, if so, whether they have reached an adverse con- 
clusion on that proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thecommittee didin part consider the proposition 
submitted by the gentleman, but did not reach a final conclusion upon 
it. FormyselfI will say that, as one of the members of the committee, 
I was inclined not to favor the constitution of the proposed Committee 
on Public Health, because I was in some doubt as to the jurisdiction 
to be given to the committee—how far its authority would extend as 
to matters ofquarantine and othersubjects relating to the public health, 

I now ask the previous question on agreeing to the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. ADAMS. Idesiretoaska parliamentary question. This propo- 
sition being to adopt, with some modifications, forty-six rules of the 
House of Representatives of the last Congress, is not the question di- 
visible? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinksthata separate vote may be called 
for on any proposition contained in the report. 
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Mr. ADAMS. Another question: After the previous question has 
been ordered, would it be in order for me to move that the considera- 
tion of all rules of the Forty-ninth Congress in regard to which the Com- 
mittee on Rules has not recommended a modification be postponed till 
the first Wednesday in January? 

The SPEAKER. Those propositions to amend the rules on which 
the committee has made no report are not before the House. 

Mr. ADAMS. But, Mr. Speaker, the report, as I understand, is that 
the rules of the House as they existed in the Forty-ninth Congress be 
adopted as the rules of the present House. If I am incorrect in that 
impression, I am very glad to learn it. 

TheSPEAKER. The report proposes to adopt the rules of the Forty- 
ninth Congress with certain modifications, until the further order of 
the House; that is the statement contained in the report. The report 
also states that there are other propositions pending before the commit- 
tee which are Hereafter to be considered and reported upon. 

Mr, RANDALL. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the report. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] whether he consented that I should offer my amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under my instructions from the committee I am 
not permitted to do so. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no disposition to antagonize the proposition 
to create a committee on Indian depredation claims; I merely desired 
an opportunity, if I could obtain it from the gentleman, to have a vote 
on the amendment I have suggested. If in order, I would ask a sep- 
arate vote on that proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have the utmost desire to be courteous to the 
gentleman; but I have no authority to admit his amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], asthe 
Chair understands, asks a separate vote upon the proposition to create 
a committee on Indian depredation claims. 

Mr. PERKINS. Only with the understanding that I may offer an 
amendment; if I can not do that I do not care for a separate vote. 

Mr. MILLS. The previous question having been ordered, the gen- 
tleman, of course, can not offer an amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I do not press the demand for a separate 


vote, 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the reportof the Committee 
on Rules, it was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. e - 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. On behalf of the Committee on Rules, I desire to re- 
port the resolution which I send to the desk. 

COIN VALUE OF PRECIOUS METALS. 

The SPEAKER. Before the resolution of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Mrs] is read,. the Chair will lay before the House a message 
from the President of the United States. 

The following message from the President of the United States was 
read, and, with the accompanying documents, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, accompa- 
nied by the report of Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Massachusetts, who was espe- 
cially designated by me, under the provisions of successive actS of Congress in 
that behalf, to visit the financial centers in Europe, in order to ascertain the 
feasibility of establishing, by international arrangement, a fixity of rates between 
the two precious metals in coinage of both, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, December 20, 1887. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that, under the rule just 
adopted as a part of the report of the Committee on Rules, gentlemen 
who desire to introduce private bills will place their names upon the 
bills, and indicate by memorandum to what committee they think the 
bills should be referred. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irise to a question of order. I ask whether 
the resolution offered by me last Friday in reference to the introduction 
of bills does not now come up as unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. It will do so as soon as the proposition which has 
been submitted to the House by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
has been read and disposed of. 


ASSIGNMENT OF ROOMS IN HOUSE WING OF CAPITOL. 


The following resolution, reported by Mr. MILLS, from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, was read: 

Resolved, That the ony changes be made in the occupation of rooms in 
the House wing of the Capitol: 

That the room of the subcommittees of the Committee on Appropriations be 
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assigned to the Speaker, and that a door-way be made to connect the same with 
the members’ retiring-room; that the rooms now occupied, respectively, b 
the Speaker and Sergeant-at-Arms be assigned to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations; that the present room of the Committee on Appropriations be assigned 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Resolved, That the changes herein ordered shall be made under the direction 
and supervision of the Architect of the Capitol, 

Mr, MILLS. This arrangement is proposed for the convenience of 
the parties named in tHe resolution. The proposition is that the 
Speaker shall oceupy, instead of his present room, the small room which 
has been occupied by subcommittees of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; and that the Sergeant-at-Arms take the room now occupied by 
the Committee on Appropriations, which committee shall take the two 
rooms now occupied by the Speaker and the Sergeant-at-Arms. Pro- 
vision is also made that a door shall be cut from the small room I have 
mentioned into the retiring-room for members. It is unnecessary to 
make any further statement. The subject has been fully considered 
by the Committee on Rules, and this is a unanimous report. I call for 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 


the resolution was adopted. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I now move to take up for action 
at this time a resolution coming over by unanimous consent, providin, 
for the introduction and reference of bills. Without asking for a fo 
vote on the adoption of my resolution I will ask, by unanimous con- 
sent, that the House proceed to the call of the States for the introduc- 
tion of bills for reference. I will say that the Public Printer, or all 
those engaged in the work at the Printing Office, tell us it will be bet- 
ter to allow the introduction of these bills before the holidays, so that 
they may be printed during the holidays, and ready for members when 
they return. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Monday next, immediately after the reading of the Journal 
and its approval, the Speaker shall callall the States and Territories in alpha- 
betical order for bills and resolutions for printing and reference without debate ; 
on which call joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Ter- 
ritorial Legislatures may be presented and sppronciate, referred, and on this 
call only resolutions of inquiry directed to the heads of Executive Departments 
shall be in order for reference to appropriate committees. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That resolution should be modified in accordance 
with the action taken a few minutes ago on the report of the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I modify the resolution so as to provide only 
for the introduction of public bills, as under the amendment of the 
rules adopted private bills go into the petition-box. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move further to modify the resolution by 
striking out the words ‘‘ Monday next” and inserting ‘‘now.’’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It should also be provided that when the call 
of States shall be commenced for the introduction of bills it should 
be continued over to-morrow, if necessary, so that members of States 
later on in the call may not be cut off from the opportunity opeet 
ing the bills which they may desire to introduce and have referred to 
appropriate committees. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object to the introduction of any bills 
at this time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well; then I will call up the resolution 
for action at this time. s 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Theresolution is pending, and the gentleman from 
Illinois calls it up for action at this time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the resolution be modified so as to 
read ‘‘now™ instead of ‘‘ Monday next,” and that it be further modi- 
fied so as to merely include the presentation and reference of public 
bills, as private bills have already been provided for by.the rule adopted 
this morning. , 

Mr. SPRINGER. It provides that it shall be in accordance with the 
rules of the House, and that is now one of the rules of the House, that 
private bills shall be sent to the petition-box, and this will therefore 
refer only to the introduction of public bills. 

The SPEAKER, That is now the rule of the House, and the resolu- 
tion provides for proceeding to the consideration of public bills only. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The resolution should be still further modi- 
fied so as to provide for continuing the call of States for the introduc- 
tion of bills to-morrow if the call be not concluded to-day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of course I am willing to agree to such a 
modification of the resolution. 

Mr.'RICHARDSON. That is, that the call shall be continued un- 
til all the States and Terrifories have been called for the introduction 
of public bills. 

‘The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, these modifications of the 
resolution will be considered as to. 

There was no objection, and the resolution as modified was read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. SEE of Pennsylvania. I desire to be heard for just one 
momen: 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield foraquestion, but not for a speech. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Imerely wish to say, Mr. Speaker, 
for the benefit of those who are with us now for the first time in the 
House of Representatives, that the introduction of bills to-day does not 
expedite their consideration in the least. In other words, the commit- 
tees do not take up bills in the order of their presentation. It is well 
enough to know that, so that members may see that nothing is gained 
by the introduction of bills at this time. In fact, we know itis better 
to wait for the introduction and reference of bills until after the com- 
mittees have been appointed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the pos question. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope it will not be sustained, 
because it will only lead to confusion. : 

The House divided; and there ware—ayes 25, noes not counted. 

So the previons question was not ordered. 

Mr. HOUK. Is the resolution debatable ? 

TheSPEAKER, It is. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I take it to be the experience of this 
House whenever in the past we have participated in the introduction 
of bills before committees were appointed and the House was regularly, 
organized, the effect has been to lead to confusion and not to the ad- 
vancement of the work of this body. I have no purpose to debate 
this question further than to say thatit is an experiment which has 
not proved beneficial in the past, and I trust we will not enter upon it 


again. 

One word further. A great many gentlemen have acted upon the 
supposition and nodenn bills were not to be introduced until 
after the organization of the House by the appointment of committees. 
If the resolution be adopted it will work a disadvantage to those gen- 
tlemen. Iam as anxious as any one to introduce bills, but I am aware 
of the fact that nothing will be gained by the introduction of bills now, 
while no measure will be prejudiced by waiting until we can proceed 
in an orderly manner to bring the public business before the House. ` 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to lay the resolution upon the 
taùle. I think the vote just taken sufficiently indicates the temper of 
the House on this question, and in the interest of economy of time I 
hope the resolution will be laid upon the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. 8 er, before that motion is submitted, 
let me say that I think it evident from the expression the House has 
just given, that it does not desire any bills to be introduced before the 
holiday recess. Being willing to respect that sentiment, I ask leave to 
withdraw the resolution. 

I find that few members have bills prepared of a public nature to be 
submitted to-day. 

There being no objection, the resolution was withdrawn. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. ENLOE submitted the following proposed amendment to the 
rules; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
RULE —. 
Itshall not be in order for the a boone Bef he 
leave to print in the RECORD any 
ublish in the 


ofthe House; and no member s! 
marks not actually delivered in the 


oponon ip szant 
delivered upon the re- 


Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following proposed amendment to the | Co 


rules; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the third clause of the twenty-first rule of the House be 
ence $% karier ty ss rted i eral appropriati: eet be i 

= No appropriation sha re n any gen jon or n 

order Fe amendment thereto foe any cer neways not bie bated awh SOE ized 

by law, unless in continuation such public works and ob- 

as are already in pombe nrt T OD OR bill or 

law be in order except such as, being 

ect-matter shall retrench by the 

reduction of the number and salary of the officers of the United Sataa, Z or by 

the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of 


the Daited States.” 
Mr. MCRAE submitted the following we poposit of an amendment 
to the rules; which was read, and refi to the Committee on Rules: 
Amend Rule X by striking out “ thirteen” and inserting “ fifteen” wherever 
occurs, : 
DEATH OF HON. NICHOLAS T. KANE. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, re e duty devolves upon me to an- 
nounce to the House the d last September, of Hon. Nicholas T. 
Kane, late a member-elect to House from the State of New York. 
I request that the resolutions I now send to the desk be read, and at 
the proper time I will move their ae consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That this House has heard with sorrow of the death of Hon. Nich- 
olas T. Kane, late a member-elect to this House from the State of New York. 
Resolved, That a ok eee Speen DS MS ae pare ee 
widow of the member. 
Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the Senate, 
Te pa The resolutions will lie upon the table for the 
resen 
Mr. TRACEY. Asa further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, re Shah Se House do gow dajoum, 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at {at o'clock and 37 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


it 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

Under the rule, private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 1) to incorporate the Washington 
an z it and Trust Company—to the Committee on the District of 

umbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2) for the relief of Abraham C. Myers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

SE a bill (H. R. 3) to remove the political disabilities of William 

W. Mackall, of Virginia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

wi; a bill (H. R. 4) granting arrears of pension to Stephen White— 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

re a bill (H. R. 5) for the relief of Eviline Fondreu—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6) granting a pension to Marion Berry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. S. Horton upon the pension- 
rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a.bill (H. R. 9) for the relief of William H. Crook—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10) for the relief of Basil Moreland—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11) for the relief of Anthony Joseph and Pedro J. 
Jaramillo—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 12) for the relief of George W. Morse—to the Com- 
mittee | on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Egbert Thompson, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 14) for the relief of William J. Poitevent—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15) for the relief of Arthur L. Fish—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, 
widow and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17) for the relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, 
a paymaster in the United States Army—to the Committee on Claims. 

"Also, a bill (H. R. 18) for the relief of Frank Della Torre and Susan 
F. Della Torre, ie of Peter Della Torre, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of 
the estate of William Tinder, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20) for the relief of Isaac S. Simpson—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21) for the relief of John J. Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22) to increase the of Mrs. Minerva Eagle, 
widow of Commodore Henry Eagle, late of the United States Navy—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 23) granting a pension to James M. Kirk—to the 
on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 24) for the reliefof Eliza Russell, widow of Eldredge 
Rassell—to the Committee on Pi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25) forthe reliefof Charles Landram—to theCom- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26) for the relief of William J. Poitevent—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27) vesting the Court of Claims of the United States 
with jurisdiction to determine the rights of William E. Woodbridge to 
certain letters patent for a metallic sabot, and to render judgment in 
payment for the use of the same by the Government during the war of 
186i—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28) for the relief of Robert Cornell White, his ex- 
ecutors, heirs, or to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 29) for the relief of Edward W. McGinnis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 30) for the relief of S. Dingee & Co., their execu- 
tors, heirs,or assigns—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 31) for the relief of James Millinger—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32) for the relief of the Florence Masonic Lodge, 
No. 14, at Florence, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of Pollie Lester—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 34) forthe relief of the heirs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 35) to pay Rising Sun Lodge, No. 29, Accepted Free 
eh, of Decatur, Ala., for building, etc., burned by United States 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

Riso, abill (H. R. 36) for the relief of La Grange College—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 37) for the relief of John H. Jones and Thomas D, 
Harris—to the Committee on War 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 38) to refer the claim the United States of 
the trustees of La Grange College, Colbert County, Alabama, to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 39) to refer the claim against the United States of 
the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Athens, Lime- 
stone County, Alabama, to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 


ar 

Also, a bill (H. R. 40) to refer the claim against the United States of 
the Florence Masonic Lodge, of Florence, Ala., to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41) for the reliefof C. C. Spiller and others—to the 
Committee on War Claims. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 42) for the relief of Amos L. Moody, administra- 
torof the estate of Argy L. Garner, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, & bill (H. R. 43) to refer the claim against the United States of 
the trustees of the Rising Sun Masonic Lodge, No. 29, of Decatur, Ala., 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 44) to reimburse the trustees of the Cumberland 
Presbyterian Church of Athens, Limestone County, Alabama—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 45) to confirm a certain private land claim in the 
Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 46) to confirm a certain private land claim in the 
Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47) for the relief of Mary F. Potts—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 48) for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 49) for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 50) for the relief of Capt. Henry H. Humphreys—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 51) for the relief of Edward Byrne—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 4) in relation to the claim made by 
John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of project- 


-iles for rifled ordnance claimed as the invention of said Read, and by 


him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement 
made between him and the War Department in 1856, for which no 
compensation has been made; also in relation to the claim of William 
E. Woodbridge, based upon the plea of alleged priority in this line of 
invention—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill (H. R. 52) for the relief of J. G. Fell, Ed- 
ward Hoopes, and George Burnham—to the Committee on Indian 


-Depredation Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 53) for the relief of Samuel Noble—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 54) for the reljef of Mrs. M. J. Donahoe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 55) granting a pension to Stephen C. Slayton—to 
the Committee on Pensions. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 56) to refund to W. L. Whitlock, of Alabama, taxes 
illegally collected as income tax—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 57) for the relief of Laban Heath & 
Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 58) for the relief of Edward Fitz- 
gerald—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 59) for the relief of Charlotte Stanton, widow of 
Simeon Stanton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 60) for the relief of John McCombs—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 61) for the relief of Mrs. E.-A. Awalt, widow of 
Michael Awalt—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 62) for the relief of Mrs. Missouri Houston, now 
Hendrix, administratrix and widow of Samuel Houston—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 63) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and others—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 64) for the relief of J. H; T. Main—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 65) for the relief of Lucy Ann Lee and Allen G. 
Lee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 66) referring to the Court of Claims the claims of 
Ethan A. and Edward V. Deuell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 67) for the relief of M. F. Haynie—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of Zeb Ward—to the Committee 
on Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 69) for the relief of John D. Admas—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 70) for the relief of Silias F. Field—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 71) for the relief of the estate of Elias Rector, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 72) for the relief of W.W. Burns—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 73) for the relief of the late John Rogers, deceased— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 74) for the relief of Pryor N. Lea—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75) for the relief of James H. Hamilton—to the 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 76) for the relief of L. A. Morris—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 77) for the relief of Joseph Stanley—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 78) granting a pension to La Fayette Franklin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 79) granting a pension to James Supple—to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 80) ting a pension to Forester N. McBride— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 81) for the relief of M, W. Locke; de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 82) for the relief of R. R. Tinsley—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. te 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 83) granting a pension to H. 
P. Farnsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 84) granting a pension to Mary E. Blackman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 85) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Jane Case—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 86) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others—to 
the Committee on Claims. x; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 87) for the relief of Nancy E. Day—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 88) granting a pension to Sally A. Randall—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 89) to remove charge of desertion against Daniel 
C. Lewis—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H, R. 90) granting a pension to John A. 
Grissom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PENINGTON: A bill (H. R. 91) for the relief of the officers 
and enlisted men of the Fifth and Sixth Delaware Regiments—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: A bill (H. R.92) for the relief of Morgan Rawls— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 93) for the relief of Mayer Newmark—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, & bill (H. R. 94) for the relief of Lepine C. Rice—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 95) for the relief of W. H. H. 
Hardin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 96) for the relief of S. A. Saint John—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 97) granting a pension to Ida B. Linthicum—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 98) granting a pension to Philander A. Bartlett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 99) for the relief of Francis J. Bizaillion—to the. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, LANDES: A bill (H. R. 100) granting a pension to Francis 
M. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 101) granting a pension to Rev. J. M. Madding— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 102) granting a pension to Elisha Black—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Sarah Dougherty—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104) for the relief of Archibald Hunley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 105) for the relief of Neil Fisher—to the Commit- ` 
tee on Military Affairs. + — 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 106) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Willis Jines (or Joines)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 107) for the relief of Aaron E. Welty—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 108) for the relief of John C. Weaver—to the Com- ` 
mittee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. SPRINGER; A bill (H. R. 109) to refund to Dr. F. O. Saint 
Clair $97.80 duties on a monument to the memory of Francis “J. 
Townshend, late of the United States Navy—to the Committee on 


s. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 110) granting a pension to 
Mary S. Logan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 111) granting a pension to John K. Mannon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 112) granting a pension to George Schneider—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 113) for the relief of Samuel Burrell—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 114) for the relief of the heirs and legal represent- 

atives of Alfred Robinson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 115) to increase the pension of 
Thomas F. Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 116) to increase the pension of John T. Hammans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 117) granting a pension to Franklin P, Burget, 
William Burget, and Lydia A. Burget—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 
Also, a bill (IT. R. 118) for the relief of James M. Shields—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 119) for the relief of Mary J. Alexander—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120) for the relief of Charlotte Caroline Hackle- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 121) for the relief of Enos F. M. Blair—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 122) for the relief of Julia A. Darrall—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 123) for the relief of William M. Hanby—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 124) sot the relief of Col. Daniel McClure—to the 
Committee on Military 

Also, a bill (H. R. 125) for the relief of Milton R. Avery—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. k 126) for the relief of William Mabee—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127) for the relief of William M. Franklin, John 
M. Stucky, and William H. Fritts—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 129) granting a pension to Jesse 
H. Gaines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 130) granting a pension to John E. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 131) granting apension to Finton A. Stroup—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 132) granting a pension to Hamilton R. Harper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 133) to increase the pension of Samuel Lilly—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 134) to increase the pension of David M. Rennoe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 135) granting a pension to Dallas Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 136) for the relief of William Bassett—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 137) for the relief of Godfrey Bestle—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 138) granting a pension to Joseph 
Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 139) granting a pension to Nicholas Evans—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 140) granting a pension to Hannah Rigor—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 141) granting a pension to Selinda E. Smith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 142) granting a pension to Clara I. Worstell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 143) granting an increase of pension to Amelia 
A. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 144) for the relief of Lucien B. Harbaugh—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of Matthew E. Jackson—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 146) for the relief of F.W. Zickendrath—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 147) for the relief of Thomas Levi—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Tee H. Wheat—to the Com- 
mittee. on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 149) granting a pension to Rachel 
Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 150) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 151) for the relief of Mathias Pedersen—to the 
Cõmmittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Therese Guelich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 153) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia E. Sharp—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cyn- 
thia J. Carlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 155) for the relief of Mrs. Dulcena Noel—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 156) correcting the military record of William D. 
Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 157) correcting the ene. history of Robert 
McNutt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 158) granting a pension 
to David T. Elderkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 159) granting a pension to Jane Thomas—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 160) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Sailer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 161) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Mabb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensigns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 162) granting a pension to Albert Loeper—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 163) granting a pension to George Bennett—to the 
Committee on Invalif Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 164) for the relief of Henry A. Paus—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 165) for the relief of H. C. Markham—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 166) for the relief of William Thompson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 167) for the relief of Daniel T. 
Hedges and Edward B. Spalding, executors of Charles E. Hedges, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 168) granting a pension to Dudley Carey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN; A bill (H. R. 169) granting a pension to Mrs. P. E. 
Broaddus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 170) granting a pension to Charles Banks—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 171) granting a pension to Jesse Campbell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 172) to granta pension to Frederick Schrumpp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 173) to grant a pension to John B. Childs—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 174) to grant a pension to Jacob R. Critten—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 175) to granta pension to John N. Penneji—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 176) to grant a pension to Philip Wagner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 177) to grant a pension to John W. Williams—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 178) to granta pension to Mrs. J. G. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 179) to grant a pension to Eli W. Campbell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) to granta pension to James Dye—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 181) granting a pension to W. H. Phillips—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. @ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 182) granting a pension to John C. White—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

* Also, a bill (H. R. 183) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Clark—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. À 

Also, a bill (H. R. 184) granting a pension to Adolph Hankammer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to Samuel F. C. Garrison— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 186) for the relief of Samuel T. Evey—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 187) for the relief of Elijah Crudgington—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 188) for the relief of John Banks—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R..189) granting a pension to August C. 
T. Gogall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 190) granting a pension to Johanna Trew—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 191) granting a pension to Peter Burger—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 192) granting an increase of pension to John Nic- 
odemas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 193) for the relief of James Coughlin—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. YR. 194) for the relief of John J. Miller—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 195) for the reliefof Edward Fenlon—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 196) for the relief of John T. Ryman—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, g bill (H. R. 197) for the relief of John Garaghty—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. erie for the relief of Thomas H. Soward—to the 
Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 199) fo for the relief of Russell §. Newell—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 200) gantngs pension to Walter O. 
Watson—to the Committee on Invalid 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 202) granting a pension to Jesse W. Williams—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 203) to increase the pension of James A. Under- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. Shaw—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 205) granting a pension to T. W. Stonghton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to William H. Starr—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 207) granting a pension to Joseph A. Porter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) granting a pension to Calvin C. Pratt—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 209) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 211) to increase the pension of Nicholas W. New— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 212) granting a pension to Albert E. Magoffin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 213) granting a pension to W. H. H. McArthur— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 214) granting a pension to Levi P. Mettz—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 215) granting a pension to James McCaffrey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 216) granting arrears of pension to Richard H. 
MecWhorter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. Maphet—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 218) granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie Lawrence, 
Charles @aker, and Ada Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 219) granting a pension to Clinton Lewis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 220) granting a pension to John J. Lockrey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. Re 221) increasing the pension of John C. Johnston— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 222) granting a pension to Thomas J. Hutchins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 223) granting a pension to Nathaniel Grigsby—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 224) granting a pension to William Dobbs—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 225) granting a pension to 8. J. Caldwell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 226) granting a pension to Oliver Bellamy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 227) granting a pension to Anna Baughman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 228) to increase the pension of Cornelia V. Black- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) granting a pension to J. D. Austin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 230) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Eliza A. 
Moses—to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 231) to increase the pension of Edmund Ashworth— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 232) forthe relief of the estate of Nathan T. Shuler— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 233) for the relief of William L. Rose—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 234) for the relief of David Morrow—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 235) for the reliefofOrren D. Lemert—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 236) for the relief of Elkanah Huddleston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 237) for the relief of Harry Fones—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 238) for the relief of Levi Fellers—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 239) for the relief of Eliza J. Campbell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 240) for therelief of William K. Copeland—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 241) to correct the military record of John Sum- 
mers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 242) for the relief of Michael Rockford—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 243) for the relief of Stephen O’Connor—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 244) to restore John F. Lewis to the rank of first 
lieutenant in the Twenty-first United States Infantry, and place him 
upon the retired-list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 245) for the relief of Asher W. Foster—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 246) for the relief of J. W. Patterson—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 247) for the relief of Henry Hegwer—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 248) for the relief of 
James O. -Mortimer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 249) for the relief of James B. McCubbin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 250) for the relief of Seth H. Kellogg—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R..251) for the relief of the estate of Francis M. 
Murray, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 252) for the relief of Michael Mayer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 253) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Lewis W. Washington, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 254) for the relief of John M. Higgins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 255) for the relief of Sarah E. Harper—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 256) for the relief of William Pritchard—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 257) for the relief of the heirs of E. P. George— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 258) for the relief of A. J. Carr—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 259) for the relief of the heirs of T.W. Picker- 
ing—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 260) for the relief of T. B. Pool—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 261) for the relief of the heirs of James A. Greg- 
ory—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 262) for the relief of P. 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 263) for the relief of Thomas. J. Flanary—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 264) for the relief of Nathan Fralick—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 265) for the relief of Thomas H. Flournoy—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 266) for the relief of A. J. Drennan—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 267) for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 268) for the relief of Thomas Dew—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 269) for the relief of Joel H. Curd—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 270) for the relief of Thomas Crenshaw—to the 
Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 271) for the relief of Granvil F. Clement—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 272) for the relief of P. Conway—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 273) for the relief of George L. Colley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of Mary C. Clarke—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 275) for the relief of John W. Chappel—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 276) for the relief of Mrs. C. C. Carner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 277) for the relief of the heirsof William Cash—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 278) for the relief of Lewis Carter—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 279) for the relief of A. B. Carlin—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 280) for the relief of the estate of Howard B. Bush, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 281) for the relief of K. Battoe—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 282) for the relief of Mrs. Mary J. Barnett—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 283) forthe relief of the heirs ot Wiley Baker—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
D. G. Hurley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
H. Corths, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


F. Genoway—to the Com- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 286) for the relief of J. M. Woolf—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 287) for the relief of A. Wood—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 288) for the relief of G. T. Wallace—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 289) for the relief of Benjamin R. Waller—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 290) for the relief of Samuel Ullman—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 291) for the relief of Harriet W. Shacklett—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 292) for the relief of W. J. Saling—to the Commit- 
fio Fes Cale. 293) for th tt{Rose—to the Co 

Also, a bi or the relief of Merri e Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 294) for the relief of John W. McKnight—to the 
Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 295) for the relief of James Love—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill R. 296) for the relief of Charles B. Lewis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 297) for the relief of A. Gates Lee—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 298) for the reliefof C. H. Hubbard—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 299) for the relief of John Hutcherson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 300) for tho relict of the trasteeg of the Fires Bap- 
tistChurch at Smithland, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 301) for the relief of J. F. Wahl—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 302) granting an increase of pension to Joseph S. 
C. Rowland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 303) granting a pension to James M. Parks—tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 304) for the relief of Charles S. Bradley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 305) granting a pension to William A. M. Brewer— 
ot the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 306) granting a pension to Hester V. Blackburn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 307) granting a pension to Nathaniel Rusten—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 309) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Hull—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 310) ting @ pension to John F. Hopkins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Bensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 311) poorest pension to James P. Brewster—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 312) granting a pension to William Thompson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 313) for the relief of Ellen Ray—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 314) authorizing the Secretary of War to place the 
name of James L. Henderson on the rollof Company B, Sixteenth Ken- 
tucky Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ris: a bill (H. R. 315) giving a military record to Alexander Fran- 
cesco, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 316) authorizing the Secretary of War to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Edward Lee Smith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 317) for the relief of John W. Robinson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 318) for the reliefof James H. Rhynes—to the Com- 
Taisten on Military Affairs, 

Also, abill (H. R. 319) for the relief of Rodolph Randol—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 320) giving a military record to James King—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 321) to carry into éffect the recommendation of the 
Board of Admirals convened under the joint resolution approved Feb- 
ruary 5, 1879, in the case of Commander Henry Glass, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CARUTH: <A bill (H. R. 322) for the relief of B. M. M. Parish— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 323) for the relief of Mrs. Cassa Simpson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. .- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 324) for the relief of C.-T. Vennigerholz—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 326) for the relief of Mrs. Frances Marshall—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 327) for the relief of Warren Mitchell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 328) for the allowance of certain awards made by 
a board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Chambers & Brown—to the 


‘Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 330) for the relief of Thierman & Frost—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HR. 332) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R333) granting a pension to Catherine Busey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 334) granting a pension to Henry Medley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 335) granting. a pension to General W. E. Wood- 
ruff—to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 336) A they relief of William Spieth—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Max Von Eik—to the Committee on Military Af- 

fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. BIR) IO Senara aee oE desertion from the 

military record of J. George Ruckstuhl—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 339) for the relief of J. E. Pilcher—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 340) for the relief of James C. 
Matherly, assignee of John C. Pierce—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 342) for the relief of James Dozier—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 343) for the relief of D. N. Williams—te@the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 344) for the relief of J. A. Clark, exeeutor of 
James ‘Clar deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 345) forthe relief of James M. Cornelison—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 346) for the relief of A. Carson—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a.bill (H. R. 347) for the relief of John H. McBrayer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 348) for the relief of M. H. Gill—to the Com- 
mittee. on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 349) for the relief of James M. Clowers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 350) for the relief of W. G. Dunn, administrator 
of Cooper Dunn, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 351) for the relief of B. F. Robinson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 352) for the relief of E. F. Pigg—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 353) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church at Crab Orchard, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel MeClure—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 355) granting a pension to Jonathan Branden- 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 356) granting a pension to Thomas ‘J. Hays—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 357) granting a pension to G. W. MeClure—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 358) granting a pension to W. B. Benny—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 359) for the relief of John S. Boswell—to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 360) for the relief of Smith R. Menshon—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 361) for the relief of George W. 
Munday, administrator of Maj. Gen. Eleazur W. Ripley, deceased—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 362) to increase the pension of 
Charles W. Sanborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 363) grantinga pension to Mrs. Eliza L. Mace—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 364) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Besse— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 365) granting a pension to John Humes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 366) granting a pension to James Ferris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 368) granting a pension to Austin Reynolds—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 369) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther B. Hayford 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 370) for the relief of the administratrix of the es- 
tate of G. W. Lawrence—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 371) to correct the military record of John R. Rol- 
lins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 372) te remove the charge of desertion against W. 
P. Farmer, late of the United States Navy—to the Committee on Na- 
val Affai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 373) for the relief of Dennis B. Munsey—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 374) granting balance of pension to William H. S. 

—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 375) for the erection of a monument to the memory 


of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox, at Thomaston, Me,—to the Committee on the | the 


Library. 

By M Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 376) for the relief of certain surviving 
widows of soldiers who served in the last war with Great Britain, in 
1812 to 1815—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 377) granting a pension to George R. Long—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 378) granting a pension to Sarah J. Deplitch—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 379) granting a pension to William E. Thomas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 380) for the relief of Winifred B. Coffin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 391) grintinga panida to EDM. Spragne—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) granting a pension to Catharine G. Bodfish— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 383) granting a pension to Benjamin Hillman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 384) granting a pension to Albert Ellis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 385) granting a pension to Margaret O’ Neill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 386) to increase the pension of Charles H. Sher- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 387) to SERS She Dene E ae Eee 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 388) gating prosan to John Q. A. Tripp—to 
the ie ant tee EA ensions, FR 

Also, a bill ( 389) to increase pension of Charles Harding— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 390) granting a pension to Warren Chubbuck—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 391) granting a pension to Joshua H. Wilkies—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 392) to provide for the payment of the claim of 
William Beattie and John Beattie, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 393) to provide for the payment of the elaim of 
Capt. Roderick McIntosh—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 394) for the relief of the heirs of Capt. Thomas 
Sanford—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 395) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 

Mershin—to the Conmnittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 396) for the relief of the officers and 
een ot pa ene States sloop of war Cumberland—to the Committee 
on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 397) to increase the pension of Thomas Ferrall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 398) granting cannon to Abraham Lincoln Post, of 
By Me MORSE: A bill (H E. 300) granting a pension t 

y granting a to Catherine 
Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 400) for the relief of Sarah Jane Goss—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 401) granting a pension to Mrs. Jeannie Stone— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 402) for the relief of the First National Bank of 
Newton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 403) for the relief of William R. Boag—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 404) for the relief of Mary Mc- 
Grath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 405) for the relief of M. J. Shelp—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 406) for the relief of W. H. Goodwin—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 407) granting a pension to G. W. Burkhart—to 
the boa ing Legh eve Pensions. 

Also, a 408) for the relief of Caroline M. Mon: —to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. eatin 


Also, a bill (H. R. 409) for the relief of Thomas W. Lord—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 410) for the relief of Henry F. Brownson—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R; 411) te amend the records of the War Department 
in the case of James Cooney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 412) for the relief of the heirs of the Iate William 
A. Burt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 413) for the relief of Constontia V. 
Auringer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 414) granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension to Henrietta Bowers, 
Wow of Walter Bowers, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


meres a bill (H. R. 416) granting a pension to Thomas H. Aulis—to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 417 Fe ane a POA see OOE eet tore 
Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) granting a pension to William H. Broken- 
shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 419) grantinga pension to Daniel T. Russell—te the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 420) granting an increase of pension to Lewis G. 
Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 421) granting a pension to Rufus Squire—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 422) for the relief of William Gray—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 423) granting relief to Charles Thom—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Afairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 425) granting a pension to Elisha L. Elam—tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 426) for the relief of Simeon Gilbreath—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 427) for the relief of John H. Roberson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bili (H. R. Sal green A cae 
B. Johnson—te the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 429) to imerease pension of Deauis Tracey, Com- 
pany D, Twenty-sixth Indiana Volunteer Infantry—to the Committec 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 430) for the relief of Henry Van Blarieum—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 431) granting a pension to Hannah Vea 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 432) granting a Pg ee Bosteder, 
Company B, First Missouri ee the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 433) granting a pension to Lydia A. Train—to the 

on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 434) granting @ pension to Ephraim Logan—to 
the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 435) granting a pension to John B. Flinnigen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 436) for the relief of James Barnes, Joab Williams, 
and William Titus—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 437) for the relief of Jesse G. Hawkins—to the 
Committee on Miltary Affairs. 

By Mr, GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 438) for the relief of the suffer- 
ers by the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 439) for the relief of Grovenor A. Curtice—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 440) granting a pension to Mary C. Knight—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 441) granting a pension to Eliza J. Currier—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 442) granting a pension to Emily B. Newell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 443) granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Fifield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (F. R. 444) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Whiteher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 445) granting a pension to Laura A. Wright—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 446) anting. a pension to Alexander McKelvie— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 447) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
B. Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 448) for the relief of Daniel B. Newhall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 449) for the relief of William Trefethen—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 450) for the reliefof Barker, Williams, and a 
to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 451) for the relief of certain citizens of San Fran- 
cisco—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 452) for the reliefof George Hill, jr.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 453) for the relief of Charles D. Purington—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 454) for the relief of Joseph Freschl—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 455) for the relief of Albert D. Spalter—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWER: A bill (H. R. 456) for the relief of the widow of 
Lieut. John F. Stewart—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 457) for the reliefof Henry N. Wolf—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 458) for the relief of Ida A. Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 459) for the relief of Elvira Cooper—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 460) for the relief of Mary L. Currier—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 461) for the relief of the minor children of Joseph 
Sawyer, deceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (If. R. 462) for the relief of Legrand E. Scrafford & Co., 
and others—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 463) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Nicholas Bush, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. S. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 464) for the relief of Nehemiah 
Osburn—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 465) to remove the charge of desertion against 
the name of Joseph Attridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 466) for the relief of John T. Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 467) to remove the charge of desertion againgt the 
name of James M. McNeil, alias James W. Gibson—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 468) eos a pension to Mary A. Van Etten— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and 
Almira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolu- 
tionary army—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 470) granting a pension to Anna 
Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 471) for the relief of Lafayette Pease—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 472) for the relief of Charles Lannan— 
tò the Committee on the Library 

Also, a bill (H. R. 473) for the relief of Robert C. Murphy—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of General G. Cluseret—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 475) to refer the claim of Alice E. De Groot and 
Theodore R. B. De Groot, administrators of William De Groot, deceased, 
to the United States Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 476) to place the name of 
Nathan Crisp on the muster-roll of Company B, Third North Carolina 
Mounted Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 477) for the relief of Allen Gunter—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 478) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M. Collis 
on the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain 
thereof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 479) to amend ‘‘An act to restore the name of 
Lifuss Roberson to the pension-rolls,’? approved February 22, 1887—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 480) granting a pension to William S. Ray—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 481) for the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 482) for the relief of Levi Jones—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of 
John Jones, deceased, and to place the name of said John Jones on the 
muster-rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted 
Infantry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey—to the 
Committee on 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H.R. 485) for the relief of Anthony 
McElroy’s estate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: A bill (H. R. 486) granting a restoration of pension 
to Lydia Calhoun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 487) for the relief of Daniel H. Nye—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 488) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Burr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


Also, a bill (H. R. 489) granting a pension to Mary J. Douglass—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 490) granting a pension to George W. Pitner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 491) granting a pension to Charles White—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 492) for the relief of Henry Grimes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 493) for the relief of Simeon Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 494) granting a pension to William E, Fowler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 495) granting a pension to Mary A. Fisher—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 496) for the relief of John Kirk—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 497) granting a pension to Ferdinand Keyser—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 498) for the relief of Walter Moore—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 499) granting a pension to Catharine Maxwell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 500) granting a pension to Charles Riggle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 501) granting a pension to Maggio Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 502) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 503) granting a pension to George E. Littleton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 504) for therelief of Walter Jefferson—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of J. O. Heller—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 506) for the relief of Battelle & Evans—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 507) rerating the pension of Chris- 
tian Franski—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to 
Sarah F. Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 509) granting a pension to James A. Haley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 510) granting a pension to John Q. Bellville—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 511) granting a pension to William R. Rogers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 512) granting a pension to Frederick Hedgermire 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 513) granting a pension to James F. Wait—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 514) granting a pension to Joseph Fisher—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 515) toremove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of George W. Stelts—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr, A, rf THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 516) to remove a charge 
of desertion against Henry King—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 517) for the relief of John McMahan—to the Com- 
mittee on T Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 518) for the relief of P. J. Edwards, administrator 
of David Edwards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. >R. 519) for the relief of Moses J. Robertson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 520) for the relief of John M. Higgins—to was Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 521) granting a pension to 
Charlotte W. Otto—to the Comimittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 522) granting a pension to Joseph Lighthiser—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 523) granting a pension to Sarah A. Paff—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 524) granting a pension to John C. Lutz—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 525) granting a pension to John Hunter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 526) toincrease the pension of George W. Wertz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 527) granting a pension to Rebecca Rhoads—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 528) granting a pension to H. 8, Gaul—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 529) granting a pension to Clara Geiser—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 530) increasing the pension to Albert Schaeffer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 531) granting a pension to Mary Ann Wesner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 532) granting a pension to Henry Lichty—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 533) granting a pension to John F. Donabower— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 534) granting a pension to Casper Scharff—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 535) granting a pension to Philip Tothero—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 536) granting a pension to Kate Fleig—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 537) for the relief of Peter D. Ranke—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to James Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 539) granting a pension to Edward 8, Kauntner— 

- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, ù bill (H. R. 540) granting a pension to Susan A. Clark—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 541) for the relief of the estate of Michael Hoak, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 542) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. Small—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 543) to relieve John Lyon from the charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 544) for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 545) for the relief of Marcus A. Reno—to the Com- 
mittee’ on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 546) ting arrears of pen- 
sion to De Witt Clinton Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 547) granting increase of pension to Rebecca P. 
Nields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) toincrease the pension of Phineas Malin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Wilson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 550) for the relief of William R. Blakeslee—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 551) for the relief of N, G. 
Terry—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 552) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
William Pepper, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 553) making an appropriation for the benefit of 
the Primitive Baptist Church at Pelham, Grundy County, Tennessee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 554) for the relief of the legal representatives of J o~ 
seph G. Myers, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 555) for the relief of John G. and Carrie Sims 
and Cleveland and R. P. Webster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 556) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Richard F. Wasson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 557) for the relief of Alexander J. Dramright—to 
the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 558) for the relief of the Cumberland Presbyterian 
Church, Fayetteville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 559) for the relief of L. D. Sugg—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 560) making an appropriation for the benefit of 
the Presbyterian Church at Murfreesborough, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Dennis Mahoney, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of B. B. Taylor—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 563) for the relief of William Cunningham—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 564) for the relief of Charles J. Hill—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Martha L. Russell, Mary A. 
Howse, and Lula H. Howse—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 566) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Charles Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 567) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Mrs. L. Bivens, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 568) for the relief of Jere Webb from the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy J. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to James W. Robertson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill (H. R. 571) for the relief of William 
Chandler—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 573) for the relief of Samuel 
B. Seat, administrator of Christian Kropp, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 574) for the relief of Frederick Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 575) for the relief of Payne, James & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Adelicia Cheatham for money illegally assessed and paid the Govern- 
ment under protest—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 577) Dr the relief of William H. Gordon—to the 
Committee on War Claim 

Also, a bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Mrs. Jane L. Taylor—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 579) for the relief of A. H. Buchanan—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 580) for the relief of Duncan Marr—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 581) for the relief of the trustees of Stewart Col- 
lege, Montgomery County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
Clai. 


ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 582) for the relief of Wilkins W. Waggoner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Alen; a bill (H. R. 583) for the relief of legal representatives of A. J. 

PRA rs the Committee on War Claims. 
a bill (H. R, 584) for the relief of Caleb Bryan—to the Commit- 
rcp on Was Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 585) for the relief of Mrs. Ann B. Armstrong—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 586) for the relief of Mrs. Minerva Reems—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 587) for the relief of the estate of Andrew J. Dun- 
can, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) for the relief of Cummings, Doyle & Co., and 
Doyle & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 589) for the relief of D.W. and Minna H. Glassie 
and Joseph C. Nash—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 590) for the relief of Thomas Chadwell, adminis- 
trator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 591) for the relief of the estate of Henry S. French— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 592) for the relief of Richard Atkinson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. z 

By Mr. O'FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 593) forthe relief of James Albert 
Bonsack—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 594) for the relief of William E. Logan—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 595) for the relief of C. A. Worthington—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 596) for the relief of John Southwick—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 597) to make Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs a surgeon in the 
partet States Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 598) granting a pension to James A. Van Nort— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 599) granting increased pension to Charles H. Day— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 600) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 601) for the relief of Noah Foltz—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 602) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy B. Legrand—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 603) for the relief of Samuel H. Sohner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 4 
Also, a bill (H. R. 604) for the relief of the legal representatives of 

George W. Taylor—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 605) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Thomas H. Crow, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 606) for the relief of William H. Woodward—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 607) for the relief of Martin Belaw—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 608) for the relief of Saint Clair D. Kirtley and 
Francis W. Kirtley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 609) for the relief of the trustees of the Centenary 
Reformed Church, of Winchester, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 610) for the relief of William Lav- 
ery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 611) for the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward,widow 
and executrix of William Ward, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 612) for the relief of Thomas Ween the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of John S. Braxton—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 614) for the relief of J. E. Hozier—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of James B. Mitchell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 616) granting a pension to Kate Ryder—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 617) to relieve Isaiah Guist 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Robert Patterson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 620) granting an increase of pension to William 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Whaley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: A bill (H. R. 622) granting a pension to Maria 
Wenger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 623) for the relief of Isham 
Coombs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 624) for the relief of Samuel R. Grundy—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 625) for the relief of Jeremiah Jeffries—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 626) for the relief of Ben A. Stith, administrator— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 627) granting a pension to Francis Mattingly—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. C. S. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 628) granting a pension to Ju- 
liette Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 629) for the relief of Isaiah Hum- 
rickhouser—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 630) for the relief of Wesley W. Taylor—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 631) for the relief of Frances Anne 
Pyne Ricketts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Charles Thorn, with actompanying 
papers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition and papers accompanying the bill for the relief of Will- 
iam Gray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Thomas H. Aully, praying fora pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Merritt Lewis, for an act giving him arrearage pension 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for increase of pension of Lewis G. Clark—to the Com- 
- mittee on Pensions. 

Also, letter accompanying bill of William H. Brokinsham—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of William Hadaway, of Forsyth County, 
Georgia, for reference of his case to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of 275 citizens, business men, of Des 
Moines, Iowa, for the passage of a general bankrupt law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of Hiram Berdan, of New York City, concern- 
ing pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, memorial in relation to the claim of General G. Cluseret—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of William M. Smith, for compensation as a 
seout—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of Abraham Lincoln Post, No. 11, Grand 
Army of the Republic, for condemned cannon—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of mail-carriers of Dubuque, 
Towa, for increase of compensation—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper from R. M. Marvin, for amending section 4700 of the Re- 
vised Statutes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper from same, relating toincrease of pension to Albert Mabb, 
of Manchester, Iowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of S. M. Pollock and others, for a pension for George 
Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition in behalf of Albert Loeper—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Milo L. Sherman and 37 others, fora bill in favor of 
Army nurses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of E. H. Mix Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ack- 
Jey, Iowa, in relation to pension legislation—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, f 


Also, petition from J. V. Carpenter Post, No. 61, of Iowa, urging that 
pensions be granted to Army nurses—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper from J. W. Cotes, of Warren, Dak., giving reasons why 
men shot ugh tbe lungs should receive the same rate of pension as 
one who has lost a hand or foot—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition from members of the British House of Commons and 
others, in relation to arbitration of differences between Great Britain 
and the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Dubuque Art Association and other citizens, for 
abolishing duties on works of fine art, especially paintings And sculpt- 
ure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Man- 
chester, Iowa, for the passage of Senate bill 2362, Forty-ninth Con- 

to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, affidavits in the case of Mrs. Jane Thomas for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Jacob S. Tritts, of Michael A. Staples, 
and of Charles T. P. Davis, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition asking for the passage of a law equalizing bounties— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MoRAE (by request): Petition of Mary C. Ward, of Ouachita 
County, Arkansas, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Robert M. Fraker, of Bird City, Kans., 
late captain Company E, Sixth Missouri Cavalry, for a pension. 

Also, petition of Enos F. M. Blair, alias Marian Blair, late private in 
Capt. James M. Morgan’s company of Iowa Mounted Volunteers, Mexi- 
can war, for a service pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of California engaged in 
the manufacture of lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of 8. M. Fudge, of Panola County, Mis- 
sissippi, for reference of his case to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. $ 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of James N. Reid, of Grundy County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Comi 
mittee on War Claims. $ 

By Mr. DONNELL: Petition of citizens of the Pacific coast, against 
any reduction of the tariff on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Heury W. Long, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of W. W. Burns, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, memorial of William G. Whipple, mayor of Little Rock, Ark., 
relative to a road to the national cemetery near that city—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Simeon Gilbreath, for ref- 
erence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Alexander L. Buchanan; of 
widow of Jacob Eberhart; of James T. Hamilton; of administratrix of 
D. B. Hicks; of Christian Hofstetter; of executor of A. J. Milam; of 
Martha A. Newsom (widow); of George 8. Williamson; of administra- 
trix of J. D. Horton; of J. R. Bouderant, administrator of E. ©. Eou- 
derant; and of John Donnelly, of Davidson County; of Jackson Tyler, 
and of J. M. Thompson, of Cheatham County; of B. F. Posten, and of 
John O'Neal, of Montgomery County; and of E. H. McNeil, of Hum- 
phreys County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of the heirs of Benjamin Snodgrass, 
of Jackson County, and of the heirs of Little Robinson, of Lauderdale 
County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of William J. Hardiman, and of 
executrix of Simpson A. Patterson, of Giles County; of Martha Bailey, 
of heirs of James M. Hunter, and of administrator of H. B. Porter, 
of Maury County; and of administrator of Johnson Jordan, of the 
widow of Turner G. Hill, and of administrator of Brice M. Hughes, of 
Williamson County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition in favor of Federal aid to public schools— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of citizens of Allen County, Ohio, for pen- 
sion to John W. Fleming, Company A, One hundred and fiftieth Rexi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infuntry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William C. Baker and others, for a pension—to tho 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- Roads: 

By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of Caswell County, North Carolina, 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of J. A. Flippo and others, of Caroline 
County, and of Thaddeus Hodges and others, of Mathews County, Vir- 
ginia. 
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By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Litchfield, Bradford County, Penn- 

Ivania. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of D. A. Lawrence and others, and of Michaél 
Hickey and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of W. P. Holton and 32 others, of Jester, Chester 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of citizensof Berks County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens of Abernathy, of McBride, and of Dur- 
hamville, Tenn. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of Michael Shepard and others, of Wileyville; of J. 
R. Windom and others, of Short Creek; of P. A. Poundstail and others, 
of Troy; of Elliot Stump and others, of Stumptown; of G. M. Warner 
and others, of Aberdeen; of Henry Estep and others, of St. Joseph; of 
N. Beck and others, of Pepper; of George F. Perry and others, of Olive; 
of W. F. McKelvey; of Morris H. White and others, of Pond Gap; of L. 
F. Hildebrand and others, of Adamsville; ot M. L. Weekly and others, of 
Joseph’s Mills; of M. Bailey and others, of Leading Creek, and of At- 
well Summers, of Lonetree, W. Va. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of James M. Cook and others, of Chattahoochee 
County, Georgia. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of Alfred Watkins and 38 others, of South Read- 
ing, Vt. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Of citizens of Bainbridge, Lancaster County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HOUK: Of Gumfork; of Well Springs; of Big Creek Gap; 
of Louisville; of White Pine; of "Piney, and of Troutman, Tenn, 

By Mr. LEE: Of citizens of Fauquier County; of Loudoun County, 
and of Prince William County, Virginia. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of A. R. Ellis and others, of ait Moore 
County, and of S. B. Taylor and others, Ward’s Mills, N. C. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Swartz, Greene County, Penn- 
sylvania. 
ce, Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens of Achor, ere ce County, 

hio. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Twenty-three petitions of sundry citizens of the 
Third district of Arkansas. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of R. R. Ramsey and others, of Cassville, White 
County; and of Alexander Coppinger and others, of Tarlton, Grundy 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Ofcitizens of Alamance County; of Nash County; 
of Chatham County, and of D. H. Albright and others, of the Fourth 
district, North Carolina. 

By Mr. PETEKS: Of S. C. Carter and others, of Ainsworth, Kans. 

at Mr. ROGERS: Of citizens of Ivesville, Pulaski County, Arkan- 


“by Mr. ROMEIS: Of W. M. Hewitt and 20 others, of Peachton, 
Ottawa County, Ohio. 

Pra Mr. SCULL: Of citizens of Salemville, Bedford County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: OfJ. F. Stone and others, of Kentucky. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of Goodloe Pride and 23 others,of Barton, and 
of H. H. Bridyers and 17 others, of Dry Cove, Ala. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of R. G. Petway and others, of Hickman 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. WISE: Of citizens of Fifer, Goochland County, Virginia. 

By Mr. YODER: Of citizens of Neptune, Mercer County, and of 
Landeck, Ohio. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Fl ’s Mills; of Moreley; of Hun- 
ter’s Lodge; of Deerfield; of Beesville; of Gilliamsville; of Strait Creek, 
and of Vanderpool, Va. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 22, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania; which, on motion of Mr. BLAIR, were 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


IN THE SENATE, April 13, 1887. 
Resolved (if the house concur), That our Senators in Congress be instructed, 
and the Representatives be requested, to support, at the next session, the Blair 
bill for ethos aid to common schools, to the end that all sections of the Union 
a secure Ne ser entire facilities. 

Resolved, That of the Commonwealth is hereby directed to send 
copies of the above aginn to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of 
the House, at Washin; when Congress convenes in December next. 

Extract from thej of the senate, 
THOS. B. COCHRAN, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Is THe HOUSE or ELRES April 14, A. D. 1887. 
The foregoing resolution concurred in. 
SAM'L A. LOSCH, 


Ohief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Approved the 22d day of A: A. D. 1887. 
ces i pril, JAMES A. BEAVER. 


OFFICE oF THE SECRETARY ere THE permet age 
. Harrisburg, December 20, A. D. 1837. 
Pennsylvania, ss: 


I do hereby certify that the foregoing and annexed is a full, true, and correct 
copy of the original concurrent resolution of the General Assembly, approved 
the 22d day of April, A. D. 1887, as the same remains on file in this oflice. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the 
secretary *soffice to be affixed the day and year above written. 

{sear.} CHARLES W. STONE, 

Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


The PRESIDENT protempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
American Bar Association, favoring the celebration of the Constitutional 
Centennial; which were referred to the Select Committee on the Cen- 
tennial of the Constitution and the Discovery of America. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present senate joint resolution No. 5 of the Leg- 
islative Assembly of the State of Oregon, favoring legislation prohibit- 
ing aliers from occupying United States lands for herding and grazing 

purposes. Such abill has already become a law, but let the memorial 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MiTCHELL presented joint resolution No. 6 of the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Oregon, favoring the adoption of a constitu- 
tional amendment providing for the election of United States Senators 
by a direct vote of the people; which was referred to the Committeeon 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented house joint resolution No. 7 of the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Oregon, favoring an appropriation for the sur- 
vey and improvement of Tillamook Bay and bar; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a house joint memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the State of Oregon, favoring the payment of the expenses of the 
volunteer forces of Oregon and Washington Territory in the Indian war 
of 1855-56, as allowed by the commission consisting of General Rufus 
Ingalls, A. A Smith, and Hon. L. F. Grover; also that the survivors 
of Indian wars be pensioned i in the same manner as the survivors of the 
Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented senate joint memorial No. 10 of the Fourteenth 
Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, favoring an appropriation 
of the sum of $2,500 for the construction of a wagon-way from Cape 
Foulweather, in Benton County, Oregon, to Coos Bay, in Coos County, 
Oregon, through the United States reservation known as Cape Perpetua; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented house joint memorial No. 2 of the Fourteenth 

islative Assembly of the State of Oregon, favoring an appropriation 
of $13,845.84 to pay claimants the amounts allowed them by Philo 
Callender, commissioner of war claims, growing out of the Indian war 
in Oregon Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


He also presented senate joint resolution No, 18 of the fourteenth 
biennial session of the Legislative Assembly of Oregon, favoring the 
reimbursement of settlers on even sections of land within the grant to 
the Oregon Central Railroad Company, which grant has now been for- 
feited, for the excess paid by such settlers for their lands “by reason of 
the price fixed in the grant; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented house joint memorial No. 3 of the Legislative 


| Assembly of the State of Oregon, at its regular session, favoring legis- 


lation providing that the Umpqua River between Gardiner and the 
mouth of that river be properly buoyed; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented joint memorial No. 3 of the Legislative Assembly 
of the State of Oregon, praying Congress as follows: 

First. That all unearned lands heretofore granted to railroad cor- 
porations, and especially to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, be 
declared forfeited. 

Second. That especially. the lands of said company coterminous with 
and adjacent to the proposed Columbia River branch of said road, 
namely, between Wallula, Wash., and Portland, Oregon, be declared 
forfeited without delay. 

Third. That the forfeiture of said last-mentioned portion of said 
grant be not made conditional upon the forfeiture of other portions be- 
tween Bismarck, Dak., and Wallula, Wash., but that in case Congress 
can not agree upon the forfeiture of all unearned lands west of Bismarck, 
they shall nevertheless declare forfeited said lands coterminous with 
and adjacent to said proposed line between Wallula, Wash., and Port- 
land, Oregon. 

Fourth. That in case speedy forfeiture of said lands is not possible, 
such legislation will be had as will require the location and public an- 
nouncement to settlers of a definite boundary line of said grant, so 
that lands beyond legal and proper bounds can no longer be kept from 
entry and sale in consequence of the present undefined claims of said 
company. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented senate joint memorial No. 5of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the State of Oregon, favoring an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Umpqua River, from the mouth to a point at 
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or near the town of Elkton, in Douglas County, Oregon; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce.  * 

He also presented senate joint memorial No. 1 of the Fourteenth 
Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, favoring a modification of 
the treaty between the United States and the Chinese Empire, so as to 
stop and prohibit the importation or immigration of Chinese and other 
Asiatic laborers altogether, and to adopt such lawful means as are nec- 
essary to rid the country of those already here; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presentéd senate joint memorial No. 2 of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the State of Oregon, favoring the adoption of some speedy 
legislation declaring such lands as have not been earned by railroad 
companies in accordance with the conditions imposed by Congress 
withdrawn from such grants, and that the same be speedily thrown 
open for settlement by the people; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SPOONER. I present, by request, a petition on behalf of the 
citizens’ representative committee of one hundred, of the District of 
Columbia, praying for the passage of a bill to create a board of educa- 
tion for the District of Columbia. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a communication from J. Crutchett, of the 
District of Columbia, on the subject of saving half the cost for fuel, 
light, and power in the Capitol and buildings of the Government by 
the use of his improvements: which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of J. A. Voyles and other postmas- 
ters of the fourth class in the State of Florida, praying for the passage 
of a law increasing the compensation of fourth-class postmasters; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of the State Temperance Union 
of New Hampshire, officially signed, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States to prohibit the manufacture, im- 
portation, exportation, and transportation of intoxicating beverages; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the board of super- 
visors of Clay County, Illinois, urging the enactment of legislation for 
the relief of purchasers of swamp lands in the State of Illinois; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of 115 ex-soldiers and citizens of Dallas 
City, IL, and vicinity, praying that Francis Marion Walker, who is 
now entirely disabled as a result of his military service, be placed upon 
the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
joint resolution (H. Res. 2) authorizing and directing the payment of 
the salaries of the officers and employés of Congress for the month of 
December, 1887; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EUSTIS, from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 642) to authorize the removal of the quarantine 
station from Ship Island, Mississippi, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1069) for the relief of L. A. Noyes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1070) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
R. Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1071) for the relief of A. B. Norton; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1072) to incorporate 
the Capital Rapid Transit Street Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1073) to crearte a board of 
education for the District of Columbia and to prescribe its powers and 
duties; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1074) for the relier 
of J. W. McMillan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1075) for the relief of Elvira A. Scott; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1076) ting a pen- 
sion to the widow of John Leary; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1077) for the relief of Mrs. Clara 


Morris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill(S. 1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly, 
Sacra was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1079) making an appropriation for the 
purpose of paying Indian depredation claims which have been andited 
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior and reported to Congress; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate for 
a moment in regard to this bill. 

I introduced a similar bill during the last Congress, together with 
another bill authorizing claimants for Indian depredations to sue the 
United States in the Court of Claims, and a number of bills for the pri- 
vate relief of parties for damages on account of Indian depredations. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs, I believe, reported upon none of them. 

There are four thousand five hundred of these claims. The amount 
involved is, I think, something like fourteen or fitteen million dollars, 
Many of these claims are claims for depredations that occurred during 
the period when the law provided that upon a proper presentation of 
such a claim and its allowance by the Secretary of the Interior, it 
should be paid out of annuities owing to the Indian tribes which com- 
mitted the depredation, and if there were no such annuities, then out 
of the Treasury of the United States. There is, therefore, a legal ob- 
ligation on the part of the Government to pay many of these claims, 
which are over thirty years of age. All the other claims which have 
been reported upon and are covered by this bill, are claims which have 
been examined by the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of 
existing laws—laws which provide that claimants may present their 
claims to the Secretary of the Interior with their proof, and that they 
shall be audited. They have been notified from time to time that the 
Secretary of the Interior has audited and allowed their claims for cer- 
tain amounts. They do not understand why when their claims are 
audited amd allowed they are not to be paid; and I undertake to say 
it is a burning shame that for thirty years the Congress of the United 
States has declined to take action upon these claims. 

I am informed that for the first time in the House of Representatives 
there will be a committee especially charged with the examination of 
Indian depredation claims, and I do hope that justice will be done to 
these claimants now by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, 
and that some report will be made. It would be better to report that 
the laws which now provide for the presentation of the claims should 
be repealed and no false hopes held out to the claimants, and they be 
not put to the expense of presenting their claims and proving them and 
employing counsel to present them with the expectation that the Gov- 
ernment would make an appropriation for their payment, rather than 
to continue to delay from day to day to take action uponthem. If we 
are not going to pay them, let Congress say so, and if we are going to 
pay them, let the proper committee grapple with the matter and make 
some disposition of it, $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1080) to extend the laws of the 
United States over certain nnorganized territory south of the State of 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1081) for the erection 
of a public building at Helena, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1082) for the relief of J. R. B. Moore; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1083) for the erection of a public 
building at Tallahassee, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1084) for the relief of the American 
Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions, Rev. Worcester Willey, 
and Esther Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1085) to relieve Jacob Kintz, 
alias John Walters, from the charge of desertion; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, 
alias John Walters; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1087) for the relief of D. 8, Holton, of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1088) for the relief of Charles W. Den- 
ton, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. S 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1059) for the relief of Hen- 
rietta M. Sands, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Benjamin F. Sands, 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1090) for the relief of George Max- 
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well, F. C. Bulkley, and H. L. Newman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1091) to establish a light-ship 
off the entrance to Chesapeake Bay; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1092) for the relief of St. Vincent’s 
Orphan Asylum, in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1093) providing for the con- 
struction of, and making an appropriation for, a military wagon-road 
between Cape Foulweather, in Benton County, and Coos Bay, in Coos 
County, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and-referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1094) making an appropriation for the 
survey and improvement of Tillamook Bay and bar, in the State of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1095) to provide for the compul- 
sory education of Indian children; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1096) granting a pension to James 
Lucas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 


Ordered, That H. S. Cummings, attorney for the estate of David Huestis, de- 
ceased, have leave to withdraw from the files of the Senate the papers in the 
claim of the said Huestis, there having been no adverse report thereon. 


PACIFIC COAST NAVAL STATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL. On the 12th of this month I introduced a joint 
resolution (8. It. 8) providing for the appointment of a commission to 
select a site for a naval station on the Pacific coast, which lies upon the 
table. I give notice that on the 4th of January, at the conclusion of 
the morning business, I shall ask that the joint resolution be taken up 
for the purpose of enabling me to submit some remarks upon it before 
its reference to the appropriate committee. 


p MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there isno further morning busi- 


ess— 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not rise to morning business, but to make a mo- 
tion as soon as that is completed. 

x pic APERE ES T protempore. The order of morning}business, then, 
Mr. DOLPH. I now move to take up Senate joint resolution No. 2. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 

the Senate proceed to the consideration of a joint resolution the title 

of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R. 2) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States empowering Congress to 
legislate upon the subjects of marriage and divorce, and prohibiting 
bigamy and polygamy. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to inquire whether if the 
taken up it would displace the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairannounces that under the 
rule the unfinished business every day will come up at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. Suppose the Senate adjourns earlier than that hour, 
the unfinished business would not be displaced? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would notbedisplaced. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon, to proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the joint resolation be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of resentatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several Statesas an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by three- 


a of the said Legislatures, shall be valid as a part of said Constitution, 
namely: 


joint resolution is 


ARTICLE —. 

Congress shall have power to legislate upon the subjects of marriage and di- 
vorce by general laws applicable alike to all the States and Territories, and 
neither bigamy nor polygamy shall exist or be permitted within the United 
States or any place subject to their jurisdiction— 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the object of the proposed amendment 
to the Federal Constitution, just read, is to transfer the power now ex- 
ercised by the several States to legislate upon the subjects of marriage 
and divorce to the Federal Government, in order tosecure uniformity in 
all the States as to the grounds for divorce and as to the effect of a 
decree dissolving the marriage contract. 

I do not propose at this time to discuss at any considerable length 
the nature of the relation of marriage. The most enlightened portions 
of mankind agree that, however assumed,the marital relation is some- 
thing more than a mere copartnership between the parties, that it 
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is an institution of transcendent importance to the state on account 
of its relations to society and to posterity. Whether we affirm or 
deny that marriage has been divinely ordained to secure the perpet- 
uation of the race and the happiness and prosperity of mankind, it 
must be conceded that it is the natural relation between the sexes,and 
is necessary to the formation and preservation of the family, which is 
the foundation of organized society and the promoter of good order and 
civilization. The state,therefore, has an undoubted right, and it is its 
duty, to prescribe the qualifications of the parties to the marriage con- 
tract, the manner in which it must be solemnized to render it legal, 
the proof required for its authentication, the disabilities which render 
individuals incompetent to marry, the causes for which the marriage 
contract may be annulled or dissolved, and to provide by law in what 
courts the proceedings for the annulment or dissolution of the contract 
may be instituted, the rules of procedure and of evidence in such pro- 
ceedings, the manner of authenticating the decree of the court, and the 
effect of a dissolution of the contract upon the personal status and prop- 
erty rights of the parties and their children. The true theory of mar- 
riage is that it isnot only a contract between the man and the woman, 
but isalso a contract between them and the state, by which they under- 
take to perform the duties growing out of the marital relation to the 
state, and upon this theory the contractcan only be lawfully entered into 
or annulled with the consent of the state. 

While it is not desirable that criminal and pauper classes and those 
afflicted with disease or deformity liable to be transmitted to their pos- 
terity should be encouraged to marry, otherwise the largest possible 
freedom of matrimony should be allowed by the laws, and the marriage 
of those competent to contract should be encouraged by the Govern- 
ment. The dissolution of the marriage contract is a matter which con- 
cerns the Government more than it does the parties. The state hasa - 
paramount interest in the continuance of the family, because society so 
greatly suffers when the family relation is disrupted, the home de- 
stroyed, and the security lost which the family affords for the support, 
education, and training of the offspring of the marriage for useful mem- 
bers of the community. Free-and-easy divorce is destructive of moral- 
ity and good government, injurious alike to the best interests of society, 
debasing to the estimate which society places upon the marital relation, 


‘| and degrading to woman. As the state is most interested in the pres- 


ervation of the family relation, it follows that the laws of a state should 
limit the causes of divorce to such as render the continuance of this re- 
lation a greater evil than its dissolution, and, to prevent collusion, 
should require that the state in all cases be madea party to a proceeding 
for a divorce, and should make provision for suitable and sufficient 
service of process upon the opposite party, and, in case of default, for a 
defense by the state. 

At present in many of the States there are fewer safeguards against 
collusive divorces than there are against fraudulent judgments in ordi- 
nary actions at law. But it is not my purpose to discuss the evils of 
easy divorce. The matter to which I especially desire to direct the 
attention of the Senate is the evils which grow out of the widely dif- 
fering laws of the several States concerning the grounds for divorce and 
the force and effect of a decree dissolving the marriage contract. The 
grounds for divorce under the laws of the several States are as diverse 
as the opinions concerning the nature of the institution of marriage. 
In some States the lawsare as lax and divorce is as free and easy as the 
most earnest advocates of the proposition that marriage is a simple con- 
tract between the parties, which should be dissoluble at their pleasure, 
could wish—incompatibility of temper alone heing sufficient in the dis- 
cretion of the court in some of the States to authorize a divorce; and 
in others the grounds range from the most trivial causes upthe scale 
throngh failure to provide for the support of the wife, desertion, cruel 
and inhuman treatment, drunkenness, and conviction of a felony, to 
the scriptural ground of adultery. 

Quite as great diversity exists in the lawsof the States as to the pre- 
vious residence required on the part of the plaintiff and the character 
of service required upon the defendant; and as a consequence to the 
States where divorce is free and easy flock the parties who wish to evade 
the more stringent laws of other States, and the result is an ever-in- 
creasing harvest of divorces, held to be valid in the State in which they 
are granted, but which would be declared fraudulent and void in the 
courts of other States, and remarriagesin the States in which the fraud- 
ulent divorces have been obtained held to be legal there, but which 
would be declared bigamous and punished as a felony elsewhere. But 
this is far from the most serious result growing out of such a system. 
The personal status of two women and the property rights of the two fami- 
lies are affected by the divorce. The first wife is still the lawful wife, 
entitled to dower in the real estate of her husband, in the State in which 
the first marriage was entered into, and probably in every other State 
except theonein which the fraudulent divorce was granted. The second 
wife is entitled te dower under the laws of the State in which the sec- 
ond marriage took place, and the children by the second marriage by 
the laws of that State are legitimate, but elsewhere they are illegiti- 
mate and their mother not entitled to dower. There are other diverse 
provisions in the laws of the several States which continually create 
confusion and make the conflicts of jurisdiction which arise under them 
irreconcilable. 
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In some States, upon a dissolution of marriage, the guilty party 
is forbidden to marry again; in other States the parties are forbidden to 
marry for a given period. Where real pro; owned by the parties is 
situated in several States, the power of a courtin granting a divorce is 
frequently found to be inadequate to a proper and final adjustment of 
the property rights of the parties. The mere suggestion of these evils— 
and I shall at this time attempt nothing more—will convince all that a 
uniformity of the grounds for divorce and of the effect of the decree 
dissolving the relation, should exist in all the States. Thisis impossi- 
ble so long as marriage and divorce are the subjects of State jurisdiction. 
The only effectual remedy for the existing undesirable state of affairs 
is to transfer the power to legislate upon this subject to the Federal 
Government, so that throughout the States and in the Territories, and 
everywhere where the jurisdiction of the United States extends, there 
may be uniformity in the legislation concerning it. 

If it be objected that the adoption of this amendment would tend to 
the centralization of power in the National Government, I answer that 
many of the powers already possessed by the Federal Government are 
less important than that under consideration, and that the propriety or 
necessity of their exercise by the General Government can not be main- 
tained by stronger arguments than can be adduced in favor of conferring 
upon it the power in question. The number of subjects concerning 
which the power of legislation is conferred upon Congress is not as im- 
portant as the character of the subjects. 

‘The exercise of the power of legislation upon the subjects of marriage 
and divorce by the General Government would involve no considerable 
expense, no additional officers or tribunals, and if the jurisdiction to 
grant divorces were left with the State courts, as I think it might be, 
would involve no additional labor for the United States courts. 

The evils complained of might be effectually remedied by the United 
States exercising only the power of prescribing the causes for which 
divorces should be granted, the rules of procedure and of evidence, and 


the effect of the decree. 
The exercise of many of the powers conferred on the General 
Government requires a vast army of employés and large expenditures; 


and other powers which are advocated for it, such as control of the tele- 
graph and of the railroads, would necessitate an indefinite increase ot 
ofiicers, agents, and employés, and the annual expenditure of vast addi- 
tional sums. 

None of the cogent reasons which might be urged against the exer- 
cise by the General Government of powers involving such large ex- 
penditures and such vast patronage exist in the case of the power in 

nestion. Its transfer from the States to the United States would not 

isturb the equilibrium between them, but the change would be most 
salutary and beneficial to all the people ofall theStates and Territories. 
The Constitution was not supposed by its framers to be a perfect in- 
strument, and provision was wisely made for its amendment as time 
and experience should dictate and the growth of the country and the 
expansion of government should require. Amendments may be pro- 
posed by Congress, but their adoption rests alone with the States, three- 
fourths of which must concur. 

I need not enlarge upon the importance of this measure in a national 
point of view. The family is the foundation of human governments, 
the institution upon which the character, stability, and prosperity of a 
nation more than apon any other depend. In fact it is the founda- 
tion upon which all the other beneficent institutions are built. Let 
that be corrupted, and free schools, a free and enlightened press, wise 
legislation, and the power of armies and navies can neither repair the 
evil nor save the nation sooner or later from absolute and irretrievable 
‘ruin. Upon the influence of the family circle and the proper training 
of the children depend the destinies of the Republic. 

But this proposed amendment is designed to reach another and greater 
evil than those of easy divorces and conflicts of State laws. For more 
than forty years there has flourished in the United States a religious 
sect which has practiced polygamy under the claim that it was sanc- 
tioned by divine revelation, Isolated at first from the more populous 
p of the Union, the purposes and practices of its organization but 

perfectly understood by the people of the United States, and the at- 
tention of the country for the time being engrossed in other and absorb- 
ing questions, the Mormon Church has been allowed until recently 
to violate the laws of the land, to defy the power of the Government 
with impunity, so that polygamy has grown to alarming propor- 
tions, is firmly established in the Territory of Utah, and has sent its 
roots into the surrounding Territories to poison the social life or other 
inchoate States and to threaten them with the ultimate domination 
of the political power in its interests. The power of Congress to 
legislate for the Territories is plenary, and if we could be assured that 

th the mutations of parties and the supposed party necessities for po- 
litical action which arise from time to time, and which for the time be- 
ing often control legislation, even where great moral and social ques- 
tions are involved, the Territories would not be admitted into the Union 
until polygamy is effectually destroyed beyond the hope of resurrection 
under the power and influence of the Mormon Church, the existence of 
polygamy in the Territories would not be a reason for the adoption of 
such an amendment. 

It is not my purpose to discuss the claim of the Mormon Church to 


the sanction ofa direct revelation from God for the practice of polygamy. 
Ibelieve, in common with the great majority of the people of the United 
States, that Mormonism is u gigantic, powerful, and well-organized 
fraudulent conspiracy being imposed upon the ignorant and supersti- 
tious; that it was “‘conceived in sin and brought forth in iniquity.” 
But the truth or falsity of the Mormon claim for their religion is im- 
material to this discussion. However false, however harmful it is to 
those who embrace it, so long as its practices are not in conflict with 
the laws of the land, its influence must be combated, if at all, by other 
means than legislation by Congress. Religious freedom is guarantied, 
so far as the Government of the United States is concerned, by the Fed- 
eral Constitution. 

This freedom, however, is a freedom of religious belief and the prac- 
tice of religious rites and ceremonies which do not violate the laws 
which have been enacted in pursuance of powers vested in the General 
Government. The laws deal with practices and not with beliefs, 
Criminal practices can not be shielded behind this provision of the Con- 
stitution. That polygamy is a crime which Congress may prohibit in 
the Territories is not open to question. The Supreme Court of the 
United States, the tribunal provided by the Constitution as the final 
arbiter between the States and the people of the States and Territories 
and the United States of questions of Federal power, has so decided, 
and there never was any ground for a different construction of the Con- 
stitution. Nor do I propose to discuss the general character of the Mor- 
mon people. That they have many qualities; that they are in- 
dustrious, economical, temperate, and honest, as a rule, seems to be 
established. That the common people are devout and thoroughly hon- 
est in their religious belief seems probable. I have heard these things 
urged on this floor apparently as an argument against legislation by 
Congress for the prevention of their unlawful practices. But all that 
can be alleged in their favor is no excuse for crime. Temperance, in- 
dustry, and honesty can not condone for bigamy, and all their gvod 
qualities can not excuse them for hostility to the General Government 
and defiance of the laws of the land. 

The power to legislate concerning and divorce in the States 
has not been conferred by the Constitution upon Congress, and there- 
fore the States have the exclusive power to legislate concerning them. 
As soon as a State is admitted into the Union it has exclusive control 
of these subjects. It may enact penal laws against bigam} and polyg- 
amy, or by statute legalize them. It may pass no law upon the sub- 
ject and permit the practice of them, and however distasteful and of- 
fensive such practices may be to the people of every other State in the 
Union, there is no power, aside from the people of the State, which can 
interfere. When a State is once admitted into the Union, no matter 
how the admission is secured, Congress can not reconsider its action and 
the State must retain its power of self-government and its place in the 
Union. Neither do I believe it is competent for Congress to restrict 
the power of self-government possessed by the States by legislative en- 
actment either in the actof admission or otherwise. I will not stop 
now to discuss this question. Should it be seriously proposed to admit 
Utah upon the ground that the proposed constitution requires the con- 
sent of Congress to an amendment of the provision against bigamy and 
polygamy it will be time enough to consider the question. At present 
there appear to be other serious and valid objections to the conferring 
of statehood tipon Utah. 

I deem it proper to say that this proposed amendment is not offered 
by me for the purpose of preparing the way for the admission of Utah 
into the Union. While polygamy is sanctioned by the Mormon Church 
and that church controls the Territory I shall not be willing to see the 
United States shorn of any of the power it now possesses over the sub- 
ject of polygamy in the Territory. In view of the fact that the Fed- 
eral Government was for many years successfully defied in Utuh, its 
courts compelled to adjourn, its laws set at defiance, and its appointees 
driven from the Territory by the Mormon Church, and that to-day the 
great obstacle to the enforcement of the laws of the United States in 
Utah is the opposition of that church, what could be expected after 
her admission into the Union even if the power to legislate upon the 
subjectof polygamyin the State were conferred upon Congress? With 
the Mormon Church, with its perfect political and secret organization, 
potential in every department of the State government, the United 
States courts would again be utterly powerless to enforce any law de- 
nounced by the church and held by the people to be in violation of the 
higher law of revelation. 

Neither am I in favor of the admission of Utah as a State of the Union 
with the constitution presented to Congress for its acceptance. And I 
will not favor her admission unti] there is more satisfactory evidence 
than exists to-day that the Mormon Church has abandoned plural mar- 
riages and the Mormon people haveabandoned the practice of polygamy, 
and in good faith as law-abiding citizens are ready to aid in enforcing 
the laws upon that subject, nor until there is better evidence that there 
is a republican government in Utah and that the government of the 
proposed State would be republican in fact. This can never be until 
the political power of the Mormon Church is surrendered or overthrown 
and the church officials acknowledge the supremacy of the Jaws and 
yield obedience tothe same. I believe that the best method of accom- 
plishing this would be the creation of a legislative commission, ap- 
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inted by the President and confirmed by the Senate, which would 
be in accord with Congress and the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment, and would enact such Territorial laws as would secure pres- 
ent obedience to the laws of the United States and eventual emanci- 
pation of the people from the politicaldominion of the Mormon Church. 
If the United States, with plenary power to legislate upon the subject 
for that Territory, with its own courts and officers, and with the ma- 
chinery for selecting jurors, was unable, on account of the power and 
hostility of the Mormon hierarchy, for over thirty to suppress po- 
lygamy, and in spite of the laws and the courts it until there 
were 12,000 persons out of a total adult Mormon oen of 50,000 
in the Territory who were living in the practice of it, and if, even now, 
under the operation of the Edmunds act, it is but partially suppressed, 
what could be expected if Utah should be admitted as a State? Even 
if it be admitted that the proposed constitution could not be amended 
without the consent of Congress, no one at all familiar with the past 
history of the Mormon Church would expect to see a single Mormon 
punished for the crime of polygamy or unlawful cohabitation so long 
as the Mormon Church was dominant in the State. After the admission 
of Utahas a State, with the constitution which the Mormon Church has 
tendered, the doctrine of plural marriages might be preached and po- 
lygamy might be practiced in Utah, and Congress would be as powerless 
to prevent it as if it were in England or France. The constitution it- 
self is no evidence that the le of Utah are willing to abandon po- 
lygamy. It only indicates that they prefer the provision of the proposed 
State constitution, with its enforcement left to themselves, to the law of 
Congress prohibiting polygamy and unlawful cohabitation and making 
the offense a felony, with the power of the United States to enforce the 
law through its own courts by its own officers. 

Nor does the manner in which the proposed constitution was pre- 

pared and adopted commend itself to me. The constitutional conven- 
tion was not called in pursuance of any law authorizing it or prescrib- 
ing the time of holding it, the number or qualification of delegates, or 
the manner of choosing them. The call was made by the chairman and 
secretary of the People’s party (Mormon), without previous authority 
from any party convention or political organization. It appeared the 
16th of June, 1887, and called upon the people to assemble on the 25th 
of the same month in mass convention for the purpose of appointing 
delegates to a convention, to be held on the 30th of the same month, to 
provide a constitution; and, according to the report of the minority of 
the Utah commissioners, remained in session ‘‘overa week” and framed 
and submitted a constitution to be voted upon August 1, 1887. This 
was the most remarkable feat of the kind of which I have any knowl- 
edge, unless it be the adoption of the proposed constitution of the State 
of Deseret. Not only was this convention called without authority, 
and the delegates chosen in a manner which precluded the possibility 
of obtaining a fair expression of the will of the majority of the people 
of the Territory, but the period which elapsed between the date of the 
call and the time fixed for choosing delegates, the period between the 
time for choosing delegates and the time for holding the convention, 
the duration of the convention, and the period between the time of the 
adoption of the proposed constitution by the convention and the day 
fixed for its submission to the people were all so short as to preclude 
the idea of proper consideration either of the proposition to hold a con- 
vention, of the choice of delegates, or of the provisions of the proposed 
constitution. 
The non-Mormon population acted wisely in standing aloof from the 
movement, which seems to have been suddenly conceived by the Mor- 
mon leaders and executed by the Mormon organization with no regard 
to the forms usually observed in such cases in representative goyern- 
ments. It has been contended by some that a Territory ought not to 
be admitted to the Union until a constitution had been adopted in ac- 
cordance with an enabling act of Congress, but there are precedents for 
the admission of a Territory with a constitution which has been duly 
adopted in pursuance of an act of the Territory authorizing a conven- 
tion for the purpose of framing a constitution and submitting it to the 
people. But there ought to be no precedent made for the admission of 
an organized Territory without a constitution regularly and duly 
adopted in pursuance of a law authorizing the convention and provid- 
ing the manner of electing delegates. 

But there is a still stronger reason why I am not in favor of the ad- 
mission of Utah. While the Mormon Church continued dominant in 
the new State the State government would not be republican in form. 
The non-Mormons of the Territory would be deprived of ‘the benefit 
of the plenary power of the Federal Government to legislate for their 
protection and toenforce the laws, and would be placed entirely within 
the power of the Mormon hierarchy. The Mormon Church is an or- 
ganized government, anti-republican inform and substance. For forty 
years it has dominated over the political affairs of Utah, and its history 
is a record of uncompromising disloyalty to the Government of the 
United States. Time will permit only a hasty and general reference 
to some of the facts which support this assertion. 

From their first settlement in Kirtland, Ohio, the Mormons were 
driven on account of their political actions, and not on account of their 
religious beliefs. Smith fled to Missouri in 1838, where a considerable 
number of Mormons had collected. In his message of 1840 the gov- 
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ple had violated the laws of the land by open and avowed resist- 
em; they had undertaken, without the aid of the civil authority, to 
redress their real or fancied grievances; they had instituted among themselves 
a bite a er of their own, independent of and in opposition to the government 
of the State; they had,at an inclement season of the year,driven the inhabit- 
ants of an entire county from their homes, ravaged their crops, and destroyed 
their dwellings. Under these circumstances it became the imperious duty of 
the executive to interfere and exercise the powers with which he was invested 
to protect the lives and property of our citizens, to restore order and tranquillity 
to the country, and maintain the supremacy of the laws. 


Driven from Missouri, they settled in Illinois, from which, onaccount 
of their gross immoralities, their unscrupulous interference with polit- 
ical affairs, their claim of supremacy for the Mormon hierarchy, and de- 
fiance of the State laws, they were driven as they had been from Mis- 
souri. Filled with the dream of empire, taught by experience that 
Mormonism could not flourish surrounded by a moral and Christian 
community and by the side of republican institutions, Brigham Young 
sought, after the death of Joe Smith, to transplant the Mormon hie- 
rarchy to foreign soil, and in the wilderness, remote from civilization, 
and apparently free from interruption, to lay the foundation of an in- 
dependent government. 

ut by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo the territory which they 
had settled was transferred to the United States and the Mormon set- 
tlement was again liable to be brought into contact with republican 
institutions and in subjection to the laws of the United States, which 
would interfere with the despotic power of Young to govern the Mormon 
people under the claim of divine guidance by diret revelation. The 
scheme for relief from this threatened danger was the same which has 
been adopted in the present emergency, that of statehood. Without 
the formality of an election, a legislature was assembled by Young, a 
constitution was adopted for the proposed State of Deseret, which was to 
embrace a territory about 700 miles from north to south and about the 
same distance from east to west. State officers were elected and a 
memorial praying for the admission of theState sent to Congress. The 
officers of the proposed State were the officers of the Mormon Church, 
the government was the government of the Mormon hierarchy. Con- 
gress, instead of admitting Deseretas a State, on the 9th of September, 
1850, organized the Territory of Utah, with a much smaller territory; 
but both before and after the organization of the Territory the legisla- 
ture of Deseret proceeded to legislate not only in all respects as if the 
State had ape S been admitted to the Union, but as if it owned the 
soil. It granted the water of the streams to Brigham Young and his 
associates; it partitioned out the timber upon the public lands among 
the Mormon favorites; it provided officers for the survey of the public 
domain, and passed laws providing for the recording of conveyances. 
Brigham Young was appointed governor of the new Territory, but the 
Territorial government during his term of office was nothing more or 
less than achurch organization. As theState of Deseret it coined money, 
and in many respects acted as an independent government. - 

The purpose of the Mormon Church to place the Territorial govern- 
ment under the dominion of the Mormon hierarchy was then, as it is 
still, manifest. Pretending to the gift of healing by the laying on of 
hands, they endeavored to prevent the practice of the medical profession 
in the Territory. In order that justice might beadministered by Mor- 
mon Church officials through the medium of revelation, they virtually 
abolished the legal profession by a series of hostile enactments. A car- 
dinal doctrine of the church was that the kingdom of God on earth, by 
which was meant the Mormon hierarchy, was the only legitimate govern- 
ment on earth, and that the government must be administered and jus- 
tice dispensed by revelation through the priesthood. Accordingly the’ 
Territorial officers appointed by the President were not permitted to per- 
form their functions, the judges were forced to return from the Territory, 
and they reported that they found ‘‘ the Mormon Church overshadowing 
and controlling the opinions, the actions, the property, and even the 
lives of the members, usurping and executing the functions of legisla- 
tion and the judicial business of the Territory,” etc. The secretary of 
the Territory first appointed was obliged to flee from the Territory with 
the United States funds to prevent them from being seized by Brigham 
Young. All attempts to establish a Territorial government and to 
maintain the authority of the United States in Utah having failed on 
account of the hostility of the Mormon hierarchy, Brigham Young was 
removed and Colonel Steptoe, of the United States Army, appointed 
governor. He arrived in the Territory in May, 1854, with a battalion 
of soldiers, but found such a state of affairs that he deemed it prudent 
to resign and removed with his troops to California. The Sunday after 
his departure Brigham Young preached a sermon in the Tabernacle, in 
which he said, “I am and will be governor, and no power can hinder 
it until the Lord Almighty says, ‘Brigham Young, you need not be 
governor any longer.’ ” 

In February, 1856, a mob, instigated by sermons from the Mormon 
preachers, at the point of the bowie-knife, compelled the recently ap- 
pointed United States district judge (Drummond) to adjourn his court 
sine die, and soon after all the United States officers, except the Indian 
agent, were forced to leave the Territory. President Buchanan, im- 
pelled by these riotous proceedings, determined to supersede Brigham 
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Young as governor, to protect the Federal officers in Utah, and to compel 
obedience to the laws. Alfred Cummings was appointed governor, 

_ Judge Eckels, of Indiana, chief-justice, and Col. Sidney Johnston, with 
a force of 2,500 men, sent to protect them. Brigham Young issued a 
proclamation as governor of Utah, denouncing the army as a mob, for- 
bidding it to enter Utah, and calling upon the people of the Territory 
to rise and repel its advance. 

The army reached Utah in September, and on October 5 and 6 the 
Mormons attacked and destroyed several of the supply trains and cap- 
tured 800 oxen. Without supplies, overtaken hy winter snows and 
opposed by the hostile Mormons, Colonel Johnston was compelled to re- 
turn, and camped for the winter on Black Fork, near Fort Bridger. In 
the spring of 1858 President Buchanan sent a special messenger, Mr. 
Thomas L. Kane, by way of California, to Utah, with letters to Brig- 
ham Young, and toward the end of May two commissioners, Governor 
Powell, of Kentucky, and Major McCulloch,.of Texas, arrived at Salt 
Lake City with a proclamation offering pardon to the Mormons, which 
was accepted and the troops allowed to enter Salt Lake City, with the 
understanding that they should be immediately withdrawn. 

The foregoing is but a hasty and imperfect sketch of the history of 
the disloyalty of the Mormon Church to the Government of the United 
States up to the time when the Territory was occupied by United States 
troops. The history, as I have said, is one of uncompromising, invari- 
able hostility to the Government of the United States, and such has 
been the attitude of the Mormon organization from that day to the 

resent. I will not detain the Senate in recounting the evidence, which 
is abundant on every hand, to establish this assertion beyond contro- 
versy. It is found in messages of Presidents of the United States, in 
reports of Secretaries of War and of the Interior, of governors, judges, 
district attorneys, and other officers of the Territory, and of the Utah 
Commission, all showing that, as stated by the majority of the Utah 
Commission in their last annual report, ‘‘standing face to face with the 
- Jaw, the leaders and their obedient followers have made no concessions 
to its supremacy, and the issue is squarely maintained between assumed 
revelations and the laws of the land,’’ and pointing irresistibly to the 
conclusion reached by them, that ‘‘no harmony in the Union could be 
maintained with the State ruled by a creed which claims all govern- 
ments but its own to be illegal, and claims a ‘separate political destiny 
and ultimate temporal dominion by divine right.’ ” 

It can not be that the people of Ohio, Missouri, Illinois, and Idaho 
in their dealings with the Mormons have acted without cause and in 
a spirit of wanton persecution against a harmless and law-abiding peo- 
ple. Ifthere were not abundant evidence to the contrary, I should be 
slow to believe thatso many communities, in succession, of people who 
have been so thoroughly imbued with the spirit of toleration and fair- 
ness as the American people, have been guilty of persecution. We 
may do well to consider the estimate placed upon the Mormon organi- 
zation by those who know it best, and who anite in pronouncing it a 

usurpation. To permit the Mormon Church now, still adhering 
to the doctrine of plural marriages, still claiming for it the authority 
of divine revelation, still arrayed against the enforcement of the stat- 
utes of the United States for the suppression of polygamy, but feeling 
the force of the laws as administered by honest and capableofficers—to 
permit the Mormon Church now, in its extremity, when polygamy ap- 
pears to be doomed to suppression in the near future, to escape from 
the power and authority of the Federal Government by becoming a 
State under a constitution which provides an inadequate penalty for 
the punishment of the crime of polygamy, and which would never be en- 
forced by the State while under the domination of the Mormon Church, 
would be for Congress to basely abandon the whole contest and to per- 
mit this foul blot upon the civilization of the age to grow and spread 
unchecked. 

So transparent are the purposes of the Mormon Church and the Mor- 
mon people in regard to polygamy, not only as indicated by the entire 
history of the church, but by the provision on the subject in the pro- 
posed constitution; so hopeless, in view of the attitude of Congress to- 
wards the practices of the Mormon Church, appears to be the move for 
statehood that it is difficult to conceive of the object of its promoters 
except upon the theory charged in the public press of the country, that 
the application of Utah and the refusal of Congress to admit her is to 
be made the excuse for fhe refusal to admit the Territories of Dakota 
and Washington. 
prevent the deliberate consideration by Congress of the question of the 
admission of each of the Territories mentioned, and that it will not be 
sought to purchase the admission of Dakota and Washington by surren- 
dering Utah to the domination of the Mormon Church, or to keep them 
in the condition of Territories because Congress is not willing tosecure 
their admission at such a price. I have too much confidence in the 
good sense of the peopleot Dakota and Washington to believe that they 
would desire admission at such a sacrifice, and in that of the American. 
people to believe such an excuse would be of any value. 

Mr. President, as confirming what I have said as to the attitude ot 
the Mormon hierarchy towards the laws of the United States and the 
effect of the admission of Utah as a State, I will submit as part of my 
remarks a portion of the last report of the Utah Commission, which I 
have indicated by the marks on the copy I send to the desk. 


It is to be hoped that no attempt will be made to` 


saae PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 
Mr. DOLPH. No, sir; it can appear in the RECORD. 
The extract from the report of the Utah Commission to the Secretary 
of the Interior, for the year 1887, is as follows: 
THE MOVE FOR STATEHOOD. 


The present year bas been marked by proceedings to form a constitution on 
which to demand admission to the Union of States; the fourth attempt for that 
purpose in the history of the Territory. 

Before the election, on June 16, 1887, a call appeared signed by the chairman 
and secretary of the People’s party (Mormon), calling upon the people of Utah, 
irrespective of party, creed, or class, to assemble in mass conventions in their 
respective counties, on June 25, 1887, at 12 m., for the purpose of appointing 
delegates to a convention to be held at Salt Lake City ou the 30th day of June, 
1887, to frame a constitution preparatory to an application to Congress for ad- 
mission to statehood. 

The non-Mormons were distrustful of the move and unitedly declined to join 
the convention, or to bags rs it. They gave as reasons for declining that in 
view of the past history of Utah it was a proper case for Con in accordance 
with the general rule, tosay when the time fur sucha move arrived, and b 
an enabling actgive itauthority when, how, and by whom the convention should 
be called, and how conducted ; that they did not understand this sudden, and to 
them unannounced call; that the entire p. ing was carried out by the dom- 
inant party,and delegates chosen without regard to forms of election or dis- 
qualification of voters, without previous discussion and from wholly unauthor- 
ized sources; and above all, they did not think the attitude of the great majority 
of the people of Utah towards the laws and authority of the General Government 
had been such as to invite the full confidence of Congress in their fidelity to the 
laws and Government, and to justify that body in ting sovereign statehood, 

The convention met, and, with surprising unanimity, adopted a proposed con- 
stitution, which declares bigamy an polygamy to be misdemeanors, and affixes 
punishment. Italso provides that no {further } lation shall be uired to 
make or define these offenses; that the provision is not amendable without the 
consent of Congress, and proclaims the separation of church and state. The in- 
strument is silent as to the offense of unlawful cohabitation. 

The Mormons claim that having taken this action the people ought not to be 
longer denied a voice in the conduct of their own affairs and in the selection of 
officials to carry on the government; that in a Territorial condition citizens are 
deprived of the rights and powers which are the strength and glory of American 
citizenship; that as a’ Territory a os excluded from participation in affairs 
that vitally concern them; that Utah has the population, the material interests, 
the intelligence, the stability, and the regard for republican principles and in- 
stitutions which are necessary to the establishment of a free and sovereign State; 
that the movement for statehood was not sectarian, partisan, or confined to any 
sectional interest; but that the call was broad and comprehensive and included 
citizens of every creed and class; that the convention adopted a constitution in 
good faith, which is as liberal and fairand as patriotic as that of any State; that 

t was the work of monogamous citizens acting in their capacity as citizens; 
that, until it can be shown to be otherwise, their action should he accepted in 
good faith, and the constitution should be judged by its plain language and 
terms; that the question of whether under the constitution the provisionsagainst 
polygamy will enforeed by the officials of the proposed State is a question 
that must be left to the future, and that time alone will show that every com- 
munity proposing to come into the Union as a State must be given a fair oppor- 
tunity to prove whether or not they will carry out the provisions of their charter; 
that they have never been accused of insincerity by any one who knows what 
they have endured rather than make promises they did not intend to keep; 
that the Teon of the people should not be d into the consideration o! 
measures which are purely political; that in answer to the assertion that, as 
a State, they will continue to build up their church, they claim the Mormon 
people have the constitutional right to use every means not incousistent with 
the laws of the land to secure converts to their religious faith, unrestrained 
by any constitutional or legal provision; that Congress has not the right to in- 
terpose, asa condition precedent to the admission of the proposed State, that 
any church shall cease preaching its doctrines or endeavoring to make prose- 
lytes; that admitting there is no grant of power under which Congress may 
sanction an amendment to a State constitution, should Congress refuse to act, 
the Constitution can not be amended in respect of the offenses named; thatthe 
pro constitution does not presume to say that the President or Congress 
shall exercise the powers granted them, but leaves the matter to their discre- 
tion; that a Territory, asa matter of right, is entitied to admission into the Union 
of States whenever it possesses the necessary population and has a constitution 
in harmony with republican institutions; that acting through the only class of 
citizens who enjoy the privilege of the elective franchise, the monogamous Mor- 
mons, they have met the wishes of the nation by a constitution which provides 
for the punishment of those offenses which have excited the hostility of the na- 
tion, and having done so, they now ask to be allowed to hereafter contro! the af- 
fairs of the Territory.as the Constitution of the United States intended they 
should; that the opposition to the admission of Utah asa State comes from a 
class who have been the bitter and consistent enemies of the Mormon people 
and who are inspired by the hope of bringing the people, while in a Territorial 
condition, within their power. 

The above we believe to be a fair summary of the reasons which the Mor- 
mons urge in favor of statehood for Utah. 

The action of the convention and the result of its labors did not tend to allay 
but rather to increase the apprehensions and opposition of the non-Mormons. 
They make many objections to the admission of Utah asa State at present, and 
ananimousl y declined to vote upon the subject or in any way recognize the 
move. The following is a summary of some of their objections: 

That the action taken is without authority from the proper source and not 
entitled to any recognition, and is accompanied by many and strong evidences 
of evasion and bad faith in emg an abandenment of polygamy and the 
accompanying social evils, with the intent to uire statehood, and without 
any intent to restrain and punish such offenses, but merely to intrench them 
behind statehood; that the historical attitude of the great body of the people 
towards the laws on this ca oe had not changed down to the eve of calling 
the convention, and that until then the Mormons, their press and pulpits, had 
not ceased to declare the laws of Congress unconstitutional and their enforce- 
ment persecution; that though the press and pulpits suddenly became silent, 
with indications in a few places of a muzzled silence, there was still no sign or 
intimation of any change of sentiment in words or acts, and the hostility to the 
enforcement of existing laws and Federal authority was still as active and gen- 
eral as before; that scarcely any Mormon in good standing would even promise 
to obey the laws in the future to va S punishment after conviction in court; 
that they were unable to understand how the great body of the people could 
undergo an over-night conversion on the subject of these offenses when the day 
before their consciences were so strong that nothing could induce them to 
promise obedience to the laws; that the Deseret Evening News. their leading 
and uncompromising organ, had, after the framing of the propos: d constitution, 
and before the election, Peace an editorial leaving the question to the voters 
with the most judicial fairness, but ending with the advice to be “as wise as 
serpents and harmless as doves;” that in view of their past history the first 
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evidence of « bona fide intent to obey and execute laws making these offenses 
punishable should be a cessation of hostilityto present laws aud the announce- 
ment of obed.ence to them; that notwithstan: the great unanimity in the 
convention and in the su uent vote of the people, no member of the conven- 
tion or voter has, in the constitution or elsewhere, declared he considered or be- 
lieved either of the offenses named is or should be a misdemeanor or punishable, 
but the provision in the constitution is introduced by the remarkable whereas, 
for the reason that pasate! A perhaps some wicked persons at Washington, 
deem those crimes incompatible with a republican form of government, they 
are made misdemeanors and punishable; that it is not easy to conceive why 
the incompatibility should be limited,to a repul n form of government, 
or why it should not extend to every form of civilized government, unless 
full force is given to the dogma taught by the dominant sect, that the only 
true and government is a theocracy in which the powers of government 
are derived from God and delegated to ministers, who govern by divine right; 
that no constitutional provision can execute itself, but requires prosecutors, 

jurors and judges, all of whom under statehood would be Mormons, and if a 
whole peop ie can be suddenly converted one way in one night, they might be 
susceptible to a reconversion equally sudden, and all the prosecuting powers 
become hostile to the law; that the rules of evidence and the laws of marriage 
under statehood are proper subjects of State legislation,and while marriage 
without witnesses may be good,a rule of evidence that it requires one or more 
witnesses to the direct fact of marriage to commit polygamy would leave the 
constitutional provision worthless, and should the courts adopt therule still ex- 
isting in some States, that on a charge of bigamy cohabitation and the repute of 
marriage are insufficient to ors the marriage, no new law or rule of evidence 
would be needed ; that it is historical there are many polygamists in Utah, and 
as such marriages are concealed the number is unknown, and so far asthe Con- 
stitution is concerned, all these could live openly with their numerous families 
as soon as the Federal laws ceased, and point to their relations as the reward of 
those who had lived up to the privileges of their religion; thatthereis no grant 
of power in the Constitution authorizing Congress to sanction or refuse an 
amendment to the constitution of a sovereign State; that the people of a State 
can not han, ga themselves of the power to amend a constitution the creation 
of their will, nor can they legislate to bind those that comeafter them; that the 
Mormons have hitherto justified their opposition to the Federal laws under 

lea of conscience in respect to religious matters, but they have apparently made 
eir consciences a marketable commodity and statehood the exchangeable 
value, if they offer in d faith to soppressa these offenses, unless their religious 
views have suddenly changed, of which there is no evidence or pretense ; that the 
claim that this constitution emanates from and is the work of non-polygamous 

Mormons is no argument in its favor; that good citizenship does notinvolve only 
the question who in fact practices polygamy, but, also, who believes in itasa 
moral and religious right, superior to all human laws, and hence will be in- 
fluenced in his conduct by such belief; that the non-polygamists have always 
been a Jarge majority, but have in every way upheld the polygamists, have been 
equally active and bitter in their opposition to the laws, and without their aid 
and support the polygamists could not so long have defied the laws; that there 
has been no evidence of any struggle or contest between the polygamists and 
monogamists, but all have acted with the greatest possible harmony and vied 
with each other in attaining the wisdom of serpentsand harmlessness of doves; 
that the church leaders, who control in such matters, have never manifested in 
any manner their intention to ceaseto enforce the practice of polygamy by their 
people, but that their silence indicates that the converse of pro; tion is 
true, that the Mormon Church has never abandoned its pu of ultimately 
becoming a controlling political power,and adopts this method of promoting 
it; and further, that ifthe Grew pede peas have reached this conclusion, that 
the law in respect to these offenses is superior, and that it is the first duty of 
citizens to obey the law of Congress prescribing rules of conduct, it is an easy 
matter for them to announce it and give some evidence of their good faith. 

In accordance with these views the non-Mormons abstained from voting on 
Eee mee at the polls, desiring not to recognize the movement in any manner 
whatever, 

The monogamous Mormons cast 13,195 votes in favor of the constitution, 500 
votes being cast against it. 

The action of the Mormon people in adopting a constitution which forbids 
polygamy and bigamy, in view of their t history, is an anomaly which de- 
mands some explanation. In all its Territorial history, Utah, under the control 
of the dominant sect, which is in reality a political organization,with aims and 
methods which are political,bas stood arrayed in opposition to laws of Congress 
on these subjects, and still maintains united efforts to nulify them. 

To arrive at a fair conclusion of the opinions and purposes of the Mormon peo- 
ple with respect to polrgeny et is proper that the views and expressions of their 
press and pulpits should be considered. 

The Deseret News, in its issue of October 6, 1880, said : 

“But weclaim the right under the Constitution of our country to receive just as 
many divine communications as the Almighty choosesto bestow, and to follow 
these revelations without molestation or hinderance. At the same time itis our 
intention to abide by the laws of ourcountry. When we refer tothe laws of the 
land, we wish to be understood that we make one exception; that is, the law 
framed and pushed through Congress for the express purpose of P ab eee ad us 
from obeying a revelation from God, which we have followed in faith and prac- 
ticed for many years.” 

The claim thus made has been reiterated by the first presidency of the church 
from time to time. In their address of July 24, 1885, they said: 

“Wecan not, however. at the behest of men, Jay aside those great principles 
which God has communicated to us, nor violate those sacred and eternal cove- 
nants which we have entered into for time and eternity.” 

Nothing has transpired to lead us to believe that the views thus expressed by 
their church organ and most prominent leaders are not entertained by the Mor- 
mon people to-day. 

The call for the assembling of mass meetings to appoint delegates to meet in 
convention and frame a constitution was evidently the result of a very sudden 
inspiration, so much so that the Deseret News editorially said: “It would oc- 
casion some surprise.” There had been no previous discussion in the press. 
nor among the peoples in relation to such a movement, which was conceive: 
and carried through in the utmost haste, 

Within fourteen days after the call was promulgated delegates appointed to 
frame the constitution had met in convention. 

The election of delegates to constitutional convention by means of mass 
meetings does not commend itself to persons who have been accustomed to see 
the important duty of framing a constitution for a sovereign State approached 
with care and deliberation, in accord with the general will of the people, and 
under proper authority, with no other aim and purpose than to advance the in- 
terests of all and not of a particular class. 

pue provision in the constitution with reference to polygamy and bigamy is 
as follows: 

_ Sec. 12. Bigamy and polygamy being considered incompatible with ‘a repub- 
lican form of government,’ each of them is hereby forbidden and declared a 
misdemeanor. 

“Any person who shall violate this section shall,on conviction thereof, be pun- 
ished by a fine of not more than $1,000 and imprisonment for a term of not less 


tion within three years after the commission of the offense; nor shall the power 
of pardon extend thereto until such pardon shall be approved by the President 
Wana inet notre to be a mjad ü ther State it is 

e crime of poly: y is a emeanor (in every other te a 
felony), and is RARA TH by a fine of not more than $1,000 and by imprison- 
ment for a term of not more than three years; whereas, under the Federal Jaw, 
the fine is fixed at a sum not exceeding $500 and imprisonment for a term not 
exceeding five years, Under the Federal law pores are denied the right 
to vote and hold office, but under this proposed constitution persons who have 
committed, or who shall hereafter commit, the crime apo y, and all such 
as continue to live in that crime, will be invested with the fail rights of citizen- 
ship. Under the Federal law unlawful cohabitation is punished by a fine not 
exceeding $300 and by imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months; 
under the proposed State this offense, which perpetuates the evils of polygamy 
against society and posterity, is to go unpunished. 

The Legislature of the proposan State is shorn of its power to raise the grade 
of the crime to that of felony, or to annex any disqualification on conviction, 
while it is left free to pomote polygamy by providing through inheritances 
and by means of wills for the maintenance of polygamous households, and to 
deny the ! wifé the right of dower or other rights, as heretofore. 

The Bath ions for amendments to the proposed constitution only by the con- 
sent of Congress, and for pardon of convicted poaamus only by approval of 
the President, are incongruous and futile and need not be considered. It is 
sufficient to say they are open to the criticism that if a community can not be 
trusted to amend a constitution it can hardly be said to be fit to be trusted with 
the powers of a State under any form of constitution, and if it can not be trusted 
to deal with those who have violated its Jaws it should not have the control of 
the administration of the laws, 

If Utah should be admitted into the Union as a State, the following result 
would follow, namely: There would be an immediate cessation of all further 

rosecutions for polygamy and unlawful cohabitation under laws of Congress. 

o prosecutions for polygamy would ever take place in the State until the rul- 
ing powers in the State chose to do what they now arraign the Government for— 
* persecute” for a crime which is “an essential of their religion.” This 
claim has been set forth in a formal way which has made it a solemn declara- 
tion of the whole Mormon population of Utah. Ata general conference beld 
at Logan, April 6, 1885, a resolution was adopted and a committee appointed to 
draught a protest and address to the President and poops of the United States, 
Such address was adopted ata mass meeting, held May 2. 1885, at which Hon. 
John T. Caine, Delegate from the Territory, presided, and was deputed as the 
agent to present the same, In document is formally prociaimed: 

^ As to our religious faith, it is based upon evidence which to our minds is con- 
clusive; convictions not to be destroyed by legislative enactments or judicial de- 
cisions, Force may enslave the body, butitcan notconvincethemind. Toyield 
at the demand of the legislature or judge the rights of conscience would prove 
us recreant to every duty we owe to and man. Among the principles of 
our ore ge is that of immediate revelation from God; one of the doctrines so 
revealed is celestial or plural marriage, for which ostensibly we are stigmatized 
and hated. This is a vital part of our religion, the decision of courts to the con- 
trary notwithstanding.” 

lt is a circumstance worthy of mention that Mr. Caine, who bore so prominent 
a part in the adoption and promulgation of the address from which the above 
extract was made, was also the president of the convention which adopted the 
proposed State constitution. 

Under the pro constitution no disqualification would follow the com- 
mission of these crimes; the right of voting would be fully accorded to the rul- 
ing class now disfranchised. No prosecution would ever take place for contin- 
uing that crime by living in unlawful cohabitation and multiplying its fruits to 
the degradation of Sa The right of dower created by Congress would be 
swept away; the Utah policy has ever been todeny that right to the legal wife, 
and make her rights depend upon the testamentary disposition of her husband. 
‘The rights of the minority population would be left to the mercy of a majority 
who re them as intruders and who have always used political powerin a 
clannish spirit. In illustration of their spirit in such matters a statement ot 
their course in the election of officers for the Deseret University and Territorial 
Insane Asylum will suftice. The university was incorporated when the Ter- 
ritory was organized, and although some fifteen officers, chancellor and 
regents, are elected biennially to manage this educational institution, which 
receives support from the ‘Territorial treasury, not one representative of the 
minority has ever been elected. For the insane asylum, built by an appropria- 
tion from the Territorial treasury,a certain number of directors are elected 
biennially, but the minority have never been accorded a representative, a privi- 
lege and a right which is recognized in every other Territory or State. Further, 
in Salt Lake City, where the minority have a majority in two of the five organ- 
ized precincts, they are denied any representation in the city councils by rea- 
son otan aloon law which requires all the city officers to be elected on a com- 
mon ticket, 

The Mormon people can not be calledhypocrites. They boldly proclaim their 
religious belief to all the world. Until that belief shall be changed, if they be 
true to their creed, polygamy, withits kindred evils, will be fostered by every 
means in their power. The leaders of the church will probably do in the future 
what they bave done in the past. They do not recognize the authority of the 
Government to call upon them for any support in its contest with polygamy, but 
they do recognize the divine command to encourage polygamy. The attitude, 
p ose, and determination ofthechurch in thisrespect bas been fully developed. 

h the case of W. W. Taylor, son of John Taylor, who died a few years ago, it 
was acknowledged r his d that he was a polygamist, and yet he held a 
responsible office under the city government of Salt Lake City up to the time of 
his death, Another case was that of Joseph H. Dean. He waselected and served 
as a member of the city council of Salt Lake, While in office it was learned that 
he was and had been a polygamist for over three years. The leaders of the 
church had full knowledge of the fact that these men were disqualified from 
holding office under the Federal law, yet they acquiesced in their unlawfal oc- 
cupancy of public offices. We havelearned of similar casesin the more remote 
counties. The non-polygamist Mormons were also aware that the men referred 
to were polygamists, and their course has been in harmony with that of their 
leaders, as it will probably always be. During the period in waich the Govern- 
ment has been actively engaged in prosecuting offenders they have unitedly 
yeep to extend any aid, but have denounced the prosecutions as persecu- 

ion. 

For these reasons the Commission has been led to fear that the provision in 
the proposed constitution making polygamy a misdemeanor was not adopted 
nor theaction taken with any purpose to suppress polygamy; that it does not 
indicate an abandonment by the people of Utah in the manner which is de- 
manded by the will of the American people as expressed in their national law; 
that the late movement for statehood was the offspring of necessity, inspired 
with the hope of escaping from the toils which the firm attitude of the Govern- 
ment and the energetic course of the Federal officers had wound around them. 
Realizing that they could expect no aid or comfort fromthe national Adminis- 
tration, and actuated by a determination not to recognize the supremacy of na- 
tional laws where they forbid crimes licensed by their creed, it is not surprising 
that the majority in Utah should resortto some Sel ered toget relief from their 
dilemma. In the light of these facts it is evident that the relief sought for is ex- 
pected in statehood, and that this e ent is, in the case of Utah, inspired by 
more than the usual motives opera‘ in other communities which are com- 
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of homogeneous American population in accord with the laws and insti- 
utions of the country. 


majority in Utah, in the use of delegated powers in a Territorial condition, has 
to withdraw certain of these powers until the 


y 

crimes evils 
which the Government has failed to mappa with its supervision over a Terri-. 
torial government will be suppressei in a State ruled by the majority which 
rd ~*~ propagates these crimes and evils as “an essential part of 

eir re. on 
Jt issubmitted if it would be wise to continue a Territorial government in 
. which the National Government could continue to deal directly with those evils 
until they should be eradicated, even if it should be necessary, as suggested in 
former reports of 18345, to take all political prs from those who have not 
sufficient allegiance to recognize the validity of national laws and the decisions 
of courts, and that no harmony in the Union could be maintained with a State 
ruled by a creed which claims all governments but its own to be illegal, and 
serae a Spi political destiny and ultimate temporal dominion, and by di- 

e 

The mission is of the opinion that Utah should not be admitted to the 
Union until such time as the Mormon people shall manifest by their future acts 
that they have abandoned polygamy in good faith, and not then until an amend- 
ment shall have been made to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting 


thop corsa gts ortresclutions adopted by the Prebaytertan and Mets 
e appen this re resolutions ado) e an etho- 
dist Churches of Utah. = y 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition shall be made of 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. DOLPH. Some Senators have suggested to me that they desire 
to be heard on the generalsubject. The resolution may lie on the table 
for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say simply, that in the early part of the 
session I introduced a joint resolution ees for an amendment to 
the Constitution, having for its object the same purpose that is propose 
by the joint resolution about which the Senator from Oregon has been 
speaking, and I may take occasion, if his joint resolution lies on the 
table, to make some remarks on the general subject myself after Con- 
gress again convenes. I agree with the Senator that some such amend- 
ment ought to be adopted. 


ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICES IN COLORADO. 


Mr. BOWEN. I desire to call up Order of Business No. 7, being 
Penns bill 106, which was reported from the Committee on Public 

nds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the Senate proceed to the considerationof the bill (S. 106) to es- 
tablish two additional land offices in the State of Colorado. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

An amendment was reported by the Committee on Public Lands, at 
the end of section 3 to add: 

And said land districts shall be subjected,as other land districts are, under 
the laws, to be changed or conso) with any other district or districts, and 
the land offices may be changed to any other location by order of the President. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN. There are several amendments which I have indi- 
cated on the print I have sent to the desk, which I ask may be acted 


upon. 
The proposed amendments will be 


Erho PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reported. 

Jhe CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘ first,” it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘ corrected ”’ and insert ‘‘correction;’’ in line 
10, after the word “‘first,”’ to strike out “‘ corrected ” and insert ‘‘cor- 
rection; so as to make the section read: 


Tiat all that portion of the State of Colorado bounded and described as fol- 
lows: Commencing at the northeast corner of the State of Colorado; thence 
west along the north boundary line of said State to a point at the intersection 
of siid line with the west line of range fifty-nine west; thence south along said 
to its intersection with the first correction line north in said 
ence cast along said first correction line north to the east- 


boundary line of said State to the place of beginning, be, and is hereby, consti- 
À called id district, the lan 


west line ofsaid ran; 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘first,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘corrected’’ and insert ‘‘correc- 
tion;” in line 5, before the word ‘‘line,’’ to strike out “corrected ” 
and insert ‘‘ correction; after the word ‘‘second,’’ at the end of line 
7,to strike out ‘‘corrected ” and insert ‘‘correction;’’ and in line 9, 
after the word ‘‘second,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘ corrected ” and in- 
sert “‘ correction;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sro, 2. That all that portion of the State of Colorado bounded and described 
as follows: Beginning at the point where the first correction line north in the 
said State intersects the eastern boundary line thereof; thence west along said 
correction line north to its intersection with the seventh guide meridian west 


tothe point of its 
ence east 


district, to be called the Akron Jand district, the land office for which shall be 
located at Akron, in the State of Colorado. 

The amendments were to. 
” The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. s 

ABRAM C. MYERS. 


Mr. PUGH. Iask leave to callnp Order of Business No. 11, being 
Senate joint resolution No. 6. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution in- 
dicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 6) for the re- 
moval of all disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States npon Abram C. Myers. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with amendments, in line 4, before the word ‘‘disabilities,’’ to insert 
t‘ political;” in line 6, after the name “‘ Abram C. Myers,” to strike out 
‘ffor haying previously taken an oath, as an officer of the United States 
in the military service thereof, as brevet lieutenant-colonel in the Army 
of the United States, to support the Constitution of the United States, 
and afterwards resigned as such officer and engaged in rebellion against 
the same by enlistingin the military service of the Confederate States;”’ 
in line 12, after the word ‘‘be,’’ to insert “and the same are hereby;’’ 
in the same line, before the word ‘‘removed,’’ to strike out the word 
‘*forever;’’ and after the word ‘‘ removed,” tostrike out ‘‘thesaid Myers 
having previously filed his written request of Congress for the removal 
of such disability;’’ so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Retolved thé Senale and House of Representatives, 4 e politica! 
disabilities itnpoced by the third we a of the reese) Baler acta Da beer 
tation cf the United States upon Abram C, Myers be, and the same are hereby, 
removed, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Senators present vot- 
ing in the affirmative). 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, the title was amended soas toread: ‘A 
joint resolution for the removal of all political disabilities imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States upon 
Abram C., Myers.” 

PRESENTATION OF GAVEL AND CASKET. ss 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator withhold that for one moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have just been intrusted with a very beautiful 
piece of workmanship, by a Mexican war veteran, which I ask to pre- 
sent to the Senate, with the accompanying letter from Alexander M. 
Kenaday, secretary of the National Association of Veterans of the Mex- 
ican War. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE VEDETTE. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 22, 1887, 

Dear Sit: An old veteran of the Mexican war, who served in the Third 
United States Artillery, now a pensioner and a citizen of Charleston, S. O., has 
sent to me as a tmas offering a gavel and casket, his own handiwork, 
wrought in exquisite proportions out of three hundred and fifty separate pieces 
of wood, tastefully inlaid, the different colors blending harmoniously, and 
forming a most elegant and artistic specimen of workmanship, that would be 
considered an ornament, even on the desk of the Vice-President of the United 
States. The name of the old soldier is Charles Ufferhusto, 

My old friend also sent me a palmetto cane, which I can utilize in my declin- 
ing years and treasure as a mementoof the occasion; but it occurred toinethis , 
morning that the gavel might be a timely and an acceptable present to the bon- 
orable Senate of the Uni States, as a slight tribute of respect to that honor- 
able body from a humble but ver: teful pensioner under the act of Congress 
approved January 29, 1887—one oF fe very few survivors residing in the Pal- 


metto State. 

If you see proper, Mr. Senator, to present it, I will feel that I have most ap- 
ropriately dis: of my old comrade's gift, and make his heart leap with 
oy by so advising him. ži, 2 ‘ 

respectfu our obedient servan 
vite aid aod ALEXANDER M. KENADAY, 


Secretary of the National Association of Velerans of the Mexican War. 


Hon. M. C. BUTLER, 
United States Senate, 


Mr. BUTLER. I assume that the presiding officer would have no 
authority, without some instruction from the Senate, to accept this 
beautiful present. I therefore move that the letter, with the gavel, be 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

* THE CIVILIZED INDIAN TRIBES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces the spronk 

ment of Messrs. BUTLER, MORGAN, DAWES, CAMERON, and 


1887. 


_ a8 the committee authorized by the Senate under the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], which was 
adopted yesterday. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Pipl se ee E protempore. The first bill on the Calendar will 
stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting that motion the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 
371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools. The Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
atiou of executive business. After forty-one minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE MOFFATT. ` 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced the death of Hon. SETH C. MOFFATT, a Representa- 
tive from the State of Michigan, and communicated the resolutions of 
the House thereon. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask for the reading of the resolutions of the House 
of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ` 

Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 22, 1887. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement of 
the death of Hon. Seta C. Morratt, late a Representative from the State of 


Michigan. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a select 
joint committee consisting of seven members of the House and members 
of the Senate be appoin to take orders for superintending the funeral and 
escort the remains of the deceased to their place of burial, and the pinaran 4 ex- 
peneca t reeirtias the execution of this order be paid out of the contingent fund 

e House, 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and directed 
to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the provisions 
of these resolutions. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Senate. 


Ix THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 22, 1887. 
Ordefed, That Mr. Curcuron, Mr. Forp, Mr. BREWER, Mr. WADE, Mr. FISHER, 
Mr. Lyman, and Mr. Sarvety be the committee on the part of the House, 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Michigan will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with dee 
of the death of Hon. Sern C. MOFFATT, late a 
eed: That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives providing for aa epror as of a joint committee to take order for 
superintending the funeral, and to escort the remains of the deceased to Trav- 
erse City, Mich., and that the members of the committee on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I give notice that at some future 
time I shall introduce resolutions commemorative of the merits of the 
deceased, which will afford an opportunity for remarks to be made upon 
the same. I now, out of respect to the memory of the deceased, move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion the 
Chair will announce as the committee on the part of the Senate, Messrs. 
PALMER, TELLER, and JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Mich- 
igan moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 20’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until Wednesday, January 4, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 21, 1887. 


MINISTER RESIDENT. 
8. S. Carlisle, of New Orleans, La., to be minister resident and consul- 
general of the United States to Bolivia. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Oscar S. Straus, of New York City, N. Y., to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Turkey. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION, 
John G. Walker, of Texas, to be secretary of the legation and consul- 
general of the United States at Bogota. 
Samuel T. Williams, of Maryland, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States to Brazil. . ` ie 
~ YOSTMASTERS, 


Harry E. Pickett, to be tmaster at Waxahachie, in the county of 
Ellis and State of Texas. = 2 = 


sensibility the announcement 
presentative from the State of 
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John O. Frink, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of William- 
son and State of Texas. 

Samuel A. Fishburn, to be postmaster at Mexia, in the county of 
Limestone and State of Texas. 

Charles M. Adams, to be postmaster at Colorado, in the county of 
Mitchell and State of Texas. N 

Henry H. Russell, to be postmaster at Warrensburgh, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Missouri. 

Cilicia E. Milligan, to be postmaster at East Las Vegas, in the county 
of San Miguel and Territory of New Mexico. 

Charlette A. Whitaker, to be postmaster at Texarkana, in the county 
of Bowie and State of Texas. 

Ira H. Harrison, to be postmaster at Sulphur Springs, in the county 
of Hopkins and State of Texas. : 

James P. Gilmer, to be postmaster at Honey Grove, in the county of 
Fannin and State of Texas. 

George B. Shepherd, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the parish of 
St. Mary’s and State of Louisiana. $ 

James W. Wilson, to be postmaster at Easton, in the county of North- 
ampton tnd State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph C. Wilson, to be postmaster at Edinborough, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania. 

John C. Seltzer, fo be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, 

Charles Schmitt, to be postmaster at Homestead, in the county of - 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles H. Pott, to be postmaster at Jersey Shore, in the county of 
Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. 

George Perritte, to be postmaster at Cannonsburgh, in the county of 
Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

Henry O’Brien, to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. - 

Fannie W. Nixon, to be postmaster at Indiana, in the county of In- 
diana and State of Pennsylvania. 

David M. Morrow, to be postmaster at Grove City, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 

Willis W. Kitch, to be postmaster at Sharpsville, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 

Horace E. Jenkins, to be postmaster at Lansdale, in the county of 
Montgomery gnd State of Pennsylvania. 

Lucy M. Horton, to be postmaster at North East, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania. 

William D. Himmebreich, to be postmaster at Lewisburgh, in the- 
county of Union and State of Pennsylvania. : 

John Goetz, to be postmaster at Greencastle, in the county of Frank- 
lin and State of Pennsylvania. 

Cyrus A. Eaton, to be postmaster at Mifilinburgh, in the county of 
Union and State of Pennsylvania. 

Daniel M. Donehoo, to be postmaster at Beaver, ia the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 

George W. Dickey, to be postmaster at Houtzdale, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. - 

Mary E. P. Bogert, to be postmaster at Wilkes Barre, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, 

Alvin Arnold, to be postmaster at White Haven, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

John McAdams, to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

William H. Wilson, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Wabash and State of Indiana. ; 

George Stockman, to be postmaster at Bourbon, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Indiana. 

George Procaskey, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county of 
Spencer and State of Indiana. 

Thomas M. Ochiltree, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the county 
of Rush and State of Indiana. 

James A. Lewis, to be postmaster at Martinsville, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Indiana. 

John F. Krost, to be postmaster at Hammond, in the county of Lake 
and State of Indiana. 

George W. Ingerman, to be postmaster at Noblesville, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Indiana. 

Charles W. James, to be postmaster at Baker City, in the county of 
Baker and State of Oregon. 

John E. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county of 
Rice and State of Minnesota. 

Talleyrand F. Brown, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county of 
Walsh and Territory of Dakota, 

Thomas Farrell, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of Yuba 
and State of California. ‘ 

Mary Florence Byrne, to be postmaster at Grass Valley, in the county 
of Nevada and State of California. 

Calvin R. Clarke, to be postmaster at Nevada City, in the county of 
Nevada and State of California. x 

Alexander C. McCafferty, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county 
of Lander and State of Nevada, - 
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Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 22, 1887. 


POSTMASTERS. 


J. Howard Taylor, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county of 
Brown and Territory of Dakota. 

Halvor C. Rasmussen, to be postmaster at Devil’s Lake, in the county 
of Ramsey and Territory of Dakota. 

Benjamin F. Ochsner, to be postmaster at Kimball, in the county of 
Brulé and Territory of Dakota. 

Ambrose W. Mullen, to be postmaster at De Smet, in the county of 
Kingsbury and Territory of Dakota. ‘ 

William G. Judd, to be postmaster at Fargo, in the county of Cass 
and Territory of Dakota. 

Charles W. Hastings, to be postmaster at Brookings, in the county of 
Brookings and Territory of Dakota. 

Alexander Green, to be postmaster at Miller, in the county of Hand 
and Territory of Dakota. 

— Ezra W. Foucht, to be postmaster at Redfield, in the county of Spink 

and Territory of Dakota. 

Daniel Flynn, to be postmaster at Mandan, in the county of Morton 
and Territory of Dakota. 

John B. Bertrand, jr., to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Lincoln and Territory of Dakota. 

Alexander D. Ross, to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the county of 
Meeker and State of Minnesota. 

George D. Babcock, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the county of Os- 
wego and State of New York. 

Lee H. Way, to be postmaster at Luverne, in the county of Rock and 
State of Minnesota. A 

Godfrey Vivian, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Minnesota. 

Dor K. Stacy, to be postmaster at Albert Lea, in the county of Free- 
born and State of Minnesota. 

Frank E. Newell, to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of Ste- 
vens and State of Minnesota. 

Nels M. Mossberg, to be postmaster at Wilmar, in the county of Kan- 
diyohi and State of Minnesota. 

Otto Kaupp, to be postmaster at Blue Earth City, in the county of 
Faribault and State of Minnesota. 

Christian Johnson, to be postmaster at Austin, inthe county of Mower 
and State of Minnesota. 

John H: Dorsey, to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county of McLeod 
and State of Minnesota. 

William F. White, to be postmaster at Barry, in the county of Pike 
and State of Illinois. 

Harry W. Roberts, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of Illinois. 

John McNamee, to be postmaster at Bement, in the county of Piatt 
and State of Illinois. 

James K , to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of Henry 
and State of Illinois. 5 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 22, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

DEFICIENCIES FOR 1887. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting revised estimates of deficiencies of appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES FOR 1888, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficiencies in appropriations 
required to meet urgent demands of the Government for the fiscal year 
1888; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

UNPAID POST-OFFICE CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury transmitting, certain claims reported to the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and not appropriated for, which have been re-examined and 
allowed by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. ‘ 

COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting schedules allowed by the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Post-Office Department for compensation of post- 
masters, readjusted under the act of March 3, 1883, and miscellaneous 
claims on account of the postal service payable from the appropriations 


for ‘‘ deficiency in the postal revenues 1885 and prior years;’? which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be ` 


printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Amessage from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
the passage of a bill (S. 261) to amend the law concerning the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries; in which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced the passage, withoutamend ment, of the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 2) authorizing and directing the payment of the sala- 
ries of the officers and employésof Congress for the month of December, 
1887; and of the concurrent resolution of the House providing for the 
holiday recess. 

a ENROLLMENT OF JOINT RESOLUTION. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk has caused to be enrolled and examined 
the joint resolution, No. 2,which provides for payment of a month’s 
salary to officers of Congress. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
lay it before the House, and sign it. 

There was no objection. 

The title of the joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 2) authorizing and directing the payment of the sala- 
ries of the officers and employés of Congress for the month of December, 1887, 
The joint resolution was thereupon signed by the Speaker. 
PAY OF DISCHARGED HOUSE EMPLOYÉS. 
Mr. ADAMS. Ioffer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That all officers and Suporte of the House who were employed on 
the 5th day of December, 1837, who have ceased, or shall, prior to the Ist day of 
January, 1888, cease to be so employed, shall be paid by the Clerk, out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, a sum equal to one month’s pay at the rate they were 
severally receiving on the 5th day of December, 1887. 


Mr. ADAMS. That is identical witha resolution which we passed a 
few days ago by a large majority of the House, except that that was a 
joint resolution and this is a House resolution, and that appropriated 
money out of the Treasury, and this provides payment out of the con- 
tingent fund. It appears to be the opinion in the other branch of the 
Legislature that these payments, though proper, should be made by 
each House ont of its own contingent fund; and I am informed that the 
discharged clerks in the other branch were paid yesterday. As the 
Honse accepted the principle by a large majority that these payments 
should be made, I hope there will be no objection to the adoption of this 
resolution. : 

Mr. ROGERS. I should like to hear the resolution reported again. 

Mr. ADAMS. Before the Clerk again reads the resolution I will re- 
peat that it is identically the same with the resolution passed a few 
days ago, except that this is a simple House resolution instead of a 
joint resolution, and that this provides for a payment out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House instead of a payment out of the Treasury. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My colleague, I suppose, wishes it to be under- 
stood that this is simply a substitute for the other resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to have the resolution amended 
so that it shall not apply to such employés as were put upon the roll 
since the 1st day of December. 

Mr. BLAND. I think the whole thing is an abuse—thoroughly so; 
and I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the resolution go to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. ADAMS] still 
holds the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not desire to detain the House except to say that 
the whole question was before the House the other day, and the reso- 
lution passed by a large majority. These employés have to come on at 
the beginning of a session of Congress. It is for our convenience that 
they should be here. Of course some of them may be discharged dur- 
ing the month. They can not tell until they get here whether they 
are to be discharged or not. It is not for their benefit solely that they 
come, but it is for our own benefit that they should be here promptly 
on the first day of the session. I think this payment should always be 
confined to those who are discharged during the month. But I believe 
it is eminently fair that such parties should receive the usual month’s 


ay. 
si Mr. BROWNE, ‘of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We have uniformly passed this resolu- 
tion, or one equivalent to it; but it seems to me that there is great force 
in the suggestion made by a gentleman on the other side. It may lead 
to a great abuse if we allow the Doorkeeper, the Clerk, or others, by 
our making this provision for one month’s pay, to pick up some persons 
about the city, put them on the pay-roll, have them serve but a few 
days—perhaps persons living in the city of Washington or near by— 
and then that some such resolution as this should put in their pockets 
so much money for which they have rendered no Consideration. 


1887. 


It seems to me, therefore, in order that this money may go just where 
it should, the resolution should be so modified as to exclude those who 
have been appointed since the Ist day of December. The old employés 
that were here during the past Congress ought to come back, and even 
those who have resided in the city should come to their places. As 
the gentleman from Illinois has remarked, they do not know they are 
to be discharged till the lightning strikes them. I hope the payment 
ae Og continued as to that class of employés, but that the others be ex- 

u 

Mr. ADAMS. As I have said, the only logical foundation for a res- 
olution of this kind is that the eniployés of the old House have reason 
to come back, and it is our interest that they should. The suggestion 
made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], whom I do not 
now see in his seat, seems to me to be reasonable. Itis the same sug- 
gestion as has just been made by the gentleman from Indiana. If he 
will reduce it to form, I shall have no objection to its being incorpo- 
rated in my resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It can be put in form by this proviso: 


Provided, This shall not be held to extend to othergsthan those that were on the 
roll previous to the Ist of December. 


Mr. ADAMS. Say “‘ previous to the meeting of Congress.” Iaccept 
the modification. . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will modify the resolution as suggested. 

Mr. HERBERT. I suppose this modification of the proposition to 
pay employés this extra month’s salary is made for the purpose of meet- 
ing a Senate objection. A sudden spasm of economy, it appears, has 
seized upon the gentlemen occupying the other end of this Capitol. 

Senators have voted themselves each a clerk. They insist upon pay- 
ing and do pay all their employés about 25 per cent. more for the same 
kind of service than we pay here; yet, with all that record, I learn 
we have been harshly criticised at that end of the Capitol for passing 
this proposition, which we sent over to them in the form of a joint reso- 
lution. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] now proposes that 
the same resolution in substance shall be passed as a House resolu- 
tion, so that the payment of these employés shall be made out of the 
contingent fund of the House. I shall vote against the proposition now, 
as I voted against it before; but it seems to me, sir, that even gentle- 
men who voted for it as we passed it ought to vote against it now if the 
purpose of the change of form be to accommodate ourselves to the de- 
sires of.the Senate. $ 

Let the Senate take upon itself the responsibility of defeating the 
proposition if it desires to do so, and let the country institute a compari- 
son between the economies of the Senate and the House. This House, 
though it has done things that I can not approve, has never yet vent- 
ured upon such extravagances in the matter of its expenses for em- 
ployés as the Senate is practicing every day. ~ 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, Tor the purpose of moving that this 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Accounts, I withdraw the 
motion to lay it on the table. There may be some justice in paying a 
portion of the employés covered by this resolution; there may be some 
merit in the resolution; that can be ascertained by the Committee on 
Accounts. But to pass the resolution in its present form would cer- 
tainly be an abuse. I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that if any member 
of this House, in his private capacity, were called upon to pay employés 
in this way, he would scrutinize the bills very closely as to the justice 
of them and the amount of service rendered, and we are here repre- 
senting our constituents and acting for them—at least we ought to rep- 
resent them and act for them—as we would for ourselves in our own 
private business. Resolutions of this kind have grown to be an abuse 
in this House, and I move that this one be referred to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

Mr. ADAMS. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] has 
not yielded the floor. 

Se ROGERS. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for three min- 
utes, 

Mr. ADAMS. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas for three 
minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, that the principle involved in this res- 
olution is erroneous there can not be the slightest question. It may 
be, Mr. Speaker, that there are cases in which the House might prop- 
erly make an allowance for the traveling expenses ofemployés who have 
been discharged; but to say that a gentleman who lives at Alexandria 
or a gentleman who lives at Georgetown shall have an allowance equiv- 
alent to that made tothe gentleman who lives at San Francisco, is an 
abuse which ought not to be tolerated for a moment, Therecan not be 
any question about that. This resolution proposes to give a month’s 
extra pay to Tom, Dick, and Harry, upon the false assumption that 
it isnecessary in order to reimburse them for traveling in coming here 
and returning home, and it proposes to give to each one a full month’s 
pay whether he lives in Washington, or in Georgetown, orin Richmond, 
or in St. Louis, or in South Carolina, or in Florida, or in California. 
Obviously, there is no justice in that. There is no principle in it that 
any honest mind can recognize, and it ought to be stopped. This abuse 
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ought to be put an end to. If we want to do what is just and right by 
those persons whose cases commend themselves to the consideration of 
the House, let usappoint a committee of fivemembers, if you please, and 
let the claimants present themselves before that committee. Let it in- 
vestigate the merits of their claims, and report a bill embracing all 
meritorious cases and excluding those which are not meritorious. I will 
vote for a resolution of that character; but never again while I stand 
on this floor will I, by any sort of persuasion, by any sort of charitable 
consideration, by any sort of dictation, or by any sort of precedent, be 
induced to vote for a resolution of this character, which is, as I have 
said, wholly baseless so far as principle is concerned. There ought to be 
some remedy for these cases adopted upon some decent principle that 
honest minds can reeognize, and we ought not to undertake to vote 
out of the Treasury in this way the money of the people that is put 
there by taxation, and by oppressive taxation at that. 2 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Can the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
ADAMS] inform us how many persons are embraced in this resolu. 
tion? 

Mr. ADAMS. I can not. I know nothing about it. The House 
passed substantially the same resolution the other day, and I was asked 
to present this one instead, because the other was found to be unavail- 
able. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do you know how much money is in- 
volved in the resolution? 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Can you tell us whether these parties 
have been onthe rolls during the vacation ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I know that they were employés of the last House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Have they been drawing money from 
the Treasury during the summer? 

Mr. ADAMS. That I can not say. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman will pes me I will answer 
that question by saying that several of them have been put upon the 
rolls within the past month. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How many such cases are there? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Idonotknow. There are several. I believe 
there are also several meritorious cases. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I think it is unfortunate 
that we can not get information on this subject before we are called upon 
to vote on the resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, when the resolution came up the other 
day I had intended to speak upon it, and to propose a remedy for the 
evil to which the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs] has alluded, 
and the existence of which I admit. My remedy would be the organi- 
zation of each House of Representatives on the 4th day of March next 
following the election of its members. If that were done, the officers 
of the House would be elected and all these subordinates appointed at 
the beginning of the Congressional term, so that no one would have 
occasion to come here in December unless he knew that he was to be 
employed for the entire session. That plan has other advantages to 
which I do not choose now to refer. At the present time all that we 
can do is either to apply this rule which has been applied year after 
year, or else adjourn this afternoon without making any provision for 
the pay of those employés who go home not to return. I had sup- 
posed that the main question was considered the other day. I have no 
information except that such a resolution was adopted, and that for rea- 
sons which I have given {the form of it should be changed. 

I move the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. _Is it in order to move reference of this subject? 

TheSPEAKER, A call for the previous question does not under the 
rules preclude a motion to refer. Does the gentleman make such a 
motion? 

Mr. BLAND. Imovethe reference of this question to the Committee 
on Accounts when appointed, so that they may pass upon the subject. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the demand for the previous question 
upon the resolution and amendment, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] moves to refer the resolution and amendment to the 
Committee on Accounts, when appointed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Missonri [Mr. BLAND] 
will allow me to say that his motion, if adopted, would defeat the ob- 
ject for which this appropriation is sought. 

Mr. BLAND. Not at all. The Committee on Accounts can report 
favorably on any meritorious case, and the person can be paid, no mat- 
ter whether he be here or at home. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But the employé may need this money to go 
home with. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, there were— 
ayes 65, noes 66. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLAND and Mr. ADAMS were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 89. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 29, noes 91 (more 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative). 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
90, nays 89, not voting 144; as follows: 


YEAS—-, 
Abbott, Ford, La Follette, Randall, 
Fare AR, ce Laidlaw, Rayner, 
Baker, Jehu Fren Landes, Rogers, 
Barnes, Fuller, Lanham, Russell, J. E. 
Barry, Gear, Latham, Ryan, 
Bland, Glass, Lyman, Sayers, 
Brewer, Grimes, og 
Browne, T. M. Hall, Sowden, 
Brumm, Mansur, dale, 
Bryce, Hayden, Martin, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Bunnell, Saar a McRae, Stone, W. J., Mo, 
Cannon, Henderson, D.B. Mills, Struble, 
Catchings, Herbert, o Thompson, A.C. 
Clardy, Hermann, Neal, ys 
Cogsw: Hitt, Newton, Walker, 
Cowles, Holman, Donnell, a 
Cox, Holmes, Outhwaite, eeler, 
Crain, Hovey, , Whiting, J. R. 
Crouse, Hutton, Penington, Will 
Johnston, J.T. Perkins, Ww L. 
Davis, Johnston, T. D. 5 Y 
Elliott, Kennedy, Phelan, 
3 Kilgore, ey, 
NAYS—89. 
Adams, Conger, Mason, Stewart, Charles 
Anderson, C. L. Cummings, Matson, Symes, 
Anderson, G. A. Darlington, McCullogh, Taulbee, 
nson, ` Dibble, McKinley, Taylor, E. B. 
Bacon, Enl Merriman, Thomas, J. 
Baker, C.S. F: x Milliken, Thompson, T, L. 
Ban Ñ Fite, offitt, T en 
Foran, O’Ferrall, Turner, E. 
Boothman, Gibson, Osborne, Vance, 
Bound, Henderson, J.S. Owen, Vandever, 
Bowden, Hiestand, Plumb, Washington, 
ridge, O. R. Hi Post, Weaver, 
Breckinridge, WOP H $ Richardson, White, J.B. 
Browne, T. H.B. Hopkins,S.T. Robertson, White, 8. V. 
Brown, 0. E. Howard, Romeis, Whitthorne, 
Bu Hudå, font Wickham, 
Backalew, K Seu! Wilkins, 
Burrows, Lane, Seney, ilkinson, 
Butler, Lee, Shively, ise, 
Bynum, Lehlbach, Simmons, Yardley. 
Campbell, T. J. Lind, Snyder, 
eadle, Macdonald, Springer, 
Chipman, ney, Stahlnecker, 
NOT VOTING—IH. 
Allen, C. H. 3 Houk, Parker, 
Alien, E. P. Davenport, Hunter, Patton, 
Allen, J. M. Davidson, R.H.M. J: 4 Payson, 
Anderson, J. A. Davidson, A. 0. Jones, Peters, 
Arnold, De Lano, Kean, Phelps, 
Bayne, Dingley, Kelley, Pidcock, 
Be ery, Kerr, Reed, 
Beimont, Dorsey. ‘oon, Rice, 
Biggs, Do rty, Rockwell, 
Bingham, Dun à 5 Rowell, 
Bianchard, Dunn, Lawler, Rowland, 
Biount, Ermentrout, Russell, C. A. 
Felton, Lo Rusk, 
Finley, ‘ett, Scott, 
Brower, Flood, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Brown, J. R. F MeClammy, Smith, 
Burnes, Gaines, cComas, Spinola, 
Barnett, Gallinger, McCormick, Spooner, 
Butterworth, Gay, 3 Steele, 
eon S eee. eS 
mpbell, J. over, inney, .D. 
Gan esi * Gof, | MeMillin, Stewart, J. W. 
Carlton, Granger, McShane, ey, 
Carn Greenman, Montgomery, Taylor, J.D. 
Caswe Grosvenor, oore, omas, 
Clark, Grout, Morrill, Thomas, 0. B. 
Clements, Guenther, Morrow, Tillman, 
Cobb, Harmer, Morse, Turner, H.G. 
Cockran, Hatch, Nelson, Wade, 
Collins, Haugen, Nichols, Warner, 
Compton, Hayes, Norwood, West, 
Cooper, Heard, Nutting, Whiting, William 
Cothran, 5, Henderson, T.J. Oates, Wilber, 
Crisp, Hires, O’Neall, J. H. Wilson, Thomas 
Culberson, Hopkins, A. J. O'Neill, Charles Woodburn, 
Dalzell. Hopkins, S.I. O'Neill, J.J. Yoder. 


to the Committee on Accounts, when appointed. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. LAFFOON. I am paired with my colleague, Judge FINLEY. 
If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. HIRES. Iam paired with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Hatcu]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. PETERS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Buiount]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. MCADOO. Iam with the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas]. If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam paired with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES]. 

Pain were announced from the Clerk’s desk as follows: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HATOS with Mr. HIRES. 


Mr. LAGAN with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. COLLINS with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. GEST. 

Mr. Dunn with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. Jones with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. SEOMAR Kentucky. 

Mr. WILsoxN, of Minnesota, with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. FLOOD. : 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Prpcook with Mr. BouTELLE. 

Mr, FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. PARKER. . 

Mr. Coss with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BAYNE. * 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia, with Mr. Hopxrys, of linois. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. PErers. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KERR. 

Mr. MCADOO with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. McKINNEY with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. GROUT, from December 20, 1887, until January 
5, 1888. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. WADE, until after the holiday recess. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. HUNTER, until after the holiday 
recess, 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. FINLEY, until after the holiday recess. 

Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr. DUNHAM, until after the holiday recess. 

Mr. BREWER said: My colleague, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, is con- 
fined to his room by illness. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded; and the resolution 
was accordingly referred to the Committee on Accounts, when ap- 
pointed. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the House toa 
matter of practice under the rule adopted yesterday. Quite a large 
number of private bills have been deposited in the petition-box at a 
time when the House was not in sessjon, and when no officer was here 
to take charge of them and protect them. The Chair suggests, inas- 
much as the introduction of bills is a legislative proceeding, it should 
be done while the House is in session and the officers of the Honse are 
present to take charge of them. 

In addition, members have deposited private bills in the petition-box 
without indorsing their names upon them, and in such cases the Clerk 
is unable to enter them in the Journal,or furnish a transcript of them 
for printing in the RECORD. 

Mr. RANDALL., In reference to bills which have been filed in the 
box when the House was not in session, I suggest where those bills are 
properly indorsed they should be considered as having been presented 
in conformity to the rule, as otherwise they may be lost. 

The SPEAKER. Some such practice should be adopted, because 
when the House is not in session the Hall of the House isopen and the 
petition-box is accessible to persons who pass through the Hall, and bills 
are liable to be lost before reaching the hands of the Clerk atall. What 
is the suggestion made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. RANDALL. That, by unanimous consent, the bills which have 
been already filed in the petition-box and properly indorsed be consid- 
ered as having been properly presented under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has directed the Clerk to journalize 
those bills as having been properly filed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then as the Journal will show that, I am content. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS, 


Mr. HERMANN. I understood yesterday, Mr. Speaker, the report 
from the Committee on Rules was only a partial one, and I now rise for 
the purpose of asking whether it is in order to submit a resolution at 
this time, providing for an amendment of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. It is for reference only. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then in the interest of the entire Pacific coast I 
ask to submit the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read, 

The Clerk read’as follows: 


Whereas the Pacific States and Territories west of the Rocky Mountains 
embrace about one-fourth of the total area of the entire nation, not including 
Alaska, witha mp nte popalila, marvelous resources, a rich foreign 
and domestic commerce, many important rivers and harbors connecting the re- 
mote interior with the ocean, which, with reasonable governmental ald, must 
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soon produce great and lasting Advantages to the whole nation, encourage com- 
petition, and reduce the present excessive charges of transportation, so detri- 
mental to gar day ome of that far-distant portion of our Union; and 

Whereas of fifteen members of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors but 
one member is usually appointed to the great Pacific West, this being greatly 
inadequate in view of the waterway needs: Therefore, 

Resolved, That Rule X of therules of the Forty-ninth Congress be so amended 
as to read: “On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of seventeen members.” 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
DEATH OF HON. SETH C. MOFFATT. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty, on be- 
half of the Michigan delegation, to announce to this House the death 
of our esteemed colleague, Hon. SETH C. Morrarr, who died in this 
city this morning, at half past 7 o’clock. 

In his death the delegation feels a personal bereavement. Those who 
had the pleasure of his acquaintance, I am sure, feel the loss of a genial 
and true-hearted friend. The State haslost a wise and able counselor. 

This is not the time for eulogy. On some more fitting occasion we 
shall ask the House to join us in a further tribute to his memory. For 
the present I offer the resolutions I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement of 
ne — of Hon, SETH C. MOFFATT, late a Representative from the State of 

a n, 

‘Raced by the House of Representatives (the Senate e-mcurring), That a select 
joint committee, consisting of seven members of the House and three members 
of the Senate, be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral and to 
escort the remains of the deceased to their place of burial; and the necessary 
expenses (ending the execution of this order be paid out of the contingent fand 


of the House. 
ved, That the Ser, t-at-Arms ofthe House be authorized and directed to 
necessary for properly carrying out the provisions of 


take such steps as may 
these resolutions. 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Senate, 
Resolved, That asa further mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased the 
House do now adiourn, 


The SPEAKER. Before submitting the resolutions the Chair de- 
sires to state that if the resolution be adopted the committee, with the 
consent of the House, will be selected after the adjournment, and the 
Chair will cause the names to be entered upon the Journal of its pro- 
ceedings. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following committee was appointed by the Speaker: Mr. Curcu- 
EON, of Michigan; Mr. BREWER, of Michigan; Mr. WADE, of Missouri; 

‘Mr. FISHER, of Michigan; Mr. FORD, of Michigan; Mr. LYMAN, ot 
Towa, and Mr. SHIVELY, of Indiana. 

The resolutions of Mr. BURROWS were then unanimously agreed to; 
and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Wednesday, January 4, 1888, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 


By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 632) for the relief of Evalin 
Metz—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 633) for the relief of Whitnul R. Newsom—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 634) for the relief of Jessie Cargyle—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 635) for the relief of I. P. Russell—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 636) for the relief of the estate of William H. 
Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FELTON: A bill (H. R. 637) for the relief of Brig. Gen. George 
P. Ihrie, late colonel and additional aid-de-camp of United States Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 638) for the removal of the charge of desertion 
— the record of Frank Aston—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 639) authorizing Commander J. 
W. Philip, United States Navy, to accept a silver pitcher from the Gov- 
Ttor the United States of Colombia—to the Committee on Naval 

nirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 640) to restore Chaplain C. M. Blake, United States 
Army, to rank and pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. K. 641) authorizing the Secretary of War to revoke 
the order dismissing First Lieut. D. C. Smith, One hundred and fifth New 
York Volunteers, and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 642) to authorize the distribution of certain moie- 
ties to the late officers of customs of the port of San Francisco—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 643) for the relief of Andrew J. Barnes—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 644) for the relief of George ©. Parkinson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 645) for the relief of Charles W. Raymond and 
Albert H. Payson—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 646) for the relief of Charles Willey—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 647) for the relief of Gottlob Groezinger—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 648) for the relief of Charles L. Seudder—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford—to the Com- - 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 650) for the relief of Andrew B. Davis— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 651) for the relief of George A. 
Norton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of Mrs. Mary M. 
Payne—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 653) granting a pension to Jesse G. Featherstone— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 654) for the relief of Cyrenus Beers or his personal 
representative, and also the personal representative of Vail and Robin- 
son—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 655) for the relief of P. C. Davis— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 656) for the relief of John E. Clark—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: A bill (H. R. 657) for the relief of Lieut. Col. 
Charles G. Bartlett—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of A. P. Jackson and others—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 659) for the relief of George B. Cosby—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 660) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of 
the British bark Chance—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 661) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and 
Charles H. Chamberlain, of California—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 662) for the relief of Vinton G. Holli- 
day—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 663) for the relief of the Mexican National Con- 
struction Company, of Colorado—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 664) for the relief of George Baggs—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 665) for the relief of Henry F. Arnold—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 666) for the relief of W. P. Alexander—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 667) for the relief of Zenas Bigelow—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 668) for the relief of William Collins—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 669) for the relief of E. W. Chapman, assignee of 
Rodman Chapman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 670) for the relief of Nicholas White—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 671) for the relief of the heirs of John S. Fillmore, 
deceased—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 672) for the relief of Addie Hoyt—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 673) for the relief of A. G. Boone—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 674) for the relief of William M. Keightley—to the 
Committee on Claims. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 675) for the relief of Royal M. Hubbard—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 676) for the relief of Erastus S. Joslyn—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. * 

Also, a bill (H. R. 677) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Larkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 678) to increase the pension of Daniel Clark—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 679) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Maria 
L. Caraher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 680) granting a pension to Henry H. Stutsman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Coombs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) granting a pension to Isaac Davisson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 683) granting a pension to Carrie Powell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 684) granting a pension to Frederick W. Becker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 685) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Charles Roden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) to remove the charge of desertion against 
George W. Peck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 688) for the relief of Henry Young— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 689) for the relief of A. G. Shaw—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 690) for the relief of Bryan Tyson—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of Jacob Mathis—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 692) for the relief of George Auld—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 693) for the relief of Richard Redmond—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 694) for the relief of John F. Malo—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 695) for the relief of Henry Grebe—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 696) for the relief of Maria Black—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 697) granting a pension to the infant children of 
Michael A. Moran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Algo, a bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to John McDonald—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 699) granting a pension to Joseph B. Walters—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 700) granting a pension to Tuffle Snow—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 701) granting a pension to Sandford Langwortliy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 702) granting a pension to Sterne H. Fowlen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 703) granting a pension to Alfred C. Lee—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 704) granting a pension to Timothy D. Porter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 705) granting a pension to John D. James—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 706) granting a pension to David Teed—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 707) granting a pension to Frank M. Budd—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 708) granting a pension to John R. Petrie—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 709) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 710) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 711) for the relief of William 
Powers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 712) granting a pension to the minor children of 
Jonathan E. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 713) granting relief to Wesley Phillips—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 714) granting a pension to Marquis D. Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 715) increasing the pension of Dwyer Tracy—to 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 716) for the relief of William Collinsworth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 717) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Maulding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 718) granting a pension to Sally Powell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 719) granting a pension to John D. Denning—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 720) granting a pension to James Trimble—to the 
Committee an Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 721) granting a pension to Catharine Waters—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Dayis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 723) for the relief of William Greer—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
; Also, a bill (11. R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of Edmund D. Taylor—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 726) for the relief of minor children of Jonathan 
E. Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 727) for the relief of William P. Fowler—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. It. 728) for the relief of William Morris—to the Com- 
mittce on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 729) for the relief of George M. Sanders—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 730) for the relief of David H. Utley—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 731) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John A. Jack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 732) for the relief of Fannie Pemberton, formerly 
Fannie Glass—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 733) for the relief of the heirs of Solomon Blue— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 734) for the relief of Samuel M. Nalley--to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 735) for the relief of John M. Eddy, Elizabeth K. 
IRTE Alice B. Eddy, and Frank M. Eddy—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 736) for the reliefof Caroline T. Cockle— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to Joseph Peve—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 738) for the relief of L. 8. Ensel— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 739) for the relief of Lorenzo Durham—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 740) for the relief of Benjamin F. Fox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 741) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Clary—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 742) for the relief of John F. Cadwallader—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 743) for the relief of Jacob Lucas—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 744) for the relief of Gallatin, Bureau, and other 
counties in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 745) to correct and complete the record of Col. B. 
H. Grierson, United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 746) for the relief of Boynton Leach—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 747) granting a pension to Samuel Hays—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 748) granting a pension to Edward W. Wyatt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 749) for the relief of Smith & Savage—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 750) for the relief of William Gray—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 751) granting a pension to Henry t 
Conrad—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to Richard D. McKinney— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 753) for the relief of George L. 
Key—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 754) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Eliza B. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 755) to appropriate $127.50 
to reimburse the Indian Committee of Western Yearly Meeting of 
Friends in Indiana for money expended by them in the purchase of 
Government lands in North Carolina for an Indian training school—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 756) granting a pension to Eunice Bishop—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 757) for the relief of James K. Kennedy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 758) to increase the pension of William Goshen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 759) to increase the pension of Thomas Baily— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 760) granting a pension to Elmond A. Decker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 761) for the relief of Henson D. Pittman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 762) for the relief of William Crouse—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 763) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth 
S. Munn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 764) grantinga pension to Mrs. Mary Pittman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to Annie May Pifer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 767) for the relief of George Maxwell—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 768) for the relief of A. L. Dickerman and others— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 769) for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca Adams—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 770) granting a pension to R. W. Herod—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 771) granting a pension to A. B. Mow Cleye—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 772) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah 
McAdams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 773) granting a pension to John wW. Pearson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 774). granting a pension to John MeCollister—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 775) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 776) for the relief of Chadsey Brothers—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 777) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer forim- 

rtant services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek 

tation, Wyoming, and for loss of property taken by Sioux Indians—to 
the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 778) granting a pension to 8. K. Coulter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 779) granting a pension to La Fayette Carpenter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling—to 
the Committee on Invalid Peztsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 781) granting a pension to Martha J. McDowell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 782) granting a pension to Marble H. Baird—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 784) pensioning John J. Lockrey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 785) granting a pension to Martin 
L. Stover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 786) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 787) for the relief of the heirs of 
William Pitcher, and Axel Hayford, and Samuel Otis, and George B. 
bi sson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

, a bill (H. R. 788) for the relief of Charles H. Wording and 
eae’ owners of brig Xenophon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 789) for the relief of William E. Caswell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 790) granting veteran bounty to James Murry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 791) for the relief of Mrs. Evelyn H. Pratt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 792) to grant to the Great Falls Electric and Power 
Company the privilege of utilizing certain waters of the Potomac River— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 793) for the relief of William Collins—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 794) for the relief of Wilton F. Ward—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 795) for the relief of Ansyl Potter—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 796) for the relief of Sturgis, Lombard & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 797) for the relief of J. H. Merrill—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 798) for the relief of John W. Kane—to the Com- 
mitiee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 799) to donate condemned cast-iron cannon to the 
Soldiers’ Monument Association of Waterville, Me.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 800) to donate condemned cast-iron cannon to the 
Soldiers’ Monument Association of Monroe, Me.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 801) to donate condemned cast-iron cannon to 
Thomas H. Marshall Post, No. 41, of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Belfast, “Me.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 802) for the relief of Charles H. Warren—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 803) for the relief of Jefferson Savage—to the Com- 
mittee on Military irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 804) touching the appointment of a lieutenant- 
colonel of cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 805) for the relief of Emery S. Wardwell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 806) for the relief of Mary Morford—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 807) for the relief of Horatio R. Maryman—to the 
Committee = a Pensions. 

Also, a ( 898) granting a ion to Edwin Bragg—to the 
Comes Ay ober Pensions. poy =e 

Also, a R. 809) gran a ion to Ephraim Reynolds—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pome gom à & 

Also, a bill (H. R. 810) granting a pension to Charles Donglas—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 811) grantinga pension to Fernando G. Pratt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 812) granting a pension to Maria B. Hatch—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 814) granting a pension to Mrs. Laura F. Pressey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 815) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
Bridges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) granting a pension to Charlotte “Broad—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 817) Ganne a pension to Mary 
Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. + 

Also, a bill (H. R. 818) granting a pension to Sarah E. Pribble—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 819) for the construction of bridges across the 
St. John and St. Francis Rivers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 820) for the relief of the owners and ‘Officers of 
the brig Olive Frances and others on board said brig—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 821) forthe relief of the sureties of Freeman H. 
Morse, late consul-general at London, England—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 822) granting a pension to Miles S. Seribner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 823) granting a pension to Hannah C. De Witt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 824) granting a pension to Isaiah G. Mayo—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 825) for the relief of Richard H. 
Parham, administrator of George Gorman, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 826) for the relief of Mrs. E. G. Tomlinson, ex- 
ecutrix of W. E. Tomlinson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 827) for the relief of Robert 8. McDonald—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 828) for the relief of William D. Wllson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (Ħ. R. 829) for the relief of Robert 8S. McDonald—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 830) for the relief of Richard H. Parham, ad- 
ee of George Gorman, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 831) for the relief of James C. Newman, adminis- 
trator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 832) for the relief of Mary A. McCain—to she Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 833) for the relief of R. T. Cheek— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of 
John H. Newman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 835) for the relief of Mrs. A. A, Brabston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARRY: A bill (H. R. 836) for the relief of the estate of B. 
H. Sheppard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 837) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Wade H. Newman—to the Committee on Mil- 

itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 838) for the relief of Elmer Decker—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 839) for the relief of J. F. Bailey 
& Co. and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 840) forthe relief of the sufferers by the explosion 
at the United States Arsenal at Frankford, Philadelphia, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 841) granting a pension to Morgan Gordon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 842) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 843) granting a pension to Axel W. Anderson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 844) referring the claim of Arthur W. Paynter, 
for damages to the schooner Peter D. Lambert and cargo, to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 845) granting a pension to Harriet C. Adams—to 
the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 846) for relief of Teresa Charles—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 847) for relief of Luke Reilly—to the Committec 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 848) for relief of James C. Booth—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 849) referring the claim of Madeira & Cabada to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 850) granting a pension to Frances Dingley Ran- 
dall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of James Kane—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Afilairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 852) granting a pension to Mary Mortimer Semmes— 
to the Committve on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 853) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Peter Lyle, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 854) granting a pension to John W. Davidson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 856) grantiñg a pension to Nathaniel 
M. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

fang a bill (H. R. 857) granting a pension to Teady Costello—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 858) to remove charge of desertion from George 
Paquette—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 859) to remove charge of desertion from James 
Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head— |- 


to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of Joseph Dichl—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 862) granting a pension to 8. B. Miles—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 863) granting a pension to Malinda Vest—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 864) granting a pension to William F. Cowden— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 865) for the relief of the estate of Green Luttrell, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 866) for the relief of W. G. Wear—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 867) for the relief of J. S. Naftziger—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. mags for the relief of Jehu Robinson—to the Com- 
mittee on War 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 869) granting a pension to Fran- 
cis Deming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 870) granting a pension to Isaac Kimball—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 871) granting a pension to John Henning—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 872) granting a pension to Calvin H. French—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 873) to authorize the payment of extra compen- 
sation to Robert J. Mitchell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 874) for the relief of John A. Thompson—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 875) for the relief of William B. Rowe—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 876) for the relief of Cornelius M. Hadley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 877) for the relief of Edwin M. Watrous—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of J. D. Maxted and Robert J. 
B. Newcombe—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 879) granting a pension to Royal J. 
Hiar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 880) granting’a pension to Mary Everingham 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 882) to correct the muster of and for the relief of 
G. W. ‘Davenport—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 883) for the relief of L. B. Townsend, Louis A. 
Lov ell, W. C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, Harvey Harter, 
Benjamin Harter, and Peter Hackett—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of Marcus H. McCoy—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 
Langland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 886) for the relief of Felix McKetterick—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN; A bill (H. R. 887) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of John J. Schmidt—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to John Magher—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 890) granting a pension to Edmund Richardson— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver—to 
the Conimittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 892) granting a pension to Hugh Hughes—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 893) granting a pension to Julia Stokes—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of James Moss—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 895) to increase the pension of 
Wilbur E. Coggswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 896) for the relief of Johu H. McClaskey— to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 897) for the relief of Wilbur F. Cogswell—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to James De Camp—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 899) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
T. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 900) granting a pension to William Van Brunt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 901) granting a pension to Mrs. Fannie Carman— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 902) granting a pension to Julia A. Golston—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 903) granting a pension to Barzillai P. Irons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 904) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cheesman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 905) granting a pension to Mary M. Thompson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 906) granting a pension to George Obergfell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 907) granting a pension to Margaret A. Perrine—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to Sarah A, Gamble—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 909) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 910) to authorize the Commissioner of Patents to 
extend the letters patent heretofore granted to William E. Brooke—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 911) restoring to the pension-roll Martin V. Har- 
grove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 912) granting a pension to William Dermody—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 918) for the relief of James Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 914) referring the claim of William Dolton to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 915) granting a pension to John O. Matthis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 916) for the relief of John Dun- 
ker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Julianna Muller—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 918) for the relief of the estates of Albert H. 
Brown and William M. Brown—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 919) for the relief of the estate of Albert H. 
Brown—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 920) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Pancoast—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 921) for the relief of Catharine Reilley—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 922) for the relief of Philip Dutsch—to the Com- 


' mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 923) for the relief of Augusta Beyse—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 924) for the relief of Susan C. Mandeville—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Matthew W. Berryman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 926) for the relief of Catharine Donahue—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of Friedericke Raff—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 928) for the relief of Herman Krauss—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 929) for the relief of August Oppel—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. E 

Also, a bill (H. R. 930) for the relief of Maria Otto—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 931) to reimburse William Stanton 
and John B. Doyle for money expended in removing sand, earth, and 
reefs in the Hudson River, New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 932) for the relief of the Mer- 
chants’ National Bank, of Poughkeepsie, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 933) to open and setasidean order of the Court of 
Claims canceling a portion of a judgment against the United States, 
remitted, through mistake as to the facts in regard to the same, by 
claimant to the United States, and to refer the matter to the Court of 
Claims for such further action as said court shall find to be just and 
equitable—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. LAIDLAW: A bill (H. R. 934) to pay A. Brooks Fletcher 
for letter-boxes furnished the post-oflice at Jamestown, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 935) to grant an honorable to George W. 
Barr from the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRYCE: A bill (H. R. 936) granting a pension to John 
Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 937) for the relief of the estate 
of T. Z. Tucker—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 938) grantinga pension to Harriet Fawpelle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES: A bill (H. R. 93976 increase the pension of Joshua 
Bickley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

an a bill (H. R. 940) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Aquilla Maban—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 941) for the relief of George M. Ward—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 942) granting a pension to Belford E. Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 943) for the relief of Amy Stanton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pension3. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 944) for the relief of James Millenger—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension to Mary Kelley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 946) granting a pension to 
Mary Coates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 947) ting a pension to Eliza P. Brydon—to 
the Committee on Invalid enson 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Tabbarrah—to 
the Committee. on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 949) removing charge of desertion now standing 
against John Heron—to the Committee on Military Afin 

Also, a bill (H. R. 950) for the relief of Michael TAAA the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 951) for the relief of Willam Jackson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,-a bill (H. R. 952) for the relief of Harriet P. Blake—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 954) to relieve John M. Hart- 
man from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 955) granting a pension to Mary M. Sweet—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 956) for the reliefof the heirs of Christopher Cott— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 957) for the reliefof William Fletcher—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

“By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 958) to relieve Lester W. Pres- 
ton from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military A ffinirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 959) to relieve Joseph Moore from the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 960) to pension George C. Gilmore—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 961) granting pensions to William Knight, Jacob 
Parrott, William Reddick, and J E Whollam—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 963) to restore the name of Alexander McConkey 
to the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 965) granting a pension to George E. Wells—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 966) to relieve George K. Smith from the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 967) to relieve John W. Davis of the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. S. 
Sayre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 969) granting a pension to Israel 
Bebout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 970) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Levi Beer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 971) granting a pension to Mrs. Viola Cox—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 972) for the relief of Myron Packard—to the Com- 
miitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 973) to remove the charge of desertion against the 
record of George Fetterman—to the Comniittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H; R. 974) granting a pension to Jacob Wolf—to the 
Cormittee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 975) granting a pension to Thad. Coffin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H: R. 976) granting a pension to Mary M. Schock—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 977) for the relief of D. W. Hill—to the Commit- - 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 978) granting a pension to Mrs. Philip Kame—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 979) for the relief of the heirs of William Nessle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) to remove charges of desertion against the 
record of George W. Hand—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 981) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
D. Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 982) granting a pension to William Willson—to ` 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. < 

Also, abill (H. R. 983) for the relief of- William T. Crump—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 984) for the relief of W. C. Huteheson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 985) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline F. Speigel— 
to the Commiffee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) to grant a pension to Sarah S. Fogle—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $87) for the relief of Joseph Craig—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 989) to remove the charge of desertion against 
the record of David Harrington—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 990) granting a pension to James Yant—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 991) granting a pension ty Jacob Long—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $92) granting a pension to Isabella Hodgson—to 
the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 993) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Clarissa 
Munson, widow of Elias Y. Munson, for his services of ninety days in 
the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 994) granting a pension to 
John Kalbfieisch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Martha J. Spencer—to 
the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 998) for the relief of the heirs of John Byrnes—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 997) for the relief of Collins Morse and Henry C. 
Gray—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 998) for the relief of the administrator of the es- 
tate of John W. Dear, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 999) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Nathan Bugbee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1000) for the relief of George E. W. Sharretts—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

,Also, a bill (H. R. 1001) granting a pension to Marion Brown—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to William H. Chapman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1003) to remove the charge of desertion against Ed- 
ward Whitehouse, alias Edward Williams—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 1004) for the relief of Andrew Shoen- 
felt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 1005) to remove the charge of 
desertion from George Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1006) for the relief of Levi Neitz—io the Comnnit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1007) for the relief of Samuel A. Sa 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1008) granting a pension to Benjamin Seesholtz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R.1009) granting a pension to Albert 
Berger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1010) granting a pension to Hugh Rogere—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1011) granting a pension to Elijah Freeman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1012) granting a pension to Margaret Newberry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1013) granting a pension to Mary Ann Schirge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1014) granting a pension to Edward R. Young— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) grauting a pension to Sophia Rogers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pension. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Kaut—- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 1017) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill’ (H. R. 1018) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1019) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Weber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H, R. 1020) to incorporate the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Suburban Railway Company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 1021) for the relief of the legal 
fe of David Bell, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1022) for the relief of W. G Frie—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1023) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
F. L. Sidebottom, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1024) for the relief of the heirs of C. P. Spence— 
tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1025) for the relief of J. F. Hurt—to the Com- 
mitteeon War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1026) for the relief of Jesse A. Brown, deceased, 
or of R. P. Cole, assignee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1027) for the relief of the estate of David Cole- 
man, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others— 
tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian of 
Samuel Howard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1030) for the relief of Isaiah Sweat—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1031) for the relief of James B. Guthrie—to the 
Committee on 

Also, abill (H. R. 1032) for the relief of P. E. Parker—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1033) to pay the legal representatives of Micajah 
Joyner, a pensioner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1034) forthe relief ofthe estate of John A. Tyson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, abill (H. R. 1035) for the relief of Howard T. Bunch—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1036) for the relief of the estate of J. H. Will- 

deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1037) for the relief of the estate of Israel Barker, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 1038) for the relief of D. J. Franklin, of McNairy 
County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1039) for the reliefof Benjamin A. Hayes—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1040) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John R. Alston, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1041) for the relief of L. T. Williamson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) for the relief of the heirs-at-law of an 
Bond, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1043) to reimburse W. J. Barnes for revenue ille- 
gally assessed and collected—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1044) for the relief of the estate of Moses Diffee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1045) for the relief of the estate of B. B. Bunch— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
< Also, a bill (H. R. 1046) for the relief of A. E. Cooper—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1047) for the relief of R. M. Hawley—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1048) for the relief of the estate of J. G. Randolph, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1049) for the relief of Mrs. M. A. Crittenden—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1050) for the relief of Charles M. Kennerly—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1051) for the relief of R. N. Payne—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1052) for the relief of the estate of James P, Hast- 
ings, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1053) for the relief of V. B. Walker—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1054) for the relief of R. R. Aycock—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1055) for the relief of Elijah W. Penick—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1056) for the relief of Samuel C. Lancaster—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1057) for the relief of R. H. Crider—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1058) for the relief of the estate of J. ©. Smith, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1059) for the relief of A. W. Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1060) for the relief of N. H. Whitlow—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1061) for the relief of Stephen Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1062) for the relief of S. W. Edwards—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1063) for the relief of I. F. Ae O the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1064) for the relief of the First Methodist Church 
in the city of Jackson, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H.R. 1065) for the relief of V. B. Valen- 
tine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1066) grantinga pension to Simeon House—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 1067) to amend the war record of Alfred H. Thomas, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1068) for the relief of the officers and soldiers of the 
Seventh RegimentTennessee Infantry—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1070) for the relief of J. A. Wilson—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1071) granting a pension to John Hancock—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1072) granting a pension to Agnes J. Whicker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief of the Roman Cath- 
olic Church of St. Peter and St. Paul at Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims, , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1074) grantinga pension to Linnæus W. Risley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of John Iles—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1076) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River at Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1077) for the relief of James McGhee—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1078) granting a pension to Sarah J. Shirley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1079) for the relief of John B. McGhee, admin- 
istrator, etc., of Ann E. McGhee, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1080) for the relief of Thomas B. McElwee—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) for the relief of S. H. Fox—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) for the relief of Luther M. Blackman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1083) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
William Clift, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1084) for the relief of John W.Curtis—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1086) granting a pension to William T. Green— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 1087) granting a pension to James 
Loyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) for the relief of Henry B, Monks—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) to remove the charge of desertion and grant 
an honorable discharge tojJames McCaffrey—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1090) to place on the pension-roll the name of 
William Patchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) for the relief of G. W. Watson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1092) granting a pension to Jacob E. Israel—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1093) for the relief of Daniel Roush—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1094) for the relief of William Large—tothe Com- 

mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1095) granting a pension to Thomas H. Marshall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1096) for the relief of D. D. Holbert—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1097) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1098) to remove the charge of desertion from George 
B. Warner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1099) granting a pension to William A. Walton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1100) for the relief of Absalom Westfall—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1101) to remove the charge of desertion from James 
Evans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1102) toincrease the pension of John M. Weaks— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1103) for the relief of Susan M. Covanovan, sur- 
viving heir, etc.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) for the relief of J. P. McCardeli—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) for the relief of G. W. McCullough—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1106) for the relief of George W. Dillon—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1107) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment as to the date of death of First Lieut. Caleb Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) for the relief of Samuel J. Brooks—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1109) for the relief of John Flesher—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) for the relief of John R. Harshbarger—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1111) for the relief of John Waldron—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1112) for the relief of E. C. Hopkins—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. my for the relief of William H. Morris—to the 
Committee on War Claim 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) for the relief of David Harshbarger—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1115) for the relief of Mrs. Adelaide Bowen—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1116) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Wheeler—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1117) for the relief of Simon Stump—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) for the relief of Jeptha Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1119) for the relief of David Durer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1120) for the relief of Calvin Douglass—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1121) granting apension to Sarah O. Druammond— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1122) granting a pension to Barbara Lanfried—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1123) to place on the E the name ot 
Richard J. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1124) to increase the pension of James H. Gra- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1125) granting a pension to F. T. Hughes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H; R. 1126) granting a pension to Mrs. E. J. Epling— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1127) granting a pension to Isaac Fortner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1128) granting a pension to Elijah C. Snodgrass— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1129) granting a pension to Susie E. Clark, widow, 
and Frank D. Clark, Harry L. Clark, Eddie R. Clark, Annie B. Clark, 
and Maud M. Clark, infant heirs of the late Roland Clark—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1130) granting a pension to William H. Jordan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1131) granting a pension to Alexander Thacker— 
. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1132) for the relief of George J. Cuny—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1133) granting a pension to Daniel M. Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1134) granting a pension to John D. Runnels—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1135) to increase the pension of J. S. Hall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1136) granting a pension to Syntha Douglas—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1137) granting a pension to William H. Cyrus— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1138) granting a pension to John Harris Marple— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to J. A. Petty—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1140) granting a pension to Jacob E. Israel—to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1142) grani a m to David Lattin—to the 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1143) granting a pension to Elizabeth McKay— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1144) granting a pension to William J. Clark—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1145) granting a pension to William Church—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1146) to increase the pension of “Albert G.S. 
Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1147) granting a pension to Daniel White—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) to restore to the pension-rol] M. A. Ayers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, 2 bill (H. R..1149) to increase the pension of Daniel J. Mor- 
gareige—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1150) granting a pension to Mrs. America T. 
Sprouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUDD: A bill (H. R. 1151) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of A. F. Saint Sure Lindefelt—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Eliza M. Ferris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1153) for the relief of Jasper Hanson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1154) granting a pension to Peter Mayer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 1155) for the relief of John Donald- 
son—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 1156) for the relief of Miles F. 
West—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELAN. A bill (H. R. 1157) for the relief of Samuel Tate 
—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FELTON. A bill (H. R. 1158) for the relief of Louis Jacob- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1159) for the relief of Jonathan D. Stevenson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 1160) for the relief of James D. Card 
—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1161) for the relief of Alexander R. Byram—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1162) for the relief of John L. Holloway—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1163) for the relief of Samuel V. Sands—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1164) for the relief of Isaac A. Davis—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1165) for the relief of John Hedgpeth—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1166) granting a pension to John Ridderman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1167) for the relief of J. D. Ash—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1168) for the relief of William Crudgenton—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1169) granting a pension to Hoy Cooper—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1170) for the relief of Alvin A. Ayers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the: Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN (by request): Petition of L. A. Fort, of Oktib- 
beha County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Memorial of Typographical Union No. 4, of 
Birmingham, Ala., for repeal of certain legislation—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of citizens of Lebanon, Pa., for the 
of a law requiring all goods made by contract labor to be plainly marked 
‘convict labor’’—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of Rev. G. D. Armstrong and others, of 
R. E. De Jarnett and others, and of John H. Cannon and others, against 
FEOS work in work and interstate commerce—to the Committee on 

bor. 


By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of David S. Noe, of heirs of James C. ` 


Bowers, and of Samuel J. Moore, of Hamblen County; of administra- 
tor of William S. Barkly, of Washington County, and of Samuel Pat- 
terson, of Granger County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Papers in the case of Thomas Niles, of Massa- 
chusetts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of and resolution of the Iowa State Im- 
proved Stock Breeders’ Association, urging the suppression of pleuro- 
pneumonia and for the free importation of breeding animals—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Joseph B. Macy and 54 others, citizens 
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of Nantucket, in favor of an appropriation for the repair of the sub- 
marine telegraph cable between Nantucket and the mainland—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Marcellus Eldridge and 486 others, citizens of the 
United States, mariners and others interested in shipping, etc,, in favor 
of an appropriation for survey of Stage Harbor, Cape Cod, Massachn- 
setts—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Robert Bennett and 193 others, citizens 
of Bristol County, Massachusetts, in favor of granting a pension to 
Joshua H. Wilkies—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Stephen Carter, and of heirs of Lytle 
Newton, of Madison County, and of heirs of Wilburn H. Graves, of 
Carroll County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FELTON: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce, of San 
Francisco, for an appropriation for certain fog-signals on the Pacific 
coast—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of J. P. and J. S. Timberlake; of John 
H. Vaught, administrator of Maria Barriere; of W. J. Tally, adminis- 
trator of John B. Tally; and of John H. Vaught, administrator of Jere- 
miah Arnold, of Jackson County; of Eliza H. Tinge, widow of Charles 
A. Tinge, of Lauderdale County; and of Nancy C. Caner; of Claborn 
C. Waters; of W. B. Starling; of Catherine A. Scroggins; of Matilda 
Underwood; of Hartwell Vaughn, jr.; of Susan Wilson (widow); of 
Josiah L. Belato; of Harriet Burbin; of Isaac Baring; of Elizabeth 
Booker; of Rebecca Riggers (widow); of Barnett G. McAbee; of James 
A. Callan; of Sarah C. McConnel; of William B. Owens; of heirsof Caro- 
line Pollard, and of Elizabeth Russell, of Cherokee County, Alabama, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—io the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of John H. McLaughlin, guardian minor 
children of Michael A. Moran, for a pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania against the ad- 
mission of Utah with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of William L. Kirk, late of Lawrence County, 
of Grayson County, Texas, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial in favor of the enforcement of laws re- 
lating to the importation of pauper labor under contract—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of Sophia Rogers, of Elizabeth J. Kant, and of Michael 
Hayes, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John H. Weber for increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. 8. HENDERSON: Petition of Thomas H. Brinegar, of 
North Carolina, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of Milton S. Haire, of administrator of 
Reuben Collins, and of Martha C. Taply, of Hinds County; of W. E. 
Bolls, and of William E. Bolls, of Jefferson County; of D. V. Cully, of 
Madison County, and of M. S. Haire, of Hinds County, Mississippi, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LATHAM: Petition of W. G. Lewis and others, citizens of 
North Carolina, for an appropriation of $5,000 for removing obstructions 
from the mouth of Mackey’s Creek, Washington County, North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAFOLLETTE: Petition of H, L. Brown, D. A. Hurd, and 
100 others, citizens of Darlington, La Fayette County, Wisconsin, against 
the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Memorial of the Butchers’ National Protective 
Association of Chicago, Ill., relative to lard adulteration—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition and papers of Henry Brock, for com- 
pensation for rent of house on New Jersey avenue, Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of citizens of Essex County, Massachu- 
setts, as to arbitration with England—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): Petition of E. A. Hollis, of Benton 
County, Mississippi, for compensation for stores and supplies furnished 
the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 


Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of David C. Smith, late lieutenant 
Company E, One hundred and fifth New York Volunteers, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Chaplain C. M. Blake, United States Army, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Francis E. Yale, heir and administrator of Capt. 

' Charles Willey, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. = 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill forthe improvement of the Ouachita River 
in Louisiana and Arkansas, appropriating $150,000 therefor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Memorial of William Fletcher, captain, 
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United States Army; for an act to authorize the President to place him 
on the retired-list with the grade of major, for over forty years’ active 
service—to the Committce on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, RICHARDSON: Petition of heirs of R. Hannah, deceased, of 
Franklin County, Tennessee, for reference of their claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petitionof Lucy J. Boyle, of Bayou Sara, La., 
for reference of her claim tothe Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of J. D. Stevenson, respecting survey ot 
the Bay of Suisan—to the Committee en Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Joseph Wharton and others, respecting proposed 
arbitration with Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Afinirs. 

By Mr. W. M. SMITH: Resolution of board of supervisors of Pima 
County, Arizona, for relief—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of the letter-carriers of Springfield, 
Ill., for additional compensation—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of citizens of California, Oregon 
and Washington Territory, that the tariff on lumber remain unchanged 
—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of 8. Duncan Marshall and George 
M. Miller, executors of Lewis R. Marshall, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Jonathan Williams, or 
Grant County, and of R. W. Wake, of Lyon County, Kentucky, for ref- 
erence of their war claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of many citizens of Marion and 


“| Clinton Counties, Illinois, for restoration to pension-rolls of John Pren- 


dergast, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, > 

Also, petition of Col. E. D. Taylor, for relief—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the bill for the relief of William Powers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of George Handy; of John L. Holland, 
heir of Josepb R. Holland, and of heirs of Vincent Armistead, of Lau- 
derale County, and of R. C. Brooks, of Cherokee County, Alabama, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers in the claims of Hardy Summer- 
line; of Adaline J. Law; of heirs of Margaret E. Smith; of E. B. Moore, 
executor of Parham Moore; of Margaret Ray and James Summers; of 
Edward M. Taliaferro, guardian of Richard Taliaferro; of Hezekiah 
Ellenburg; of administrator of C. C. Adams; of James A. Jefferson; of 
James P. Johnston; of Winfred H. Bailey; of James Lord; of Andrew 
J. Cheney; of George W. Marlar; of George H. Gilreath; of Daniel Peel; 
of Joel R. Prewett; of Lucius J. Seaco; of John H. Weeks; of Thomas G. 
Barker; of John 8, E. Crawford; of administrator of James Johnston; 
of heirs of Thompson Elerson; of administrator of John H. Hutchins; 
of Thomas W. Humes, and of administrator of Luckett Davis, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of James R. Young, of New Orleans, 
and of John Mahoney, of Orleans Parish, Louisiana, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Rosamond Lovio, of New Orleans, and of Sophia 
Dannenmann; widow of John Dannenmann, of Orleans Parish, Louisi- 
ana, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of citizens of Huntington County (4); of Perry 
County; of Juniata County; of Snyder County (2), and of Franklin 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BARRY: Of Samuel Deloach and others; of A. J. Clark and 
others; of M. C. Palmer and others, and of John H., Pierce, of Missis- 
sippi. 

y Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of Stokes County and of Forsythe 
County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of John A. Palmer and others, of Lancas- 
ter County; of F. A. Lewis and others, of Letwalton, Lancaster County, 
and of J. W. Young and others and of A. J. Dunn and others, of Car- 
oline County, Virginia. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of W. A. Young and 58 others, of Christmasville, 
Carroll County, and of Rockport, Benton County, Tennessee, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of citizens of Berks County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of J. F. Lovejoy and others, of Grantville, Ga. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of George E. Goodall and 64 others, of East St. 
Johnsbury, Vt. $ 

By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of Lutton, Mercer County; of Tamarac, 
Crawford County, and of Anandale, Butler County, Pennsylvania. 
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By Mr. HARMER: Of citizens of Sandiford City, Pa., and of Mial, 
Union County, Ohio. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Of citizens of Brown’s Mills; of Nevada; of Cay- 
uga; of Thomasville, and of S. L. Walton and others, of Mississippi. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Of 38 citizens of the Third district of Indiana. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Of A. C. Wakefield and others, of Fern- 
dale; of W. P. Stoutand others, of Hollandsburgh, and of W. F. Riche- 
son and others, of Hollandsburgh, Ind. 

By Mr. LATHAM: Of citizens of Hertford County; of Currituck 
County; of Gates County; of Pamlico County (2), and of Beaufort 
County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Of citizens of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Godwin’s, N. C. 

By Mr. McKINLEY:, Of 60 citizens of Gavers, Columbiana County, 
Ohio. 
` By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Elliottsville; of Holbrook, 
Greene County; and of Boquet, Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Of citizens of Eden, La. 

_ By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of citizens of Frederick County (6); of Shen- 
andoah County (3); of Rockingham County (5); of Page County (4); of 
Albemarle County (2); of Warren County; of Madison County, and of 
Bath County, Virginia. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Of E. W. Pegg and 65 others, of Franklin 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. PEEL: Of citizens of Newton County (3); of Washington 
County; of Boone County, and of W. C. Wright and others; of Zach. 
McKinney and others, and of J. A. Baker and others, of Arkansas. 

By Mr. POST: Of citizens of Oak Mound, IN. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Of J. C. Wagner and others, of Reward, Pa. 

By Mr. REED: Of H. H. Sturgis and others, of Bonny Eagle, Me; 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of James Wallace and 74 others, of Marshall 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of J. M. King and others, and of G. A. Yawkey 
and others, of Pulaski County; of J. N. Malone and others, of Whit- 
tington; of J. W. Poteat and others; of T. P. Green and others, and of 
H. C. Stennett and others, of Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Of Ira Dunham and 43 others, of Elin, Sandusky 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. SCULL: Ofcitizens of Bedford County and of Cambria County, 
Pennsylvania. : 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Of citizens of New Concord, Ky. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of citizens of Shulersville, of Vienna, of 
Settle Mount, and of West Mentor, Ohio. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of citizens of Lawrence County, and of 
Pond Run, Scioto County, Ohio. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of J. E. Davis and 20 others; of J. G. Brown 
and 26 others; of T. F. Simpson and others, and of John A. Coffs and 
others, of Alabama. 
eo Mr. WISE; Of citizens of Johnson’s Springs, Goochland County, 

rginia. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Augusta County; of Reedy Spring, 
of Lyndhurst, and of Roseville, Cumberland County, Virginia. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 4, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

JoHN P. JONES, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared in his 
seat to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, December 22, 1887, was 
read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, communicating, in response toa resolu- 
tion of December 15, 1887, information concerning the necessity or util- 
ity of improving the navigation of Lake Champlain at Adams Landing; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of December 20, 1887, 
a copy of all records in the War Department relating to Captain Hall’s 
company of Oregon Volunteers; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
Gencral, communicating, in response toa resolution of December 19, 1887, 
the correspondence between the Attorney-General and Robert T. Davis 
in relation to the compensation of supervisors of election; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

fe also Jaid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of the requirements of the 
eighth section of the act of July 22, 1854, for Congressional action, a 
supplementary report of the United States surveyor-general of New 
Mexico on the private land claim known as the Los illos or El Tajo 
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tract, No. 146; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Comniittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Joint Commission for the completion of the Washington Monu- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
Board of Trade of Scranton, Pa., favoring the projected world’s exposi- 
tion in honor of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Columbus; which were referred to the Select Committee 
on the Centennial of the Constitution and the Discovery of America. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of the United States, remon- 
strating against the proposed admission of Utah Territory as a State _ 
into the Union; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition in behalf of 20,000 Good Templars of 
the State of Maine, praying for the appointment of an impartial national 
commission of inquiry in regard to the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE. T present a letter in the nature of a petition, asking for 
legislation, from E. C. Allen & Co., a publishing house of A Me., 
who are doing an exceedingly extensive business. They ask that frac- 
tional currency may be issued, and they present the astounding fact— 
astounding to me—that in their business alone they frequently receive 
a thousand dollars’ worth of postage stamps in a single day as payment 
for fractions of a dollar, and that frequently in a week they receive five 
thousand dollars’ worth of these stamps to pay sums each of which is 
less than one dollar. I ask that the letter may be treated as a petition 
from them, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be received, and refi to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of George Brown, of New 
Egypt, N. J., late a private in Company E, Fortieth Regiment New 
Jersey Infantry Volunteers, praying to be allowed an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Union ex-prisoners of war, residing 
in New Jersey, praying for the passage of a bill for the relief of the 
Union ex-prisoners of war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Henry Baker and other citi- 
zens of Harwich, Mass., praying for the removal of the limitation of 
the pension-arrears act; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of William B. Stokes, of Ten- 
nessee, praying to be relieved from liability as surety upon an official 
bond; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Charles A. Rolfe and others, of 
Maine, and the petition of citizens of Baring, Me., and vicinity, pray- 
ing for the building of a bridge across the St. Croix River at Baring, * 
Me.; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Healso presented resolutions adopted by the American Fishery Union, 
remonstrating against the appointment of any commission to define the 
rights of fishermen, and against the adoption of any new treaty that 
shall dictate national legislation or destroy the small amount of protec- 
tion they now have, and favoring the maintenance of their rights under 
existing treaties and legislation; which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Benton, Holmes & Co., and other 
citizens of California, engaged in the manufacture of lumber, praying 
that the present tariff on lumber may remain unchanged; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

“Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Benton, Holmes & Co. 
and others, of the State of California, praying that the present tariff on 
lumber may remain unchanged; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Iie also presented the petition of Joseph Lewis, of Pike County, In- 
diana, praying for restoration to the invyalid-pension roll; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a resolution adopted by the Dlinois State 
Grange at its annual meeting, held at Springfield, Ill., in December, 
1887, indorsing the interstate-commerce act and opposing the repeal 
of any of its provisions until they have been put squarely to the test 
and have been found to be oppressive of the rights of the people or un- 
just to the legitimate rights of the railroad companies; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 55 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange 
atitsannual meeting, held at Springfield, NI., in December, 1887, pray- 
ing that action be taken towards opening up a deep and continuous 
waterway channel of commerce from the Mississippi River through the 
lilinois River route to Lake Michigan at Chicago; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange 
at its annual meeting, held at Springfield, Il., in December, 1887, fa- 
voring the construction and control of a system of telegraph lines by 
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the Government; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange 
at its annual meeting, held at Springtield, Ill., in December, 1887, de- 
nouncing that species of gambling upon the crops and industries of the 
country called dealing in futures and options, and demanding that it 
be prohibited by law; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange 
at its annual meeting, held at Springfield, Ill., in December, 1887, favor- 
ing the restriction of foreign immigration in so far as to keep out pau- 
pers, criminals, and all others incapable or unwilling to become good 
citizens, and favoring the Reagan bill on that subject; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange 
at its annual meeting, held at Springtield, Ill., in December, 1887, re- 
monstrating against the abrogation of the tax upon whisky and tobacco, 
and praying that sugar, salt, lumber, and other necessaries of life be 
placed upon the free-list; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 3 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange 
at its annual meeting, held at Springfield, Ill., in December, 1887, re- 


‘monstráting against a long extension of time for ‘the redemption of 


United States bonds at 2} per cent. for the purpose of the national banks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange 
at its annual meeting, held at Springfield, TI., in December, 1887, in 
favor of making the Commissioner of Agriculture a Cabinet officer; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agricuiture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange 
at its annual meeting held at Springfield, Ill., in December, 1887, fa- 
yoring an amendment of the Federal Constitution so as to provide for 
the election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the people; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of Root & McBride Brothers and 36 
other firms, importers, at Cleveland, Ohio, praying for an amendment 
of the ‘‘ immediate transportation ” act to do away with discrimination 
against importers at inland ports in the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Rochelle Post, No. 546, De- 
partment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, remonstrating against 
any change in the revenue laws until the contract made with the soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who furnished the muscle to put down the late re- 
bellion shall be as fully lived up to as is the contract made with the 
bondholders who furnished the money; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of the city council of Fort Worth, 
Tex., praying for the erection of a publie building for the use of the 
post-office and the revenue offices at Fort Worth, Tex.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Horn, of San Augustine 
County, Texas, and 21 other citizens of Texas, praying that increased 
compensation be granted to fourth-class postmasters; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying for 
the enactment of a law requiring goods produced by convict labor to 
be marked ‘‘convict-made;’’? which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of Newbury, Vt., pray- 
ing that increased compensation be allowed to fourth-class postmasters; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented two memorials of citizens of Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating aguinst the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the United States Maimed Soldiers’ 
League, praying for the ge of an act increasing pensions in certain 
cases; which was refe to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of Duluth, Minn., praying for the passage of an act making Du- 
luth a full port of entry and delivery; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of St. 
Paul, Minn., praying for the establishment of collection districts in 
Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Duluth, 
Minn., praying for the grant of the right of way for the Duluth, Rainy 
Lake River and Southwestern Railway Company through the Bois 
Forte Indian reservation and other lands; which-was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of merchants of St. Paul, Minn., pray- 
ing for the reduction of the duty on cream of tartar, ete. ; ’ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly or 
Washington Territory, favoring additional appropriation for a public 
building at Port Townsend, Wash.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 


Washington Territory, in favor of an additional appropriation for the 
custom-house building at Port Townsend, Wash. ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of the county board of super- 
visors of St. Croix County, Wisconsin, suggesting the desirability of 
action as to the construction of the granting and indemnity clauses of 
the grant made by the United States to the State of Wisconsin ‘‘ to aid 
in the construction of certain railroads in said State,” approved May 5, 
1864, and making certain representations concerning the administration 
of that grant; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the -petition of L. M. Winters 
and other citizens of Star of the West, Pike County, Arkansas, praying 
that increased compensation be allowed fourth-class postmasters; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 1097) to provide for the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Brig. Gen. William Lee Davidson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1098) for the relief of the Sisters of the 
Holy Cross in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1099) for the relief of the Church of 
the Ascension, in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1100) to retire certain disabled 
officers of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to 
Rachel A. Sinkinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1102) to aid the State of Colorado 
to support a school of mines; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1103) to provide foran Indian 
school at Carson City, Nev.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1104) for the relief of The- 
ophilus Fisk Mills; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1105) providing for the payment of ar- 
rears of pensions from the date of death or discharge; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1106) granting a pension to Lona 8. 
Fitzgerald; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1107) to regulate the 
subdivision of land within the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1108) providing for the establishment of 
a port of entry at Superior, in the county of Douglas, in the State of Wis- 
consin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1109) for the relief of Royal E. Dake; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S: 1110) granting a pension to Mrs. Fred- 
ericka Hauser; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1111) granting a pension to Mary 
J. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1112) to provide fora 
revision of a distribution of the ‘‘ invested and other common property” 
of the Confederated Peoria, Kaskaskia, Wea, and Piankeshaw Indians 
made under the treaty of 1867 with the United States, and for the pay- 
ment to those of said Indians who became citizens of the United States 
under said treaty, the survivors of them, their heirs or legal representa- 
tives, of their proportionate share of the ‘‘invested and other common 
property’’ of the tribe still held in trust for them by the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1113) for the relief of Snow- 
den & Mason; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1114) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. 
Small, commissary of subsistence United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1115) granting a pension to Abraham 
Howard; which was read twice by its Has; and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1116) RE a pension to Henry 
Frantz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 
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wills in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1118) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of William Clark, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1119) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Frederick A. Noeller; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1120) to increase the pension of John L. 
Kirk; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1121) granting a pension to Harmon 
Bunn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1122) granting an increase of pension 
to William Collinsworth; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1123) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan 
Capps; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1124) to increase the pension of John 
W. January; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Committee on Pensions will give this 
case especial attention, for the reason that this man lost both his feet 
in prison while serving his country. I very much desire that he should 
be given an increase of pension during the present session. I move 
that the bill be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. r 

The motion was to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1125) to appropriate 
$50,000 to construct a road from Little Rock, Ark., to the national cem- 
etery adjacent thereto; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1126) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Yearian; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1127) to increase the pensions of 
those who have lost eyes, limbs, or the use of them, are totally helpless, 
are deaf, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1128) to create ports of entry at 
Tacoma and Seattle, in Washington Territory; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1129) granting to the Newport and 
King’s Valley Railroad Company the right of way through the Siletz 
Indian reservation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1130) granting arrears of pension 
to Mary Helena Mahan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1131) for the relief of Marcus A. 
Reno; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1132) granting a pension to Eliza 
Crewson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1133) granting a pension to Sarah Rihel- 
darfer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 1134) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah 
Mary Carroll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1135) to grant arrears of pension in cer- 
tain cases; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1136) granting a pension to Anna M. 
Freeman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced @ bill (S. 1137) for the relief of Adam L. Epley; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1138) to reimburse the depositors of the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trast Company for losses incurred by the fail- 
ure of said company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1139) for the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Croix River; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1140) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to procure and present suitable medals to the survivors of the “‘ for- 
lorn-hope storming party” of Port Hudson; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1141) to increase the pension of Lucy 
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Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1117) relating to the record of 


Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1142) granting a pension to Keziah E. 
Strong; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1143) granting a pension to John 
Curtin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to Frances H. 
L. Prescott; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1145) granting the rightof way to 
the Durango, Cortez and Utah Railroad Company through the South- 
ern Ute Indian reservation in Southwestern Colorado; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

«Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1146) grantinga pension to L. J. 
MecGoflin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on’Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1147) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Fike; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1148) to grant a right of way to the 
Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company through the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1149) to promote the efficiency 
of the public service in the Indian Bureau; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1150) to pay the Oregon Indian depre- 
dation claims audited and allowed by the commissioners, George H. Am- 
brose, L. F. Grover, and A. C. Gibbs; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1151) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing on the rolls of the War Department against 
John Miles, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment, Michigan Volun- 
teers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to 
Myra Freeman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1153) for the reliefof Charles Wagemann; 
which was read twice by its title. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Charles Wagemann, 
praying to beallowed a pension, and additional papers to accompany the 
bill. Imove their reference with the bill to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was = > 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1154) granting a pension to 
Ann E. Brown; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present, to accompany the bill, the affidavits 
of Mary A. Noell and Caroline A. Black, and of Francis Vallé, and a 
letter from the Commissioner of Pensions; and I move that they be re- 
ferred, with the bill, to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1155) to adjudicate the 
claim of Amanda G. Walter, executrix of Thomas U. Walter, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and,with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1156) to encourage the holding ofa 
national industrial exposition of the arts, mechanics, and products of 
the colored race throughout the United States of America, to be held 
at Atlanta, Ga., in the years 1888 and 1889; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S, 1157) to correct an error in the 
description of certain lands entered and patented by the city of Denver, 
in the State of Colorado, by authority of an act of Congress approved 
May 21, 1872; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1158) to recognize and pay 
certain claims due by the State of West Virginia to citizens thereof for 
services rendered the United States in the late war, and which are prop- 
erly chargeable to the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to loan certain scientific instruments; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

AMENDMENTS TO POSTAL-TELEGRAPH BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 614) to provide for the establishment and operation 
of the United States postal telegraph; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 
Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolutions; which were read: 


1, Resolved, That the practice of the Government of the United States was correct 
for the first three-quarters of a century of its existence, when it collected the rey- 
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enues to its support at the ports or other boundaries of our territory 


by tariff, except in cases of war or other great emergency, when internal-reve- 
nue laws, or laws imposing direct taxes, were which were repealed as 
soon as the emergency which called them forth to exist. 

2. Resolved, That the present internal-revenue laws, which were enacted as war 
measures in time of a great emergency, which are onerous, oppressive, and un- 
democratic, have existed for almost a quarter of a century after the emergency 
has and there being a very large surplus in the Treasury which it is the 
duty of the Government to provide against by a reduction of the revenues, it 
becomes the imperative duty of Congress to enact appropriate legislation for the 
repeal of said internal-revenue laws at the earliest day practicable. 


Mr. BROWN. I ask that the resolutions be printed and lie on the 
table; and I give notice that on Monday next, af the close of the morn- 
ing hour, I shall ask leave to submit some remarks on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolutions will lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


werner That the commissioners in charge of the construction of the Con- 
pessan Library be instructed to report what contracts have been made in re- 
on thereto, the amount of the same, and the amount of money already ex- 
pended, and for what purpose, and the cause of delay in the progress of work on 
the Library building. 


CALIFORNIA VOLUNTEER COMPANY. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


DPesolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to report to 
the Senate a copy of the record, if any, in his Department relating to the muster- 
ing into the service of the United States of the volunteer company enlisted in 
the Siate of California about November or December, 1849, and of which Julian 
or Julius Martin was captain, and when suth company was mustered out of the 
service, if any such record exists, with the names of the persons respectively 
constitating such company. 


SIGNAL OFFICE REPORTS, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution jwhich was read: 

Resolved, That the Chief Signal Officer be directed to farnish the Senate, at 
his earliest convenience, the charts and tables of rainfall on the Pacific coast, 
and any report made thereon by any oficer of his corps, and also to express his 
views of the importance and value thereof. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 


on. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Missonri a question 
before the passage of the resolution. Would it not be better to extend 
the report to those drought-stricken regions, say, in Northwestern Texas 
and other sections where the people have suffered very greatly from 
drought, so that we may have the official data? Ishould be glad to 
have the Senator include that in his resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think the Signal Office has probably 
completed any report in regard to those regions, while it has completed 
its reports in regard tothe region named in the resolution, and has them 
ready. Still, I have no objection to include the points suggested by the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould he glad to have the Senator so modify his 
resolution as to extend it to the reporting of such information as the 
Signal Office may have on the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to such a modification. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri de- 
sire to modify the resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Missouri is preparing a modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now submit the resolution as modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as modified will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Chief Signal Officer be directed to furnish the Senate, at 
his earliest convenience, the charts and tables of rainfall on the Pacific coast, 
and any report made thereon by any officer of his corps, and also to express 
his views of the importance and value thereof; and also similar data and in- 
formation touching the same subject-matter in New Mexico, Texas, and Ari- 
zona, so far as obtained. 


The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN], com- 
ing over from a former day, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN 
December 19, 1887, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President’s annual message be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the President of the United States, 
in his message, tells us that we are confronted with a condition of na- 
tional finances which demands our immediate attention. Hesays that 
the money collected from the people exceeds the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment; that thesurplus nowin the Treasury is $55,000,000, and will 
be $140,000,000 by the ist of July next. He says the situation pre- 
sages financial convulsion and widespread disaster, and that, though 
the dangers are not palpable, imminent, and apparent, yet they exist 
none the less, and may be suddenly precipitated upon us. 


In view of this to him alarming state of affuirs, he, departing from 
the practice of his illustrious predecessors, drops from his annual mes- 
sage all reference to our foreign relations, to the many interesting ques- 
tions that have arisen during the past year in our national affairs, and 
even omits the usual recognition of the Supreme Ruler of the Universe. 
All things celestial and terrestrial must be postponed until we get rid 
of the surplus revenue. 

With this extraordinary message before us, I feel called upon to ex- 
amine the extent of the dangers that the President warns us of, whether 
they are exaggerated or not, the causes, and the remedies proposed. 

The first inquiry is whether the conditions stated are sudden and un- 
foreseen, or have existed for a long time, and grow out of natural causes 
easily provided for. The existence ofa surplus revenue has been a con- 
stant oecurrence before and since the close of the war. Instead of being 
a danger, it is an indication of the continuous increase of our domestic 
productions, of our foreign and domestic commerce, and the steady im- 
provement of our financial condition. 

When in 1806 President Jefferson had the good fortune of a surplus 
revenue, he, in his message, said: 

To what other object shall the surpluses be appropriated * * * after the 
entire discharge of the public debt, and during those intervals when war shall 
not call forthem? Shall we suppress the impost and thus give thatadvantage 
to foreign over domestic manufactures? 

He believed the patriotism of the people would “prefer its continu- 
ance, and application for the purposes of the public education, roads, 
rivers, and canals.” . 

When Genéral Jackson had the like good fortune he recommended 
the distribution of the surplus among the States, and in the last year 
of his administration Mr. Calhoun introduced a bill for that purpose, 
which was passed by large majorities in both Houses and signed by 
President Jackson. 

A larger surplus revenue has frequently from time to time been wisely 
dealt with by Republican administrations, It has either been applied 
by the executive authorities to the payment of the public debt, or its 
accumulation has been prevented by Congress, from time to time, by the 
reduction orrepeal of taxes. In the administration of each of Mr. Cleve- 
land’s predecessors since the close of the war thissimple remedy has been 
applied without neglecting other mattersor raising a cry of alarm. All 
these reductions of taxes have been made by the Republican party. 
The Democratic party has had the control of the House of Representa- 
tives since the success of the Mississippi plan, except for two years, 
and during that time never originated or proposed a reduction of taxes. 
The only Republican Congress for ten years did, by the act approved by 
President Arthur on the 3d of March, 1883, largely reduce both internal 
taxes and customs duties to meet the very difficulty which so alarms 
the President. 

Now, in the third year of his administration, he tells you that on 
the 1st of June, 1885, within three months after he took the oath of 
office, there was a surplus of $18,000,000, and that it increased at the 
rate of over a million a week. Why did he not then follow the exam- 
pleof his predecessors by using the powers conferred upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury to apply this surplus to the reduction of the public debt? 
Instead of this, although outstanding bonds were redeemable at pléas- 
ure, his Administration changed the form of the debt statement, so as 
to conceal nearly thirty millions of money as unavailable assets, and 
swelled the surplus for nearly a year, until friend and foe alike cried 
out against it. If he regarded this growing surplus as a danger, why 
did he not, as soon as possible, bring his influence to bear upon Con- 
gress to provide for a reduction of taxation? 

I may also ask, why did not Congress then SEA remedy? The 
Forty-ninth Congress lived its two yearsand died. Mr. Cleveland was 
then as now President of the United States. The House of Repre- 
sentatives contained a large majority of his political friends. They 
alone had the initiative, the origination, the constitutional power to in- 
troduce a bill to reduce taxes. Why was it not done? ‘The only 
answer is that a controlling majority of that party would not allow a 
bill to be reported unless it contained protein which in the opinion 
of the majority of the members of the House would do great injury to 
or destroy domestic production, create greater distress than even the 
accumulation of surplus, and reduce the wages of laborers now usefully 
employed. If it had been the desire to reduce taxes without reducing 
American production, the task was easy; but thg enormous powers con- 
ferred upon the Speaker of the House were to prevent even the 
presentation of such a bill, and in this it was understood he had the 
hearty sympathy and support of the President ànd the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

On the 19th day of July, 1886, I called the attention of the Senate 
to the precise difficulty and danger of the aceruing surplus revenue, and 
the readiness ofthe majority of the Senate to provide for the reductio® 
of taxes and application of the surplus. But forthe action of the Presi- 
dent and his Administration, including the Democratic majority in the 
House of Representatives, the taxes would then have been reduced with- 
out endangering domestic industries. 

But, sir, even without a reduction of taxation, the surplus revenue 
might have been applied for great national objects, but for the vetoes 
of the President and the failure of the Secretary of the Treasury to 


- z 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


187 


exercise plain discretionary powers conferred upon him by law, and the 
failure of the Democratic House of Re tatives to make appropri- 
ations for some of the highest national objects demanded by the people. 
The President, on what Í regard as a frivolous reason, refused his sig- 
nature to the bill providing for the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
which would have appropriated more than $10,000,000, or nearly one- 
fifth of the surplus revenue stated by him, for necessary public works 
and objects of the highest importance in all parts of the country. He, 
by his veto of the dependent pension bill, withheld from soldiers of 
the Union Army, many of them suffering in almshouses and charitable 
institutions, appropriations made by both Houses of Congress for their 
relief. t 

The House of Representatives refused to provide for a system of coast 
defenses, frequently recommended by the executive authorities, for a 
proper increase and building up of the Navy and our commercial ma- 
rine, for postal communication with the South American states, and 
for the encouragement and support of schools for the education of illit- 
erate children. The Honse neglected or refused to appropriate for de- 
ficiencies amounting to eight millions admitted to bedue. The House 
also neglected to pass a Senate bill that proposed to refund to the sev- 
eral States the direct tax levied in 1862 under the stress of war. This 
tax; collected from the loyal States, is still charged against most of the 
Confederate States, causing inequalities and discontent in every State. 
Here there wasa proper mode of applying $14,000,000 of the surplus in 
a way not open to objection. 

Had these appropriations, sanctioned by the Senate, been made by the 
House of Representatives and approved by the President, and the res- 
idue of the surplus been applied to the purchase of the public debt, the 
condition of the Treasury, which so alarms him, would not exist, the 
public debt would have been greatly reduced, and improvements of vital 
importance to our commerce would be in course of construction. 

ut the President casts doubt upon the power of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to enter the markets and purchase bonds. He says it is 
“a pretense’? or ‘‘a supposition.”? He says the pretense is founded on 
a provision in an appropriation bill passed several years ago, and is sub- 
ject to the ‘‘suspicion”’ that it was temporary and limited. Here is 
the second section of the sundry civil bill approved March 3, 1881 
(United States Statutes, volume 21, page 457): 
Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury may at any time apply the sur- 
pins inoney in the Treasury not otherwise priated, or so much thereof as 
e may consider proper, to the purchase or redemption of United States bonds: 


Provided, That the bonds so purchased or redeemed shall constitute no part of 
the sinking fund, but shall be canceled. - 


This law was passed by a Democratic Congress in both Houses, on 
niotion of Mr. Bayard, at my request as Secretary of the Treasury, to 
meet the very difficulty suggested, and, in plain English, to operate ‘‘at 
any time.” Under it the Secretary of the Treasury could have and 
ought to have applied the surplus in the T: from time to time 
to the purchase or redemption of bonds of the United States from the 
beginning of this Administration to this hour, instead of which there 
was a steady accumulation of the surplus beyond any precedent, which 
tended to and did produce the very dangers and difficulties by which 
we are threatened. 

I do not attribute to either of these great officers the intent to produce 
these results; Ido not wish to callinto question their integrity or fidel- 
ity; but when they try to alarm the country, so as to induce us to 
break down great industrial interests, I point them to the neglect of a 
public duty intrasted to their discretion as the fountain of their woes. 
l say they have this powernow. If evil comes to the Republic by this 
surplus, it is their fault. A power neglected is often as great a wrong 
as 2 power usurped. An artificial scare can not be made to cover the 
faults and defects of this Administration. 

Again, sir, if the dangers of this surplus revenue were so great and 
imminent as the President says they were during the last summer, why 
did he not convene Congress, the law-making power, to deal with what 
he calls “the precarious condition of i irs,” ‘‘the distress in 
basiness circles,” and ‘‘absolute peril athand?’? Whatmore ‘‘extraor- 
dinary oceasion’’ could occur for the exercise of his power to convene 
Congress? But he did not do it. “And now that we are met in regular 
order we are not to be driven pell-mell by an outcry to reverse the pol- 
icy of our country for nearly thirty years, to build up our domestic in- 
dastries by reasonable and proper protection against foreign produc- 
tions. 

Sir, for one I wish to approach the questions presented by the Presi- 
dent with a sincere respect for him and his high office, but with a con- 
sciousness that we, Senators and Members, have the responsibility of 
acting upon these matters, with fuller information and a broader view 
of the interest of our constituents than any executive officer, however 
elevated, can haye. 

I agree, as I said more than once during the last Congress, that the 
revenue should be reduced. It isa pleasing and grateful task, and the 
monient the House of Representatives gives us jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject-matter the Senate will be ready to share in this duty, as it has as 
many as six times done since the close of the war; and if from time to 
time the Secretary of the Treasury will only do his part, by applying 
the reyenue to current appropriations and the judicious purchase of the 


public debt, we can, I believe, repair the delays of his party and reduce 
taxation without crippling industry. 

Sir, I agree, as stated by the President, that unnecessary and extrav- 
agant appropriations ought not to be made to avoid a surplus of reve- 
nue. No money shonld be collected from the people except to meet 
the requirements of the Government properly and economically admin- 
istered. The true remedy is in the reduction of revenue; but this re- 
duction should be made so as to give the greatest relief to the peo- 

le of the United States. We are legislating not for foreign nations, 

ut for our own; it is for American workshops and American laborers, 
and not for English capitalists and laborers. It is American pro- 
ductions, the home market, free trade, and easy exchanges between 
66,000,000 of our countrymen that we should foster, encourage, and 
build up by our revenue laws, and not by increasedyimportations to 
cheapen home labor. Cheapness is not the chief object of desire, but 
prosperity, employment, industry, and thrift at home. 

The highest surplus revenue estimated by the President or Secretary 
is fifty-five millions a year, after complying with the sinking-fund law. 


‘Iam glad both the President and Secretary recognize the obligation of 


this law, for it is not only a declaration of a wise public policy, but is 
an agreement made with public creditors. And even this estimate is 
based upon a continuance of the narrow policy of neglect.of the defenses 
of the country, of the improvement of our rivers and harbors, of our 
just obligations to Union soldiers, of growing illileracy in nearly half 
the States, and the increasing burdens of local taxation in all the States. 
Upon this basis alone we can remit to our people fifty-five millions of 
taxes. How shall it bedone? _ 

We have two distinct systems of.taxation: one upon the American 
productions of spirits, tobacco, and beer, and the-other upon imported 
goods, the products of foreign nations. The first of these the President 
dismisses with a single sentence. He says that none of the articles 
named are necessaries; that ‘there appears to be no just complaint of 
this taxation by the consumers of these articles, and there seems to be 
nothing so well able to bear the burden without hardships to any por- 
tion of the people.” . 

It may be that there is no complaint by the consumers; but can he 
say that of the prodacers of these articles? They are all either the 
product of the farm or immediate fruits of the products of the farm. 
Their chief costis in the leaf-tobacco, or the corn, rye, wheat, and barley 
of the farm. Do not the farmers complain of this tax? If the Presi- 
dent thinks they do not, heisgreatly mistaken. The manufacturers of 
tobacco and the distillers and brewets may notcomplain, for the neces- 
sary requirements of collection laws give them a close monopoly; but 
the farmers, who are compelled tosell to licensed dealers alone, do com- 
plain. The tax on whisky may, and I think does, to some extent, re- 
strain the use of the article as a be and in this way does good; 
but the taxes on tobacco and beer donot. The traditions and policy of 
our people are against internal taxes. During and since the war they 
wereanecessity. Now, if continued,they should be reduced; ially 
the tax on tobacco, no longer necessary, should be remitted. Though 
tobacco is not, like bread and meat, a necessity, yetits use is so general 
that the tax is a burden to the farmer and the consumer. ‘The special 
taxes on rectifiers, special dealers, stills, and worms, yielding annually 
$5,200,000, ought to be repealed and left to be imposed by the States, 
and the tax on spirits and beer might be modified so that the States 
could impose taxes on the domestic consumption of these articles, a 
bounteous source of revenue, and a proper means of relief from the bur- 
dens of local taxation. If the object sought was only to avoid the ac- 
cumulation of surplus revenue, the easy, natural, and logical course is 
to repeal or largely reduce internal revenue;and I am glad to notice 
that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] has introduced a proposi- 
tion to that effect. 

But the President proposes to continue these taxes without diminu- 
tion, so that he may strike a more effective blow at the taxes now rest- 
ing upon foreigu productions. It isof taxes or duties on foreign goods 
he uses the epithets, “‘vicious, inequitable, and illogical.’? His Sec- 
retary says: ‘* Reduce duties upon every dutiable article to the lowest 
point possible.” It isat the tariff laws that these two officers aim their 
epithets and arguments, and the surplus revenue is the mere pretext or 
occasion. It is the protective industrial policy built up by the Repub- 
lican party that they would break down. ‘Though the President says 
that the labor engaged in manufactures should be considered as well as 
the preservation of our manufactures, yet the message, when fairly con- 
strned, is a severe indictment of all engaged in manufactures, 

The President speaks of taxes “wrung” from the people ‘for the 
benefit of ourmanufacturers quite beyond areasonable demand,” of “‘or- 
ganized combinations to maintain their advantage,” of taxes fastened 
‘t with relentless grasp upon the clothing’? of the people, who are abused 
and irritated. It is asweeping accusation against the policy of protec- 
tion, supported by thegreat mass of his countrymen and recommended 
by his most illustrious predecessors. It shows that he favors a public 
policy which will, in the end, leave our manufacturers in every branch 
of industry, and the laborers employed as well, to the hard, sharp, and 
grinding competition of the capital and labor of the world. 

Let us then examine in detail this alleged scheme of injustice and 
wrong, under which, it is said, we have suffered for twenty years, and 
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the effect of the new policy proposed upon the industry and prosperity 
of our constituents. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, there was imported from 
foreign countries for consumption in the United States merchandise to 
the value of $683,418,981. Of this there was admitted free of duty 
merchandise of the value of $233,093,659, giving absolute free trade in 
domestic productions to the 60,000,000 of our people with each other 
and with all the world, and free trade in over one-third of all the ar- 
ticles of foreign production consumed in this country. These articles 
are mainly such as can not be produced here by reason of climate; they 
do not come into competition with domestic industry; and a tax upon 
them would be simply a burden without any redeeming benefit. With 
this kind of free trade I am in hearty sympathy, and would extend it 
to every article ef common use, the growth or production of which is 
not profitable in the United States. If Senators can name any such 
articles not already on the free-list, they will have my hearty assistance 
to place them upon thefree-list. It is exactly the opposite policy thatis 
proposed by the President and the school to which he belongs. They 
seek to place taxes upon articles now free, such as tea and coffee, in or- 
der that a greater reduction may be made on articles that do come into 
competition with home industry. 

After deducting the free-list, we import goods of the value of $450, - 
000,000 upon which we levy duties. Shall this be by a uniform rate? 
We say no, but by a careful discrimination and classification of rates, 
depending upon the nature and quality of the goods, who are to be the 
consumers, and the effect the rates proposed will have upon domestic 
_ industry; we therefore say that articles of voluntary use, of luxury, 
ornament, or appetite, not in common use among the people, and which 
are purchased almost exclusively by the wealthy, should bear a higher 
rate of taxation—the highest rate that experience shows can be col- 
lected without excluding them orinducing smuggling. This isfounded 
upon the admitted maxim of political economy, that taxes should be 
assessed upon those best able to pay. 

This class of articles takes a wide range and includes many that com- 
pete with our domestic industries, but the foreign articles are preferred 
to domestic articles because of taste, fashion, or quality, or are sup- 
posed to be superior in flavor to the article of domestic growth. This 
is especially the case with wines, liquors, and cigars. Other articles 
of foreign production are supposed to be of higher grades of art, beauty, 
or excellence than the domestic article, such as silks, satins, broad- 
cloths, innumerable articles of dress and ornament, and porcelain, 
statuary, painting, glassware, and the like. As to all these articles 
the price is a matter of indifference to the consumer, and the rate of 
duty is very much like the price fixed by the manufacturer, as much 
as you can get, 

This is the policy of the present tariff laws, and it has operated even 
better than was hoped. The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics has 
pm us a list of some of these articles in Schedule E, pages 71-73 of 

is last report, amountingin value to $86,531,039, which yielded a rev- 
enue of $42,172,328 during the last fiscal year. This includes dia- 
monds and other precious stones valued at $10,981,192, upon which a 
duty is levied of 10 per cent., because experience has shown that a 
higher rate would lead to smuggling and thereby diminish the revenue. 
It also includes paintings and statuary valued at $1,935,306, at aduty 
of 30 per cent. Excluding these articles, the rate of duty on other ar- 
ticles of luxury ranges from 50 to 100 per cent. 

But Schedule E does not embrace all the articles properly classed as 
luxuries. The chief of that bureau says: ‘‘ In the present table many 
articles of luxury are grouped together in Class D.” Then, again, 
there are numerous articles of cotton, wool, linen, of furniture, of pot- 
tery, glass, etc., which are so elaborately manufactured amd ornamented 
as to joo more articles of luxury than many articles of silk which 
are classed as luxuries. These articles being for the most part subject 
to the same rates of duty as others of plainer and less elaborate manu- 
facture, and being classed in the import statement with them as furni- 
ture, cotton manufactures, glassware, etc., the richer and more luxu- 
rious articles can not be distinguished from the necessities, and there- 
fore must be included under Class D. 

Taking from the other schedules of imported goods a great variety of 
expensive fabrics, including expensive clothing, porcelain, and other 
articles of luxury, and adding their value to Schedule E, it will ap- 
pear that the value of such articles is not less than $120,000,000 and 
the duties coblected on them not less than $60,000,000, or nearly one- 
third of all duties collected. It certainly ean not be said of these duties, 
in the language of the President, ‘‘ that they impose a burden upon those 
who consume domestic products as well as those who consume imported 
articles, and thus create a tax upon all our people.” On the contrary, 
these duties have imposed the chief burdens of taxation upon articles of 
voluntary luxury, and still have incited our own artists and mechanics 
to compete in these branches of industry with the most skilled artisans 
of Europe and Asia. In this way we have made the moat remarkable 
progress in these expensive productions, and have brought within the 
means of great masses of our people porcelain, table ware, ornaments, 
clothing, decorated and enameled furniture, and a multitude of other 
wtticles of taste and luxury, the work of American mechanics. To re- 


duce the duty on these foreign luxuries is but to transfer the burden of 
taxation from those who willingly bear it to the shoulders of the people. 

The next class of duties to which I call your attention is on articles 
of food and animals. Of these the value imported during the last fis- 
cal year was $112,273,076, paying a duty of $67,998,334, but of this 
sum the articles of sugar, fruit, and rice, valued at $90,898,000, paida 
duty of $63,190,000, or more than nine-tenths of all the taxes levied 
on food and animals. These are articles which enter into the consump- 
tion of every family and every inhabitant of the United States. Now, 
if the object is to reduce surplus revenue, what better mode could be 
suggested than to repeal one-half of the duty on sugar, and thus di- 
rectly relieve the people from $28,250,000 of taxes on an article in 
most general use by the people of the United States and bearing a tax 
of 82 per cent. No such suggestion is made by either the President or 
the Secretary, nor do I care to explore the reasons for their silence. 

I believe in protecting all home industries, without respect to sec- 
tion, to the place or manner of production, whether on the, farm or in 
the workshop; but if protection is not the object of the law, and sur- 
plus revenue is the great evil to be dealt with, why not give relief to 
our people by a reduction of the tax on sugar? The effort to produce 
sugar in this country in quantities at all approaching the demand has 
failed, though protected by rates among the highest imposed by our 
tarifflaws. Still, in view of the hopeful prospects of producing sugar - 
from beets and sorghum-cane, as well as from sugar-cane, I would not 
cripple this industry by reducing protective duties except by giving 
the producers of domestic sugar a bounty equal to the reduction of 
duty on the imported article. - 

But it is not the duties on food of which the President complains as 
“ the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of taxation.” The du- 
ties of which he complains are those for ‘‘ the benefit of our manufact- 
ures,” and especially he urges ‘‘a radical reduction of the duties im- 
posed upon raw materials used in manufactures, or its free importation.”’ 
As I have already said, the great body of crude articles imported that 
enter into the processes of domestic industry, to the value of $106,389, - 
032, are now freeof duty. Everyimported article of this class is now free 
of duty, unless it directly competes with the development of our national 
resources. ‘The duties of which the President specially complains are 
such asare levied on ‘‘raw materials used in manufactures ’’ that compete 
with textile materials raised on the farm and metallic ores dug from the 
mines. Duties averaging 32 per cent. are levied upon imported articles 
of this kind, valued at $59,542,660, which now yield a revenue of $19,- 
567,903. Thechief of these are agricultural productions, namely, wool, 
flax, hemp, and other textile grasses, hops, bristles, and seeds, valued at 
$35,000,000, and yielding a revenue of $10,000,000, or less than 30 per 
cent. duty. The remainder are chiefly metals in ore or pigs, coal, and 
marble, of the value of $22,490,108, yielding $9,270,526. These im- 
ports come into direct cumpetition with the productions of near two 
million American farmers and hundreds of thousands of laboring men 
engaged in mines and furnaces in developing almost untold natural re- 
sources buried in the earth in nearly every State and Territory of the 
United States. 

This moderate protection given to the labor and capital employed in 
mining and agricultural industries is the favorite point of assault by 
the President, and all free-traders, upon the protective policy. It isthe 
citadel of the system. The whole depends upon the principle that it 
is wise to give by our tariff laws to all forms of American labor the 
protection or advantage which the imposition of duties on similar for- 
eign production necessarily gives. This has been the rule since the 
beginning of our Government, recommended by every President of the 
United States from Washington to Polk. The same rule has been ap- 
plied for the benefit of the farmer, the miner, and the furnace owner, 
as for the manufacturer. When it shall be established that labor on 
the farm, in the mine, and in the furnace shall not be protected as well 
as that in the workshop, the whole system will fall, and properly so. 

The principle of protection demands equality of benefit and of bur- 
dens. The object is protection to labor, not.to capital. The labor of 
the miner who digs the ore from the earth, and the furnaceman who 
molds his metal into pigs, and the farmer who raises wool, is entitled 
to the same degree of protection, to the extent of the labor employed 
by them in the production of pig-iron, iron ore, and wool, as the man- 
ufacturer who advances the iron into machinery, or the wool into cloth. 
The principle of protection applies to all American labor alike, and 
every hour of labor contributed in the whole process of the production of 
the highest work of art is entitled to equal consideration in framing pro- 
tective duties. No reason can be given why wool should be made free, 
and woolen goods be protected. If we must have cheap wool, we must 
have cheap woolens, and if the labor of the farmer in producing the wool 
is not protected against undue competition with Australia or Buenos 
Ayres, then he who makes cloth of wool should not be protected against 
competition with the looms of Manchester or Leeds. If we have low 
duties on iron ore, we must have low duties on iron and steel in all its 
forms. The farmer in producing his crops performs as valuable labor 
as the artisan in the workshop, and therights ofevery producer should 
have equal and just consideration without fear or favor. 

And yet the President selects this class of productions under the name 
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of-‘raw materials” for destruction, and specially selects wool as an 
article not to be protected, and recommends that ‘‘the removal or re- 
duction of this duty should be included in the revision of our tariff 
laws.” His whole argument rests upon the allegation that the price 
of wool is increased to the extent of the duty; that but for the duty the 
merchant could buy his wool cheaper in South America or Australia. 
This argument is shown to be fallacious, for the destruction of this in- 
dustry in the United States would at once advance the price of wool in 
foreign markets. But suppose it to be true; does not this argument 
apply as well to all domestic productions and to all manufactures? 
Woolis the completed article of the farmer as the cloth is of the manu- 
facturer and the coat is of the tailor. 

The objection that the duty on wool will raise the price to the con- 
sumer, if true, applies as well to theduty on clothand on every article 
on the tariff list. The all-sufficient answeris thatthe duty encourages 
the production of wool, the manufacture of cloth and of the infinite 
variety of articles produced or made by American labor competing with 
foreign labor. This diversity of production inures to the benefit of all 
classes of our people alike, and is the secret of the enormous growth, 
power, and wealth of the Republic. 

When the President suggests the reduction of this duty as a means of 
reducing surplus revenue, he’ seems to be ignorant of the result pro- 
duced by the tariff of 1883. When that act took effect, we had in the 
United States 50,360,243 sheep, yielding 262,000,000 pounds of wool. 
We have now 44,759,314 sheep, yielding 228,300,000 pounds of wool. 
Did this measure reduce the revenue from wool? Letussee. In1883 
we imported wool to the value of $8,915,149 and collected duty to the 
amount of $3,206,201. In the last fiscal year we imported wool to the 
value of $18,206,988, and collected as duty $6,390,055, thus more than 
doubling importations and nearly doubling the duties tollected. Is 
this the way to reduce the surplus revenue? The President seems to 
think so; but the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has 
found out the secret. According to a statement I have seen reported 
in the papers, he is satisfied that a reduction of duty would increase the 
revenue. He is so quoted in the papers. Whether the statement is 
true or not, I do not know, but he at least is a little wiser than the 
President. 

But suppose we remove the duty on wool entirely, as the President 
recommends, we shall get rid of six millions revenue, but shall destroy 
one of the most important industries of the country. When, after op- 
posing all I could the unwise reduction of the duty on wool in 1883, I, 
with great reluctance, voted for the tariff bill of that year, because its 
other provisions would reduce the surplus revenue. I was assailed by 
the Democratic Legislature of Ohio, and by every Democratic paper in 
that State, for voting for a bill that reduced the duty on wool; and now 
a Democratic President recommends its entire abolition! If a reduc- 
tion of 20 per cent. of duty slaughtered 5,600,000 sheep, what will be 
the effect of the entire repeal of the duty? 

But the President says millions of farmzrs who do not raise wool get 
no benefit from the duty on wool, and he indulges in faulty figures and 
computations as to whether the duty on wool is as much as the in- 
creased cost of clothing to the wool-grower. This is beneath the dig- 
nity of the policy involved. The question is whether the industry of 
wool-growing is of benefit to our country, and whether a duty on wool 
tends to develop that industry, or its repeal to destroy it. 

By the same logic the man without children should oppose the school 
tax, the peace-loving Quaker should oppose all expenditares for the 
Army and Navy, the citizen of Kentucky for coast defenses, the peo- 
ple of New England for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 
The whole theory of the President is the outgrowth of the narrowest 
sectionalism, or rather, of the philosophy of selfishness, which sees no 
advantage in great objects of national desire, but only what is within 
the reach of his tub. 

But it has been said that if the duty is repealed, the farmer will 
still go on and raise sheep for the food they yield. Idenyit. The 
great body of sheep raised in the United States is for wool. -This is 
especially so in Texas and California. The act of 1867 gave an enor- 
mous impetus to this industry. Former acts had almost destroyed it. 
The act of 1883 greatly injured it; and now the President, ignorant 
or heedless of this history, would slaughter millions of sheep upon the 
pretext of reducing revenue. 

The same argument would apply to the duty on every one of the arti- 
cles I have named—miscalled ‘‘ raw materials.” When I consider the 
enormous development of our mineral resources under our protective 
policy, the 10,000,000 tons of ore that choke the avenues of commerce, 
give employment to our vast system of railroads, build up cities like 
magic—when I recall the furnaces I have seen which light the heavens 
from Birmingham to Portland, the new and wonderful mines away off 
on the granite ridges of Lake Superior, the vast developments in the 
great Northwest from Minnesota to Washington Territory, the new in- 
dustries in raw materials springing up in almost every State and Ter- 
ritory of the Union, the clay of the potter, the sand of the glass-maker, 
it seems to me almost an act of madness to disturb this growing pros- 
perity. These raw materials are the foundation of all our industries. 

All this is under the pretext that the surplus revenue must be di- 
minished. Does not experienceshow that reducing the duties increases 


importation and adds to the revenue? And does not every man see 
that to repeal the duties outright is to place our farmers, our miners, 
our furnacemen, our railroads, and the multitude of people that live 
by these new developments, under such degrading competition as will 
cripple and destroy their industries? _The pampas of South America 
may furnish you wool, the helots of Africa, Spain, and Cuba may give 
a few manufacturers iron ore and pig-iron a little cheaper; but the 
result will be to cripple the employment of greater masses of your 
countrymen, to impair their ability to purchase from you, and in the 
end to break down your whole industrial system. 

Tt has always seemed to me that the most narrow and selfish notion 
advanced in respect to our tariff laws (to which the President now 
lends his name) is that made in behalf of advanced industries now 
supported by duties greater than those on raw materials; that they 
must be allowed to purchase their raw materials in the cheapest mar- 
kets of the world; that we must leave undeveloped the mineral treas- 
ures planted by the Almighty in every State and Territory, in order 
that they may haye cheap raw materials. Sir, I regard the home pro- 
duction of raw materials as even of more importance than manufact- 
ures. All of it is labor better distributed than any other, and gives 
larger employment to trade and transportation. 


The enormous increase of such raw materials is shown by the con- - 


trast of the production of a few articles in 1860 and 1886. In 1860 the 
mines of iron ore yielded 908,300 tons. In 1886 the yield was 10,- 
000,000 tons. The yield of pig-iron in 1860, largely from foreign ores, 
was 987,559 tons; in 1886, 5,683,329 tons. The yield of copper in 1860 
was 7,200 tons; in 1886, 69,971 tons. There are still imported into 
the United States iron ores, pigs, scrap, and iron and steel in ingots, 
all called raw material, valued at $17,875,427, which pay duty of 
$7,801,699. If all of these raw materials were placed on the frec-list 
you would reduce the revenue $7,800,000 and close the most useful 
industries on the continent. Iron ore and pig-iron free of duty would 
close every furnace where labor costs more than 50 cents a day, and, 
worse than all, it would make unprofitable the mining of 10,000,000 
tons of iron ore and of as many tons of coal. The transportation of 
all this raw material would be lost. to your railroads and internal water- 
ways, and be given to the hulks, barges, and vessels of every nation 
but our own. If you reduce the rates, you increase importations, rev- 
enues, and surplus, and cripple home industries. If you repeal duties 
you destroy industries. 

There is but one rule that must be applied to all industries impar- 
tially, and that is to give to all forms of American labor, which have 
to compete with foreign labor, that fair and reasonable advantage and 
protection which will give the American producer the home market for 
home products. If by reason of climate or other cause we can nob 
compete with foreign countries, then let the trade be as free as air, 
unless a duty is demanded for purposes of revenue. We should invite 
competition by foreign labor, but not degradation to the European 
standard of wages of living. 

Let us now turn from raw materials to manufactures. The imports 
not on the free-list, or classed by me as luxuries or raw materials, are 
articles partially manufactured for use as materials for manufacture, 
and manufactured articles ready for consumption, of the value of $218,- 
052,246, which pay as duties $84,034,090, These importations come 
into direct competition with domestic manufactures mainly built up 
by the encouragement of our tariff laws. They include all articles 
made of metals further advanced than metal in pigs or ingots, all arti- 
cles made of wool, flax, or cotton, all completed articles of every kind, 
except food, that enter into the consumption and use of civilized man. 
Scarce any of these industries existed in the United States when the 
Constitution was framed. Since then they have flourished or found- 
ered according to the changing rates of our revenue laws. 

It was these that Washington, Jefferson, Jackson, and Clay recom- 
mended should be fostered, encouraged, and protected. The Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] in a speech made here a few years since 
quoted these and many great statesmen in support of this policy; but 
it was not fully established until our civil war made higher rates and 
a more perfect classification necessary. Since then our tariff laws have 
been mainly framed and passed after the most careful consideration, 
founded upon the same principle, that while levying duties we should 
protect, foster, and diversify home industries with rates varying from 
time to time according to the needs of the Government and the growth 
and development of domestic manufactures. A careful revision of these 
was made by the Tariff Commission of 1882, which was not improved 
by the changes made in Congress. It wasin the main enacted without 
party or sectional division and is now thelaw. All branches of domes- 
tic industry have become adapted to these rates except where, as in the 
case of worsted s, forced and faulty constructions by revenueagents 
have defeated the meaning of thelaw. It is this system that is denounced 
by the President as ‘‘ vicions, inequitable, and illogical.” 

If the objection made by him was only thatit now produced too much 
revenue, I would then discuss with him the best mode of reducing reve- 
nue, whether by reducing internal taxes, or by adding to the free-list 
articles which can not be produced here, or by increasing rates on goods 
now in successful p of manufacture or production, so as to 
courage importation and invite home competition. If the only object 
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is to diminish revenue. this is the plain, direct, logical, and effective 
mode, and I believe as to some industries it ought to be adopted. -Even 
a fair enforcement of the law as it stands, with proper legislative pro- 
visions to prevent and punish undervaluations, with some tribunal 
willing to construe the laws so as to carry ont their plain meaning, 
would reduce importations and revenue. 

But that is not what the President wants. His denunciation is aimed 
at the principles of protection to American industries by tariff laws. 
He assumes, to use his own language, that ‘‘it is a scheme which per- 
mits a tax to be laid on every consumer in the land for the benefit ot 

our manufacturers.” He especially designates the farmers who are not 
wool-growers, the mechanics engaged in trades not protected, and the 
body of our people who are consumers as the victims of this policy. He 
says only ‘2,623,089 persons employed in manufacturing industries are 
claimed to be benefited by a high tarif.” This statement of the Pres- 
ident that only 2,623,089 persons ‘“‘are claimed to be benefited by a 
high tariff” is a remarkable one, when the claim is universally made 
by those wko believe in the policy of protection that all classes of citi- 
zens as well as those employed in domestic manufactures are deeply 
interested in this policy. But even if the statement is applied only to 
employés, it is misleading. Adding the number dependent upon their 
_ labor fora livelihood, and considering the enormous development of our 
domestic industries since that time, it is safe to say that one-fourth of 
our entire population is now directly interested in and supported by 
these industries. Add to these more than two million of farmers, with 
their families, engaged in producing wool, sugar, flax, hemp, rice, barley, 
anid many other agricultural products protected by the tariff laws, and 
you will have some conception of the reach and extent of the legislation 
proposed by the President. Indeed, all the industrial classes of our 
population, all who are dependent in any way upon their labor and skill 
for a livelihood, all except those fortunate few whose fixed salaries or 
income make them independent of if not indifferent to the prosperity 
of their less fortunate neighbors, and those who are engaged in foreign 
commerce, are directly interested in the policy of protection. 

But this is not all. Every inhabitant in favor of good government 
and the prosperity of this country is interested in the development, 
growth, and diversity of manufactures. This is an object of as vital 
importance as protection by army or navy, as education, peace, or 
property. It was the leading, controlling cause of the adoption of the 
Federal Constitution, and was the first object sought for by law when 
the Government was founded. 

Sir, the farmers and mechanics of this country have long since learned 
to look beyond the narrow view of their interest taken by the Presi- 
dent. They look at it from a higher plane. The farmer is protected 
by moderate tariff rates on everything produced by him which comes 
in competition with foreign labor. He, morethanany other, receives 
the benefit of the home market furnished him by the diversified labor 
and employment of manufacturing industries, a home market that con- 
sumes 90 per cent. of all the surplus productions of the farm. The 
carpenter and the blacksmith know full well that every laboreyem- 
ployed in manufactures is withdrawn from competition with them and 
adds to their means of employment and to their wages. He needs no 

rotection, for his work can not be performed by laborers in foreign 

ds. It is fixed by the home demand, and is therefore higher in 
price than in any other country in the world and higher than labor in 
factories. 

The benefits of protection permeate through the whole community 

and extend to the remotest part of the country, but are most apparent 
in the immediate neighborhood of manufacturing industries. They 
are like the air around us, a part of the life we live, though we can not 
tell whence it comes. The general prosperity is measured by the in- 
creasing diversity and extent of our production, both of the farm and 
of the workshop. ‘The lines between productions which formerly, by 
eason of the presence of slaves, were largely sectional are now broken 
down, and the most prospering and hopeful industries are to be found 
where slavery existed, and the labor of these once slaves, now free, is 
the means of the most rapid development of the mineral resources in 
our country. 

The President assumes that the duty on imported articles is added to 
the price of similar articles of home production. He says: - 

Millions of our people who never use and never saw any foreign products 
percas and use things of the same kind made in this country and pay there- 
aes ny or quite the same enhanced price which the duty adds to the imported 

This can only be true when the article is not madein this country to 
any considerable degree. In the absence of domestic competition the 
importer fixes his own price and adds the duty and expenses to the cost 
in the place of manufacture. But at the first sign of American com- 

tition the importer reduces the price of his article and sells it often 
in a stagnant market at far less than the original cost and duty. Fn- 
deed, as arule imported goods competing with American goods are sold 
in our market cheaper than in the European market, dutiesadded. In 
this respect the English manufacturers adopt the old rule of our rail- 
roads as to the long haul and the short haul. They charge the home 
consumer short-haul rates as much as possible, and sell at long-haul 
rates in the American market, at the lowest living price, so as to drive 


out American competition. ‘This accomplished, the price is advanced. 
This has been testified to by many merchants dealing in all kinds not 
only of American products but of foreign productions. 

But, fortunately, in the great body of articles formerly imported the 
American manufacturer is well established, and under domestic com- 
petition the price of standard articles is reduced to approaching Euro- 
pean rates, and in some articles we do now compete with them in-the 
markets of the world. This process is now going on. 

This is especially so with cottons and woolens and iron and steel 
manufactures and implements of trade and husbandry. The price of 
these is notaffected by foreign productions, but only by home competi- 
tion, Of the vast aggregate of manufactures in the United States, val- 
ued by the census of 1880 at $5,369,579,191, and now estimated at 
$7,000,000,000, it is believed about one-third are articles described in 
the tariff lists, and which come more or Jess in competition with im- 
ported goods. The market value of fully three-fourths of these is fixed 
by home competition at far less prices than the imported article can be 
sold for in our market. 

Home compétition, whenever it gets a foothold, reduces prices and 
lessens importations. The most remarkable example of this is in the 
production of glass and glassware, pottery and china-ware, which, under 
the present tariff, have become established industries, consuming a vast 
quantity of sand and clay found in great quantities and good quality 
in many States, and are now competing’ with European articles, and 
have greatly reduced the price. 

Mr. Dudley, lately United States consul at Liverpool, says: 


An examination will show that there is nota single manufactured commodity, 
States under our pro- 


so far as I know, that is not ch to-day in the United 
tective system than it was in 1900 under free trade and before the present pro- 
tective tariff wnt into operation. 

Again he says: 

vee investigation it will be found that nine-tenths of the manufactured com- 
modities used by the farmers of our country, including clothing, household 
goods, furniture, implements of husbandry, tools, eto., are as cheap in this 
country as they are in England, and in some instances even cheaper. 

That statement is borne out by the actual returns from our consuls. 
Still the fact that large importations are now made of manufactures of 
iron, steel, cotton, wool, wood, leather, china, and glass ware is evidence 
that the duty on certain grades of these goods is not beyond the reve- 
nue standard. These are mainly those of highest cost, classed as lux- 
uries, consumed only by the wealthy, while in the common grades of 
all branches of these manufactures the domestic article has driven the 
imported article from the market. This growth of home manufactures 
has been so marked and rapid that if the present system is maintained 
our home industries can and will compete with European production 
of all articles essential to human life and comfort. 

The President states that under our present laws more than four 
thousand articles are subject to duty. This isa gross but common exag- 
geration. To show this I will attach to my remarks a list of all arti- 
cles imported. 

But I agree with him that if upon careful examination it shall 
appear that any duty on any articles can be dispensed with without 
detriment to American industry, itshould be donè. Ifany articlenow 
paying taxes can not be manufactured here, it should be placed on the 
free-list. But the fact that a multitude of articles on the tariff list 
yield little or no revenue is proof conclusive that the domestic product 
supplies the demand. In that case to place them upon the free-list 
might and perhaps would destroy an established home industry, induce 
importations, and increase the revenue. To even reduce the duty on 
minor articles so as to invite importations would increase the revenue 
and add to the surplus. A well-established home industry might in 
this way be overthrown by importations for that purpose, and then the 
price of the foreign article would advance and the revenue increase. 
Therefore stability of rates can do no harm, and may do much good. 

But the President says that ‘‘as the volume and diversity of our 
national activities increase new recruits are added to those who desire 
a continuation of the advantages which they conceive the present sys- 
tem of tariff taxation directly affords them.’’ A strange declaration, 
for theimmediate effect of ‘tnew recruits” is to induce competition and 
lower prices, We see that in every branch of industry open to compe- 
tition. But he says of these industries that ‘‘there exists a suspicion 
of an organized combination all along the line to maintain their advan- 
tage.” This is impossiblein nearly all the great branches of manufact- 
ures, Theonly striking examples of “‘ organized combination’ are by 
the distillers of whisky, the refiners of sugar, the cotton-seed-oil trust, 
and the Standard Oil Company, and as to these the President is silent. 

He again makes reference to this subject in this language: 

But it is notorious that this competition is too often strangled by combinations 
quite prevalent at this time, and frequently called trusts, which have for their 


obiect the regulation of the supply and price of commodities made and sold by 
members of the combination. 


When such combinations to prevent a reduction of price by fair com- 
petition exist, I agree that they may and ought to be met by a reduc- 
tion of duty. I hope the President will be able to specify them. I 
know of none such. Combinations are often made by laborers to secure 
an advance of wages or by employers to reduce wages. If the President 
is able to aid us to find a remedy for these disputes about the division 
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of the products of industry, I will give him credit as a public benefactor; 
but the remedy he proposes strikes alike at the laborer and employer. 
He invokes the poorly-paid labor of Europe to compete on equal terms 
with the American laborer -and capitalist alike. The capitalist may 
survive it, but the laborer is necessarily brought to the wages and living 
and condition of the European laborer. 

The object of our tariff laws is to encourage our manufacturers in 
their competition with their foreign rivals as well as to secure revenue. 
Therefore these laws should be as permanent as possible, consistent 
with the needs of the Government. Our citizens are encouraged to in- 
vest their money in expensive machinery and buildings to make ar- 
ticles that otherwise we must import. We give them no special priv- 
ilege, no monopoly. All the world may in our own country enter 
into competition with them. The President, however, seems to think 
they are public enemies. He saysif by fair competition they should 
reduce the price of the foreign articles, then, to use his e, “it 
is entirely evident that one thing has been discovered which should be 
carefully scrutinized in an effort toreduce taxation.” I deny it. The 
condition of factsstated by him would invite competitionat home, which 
would reduce the price more and more. This healthy process should 
be encouraged. To chase the successful manufacturer by a change of 
duties is to legi for the foreigner against our own citizens. 

And this b: me to the most important benefit conferred by our 
tariff laws; that the result is not only to diversify our industries but to 
secure to laborers employed in manufactories higher wages and better 
surroundings and advantages than are enjoyed by laboring men in sim- 
ilar employment anywhere in the world. The President does not over- 
look this, for he says: 

It is algo said that the increase in the of domestic manufactures result- 
ing from the present tariff is necessary in order that higher wages may be paid 
to our workingmen employed in manufactories than are paid for what is called 
the pauper labor of Europe. 

He says he acknowledges the force of this argument, that our labor is 
honorable, that it should not be measured by that of any country less 
favored. This is all very true, but is inconsistent with the rest of his 
message. He says of such workingmen, they are only one-seventh of 
our laboring population, that these, too, have their own wants and their 
families to supply, that the articles made here can be bought so much 
cheaper abroad, and we must consider that the tax falls upon all alike; 
but he says he will think of the workingman when he lowers the duty, 
and hopesthe manufacturer will not reduce his pay. This is very much 
like the speech he makes to many an eager applicant for office whom he 
can not appoint. He consoles the workingman very much as he does the 
wool-grower, that, after all, he must buy his clothing, and he could buy 
cheaper if he would work at less and make his cloth out of Aus- 
tralian wool duty free. He closes his consolation to the workingman 
with this benediction: 

He receives at the desk of his employer his wages, and perhaps before he 
reaches his home is obliged, in a purchase for family use of an article which 
embraces his own labor, to return in the payment of the increase in price which 
the tariff permits, the hard-earned compensation of many days of toil. 

The workingman is no doubt overwhelmed with this logic; but he 
might answer, ‘‘ I am, it is true, only one to seven employed in other 
labor, but their wages do not compete with pauper labor. They are 
fixed at American rates, in competition with other Americans in the 
same trade, with American ideas and wants. I went into the factory 
here to compete with Europeans in establishing a new industry under 
alaw which gave an advantage or protection to home industry. I 
thought it was right and patriotic. I have received fair wages, have 
learned the business and am content withit, and have saveda little, but 
not much. A benevolent and beneficent President thinks this is all 
wrong, that I must compete with the pauper labor of Europe and work 
as cheaply, that otherwise Iam robbing all the rest of the laboring 
people of this country; so I must either go back to the farm or take 
such wages and living as have driven every year a half million of pco- 
ple from Europe to our shores.” z 

The treatment of this question by the President, asit affects the work- 
ingman, is a delusion and asnare. He assumes that the cost of living, 
especially of food and clothing, ishigher here than in Europe. Thisis not 
true, Food of every kind, except sugar, is cheaper here than in any 
marketin Europe. Thisis shown by prices current and is proved by the 
vast export of provisions from the United States to every commercial 
port in Europe. Clothing worn by workingmen, including blankets, is 
sold here at prices aslow as in London or Liverpool. It isonly on the 
expensive grades of cloth and clothing that the cost in England and Bel- 
gium is less thanin the United States. Thequality and quantity of food 
of laboring men are confessedly betterand greater here than in Europe. 
The rate of wages is from 50 to 100 per cent. higher here than in any 
country in Europe, and in some industries much higher. The President 
does not dispute this, but appeals to the manufacturer, who has been 
represented as a robber, a conspirator, and extortioner, not to reduce the 
wages of the workingman, but to pay him outof “‘surplus profits ”— 
profits very often found on the wrong side of the ledger—profits yielding 
on the average less than legal interest on money. 

What workingman does not feel that this is sheer mockery, and that 
the inevitable result is to reduce his wages by inviting a close compe- 
tition with pauper labor? He must share the fate of his employer and 
divide with him the loss. The all-sufficient answer to the Presidentis 


that the American laborer does not travel castward across the ocean to 
better his condition, but the European laborer comes to America, where 
labor is respected, and the laborer is better fed, paid, and clothed than 
in any part of Europe or Asia. Whether thisshall continue to be true 
depends upon the action of Congress in supporting or repealing this pro- 
tective policy. 

Sir, the question before us is one purely of wages. If wages in the 
United States were no greater than in England, France, and Belgium, 
our chief competitors, we could, no doubt, now compete with all the 
world in all metallic and textile fabrics, Is it wise in this country to 
pursue a policy that will compel the reduction of wages of laboring men 
employed in manufactures to the standard now general in Européan 
countries? We know from documents furnished by our consuls the 
rate of wages there. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], in a recent speech made in 
Boston, gives in detail the most striking information gained by him from 
personal observation and inquiry in the workshops of several countries 
of Europe as to the low, starving rates of wages, and the degradation 
of labor existing there. God forbid that such injustice and wrong shall 
ever exist here. Our free institutions could not survive such scenes. 
Manufactories conducted upon such a basis would be an unmitigated 
curse. Cheapness purchased at such a price would be a crime. And 
yet without protective duties we must either abandon our manufactures 
or reduce wages to the E n standard. What more evidence do 
we need than the hundreds of thousands of people who come to us 
annually from European countries, bearing the most indisputable testi- 
mony to their poverty, their sufferings, and their distress? 

The Republican party, inheriting, as they think, the principles of 
their ancestors, have declared that it is the duty of the National Gov- 
ernment, not only to levy enough duties on imported merchandise to 
support the Government, but that, in doing so, they should so levy these 
duties as to secure to laboring men employed in manufactures, so far 
as they can, such wages as will not only furnish them a comfortable 
living, but will properly support, maintain, and educate wife and chil- 
dren. Cheap labor in this country means the degradation of American 
politics. ‘The great body of our voting population must labor on the 
farm, in the mine, or in the workshop, and if without the means of 
livelihood and opportunities of education, they are not prepared to per- 
form the highest duties of citizens, 

Sir, I believe that the advice of the President, to largely reduce the 
duties on goods coming into competition with our manufactures, will, 
if sanctioned by Congress, have the effect to produce widespread dis- 
aster in every part of our country. Many prosperous industries will be’ 
destroyed; others will be crippled. Laboring men will be thrown out 
of employment, or their wages reduced. It will be no compensation 
for this distress that a few imported articles will for a time be cheaper 
in our market, for if there is less to pay there will be fewer to buy. 
The farmer will have no better market abroad for his products, but will 
haye fewer customers and more competitors at home. Distress can not 
fall upon a large portion of our people without its widening circles ex- 
tending to the whole mass, Our national experience, and my own ob- 
servation during my public life, provethat when protective duties have 
been reduced the results produced disappoint the authors of that policy, 
ending in financial distress, and often in panics. This is no time for 
such an experiment. The signs of unrest in Europe, the vast arma- 
ments, the misery of the laboring poor, all warn us to stand by our 
American policy of home development, of protected industry, and in- 
ternalimprovements. Iwish in advance to take my stand against any 
substantial disturbance of this beneficent policy. 

Sir, I have endeavored to give a respectful answer to the message of 
the President. I am willing, according to the Republican national 
platform of 1884, to ‘‘correct the irregularities of the tariff and reduce 
the surplus, not by the vicious and indiscriminating process of hori- 
zontal reduction, but by such methods as will relieve the tax-payer, 
without injuring the laborer or the great productive interests of the’ 
country.” Itis upon this basis that Republican reductions of taxa- 
tion have always been made. 

I am willing, as requested by the President, to join in a careful ex- 
amination of the details of our tarifflaws, with a view to the reduction 
of taxes to the extent stated by him, but not in the manner recom- 
mended by him. I am willing, as he enjoins us, to take ‘‘a broad and 
national contemplation of the subject, and a patriotic disregard of such 
local and selfish claims as are unreasonable and reckless of the welfare 
of the entire country.” But I can not do this and at the same time 
follow the recommendations of the message. I can not strike at the 
industrial interests built up by our tariff laws. I can not deepen and 
intensify the struggle now going on between employers and employed 
by inviting increased importation, crippling manufactures, and reducing 
the wagesof labor. I greatly prefera policy that will encourage home 
industry, diversify home productions, discourage importations, add to 
our internal and external commerce, open new mines, increase raw ma- 
terials, light new furnaces, establish new rolling-mills, factories, and 
workshops, and develop the wonderful natural resources which have 
been placed by a bountiful Providence under our soil. 

I prefer that policy which looks to the interest of our own people 
rather than to those of foreign nations. I prefer the policy of reducing 
prices by home competition rather than by foreign competition, of 
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cheapening raw materials, by increased production, and the improve- 
ment of our rivers and harbors, and the competition of our railroads. 
In other words, I prefer the development, increase, and growth of the 
productions and employment of our own countrymen, by the aid of 
our revenue laws, without respect to the policy, or theories, or inter- 
ests of other nations. 

Whatever may be said in favor of free trade among all nations, I be- 
lieve that, as a new and undeveloped country, our interests are at home, 
with no entangling alliances, with no powerful enemies on our borders, 
with no need of great armies or navies, with a Government strong in 
the strength, numbers, and intelligence of its people, and capable of 
supplying within themselves all the wants of the highest civilization. 
Whatever may be said of other nations, protection to home industries, 
embodied in our tariff laws, is the best for us; and for one I propose to 
maintain it, even against the advice of the President. 

I prefer to obey the injunction of Washington, Jefferson, Jackson, 
and Lincoln, and such illustrious statesmen as Clay and Webster. I 
greatly prefer the eloquent appeal of Calhoun in 1816, before sectional 
animosities clouded his patriotism, in favor of the protection and im- 
portance of manufactures to the ‘* national strength and perfection of 
our political institutions,” and in ‘binding more closely our wide- 
spread Republic.” 

The wisdom of protection to domestic manufactures has been demon- 
strated by the lights of experience during and since the war. 

It has produced the most bounteous stream of revenue, enabling us 
to meet all the vast expenditures of the war, to sustain and improve 
our public credit, and to rapidly reduce the public debt without severity 
or distress. 3 

It has so increased and diversified our domestic manufactures that 
they have grown to the enormous sum of seven thousand million dol- 
lars, including every article of necessity or desire, and yet in every stage 
of its growth has reduced the cost to the consumer more and more. 

In spite of false prophecies it has increased our foreign commerce so 
that our exports and infports combined, including specie, amounted to 
the sum of $1,504,000,000 during the last fiscal year, greater far than 
during any year of lower duties, and double that of our foreign com- 
merce prior to 1860. : 

This American policy of protection has been adopted and followed by 
all European nations except Great Britain, and has been approved and 
copied by the ablest statesmen of Europe, including Bismarck and Ca- 
vour, It has even been adopted and copied by all the dependencies of 
Great Britain. Our neighbor, Canada, when armed by the parent Gov- 
ernment with autonomy and power to make laws for itself, has adopted 
our policy in nearly all its details, has almost copied our tariff laws, and 
in some of the schedules, especially that of metals, has literally adopted 
our rates, Australia and all the dependencies of Great Britain armed 
with self-government are closely following our line of policy, and thus 
have grown rapidly in strength and population. It is the desire of the 

ple of Ireland to gain the consent of Great Britain that she may, by 
ome rule, protect her industries and thus restore her waste places and 
recover her wandering population. 

Great Britain alone pursues the policy of free trade, only because by 
centuries of protection she has so established her manufactures that 
she can compete with all the nations of the world. She is purely a 
commercial nation, with her ships on every shore, with her hand of 

wer grasping possessions and markets for her surplus manufactures 
in every part of the habitable globe. But even in England there isa 
growing party demandingrestriction upon the importation of the prod- 
ucts of Germany, France, and Belgium. When in some distant future 
this Republic may have so established our industries we may profit by 
her example. Until then I prefer to follow the lights of our experience, 
not to be deluded by the sophisms of free trade, but to preserve our 
home market for domestic productions, looking forward to the time 
when competition at home may open the markets of the world to our 
manufacturers. Even now we can, if we will, by wise commercial 
regulations with Canada and Mexico and the South American states, 
extend the market for our home manufactures over vast regions, ex- 
changing tools and implements, cotton goods, and furniture for sugar 
and coffee and other tropical productions in the south, and lumber, 
timber, and furs in the north. y 

Senators, we do not appreciate as we ought the commanding position 
now held by the United Statesamong the nationsof the world. Wedonot 
need to learn lessons of political economy from the mother country, for 
the experience of one hundred years has taught us that our continental 
position, our vast undeveloped resources, our diversified soil, climate, 
and productions, our free institutions, founded upon the equality and 
rights of citizens, bound together by the same language, religion, and 
laws, demand a line of public policy which less-favored nations, watch- 
ing each other and jealously curbed by ‘‘the balance of power,” are 
not free to adopt. Our ancestors won independence from these thralls. 
Our fathers won the freedom of the ocean and proclaimed the doctrine 
of continental exemption from European aggressions. We in our day 
have tested the strength of our Union. We have abolished slavery. 
We have established the principles upon which our currency and pub- 
lic faith are founded so as to command the respect and approval of the 
civilized world. Weare now united in bonds of growing and 
I trust in perpetual union. We have built upour industries bya policy 


founded upon the highest patriotism. Its success is marked by the 
general wealth and p ty of our people. While taxing them it 
seeks to benefit, and it extends its benefits impartially to every indus- 
try and to everysection. It gives employment to the laborer in every 
field. It concentrates in our own land and among our own people 
agriculture, commerce, and manufactures, making each support the 
others and all contributing tothe wealth and grandeur of the Republic 

These great departments of industry are not now divided by sectional 
lines, but are interwoven like the veins, arteries, and muscles of the hu- 
man body. They are being established North, South, East, and West, 
in every Stateof the Onion. The great Northwest, with its boundless 
comnts is contributing every variety of productions to the common 
wealth. 

What we want now isthe cultivation of thesentiment of patriotism, 
an intense love of country, a feeling of national pride. It should be 
taught in infancy, after the first lisping of ‘‘ father” and ‘‘ mother.” The 
school-boy should study the lesson of our wonderful history, achieve- 
ments, and progress in every stage of his education. The city editor 
should read a river and harbor bill to learn how many places there are 
in this country not seen from his eyrie in the high tower. Every Amer- 
ican, whether native or naturalized, ought to feel that this is his coun- 
try, to which he owes allegiance, duty, and pride. The President, any 
President, in his elevated seclusion, approached only by flatterers and 
office-seekers, should regard the interests and honor of his country, its 
development and prosperity, and the employment and happiness of his 
countrymen as higher far than the interest of foreigners or the cheap- 
ness of their products. 

It is to the Senate only I have a right to appeal. It was designed 
by the framers of the Constitution as a conservative check upon changes 
of law which would injurionsly affect the personsand property of Amer- 
ican citizens. The best we can do for mankind is to do the best for 
our country. We give to foreign nations the lightof our example, but 
our duty is to ourown. What higher duty can there be than to be 
watchful of the interests and to protect, foster, and diversify the in- 
dustries of our own people ? 


Our country’s welfare is our first concern, _ 
And who promotes that best, best proves his duty, 


Tables quoted by Mr. SHERMAN: 
Imported raw materials of the farm. 


1887, Value. | Duties, 
$18, 206,988 | $6, 390,055 
846, 581 172, 438 
11, 880, 121 1, 930, 340 
1, 156, 435 174,424 
32,090, 125 8, 667, 290 
FHODG..s:s50csesopsde cesses sepsesseveansovessantenses sounnones be meecsetve coseees 8, 117, 663 1,329, 500 
aA S A E E oss EIA beach ES oesies casson uinns 35, 207,788 | 9, 996, 796 
Imported raw materials of the mine. 
Coal and COke,.......:.0s0000+ E AER IR TAER „| $2,811,158 $683, 728 
COPPER.. sssrssó seces séesosvesoosso 209, 005 103, 735 
Iron and steel ores in pigs... 17, 875, 429 7, S01, 699 
pi weogen’.= 345, 313 235, 878 
Other metals 508, 611 92, 156 
Marble ..... z 494, 219 235, 595 
Zine, pigs and ore.. 251, 373 117, 735 
Tottaal....ccrcccsscocceerensceracrseene sesoses ssencsevesscneres cas enonen: | 22,490, 108 9, 270, 526 
Classification of imports. 
Free-list 
Articles 
Articles 


Man 


FREE-LIST. 


Statement showing the value of imported merchandise entered for consump - 
tion for year ending June 30, 1887. 


Articles, Value. 


CLASS A.—ARTICLES OF FOOD, AND ANIMALS, 


Animals, not elsewhere specified.......cceesseneenreesserneesenseene cee snnenes 136, 082 
Bologna SAUSAG!)S.........0.ceeceresrereenceeersrssensees senese éi 49,828 
Cocoa or cacao, crude, and leaves and shells of.. 1, 670,003 
COCO E 56, 360, 701 
d 4,311 
oan a 1, ny 45 
Farinaceous substances, and preparations of.. 21, 
Fish, not elsewhere specified .............06 seressss ses 1,098. 
Eras anaiss nuts, not elsewhere specified 4,767,629 
l-cake......... ; 
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FREE-LIsT—continued. 


Statement showing the value of imported merchandise entered for consump- 
tion for year ending June 30, 1887—Continued. 


Articles. 


| Value, 


Crass A.—ARTICLES OF FOOD, AND ANIMALS—Continued, 


Articles (ow oes vee free of duty under reciprocity treaty with Ha- 
waiian Isi 
RICO... ..200 nee: 

Molasses 
Sugar. 
Fruits, 
Tallow ......... repecsensesenses as 

Total from Hawaiian Islands. 
Total free of duty of (ar r yy. ESEE 


Crass B.—ARTICLES IN A CRUDE CONDITION WHICH ENTER INTO 
THE PROCESSES OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY. 


eran eeeaeeeneneeen 


Aluminium ..sssesessasssrsenseea 9,458 
Asbestos, unmanufactured.. 118, 883 
Asphaltum or bitumen, crud: 99, 055 
Bells and bell-metal, fit only t 1,129 
Bismuth... a 169, 679 
Boil il pebbica Tor spectact a a 
zrazil pebbles fors y 
Buhr-stone, unmanufactu: 25, 660 
Chalk and cliff-stone, unmant 59, 230 
Chemicals, drugs, and dyes, not STATS specified: 
Argal or argol, or crude tartar. 3,412,987 
Arsenic. 78,891 
Balsams paiva, 67,418 
Barks: Calisaya, Views ty all cinchona barks... 772, BT 
Berries, nuts, and vegetables, ete., used in Syston, et 120, 607 
Cochineal ... 140, 249 
,  Dye-woods : 1,328, 933 
F ower lea Buchu, chamomile, Tose, senna, ete...... 271,010 


ber, Arabic, benzoin, camphor, Pnn, terra Japon- 
ica, OA ete.. 
Jodine, crude.. 


Total chemicals, etc ......sssssesssss. AE ee 


Coal and charcoal..............00» panancinenidhetsoensabdgeeees oavepradedsss :pusac--oaah 57,749 
Coir and cocoa whio a nabagdnesheasenesudnotoen be gebontesestentossee 
Copper, old, taken eon the bottoms of American vessels com 

by marine disaster to repair in foreign ports...........s009- 442 
Cork-wood, or cork-bark, unmanufactured...... 1, 239, 247 
Cotton, unmanufactured, and cotton waste.. 533, 219 
Diamond-dust, or bOTt......000-cesccseereeesesee aveneneene 33, 498 


GUANO... ..0erecener 
All other............ 


Total fertilizers....cccscesseseesnsesssenseesessesene A niente roma anes 


Fish sounds or fish bladders...........cccsseseee 
Flint, flints, and ground flint-stones. 


Fertilizers: | 
Furs and fur-skins, undressed.. | 


Gold and silver sweepings 621 
Grease for use as soap-stock, only, and all other soap-stock.. 52, 420 
Gut, cat-gut, or whip-gut, unmanufactured. 44, 328 
Hair, not elsewhere specified................ 2, 404, 423 
Hide cuttings, raw, and all glue-stock.. FS 485, 042 
Hides and skins, other than fur-skins.. 24, 225, 776 
Hoofs, horns, etec., feee aana S plien aR ei 235, 250 
India rubber and | ow nae unmanufactured.... 13, 762, 627 
Istle, Or Tampico fiber. .......c.ccsesersereserterecrneerseossenensenen 180, 428 
Ivory,unmanufactured: | 
nimal 486, 368 
144, 663 
97, 893 
|, crude or raw....... 35, 478 
Mica and mica Waste......10...0:sseerssee 63, 480 
Minerals, crude, not elsewhere ified... 58, 089 
Moss, sea-weed, ete., used for hisdesseuan 73,103 
Ores, not Leagan specified... 8, 840, 925 
Pa seseeneei 4,538, 719 


„eru 
Palm leaf, unmanu! 


$33 
Plants, trees, shrubs, ete., not elsewhere | specified 234, 472 
Plaster Ps Paris, UNZTOUNG A scsseveceeeeee mies 162, 1 
Platina, unmanufactured, pond | 


Plum 
Polishing, pumice, and rotten stone. 
LOR SII VOR, cccncs\sosccsepecsenccousssness 
uills, prepared or unprepared.. 
nnets, raw or pre; 
e-ski 


Sparterre, for making or sires tad hats... 


wW, unmanufactured TERES 30,521 

Donisi sevareneecessnenspannserseneeeees 40, 848 
Tanning materials, not elsewhere specified : 

Hemlock bark........:c0:sssesssssrssssses 956 

Other articles ina cased BLALC....srec0ee 19,134 
Teazles .......... ssehavenssepeccunee 3,156 
Terra al alba, aluminous.... ON ak 39, 431 


‘Tin, bars, blocks, or pigs, grain or granulated.. esns Deacesevonse 09900 6,927,710 


XIX—13 


FREE-LIsT—continued, 


Statement showing the value of imported merchandise entered for consump- 
tion for year ending June 30, 1887—Continued. 


Articles, Value. 
CLASS B,—ARTICLES IN A CRUDE CONDITION WHICH ENTER INTO 
THE PROCESSES OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY—Continued. 
Whalebone, unmanufactured $6, 579 
Wood, unmanufactured 2, 734, 620 
All other free articles.. , 617 


Total free of duty of Class B.. 


Crass C.- ARTICLES WHOLLY OR PARTIALLY MANUFACTURED, FOR 
USE AS MATERIALS IN THE MANUFACTURES AND MECHANIC ARTS. 


Chemicals, drugs, ma dyes, not elsewhere specified: 


Acids... 474,512 
Albume: 102,215 
Alizarine, natural or art: 356,743 
Analine salts and annotto. 138, 736 
Indigo.... 2, 734, 117 
Lime, chi 1,573, 168 
Madder, extract 8.779 

P . 592, 432 
Quinine, sulphate 1, 141,373 
Soda, nitrate of, or cubic niter... 2.614, 162 
Sugar of milk and sulphur lac 50,593 
Turpentine, Venice, and urani $47, 152 
All other..... ... 182, 657 
Total chemicals, Sree etc... 10, 016, 644 

blesta wenn) edwocoscons rasps 6v 141,091 
Feathers for beds, and downs, , 962 
Felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels.. 29, 229 
Hair, hogs’, curled for ir nt ig and mattresses. 3, 457 
Oils, not elsewhere specifi 1, 736, 240 
All other free articles........-.sssssssocesseove 18, 260 


Total free of duty Of Clase C.............2.sscccecoosassecessrenoscesesevcoscneons 
Crass D.—MANUFACTURED ARTICLES, READY FOR CONSUMPTION. 
Articles specially imported— 


For the use of the T United Stated... sisccs.cerscesas scocessevsesnesnonccseas sos 
Philosophical and scientifie apparatus, ete., for the use of any 


religious or scientific institution, and not intended for sale... 79, 962 
Articles, the growth, produce, or manufacture of the United States, 
returned ., Losier rail -| 6,401, 829 
Bags, not of American manufacture. chesanesices Vavtebe: 
Bolting-cloths. ...........+« 271, 
Books and other printed. matter, “not elsewhere specified... 968, 466 
Fashion plates...............s2- RARO PEAR 5,280 
Gold-beaters molds and goid-beaters! 25, 656 
Gold Gia siny srice ANARA 7,461 
Hones and whetstones........... 2, 853 
Household eff ete., of persons arriving in the United States 
and of citizens of the United meae dying abroad.. 3 AORTAE 
e , 
8, 078 
Models oi inventions, ete. 7,532 


Paste, oxydizing. 
Platina vases, etc., for chemical uses. 
Skeletons and other preparations of anatomy............ s wt 
Spurs and stilts, used in the manufacture of earthen, stone, and 
Crockery WATE ........0...ccceescenese dcbapesecqonens 
Wood: Fire-wood, hop-poles, ‘and railroad ties. 
All other free articles.......c.00..+ nee 


Total free of duty of Class D............000. besanan o pupas ouia stenn acecech bho 
Crass E,—ARTICLES OF VOLUNTARY USE, LUXURIES, ETC. 
ARE OWA TAE A A eee Bana 


Articles specially imported: ‘Regalia, gems, s specimens “of natural 
Pongo hi works of art, ete., speciall y mported and not intended 
‘or sale. E ERES 
Artworks, “not elsewhere ‘specified, ‘the ‘production of American 
r ERROR AII ASTRONS 
Cabinets of coins, medals, ete. 
Curling stones, or quoits...... ae 
Diamonds rough or uncut. 
Fans, common palm-leaf...... 
Mineral tpi not t artificial. 
All other....... Sbabsasteandaioieetss 


SUBJECT TO DUTY. 
Value of imported merchandise entered for consumption during the year 
ending June 30, 1887. 


Norr.—The third column shows the specific duties imposed by tariff laws 
reduced to equivalent ad yalorem rates on last year's importations, 


Articles. 


CLASS A,—ARTICLES OF FOOD AND ANIMALS. 


Animals, not Senge specified... 
Breadstufts . 
Chicory........ 
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SUBJECT TO DUTY—continued. 
Value of imported merchandise entered for consumption during the year 
ending June 30, 1887—Continued. 


: 


7.67 

8.76 

32.10 

Fish, not elsewhere specified ....., 21.72 
Fruits, including nuts, not elsewhere specified.. 27.90 
Hay ecoueesvecnee 18.89 
51.38 

20.00 

Oils, olive and other salad .. 5.00 
ge eer somorang aes and dairy “prod ai 
64.01 

49,92 

38.91 


Total sugar and molasses....... 


Vegetables: 
Potatoes. 
All other 


Total dutiable... 


St neee nee eeerenesneeeneernseeenenenersens: 


Crass B.—ARTICLES IN A CRUDE CONDITION 
WHICH ENTER INTO THE PROCESSES OF DO- 
MESTIC INDUSTRY. 


_Asphaltum or bitumen, crnde...... 
Brass, bree or pigs, and old. 


POORAN and rice root for the manufacture | 
OË ONIN anos as resis scoasabes vosiesopsasenenecnnnsipensced 
Chemicals, drugs, tow ea and medicines, not 
elsewhere speci 
Antimony, crude........ ap 
Other drugs and dyes. 
Clays or earths.... 
and coke. 


ne enenee rereeeeeeeenes 


Flax, hemp, jute, and other textile grasses : 
Flax, raw, and tow of. 
Hemp, and substitutes for. 
ra raw, and Sr ir ees iesatbeeeananee 
grass and o! vegetable substances, 
not elsewhere specified.. 


Total flax, hemp, ete..... 
Grease, at not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided fo 


Hair, aannea. unmanufactured, hogs’ hair, 
human hair uncleaned, and cleaned or 
drawn but not manufact ured....cce.csesesscsoeeseeses 

Hides and skins: Sheep-skin and Angora 
goat-skins, raw or unmanufactured... 


na enenneteneennereegeeren 


sete ban eteneeenen: 


Iron and steel, and manufactures of, notelse- 
where specified ed: 
Pig iron 
n.. 
gir a 
igen Piatt; blooms, bianks, ingots, essed 
of steel.. 


an Renenenneeenee ra nenenew ences ee eesennenee: 


Marble and stone, unmanufactured...... 
Metals, metal compositions, not elsewhere 
A Pag Argentine, albata or German 
iver, nickel, nickel oxide, and metals un- 
manufactured... 


Mineral substances jn'a crude. ‘state, unmanu 


hment, old, fit only to be pavers oes Sy 
Plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all kinds, 
not elsewhere specified.............+ = 
Se OSEANE OSEN Ee KAR E 
Seeds: Castor beans, garden seeds, p 
flax seed, rape seed, and bulbous roots.. 
Sinews, nerves, ete., crude.. 
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SUBJECT TO DUTY—continued. 


Value of iwported merchandise entered for ae during the year 
ending June 30, 1887—Contin 


aa va- 
orem 
Articles. Value. Duty. | ate of 
duty. 
Crass B.—ARTICLES IN A CRUDE CONDITION 
WHICH ENTER INTO THE PROCESSES OF DO- 
MESTIC INDUSTRY—Continued. 
Wood, and manufactures of 
Basswood, unmanufactured; timber used 
for spars, ctc., hewn and sawed or Per ct. 
fs bag NOURI CR MUO A casas OO cw dscaucs $1,025 $202 19,71 
— for road den Gary ae cor posts, etc., and unmanu- . 
ured wood, not elsewhere specified... 61,019 12,167 | 19.94 
Total WO0d, enoras 62,044 | 12,309] 19,93 
—— 


Wools, hair of the alpaca, and other like 
animals, unmanufactu: 
No, 1,—Clothing ma s 
Class No. ig Fores wools... 
jon No. 3.—Carpet and other similar 


A eeecenenee eases 


vols .. 
Bags, shoddy, 3 mungo, “Waste, e, and fiocks..... 
Total Wools.......s010.sccee 

Zinc, Iter, or tutenegue: 
Th blocks or pigs, and ore. 
All aur dutiable articles. 
Total dutiable..., 
Crass C.—ARTICLES WHOLLY OR PARTIALLY 
MANUFACTURED, FOR USE AS MATERIALS IN 
THE MANUFACTURES AND MECHANIC ARTS, 


Button materials: Lastings, mohair cloth, etc... 
merge Roman, and all other......sssssssssesssssersss 
, prepared, French, red, ete. 


Chemicals, drugs, and dyes, not elsewhere 
cified: 


err eee eet reeteretey 


estren seess seess weesese 


Aniline dyes or Colors.....seesese 
Chemical salts or preparations, “not else- 
we boned ed 


Total chemicals, drugs, dyes, etc.... 


Coloring for aspen: Fe seonicaseccteden 

Copper: Plates, ro led, “sheets, Tods, ` pipes, etc., 
and sheathing or yellow WOU ERA 

Cotton, manufactures of: Tured; yarn,warps, 


or warp yarn, not on s; 

Emery, grains and ground ..........recsroeses 

Flax, p, jute, and other textile 
Oil-cloth foundations for floo’ 


srreesesseesesessssresros 


Disks or plates, un- 
for optical e ra a E saaa] 


wrought, fo: 
Glucose... 


and silver leaf... 
Hair, manufactures Cu 
hair-cloth, and hair seatings.. eats 
Hats, bonnets, and hoods, mate 
Braids, plaits, flats, ete., of straw, etc.. 


Iron and steel, and manufactures of: 
Bar iron— 
Bars or shapes of rolled iron......0..-00++0 
Bars, rolled or hammered ......... 
All other, and slabs, blooms, or loops... 
d, scroll, or other sini s 


Sheets, plates, and 
Boiler or other p 


A ONTA 


me lates, and 
re xes Or peas 


iron put up in 
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SUBJECT TO DUTY—continued. 


Value of imported merchandise entered for Rape oye pag during the year 
ending June 30, 1887—Continued 


Articles. Value. 


Crass C,—ARTICLES WHOLLY OR PARTIALLY 
MANUFACTURED, FOR USE AS MATERIALS IN 
THE MANUFACTURES AND MECHANIC ARTS— 


Continued. 


Per 
Lead, in sheets and pipes..............ccc-sseecneenecseens 60.84 
16.83 
10.00 
Ss 27.38 
stone, rough or undressed... 29.01 
Metal, metal compositions, and caailaneg 
of, not elsewhere specified : Bronze or Du 
metal, in leaf and DOW 5 sicoar cs iodoa ccs arciedconss 608, 214 13.89 
Mineral substances, not Seeness specified: 
Polishing powder... s... 00100 sorsesrense veesccerneveesenss 28, 455 20.00 
Oils: 
Animal: Nanaia DRERI seal, whale, 
and fish a 25,00 
Mineral: Na; ; 
Etats 20.00 
Larise flax hemp-seed, raj net, 
n. “seed rape-seed, n 
olive, not salad, and other, not elsewhere 
¥ cihled prea aDpbaagh PE KIT 26.54 
ege volatile or essen: y leaves, 
cognac, fruit ethers, fusel Oi] ,ete......0 + 25.75 
Total OFS... ssccsousassosrescnrcvcceseonpesvesbascvestusouces 25.78 
=———_—— 
Paints and colors ........0ceceesee+ 82.73 
Plaster of Paris, ground or calcined À 20.00 
Silk: Floss silk ‘in the m, and spun silk ....... 29.78 
Umbrella oda ie ribs and stretchers, 
frames, tips, etc........... cebdeeus shis ééolnansecacedevensad 34.53 
Most, manufactures of: 
Boards, planks, deals, ete .......... sioi 15.97 
10.79 
10.00 
Cabinet or house furniture, not. finished 
osier prepared for use, and rattans 
TOOS 2.0000 cveccceresee senses 12.17 
Total wood, ete....... 15.51 
Wools, REAT of: D woolen = 
worsted .... 1,747, 562 69.11 
Zine, spelter 26, 70.99 
All other dutiable articles 177, 382 12.48 
otal Ait iAI 16 ..,...sc:c0 voce ssccnecensosseocestse 67.505, 441 30.21 
Crass D.—MANUFACTURED ARTICLES, READY 
‘ FOR CONSUMPTION, 
Blacking 63, 552 15, 888 25.00 
Bladders, manufactures of 1l 3 25.00 
Books, engravings, and other printed matier, 
bound or unbound 684, 004 25.00 
Brass, man ures of. 168, 098 44.97 
Brooms........ wees 1,044 25.00 
Brnshes........... 167, 204 30, 00 
Buttons, and button molds... 3, 469, 016 867, 254 25.00 
Candles and apen aeos , 617 7,923 20.10 
Carriages, and parts of... 999 . 3, 040 35.00 
Chemicals, a drugs, dyes, 
specified: Preparatio 
175, 555 43.55 
489, 326 25.99 
21,697 45.00 
52,383 25.00 
370, 578 35.00 
oo 
Cotton, TORUNIA OIA of: g 
TN E is cronbopsihe ped Boies, 22 53.82 
Cloth— i 
Not exceeding 100 threads to the square 
PARR Bo IE IA AE NAN ER 117, 682 72.83 
Exceeding 100 and not a 200 
threads to the square inch... par 973, 203 44.72 
Soen ing 200 throne: $ to > the square 526, 416 43.23 
nch. 5 
Velvets, velveteen, | ete.. 901,186 40.00 
Clothing ready-made, and other wearing 
corda, D z oii pi AIRE a TAERE PATI re, reer 55.00 
ra mps, galloons, laces. 35.00 
Kni Shirts and drawers and hos- ; 
2,702,709 | 39.37 
1,378,308 | 36.87 
Total cotton manufactures....... 7,022, 406 
Earthen, stone, = china ware: 
Bricks and til a 34,188 
8, 217,693 
Total earthen, stone, and chinaware. ......| 5,708,093 | 3,251,881 
Electric lights, and parts of ...........<..ss0008 PSRS 4,140 828 
Feather beds......... E SE 1,982 386 


SUBJECT TO DUTY—continued. 


Value of imported ae entered for ENA during the year 
ending June 30, 1887—Continued. 


Ad va- 
Articles. Value. | Duty. | lorem 
5 duty. 
CLAss D.—MANUFACTURED ARTICLES, READY 
FOR CONSUMPTION—Continued. 
Flax, hemp, jute, and other textile grasses 
manufactures of: Per ct. 
Bagging | for cotton... $26,727 $14, 467 54.13 
Bags and bagging 936, 041 874,416 40.00 
Brown and bleached linens, ies canvas, 

t 4,756,297 | 35.00 
Burlaps.... 3, 756, 176,706 31.32 
Carpeting of hemp or jute, and grass cloth. 143, 812 43, 322 30.12 
Oileloths for floors 308, 337 123, 335 40.00 
Sail duck and sheetings.. 19, 327° 6,019 31.14 
Seines 6,233 1,558 25.00 
Thread, twine, and pack treadin sen! 638, 552 255,421 40.00 
Cables and bear ee 86, 269 ons 736 30. 99 
All other... 482, 956 170,028 | 35.24 

Total flax, hemp, ete., manufactures. [19,994,495 | 6,948,905 | 31.75 
Furs, manufactures of........... peevee 171, 647 51,44 30.00 
57.46 
92.33 
50.28 
Total glass and glassware.. 7,301,340 | 4,510,312 59.01 
Gunpowder, fulminates, and percussion caps... 91,014 35,196 38.67 
aes man ures of, and hair pencils PAEST ANR 38, 053 12,683 | 33,33 
Hats, Porast; and hoods, of grass, straw, wil- 
SWE CUS & Re E A ET EAT 631,146 189,344 | 30.00 
India-rubbet and ae pen ee 
ETE EEA em et! 263,744 76,043 | 28.83 
Inks and ink powders. Aot m 103 059 31,098 | 30.00 
D S J 
Iron and steel, and manufactures of : 
Axles, axle-bars, anchorsand parts thereof, 
IAT MECHSE G2. oe case cn consnpyst A EEE 51,567 | 42.22 
Bars or rails for railways— 
TO TAUN ee ee eee 1,406 74.48 
» Other rails, iron or steel, orin part of 
WROD DER EE inlapteanseooms 841,941 | 84.33 
Cast-iron pipes, cast-iron vessels, pl 
stove-plates, andirons, sad-irons, rrp 
irons, all casti: not elsewhere specified, 
and malleable castings 32,508 9,759 30.02 
84, 938 38,118 44.88 
sa 345, 997 121,099 | 35.00 
Cutlery: Penk: 
sword- e re and cutlery OE 
< «| 1,889, 064 874,151 46.27 
i 68, 334 39,933 | 58,44 
Fire-arms ... 985, S17 315, 369 81.99 
Hollow-ware, nails,spikes, tacks, and brads. 5, 545 8,583 64. 08 
INGOOION A IE AA IERE ON EOE EEEREN 814, 524 79,335 | 25.22 
Nuts and washers, railway fish-plates, riv- 
ets, Sarees’ e R or aare o A 4,843 2,979 61,51 
Saws EAR = 25, 423 `~ 8,975 | 35.30 
ssa 3,719 1,880 | 50.55 
All other manufactures of iron and steel... 3,356,286 | 1,600,738 | 47.69 
Total iron and steel .............. AR 8, 239,452 | 3,990, 803 48. 44 
S 
rek Shot, re manufactures of lead, not else- 
WEG GGG PERRE ERAO > 360 162 |. 
ETA Gloves and other manufactures of pee 
POTE EE T A LESA 4,607,366 | 2,219,335 | 48.16 
Marble, slate, and stone, manue of 98,762 39, 063 39.55 
Matches 25,458 8,910 | 35.00 
885, 969 177,194 | 20.00 
Metals, mei OPO and manufactures 3 
of, not elsewhere specified 
Bronze, mannfactures of. g 240, 635 108, 286 45,00 
Britannia and japanned wares, pens 
lated and gilt wares, pen tips, yee Can 
olders, German silver, platina, stereo- 
t sat seh gabe pr ee ee gest 1 422 677,880 
not elsewhere specifled............ccscmsseeree oon 41, 
aoas, substances, not elsewhere apei: 09, $ = 
, asbestos, and plumbago... ose 1,133 281 24.80 
Paha’ leaf, manufactures 3 AEAT ESR EEE 6,571 1,971 30.00 
124, 869 45.54 
Philosophical. appa and instruments .. 7 11, 42 8,970 35.00 
Repairs on Vessels..........ccce-cescosessosveeves son on 3,615 1,807 50.00 
Saddlery, coach, and harness hardware, ete...... 184, 259 64,491 35.00 
Silk: Sewing sik, silk in the gum, and Salesas H9 30.00 
Soap oe: ~ 436, 224 117,181 | a26.89 
302,510 20. 00 
17,035 14,029 | 82.35 
38,131 11,122 | 29.17 
38, 829 56,581 | @45.00 
18, 584 3,717 | 20.00 
72,430 34,453 | 47.57 
82,380 36, 379 44.1€ 
5, 697 1,139 20.00 
1,126 338 80, 90 
Cabinet wares, finished..... eopseswosssseessonenesossoes $376,788 | $131,876 | 35.00 
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SUBJECT TO DUTY—continued. 


Value of imported merchandise entered for consumption during the year 
ending June 30, 1887—Continued. 


Ad va- 


` lorem 
Articies. Value, Duty. | sate of 
à duty. 
CLAss D.—MANUFACTURED ARTICLES, READY 
FOR CONSUMPTION—Continued. 

Wood, manufactures of—Continued. Per ct. 
Laths, pickets, and palings. 984 $35, 191 12.54 
PITTING R ERE E, 185,611 31,355 18.59 
Osier and willow baskets and wares.. 312,179 93, 654 30.10 
All manufactures of, not clsewhere 

hr a AUKEE RA DA IEEE TIA A RIO NEE SV ERA TAA 690, 181 204,014" l 33. 99 
Total wood manufactures.....cevsssssseses | 1,748,743 | 496,090 | 28.37 
Wool, manufactures of: | bras 
PARE MB cs nonce DRAOI AE A EEE 3,039 2,030 66.79 
Blankets 3, 887 2,785 71.6 
Bunting 53 43 81.13 
1, 472, 656 701, 549 47. 64 
Po PEAR 1,461, 243 896,472 | 61.35 
Cloths, woolen....... snsesessseccsseccessasceven} 10,022,871 | 7,005, 825 70.40 
Dress women's and children’s, coat 
linings, and Italian cloths of every de- 
scription „uneses. issssrrse s «| +17, 199, 141 | 12, 348, 975 72.09 
Endless belts or fel 167, 165 88,379 52.87 
Fiannels ..... 185, 204 129, 674 70.02 
595 3,562 D401 
62. 80 
vedas ovauec chores cov datano 1,029, 654, 008 63.50 
Webbings, gorings, suspenders, 443, 293, 850 66. 21 
All other, not elsewhere specified... 4,560, 965 68.52 
Total woolen manufactures. n.. .ssesine seses 40,632,065 | 28, 081,746 68. 99 


Zine, spelter, and tutenegue: 
p aer ahe of, not elsewhere specified. ... 


All other dutiable articles.. ....ssssusossssessrsrsesnursres 
Total dutiable.........ccccrssossseres ssessrsersecseses 


Crass E.—ARTICLES OF VOLUNTARY USE, LUX- 
URIES, ETC. 


Art-works, not elsewhere specified : 
Paintings and stat 
Tider ise .s scosese sseseeisss 
Cotton embroideries 
Fancy articles: 
Dolls and toys. 
Fans, except palm-lea: 
Feathers, not artificial 
Feathers and flowers, 
mental 


1, 925, 906 
499 
10, 661, 301 


ERS 
238 


8 


Sg 
21 Ses 


| 2,949, 300 | 41.04 


332,941 | 1 


a tn, AES E 

Flax, hemp, jute, ctc.: Laces and insertings 
Ginger ale, or ginger beer. 
Goid arep manufact 


Hair, human: Bracelets, curls, et 
Jet, manufactures and imitations of.. 


BRS Bes 
% 888 888 


w 
S 


Liquors, spirituous and malt, and wines: 
Malt Jiquors..........ce000 seser 

Spirits, distilled 3 =] 
Champagne and other sparkling wines ...... 
Still wines........... 
Wine flavoring.... 


Total liquors and WineS...........-0.ceeceseereeee 
Mincral waters, artificial ............ssessececssces serres v 
Musical instruments... .. 3 

r, manufactures of, n 

g os for playing . 
Prine WACO a AA a AR NTAN 
Silk, manufactures of: 


Braids, frin; oons, buttons, and or- 
de SREE eens 462, 231,223 | 50.00 
Dress and piece goods ........csscsecessesessesseense 13,961,886 | 6,990,013 | 50,00 
bi mir iefs, hats, caps, bonnets, and aan 
med 50. CO 
50.00 
50.00 
50. 00 
50.00 
30, 810, 043 | 15,405,022 | 50. 00 
S candy and confectionery . A 12, 327 539 
Tol , ANd Manufactures Of...,....:.c0seeeeeceeereee 9,127,758 | 83.32 
Total Autiable...cccssore sesesscrscerssesessoerevsne, conse 86, 531, 089 | 42, 174, 328 48.74 
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JANUARY’ 4, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common ‘chools. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. As the Senator desiresto speak on the pending motion, 
I ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, to be re- 
sumed at the conclusion of the Senator’s address. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the un- 
finished business will be informally laid aside. The Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES] is entitled to the floor on the pending resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will excuse me a moment, I desire to 
say that I have been appealed to by some one in behalf of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who had the right to the floor during the 
morning hour, that if the unfinished business came up before the con- 
clusion of his address it should be informally laid aside, and I have been 
also notified that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] wished an 
opportupity to speak on the other side of the question. I hope noone 
will ask me for any further delay in the consideration of the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the subject of taxation isas old 
as governmentitself, in whatever form, whether human or divine, gov- 
ernment has been established ou the earth, and yet it is as fresh and 
fall of interest to-day to the laboring masses of mankind as ever at any 
former period of the world’s history. Conflicts of opinion arise, debates 
ensue, and controversies rage now as they have from the tithing and 
taxing days of Israel down to the present time. Ontheone hand gov- 
ernment has a paramount right to the support of its citizens as long as 
it does not transcend its rightful pewer nor oppress them with extor- 
tions beyond its legitimate requirements, while on the other hand the 
very laws of nature, those supreme and indestructible principles on 
which rest the natural rights of man, keep the people imbued with a 
perpetual vigilance against the needless exactions and lawless greed of 
those in power. 

Nothing more important in popular estimation, nor more calculated 
to produce public agitation, and indeed revolution, can be conceived 
than such an issue when persisted in, with the exception perhaps of 
an actual invasion of the liberties and the lives of the people by armed 
power. At the very foundation of the American Revolution will be 
found the question of unjust taxation. Our forefathers dismembered 
the British kingdom, then the foremost power in the world, rather than 
submit to oppression in that form; and in the Constitution they framed 
for their great and triumphant independence the powers of the Gov- 
ernment in taking the earnings of the people in order to defray public 
expenses were clearly defined and scrupulously guarded. The idea 
that more money might, could, or ever should be taken from the pockets 
of the American people by taxation and placed in the Treasury than 
was absolutely necessary to defray the actual expenses of the Govern- 
ment economically administered had no existence in the early days 
of the Republic and no place in the thoughts or purposes of its im- 
mortal founders. 

Money withdrawn by the hand of the tax-gatherer, whether acting di- 
rectly or indirectly, whether acting visibly or invisibly—money thus 
taken from the business transactionsofthe country, from the active chan- 
nels of trade, and laid away in Government vaults, idle, useless, and 
dead, is a spectacle belonging to modern times, modern methods, and 
modern parties. To contract the volume of currency in circulation, 
to make money scarce amongst the people, and conseguently hard to ob- 
tain even in exchange for low-priced labor, depreciated property, or 
high rates of interest, has always been a financial policy marked by 
disaster and suffering and accursed by every friend of the general wel- 
fare of his countrymen; but when this abominable policy is still fur- 
ther aided and executed by snatching the money of the people from 
their very hands, at the rate of $10,000,000 a month, as the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] admitted was being done now, without 
necessity, excuse, or palliation, every honest mind must revolt against 
such wanton robbery. 

Overtaxation! Overtaxation! Sir, itis a crime against every home, 
every fireside, and every laboring man and woman in the United States. 
It is a crime, national in its proportions, gigantic in its strength, om- 
nipresent in its visitations, and brutal in its rapacity. When the life- 
blood is drained from the human body by the hand of murder we know 
that the chill and paralysis of death must ensue, and we know equally 
well when the earnings of the laboring people are seized by an all-per- 
vading, universal system of overtaxation, and swept out of useful cir- 
culation, that every neighborhood, every business community, every 
branch of industry must experience the stagnation and hardships pro- 
duced by a drainage so unjust, so criminal, so unnatural, and so incon- 
sistent with the life and prosperity of all the labor interests of the 
country. 

It will be remembered that just as we were adjourning for the re- 
cent recess a, flurry took place on the other side of this Chamber—a 
squall it might be styled in nautical phrase, presaging perhaps more 
dirty and stormy weather from the same point of com hereafter, 
In the- midst of this premonitory tempest the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. TELLER] undertook to dispose of the question of overtaxation by 
a contemptuous and elaborate sneer. After severely upbraiding the 
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President for dealing with only one single question in his late annual 
message to Congress, the Senator exclaimed: 


He reserved himself entirely for this great impending disaster ; and whatis it? 
The surplus that is accumulating in the Treasury. 

This is the new disaster, the biennial disaster, the disaster which comes in aid 
of a support to the Executive opinion, the disaster which is presented to frighten 
the country and alarm the people into submitting to legislation that their judg- 
ment and their cool deliberation do not sanccion. What is it? Fifty-five 
million dollars of surplus in the Treasury of the United States to-day, Whata 
wonderful surplus is $55,000,000! 


With what lofty contempt the Senator from the Rocky Mountains 
looks upon the sum of fifty-five millions of surplus taxation! Sir, I 
have recently been in the State represented by the Senator. I looked 
upon her lofty ranges, towering peaks, and blooming valleys; I lin- 
gered about her delicious and healing springs, and saw, as it were, the 
dead brought back to life; I studied her tremendous mineral resources, 


. her capacity to supply the world with silver; and I witnessed her gold, 


her silver, and her precious stones put into form and condition for the 
various uses of mankind. It was indeed, to my mind, a land of won- 
der and enchantment, and it scemed well calculated to enlarge the 
views and expand the conceptions of every beholder. I was prepared 
,to understani that many matters and things which appear great and 
important to people in less-favored countries are small there by com- 
parison, but I was not prepared to believe that even in Colorado fifty- 
five millions of money, abstracted needlessly from the hard earnings 
of the American people, was regarded as an insignificant and paltry 
affair, to be sneered outofthe way. I was not prepared to believe that 
the busy, pushing, enterprising citizens of that great, progressive, and 
rapidly-developing young State would indorse the contraction of the cur- 
rency they so much need to the extent of fifty-five millions, or toany 
extent, by unnecessary and extortionate taxation, especially when they 
behold the same iniquitous process continuing into the future at the rate 
of ten millions a month. ; 

But the weighty utterances of another Senator fell upon my ear that 
blustering afternoon, just before recess, which I desire to recall, and 
which I think the tax-paying laborers of the country will not soon 
forget. The Senator from Ohio [Mr..SHERMAN] speaks as one in 
authority in the councils of his party. His words bind and unbind its 
policies to as great an extent as those of any other living man. It is 
true they were not cabled from Paris in all haste under the deep sea, as 
if the world was in breathless expectation and doubt until he was 
heard from, but nevertheless, spoken here in the Senate of the United 
States, they are full of significance and binding force. The Senator 
from Ohio distinctly declared it ‘‘fortunate’’ for the country that 
there were $55,000,000 of surplus revenue in the Treasury. Approving 
the assaults made by other Senators on the President and his message, 
the Senator from Ohio indulged in the following language: 


It seems to me it is reasonable and right when such a state of affairs exists, 
when the country is about to be frightened and business men are alarme: lest 
something terrible should happen because the money of the country is gathered 
into the Treasury, that the humbug : hould be at least punctured, or exploded, 
or explained away to a certain extent, 3 
_ One of the chief blessings and glories of our form of government is 
the fact that within the next twelve months the citizens of the Repub- 
lic will have a free and unrestrained opportunity to declare whether in 
their opinion it is fortunate for them to bear the tyranny of a vast and 
enormously increasing surplus taxation, and also whether a very able, 
courteous, and dignified state paper from the Chief Magistrate of the 
country to the representatives of the people and of the States should 
be denounced as a humbug because he laid bare the outrage and urgently 
recommended remedial legislation. The Senator speaks lightly of the 
fact that ‘‘the money of the country is gathered into the Treasury,” 
and scouts the idea of danger or oppression on that account. ‘‘ Money 
of the country gathered into the Treasury!’? For what object, for what 
public purpose known to the Constitution, is the money of the country 
gathered from the fields, the workshops, the marts of trade and com- 
merce, and dumped in huge surplus heaps in the Treasury? Surplus 
is thus defined by Webster: 

That which remains when use is satisfied; excess beyond what is prescribed 
or wanted; overplus. 

I commend this definition of the surplus now in the Treasury and 
rapidly swelling to the careful consideration of the Senator from Ohio, 
and I also commend it to the careful consideration of the American 

ple. That surplus is what remains after the use for which money 
is properly placed there is satisfied; it is the excess beyond what is 
prescribed by the Constitution or wanted for any defined or specified 
purpose of the Government; it is simply an overplus, a waste, some- 
thing not needed where it is, but sorely needed elsewhere. 

It will be for the Senator from Ohio and his followers, if he should 
be the standard-bearer of his party in the contest of 1888, on whose 
skirmish lines we are now facing each other, to explain to the people 
why it is fortunate that their money is gathered into the Treasury as 
a surplus, in excess of all prescriptions, or wants on the part of 
the Government, rather than it should remain in their own hands. 

But the leaders and the press of the Republican party are making 
strenuous, constant, and audacious efforts to evade and obscure the real 
and in fact the only issue, so boldly, ably, and opportunely protlaimed 
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and emphasized by the President in his recent message in behalf of the 
overtaxed labor and business of the country. These efforts are trans- 
parently dishonest and will not succeed. They have but small lodg- 
ment now in the public mind, and they will have none at all after full 
discussion has taken place and every principle and position of the Ex- 
ecutive, and also of his adversaries, are clearly understood. The plain, 
naked issue presented by the Executive in his masterly message is a re- 
duction of taxes down to the actual expenses of the Government, as 
against the maintenance of the present system, whereby the gains of 
daily labor and the profits of trade are absorbed, without just cause or 
public reason, into the already flooded and overflowing vaults of the 
Treasury. Shall such reduction be made, or shall needless and dishon- 
est burdens remain upon the people? That is the question now pro- 
pounded every day from one ocean to the other, and Congress alone can 
give an answer. 

In moving forward, however, to reduce the taxes of the Government 
to the line of Government expenses the very first step discloses the pow- 
erful forces and fortifications which appear to block the way, and with 
implements of warfare more potent than cannon or sword defend the 
present system and forbid reform. The vast and commanding manu- 
facturing interests of the country are invoked into the field of discus- 
sion and controversy as allies of the Republican party, allies of excess- 
ive taxation, of surplus revenues, of a plethoric overplus in the crowded 
coffers of the Treasury. More than a hundred years have rolled away 
since our existence as an independent power began; a hundred years of 
such majestic development of the industrial and manufacturing forces 
has taken place as the world never before witnessed. American skill, 
energy, and resources in furnishing supplies for all the wants of man- 
kind stand foremost among the nations of the earth, and yet the lead- 
ers of the Republican party insist with loud and vehement pertinacity 
that all the mighty manufacturing establishments of the United States, 
from which have emanated such wonderful and glorious results, will at 
this late day, this high noon of their power and greatness, collapse and 
perish by the wayside, unless sustained and protected by an elaborate 
system of tribute and extortion levied on their laboring countrymen. 

Iam unwilling to believe that American manufacturers are fairly rep- 
resented by those who assume to speak thus for them in Congress. I 
am unwilling to believe in the unpatriotic and absolute selfishness at- 
tributed to them here and elsewhere by their self-constituted and mis- 
guided friends. I prefer to look upon them as an able, enterprising 
class of American citizens, deeply imbued with love of country, guided 
by an unselfish desire for the general welfare, and inspired with a read- 
iness to share incommon with their fellow-countrymen all the sacrifices 
and burdens necessary to secure justice, fair dealing, and good govern- 
ment. In this light I have been accustomed heretofore to regard them 
in my personal intercourse, and in the discharge of my public duties, 
and I hope and expect to be warranted in maintaining the same fa- 
vorable views under all the varying circumstances of the future. 

But in this connection there appears a feature of political warfare on 
the part of the opponents of the present Administration which, while 
neither novel, nor truthful, nor even decent, calls for attention for those 
very reasons. The power of misrepresentation comes apparently as a 
preternatural gift to a certain class of minds, and it seems, within the 
last thirty days, to have been bestowed in a Pentecostal shower on Re- 
publican Senatorsand Members of the House, and on every other speaker 
and writer for the Republican party whenever they discuss the attitude 
of the Democratic party, and of its leader, Grover Cleveland, on the sub- 
ject of the tariff. 

A determined, persistent, and brazen campaign of willful mendacity 
seems now opened on that subject, and it will continue in the councils 
and in the field work of the Republican party, day by day, morning, 
noon, and night, until the frosts of next November come to wither and 
blast alike their falsehoods and their hopes. The initial point, as 
well as the key to the arch of the political canvass of 1888, on the 
part of Republican managers, is, to assume and boldly charge, in sea- 
son and out of season, that the present Democratic Chief Magistrate 
and his followers, the entire Democratic party, are in open and bitter 
hostility to all the manafacturing industries of the United States, 
wish them nothing but evil, and are in league with British free trade, 
bribed with British gold, for their destruction. The colossal calumny 
embodied in this charge, now ringing all along the lines of the Repub- 
lican party, like a bugle-call to action, stands refuted, overwhelmed, 
and trampled into the dust by every act of the Democratic y dur- 
ing the glorious and ever-to-be remembered epochs of its former his- 
tory, and also by every utterance of the President now in power, in- 
cluding especially his recent message, now under discussion. 

Sir, it is proper under these circumstances to go to the record of facts, 
and take a careful and reliable reckoning. It is true the saying has 
been that falsehood travels with a seven-leagued stride, while truth 
follows afterwards with a slower gait; yet I have faith that trath will 
prevail even in such an unequal race. ° 

Let us look fora few moments into that grand declaration of national 
principles and purposes put forth at Chicago in 1884, by the author- 
ized representatives of the Democracy of every State in the Union, and 
on which the confidence of the people was secured, and a great victory 
won. Let us see, first, whether the eharge that the Democratic party 
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? 
is in favor of free trade, and therefore hostile to our manufacturing in- 
dustries, can be sustained, and, second, whether it is true that the Pres- 
ident has departed in a single iota, jot, or tittle from the distinctly- 
declared policies on which he was elected. 

The pledge of the Democratic party at the Chicago convention of 1884, 
to reduce the taxes of the American people, was bold, explicit, and per- 
emptory. It was made in a few plain, strong words, the meaning of 
which it was impossible to pervert or misunderstand: 

All taxation shall be limited to the requirements of economical government. 

And again: 

The Democracy pledges itself to purify the administration from corruption, 
to restore economy, to revive for law, and to reduce taxation to the low- 
est limit consistent with due regard tothe preservation of the faith of the nation 
to its creditors and pensioners. 

Sir, it is not to be wondered that a political platform containing such 
pledges as these should encounter the fierce opposition of those who, like 
the Senator from Ohio, regard an idle surplus in the Treasury a fortu- 
nate thing, and the overtaxation which placed it there a blessing to the 
people, or of those who, like the Senator from Colorado, turn up their 
noses disdainfully at, $55,000,000, abstracted without any just cause 
whatever from the channels of trade, as a trifling circumstance. 

The reduction of taxation thus pledged by the Democratic party 
necessarily implied a revision of our system of revenue, and many ma- 
terial changes in our present legislation. This great fact was not 
evaded by the Chicago convention, nor treated of in any double or 
doubtful sense. It was pointed out that the Tariff Commission created 
by Congress in 1882 reported in favor of a general reduction of import 
duties to the extent of 20 per cent., and that by the tariff act of 1883 
a reduction of less than 4 per cent, had been made. It was very ob- 
vious, therefore, that it was the purpose of the Democratic party, if 
placed in power, to reduce taxation by a still further reduction of the 
duties paid on imported merchandise. It pledged itself ‘ to revise the 
tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests,” and then proceeded tosay: 

But in making reduction in taxes it is not proposed to injure any domestic 
industries, but rather to promote their healthy growth. From the foundation 
of this Government taxes collected at the custom-honse have been the chief 
source of Federal revenue; such they must continue to be. Moreover, many 
industries have come to rely on legislation for successful continuance, so that 
any changé of law must be at every step regardful of the labor and capital thus 
involved. The process of reform must be subject, in the execution, to this plain 
dictate of justice, 

And again, the following assurances were given: 

The necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected without de- 
priving American laborof the ability to sompaa successfully with foreign labor, 
and without imposing lower rates of duty t will be ample to cover any in- 
creased cost of production which may exist in consequence of the higher rate of 
wages prevailing in this country. 

Sulticient revenue to pay all the expenses of the Federal Government, eco- 
nomically administered, including pensions, interest and principal of the public 
debt, can be got, under our present system of taxation, from custom-house taxes 
on fewer imported articles, bearing heaviest on articles of luxury and bearing 
lightest on articles of necessity. 

We therefore denounce the abuses offthe existing tariff, and, subject to the 
preceding limitations, we demand that Federal taxation shall be exclusively for 
public purposes, and shall not exceed the needs of the Government economically 
administered. 

These provisions of the Democratic platform, on which Democratic 
success was secured in 1884, contain full notice to the country that Fed- 
eral taxes were to be reduced to a point where no surplus would be left 
in the Treasury after paying for an economical administration of the 
Government, and they also gave ampleand timely notice that this reduc- 
tion was to he made in the custom-house duties now levied on foreign 
importations. It will also be seen, asa striking feature of these Dem- 
ocratic declarations, with what careful conservatism the manufacturing 
and labor interests are to be treated in the impending and absolutely 
necessary revision of our system of tariff taxation. 

The policy put forth by the Democratic national convention in 1884 
on the subject of the tariff and of taxes was the policy of the found- 
ers, the great leaders, and statesmen of the party. It has thesanction 
of such names as Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, Polk, Marcy, Silas 
Wright, Horatio Seymour, and others who by their commanding tal- 
erts and lofty patriotism have illuminated and adorned American his- 
tory. It was the policy of rigid economy, and of taxation not a dollar 
beyond actual public expenses; but in raising revenue to that extent 
by custom-house taxes it has always been, as it is now, the settled 
policy of the Democratic party to ‘‘be at every step regardful of the 
labor and capital involved ” in American manufactories, and to afford 
them, by equitable adjustments, such incidental protection against for- 
eign competition as must always necessarily and inevitably arise from 
a tariff laid on articles of traffic manufactured abroad. Incidental pro- 
tection to the home manufacturer to the extent of the tariff paid by 
the foreign manufacturer for the privilege of bringing his here 
to sell is as certain as that the shadow of a man will follow him when 
the sun is shining. 

Itis this principle, from which there is no escape, which was recog- 
nized in the national Democratic platform already cited, and which 
calls for careful consideration and wise adjustment whenever tariff leg- 
islation is attempted. 

Sir, I rejoice in every element of American success. I am proud of 
the inventive genius of this country and ofits vast establishments where 


skilled labor abounds. I look with delight upon the cotton-mills, the 
coal-mines, the blast-furnaces, and rolling-mills of the South as well 
as upon those of New England, Pennsylvania, and of many Western 
States. I would encourage them in their gigantic career of develop- 
ment and usefulness by every legitimate means and by the exercise of 
every power confided tomy hands by the Constitution, and I hold that 
the policy of the Democratic party has always been ample for their 
prosperity and progress. 

More than that; it is the only safe policy for American manufactur- 
ers. Let it once be clearly understood that the manufacturers of this 
country as a class demand that they be enriched by using the powers 
of the Government to collect fraudulent taxes, remaining idle in the 
Treasury. solely for their benefit; let it be understood that they insist 
on a Chinese wall of high protection, built by a wanton, undisguised 
tribute levied on the farmer and on every other class of laborers, with 
no pretense that the Government needs a dollar of such unrighteous 
extortion; let it be understood that the manufacturers of the United 
States accept the guidance of the leaders of the Republican party and 
join in their praise of surplus taxation, now going on at the rate of ten 
millions a month, with no other reason whatever except to enhance 
their gains and swell their enormous profits; let all these facts be once 
understood and fasten themselves in the public mind, and then indeed 
will perils environ the manufacturing interests of this country such as 
liave never been known before. 

If every suggestion of relief to the tax-payer by a reduction of duties, 
however moderate in tone, reasonable in amount, and regardful of the 
manufacturer’s investments, is to be met with the senseless, untruth- 
fal, and knavish ery of free trade, it will not be long until it will be 
made manifest that the minority can not rule and rob the majority of 
the American people. Free trade, to a mind knowing the meaning of 
words, signifies the repeal of all tariff laws, the abolition of all custom- 
houses, and a resort to direct taxation for revenne. If the Democratic 
party, with its record of more than fifty years’ administration of the Goy- 
ernment and its frank and constant declaration of principles, is to be 
charged with the folly of free trade every time an attempt is made to 
modify a tariff which is preying on the very vitais of labor and business, 
the people will very soon and very clearly find out that such assaults 
are only made to divert public attention from evil designs and schemes 
of plunder of which they are the victims. 

I can not believe, however, that the strong, sagacious, and patriotic 
business men of the country in control of manufacturing industries 
will permit themselves for political purposes to be placed in an attitude 
of absolute injustice, selfish, overweening avarice, and disgraceful un- 
fairness towards the great mass of their fellow-citizens. On a former 
oceasion, more than five years ago, on this floor, I made the following 
statement, which I here now repeat: 

I voted for the amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Vance} because I am one of those who believe there is no necessary antagonism 
between the agricultural and manufacturing industries of this country. I be- 
lieve there is a safe, sound middie ground between the high a per 
se on the one hand, and the wild free-trader and direct taxationist on the other; 
that the prosperity of this country lies where its growth and its development, 
both of lands and manufactures, will be best promoted and robested: and I 
hope before this session closes to embrace an opportunity to point out that true 
medium ground; that ground where I think all the industries of this country 
can be enco and onized, and at the same time a sufficient revenue 
obtained. 

Again I said in my place as a member of this body: 

I speak not in support of a tariff for revenue only, nor of a tariff for protec- 
tion only, but in supportof a tariff which collects the necessary revenue, and 
at the same time to the extent of that revenue extends protection with dis- 
criminating justice to American man es. 

I am conscious of not the slightest change in my convictions on this 
subject from that hour to this, 

But having pointed out what I conceive to be the true position of 
the Democratic party on the subject under discussion, I desire in this 
connection to consider next, and somewhat carefully, the message from 
the President, which has caused so much demoralized commotion 
amongst the leaders of the opposition. Sir, it is a pleasure to me to 
dwell on this remarkable state paper. It bears close and repeated scru- 
tiny and study. It is true to the principles and teachings of the Dem- 
ocratic party from its foundation by Jefferson, eighty-seven years ago, to 
the present day. 

The thanks of the laboring and business classes of the country, and, 
indeed, of every friend of equal and exact justice, are due to the Ex- 
ecutive for seizing on this vital issue with the grasp of a strong, honest 
man, and placing it before his countrymen in such shape and light that 
it will never disappear until the wrongs exposed are redressed ang 
the outrages of overtaxation shall cease. The opening statement of 
this message rings out on the air, and startles the drowsy camp-fires of 
both political es, like a bugle-call on the field announcing the hour 
for action, and calling every man to his position. It is as follows, and 
will sound well in rehearsal again, even here in this stately presence: 

The amount of money annually exacted, through the operation of present 


laws, from the industries and necessities of the people, largely exceeds the sum 
necessary to meet the expenses of the Government. 


When we consider that the theory of our institutions guaranties to every cit- 
izen the full enjoyment of all the fruits of his industry and enterprise, with only 
such deduction as may be his share towards the 
tenance of the Government which protects 


ul and economical main- 
him, it is plain that the exaction of 
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more than this is indefensible extortion,and a culpable betrayal of American 
fairness and justice. This wrong inflicted upon those who bear the burden of 
national taxation, like other wrongs, multiplies a brood of evil consequences. 
“The public treasury, which should only exist as a conduit conveying the ple's 
tribnte to its segs Cee of expenditure, becomes a h ace for 
money needlessly withdrawn from trade and the ple’s use, thus crippling 
our national energies, suspending our country’s development, preventing in- 
yestment in productive enterprise, threatening financial disturbance, and invit- 
ing schemes of public plunder. 


In this age of vast and colossal monopoly, sucking the very life-blood 
of labor with equal fierceness and with more numerous and effective 
contrivances than the octopus, Victor Hugo’s devil-fish of the sea; in 
thisage of giant corporations which ‘‘clasp with hooked hands ’’ the sea- 
boards of each ocean boundary of the Republic, and rule all interme- 
diate space and interests in their own favor and in utter disregard of 
the human toil on which all their huge proportions rest; in this age of 
enormous trust combinations, a new invention for establishing tyranny 
and oppression in business, forstamping out all rivalry and competition, 
tor the maintenance of exorbitant prices, and for the aggrandizement 
of the power of consolidated money and the triumph of cruel, heartless, 
soulless monopolies; in this age of pools, syndicates, and gluttonous 
greed, when men plot, negotiate, and combine for the amassment of 
millions in the hands of the privileged few at the expense of the brawn 
and muscle of those who eat honest bread in the sweat of their faces; in 
this age of swollen pretense, sham aristocracy, and gilded vulgarity, 
based upon the labor of others almost, if not quite, as inadequately paid 
as in the South in the days of slavery; in such an ageas this thesplen- 
did utterances which I have just read from the message of the President 
will fall upon the minds of the people as a token, a promise of relief, 
reform, and redemption from one who has never broken a pledge nor 
forgotten a public duty. 

He declares for the lowly and the oppressed, and announces why, 
under our theory of government, it is ‘a culpable betrayal of Ameri- 
can fairness and justice’’ as well as an “indefensible extortion” to rob 
the people under the guise of taxation. Since the matchless and im- 
mortal inaugural read by Jefferson on the 4th of March, 1801, no com- 
munication has emanated from the Chief Magistrate of this Government 
more able, more elevated in statesmanship, more humane and benevo- 
lent in its purposes to the people, or more conducive to the general 
welfare and to good government than the message now under consid- 
eration. Who will join issue with him on this opening statement 
which I have just read? He says the taxes wrung from the people are 
largely in excess of what the Government needs. Who denies that? 
He declares that every citizen is entitled to the ‘‘full enjoyment of all 
the fruits of his industry and enterprise, with only such deductions as 
may be his share toward the careful and economical maintenance of 
the Government which protects him.” Who will gainsay this state- 
ment of a great fundamental doctrine of free government, unless it be 
the Senator from Ohio, who congratulates the people on having the fruits 
of their industry taken away from them and gathered into the Treasury? 
The othef side of the Chamber has indicated, in a somewhat confused 
and disorderly way, its purpose to attack every point in the message. 
Let it be understood that there will not only be no unreadiness on this 
side to meet every such assault, but that we challenge and court the 
conflict. 

But in addition to the espousal and indorsement of asurplus revenue 
created by excessive and unjust taxation, and a bitter opposition to 
the President on that point, the methods suggested in the recent mes- 
sage by which to remedy the already great and still growing evil have 

“especially incited the hostility of those who, in a marked degree, have 
the interests of the Republican party in their Keeping. The sources 
of Federal revenue are easily comprehended. The duties laid at our 
custom-houses on goods from abroad, seeking admission and sale here, 
and the internal or domestic taxes on spirituous and malt liquors, and 
on tobacco, furnish not only all the money required for actual expenses 
by the Government, but have created the enormous strplus now on 
hand, and continuing to increase with amazing and startling rapidity. 
The decp and fluent streams of money ranning from the hands of the 
people into the Treasury must be checked and diminished from one or 
the other of these prolific and superabundant fountains of revenue. 

Where shall reduction of taxes begin? On what articles now afford- 
ing au overplus shall it take place? These are questions which pro- 
voke contention, engender selfish conflicts, and really constitute the 
most serious difficulties we have to encounter. In the light, however, 
of Democratic principles, and the more than half a century of Demo- 
cratic administration, and in view of the distinct declarations of the 
present Chief Magistrate, there need be no doubt as to the points 
where the Democratic party will seek to lighten the burdens of the 
people by lessening their taxes. To cheapen the price of such com- 
modities as constitute the necessities of civilized life, and to place the 
burdens of government, as far as possible, on those articles which con- 
tribute to the luxurious habits and artificial tastes and appetites ot 
mankind, is the trie policy and the just exercise of the taxing power. 
It was declared by the Democratic party, in national convention as- 
sembled in 1884, that sufficient revenue for all legitimate purposes of 
the Government could be raised ‘‘ from custom-house taxes on fewer 
imported articles, bearing heaviest on articles of luxury, and bearing 
lightest on articles of necessity.” 


Such is the position of the party now, and it will be adhered to in 
the approaching revision of the tariff. It is true that a very deter- 
mined assault is being made on our internal-revenue system, and there 
is a strong purpose in various quarters to entirely abolish or greatly re- 
duce the taxes now collected on spirituous and malt liquors and on to- 
bacco. The result of this movement, should it succeed, is obvious at 
a glance. It would place before the American people free whisky and 
tobacco; it would cheapen the use of articles which are of no necessity, 
while it would retain and continue the present high duties on every- 
thing the people wear and on every implement of husbandry where- 
with nearly ten million agriculturists prepare their fields and gather 
their harvests. The report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
shows that for the year ending June 30, 1887, the snm of $118,837,- 
301.06 was collected by his office, and all of it from distilled spirits, 
fermented liquors, and tobacco in its various forms, with the exception 
óf $977,724.73 arising from oleomargarine and two or three other minor 
sources. 

The Commissioner estimates that during the current fiscal year, end- 
ing June 30, 1888, there will be collected as internal revenue $120,000,- 
000. It will be remembered that the President estimates the surplus 
which will haveaccumulated in the Treasury by present rates of taxa- 
tion June 30, 1888, at the sum of $140,000,000, showing that even the 
total destruction of our whole internal-revenue system would not make 
a sufficient reduction to correct the evils by which we are confronted. 
Sir, I am fully aware that there are many and grave objections to in- 
ternal-revenue taxation, and I am also aware that many worthy and 
purine people are opposed to its existence, upon grounds far different, 

wever, from a desire to perpetuate for personal gain enormous and 
unjust taxes on the necessities of life. I appreciate the fact that for 
many years, and especially in certain States, the whole system, with all 
its peculiar forces, was used as a powerful instrument of partisan po- 
litical warfare, and was rendered odious to every fair-minded citizen. 
We are also often reminded that it is a war tax,and that in times of peace 
it should pass away. All these considerations and others have their 
weight; but while the taxes laid by a war tariff on almost every article 
which enters into the daily wants and necessities of every man, woman, 
and child in the United States have in reality not been reduced at all 
I subniit, in all candor, that the work of reduction and reform should 
be pursued mainly in that field, and the internal-revenue system left 
tostand yet awhile, subject to certain modifications which can be made 
perhaps with advantage. For instance, the tax collected on tobacco 
for the year ending June 30, 1887, amounted to $30,108,067.13, and 
of this collection the sum of $12,682,137.19, was derived from cigars, 
cigarettes, cheroots, and snuff. Ithas occurred to me that this tax 
of over twelve millions and a half shouldbe retained, and that the re- 
mainder of the assessment on tobacco, amounting to over seventeen 
millions, might be remitted, in the general adjustment, now impera- 
tively required. This, however, is a feature of detail, perhaps a feat- 
ure of compromise, which I need not dwell on now, but which may 
become my duty to act wpon hereafter. I am simply insisting at this 
time that the great bulk of abatement in the present totally unneces- 
sary, and, therefore, vicious taxation of the people, must take place in 
a careful and prudent revision of the tariff, and I shall leave to the fut- 
ure what may seem to be the best means and arrangements by which 
to attain that end. A 

As a choice between reducing internal-revenue or tariff taxation, I 
shall labor to cheapen woolens, linens, cotton fabrics, salt, lumber, coal, - 
iron, steel, and all the other great staple commodities, rather than such 
— as are indulged in from acquired habits or luxurious modes of 

iving. 

Sir, I need hardly assure the Senate that I do not at this advanced 
period offpolitical economy announce these views because of any charm 
of novelty ornewinvention. They are old and axiomatic; they contain 
self-evident and necessary truths, and no process of reasoning or dem- 
onstration can make them plainer, and yet because the President has 
maintained them in his late message he is assailed as if he had made a 
violent departure from every sound principle of government. In the 
following clear, terse sentence taken from the message is to be found 
the very marrow of the question now before us: 


The taxation of luxuries presents no features of hardship; but the necessaries 
of life and consumed by all the people, the duty upon which adds to the 
cost of living in every home, should be greatly cheapened. 


What higher, broader, stronger, platform than this is required for a 
victorious campaign of the year now just opened? In hoc signo vinces. 
The Democratic party will inscribe this great sentence on its colors, 
and challenge its adversaries to the arbitrament of the ballot. The re- 
sult will not be doubtful. 

But let us examine somewhat further as to the methods su; 
and the spirit manifested by the Executive in his very able and pa- 
triotic message. Falsely and foolishly stigmatized as a free-trade docu- 
ment, we find in it, speaking of the tariff, the following explicit avowal: 


It must be extensively continued as the source of the Government's income; 
and in a readjustment of our tariff the interests of American labor engaged in 
manufacture should be carefully considered, as well as the preservation of our 
ufacturers. It may be called protection, or by any other name, but relief 
from the hardships and dan of our present tariff laws should be devised 
especial precaution ean ty imperiling the existence of our manufacturing 
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Is it in wise, conservative statements like these, guarding the inter- 
ests of American manufacturers on one hand, while seeking to relieve 
the people on the other, that the doctrines of free trade are so plenti- 
fully found? Or is the mythical monster, free trade, discovered lurk 
ing in the following splendid paragraph, enunciated by the President in 
a tone worthy the best statesmanship in the history of the Republic: 

Our popa toward a wise conclusion will not be improved by dwelling 
upon the ries of protection and free trade. This savors too much of bandy- 
ing epithets. It is a condition which confronts us—not a theory. Relief from 
this condition may involve a slight reduction of the advan which we 
award our home productions, but the entire withdrawal of such advantages 
should not be contemplated. The question of free trade is absolutely irrele- 
vant; and the pers’stent claim made in certain quarters, that all efforts to relieve 
the people from unjust and unnecessary taxation are schemes of so-called free- 
traders, is mischievous and far removed from any consideration for the public 


eiis simple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to 
the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Government, and te 
restore to the business of the country the money which we hold inthe Treasury 
through the perversion of governmental powers. These things can and should 
be done with safety to our industries, without danger to the opportunity for 
remunerative labor which our workingmen need,and with benefit to them and 
all our people, by cheapening their means of subsistence and increasing the 
measure of their comforts. 

Sir, does it not seem that those who cavil with Mr. Cleveland and de- 
nounce his views on tariff taxation are such as have predetermined a 
quarrel and would not approve the Declaration of American Independ- 
ence if it came from his hand? Such political leaders may have their 
uses, but in the present instance it requires no gift of prophecy to fore- 
see that as blind leaders of the blind they and their followers will roll 
in the ditch of defeat together. 

But a persistent and violent effort is also being made by those who 
manage and lead the opposition to the present Administration to con- 
vince the public mind that the President is unfriendly to labor inter- 
ests and labor organizations, and that the reduction of taxes which he 
so powerfully enforces would prove hurtful to the workingmen and 
workingwomen of the country,and especially to wage-laborers employed 
in our manufacturing industries. I might here pause to ask the mean- 
ing of the present condition of the wage-workers in many of the most 
extensive manufacturing regions; why, under the present high tariff, 
they are engaged in constant strikes and severe struggles with their em- 
ployers for more pay, if it is true that the employer always pays his 
hired labor in proportion to the rate of duty levied to protect his man- 
ufactured products, 

I will go far to protect the American laborer in every respect and to 
comfort his daily life with generous laws. My heart is full of appre- 
ciative sympathy for him and his household as they gather around their 
troubled fireside, often in penury, sometimes in actual want, and never 
in ease or affluence, but I have never yet conceived it a remedy for his 
privations and anxieties to increase the tax on his blankets and bed- 
clothing, or on his salt and meager tableware, while his employer, for 
whose profit such taxes are paid, is left wholly free to fix his wages, re- 
duce them to the starvation point, or deprive him of work altogether. 
If the laborer is compelled to pay taxes on Ml he and his family con- 
sume for the benefit of his powerful employer, it would seem but just 
that the employer should also be compelled to give work to the laborer 
at wages sufficient to support in comfort him, his wife, and his chil- 


The President expresses his solicitude for the welfare of the American 
laborer and points out the vigilant care his interests should receive in 
the treatment of the tariff in the following terms: 


It isalso said that the increase in the price of domestic manufactures resulting 
from the present tariff is necessary in order that higher wages may be paid to 
our workingmen employed in manufactures than are paid for what is ed the 
pee labor of Europe. All will acknowledge the force ofan argument which 

nyolves the welfare and liberal compensation of our ampunan, 3 people. Our la- 
bor is honorable in the eyes of every American citizen; and as it lies at the 
foundation of our development and progress, it is entitled, without affectation 
or hypocrisy, to the utmost regard. The standard of our laborers’ life should 
not be measured by that of any other country less favored, and they are entitled 
to their full share of all our advantages, K : i 


But the reduction of taxation demanded should be so measured as not to ne- 
justify either the loss of employment by the workingman nor the 
is wages; and the profits still remaining to the manufacturer, 
ecessary readjustment, should furnish no excuse for the sacrifice of the 
interests of his employés either in their opportunity to work or in the diminu- 
tion of their compensation. Nor can worker in manufactures fail to un- 
derstand that while a high tariff is claimed to be necessary to allow the pay- 
ment of remunerative Wagee, it certainly results in a very large increase in the 
price of nearly all sorts of manufactures, which, in almost countless forms, he 
needs for the use of himself and his family. He receives at the desk of his em- 
ployer his w: and perhaps before he reaches his home, is obliged, in a pur- 
chase for family use of an article which embraces his own labor, to return in 
the payment of the increase in price which the tariff permits, the hard-earned 
compensation of many days of toil. 

Sir, I have thus particularly, and in detail, dwelt upon the message 
of the President, and submitted his views on disputed points as stated 
by himself, in order to present a complete refutation, in a condensed 
form, of the reckless and sometimes malicious misrepresentations with 
which his positions have already been assailed, and which are certain 
to continue at least ten months longer. In my judgment, however, 
the American people will have but small difficulty, as soon as the pres- 
ent improvised commotion has subsided, in determining that his prem- 
ises, his arguments, and his conclusions are alike impregnable, and 
alike defy assault. In fact, it was suggested to me a few days ago by 


a keen and able observer of men and affairs that those most conspicu- 
ous at this time in seeking to make a political issue on this subject 
against the President had failed to convince themselves, but were simply 
playing a compulsory masquerading, as it were, in theatrical cos- 
tumes, under the sore and humiliating stress of a partisan political 


necessity. 

It would indeed seem strange that intelligent and cultivated thinkers 
could candidly conclude, under all the circumstances of trade, labor, 
and general business in this country at the present time, that a dead 
surplus piled mountain high in the Treasury is a blessing, and that 
taxes on the common wants and necessities of life should not be dimin- 
ished, even onh it be done without the slightest injustice to the 
manufacturer and with as much protection as possible to eases 
labor. It is not for me to impugn the sincerity of our adversaries, but 
when ienced Republican leaders assume an air of extreme confi- 
dence over such an issue as this; when clubs and caucuses and club con- 
ventions are called together in spasmodic haste, and proceed to inflate 
themselves with a sort of hysterical enthusiasm over the opportunity 
given them by the President to attack principles as old, as true, and as 
necessary to liberty as any embodied in our Declaration of Independ- 
ence, it would not, I think, be wonderful, in view of such conduct, if 
the plain, common-sense people of the country should regard such 
demonstrations as merely sound and fury, signifying nothing more than 
a noisy effort to sustain their political courage in the face of certain 
and overwhelming defeat. 

But there is another feature of controversy over the question of the 
tariff and its present condition which involves the responsibility of 
parties and to a certain extent of individuals for the delay which 
has occurred in legislative action. For the first ten years after the war 
closed the Republican party had complete control of every department 
of the Government, and for the next six years the Democratic party 
had a majority in the House of Representatives. During these sixteen 
years no concerted effort was made for a general revision of ‘the tariff. 
The expenses of the Government were very great, and whenever a sur- 
plus occurred in the Treasury after they were defrayed it was readily 
returned to circulation by the payment of bonds then falling due and 
payable. In this way the evils of surplus revenue arising from high 
taxation did not manifest themselves nor call for redress with the 
same imperative force they do now. It is true that tariff reform was 
from time to time urgently demanded by the agricultural and commer- 
cial interests of the country, and that tariff taxes were excessive; but 
the subject was not taken up for definite action until the Forty-seventh 
Congress convened. 

The Republican party had secured- majority in both branches of 
that Congress and also held the executive department. The bill 
brought forward by skillful Republican leaders, and which became a 
law on the 3d day of March, 1883, was designed to appease the popular 
demand for a revision of the war tariff, or asitis most generally known, 
the Morrill tariff, and at the same time to touch it as lightly and ten- 
derly as possible. As a member of the Finance Committee of this body 
I lent my efforts towards shaping that measure so as to reduce taxation 
and promote the best interests of the whole country; butit all the time 
appeared more a show than a substance, more a pretense of doing a 
thing than theactualaccomplishmentof it. Subsequent experience has 
demonstrated that the impressions under which I voted against this 
measure were correct. Instead of reducing our revenues from customs 
duties they have largely increased under its insidious operation. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, the revenues collected from 
that source were $192,905,023.44; for the succeeding year, ending June 
30, 1887, they were $217,286,893.13, an increase of $24,381,5t9.69, 
while for the present fiscal year, ending June 30, 1888, the duties on 
imports already actually received, and those estimated for by the Sec- 
retary of the , Will reach $228,000,000, being still another 
increase of $10,715,106.87, in tariff taxation. And alongside of this 
increase of tax tyranny and overplus oppression, a monopoly of the 
wealth of the country, in the hands of favored classes, has, with equal 
pace, also increased, while the condition of labor appears to be not only 
without protection, but to grow more and more insecure and deplorable 
every day. A so-called revision of the tariff, producing such results as 
these, was either a deliberate deception or a huge blunder, and not in 
any respect what was due to the interests and the expectations of the 
American people. 

In fact the authors themselves of the tariff act of March, 1883, seem 
to have had but little faith that it would long impose on the credulity 
of the country. Although the time of nearly an entire Congress had 
been taken in its consideration, and although its passage was at the time 
hailed for party purposes as a brilliant triumph of economic statesman- 
ship, yet in the brief space of only fifteen months, at Chicago, June 3, 
1884, in the national Republican convention, it was found necessary 
to put forth a new party promise, as follows: 

The Republican party pledges itself to correct the irregularities of the tariff, 
and to reduce the surplus, not by the vicious and indiscriminating process of 
horizontal reduction, but by such methods as will relieve the tax-payer without 
injuring the laborer or the great productive interests of the country, 

Here was a plain, clear admission, made three years and a half ago, 
that their work of little more than a year before had been poorly done, 
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and calied for correction; that it had not prevented the accumulation 
of asurplus, nor brought relief to the tax-payer, and this admission 
was accompanied by a solemn pledge that the Republican party would 
do its work over again, correct the irregularities it had committed, re- 
duce the surplus in the Treasury, and lift unnecessary burdens from 
oppressed labor. i repeat, that this distinct and positive pledge was 

ven to the country years and a half ago, and yet, never by one 
word, one vote, one step, or the lifting of its finger, has the Republican 
party, from that day to this, made a single attempt for its fulfillment. 
On the contrary, the leaders of that party have not only done nothing 
themselves to remedy their own confessed wrongdoing, but they have, 
with the whole weight of their organization, hindered the efforts of 
everybody else. 

If I am reminded at this point that a small minority of Democratic 
Representatives in the House, while waiting for the practical workings 
of the recently-enacted law of March, 1883, voted against further tariff 
legislation for the time being, my answer will not be an assault on them, 
their motives, or their party loyalty. Their action was taken accord- 
ing to their best enlightened sense of duty to those whom they repre- 
sented. With additional light, however, now on the subject in all its 
branches and details, those who hope that Democratic counsels will fail 
to reach a harmonious conclusion will be left to nurse their disappoint- 
ments before the present session of Congress adjourns. 

But what shall be said for a party which, fully realizing its sins and 
shortcomings, casts its whole force, under caucus discipline, against every 
movement of relief and reform which it confesses is necessary to the 
sper welfare? This was conspicuously true of the Republican party 

both the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses; and now in the 
Fiftieth Congress its boldest and ablest leaders ap terrified and 
enraged at being compelled to face the same great issue, which they 
pledged their readiness to meet in 1884, but which they have succeeded 

avoiding ever since. It will not do for them to prate about ‘the 
vicious and indiscriminating process of horizontal reduction.” The 
field has been open all the time for measures to be introduced by them- 
selves, and their consideration could have been at once secured, had 
such been the policy of the party. , 

Various State conventions of that party also have echoed from time 
to time the confession and the pledge ‘of reformation given in its na- 
tional assemblage at Chicago. I recall the fact that this was done in 
Indiana, and yet I know of no leader of the Republican party in Con- 
gress from that great and prolific State who has signalized himself in 
the slightest attempt to reform the abuses or even to disturb in the 
minutest particular the admitted irregularity and injustice of the 
tariff as it now stands. The same thing can be said of Iowa, Kansas, 
Illinois, and many other powerful Commonwealths of the West and 
Northwest; but with all their talent and eloquence on this floor and 
in the other branch of Congress no sound, not even a whisper, has ever 
been heard from them urging the fulfillment of the broken pledge of 
1884. And if now, after this long delay, the leaders of the Republican 
organization here in Congress and elsewhere assume the attitude of 
tariff reformers, such as they promised to become at Chicago, it will 
only be under compulsion, the compulsion of public opinion, invoked 
and aroused by the powerful statement and appeal of Mr. Cleveland in 
his message a month ago. 

They are chiefly incensed against the President because he has dis- 
turbed their policy of inaction, concealed, as they conceived it to be, by 
timely promises and pledges which were never intended to be kept. 
Their anger is kindled because their dilatory tactics, like a lawyer's 
for the benefit of his client based on affidavits for a continuance, and 

romises to go to trial at the next term of court, can avail them no 

onger. The President has served notice on them, and all concerned, 
that a further violation of these promises will not be condoned by the 
people who demand, and have a right to demand action, action by the 
present session of the present Congress. He calls them to their duty, 
and arraigns them in the following strong and patriotic language: 

The question thus imperatively presented for solution should be approached 
in a spirit higher than Dartisansnip and considered in the light of rd 
for patriotic duty which should characterize the action of those intrusted with the 
weal of a confiding people. But the obligation to declared party policy and prin- 
ciple is not wanting to urge prompt and effective action. Both of the t po- 
litical parties now represented in the Government have, by repeated and author- 
itative declarations, condemned the condition of our laws which permits the 
collection from the people of unnecessary revenue, and have, in the most solemn 
manner, promised its correction; and neither as citizens or partisans are our 
countrymen in a mood to condone the delibernte violation of these pledges. 

But while determining that for the future no useless surplus of the 
people’s money shall be gathered into the Treasury, and while devis- 
ing the best means to attain that end,the question constantly arises, 
and with great force, as to the proper disposition of the surplus already 
there, and which will be vastly increased before this unnatural current, 
now flowing so strongly in the wrong direction, can be stopped by legis- 
lation. The plain people have caught up this question and are asking 
at every opportunity what is to be done with the overplus of their 
money which remains after every authorized and legitimate expendi- 
ture has been made. It presents a puzzle to their minds as it does also 
to minds long engaged in the transaction of public affairs. 

The statesmen of Europe have looked with amazement at the report 
of the Secretary of the American Treasury as well as at the message 


of the Executive. In these great state papers they behold in cold, unde- 
niable figures the wonder and the marvel of nations. A government 
with every debt paid which is due, and which presents an option to 
the authorities to pay; a government meeting to the hour the interest 
on its bonds not yet payable, and in certain instances purchasing such 
bonds themselves at a premium for its sinking fund; also meeting with 
the same promptitude its magnificent pension pay-roll; liquidating every 
item of public expense and yet showing in its treasury an overplus at 
the end of the present fiscal year of $140,000,000, without disturbance 
or revolution on the part of its overtaxed citizens, is indeed a spectacle 
without a parallel in the history of the human race. 

Looking merely at its imposing surface it is well calculated, for the 
moment, to swell the American heart with pride at the inexhaustible 
resources of his country and the law-abiding patriotism of his country- 
men. But the dazzling and alluring picture will not bear scrutiny, 
nor be approved by sound principles nor sober after-thought. When 
the Earl of Cardigan, in his uniform of scarlet and gold, led the Light 
Brigade, ‘‘The noble six hundred,” down the North Valley at Bala- 
klava, charging the whole Russian army, and riding into ‘‘thejaws of 
death, into the gates of hell,” General Bosquet of the French forces, 
looking on from a distant height, exclaimed, ‘‘It is magnificent, but 
it is not war.” And so may thoughtful observers of the tremendous 
financial pore and. endurance of the American people exclaim, ‘‘Itis 
glorious, but it is not statesmanship.’’ It is glorious to the manhood 
and resources of the Republic, but in giving the orders, in shaping the 
policy, on which the American people have been thus strained, taxed, 
and bitterly tested, all the world now knows that a blunder, equiva- 
lent to a crime, has been committed, and stubbornly persisted in. But 
the question still recurs in its homely, practical way as to the disposal 
of the results of this blundering policy. 

Sir, I have observed with such care as Ihave been able the numerous 
suggestions which have been made for the use of the surplus revenue 
now on hand. It is far easier to point out the objects to which, in my 
judgment, it ought not to be applied, than it is, perhaps, to indicate 
where it should te I am not a disciple of a standing army, nor of a 
standing navy. I believe in the necessity of neither the one nor the 
other. Troopsshould be maintained on our frontiers in sufficient num- 
bers to prevent, as far as possible, the white man from taking the homes 
and everything else belonging to the Indians, and then in turn to pre- 
vent the Indians from indulging in retaliatory murders. To these 
should be added a few more to raise the flag at sunrise in our forts, 
and to fire the evening gun at sunset. As to actual preparations for 
war the American people have shown that they are always ready. 

A very earnest and very loud appeal, however, has for some time 
past been made from certain quarters for the construction of a power- 
ful navy. Our pride in great fleets and in mighty naval armaments, 
with which to parade and show before the nations of the earth, has 
been eloquently invoked on many occasions, and when that glowing 
theme has seemed insufficient to move the country we have been pas- 
sionately reminded of the perils of impending war unless we build 
and cover the seas with ships. What proportion of this argument, if 
it may be so called, is due to sincere conviction, and how much of it 
is due to the ship-yards, ship-builders, and thrifty contractors whose 
palms itch to handle the millions in the Treasury, it would be impos- 
sible to determine. It has failed, however, to convince me that a stand- 
ing navy is any more necessary than a standing army. The nations of 
the earth need no visible sign of our greatness in the shape of Ameri- 
can squadrons on their coasts, nor do they need any other reminder than 
American history that their own safety, far more than ours, requires 
them to pursue with us the arts of peace rather than the arts of war. 

It is now seventy-two years since the close of the only war this Gov- 
ernment ever had with a European power, excepting the war for its in- 
dependence; and in the strong and increasing light of a Christian civ- 
ilization, calling for the peaceful methods of arbitration instead of the 
sword, and especially owing to the grand isolation of our geographical 
position, and our freedom from contact with powerful neighbors, it is 
reasonable to believe that a hundred years more will come and go with- 
out the sound of a hostile gun aimed at the American flag in any of the 
four quarters of the globe. If, however, the emergency of war should 
ever rise, no comments from me are necessary, in the light of ourglorious 
military and naval history, to show the manner in which it would be 
met by the spontaneous patriotism, courage, energy, and inventive ge- 
nius of the entire country, in all its sections and in every State. 

With the exception, therefore, of five or six steel cruisers perhaps, to 
patrol the oceans and exchange official courtesies with foreign powers, 
the American people should not be required to spend their money at 
this time on maritime vessels. Nor would a glance at the history of 
the Navy since the close of the war encourage the attempt to build up 
a standing navy, unless an absolute assurance could be given, a bond 
executed by Fate itself, that such an administration of its affairs as 
marked many portions of that long period could never occur again. 
In his recent annual report the Secretary of the Navy very correctly 
says: 

It is often the subject of wonder what has become of the€70,000,000 spent upon 


war vessels since the close of the war, in view of the fact that there is now no 
navy. 
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Sir, I am tempted to submit what the Secretary styles a ‘‘bit of 
history,” as stated in his report, and which he aptly suggests ‘‘ will 
serve as an illustration’’ on this point. It reads as follows: 


rose ny gd vessels dropped from the Navy Register and sold during the past 
year is Tennessee. 

The account of the sale is stated elsewhere. 

The agony A of this vessel is quite interesting and most illustrative. She had 
ashort life, but asa consumer of money a brilliant one. Her hull was built 
and she was equipped in the New York navy-yard, Her machinery was de- 
signed and built under contract by the eminent engineer, Mr. John Ericsson, 
costing $700,000. Her total original cost was $1,856,075.81. Upon her trial trip, 
in January, 1867, she ran about 1,000 miles. She attained a speed of 16 knots 
and made a run of 15 knots per hour for four hours, She encountered a peril- 
ous storm, descri as a hurricane, which continued over twenty-four hours, 
The ship suffered considerably. The report of her commander says: 

“The engines moved off finciy and worked perfectly during all the storm 
* è * her machinery is as perfect as it n to be. It has undergone the 
severest test and not once found wanting. She is the fastest ship I have ever 
seen.” . 


The chief engineer says: 

“If the strength and workmanship of the machinery can not be depended 
upon, then no reliance is to be placed upon the performance of any steam ma- 
chinery with which I am acquainted.” 

Two years afterwards she underwent what was called “repairs,” and the sum 
of $576,799.61 was spent upon her; all but $73,000 of this was put on her hull and 
re irk poner It was the full price of a new wooden hull of her size at that time. 
‘This was from 1869 to 1871. She then made a cruise of three months and went 
into the hands of Mr. John Roach to enable him to take out the machinery and 
boilers of John Ericsson and substitute others of superior character. It was 
among other things ex ed to give the ship a 14}-knot speed for twenty-four 
hours. When she had her trial of this new machinery in 1875 her maximum 
speed was 10} knots, and she had had put upon her an espouse of $801,713.60 in 
addition to the value of her machineryand boilers taken in trade by Mr. Roach 
at $95,000. Thismachinery cost $700,000; had not been in actual service six 
months; had never been surveyed and condemned by a board of Government 
Officers, nor its value fixed by any Government board, but it was sold to Mr. 
Roach as old iron. 

That is to say, between 1869 and 1875 the Tennessee had had three months’ 
service and had cost in repairs and improvements $1,443,513.21. 

This was largely in excess of a fair price for a new erry i! her characteristics, 

Twelve years after (on April 4, 1837) she is condemned by the Statutory Board 
as unseaworthy and not worth repairing, and ordered sold, having had put upon 
her between 1875 and 1887 the additional sum of $577,716.17. She brought $34,525 
at the anction sale. She had cost the Government $3,900,000 in round numbers, 
and had done about ten years of active service, outside of repair shops and 
navy-yards, 

Sir, the views I have thus advanced on the subject of the Navy also 
express my position in regard to a general system of coast defenses, and 
the vast expenditures, and dangerousinfluencesthereinimplied. I turn 
to more natural, necessary, and practical methods for the use of our sur- 
plus revenues. A generous pension-roll with all arrearages paid; lib- 
eral appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors, the great 
waterways for cheap transportation, and the only successful competi- 
tors of the railroads; the construction of public buildings wherever 
needed for the public service; all these objects are laudable, and should 
be attained, but they will fall far short of restoring our immense sur- 
plus to circulation, and of affording the relief needed. 

As a further remedy, and indeed the greatest and most potent, the 
American people will be best pleased to see their public debt diminished, 
and if the authority to purchase bonds not yet due is not to be found 
in existing law, let Congress promptly supply the defect. I notice with 
great interest the suggestions made by the able and accomplished Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the use to be made of the surplus. He says: 

One use which can be made of this money is to diminish taxation to such an 
extent that the annual revenues will be less for some years to come than the 
appropriations; thus the accumulated surplus would be used for ordinary ex- 

ses and the people would gain the greatest possible good fromit. Doubtless 

y the time this money was spent in pursuance of this plan, the revenues would 
have soincreased as to be equal to properannualexpenses. Experience teaches 
that this would probably be the case. In the mean times portion of this money 
could lie in banks, where it would be available for the business of the country, 
and,as upon withdrawal from them it would be at once returned to the chan- 
nels of business through Government payments, no shock would be caused by 
such withdrawal. As this is the best use to make of this money, [adviseit. If, 
however, it is thought better to attempt to buy bonds with it, specific authority 
should be given to the Secretary of the Treasury to do so, 

With the greatest respect for the opinion of the Secretary, my judg- 
ment prefers the alternative he presents in the last sentence of this ex- 
tract rather than the more specific recommendation which precedes it. 
The people know their money is well applied when it is redeeming 
them from the clutches of debt. If bonds have to be purchased at a 
premium, equal, or oeae oe than equal, to the aceruing interest 
saved by their prepayment before due, still the country will hail its 
gradual emancipation, even at such a sacrifice. 

There is no bondage so cruel as the bondage of debt, and when our 

. last Government bond is paid, and the last vestige of our national 
debt is wiped out, there will be a jubilee year in this great land be- 
side whose glories all other jubilees and centennial years will grow 
pale and insignificant. With equal and exact justice to all our peo- 
ple, and with special privileges to none, and with rigid economy in 
every branch of the public service, that glad year will approach swiftly 
and surely. Sir, I have faith in its coming, because the administra- 
tion of the Government has at last been placed upon sound principles, 
carried out by honest, able hands, and the American people will see to 
it in their own way that!nojbackward step shall be taken forthe future. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 

Mr. SHER: . Before that is done, I ask that the message may 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator desire to speak on this question ? 

Mr. TELLER. A few words. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the request for action on the pending 
resolution. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I do not intend at this late hour to 
discuss either the tariff or the general financial question in which the 
country is interested. 

The Senator who has just taken his seat took occasion in very hand- 
some terms, to which I take no exception, to refer to some remarks I 
made the other day. I am under obligations to him for the magnifi- 
cent advertisement and eulogy that he rendered on the State I have the 
honor in part to represent. He will thereby increase the great num- . 
ber of friends he has in that State, and I certainly feel under personal 
obligations to him. 

I did remark the other day that the President of the United States 
had said we were confronted with a great emergency, and that, in my 
jadgment, a surplus of $55,000,000 was not an emergency which ought 
to frighten any administration, much lessthisone. I complained then, 
as Senators on the other side of the Chamber had complained, that the 
Administration had allowed formonths the money toaccumulate in the 
Treasury without paying bonded debts that were due and drawing in- 
terest. 

I learn from an official source which can not be questioned that when 
the first call was made by this Administration for the redemption of 
bonds in payment of the public debt, which had been due and were due 
when this Administration came into power, the surplus had accumu- 
lated in the Treasury to the extent of $83,236,898.73. Over $83,000,- 
000 had accumulated before this Administration saw fit to callin a sin- 
gle dollar of the indebtedness then due. 

I find a statement here, derived from the published reports of this 
Administration, that in August, 1885, long before any bonds were called, 
there were in the Treasury, exclusive of subsidiary coin or unavailable 
assets, $49,716,000, which could have been applied. The next month 
the amount was $63,903,106, or nearly $64,000,000; and that was not 
considered a startling thing. No money was paid out; no bonds were 
called; no pretense was made that the business of the country was 
being disturbed, or that it was likely to be disturbed. 

I find that in October, 1885, there were $66,818,292 in the Treasury. 
I find that in November, 1885, there were $61,930,595, and the last of 
December, 1885, before a bond had been called, there were $71,018,872, 
or nearly $16,000,000 more than the amount of surplus in the Treasury 
when the President of the United States sent his startling message to 
this and the other House. 

As I have said, when this Administration made the first call for bonds 
there was a surplus of $83,236,898.73 in the Treasury. It was said 
here the other day that on several occasions before they made the call 
there had been a much greater surplus in the Treasury than there was 
when this message came to the Senate. I stated then that it was not 
the amount of money which brought this message; it was not because 
the Administration were frightened at the surplus and the accumula- 
tions; for they knew that there was a method by which they could re- 
duce the surplus, and they had exercised that method to the extent of 
$27,000,000, if the Treasurer is correctly reported in the message of the 
President of the United States. 

I know it was said on the other side of the Chamber that there was 
some question whether the surplus could be paid out; but I submit 
that when an administration have availed themselves of a law to the 
extent of paying $27,000,000 of the public money at the demand of 
Wall street—for there is where the demand came from, and but for 
that demand I do not suppose it would have been paid—they might 
pay out the $55,000,000 that they have, in the interest of the suffer- 
ing multitude, if the whole people are suffering as itis now stated they 


are. 

The President speaks of the condition which confronts us. What is 
thecondition? That there is too much money in the Treasury; thatit 
is coming in; and that there is no method by which it can be paid ont. 
Sir, the President knew that when the next appropriation bills come in 
they must reduce the apparent surplus very largely. The President 
knew that the deficiency of last year and the deficiency of this year 
must come in. He knew that there must be a river and harbor bill of 
some amount; and he knew, what was a foregone conclusion, that the 
bill which is now before the Senate to be acted upon would take at 
least $7,000,000 out of the Treasury for the coming year. He speaks 
of $140,000,000, which he says may come into the Treasury, although 
it is quite possible that amount may not come; but he ought to know 
that if it does come, there are $48,000,000, or nearly that amount, to be 
paid out for the sinking fund. So he was just within a little of the 
amount they had in the Treasury before they saw fit to call a single 
bond. They had $83,000,000 before they called any bonds, and then 
did not call them until they were arraigned by the Democratic side of 
this body in a-speech which has had no equal in any arraignment of the 
present Administration from thisside. Words were uttered from that 
side of the Chamber, with reference to the conduct of Democratic offi- 
cials, which have never been equaled in severity on this side of the 
Chamber. It was then, and then only, that they yielded to what they 
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knew was the sentiment of the legislative body and the sentiment of 
the a all over the country, and called for bonds which had been 
due and drawing interest eleven months before they made the call, 
with sufficient money in the Treasury to have paid, if it had been prop- 
erly expended, I say, the entire debt within reach in six months after the 
Administration came in. 

Be that as it may, they can not deny that on several occasions during 
the season they had more surplus than they have now. They can not 
deny that they had $194,000,000 drawing interest atthe rate of nearly 
$6,000,000 a year, which they did not see fit to pay, but they added that 
to the public burdens which the people bear in paying off this great 
debt. And now we are told that with $55,000,000 of surplus, such is 
the condition that confronts us, thatit isalarming. Idenyit. Ideny 
that any man who has studied the finances of the country a day, and 
who understands the changes which may happen, can regard it as alarm- 
ing. While the revenue ran up this year $34,000,000 beyond expecta- 
tions, it was because $22,000,000 was paid into the Treasury as duties 
on excessive imports, brought about by the prosperity of the country. 
st any man who knows anything about the condition of the country 

ows. 

Next year may bring adversity and hard times, and then the $22,- 
000,000 will not be received. Then every man who knows anything 
about the subject knows that the $3,000,000 paid for public lands last 
year will not be paid when the pinching hand of adversity is upon the 

le. So I say it is not wisdom, it is not good business for us, with 
$230,000,000 due in four years, and with the interest on it to be paid 
every year, to go on now and reduce the revenues to the bare expenses 
of the Government. 

We have had two speeches on this subject from the other side of the 
Chamber, and neither of the gentlemen has proceeded, any more than 
the President did, to show how it is proposed to reduce the revenue. 
Is it to be $50,000,000? Is it to be $10,000,000? On what do you 
mean to-reduce it? 

We are met with glittering generalities that there is a burden on the 
people, and it isto be reduced. Idenyit. Hereis the great body that 
represents the people of the United States; the other Chamber repre- 
sents them more directly, and is charged with this very question, but it 
has not seen fit tomove init. Why? Because the people nowhere in this 
great country at any time have demanded that the taxes should be re- 
duced at the expense of the continuation of the publicdebt, as this policy 
means. The people everywhere, where they have been heard from on 
this agerian in conventions, in chambers of commerce, in legislative as- 
semblies, at. the polls, and everywhere, have said, “‘It is a fandamental 
doctrine of the American people, irrespective of politics, that the public 
debt shall be paid.” Two hundred and thirty million dollars is due 
four years from now. How do Senators who sustain the President pro- 
pose topayit? If they reducethe revenue now to current expenses, how 
is it tobe paid? Do they wish to be put with those who are in favor of 
arefundingofthedebt? Do they want tocontinue taxes upon the people 
to keep up the debt? They must do that or they must raise revenue 
beyond the current expenses so as to be sure and certain that when the 
debt comes due we shall have the money wherewith to pay it. 

I said on a former occasion that this was not an honest scare in the 
executive department. I said there was no fright there any more than 
there was here, nor any more than there is with the people; and I re- 
peat again, having proper respect for a co-ordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment, it was for the purpose of bringing the opinion of this body and 
the other, of the legislative department of the country, by misrepresen- 
tations and untruthful statements, to the opinion of the Executive that 
the country would be benefited by a reduction of the tariff; in other 
words, that the great industrial interests of this country should be dis- 
turbed, whether the judgment of the people willed it or not, for fear 
of an accumulation of large sums of money in the Treasury of the 
United States, at the expense and to the detriment of the general bus- 
iness of the country. 

There is nothing to-day, and there has not been anything at any time 
in the last year, that would justify such a message. Last year when 
the regular message came to Congress it dealt with another subject 
largely. Many pages were devoted to the question of silver, and a few 
pages were devoted to the questicns of civil-service and revenue reform. 
Then the silver question was the great emergency that confronted the 
executive department, asit had been the year before, when three-fourths 
of the whole country differed from the executive department on that 
silver question Now the emergency is because of $55,000,000 in the 
Seay, of which $27,000,000 is añ accident and uncertain in char- 
acter. 

A Senator asks me what was the cause of the emergency of last year. 
I have stated what was the emergency then, but no one in this body or 
elsewhere paid any attention to it. In the history of the world an ex- 
ecutive officer of so great a people never uttered anything that fell with 
so little weight upon a people as the utterances of the executive de- 
partment on that silver question. Nobody took fright; business in this 
country went on prospering and increasing. There was progress such 
as had not been heard of before. We coined far more silver this year 
than we had ever coined before, coining 34,000,000 silver dollars against 


24,000,000 the year before, and we have built 13,000 miles of railroad 
and we put into them $325,000,000. ; 

There is not anything in the history of this country like it. Nosuch 
number of miles of railroad have ever been built in any other year. 
More money has been expended for railroads, for manufactures, and for 
all other things that go to make people happy and comfortable; and yet 
we are told that this system which we have built up, which has made 
us great and prosperous as no other nation in the world has grown and 
prospered, is iniquitous, illogical, and wicked, and that if we do not 
immediately, at the behest of the executive department, destroy the 
system, disaster will come to the people. 

Do you think the people believe it? Does anybody believe it? Do 
they believe it at the executive department? If they do they are af- 
flicted to a degree never known in high circles before. I did ridicule 
it, and I did sneer at it perhaps, as was said by one great Democratic paper 
that I read. I thought it was beneath the dignity of the President of 
the United States to tell us that $55,000,000 in the Treasury was a threat, 
was a promise of disaster, when he had had $83,000,000 there, and when 
he had had $66,000,000 there, and when he had had $50,000,000 there 
at other times and never saw fit to pay out the money on the then paya- 
ble debt of the nation; and I stated that I believed, as I do now, that 
it was in the interest of an attempt to destroy the great industrial enter- 
prises of this country. 

I said the other day, and I repeat now, that in my judgment this is 
the great question, whether the American laborer shall have compen- 
sation for his labor or whether he shall not. Ido not myself regard 
it as a question of capital. Ido not regard it as a question whether 
the manufacturers are to be properly compensated for the money they 
have invested. I regard it as a question between us and the laboring 
men of this country, and they will solook upon it; and the appeal that 
the President made to the manufacturers that when their tariff was 
reduced, when their income was lessened, as he said it would be, they 
should be generous to their employés, shows that he understood that 
the effect of a reduction of the tariff duties would be to reduce the 
laboring people’s wagesin this country. 

I did not intend to discuss this question to-night, as I have said, be- 
cause I propose on some occasion hereafter to discuss it at length. I 
simply wanted to say to Senators who think they can escape this ques- 
tion by saying it is a question of capital, and who think they can escape 
it by high-sounding words, by talking about Meinema Se the people 
taxes, by talking abont the robbery of the people, t they are mis- 
taken; they will not deceive anybody by such talk. The American 
people know that their prosperity is in a great degree the result of the 
productions of this continent that have given them varied industries 
and a multitude of employment fitted to the capacity of different classes, 
with different intelligences and different interests. 

When a question came before the Senate some years since about ex- 
cluding from this country a class of people who competed with our la- 
borers, who came here without homes, without property, without fam- 
ilies, and who contributed nothiig to church, who contributed nothing 
to state, who contributed nothing to schools, who contributed nothing 
to the body-politic, but who lived on wages that the American laborer 
could not—when we said we will exclude them, the other side of the 
Chamber pretty generally voted for their exclusion upon the theory 
that they would not bring the American laborer in competition with 
the Asiatic laborer, on American soil, where he must wear to some ex- 
tent American clothes, where he must eat American food; but now they 
would give him the opportunity in China to manufacture there and 
send the manufactured article over here. 

I have been told by a Senator on the floor since this discussion com- 
menced to-day that goods can be brought from China and landed on 
our coast for $10 a ton with a great profit to those who transport them, 
and it is proposed by this system of reduction of the tariff to allow the 
450,000,000 Chinamen living upon wages thatthe poorest American in 
this country would starve upon, to compete with the American labor- 
ers in everything that they can manufacture, andthey can mannfact- 
ure everything that the cunning of man’s brain or the skill of his hand 
ean manufacture; and they are to be brought not to our doors, not 
where they would eat our grain and pork, but where they shall con- 
sume only the productions of their own country, and yet shall com- 
pete with ours. 

I do not believe that such a measure will be a very practicable one 
in this body. I doubt very much whether a Democratic House will 
favor it, even at the risk of some disfavor at the White House; butifa 
Democratic House can be found that dares face the American laborer 
and open the ports of this country to the labor of the world to compete 
with American manufactures and American labor, I rely on this body 
tointerposeacheck. Neither do I believe that the peopleof this country 
are so ignorant and so unlearned that they do not know that if 2,000,- 
000 of men who are engaged in manufactures receive a living from that 
work, all other classes of American citizens receive likewise benefit in 
a proportionate degree. They will not be satisfied that there is danger 
with, $55,000,000 in the Treasury. 

I only rose to put in the RECORD the proof, figures and facts that can 
not te gainsaid, that when the Administration announced that the 
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$55,000,000 is a threat to the interests of the country, its own history 
shows that the announcement was unwarranted by its own history and 
entirely uncalled for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Senate 
resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 
* 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools. 

Mr. CULLOM. There ought to be a brief executive session this 
evening, and I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before that motion is put I should like to say that I 
shall press the consideration of the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the motion withdrawn? 

Mr. CULLOM. Only to allow a statement to be made. . 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not propose to go on to-night, but I think the 
Senate will bear me witness that I have been giving way and giving 
way from before the holidays and since, and I am justified in asking 
that the consideration of the unfinished business shall be proceeded 
with to-morrow. I would suggest farther that action be taken on 
the pending resolution to-night, as the Senator from Ohio suggested a 
few moments ago. 

Mr, CULLOM. I think my motion is pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ilinois moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 30’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 5, 1888. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 4th dayof January, 1838. 
INTERSTATE-COMMERCE COMMISSIONERS, 


Walter L. Bragg, of Alabama, who was commissioned during the re- 
cess of the Senate, to be an Interstate-Commerce Commissioner (for the 
term ending December 31, 1888), to fill an original vacancy. 

Thomas M. Cooley, of Michigan, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be an Interstate-Commerce Commissioner (for 
the term ending December 31, 1892), to fill an original vacancy. 

William R. Morrison, of Illinois, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be an Interstate-Commerce Commissioner (for 
the term ending December 31, 1891), to fill an original vacancy. 

Augustus Schoonmaker, of New York, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be an Interstate-Commerce Commissioner 
(for the term ending December 31, 1890), to fill an original vacancy. 

Aldace F. Walker, of Vermont, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be an Interstate-Commerce Commissioner (for the 
term ending December 31, 1889), to fill an original vacancy. 


GOVERNOR OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 
Eugene Semple, of Vancouver, Wash., who was commissioned during 


the recess of the Senate, to be governor of Washington Territory, vice 
Watson C. Squire, removed. 
COMMISSIONER FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA. 

James Sheakley, of Greenville, Pa., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be a commissioner in and for the district 
of Alaska, to reside at Wrangel, vice George P. Ihrie, resigned. 

SECRETARY OF UTAH TERRITORY. 

William C. Hall, of Salt Lake City, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be secretary of Utah Territory, vice Arthur 
L. Thomas, resigned. 

SECRETARY OF WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Samuel D. Shannon, of Cheyenne, Wyo., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be secretary of Wyoming Territory, 
vice Elliott 8. N. Morgan, removed. 

PENSION AGENTS. 

William H. Barclay, of Pittsburgh, Pa., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Pittsburgh, Pa., vice 
Russell Errett, term expired. 

Daniel A. Carpenter, of Knoxville, Tenn., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Knoxville, Tenn., 
vice Robert L. Taylor, resigned, Joseph H. Wagner having failed of 
confirmation at the last session of the Senate. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. 

Thomas D. Marcum, of Catlettsburgh, Ky., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be an Indian inspector, vice George R. 
Pearsons, resigned. 

COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. : 

Fenton J. Hall, of Burlington, Iowa, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be Commissioner of Patents, vice Martin 
V. Montgomery, resigned. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF NEVADA, 


Charles W. Irish, of Iowa City, Iowa, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Nevada, vice Chris- 
topher C. Downing, removed. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Gould B. Blakely, of Sidney, Nebr., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Sidney, 
Nebr., to fill an original vacancy. 

Benjamin F. Burch, of Independence, Oregon, who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 

n City, Oregon, vice John G. Pillsbury, term expired. 
fred B. Charde, of Oakland, Nebr., who was commissioned during _ 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Niobrara, 
Nebr., vice Sanford Parker, term expired. 

John T. G. Crawford, of Fort Ogden, Fla., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at- 
Gainesville, Fla., vice Zachary T. Crawford, deceased. 

Albert W. Crites, of Plattsmouth, Nebr., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Chadron, 
Nebr., to fill an original vacancy. 

Frank S. De Mers, of Fisher, Minn., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Fargo, Dak., . 
vice Edward C. Gearey, term expired. 

E. Nelson Fitch, of Ludington, Mich., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Reed City, 
Mich., vice William H. C. Mitchell, term expired. 

Charles M. Foree, of Shelbyville, Ky., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Lewiston, 
Idaho, vce Arthur J. Shaw, resigned. 

Alexis E. Lemee, of Natchitoches, La., who was recommissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Natch- 
itoches, La., from March 3, 1887, when his former term of office expired. 

Charles P. Maginnis, of Morris, Minn., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Duluth, 
Minn., vice Emanuel G. Swanstrom, resigned. 

George W. Parks, of Salt Lake City, Utah, who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Salt 
Lake City, Utah, vice Hugh C. Wallace, resigned. 

Isaac Hilliard Polk, of California, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Los Angeles, 
Cal., vice John W. Haverstick, einer ; 

Harvey E. Shields, of Terre Haute, Ind., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Olympia, Wash., vice James R. Hayden, removed. 

Thomas W. Slusher, of The Dalles, Oregon, who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at The 
Dalles, Oregon, vice Caleb W. Thornbury, term expired. 

Charles O. Stockslager, of Galena, Kans., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to he receiver of public moneys at 
Hailey, Idaho, vice Julius 8. Waters, term expired. 

Joseph H. Swan, of Glenwood Springs, Colo., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Glen- 
wood Springs, Colo., vice James W. Ross, removed. 

John Treacy, of North Platte, Nebr., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver pote moneys at North 
Platte, Nebr., vice John D. Seaman, removi . 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 4, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, December 22, 1887, was 
read and approved. 
MEMBERS SWORN IN. 

Mr. DUNN, of Arkansas, and Mr. HAUGEN, of Wisconsin, having 
appeared at the bar of the House, were duly qualified according to law. 
THE HOUSE RESTAURANT. 

Mr. PAYSON submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
RULE —. 
The power of appointment, removal, and the regulation of all the privileges 


and duties of the keeper of the House restaurant, and al) details connected 
therewith, is hereby vested in the Speaker of the House. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, indefinitely. 

To Mr. HAYDEN, by reason of a death in his family. 

To Mr. GALLINGER, until Monday, the 9th, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. DocKERY, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. KERR, by reason of sickness, 

To Mr. BARNES. 


1888. 


INTRODUCTION AND REFERENCE OF BILLS. 


Mr. MILLS. I am informed that the Chair is not ready to announce 
the standing committees of the House to-day, but will most likely do 
so to-morrow. I ask, therefore, unanimous consent that the States and 
Territories be called for the introduction of bills which can be presented 
to-day and can be prepared for reference to the committees by the 
clerks by the time the committees are announced. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under this call only pub- 
lic bills and joint and concurrent resolutions of a public nature are in 
order. Resolations for the establishment of post-roads, for the im- 
provements of rivers, and all private bills go into the petition-box for 
reference. 

_Mr, HERBERT. DoI understand that a bill for the improvement 
of a river goes into the petition-box ? 

The SPEAKER. That has been the rule since 1879. The new rule 
of the House provides that all private bills shall be introduced in the 
same Way. 

VACATION OF PATENTS. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 1171) to provide a mode of 
vacating patents in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURT COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1172) to regulate the 
jurisdietion of cirenit court commissioners; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1173) to provide for 
the judicial ascertainment of claims against the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1174) relating to com- 
pensation and duties of United States attorneys; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee-on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 1175) to provide for the 
reduction of duties in certain cases; which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COURTS OF APPEAL. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1176) to establish 
courts of appeal, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LINE OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1177) to define the 
line of the Army and to increase its efficiency; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1178) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, 
and to provide for the payment of certain judgments for quartermas- 
ter’sstores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the United 
States;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitteeon the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INVESTIGATION OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1179) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Ex- 
ecutive Departments in the investigation of claims against the Govern- 
ment;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1180) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
States;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

PROOF OF LOYALTY. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1181) to dispense with 
proof of loyalty in certain cases; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVORS OF THE INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1182) granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars from 1835 to 1842, who have 
attained the age of seventy years; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID’S ISLAND. 
Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1183) to acquire a dock 
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and landing opposite David’s Island; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ROCK CREEK, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1184) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across Rock Creek on the Woodley Lane road, 
in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAYID’s ISLAND. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1185) to acquire a 
dock and landing opposite David’s Island; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

> FREEDMAN’S BANK. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1186) directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain the amount still due and unpaid 
to depositors in the Freedman’s Bank; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SIGNAL STATIONS ON WEST INDIA ISLANDS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1187) to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of War to establish signal stations on the West In- 
dia Islands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1188) to aid in the tem- 
porary support of common schools; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committte on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

. TAX UPON COTTON. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1189) to provide for re- 
funding to the several States certain sums of money which were col- 
lected from persons residing in said States as a tax upon cotton; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RECORDS OF WAR OF THE REBELLION. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1190) to provide for the 
printing of additional copies of the Records of the War of the Rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON TOBACCO AND SPIRITS. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1191) to remove the tax 
from tobacco and from spirits made from fruits in certain cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways | 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1192) to extend the 
jurisdiction of the Light-House Board; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1193) to adjust the 
claims of the States against the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SCHOOL FUND OF ALABAMA, 

Mr, WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1194) to increase the 
school fund of the State of Alabama; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 


ENTRY OF LANDS BY FEMALES, 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1195) to authorize fe- 
males to enter lands under the homestead law; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered tobe printed. 

X REGULATING THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1196) to regulate the 
administration of the Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


PUBLIC LANDS FOR SCHOOL SITE, FRANKLIN COUNTY, ALABAMA. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1197) for donatin 
public land for school site in Franklin County, Alabama; which wasr 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD FOR SENATORS AND MEMBERS, 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1198) to authorize Sen- 
ators and Representatives to have each twelve numbers of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, with the index, bound in paper covers, and for 
other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
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JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R, 1199) to define and regulate 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CHEAPER TELEGRAPHIC CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1200) to secure cheaper 
telegraphic correspondence; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARGES ON ST. LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD. 


Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1201) toregulate the charges 
for freight and passengers on the St. Louis afi San Francisco Railroad 
through the Indian Territory; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARGES ON MISSOURI, KANSAS AND TEXAS RAILROAD. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1202) to regulate charges 
for transportation of freight and passengers upon the Missouri, Kansas 
and Texas Railroad in the Indian Territory; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. . 

RIGHT OF WAY, FORT SMITH AND EL PASO RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1203) to grant to the 
Fort Smith and El Paso Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JURISDICTION IN CERTAIN UNITED STATES CIVIL CASES, 
Mr. ROGERSalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1204) conferring civil juris- 
“diction in certain cases arising in the Indian Territory on the United 
States courts which now or may hereafter exercise criminal jurisdiction 
over said Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
JURISDICTION IN CERTAIN UNITED STATES CRIMINAL CASES. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1205) conferring jurisdic- 
tion on the United States courts over the Indian country in certain 
criminal cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION IN CIVIL CASES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1206) conferring jurisdic- 
tion in certain civil cases arising in the Indian Territory on the United 
States courts for the western district of Arkansas, the northern district 
of Texas, and the district of Kansas; which was read a first and second 
time, referrei to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAY OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1207) regulating the pay 
of the district judge of the United States for the western district cf 
Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CRIMINAL JURISDICTION IN CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1208) extending the crim- 
inal jurisdiction of the circuit and district courts to the Great Lakes 
and their connecting waters; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDING, HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a‘ bill (H. R. 1209) to provide for a 
building for the use of the post-office, the office of the superintendent 
of the Hot Springs Reservation, and other civil offices in the city of Hot 
Springs, Ark.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1210) regulating the pay 
of the district judges of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EXECUTORY CONTRACTS WITH INDIANS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1211) repealing an act of 
Congress declaring executory contracts with Indians null and void; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT RESERVATION, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1212) for the improve- 
ment of the Governmentreservation at Hot Springs, in Arkansas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

BOBBERY AND HORSE-STEALING, INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1213) to punish robbery 


and horse-stealing in the Indian Territory; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

DESTRUCTION OF BUILDINGS, HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

Mr. ROGERS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1214) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue certificates to certain per- 
sons who owned buildings on Hot Springs Reservation for the value 
thereof, which buildings had been condemned and afterwards burned; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 5209, REVISED STATUTES. 

-Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1215) to amend and re- 
enact section 5209 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MINING DEBRIS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. BIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of 
the mining débris question in the State of California; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committeeon Mines and Mining, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. c 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. 1217) providing for the termi- 
nation of certain treaty stipulations between the Government of the 
United States and the Empire of China, and to prohibit Chinese immi- 
gration into the United States; which wás read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DRAWBACK DUTY ON MANUFACTURED TIN. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1218) to amend section 
3020 of the Revised Statutes, referring todrawback duty on manufact- 
ured tin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- _ 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1219) to provide for ascer- 
taining and settling private land claims in certain States and Terri- 
tories; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RE-EXPORTATION OF IMPORTED BOTTLES, ETC. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1220) for the allowance 
of drawbacks on the re-exportation of imported bottles, corks, etc. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUNDING DUTIES ON IMPORTED SUGAR, 


Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1221) to refund to ex- 
porters of fruits duties paid on imported sugar; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF DUTY ON PLUMS, ETC. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1222) to increase the duty 
on plums, prunes, and raisins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF IMMIGRATION LAWS. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R, 1223) to amend the im- 
migration laws of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce,’ and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXTENSION OF LAND LAWS OVER ALASKA. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1224) to extend the gen- 
eral land and mining Jaws of the United States over the district of 
Alaska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF FOREST LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. 1225) for 
the protection of forest lands belonging to the United States and State 
of California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL, HUMBOLDT, CAL. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1226) 
making an appropriation for establishing the light and fog signal at 
Humboldt, Cal., upon a more secure site; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PROCEEDS OF PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1227) 
granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the 
cash sales of public lands in said State; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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FOG-SIGNAL, ETC., SAN DIEGO BAY, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. VANDEVER introduced a bill (H. R. 1228) making an appro- 
riation for establishing a light or lights and a fog-signal on or near Bal- 
ast Point, entrance to San Diego Bay, California; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
POINT LOMA LIGHT-HOUSE, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. VANDEVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1229) making an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of the Point Loma light-house, Cali- 
fornia, in a situation lower down the cliff; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. . 
PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN DIEGO, CAL. 

Mr. VANDEVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1230) to vacate a mili- 
tary reservation in the city of San Diego, and to provide for the erec- 
. tion of suitable buildings for post-office and revenue purposes; which 
was reada first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF HARBORS. 


Mr. VANDEVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1231) for the protec- 
tion of harbors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL SERVICE IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. VANDEVER alsosubmitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 

Whereas increasing complaints of inadequate allowances made for the = 

rtof the postal service, coming from all prominent offices in Southern Cali- 
fornia, indicate that the people of that section are suffering a serious public 
grievance t is retarding the business of the community and occasioning 
much loss and inconvenience to individuals, as well as scandal to the manage- 
ment of the Post-Office Department; and 

Whereas it is reasonable that the Government should, from an accumulating 
surplus in the public Treasury, provide speedy and effectual relief; and 

Whereas the citizens in important cities in that section, at Los Angeles, at 
San Diego, at San Luis Obispo, at San Bernardino, at Pasadena, at Riverside, 
and at other offices, have been compelled to supplement by private subscrip- 
tion the allowances made by the Post-Office ment for the postal service, 
and in some instances to pay the rent of buildings in which the post-offices are 
kept, to pay necessary clerk-hire not furnished by the Government, to pay gas 
and water bills of the post-oflice in order that the public might bave reasonable 
accommodation; and 

Whereas the postmasters at San Luis Obispo, and at other offices, in order to 
keep their offices running for the accommodation of the public, have expended 
a large part of the salaries allowed to them by law in the hire of clerks and in 
the payment of expenses which it belonged to the Government to pay, but which 
the poetams officials refused to allow ; and 

Whereas the revenues of the offices have been constantly increasing, furnish- 
ing the Government a large excess of receipts over expenditures; and 

Whereas long lines of persons may be seen at the delivery places of these offices 
at any hour of the day from morning until night, waiting their turn to receive 
mail matter; and 

Whereas the inadequate force employed in these offices entails fourteen, fifteen 
and sixteen hours per day of service on efficient and poorly-paid employés : and 

Whereas it is authentically stated that at the San Diego post-office, when a 
newly appointed postmaster recently took possession of the office, he founda 
great accumulation of unassorted mail matter, composed chiefly of newspapers 
and magazines, encumbering the office as so much rubbish, and having no force 
to assort and distribute the same, he caused it to be loaded into wagons and 
hauled to the dump in the bay, and that in this way four wagon-loads of mail 
matter, as above described, were disposed of: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Post-Office Committee be instructed to inquire into this 
matter at its earliest convenience, and to report, with as little delay as possibin, 
a measure of relief; and that to this end that committee be accorded the privi- 
lege of reporting at any time. ‘ 

COMMANDER HENRY GLASS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. McKENNA introduced a bill (H. R. 1232) to carry into effect 
the recommendation of the Board of Admirals,convened under the joint 
resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Commander Henry 
Glass, United States Navy; which was read a first and, second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS OF LABORERS, ETC. 

Mr. McKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1233) providing for 
the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics aris- 
ing under the eight-hour law; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed, 

MILITIA OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. McKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1234) to amend the 
laws governing the militia of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CASH SALES OF PUBLIC LANDS, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. MCKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1235) granting to the 
State of California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the cash sales of 
pous lands in said State; which was read a first and second time, re- 

erred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SWEET WINES. 


Mr. MCKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1236) to provide for 
the fortification of sweet wines free of tax, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


« 


UNITED STATES WAR STEAM-SHIP* HARTFORD. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 1237) providing for the re- 
pair of the United States war steam-ship Hartford; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMPOSITE STEAM-VESSELS FOR TRAINING SERVICE OF U. S. NAVY. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1238) for the construc- 
tion of three composite steam-vessels for the training service of the 
United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, SACRAMENTO AND SAN JOAQUIN RIVERS. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the juris- 
diction of the Light-House Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin 
Rivers, California; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CREDIT TO REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1240) to credit the rev- 
enue-cutter service for the transportation home by United States reve- 
nue vessels of shipwrecked seamen from the Arctic regions or from the 
Territory of Alaska; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TESTING CHAINS AND ANCHORS, ETC. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1241) to require the test- 
ing of chains and anchors, and for the better securing of life and prop- 
erty on shipboard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered tobe printed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO, 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1242) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase of a site for a building for 
a post-office, court-house, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal.,’’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1887; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to me Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MILITARY TELEGRAPH TO SOUTH FARALLONE ISLAND, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1243) for the construc- 
tion of a military telegraph line from San Francisco, Cal., to South 
Farallone Island, California; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.~ 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1244) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to establish and maintan a life-saving station and 
provide a life-saving crew at such point on the coast of California, be- 
tween the Ocean House, south of the entrance to the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco, and PointSan Pedro as the General Superintendent of the Life- 
Saving Service may recommend; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, POINT ST. GEORGE, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1245) making an appro- 
priation for continuing the construction of alight-house on Northwest 
Seal Rock, off Point St. George, California; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BUILDING FOR LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1246) making an ap- 
propriation for erecting a suitable building at Washington for the use 
of the Light-House Board, to contain its offices, its archives, its mu- 
seum, and its laboratory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ARMY BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1247) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a building suitable for 
Army purposes in San Francisco, Cal.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD BUILDING. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1248) to provide for 
the erection of a building for the Light-House Board at Washington, 
D. C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FOG-SIGNAL, ROE ISLAND, CALIFORNIA. ` 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1249) making an ap- 
propriation for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on Roe Island, 
Suisun Bay, California; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARY OF JUDGES OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1250) fixing the salaries 
of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per 
annum, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, - 
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AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1251) to amend section 
714 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CONSULATE AT AMOOR RIVER. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 1252) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to abolish the consulate at Amoor River and estab- 
lish a consulate at Vladivostock, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 3, 1875; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON RAISINS, 

Mr. MORROW also submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of California, against a reduction of the duty on 
raisins; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

PORT HARFORD, CAL. 
~ Mr. MORROW also submitted a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of California, relating to the construction ofa breakwater at 
Port Harford, in the Bay of San Luis Obispo; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ‘ 
IMPROVEMENT OF HUMBOLDT HARBOR. 

Mr. MORROW also submitted a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of California, relative to the improvement of Humboldt 
Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

IMPROVEMENT OF EEL RIVER, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. MORROW also submitted a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of California, concerning the improvement of the bar at 
the mouth of Eel River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

SALE OF GOVERNMENT TIMBER. 

Mr. MORROW also submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of California, relative to the withdrawal of Govern- 
ment timber from sale; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

CHARLES M. BLAKE. $ 

Mr. MORROW also submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
Jature of the State of California, concerning the pay of Charles M. Blake, 
late a chaplain in the United States Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

MINERAL LANDS. ; 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 1253) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 2326 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, in regard to mineral lands, and for other purposes;’’ which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THRQUGH PUBLIC LANDS, 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1254) to grant the right of 
way through the public lands for irrigation purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN LANDS, COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1255) to enable the State 
of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions within Indian reservations; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
z PUBLIC PARK, COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1256) to establish a public 
park at Pagosa Springs, Colo.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICES, COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1257) to establish two ad- 
ditional land offices in the State of Colorado; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL INDEMNITY LANDS, COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1258) to allow the State of 
Colorado to select school indemnity lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ORDNANCE STORES, COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1259) to relieve the State 
of Colorado from charges on account of ordnance stotes furnished to the 
State and Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1260) to authorize the loca- 


a tion of abranch home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailorsin either 
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of the States of Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, or Colorado, or Dakota Ter- 
ritory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HOSPITAL, PONCHA SPRINGS, COLO. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1261) to establish an Army 
and Navy hospital at Poncha Springs, Colo. ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY, FORT CRAWFORD MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1262) to grant the right of 
way tothe Denverand Rio Grande Railroad through Fort Crawford mil- 
itary reservation; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. q 


LOCATION OF MINERAL LANDS. 
Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1263) toamend section 2330 


of the Revised Statutes; which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, PUEBLO, COLO, 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1264) for the erection of a 
public building at Pueblo, Colo. ; which was read a first And second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

2 SOUTHERN UTES, COLORADO, 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1265) to authorize the re- 
moval of the Southern Ute Indians from the State of Colorado to the 
Territory of Utah; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 

Mr. GRANGER introduced a bill (H. R. 1266) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a site, and the erection thereon of a suitable public building 
for the post-office, custom-house, internal-revenue offices, and other Gov- 
ernment officers at the city of Bridgeport, Conn.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


EXEMPTION FROM IMPORT DUTIES. 


Mr. FRENCH introduced a bill (H. R. 1267) exempting certain ar- 
ticles from import duties; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


OWNERS OF PRIVATE DIES. 

Mr. PENINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 1268) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the proper accounting officers to restate, 
settle, and pay tothe owners of certain private dies the balance of com- 
mission due them; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON DOG ISLAND, FLORIDA, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 1269) provid- 
ing for the establishment of a light-house on Dog Island, State of Flor- 
ida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TALLAHASSEE. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1270) 
making an appropriation for the erection of a publie building at Talla- 
hassee, Fla.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SEMINOLE INDIAN WAR. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1271) grant- 
ing land-warrants to soldiers and sailors in the United States servicein 
the Seminole Indian war of 1856, their widows and orphans; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


CLERK OF ELECTIONS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CRISP submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be allowed a clerk, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House until June 30, 1388, at the rate of $2,000 per 
annum, and thatthe Committee on Appropriations be, and hereby is, instructed 
to provide for an annual clerk to the Committee on Elections for the next fiscal 

ear in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, at the rate of 
i 000 per annum, 


SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS WITH RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 1272) to provide for thesettle- 
ment of accounts with certain railway companies; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

STERN’S UNITED STATES CALENDAR. 

Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 1273) for the adoption of 
Stern’s United States Calendar as evidence for in the courts and depart- 
ments of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


1888. 


COLUMBUS, GA., A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. GRIMES introduced a bill (H. R. 1274) to constitute Columbus, 
Ga., a p of delivery; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, GA. 

Mr. GRIMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1275) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Columbus, Ga., and appropriating 
money therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 1276) to enable the people 
of Dakota to form a constitution and State government, and to be ad- 

mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1277) to provide for 
the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, MARSHALS, ETC. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1278) relating to the 
compensation and duties of United States attorneys, marshals, and 
other court officials, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1279) relating to pri- 
vate claims or demands against the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1280) to establish a 
department of labor and to create a board for the arbitration of con- 
troversies between labor and capital; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE AND SPECIAL LAWS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 6) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit in certain cases the 
passage of private or special laws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the. Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THE MALL, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1281) to enlarge the 
eastern end of the Mall, to lay out an avenue through said Mall, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

TERMS OF TERRITORIAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1282) to amend section 
1858 of the Revised Statutes, relating to terms of Territorial officers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

CHAPLAIN OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Chaplain of the House be allowed to employ a during 
the sessions of this Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 
soa Bagi he be allowed the same stationery as is allowed to members of the 

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRIES AND PUBLIC WORKS, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 1283) to establish the 
department of industries and public works; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMERICAN ‘‘ZOLLVEREIN.”’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1284) to promote 
the establishment of free commercial intercourse among the nations or 
America and the Dominion of Canada by the creation of an American 
customs union, or ‘‘Zollverein;’? which was read a first and second 
time, eet to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
: TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1285) to organize 
the Territory of Oklahoma and consolidate certain Indian tribes under 
Territorial government, and the establishment of a court; also to allot 
lands in severalty among the Indians, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 7) 
propusing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in 
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relation to the election of President and Vice-President, providing for 

their election by a majority of the votes of the people and the abolition 

of the electoral college, and regulating the method of counting the 

votes by the two Houses of Congress; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-Presi- 

dent, and Representatives in Congress, and ordered to be printed. 
ELECTION OF SENATORS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 8) 
proposing an amefidment to the Constitution of the United States, pro- 
viding for the election of Senators by the votes of the people of the 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION IN PATENT CASES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1286) to limit the 
jurisdiction of United States courts in patent casesy and to protect per- 
sous who, without notice, are bona fide manufacturers, purchasers, vend- 
ers, and users of articles, machines, machinery, and other things, for 
the exclusive use, manufacture, or sale of which a patent has been or 
may hereafter be granted; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LANDS TO SOLDIERS OF THE LATE WAR. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1287) granting 
bounty lands to soldiers of the late war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO WIDOWS AND MINOR CHILDREN OF UNION SOLDIERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1288) granting 
pensions to all widows and minor children of soldiers receiving pensions 
at the time of their death, without requiring proof that they died from 
disability incurred in the military and naval service; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS IN CREEK, ETC., WARS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced abill (H. R. 1289) granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers anà sailors of the Creek, Florida, and Black Hawk 
wars, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULAR MEETINGS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. ADAMS introduced a bill (H. R. 1290) to fix the times for the 
regular meetings of Congress; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DANGEROUS ALIENS FROM THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. ADAMS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1291) to provide for the 
removal of dangerous aliens from the territory of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. i 

DEPOSIT OF BONDS BY NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. ADAMS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1292) in regard to the de- 
posit of bonds by national banks as security for their circulating notes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

DEARBORN PARK, CHICAGO, ILL. 

Mr. ADAMS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1293) to modify and amend 
the provisions of the act dedicating to public uses the tract of land known 
as ‘‘ Dearborn Park,” in the city of Chicago, State of Illinois; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. ADAMS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1294) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to extend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office 
Department, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
order to be printed. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 

were delivered to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
APPROACHES TO MARINE HOSPITAL, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. ADAMS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1295) providing for ap- 
proaches to the marine hospital at Chicago; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 1296) to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee onthe Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COURTS OF APPEALS, 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1297) to establish a court of 
appeals; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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PRESIDENTIAL VETO OF ITEMS IN APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 9) toamend 
the Constitution of the United States to permit the President to veto 
items in a general appropriation bill; which was read a first and second 
time reire to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
prin 
COMMISSION TO TEST STEEL, IRON, AND OTHER BUILDING MATERIAL. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1298) for the appointment 
of a commission of experts for the testing of steel, iron, and other 
building material; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS FOR HONORABLY DISCHARGED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1299) granting lands to 
the honorably discharged soldiers of the Union Army in the war of the 
rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF TIMBER-LAND ACT. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1300) to repeal the tim- 
ber-land act of June 3, 1878; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF PRE-EMPTION LAWS, ETC. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1301) to repeal all Jaws 
providing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing en- 
tries for timber-culture, the laws authorizing the sale of desert lands, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1302) forfeiting certain 
lands granted to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, of California, 
by section 18 of the act of Congress approved January 27, 1866; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1303) to declare a forfeiture 
of certain lands granted to aid in the construction of the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1304) to declare a for- 
feiture of certain lands granted in aid of certain railroads named; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1305) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to the Stateof Michigan to aid in the construction 
of arailroad from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin State, line, etc. ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1306) to declare forfeited 
ə grant of land in aid of the Girard and Mobile Railroad, in Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also‘introduced a bill (H. R. 1307) to forfeit the lands 
granted to the State of Florida, to aid in the construction of certain 
railroads, etc.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1308) to declare forfeited 
_ certain lands granted to the State of Mississippi, to aid in the con- 

struction of railroads, etc.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1309) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to aid in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY TO UNITED STATES RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1310) granting the right 
of way through the public lands of the United States to the United 
States Railway Company from a point on the Canadian boundary to a 
point on the Mexican boundary, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF CITIZEN WAGON-MASTERS. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 10) in relation 
to the payment of citizen wagon-masters in the United States service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF OPERATIONS OF LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 1311) extend- 
ing the operation of the Light-House Board over the Illinois River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT AT QUINCY, ILL. i 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1312) to 
provide for a term of court at Quincy, Ill.; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee pn the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
INVESTIGATION OF CERTAIN ‘‘TRUSTS.”’ 
Mr, MASON submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures: 


Whereas some of the necessaries of life, particularly coal and sugar, are placed 
at an unreasonable price, by what are known as “trusts; and 

Whereas such trusts or combinations are said to be taking advantage of our 
tariff laws, which are intended for protection to the laborer and manufacturer, 
and giving effect to such laws in direct opposition to the effect intended to be 


given by the same: Therefore, 
Beit resclved, That the Judiciary Committee of the House be directed to in- 


vestigate said charges and determine, first, what effect said “trusts” have upon 
the price of the necessaries of life, and whether the same are prejudicial to the 
interests of the people; and second, what steps, if any, are nee to secure 
the desired relief; and to report the same at as early a day as possible to the 
House, by bill or otherwise. : 


REFUND OF DIRECT TAX. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 1313) to pay 
the District of Columbia and certain States and Territories the direct 
tax paid by them, and appropriating the money therefor, and releasing 
other States and Territories from the payment of said tax; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Cominittee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOTTERIES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1314) to pro- 
hibit lotteries, lottery advertisements, and the sale of lottery tickets in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories, and matters connected 
therewith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R.1315) to pro- 
hibit the mailing of letters and circulars concerning lotteries, or news- 
papers and other periodical publications containing lottery advertise- 
ments, and prescribing a penalty therefor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 3 

WIDOWS AND MINOR CHILDREN OF DECEASED PENSIONERS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1316) grant- 
ing pensions to the widows and minor children of deceased pensioners 
in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION RATE FOR DEAFNESS INCURRED IN MILITARY SERVICE. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1317) fixing 
a pension rate for deafness incurred in the military service; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1318) re- 
pealing the limitation to the payment of arrears of pensions; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
11) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LAND. 

Mr. HOVEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1319) granting bounty land to 
officers and soldiers engaged in the military and naval service of the 
United States during the late rebellion of the so-called Confederate 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SERVICE PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOVEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1320) granting pensions 
for service in the Army and Navy of the United States during the war 
of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, EVANSVILLE, IND. 

Mr. HOVEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a 
marine hospital at Evansville, Ind.5 which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS OF LABORERS, ETC. 

Mr. GEST introduced a bill (H. R. 1322) providing for the adjust- 
ment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under 
the eight-hour law; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. GEST also introduced a bill (H. R. 1323) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to remove the charge of desertion from the rolls and records in 
the office of the Adjutant-General of the Army against certain soldiers,” 
approved May 15, 1886: which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEST also introduced a bill (H. R. 1324) to amend an act en- 
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titled “An act to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of desertion,” 

approved July 5, 1884; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, INDIANAPOLIS, 

Mr. BYNUM introduced a bill (H. R. 1325) providing for the pur- 
chase of additional ground in the city of Indianapolis, Ind., adjoining 
the post-office site, and for the improvement of the building thereon, 
and appropriating $125,000 therefor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR DEAFNESS. > 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1326) giving to honorably 
discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines of the rebellion increased pen- 
sions for the loss of hearing; which was read a first and second time, 
referredto the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAMAGES TO PATENTEES. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1327) limiting the dam- 
ages to be recorded by any patentee or assignee thereof in certain cases, 
and restricting the jurisdiction of courts therein; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed, 

REVISION OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1328) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to investigate the question of revising the 
panaia laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS DEPENDENT UPON CHARITY. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1329) for the relief of hon- 
orably discharged soldiers and sailors who are now disabled and de- 
pendent upon charity for a sustenance; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BEGINNING OF PENSIONS. - 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1330) to repeal all acts 
of limitation as to the beginning of pensions; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL PENSIONS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1331) granting additional 
pensions to a certain class of pensioners; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITY. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1332) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act amending the pension law so as to remove the dis- 
ability of those who, having participated in the rebellion, have since 
its termination enlisted in the Army of the United States, and become 
disabled,” approved March 3, 1877; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. s 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1333) to amend the pen- 
sion laws in relation to the payment of pensions; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL EXAMINATIONS IN PENSION CASES. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1334) relating to special 
examinations in pension cases; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. : ; 

PENSIONERS RESIDING IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 
Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1335) for the relief of 
pensioners residing in foreign countries, and for other purposes; which 
, was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1336) to equalize the 
bounties of all soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL SHIELDS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1337) for the erection of 
a monument to the memory of General James Shields; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYÉS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1338) to extend the leave 
of absence of the employés of the Government Printing Office to thirty 
days per annum; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT BROWN MILITARY RESERVATION, TEXAS. 


Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Whereas it appears by an act of March, 1885, the sum of $160,000 was appropri- 
ated to enable the Secretary of War to acquire a good and valid title for the 
United States to the Fort Brown reservation, Texas, and to pay and extinguish 
all claims for the use and are apie of said reservation, provided that no part 
of this sum should be paid until a complete title be v in the United States; 

Whereas it is alleged that disputes have arisen between the claimants as to 
their respective shares of this appropriation, and that the Secretary of War has 
not paid any part of said amount; ` 
Whereas by an act of Congress passed in 1875 the sum of $25,000 was appro- 
priated for the purchase of the pronase and payment of the said Fort Brown 
reservation ; and in the report of General Sherman as to the sufficiency of said 
nn it is alleged that the payment of $160,000 therefor would be a fraud on the 

overnment; 

Whereas it is alleged that it will appear from the documentary evidence in the 
War Department, the Quartermaster-General’ s Office, also the evidence of offi- 
cials now in Washington who have served at said post, likewise the testimony 
of other citizens which can be obtained, that the sum of $50,000 would be a large 
price to pay for said reservation, including rent for the use and occupation of 
the same: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be instructed to investigate 
the subject-matter herein named, with authority to send for persons and papers ; 
also to inquire into and report as to what necessity exists, if any, for a military 


post at said point, and the cost to the United States of said post since 1865. 

Resolved, That the Secret: of War be directed to withhold the ee mae of 
any pars of said sum of $160, for the ground and rents of said Fort Brown 
reservation. 


DISPOSAL OF AGRICULTURAL LANDS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1339) to limit the dis- 
posal of the public lands adapted to agriculture to actual settlers under 
the provisions of the homestead laws, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDITION OF THE INDIANS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1340) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission to inspect and report on the condition 
of the Indians, Indian affairs, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1341) to declare the 
forfeiture of certain public lands heretofore granted to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MADISON, IND. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1342) to provide for the 
erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
Government offices at the city of Madison, in the State of Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Ground8, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1343) in relation to 


claims against the United States; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC USE OF PATENTS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1344) to secure to the 
public the use of patented inventions; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PURITY OF THE BALLOT-BOX. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1346) to maintain the 
purity of the ballot-box, to prevent bribery and corruption in elections 
and appointments, and punish perjury for the violation of its provisions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

í CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1345) limiting the time 
for the presentation and payment of claims against the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 
Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 1347) to increase the efficiency 
of the line of the Army, and for other purposes; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES OF SOLDIERS, ETC. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1348) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers, sailors, and marines; which was read a first and 
second une, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1349) to amend section 2 
of an act making appropriations for the 
granted by act of Congress approved 


ment of arrears of pensions 
anuary 25, 1879, and for other 
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purposes, approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 1350) to provide for the or- 
ganization of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESERVATION OF PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1351) to consolidate and 
amend the public-land laws, and to preserve the public domain for 
homestead settlement; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1352) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to aid in the construction of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. ` 

PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1353) to farther amend 
the public-land laws, and for the preservation of natural forests on the 
public domain, the protection of the water supply, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFENSES AGAINST PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. It. 1354) to punish offenses 
against the public land-laws; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1355) to enlarge the 
postal facilities of the United States by the establishment of a postal 
telegraph; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1356) for the relief of 
the soldiers and sailors who served in the Army gnd Navy of the Uni- 
ted States in the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, and 
to restore to them equal right with the holders of Government bonds; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRACTIONAL PAPER CURRENCY. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1357) to provide for the 
issuing of fractional paper currency; wlfich was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 


Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1358) to retire national- 
bank notes and to prevent fluctuations of the currency by substituting 
Treasury notes in lien of bank notes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordéred 
to be printed. : 
INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1359) to define the time 
when pensions granted under the invalid-pension laws of the United 
States shall take effect; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON BOARDS, ETC. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1360) to admit free of 
duty sawed boards, planks, deals, laths, pickets, palings, and shingles; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 12) pro- 
ing an amendment to section 3, Article I, of the Constitution of the 
United States, so as to provide for the election of United States Sen- 
ators by a vote of the people in the several States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 

ordered to be printed. Ș 

GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 1361) to incor- 
porate the Reform School for Girls of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR TQTAL HELPLESSNESS, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1362) to 
increase pensions in certain cases of total helplessness; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 7 


DIRECT TAX. i 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1363) to 
credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by act of 
Congress approved August 5, 1861; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF STATES. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, alsó introduced a bill (H. R. 1364) to 
reimburse the several States for interest on moneys expended by them 
on account of raising troops employed in aiding the United States in 
suppressing the late rebellion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1365) to 
amend the pension Jaws, to show certain soldiers on furlough in line of 
duty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1366) to 
regulate the amount and time of payment of the salaries of the dis- 
trict judges of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be, 
printed. - 

OCCUPATION OF PUBLIC LANDS BY CATTLE COMPANIES. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also offered a resolution relating to the 
occupation of public lands by cattle companies and others; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

IMPORT DUTIES ON SUGAR. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 1367) removing import duties 
on sugar; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. : 

SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS, IOWA. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of 
settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT DODGE, IOWA. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1369) for the erection of 
a public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 5: 

PENSIONS TO UNION PRISONERS. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1370) for pensioning 
prisoners of war who were confined in Confederate military as dur- 
ing the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1371) for the protection 
of settlers on the public domain; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1372) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers who served in the Jate war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVICT LABOR OF MANUFACTURED GOODS. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (H. R. 1373) prohibiting the purchase 
of goods which are in -whole or in part manufactured by convict labor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 

REGULATION OF COMMERCE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 1374) to amend 
“ An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 1375) giving to honorably 
discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines of the warof the rebellion in- 
creased ions for loss of hearing; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered tobe 
printed. 

TRANSCRIPTS OF JUDGMENTS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. FULLERalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1376) requiring transcripts 
of judgments obtained in United States courts to be filed with county 
officers having charge of judgment records in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and orderéd to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 
Mr, FULLER alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1377) to amend “‘ Anact - 
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making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted 
by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes; ”’ 
which was read a first and ‘second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIENS AND JUDGMENTS IN FEDERAL COURTS. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 1378) declaring the method 
of perfecting liens in the Federal courts, and providing for public exami- 
nation of judgment records thereof; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DEPENDENTS’ PENSION BILL, . 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1379) for the relief of 
dependent parents, minor children, and honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors totally incapacitated for the performance of manual labor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF SECTION 4707, UNITED STATES REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1380) amending section 
4707, Revised Statutes, and fixing the date of dependency of fathers and 
mothers of deceased soldiers, sailors, and marines; which wasread a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS OF MINOR CHILDREN. 


Mr. CONGER also intreduced a bill (H. R. 1381) increasing the pen- 
sion of minor children of deceased Union soldiers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSION FOR DEAFNESS, 


Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1382) granting an in- 
crease of the rate of pension for deafness; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. CONG ERalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1383) amending the pension 
laws and restoring pensions to widows, forfeited by marriage, on death 
of or divorce from second husband; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (1384) granting arrears of pen- 
sion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1385) to amend the act 
of Congress approved August 4, 1886, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 

sion laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who 

ave Jost an arm or leg in the service;’’ which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE ON SEEDS, ETC. 


Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1386) reducing the rate 
of postage on seeds, plants, cuttings, bulbs, roots, and scions; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


FOURTH REGIMENT, IOWA INFAN TRY. 


Mr, CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the 
volunteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS AND DECREES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1388) to regulate the effect of 
judgments and decrees of courts of the United States in the several 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANTS FOR RAILROADS. 


Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1389) in relation to grants 
of public lands by the United States to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF DIRECT TAX OF 1861. 


Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1390) to credit and pay 
the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all 
moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress ap- 
proved August 5, 1861; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1391) to extend the benefit 
of the pension laws of the United States, and granting pensions to all 
honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late civil war; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1392) to extend the bene- 
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fits of pension laws of the United States, granting pensions to the sol- 


diers of the late civil war; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1393) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the payment of the arrears 
of pensions granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1879, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT OFFICES, COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 


Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1394) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase additional ground for the accom- 
modation of Government offices at Council Bluffs, Iowa; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CATTLE AND DAIRY FARMING. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 13) for print- 
ing additional copies of ‘‘Cattle and Dairy Farming; which was read 
a‘first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 1395) for the erection of a 
public building at Sioux City, Iowa; which was read a first'and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. STRUBLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1396) grant- 
ing additional rights to settlers on the public lands within railroad 
limits under the homestead iaws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
bê printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLEMENT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 1397) to open to homestead 
settlers certain portions of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTRA PAY TO VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 1398) allowing extra 
pay to certain volun officers of the late war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 


UNITED STATES COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1399) to establish a 
United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1400) for the relief of 
certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer army, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CURRENCY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1401) to prevent con- 
traction in the currency and to increase the circulation of silver and 
silver certificates; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and ncy, and ordered to be printed. 


PEORIAS AND MIAMIES. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1402) to provide for the 
allotment of lands in severalty to the United Peorias and Miamies of 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1403) to establish a 
board of commissioners of Indian depredation claims; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Indian 
Depredation Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WINFIELD, KANS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1404) for the erection 
of a public building at Winfield, Kans.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1405) to authorize the 
Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS, KANSAS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H.R. 1406) to provide for the 
sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. a i 

OLD SETTLER OR WESTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1407) to authorize the 
Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render final judgment upon the 
claim of the Old Settler or Western Cherokee Indians; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LOSS OF HEARING. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1408) granting an in- 
crease of pension to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late war on 
account of total or partial loss of hearing; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committce on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REGULATION OF COMMERCE. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1409) to amend section 3 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act toregulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3232, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1410) to amend section 
3232 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 461, REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1411) to amend section 461 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. * 

PAYMENT OF ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1412)"to amend section 2 of 
an act making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions 
granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other 
purposes, approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. b 

TIME FOR FILING CLAIMS FOR ADDITIONAL BOUNTY. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1413) to extend the time for 
filing claims for additional bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, which 
expired by limitation on July 1, 1880, until July 1, 1890; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TIME FOR FILING CLAIMS FOR HORSES, ETO. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1414) to extend the time for 
filing claims for horses and equipments lost by officers and enlisted men 
in the service of the United States, and for other purposes: which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES OF SOLDIERS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1415) to equalize the bounties 
of soldiers and others who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY THROUGH POTTAJVATOMIE RESERVATION. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1416) to authorize the 
Chicago, Kansas and Western Railroad to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Pottawatomie reservation, in Kansas, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 2133, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1417) to amend section 2733 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. ° 

RIGHT OF WAY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1418) to grant a right of 
way through the public land strip to the Chicago, Kansas and Western 
Railroad Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT TO NEGRO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1419) making an appropria- 
tion of $100,000 for the erection of a monument to the negro soldiers 
and sailors who gave their lives for the preservation of the Government; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO PRISONERS OF WAR. 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 1420) for pensioning prison- 


ers of war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNIFORM RATING OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1421) to establish a uni- 
form grade of rating for invalid pensions, and to abolish all distinc- 
tions on account of rank in pensions hereafter granted; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL PENSIONS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1422) relating to pen- 
sions granted by special act of Congress; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS, 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1423) to amend section 
5159 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

x FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1424) to provide for the 
sale of certain portions of the Fort Leavenworth military reservation; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military. Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 1425) to create 
the postal telegraph of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Qffice and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD, ETC., MISSOURI RIVER TO THE PACIFIC. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1426) sup- 
plementary to the act of July 1, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,” and also of the act of July 
2, 1864, and other acts amendatory of said first-named act; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. í 

REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1427) to 
reduce letter postage to 1 cent per ounce; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON DROP LETTERS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (Ff, R. 1428) to 
reduce the rate of postage on letters commonly known as drop or local 
letters to 1 cent; which was reada first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1429) to 
enlarge the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1430) to cre- 


ate an agricultural commission; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


DURATION OF PATENTS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1431) to 
reduce the lifetime of patents to seven years; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. è 
COMMISSION OF ARBITRATION. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1432) to 
create the United States commission of arbitration; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. l 
RAILROAD PASSES, ETC. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1433) pro- 
hibiting the use of railroad and other passes or telegraph franks hy 
members of Congress and judiciary of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and’second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO CERTAIN SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1434) 
granting pensions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the late war 
of the rebellion who were confined in Confederate prisons; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
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SALE OF CERTAIN RAILROADS. 


settlers on the public lands; which was read a first and second time, re- 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1435) to | ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


prevent the sale of certain Pacific railroads before certain United States 
bonds, with interest, shall have been fully paid; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

CLASSIFICATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1436) to 
provide for the classification of the public lands, and for a revision of 
the laws relating to the public lands; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DISTRICT COURT, SALINA, KANS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1437) to 

Evie for the holding of district courts of the United States at Salina, 
ns.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed.- 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FORT RILEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1438) 
authorizing the Kansas Valley Railroad Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Fort Riley military reservation in Kansas, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD AND PRE-EMPTION SETTLERS. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1439) for 


the relief of homestead and pre-emption settlers on the public lands;, 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEADING PUBLIC LANDS. 


-Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1440) to 
shorten the period required in homesteading public lands to three 
years; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. bd 


SETTLERS UNDER PRE-EMPTION LAWS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1441) for 
the relief of settlers on the public Jands under the pre-emption laws; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


CERTIFICATION OF LANDS TO KANSAS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a joint resolution.(H. 
Res. 14) to anthorize theSecretary of the Interior to certify lands to the 
State of Kansas for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, or 
issue scrip in lieu thereof; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committeeon the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SORGHUM SUGAR PROCESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also submitted the following resolution; 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Agriculture: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture is hereby empowered to ascer- 
tain whether any legal impediment by patent, or otherwise, prevents a free 
and general use of the sorghum-sugar process lately develo by experi- 
ments conducted by the Department of Agriculture; and if such impediment 
exists to report by bill, or otherwise, for consideration at any time, such remedy 
as shall speedily secure the benefits of said experiments to the whole people 
oi cosams ites te he by authorized d for and raons, 

commit reby autho: to-send for and examine books, 
and papers, toadminister the oath to witnesses, and to employ l gehoes her; 
and the expenses of such investi ion, not to exceed a total of $1,000, re hers: 
by authorized to be paid out of contingent fund of the House in the man- 
ner now provided by law. 


LAND GRANTS TO PACIFIC RATLROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, alsosubmitted the following resolution; 
which was read and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


Whereas enormous grants of public lands were made to the Pacific Railroad 
Companies.by the acts of July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864, upon certain conditions; 


and 

Whereas it now appears from the official report of the Pacific Railroad Com- 
mission created by the act of March 3, 1887, that the said conditions have not 
been complied with by the several companies: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby nested to inform the 
House at an early day what amount of land approximately is at present with- 
drawn for each of said companies, what amount has been certified or patented 
to Mci and what amount remains uncertified or unpatented to each company; 
an 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands is hereby directed to reportto 
the House, by bill or otherwise, for consideration at any time, whether, in view 
of the facts officially ascertained and reported by the Pacific Railroad Commis- 
sion, any more of said uncertified or unpatented lands ought in equity to be 
transferred by the United States to these debtor and delinquent railroad com- 
panies. r x 

CLAIMS OF KANSAS CITIZENS. 


Mr. FUNSTON (by Mr. PETERS) introduced a bill (H. R. 1442) au- 
thorizing the appointment of a commissioner and the settlement of the 
claims of certain citizens of Kansas named therein; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 5 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 1443) for the relief of certain 


PORT OF DELIVERY WICHITA, KANS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1444) to establish a port 
of delivery at Wichita, Kans.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1445) to provide for the 
erection of public buildings in certain towns and cities of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

RESURVEY OF LAND IN KANSAS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H, R. 1446) to resurvey town- 
ship 31 south, of range 10 west of the sixth principal meridian, in the 
State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed a bill and joint resolution of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 106) to establish two additional land offices in the State 
of Colorado; and y 

Joint resolution (S. R. 6) for the removal of all political disabilities 
imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States upon Abram C. Myers. 

The message also announced the adoption by the Senate of the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announcement 
Shes? death of Hon. Seth C. Moffatt, late a Representative from the State of 

ichigan. 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives providing for the appointment of a joint committee to take order for 
superintending the funeral and to escort the remains of the deceased to Traverse 
City, Mich., and that the members of the committee on the part of the Senate 
be appointed by the President pro tempore. 

Also, that the President pro tempore had appointed Mr. PALMER, Mr. 
TELLER, and Mr. JONES of Arkansas the committee on the part of the 
Senate under the foregoing resolution. ; 


UNORGANIZED TERRITORY SOUTH OF KANSAS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1447) to extend the laws 
of the United States over certain unorganized territory south of the 
State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to th 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. . 

RESURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1448) to resurvey town- 
ship 18 south, range 9 west of the sixth principal meridian in Kansas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
` NOTES OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1449) to provide for the 
deposit of gold or silver coin or gold or silver bullion as security for 
the cireulating notes of national banks; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. ` 

SECTION 8860, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1450) to amend section 
3860 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1451) forthe completion of 
a public building at Wichita, Kans.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1452) to pay dependent 
relatives of persons killed by accident engaged in the railway mail serv- 
ice, and to compensate for injuries received; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee onthe Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed’ . 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1453) to grant arrears of 
pensions in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. f 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1454) granting a pension 
to all disabled soldiers and sailors serving more than three months in 
the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1455) to increase certain 
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pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
INCREASE OF PENSION FOR LOSS OF EYE. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1456) to increase the rate 
of pension for the loss of an eye or the sight thereof; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

` ARREARS OF PENSION. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1457) granting arrears of 
pension; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASED PENSION FOR LOSS OF LIMBS. 
_ Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1458) giving to honora- 
ably discharged soldiers andsailors of the rebellion increased pensions 
for loss of limbs; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS FOR DISABILITY EQUAL TO LOSS OF ARM OR LEG. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1459) giving to honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors of the rebellion, under disability from 
gunshot wounds equal to loss of an arm or leg, increased pensions; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 1460) 
to establish the eastern judicial district of Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY. 
~ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1461) to regulate the civil, criminal, and penal jurisdiction of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States in the district of Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
COIN CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1462) to authorize the issue of coin certificates, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMY OFFICERS AS ATTACHES OF FOREIGN LEGATIONS. 


$ “Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H, R. 
1463) to assign officers of the Army as attachés to foreign legations; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

* SECTION 1189, UNITED STATES REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1464) to amend section 1189, Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE SYSTEM. 


“Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1465) to modify the internal-revenue system, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MANUFACTURE OF VINEGAR FROM GRAIN. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1466) to regulate the manufacture of vinegar made from grain; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ENTRY OF DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1467) to amend the laws relating to the entry of distilled spirits in dis- 
tillery and special bonded warehouses, and the withdrawal of the same 
therefrom, and for payment of tax thereon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 

- dered to be printed. 
SECTION 304, UNITED STATES REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CARUTH introduced a bill (H. R. 1468) to amend section 3904, 
chapter 4, title 46, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PORTRAIT OF GENERAL GEORGE H. THOMAS. 

“Mr. CARUTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1469) providing for the 
purchase, ofthe portrait of General George H. Thomas, painted by Gen- 
eralS. W. Price;;which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF SECTION 3357, UNITED STATES REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. CARUTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1470) to amend section 
3357 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, title ‘‘ Internal reve- 
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nue;’’ which was réad a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN KENTUCKY. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 1471) to divide the State of 
Kentucky into two judicial districts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. S 

* SECTION 3244, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1472) to amend subdi- 
visions 4 and 5 of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of 1878; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH MEXICO, BRAZIL, ETC. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 1473) authorizing the 
President of the United States to arrange a conference for the purpose 
of promoting arbitration and encouraging reciprocal commercial rela- 
tions between the United States of America and the Republics of Mex- 
ico, Central and South America, and the Empire of Brazil; which was 
read a first and second time, referred tő the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REIMBURSEMENT TO STATES FOR WAR EXPENSES. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY introduced a bill (H. R. 1474) to reimburse 
the several States for interest on moneys expended by themon account 
of raising troops employed in aiding the United States in suppressing 
the late rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
‘the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WAREHOUSING FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1475) to provide 
for warehousing fruit brandy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

a PRIVATE CLAIMS IN CONGRESS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 1476) regulating the 
proceedings in Congress upon private claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1477) to subdivide 
the western judicial district of Louisiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL TERMS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1478) establishing 
the time when the terms of Congress shall begin and end, and when 
Congress shall meet; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS FOR SCHOOLS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1479) granting ad- 
ditional lands to the State of Louisiana for the use of schools; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1480) to abrogate the 
powers of the executive officers of the United States in allowing indem- 
nity locations or scrip for confirmed unsatisfied private land claims, under 
section 3 of the act of Congress approved June 2, 1858 (U. S. Statutes 
at Large, volume 11, pages 294 and 295, chapter 81), and to vest that 
power in the courts of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR PINEVILLE, LA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1481) making an ap- 
propriation to construct a road and approaches from Pineville, La., to the 
national military cemetery near that town; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ALEXANDRIA, LA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1482) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at the city of Alexandria, State 
of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


. PUBLIC BUILDING, MONROE, LA. 

Mr. NEWTON introduced a bill (H. R. 1483) for the erection of a 
public building at Monroe, La.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

i PORT OF DELIVERY, BATON ROUGE, LA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1484) to constitute Baton 
Rouge, in the State of Louisiana, a port of delivery; which was read æ 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
NAVIGATION. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1485) to prevent dangers to 
ocean navigation from rafts of logs or timber; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1486) to amend the 
Jaws relating to navigation, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF FISHERIES. 


Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1487) to protect the 
fisheries of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered 
to be printed. 

x; DRAWBACKS. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1488) to allow draw- 
backs on articles manufactured wholly or partly of materials imported, 
equal in amount to the duties paid on such materials, when such arti- 
cles are exported; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTED LIQUORS. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1489) relating toimported 
liquors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. y 


CONSTRUCTION OF NAVAL VESSELS. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1490) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to contract for the construction of naval vessels 
by private citizens who obligate themselves to establish iron and steel 
ship-yards in the United States; which was read a first and second 
car ht to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1491) to provide for a 
commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed._ 


LIGHT-HOUSE GOOSE ROCKS, FOX ISLAND THOROUGHFARE, MAINE. 


Mr, DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1492) providing for the 
establishment of a light-house upon Goose Rocks, Fox Island Thorough- 
fare, Maine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PROHIBITION IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1493) to prohibit the 
manufacture and sale of spirituous and intoxicating liquors in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


EXEMPTION FROM PILOT CHARGES. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1494) exempting Amer- 
ican coastwise sailing-vessels piloted by their licensed masters or by a 
United States pilot from the obligation to pay State pilots for services 
not rendered; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Merchant Marineand Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT, ROCKLAND, ME. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1495) granting to Ed- 
win Libby Post, Grand Army of the Republic, permission to erect a 
soldiers’ monument on vacant land adjoining custom-house at Rock- 
land, Me.; which was:read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF GIRLs. 


Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1496) to amend the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, for the protection 
of girls, and for the punishment of the crime of rape; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 15) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in rela- 
tion to the manufacture, importation, exportation, and sale of alco- 
holic liquors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


DISCRIMINATIONS IN CHARGES ON VESSELS BY CANADA. 
Mr. DINGLEY also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, requested, if not incompat- 
ible with the public interests, to transmit to the House copies of any correspond- 
ence, reports, or other information in oe of any Department of the Ex- 
ecutive in reference to alleged discriminations in tolls or charges by the Gov- 


ing through 

e Great Lakes; 
gaem of rebates by the Government of the Do- 

minion of Canada whereby a less toll or chargé is in effect oe poets on cargoes 
t 


ernment of the Dominion of Canadaagainst vessels or cargoes 
the Welland Canal and destined for ports of the United States on 
and also in reference to any s 


for export passing through the Welland Canal when transpor o the seaboard 
by iuo St. Lawrence River than when transported by routes through the United 
es. 


TEMPORARY DOCUMENTS OF VESSELS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 1497) to amend section 
4322 of the Revised Statutes, requiring copies of temporary documents 
of vessels to be filed at their home perts; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisher- 
ies, and ordered to be printed. 

LICENSING FISHING VESSELS, 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1498) to amend sec- 
tions 4321, 4377, and 4391 of the Revised Statutes, relative to licens- 
ing fishing vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DEPENDENT AND DESTITUTE PARENTS OF DECEASED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1499) relating to pen- 
sions for dependent and destitute parents of d so ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENDING BENEFITS OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1500) extending the 
benefits of the pension laws to soldiers’ widows who have married 
and whose second husbands have died leaving them pecuniarily needy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, arid ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF WAGES BY GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1501) providing for 
the payment of weekly wages by Government contractors to their em- 
ployés; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitte¢ on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


SITES FOR WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE AND OTHER BUILDINGS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1502) to authorize the 
acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in the territory 
bounded by Pennsylvania avenue on the north, B street on the south, 
Ninth street on the east, and Fifteenth street on the west, in the city 
of Washington, to providesuitablesites for a city post-office, city gov- 
ernment buildings, a hall of records, and other public buildings; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTABLISHMENT AND SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. k. 1503) to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1504) to regulate immi- 
gration; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Cem- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 

Mr. BOUTELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 1505) granting pensions 
to ex-soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to dependent relatives of de- 
ceased soldiers and sailors; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLEMENT OF STATE WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1506) to settle and 
adjust the claims of anyState for expenses incurred by it in defense ot 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOULTON, ME. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1507) for the erection 
ofa public building at the town of Houlton, Me.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve cer- 
tain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the 
charge of desertion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED RETURN OF CAPTURED BATTLE FLAGS, ETC. 
Mr. BOUTELLE also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to inform 
this House whether it is true thatthe flags, standards, and trophies captured from 
the enemies of the United States have been removed from the place where they 
were displayed, as required by law,and have since been concealed from the 
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public; and, if so, when, by what authority, and for what reason said flags and 
trophies have beea withdrawn from public inspection. 

Also, that he inform the House whether any proposition has been at any time 
made, by persons in authority under the United States Government. for the sur- 
render or delivery of any portion of said flags or trophies to any official or per- 
son in any of the States lately involved in the rebellion, and, if so, by whose 
orders and what authority and for what reason such propositions to surrender 
these sacred trophies of the valor of the nation’s defenders were made. 

Also, that he inform the House whether it is true, as alleged, that a portion of 
said flags and trophies were actually surrendered and delivered to persons 
having no right to their possession, before the countermanding order of the 
President was issued ; and, if so,to furnish a list, and description of the property 
of the United States thus surrenderegl, with the namesof the person or persons 
responsible for the delivery, and of those who received said property. 

Also, that the Secretary furnish the House wjth a full descriptive list of all the 
flags, banners, and trophies that have been placed in the custody of the War 
Department, with information as to what measures, if any, have been taken to 
comply with the requirements and obyious intent of sections 218, 423, 1554, and 
1555 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, as there will probably be no ob- 
jection to this resolution, I would like very much to have it adopted 
now, if I can get unanimous consent to put it upon its passage. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, Let it take its course; I object. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


ia $ 
The resolution was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
FEMALE SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. REED introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 16) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suffrage to 
women; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF LIMITATION ACT. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (1509) to repeal the limitation act of 
March 3, 1863, ete, ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, LANKSFORD BAY, MARYLAND. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1510) making an appro- 

riation for the erection of a light-house at the mouth of Lanksford 

y, in Chester River, State of Maryland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, TANGIER ISLAND. : 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1511) making an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a light-house on the southern end of Tangier 
Island in Chesapeake Bay, Maryland; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, reierred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered” to be 
printed. 

PAY OFFICERS, COAST SURVEY VESSELS. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1512) fixing the pay of the 
pay officers of the Coast Survey vessels and their clerks; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
erdered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (H. R. 1513) to establish an inter- 
state postal telegraph system and for the appointment of an interstate 
tel, ph commission; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
4 RECORD OF WILLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. RAYNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1514) relating to the rec- 
ord of wills in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ADULTERATION OF FOOD, ETC. 

Mr, McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 1515) to prevent the adul- 
teration of food or drugs; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1516) to amend the act 
entitled “‘ An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1883; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 

inted. ° F 
zi POSTAL TELEGRAPH SYSTEM. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1517) to establish a 
postal telegraph system in the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTRICTING THE USE OF THE MAILS, k 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1518) to prevent the use 
of the United States mails to advertise noxious and dangerous medicines, 
foods, and compounds; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXING POWER OF THE STATE, 
` Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res.17) proposing 


= 


an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN LOYAL CITIZENS. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1519) to afford further re- 
lief to loyal citizens of States not in rebellion for property taken by the 
Army of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 

Mr. McCOMASalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1520) to establish post- 
office savings banks as a branch of the Post-Office Department; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 2 

PURCHASE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 

Mr. COMPTON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 18) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase bonds of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF JURORS, LIBRARY SITE. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 19) to pro- 
vide for payment of compensation to the jurors summoned in the con- 
demnation of a site for the new Congressional Library; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

REPAYMENT OF ADVANCES BY MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1521) to provide for 
paying certain advances made to the United States by the States of 
Maryland and Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POTOMAC AND CHESAPEAKE FREE SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1522) to provide for the 
preliminary surveys and location of the Potomac and Chesapeake free 
ship-canal; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. ; 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT COB POINT BAR. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1523) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house at Cob Point Bar, at the mouth of the Wicomico 
River, in the State of Maryland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTIONS 4483 AND 4489, REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 1524) to amend sections 4488 
and 4489 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, fand 
ordered to be printed. 

CARRIAGE OF PASSENGERS BY SEA. 


Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1525) supplementary to an 
act entitled ‘An act to regulate the carriage of passengers by sea;’’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INTRODUCTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1526) to prevent the intro- 
duction of contagious and infectious diseases into the United States and 
to establish a bureau of public health; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

$ BILLS OF LADING. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1527) to make bills of lad- 
ing conclusive evidence in certain cases; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

‘ AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 20) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REWARD TO ESQUIMAUX. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1528) to reward the Esqui- 
maux natives of the Asiatic coast of the Arctic Ocean for acts of hu- 
manity to shipwrecked seamen: which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. ROCKWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1529) providing for the 
adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising 
under the eight-hour law; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (H. R. 1530) providing for the adjust- 
ment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under 
the eight-hour law; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 
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TRIAL OF CUSTOMS CASES, 

Mr. LODGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1531) to create a court of 
customs, and to provide for the speedy trial of customs-revenue cases; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON SUGAR AND MOLASSES. 

Mr. LODGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1532) to repeal the duties 
on sugar and molasses, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Méans, and 
ordered to be printed. 

- PUBLIO BUILDING AT LYNN, MASS. * 

Mr. LODGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1533) for the erection of a 
public building at Lynn, Mass.; which was read a first.and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. LODGE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 21) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF CHELSEA HOSPITAL. . 

Mr. LODGE also introduced a jointresolution (H. Res. 22) forthesale 
of the naval hospital at Chelsea, Mass. , and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

STORMING PARTY OF PORT HUDSON. 


Mr. LODGEalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1534) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to procure and present snitable medals to the survivors 
of the ‘‘forlorn-hope storming party’’ of Port Hudson; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. LODGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1535) to amend chapter 
180, United States Statutes at Large, relating to the postal service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


è THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. LODGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1536) to extend the opera- 
tion of chapter 27, United States Statutes at Large, entitled “An act to 
regulate and improve the civil service of the United States;’? which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS FOR LOSS OF ARMS. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 1537) to allow soldiers and sail- 
ors in the United States service who have lost both arms an increased 
pension; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAMAGE BY CONFEDERATE CRUISER BOSTON. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (Hf. R. 1538) to confer jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims to examine and determine certain claims for 
damage done on the high seas by the Confederate cruiser Boston; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

“Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1539) providing for the ad- 
fustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and’ mechanics arising 
under the eight-hour law; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY, GRAND RAPIDS, MICH. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. 1540) to establish a port of de- 
livery at Grand Rapids, Mich.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

© REGULATING IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1541) to regulate immigra- 
tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GRAND HAVEN, MICH. , 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1542) to provide for the 
construction of a publie building in the city of Grand Haven, State of 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1543) to remove the limita- 
tion in the payment of arrears of pensions; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO VETERANS SIXTY YEARS OLD. 
Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1544) to provide for the pay- 


ment of pensions to persons who served in the military or naval service 
of the United States during the late war of the rebellion upon their 
reaching the age of sixty years; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECTION 4414, UNITED STATES REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1545) to amend the fourth 
paragraph of section 4414 of the Revised Statites of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. FORD also offered a resolution directing the Secretary of War to 
estimate the cost of the improvement of the harbor of Saugatuck, Mich. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LOWELL, MASS. Ş 

Mr. ALLEN,of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 1546) for the 
erection of a public building at Lowell, Mass.; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

: SOUTH HAVEN HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a resolution calling on the Secretary of 
War for an additional report on the condition of the harbor of South 
Haven, Mich. ; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

PENSIONS TO PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1547) for pensioning 
prisoners of war who were confined in Confederate military prisons dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MEDICAL DIVISION, PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1548) to increase the 
efficiency of the medical division of the Pension Bureau; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department, and ordered to be printed. 

BOARDS OF SURGEONS, PENSION BUREAU. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1549) to increase the 
efficiency of boards of surgeons for the examination of pension appli- 
cants; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALARIES UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1550) fixing the sala- 
ries of United States district judges; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

PUBLIC BUILDING, KALAMAZOO, MICH. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1551) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Kalamazoo, Mich.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. ~ 

COMPENSATIONS COURT OF CLAIMS, ETC. ša 

Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1552) to regulate the co 
pensation of the chief-justice"and judges of the Court of Claims, and 
of the justices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1553) extending the 
criminal jurisdiction of the cireuit and district courts to the Great 
Lakes and their connecting waters; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DETROIT, MICH. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1554) to amend an act 
to amend an act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., approved March 2, 1887; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC DEFENSE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 1555) to provide for the 
public defense; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1556) to remove the 
‘limitation in the payment of arregrs of pensions; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 
Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1557) to Pas the date 


of commencement of widows’ pensions; which was read a and sec- 
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ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


BOUNTIES TO SOLDIERS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1558) to provide for 
the payment of a bounty of $100 to soldiers who enlisted in the mili- 
tary service of the United States under the act of July 22, 1861, and 
who were discharged by reason of surgeon’s certificate of disability or 
for promotion before the ‘expiration of two years, and who have not 
received $100 bounty; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1559) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the United States in the late war 
who have attained the age of sixty-two years, or who are disabled from 
gaining a livelihood, or who are dependent, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

VOLUNTEER OFFICERS AND MEN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1560) to extend the 
provisions of ‘‘An act to provide for the muster and pay of certain offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces;’’ which was read a first 
. and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. - 

BREVET RANK FOR ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1561) to authorize 
the President to confer brevet rank on officers of the Army for gallant 
services in Indian campaigns; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1562) to extend the 
franking privilege to members of soldiers’ homes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MUSKEGON, MICH. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1563) to provide for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
Government offices at the city of Muskegon, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

S PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANISTEE, MICH. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1564) to provide for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
Government offices at Manistee, in the State of Michigan; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, apd ordered to be printed. 

PORTS OF DELIVERY IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1565) to amend section 
2599 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, designating ports of 
delivery in the district of Michigan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered tobe printed. 

INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1566) to amend sec- 
tion 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the com- 
pensation of local inspectors of hulls and boilers in the Michigan dis- 
trict; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COIN CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. FISHER (by Mr. WHITING, of Michigan) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1567) to provide for the deposit of gold and silver coin and bullion, 
and the issuing of United States coin certificates therefor; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BAY CITY, MICH. 


Mr. FISHER (by Mr. WHITING, of Michigan) also introduced a bill’ 


(H. R. 1568) to provide for the erection of a public building at Bay 

City, Mich.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
PURCHASERS AND USERS OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 

Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. 1569) to protect innocent pur- 
chasers or users of patented articles; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION FOR TOTAL DEAFNESS. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1570) to increase the rate 
of pension for total deafness; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Rgnsions, and ordered to be printed. 

REFORM IN THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1571) fixing the tenure 
of Tobi officials and to reform the civil service; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION FOR DISABILITY BEFORE MUSTER. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1572) granting a pension 
to certain soldiers who were disabled before muster; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY TO VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1573) granting a bounty 
to certain volunteer soldiers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1574) to prevent the salo 
of spirituous or intoxicating liquors in the public buildings or upon 
the public grounds connected therewith, belonging to the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LANSING, MICH. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1575) for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Lansing, State of Michigan; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

BENSION TO MILITARY TELEGRAPH OPERATORS, 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1576) granting a pension 
to certain persons who were employed in the military service us tele- 
graphic operators during the war for the preservation of the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 4 

BOOKS, ETC., PRINTED IN FOREIGN LANGUAGES. 

Mr. LIND introduced a bill (H. R. 1577) to put books, pamphlets, 
bound or unbound, and illustrated books and papers, and maps and 
charts, printed in any other language or languages, on the free-list; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE. 

Mr. LIND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1578) to amend section 4 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. LIND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1579) to amend section 4693 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to invalid pen- 
sions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUGAR, LUMBER, COAL, ETC. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R.‘1580) to place sugar, lumber, 
coal, salt, and hemp, manila and sisal grass on the free-listin respect 
to tariff rates; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

_ RED LAKE CHIPPEWA INDIANS, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1581) for the relief and 
civilization of the Red Lake Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 

TERM OF COURT, DULUTH, MINN. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1582) to provide for a 
term of court at Duluth, Minn.; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed., 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DULUTH, MINN. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a,ill (H. R. 1583) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Duluth, State of Minnesota; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

DULUTH, RAINY LAKE RIVER, ETC., RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1584) gragting to the 
Duluth, Rainy Lake River and Southwestern Railway Company the 
right of way through certain Indian lands in the State of Minnesota; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. HOOKER introduced a bill (H. R. 1585) to amend the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war, and for other purposes,’’ so as to dispense with the pro- 
vision which requires that the claimant or widow of the officer or en- 
listed man shall be sixty-two years of age before they can claim the 
benefit of said act; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF TIME FOR ASSEMBLING OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. HOOKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1586) to change the 
time for the assembling of the Congress of the United States from the 
first Monday of December, in each yeat, to the first Monday in Janu- 
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ary, in each and every year; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. HOOKER asked by unanimous consent the bill be printed in the 
Recorp. There was no objection. 
It is as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
merica in Congress a: That the Hini Congress of the United States, 
to be elected at the November election in 1888, shall assemble on the first Mon- 
day in January, A. D. 1890, instead of the first Monday in December, A. D. 1889, as 
provided by paragraph 2, section 4 of the Constitution of the United States; and 


that hereafter the terms of the members-elect shall begin on the first Monday of 


January after their election in the preceding November and continue for the two 
years presented by the Constitution of the United States, the first term to con- 
tinue from the first Monday in January r the election in November until the 
first Monday in January succeeding, when the second term of members of Con- 

shall and continue until the expiration of the Congressional term 
a which members of Congress are elected under the Constitution of the United 

tes. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force fromand after its passage. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, NATCHEZ, MISS. 

Mr. STOCKDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 1587) to make an addi- 
tional appropriation for the construction of a road to the national cem- 
etery at Natchez, Miss.; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

QUARANTINE STATION AT SHIP ISLAND, MISS. 

Mr. STOCKDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1588) to authorize 
the removal of the quarantine station from Ship Island, Mississippi; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS AT MISSISSIPPI CITY. 

Mr. STOCKDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1589) to provide for 
holding terms of the United States courts at Mississippi City; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 

Mr, STOCKDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1590) to provide for 
the better compensation of postmasters of fourth-class post-offices in 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the onite on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. ¢ 

PUBLIC BUILDING, VICKSBURG, MISS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 1591) to provide a build- 
ing for the use of the United States courts, post-office, custom-office, 
and internal-revenue office at Vicksburg, Miss.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS AT VICKSBURG, MISS. - 

Mr. CATCHINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1592) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for holding terms of United States courts 
at Vicksburg, Miss. p” which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

STATISTICS OF EXPORTS, IMMIGRATION, AND EMIGRATION. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 1593) for the collection of more 
accurate statistics of exports, immigration, and emigration; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF PURCHASERS AND OTHER GRANTEES OF SWAMP LANDS. 


Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1594) for the relief of pur- 
chasers and other grantees of the United States of certain swamp and 
overflowed lands, and to reimburse and indemnify certain States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committeeon the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RETURN OF MONEYS TO STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1595) to credit and pay 
to the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all 
moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress 
approved August 5, 1861; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS, STATE OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1596);to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be examined certain vouchers 


account of payments made by said State since April 22, 1882, to the 
officers and enlisted men of her militia forces for military services 
rendered to the United States in the suppression of the rebellion, as 
evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore filed with, examined, and 
accepted by the Government of the United States, and to report to Con- 
gress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BUREAU OF STATISTICS, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1597) for the reorganiza- 
tion of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
INTEREST ON WAR LOANS. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1598) to reimburse the sev- 
eral States for interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SEDALIA, MO. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1599) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Sedalia, State of Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON WOOL BUREAU OF STATISTICS. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 23) author- 
izing the printing of 14,000 copies of the recent special report of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, upon wool and 
the manufactures of wool; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. HEARD also submitted the following proposed amendment to 
the Rules; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Amend Rule XXXTV by inserting after the words “governors of States” the 
words ** Commissioner of Agriculture.” 

JURISDICTION CIRCUIT COURTS UNITED STATES. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 1600) to deter- 
mine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1601) to re- 
peal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the 
laws allowing entries for timber culture, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE SOUTHERN PACIFIC LANDS. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1602) forfeit- 
ing certain lands granted to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company 
(of California) by section 18 of the act of Congress approved January 
27, A. D. 1866; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, KANSAS CITY, MO. : 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. 1603) making an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a custom-house at Kansas City, Mo.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT, WESTERN DISTRICT, MISSOURI. 


Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1604) to change the time 
of the sessions of the circuit court of the western division of the west- 
ern district of Missouri; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be prinied. 

ASSIGNMENT OF RETIRED OFFICERS. ' 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1605) authorizing the 
assignment of retired officers of the United States Army to certain du- 
ties; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMES FOR INDIANS, ETC. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1606) to provide homes 
for the Indians and for the disposition of surplus lands; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1607) for the relief of 
telegraph operators during the war; which was read a first and second 
Lavra fe gage to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUBTREASURY, KANSAS CITY, MO. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1608) establishing a sub- 
treasury at the city of Kansas City, Mo.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS MISSOURI MILITIA. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1609) providing for the 
appointment of commissioners to ascertain what just claims for mili- 
tary service performed by officers and privates of the military forces of 
the State of Missouri, in the suppression of the rebellion in concert 
with the authorities of the United States, and subject to their orders, 
still remain unpaid and not assumed by said State, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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RELIEF OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 


Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1610) for the relief of 
certain volunteer officers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MO. 

Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 1611) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Springfield, Mo.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1612) to provide for holding 
terms of the United States district and circuit courts in the State of 
Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FREMONT, NEBR. 

Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1613) for the erection of 
a public building at Fremont, Nebr.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GRAND ISLAND, NEBR. 

Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1614) for the erection of 
a public building at Grand Island, Nebr.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA, NEBR. 

Mr. McSHANE introduced a bill (H. R. 1615) to provide for the 

purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 


Omaha, Nebr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
WOOD AND WOODEN WARES. 

Mr. McSHANE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1616) to amend Sched- 
ule D, chapter 121, volume 22, United States Statutes at Large, en- 
titled ‘‘ Wood and wooden wares;’’ which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PLATTSMOUTH, NEBR. 

Mr. McSHANE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1617) for the erection 
ofa public building at Plattsmouth, Nebr.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT OMAHA, NEBR. 

Mr. McSHANE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the 
sale of the site of Fort Omaha, Nebr., the sale or removal of the 
improvements thereof, and for the purchase of a new site and the con- 
struction of suitable buildings thereon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BEATRICE, NEBR. 


Mr. McSHANE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1619) for the erection 
- of a public building at the city of Beatrice, Nebr.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COIN CERTIFICATES, 
Mr. WOODBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 1620) to provide for the 
issuance of coin certificates to circulate as money; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. MCKINNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1621) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANCHESTER, N. H. 


Mr. McKINNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1622) to provide for 
the completion of the public building in the city of Manchester, N. 
H.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DOVER, N. H. 

Mr. McKINNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1623) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Dover, in the State of 
New Hampshire; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
woth en on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
pr , 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PATERSON, N. J. 


Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. 1624) for the erection of a 
public building at Paterson, N. J.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EX-PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1625) for the relief of 
Union ex-prisoners of war; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BATTLE OF TRENTON. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1626) in regard to a mon- 
umental column to commemorate the battle of Trenton; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX UPON TOBACCO, 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1627) repealing the 
internal-revenue tax on tobacco and the various manufactures thereof; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


_| Ways and Means, and otdered to be printed. 


i ` CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R.1628) to afford per- 
sons in the civil service of the United States Government an opportunity 
to inspect charges which may be filed against them,and to reply thereto, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to Do aa on Reform in tht Civil Service, and ordered io be 
printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE ACT. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1629) correcting an 
error in the act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce internal-revenue taxes, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1883; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


; PENSIONS FOR PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1630) providing pen- 
sions for prisoners of war in the late rebellion; which was read a first 
and second time,. referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF AGRICULTURAL SOCIETIES, 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1631) authorizing the 
rep^rts of societies of an agricultural character to be carried at news- 
paper rates of postage; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. r 

CHARGES OF DESERTION. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H, R. 1632) extending the 
provisions and benefits of the act approved August 7, 1882, entitled 
‘t An act to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of 
desertion,” to certain naval recruits serving in the said war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4718, UNITED STATES REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1633) to amend sec- 
tion 4718 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitiee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1634) granting pen- 
sions in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BUOY DEPOT, ABSECON, N. J. 


Mr, BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1635) making ana) 
propriation for the establishment of a buoy depot at Absecon, N. J.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SPECIAL-TAX RECEIPTS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1636) regulating the 
issue of jal-tax receipts in certain cases; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


LIABILITY FOR USE OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 


Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1637) limiting the 
liability of the users of patented articles in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1638) creating a de- 
partment of agriculture; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ATLANTIC CITY, N.. J. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1639) for the erection 
of a public building at Atlantic City, N. J.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 
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PORT OF TRENTON, N. J. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1640) changing the 
name of the port of Lamberton, in the district of Burlington, N. J., 
to the port of Trenton, in said district; which was read a first.and 
second. time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

LIGIIT-HOUSE, SQUAN INLET, NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1641) to provide for 
the erection of a light-house at or near Squan Inlet, in the State of New 
Jersey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF FISHERIES. 

Mr. MCADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 1642) for the protection of 
fisheries on the Atlantic coast; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine ‘and Fisheries, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, JERSEY CITY, N. J. 

Mr. MCADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 1643) for the erection 
of a public building at Jersey City, N. J.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


FRAUDULENT ENTRIES ON PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 1644) to prevent fraud- 
ulent entries on the public domain, and to preserve the same for act- 
ual settlers in good faith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LIMIT OF HOURS FOR LETTER-CARRIERS. ` 

Mr. MCADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 1645) to limit the hours 
that letter-carriers in cities shall be employed per day; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MATES, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 1646) relating to the pay 
and retirement of mates in the Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROTECTION OF FISHERIES ON THE ATLANTIC COAST. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1647) for the protection of fish- 
eries on the Atlantic coast; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, NEWARK, N. J. 

Mr. LEHLBACH introduced a bill (H. R. 1648) providing for the 
holding of the United States courts in the city of Newark, N. J.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION AND REPAIR OF PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWARK, N. J. 


Mr. LEHLBACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1649) for the exten- 
sion and repair of the public building at Newark, N. J., and the pur- 
chase of additional land; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 


DUTY ON PEARL BUTTONS. 

Mr. LEHLBACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1650) to amend the 
customs-revenue laws relative to pearl buttons; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF RIGHT OF FISHING. 

Mr. HIRES introduced a bill (H. R. 1651) to equalize the right of 
fishing in the navigable waters of the United States which border on 
any State or Territory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF FISHERIES. 

Mr. HIRES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1652) for the protection of 
fisheries on the Atlantic coast; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BRIDGETON, N. J. 


Mr. HIRES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1653) for the erection of a 
public building at Bridgeton, N. J., and appropriating money therefor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF BROOKLYN NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. 1654) providing for the sale of 
navy-yard and United States land on and near Wallabont Bay, in the 
city of Brooklyn, N. Y., also providing for the sale of a portion of said 
land to the city of Brooklyn for market purposes; which was read a first 


andsecond time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1655) to revive and amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act for the final adjustment of private land claims 
in the States of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 22, 1860; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REFUND TO PORT WARDENS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1656) in relation to refunding 
certain sums to port-wardens; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

$ MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1657) to regulate appoint- 
ments and promotions in the staff of the Marine Corps; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SPECIFIC DUTIES UPON LEATHER GLOVES. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1658) providing for the levy- 
ing of specific duties upon leather gloves; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CENSUS. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 1659) to provide for taking the 
eleventh and subsequent censuses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Eleventh Census, and ordered 
to be printed. . 

LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. 1660) to create additional 
classes of letter-carriers, and to fix the pay thereof; which was reada 
first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. - 

2 APPRAISERS’ WAREHOUSE, NEW YORK CITY. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. 1661) for the erection of an 
appraisers’ warehouse in the city of New York, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF NEW YORK HARBOR, ETO. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. 1662) to prevent obstructive 
and injurious.deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of New 
York City, by dumping or otherwise, and to punish and prevent such 
offenses, and making other provisions in connection therewith; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

WAREHOUSING, ETC. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. 1663) to modify existing laws 
in regard to warehousing and the collection of the revenue; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. 1664) to pay certain la 
watchmen, shipkeepers, workmen, and mechanics under the eight-hour 
law; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Labor, and ordered to be printed. r 

ARMY AND NAVY BANDS. 

Mr. COX also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 24) in reference 
to theemploymentof the Army and Navy bands; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW YORK CITY. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1685) for 
the purchase of property as a site for a building or buildings for the ac- 
commodation of the custom-house, appraiser’s stores, subtreasury, assay 
office, and other Government offices in the city of New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

HOURS OF LABOR FOR LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1666) 
to extend to letter-carriers the advantages secured to other employés of 
the United States hy section 3738 of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
the hours of labor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY RECORDS OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1667) 
to enable the Secretary of War to complete the military records of the 
War Department in so far as the same relate to the State of New York; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. > 
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EMPLOYÉS OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1668) 
regulating leave of absence of employés of the Government Printing 
Office; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON RUCHINGS AND RUFFLINGS. l 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1669) 
to equalize the duties on ruchings and rufflings and the materials used 
in the manufacture thereof; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING REPORT OF NAVAL CONSTRUCTOR HICHBORN. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL also introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 25) to print 4,000 copies of the report of Naval Constructor 
Philip Hichborn, on European dock-yards; which was read a first and 
Mone tnis referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WAREHOUSING, ETC. 


Mr. MAHONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1670) to modify existing 
laws in regard to warehousing and the collection of the revenue; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CONVICT LABOR ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ETC. 


Mr. MAHONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1671) to prevent the 
employment of conyict labor upon public buildings and other public 
works, and convict labor in the preparation or manufacture of mate- 
rials for public buildings or other public works, and alens in the service 
of the United States, and to regulate the manner of letting contracts 
therefor; which was read a first and secoud time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

BONDS OF CIGAR MANUFACTURERS, 

Mr. MERRIMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1672) to so further amend 
section 3387 of the Revised Statutes as amended as to reduce the penal 
sum of the bonds of cigar manufacturers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1673) to extend to 
letter-carriers the advantages secured to other employés of the United 
States by section 3738 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the hours of 
labor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

AUXILIARY NAVAL VESSELS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1674) to provide 
auxiliary naval vessels of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALABAMA CLAIMANTS. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1675) 
for the relief of claimants whose claims were rejected by the Court of 
Commissioners of Alabama Claims on the ground that either the peti- 
tion or the proofs had been received too late; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. J 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT YONKERS, N. Y. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1676) to erect a 
public building at Yonkers, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCIAL SALES, ETC. 

Mr. FARQUHAR introduced a bill (H. R. 1677) to regnlate com- 
mercial sales of goods and merchandise by samples, catalogue, card, 
price-list, description, or other representation between residents of the 
several States and Territories; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SITE FOR PUBLIC BUILDING, BUFFALO, N. Y. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1678) to authorize the 
purchase of a site for a public building at Buffalo, N. Y.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA INTO THE UNION. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1679) to provide 
for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, and for the organi- 
zation of the Territory of North Dakota; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RATE OF POSTAGE ON FIRST-CLASS MATTER. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1680) regu- 
lating the rate of postage on first-class matter; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


RATE ‘oF POSTAGE ON BULBS, SCIONS, PLANTS, AND SEEDS. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1681) regu- 
lating the rate of postage on bulbs, scions, plants, and seeds; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCHESTER, N. Y. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1682) to in- 
crease the appropriation for a public building at Rochester, N. Y.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1683) aa 
viding for the establishment of a bureau of public documents; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. x 

: MARINE HOSPITAL AT NEW YORK. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1684) establish- 
ing a marine hospital at the port of New York; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 1685) for the erection of a 
public building at Hudson, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OFFICE OF STEAM-BOILER INSPECTOR FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1686) to amend 
an act creating the office of steam-boiler inspector for the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT IN MEMORY OF VICTIMS OF PRISON SHIPS. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1687) for the 
erection and completion of a monument to the memory of the victims 
of prison ships at Fort Green, Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was read a first 
sad second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSION CLAIMS BY DEPENDENT PARENTS. 

Mr. WEBER introduced a bill (H. R. 1688) relating to claims for 
pensions by dependent parents; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SUSPENSION BRIDGE, N. Y. 

Mr. WEBER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1689) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Suspension Bridge, N. Y.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. i 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY, N. Y. 


Mr. GREENMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1690) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Troy, N.Y.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. TRACEY introduced a bill |H. R. 1691) for the relief of the State 
of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF CERTAIN DUTIES. 

Mr. TRACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1692) to refund duties 
paid by the State of New York on arms imported in 1863; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO, ETC. 

Mr. BROWER introduced a bill (H. R. 1693) to repeal the internal- 
revenue tax on tobacco and spirituous and malt liquors, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON FRUIT BRANDY. 


Mr. BROWER also introduced a bill (H. R, 1694) to repeal the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on brandy distilled from fruits, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO, 

Mr. BROWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1695) to repeal the tax 
on tobacco in all its forms, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS, 

Mr. BROWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1696) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, ASHEVILLE, N. C. Z - 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 1697) 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Asheville, N. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN MAIL CLAIMS PRIOR TO 1861. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1698) to provide for the payment for carrying the United States mails 
in the States of Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, Missouri, Arkansas, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and Texas prior to May 31, 1861; which was read a first and 
peana time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1699) to provide for placing all the surviving soldiers and sailors of the 
United States who served in Indian wars, including those who served 
in removing the Cherokee Indians from North Carolina, Georgia, and 
Tennessee to the Cherokee Nation, on the pension-roll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1700) to repeal the internal-revenue laws; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

X, TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 1701) 
to provide for the total repeal of internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXES ON FRUIT SPIRITS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1702) for the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on spirits distilled from 
apples, peaches, and other fruit; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1703) for the total repeal of the internal-revenue laws; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO MAJ? GEN. NATHANIEL GREENE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1704) to provide for the erection of a monument to Maj. Gen. Nathaniel 
Greene on the battle-field of the battle of Guilford Court-House, N. C., 
fought March 15, 1781; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, STATESVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1705) to provide for the erection of a public building at Statesville, 
N. C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, SALISBURY, N. C. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1706) to provide for grading and paving the approaches to the national 
cemetery near Salisbury, N. C.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1707) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL BANKING LAWS. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1708) to amend section 
5151 of the Revised Statutes so as to make the shareholders in national 
banks jointly and severally liable for the debts of the banks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printet. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1709) to regulate the prac- 

tice in causes removed from State courts; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1710) to repeal an act to 
regulate and improve the civil service of the United States, approved 
January 16, 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


XIX——15. 


VIRGINIUS INDEMNITY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 1711) to provide 
for the disposition of the interest received on the Virginius indemnity; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1712) for 
the erection of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT GALLIPOLIS, OHIO. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also introduced abill (H. R. 1713) fora 
public building for a marine hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio; whieh was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


BIRTHPLACE OF GENERAL GRANT. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also submitted a resolution directing an 
inquiry as to the purchase by the United States of the house and prem- 
ises where the late General Ulysses 8. Grant was born; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 


TAX UPON TOBACCO. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R, 1714) to repeal all inter- 
nal-revenue taxes upon tobacco in all forms, and upon the dealers;therein; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ARBITRATION IN NATIONAL DIFFERENCES. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1715) to authorize the 
President of the United States to invite the autonomic Governments of 
America to send delegates to an international congress to arrange the 
settlement of national differences by arbitration; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. DUTY ON IMPORTED WOOL. 


Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1716) to restore the 
rates of duty on imported wool; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1717) to repeal the 
proviso of section 2 of the actof March 3, 1879, making appropriations 
for the payment of arrears of pensions; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR LOSS OF ARM AND LEG. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1718) to grant a pen- 
sion of $72 per month to soldiers who have lost an arm and leg, by 
amputation or paralysis, in the line of duty; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MUNICIPAL LAWS OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1719) to provide for the 
examination and purchase of certain manuscripts comprising a revision 
and consolidation of the laws relating to municipal affairs in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR introduced a bill (H. R. 1720) to equalize the 
bounties paid by the United States to the volunteer soldiers and sailors 
of the late war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOWS, ETC., OF PENSIONERS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1721) for the reliet 
of widows and minor children of deceased invalid pensioners; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS OF MINOR CHILDREN. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1722) providing an 
increase of pension to minor children, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIMITATIONS IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1723) toremove the 
limitations in pension cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION FOR TOTAL HELPLESSNESS. 
Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1724) to amend an 
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act relating to pensions for total helplessness; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MINIMUM INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1725) to provide for 
a minimum invalid pension of $8 per month; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR ADDITIONAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1726) to increase 
certain pensions for additional disabilities; which was read a first and 
second time, referred, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO EX-PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1727) providing a 
pension to surviving ex-prisoners of war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO DEPENDENT PARENTS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1728) for the relief 
of dependent parents of deceased officers and enlisted men; which was 
read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 1225, REVISED STATUTES. ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1729) to amend sec- 
tion 1225 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS UNDER SPECIAL ACTS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1730) for the relief 
of certain pensioners enrolled by special acts of Congress; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, ZANESVILLE, OHIO. 


Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 1731) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Zanesville, Ohio; which was 
read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

BONDS REQUIRED OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1732) to reduce the 
amount of United States bonds to be required of national banks, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 4 


CIRCULATING NOTES FOR NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS, 


Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1733) to provide for the 
issue of circulating notes to national banking associations; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

-SPECIE CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1734) authorizing the 
issue of specie certificates, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

LAWS AS TO NATIONAL CURRENCY. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1735) toreviseand con- 
solidate the laws relating to the issue and regulation of anational cur- 
rency secured by United States bonds; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES REFORMATORY AND PRISON. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE introduced a bill (H. R. 1736) to provide a prison 
and reformatory for persons convicted of violations of the laws of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR TAXES. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1737) to credit and 
pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia 
all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by theact of Congress 
approved August 5, 1861; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ILLUSTRATED CATALOGUE, ARMY MEDICAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 26) 
to provide for the preparation and printing of an illustrated catalogue 
of the Army Medical Museum; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF HISTORIC GROUNDS, ETC. 


Mr. ROMEIS introduced a bill (H. R. 1738) to provide for the sur- 
vey of certain historic grounds, locations, and military works; which 


was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
RESTORATION TO PENSION-ROLL OF REMARRIED WIDOWS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 1739) to restore to 
the pension-rolls widows and mothers of soldiers and sailors of the late 
war who have been dropped from the rolls by reason of remarriage, in 
cases where they have again become, or may hereafter become, widows; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO WILLIAM HENRY HARRISON. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1740) for the erec- 
tion of a monument to the late William Henry Harrison; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAMILTON, OHIO. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 1741) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Hamilton, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred tb the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF OFFICERS OF VOLUNTEER ARMY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1742) for the 
relief of certain officers of the volunteer army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WAR MAPs. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1743) for the 
republication of certain war maps; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1744) supplementary to 
and amendatory of the pension laws now in force, and granting pensions 
to disabled Union soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to their widows and ` 
to their minor and helpless children under the age of sixteen years, etc. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DEFIANCE, OHIO. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1745) appropriating 
money for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a suitable 
post-oflice building in the city of Defiance, Defiance County, Ohio; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

i HOMESTEAD LAWS FOR ALASKA. 

Mr. COOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 1746) to secure the benefits of 
the homestead laws of the United States to the people of Alaska; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the ittee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. . 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 1747) to establish 
an educational fund to aid in thesupport of public schools in the several 
States and Territories; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1748) to pre- 
vent the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1749) pro- 
hibiting in the District of Columbia the sale of intoxicating liquors 
within two squares of any public-school building or Government build- 
ing in which persons are employed in the service of the Government; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1750) to 
equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordened to be printed, 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1751) re- 
pealing all limitations as to the time within which meritorious applica- 
tions for pensions may be filed; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p CREDIT TO OREGON FOR ORDNANCE, ETC. 

Mr. HERMANN introduced a bill (H. R. 1752) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to credit the State of Oregon with the sum of $12,398.55 
for ordnance and ordnance stores to be issued to the Territory of Wash- 
ington on account of said State in payment for ordnance and ordnance 
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stores borrowed by said State of said Territory during the Nez Perce 
Indian war of 1877 and 1878, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1753) authorizing and 
allowing second homestead entries of public lands where failures to 
consummate original entry is occasioned by sickness, unavoidable acci- 
dent, aridity or sterility of the soil, mistak e of boundaries, etc. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1754) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mex- 
ican war,’’ approved January 29, 1887; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE, UMPQUA RIVER, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1755) providing for 
the establishment of a light-house at or near the mouth of the Umpqua 
River, in the State of Oregon, and not to exceed in cost the sum of 
$80,000; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. - 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1756) for payment of 
balance unpaid on Oregonand Washington Territory Indian war claims 
for suppression of Indian hostilities in 1855 and 1856, as found due by 
commission appointed by Secretary of War,. consisting of General Rufus 
Ingalls, Capt. A. J. Smith, and Hon. L. F. Grover, pursuant to act of 
Congress, and disallowed by Third Auditor of the Treasury, as per his 

rt of February 7, 1860; which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTLAND, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1757) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at Portland, Oregon; which was 
. read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1758) to extend the 
act of March 3, 1887, providing for the bringing of suits against the 
Government of the United States, so as to include Indian depredations 
existing prior to the of this act, whether presented to or re- 
ported adversely by any department of the Government; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Indian 
Depredation Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR de eve 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1759) to, the 
time for filing certain claims for compensation for horses and other prop- 
erty lost in the military service of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FROM OREGON AND WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1760) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to audit certain claims pending from the State 
of Oregon and Washington Territory; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF PORTLAND, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of 
the First National Bank of Portland, Oregon, for money advanced the 
Oregon Iron Works, the contractor in building the United States rev- 
enue-cutter Thomas Corwin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND DISTRICT IN OREGON. 

-Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1762) to establish an 
additional land district in the State of Oregon; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1763) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Salem, Oregon; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1764) fixing the sala- 
ries of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 
per annum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. - 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 
Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1765) restoring to the 


United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Supe- 
ior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, from Wal- 
lula to Portland, and to protect the rights of settlers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
LIFE-SAVING STATION, UMPQUA RIVER, OREGON. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1766) establishing a 
life-saving station and providing a life-saving crew at or near mouth of 
Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon, and appropriating $8,000 there- 
for; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, YAQUINA BAY, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1767) making an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of a life-saving station and providing 
for a life-saving crew at Yaquina Bay, in the State of Oregon; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY WAGON-ROAD IN OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1768) making an ap- 
propriation for the resurvey, relocation, shortening, and improvement 
of the military wagon-road between Rogue River Valley and Fort 
Klamath, Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BOAT RAILWAY AROUND OBSTRUCTIONS IN COLUMBIA RIVER. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1769) making an ap- 
propriation for a final survey and estimates for and the commencement 
of the construction of a boat railway around the obstructions to navi- 
gation at The Dalles and Celilo Falls, in the Columbia River; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TEMPORARY IMPROVEMENT OF NAVIGABLE RIVERS. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1770) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to order certain repairs and improvements of a tem- 
porary character in navigable rivers, in order to preserve and continue 
the use and uninterrupted navigation thereof, and to draw his warrant 
or requisition from time to time upon the Secretary of the Treasury for 
such expenditures; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

$ OREGON INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1771) to pay the Ore- 
gon Indian war claims audited by Philo Callender, war commissioner; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, COQUILLE RIVER, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1772) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house at the mouth of the Coquille River, in the 
State of Oregon, at a cost not exceeding $40,000; which was read a first 
and second tithe, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered . 
to be printed. : 

VOLUNTARY SIGNAL OBSERVERS, 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1773) providing com- 
pensation and n instruments to voluntary signal observers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS. 
Mr. HERMANN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 27) pro- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- 
ing for the election of Senators by the votes of the people of the States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
CANAL AND LOCKS, COLUMBIA RIVER. 

Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Legislature of 
Oregon, asking forthe completion of the canal and locks on the Columbia 
River, and that it may be finished the sum of $500,000 appropriated 
therefor, that excessive freight may be reduced and thus add a blessing 
to the rich commerce of the Columbia River valley; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. z 


WILLAMETTE VALLEY AND CASCADE MOUNTAIN WAGON-ROAD. 

Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Oregon Legisla- 
ture, asking that suits be brought in the name of the United States to 
cancel and annul all patents and grants of lands to the Willamette Val- 
ley and Cascade Mountain Wagon-Road Company of Oregon; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

OREGON CAYUSE INDIAN WAR. 

Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Legislature of 
Oregon, asking that pension be granted the survivors of the Oregon ° 
Cayuse Indian war and that of 1855-56; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Legislature of 
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Oregon, asking that the survivors of the Cayuse Indian war of 1847—48, 
of Oregon, be pensioned, and that their identification and services be 
certified by the secretary of state of Oregon; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

BOAT RAILWAY AROUND OBSTRUCTIONS IN COLUMBIA RIVER. 

Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Legislature of 
Oregon, asking for the construction of a boat railway around the ob- 
structions on the Columbia River at The Dalles, and an appropriation 
therefor; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

WILLAMETTE RIVER. 


Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Legislature of 
Oregon, representing great injury to the navigation of the Willamette 
River near the city of Corvallis, and asking the immediate considera- 
tion of Congress and an appropriation to cover thé engineer’s estimates; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Legislature of 
Oregon, asking Congress to declare forfeited all railroad and wagon- 
road land grants not earned according to the terms of said grants; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

UMPQUA RIVER, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Oregon Legisla- 
ture for the survey and improvement of the Umpqua River, in Oregon, 
between Scottsburgh and Elkton, with a view to its improved navi- 
gation; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Oregon Legis- 
lature asking for forfeiture of the land grant to the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, and that the forfeiture of that portion of the 
grant between Portland, Oregon, and Wallula, Wash., be a separate 
measure and not made dependent on the forfeiture of the grant east 
of Wallula, and be first considered; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. - 

ROADWAY AT CAPE PERPETUA. 


Mr. HERMANN also submitted a memorial of the Oregon Legislature, 
asking an appropriation of $2,500 for a roadway around Cape Perpetua, 
the Government reservation for United States light-house purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

OREGON INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. HERMANN alsosubmitted a memorial of the Oregon Legislature, 
asking for payment of the claims growing out of the Oregon Indian war 
as adjusted and reported by Philo Callender, commissioner of Oregon 
Indian war claims, and amounting to $13,845.84, and being for supplies 
furnished; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Depredation 


LIGHT-HOUSE, UMPQUA RIVER, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also presented a memorial of the Oregon Legisla- 
ture, asking for the construction of a light-house at the mouth of the 
Umpqua River, in Oregon, and that said river from iner to the 
mouth be buoyed; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPAYMENT ON ACCOUNT OF LAND PURCHASES. 


Mr. HERMANN also presented a memorial of the Oregon Legisla- 
ture, asking for legislation providing for a repayment of an excess of 
$1.25 per acre to purchasers of lands within the limits of the grant to 
the Oregon Central Railroad Company, the said grant being now for- 
feited and restored to the public domain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. f 


PAYMENT OREGON AND WASHINGTON TERRITORY VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. HERMANN also presented a memorial of the Oregon Legisla- 
ture, asking for payment of expenses of Oregon and Washington Terri- 
tory volunteers in the Indian war of 1855-56, as allowed by Commis- 
sioners Grover, Ingalls, and Smith, together with the unaudited ac- 
counts thereof, and for pensions to the survivors of said war and those 
of the Cayuse war of 1847; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION, ETC. 

Mr. HERMANN also presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Oregon, asking a modification of the treaty with China by prohibiting 
the further importation and immigration of Chinese and other Asiatic 
laborers, and to diminish those already here, thus preventing the fur- 
ther degradation of American labor, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ALLEGHENY, PA. 

Mr. BAYNE introducod a bill (H. R. 1774) to provide for the erection 
of a public building for the accommodation of a post-office and other 
Government offices in the city of Allegheny, Pa.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON TOBACCO. 
Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1775) to repeal the law im- 


posing internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco, and for other purposes;which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, YORK, PA. 


Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. 1776) for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at York, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN CITIZENS OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. MAISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1777) for the relief of cer- 
tain citizens of the State of Pennsylvania who suffered losses from 
Union and Confederate troops during the invasion of the State by the 
army of General Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MAISH alsosubmitted a joint resolution (H. Res. 28) proposing 
anamendment to the Constitution ofthe United States, in relation tothe 
election of President and Vice-President; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr, MAISH. I ask unanimous consent to have that resolution 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Section 1. That the ig pele. be ocenngsr pd to the Constitution of the United 


States be proposed to the tures of the several States, which when ratified 
by three-fourths of said atures shall become a part of the Constitution, 


namely: 
ARTICLE XVI. 

Article II, section 1, paragraph 2, to be made to read as follows: 

“Each State shall be entitled to anumber of electoral votes equal to the whole 
gauner of Senators and Representatives to which the State shall be entitled in 

ngress. 

The first division of the twelfth amendment to the Constitution, ending with 
the words “directed to the President of the Senate ™ to be stricken out and the 
following substituted: 

* The citizens of each State who shall be qualified to vote for Representatives 
in Congress, shall cast their votes for candidates for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent by ballot, and proper returns of the votes so cast shall be made, underseal, 
within ten days to the secretary of state,or other officer lawfully performing the 
duties of such secretary in the government of said State, by whom the said returns 
shall be ipa ore opened in the presence of the chief executive magistrate of the 
State and of the chief-justice or judge of the highest court thereof; and the said 
secretary, chief executive rate, and judge, shall assign to each candidate 
voted for by a sufficient number of citizens, a proportionate part of the electoral 
votes to which the States shall be entitled in manner following, that is to say : 

“They shall divide the whole number of votes returned by the whole number 
of the State’s electoral vote,and the resulting quotient shall be the electoral ratio 
for the State, and shall assign to candidates voted for one electoral vote for each 
ratio of popular votes received by them, respectively, and, if n , addi- 
tionalelectoral votes for successive largest fractions of a ratio shall be gned to 
candidates voted for until the whole number of the electoral votes of the States 
shall be distributed; and the said officers shall thereupon make up and certify 
at least three general returns comprising the popular vote by counties,parishes, 
or other principal divisions of the State, and their apportionment of clectoral 
votesas aforg said and shall transmit two thereof, under seal,to the seat of Govern- 
ment of the United States, one directed to the ident of the Senate and one 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and a third, unsealed return, 
shall be forthwith filed by the said secretary in his office and be recorded there- 
in and be at all times open to inspection.” 

Article II, section 2, clause 4, to be made to read as follows: 

‘The Congress may determine the time for voting for President and Vice- 
President, and the time of assigning electoral votes for candidates voted for, 
which times shall be uniform throughout the United States.” 

Strike out the words “electors pat geo ”» where they occur in the twelfth 
amendment to the Constitution, and substitute in their stead the words " elec- 


toral votes.” 
DRY-DOCK, LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 1778) to authorize the con- 
struction of a dry-dock at the United States navy-yard, League Island, 
Philadelphia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NAUTICAL SCHOOL-SHIPS. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1779) for the construc- 
tion of nautical school-ships; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMES FOR INDIGENT FAMILIES OF SOLDIERS AND SEAMEN. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R, 1780) to establish homes 
for the mothers, widows, and daughters of volunteer soldiers and sailors 
of the Army and Navy of the United States who are disqualified from 
procuring their own support by reason of sickness or poverty; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS. 

Mr. HARMER also intréduced a bill (H. R. 1781) regulating the ap- 
pointment of assistant naval constructors; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

3 PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1782) relating to promo- 
tions in the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred te 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, WILKES BARRE, PA. 

Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 1783) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a suitable building for post-office and 
other Government offices in the city of Wilkes Barre, Pa.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. OSBORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1784) to increase the 
pension of soldiers and sailors who have been totally disabled; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHESTER, PA. i 

Mr. DARLINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 1785) for the erection 
of a public building at Chester, Pa.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BONDS OF CIGAR MANUFACTURERS. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 1786) reducing the 
penal sum of the bond required to be given by persons engaging inthe 
manufacture of cigars under the provisions of section , chapter 7, 
title 35, Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


` 


CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1787) to improve 
the civil-service laws of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Bervice, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF CERTAIN CLERKS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 29) 
fixing the time when the pay of certain clerks to committees of the 
House of Representatives shall begin; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also submitted the following resolutioñ; which 

was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and it is hereby, authorized and 
directed to designate the committees which, in the judgment of the said com- 
mittee, should be allowed clerks for the present Congress under the legislative 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill for the year ending June 30, 1888, an: 
report to the House without delay for its action thereon. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LANCASTER, PA. 

Mr. HIESTAND introduced a bill (H. R. 1788) for the erection of a 
public building at Lancaster, Pa.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF LATE WAR. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1789) granting a pension to 
the soldiers and sailors who served in the United States Army and Navy 
during the war of the rebellion, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. ` 


ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY BY CORPORATIONS, 


Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1790) to prevent the 
acquisition of real property by corporations, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 1754, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1791) to amend sec- 
tion 1754 of the Revised Statutes relative to the employment of per- 
sons discharged from the military or naval service; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ PATENTS. 

Mr, ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1792) to amend sec- 
tion 4887 of the Revised Statutes in relation to patents; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

` PEACE AMONG NATIONS. 

Mr. YARDLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1793) to promote peace 
among nations by the establishment of a national tribunalor some fixed 
principle of arbitration; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DIRECT TAX. 

Mr. BOUND presented a resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania in regard to the Senate bill providing for the erediting 
and paying to the several States and Territories ofall moneys collected 


under the direct tax levied under act of Congress of August 5, 1861; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC BUILDING ‘AT ALTOONA, PA. . 

Mr. SCULL introduced a bill (H. R. 1794) to provide for the e 
tion of a public building at Altoona, Pa., and appropriating money 
therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES NAVAL HOMES. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced (by request) a bill (H. 
R. 1795) for the relief of sailors and marines in the United States naval 
homes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I present this bill by request; and 
I desire to say it appears to me when a bill is presented by request 
there should be some record of that fact made on our Journal as well 
as-in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


CLAIM OF SCHUYLKILL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. BRUMM introduced a bill (H. R. 1796) to authorize the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the 
county of Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced 
by it under allotments made by soldiers from said county during the 
late rebellion, by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled 
* An act to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in entorc- 
ing the laws and protecting public property,” approved July 22, 1361; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SECURITY OF DEPOSITS IN NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1797) to provide for the 
security of deposits in national banks; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Bankingand Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES, 

Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1798) to retire national- 
bank notes and substitute therefor Treasury notes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF THE PUBLIC DEBT. 

Mr. BRUMM alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1799) to facilitate the pay- 
ment of the public debt, and to provide a uniform paper circulation; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPITAL STOCK OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1800) tofix the maximum 
limit to the capital stock of the national banking associations; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1801) to provide for 
further coinage of silver dollars; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

COINAGE RESERVE, ETC. 

Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1802) tosimplify the cur- 
rency, strengthen the coinage reserve, preventcontraction, and provide 
for a gradual increase of the circulating medium; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL-BANK ACT. 
Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1803) to amend the na- 


tional-bank act; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


SOUTH CAROLINA COURTS. 

Mr. PERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 1804) to regulate the terms of 

the circuit and district courts of the United States for the district of 

South Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENVILLE,'S, C. N 

Mr. PERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1805) for a poore buildin; 
at Greenville, S. C.; which was read a first and second time, refe 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RECORD OF LAND PATENTS. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (H R.1806) providing for the rec- 
ord in the county where the land lies of patents returned to the Gen- 
eral Land Office as undeliverable; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECTION 1014, UNITED STATES REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 1807) to amend section ` 

1014 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
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first.and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 
SECTION 847, UNITED STATES REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1808) to amend sec- 
tion 847 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CITIZENS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

-Mr. HEMPHILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1809) to authorize 
United States courts to take cognizance of cases in which a citizen of 
the District of Columbia is a party, the same as if he were a citizen of 
a State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES IN WAR OF 1812, 

Mr. HEMPHILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1810) directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain 
States and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by 
said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CITADEL ACADEMY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 1811) providing for the pay- 
ment to the State of South Carolina of rent for the Citadel Academy, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON JUTE. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1812) to place jute upon 
the free-list; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS IN CONGRESS. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1813) regulating the pro- 
ceedings in Congress upon private claims; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1814) to reimburse the 
depositors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses in- 
curred by the failure of said company; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT COURTS, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1815) relating to the dis- 
trict courts of the eastern and western districts of the State of South 
Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CIRCULATING NOTES OF STATE BANKS, ETC. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1816) to repeal all acts 
and parts of acts discriminating in taxation against the circulating notes 
of State banks and State banking associations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. - 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1817) to amend section 
4004 of the Kevised Statutes, relating to the railway mail service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

REVENUE-CUTTER FOR CHARLESTON, 8. C. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1818) for construction of a 
revenue-cutter for Charleston, S. C., in maintenance of the service, to 
replace the United States revenue-cutter McCulloch; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 30) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States creating and 
defining the office of second vice-president of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MUSTER AND PAY OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 1819) to amend an act entitled 
tAn act to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and en- 
listed men of the volunteer fo ” approved June 3, 1884; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS IN INDIAN WARS. 

. My. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1820) granting pensions to 
the soldiers engaged in any of the Indian wars prior to 1847; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 1821) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

à Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1822) to equalize the boun- 
ties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EVIDENCE IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1823) to amend the pension 
laws and to prescribe certain rules of evidence in pension cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 
7 Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 124) to extend the provis- 
ions of the arrears-of-pension act approved March 3, 1879, to pensioners 
under special acts of Congress, and to repeal the limitations of arrears 
act; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
È REPEAL OF INTERNAL TAXATION. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced abill (H. R. 1825) to repeal the internal- 
tax laws of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTIVE FRANCHISE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1826) to preserve the purity 
of the elective franchise, and to punish bribery and other offenses against 
a free baliot; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


~ REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAX. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1827) to remove the tobacco 
tax, and repeal all laws requiring a license for the sale of the same; 
which was read a first and.second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. z 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1828) to amend the act to 
te interstate commerce; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
TAX ON SPIRITS. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 1829) to reduce the expense 
of collecting the tax on spirits, and to prevent officers of the Government 
from destroying property seized by them; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

OFFICIAL BONDS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1830) to provide for the 
execution of bonds of all officials by their sureties in aliquot parts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1831) granting 
pensions tothe survivors of the Indian wars; which was read first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
i CLAIMS FOR ARMY SUPPLIES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1832) in relation 
to the examination of claims for Army supplies; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WAREHOUSING FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1833) to provide 
for warehousing fruit brandy; which was read a first and seeond time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 

inted. 
oie CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1834) authorizing the 
Quartermaster-General and Commissary-General to re-examine claims 
against the United States, and extending time for filing such claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1835) to authorize 
the anditing and allowance of claims for use and occupation or de- 
struction of buildings during the late war which were used alone for 
educational and religious purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
SECTION 2255, REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1836) to amend sec- 
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tion 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, DOVER, TENN. 

Mr. WASHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 1837) to construct a 
road to the national cemetery at Dover, Tenn. ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DELIVERY OF REGISTERED LETTERS, ETC. 

Mr. GLASS introduced a bill (H. R. 1838) to amend sections 3929 and 
4041 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the Postmaster-General to 
prohibit the delivery of registered letters and the payment of money- 
orders, and providing for the return of the same; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LOTTERY TICKETS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1839) to punish the selling 
and advertising of lottery tickets in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF TAXES ON RAW COTTON. 

Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1840) to refund to pro- 
ducers the taxes collected by the United States on raw cotton in the 
years 1863 to 1868, inclusive, and for other ; which was reada 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL COPIES OF OFFICIAL RECORDS OF WAR OF REBELLION. 

Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1841) providing for the pub- 
lication of additional copies of the Official Records of the War of the 
Rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. $ 

LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Mr. GLASS alsointroduced abill (H. R. 1842) to prohibit the mail- 
ing of newspapers and other publications containing lottery advertise- 
ments, and prescribing a penalty for the violation of the same; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1843) to enable tobacco 
planters to sell the tobacco raised or produced by them, free from any 
internal-revenue tax; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1844) to promote agricult- 
ure, and for other purposes; which was read a and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 
- CONSULAR REPORTS. 


Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1845) requiring certain con- 
sular reports to be in plain English, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. PHELAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1846) for the appointment or 
a commission to inquire into and report to Congress what, if any, legis- 
lation is necessary to improve the administration of justice in the courts 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLMENT OF A NAVAL MILITIA, ETC. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 1847) to provide for 
the enrollment of a naval militia and the organization of naval reserve 
forces; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING TAXES COLLECTED ON RAW COTTON. 

Mr. ENLOE introduced a bill (H. R. 1848) to refund certain taxes 
collected by the United States on raw cotton during the years 1863, 
1864, 1865, 1866, 1867, and 1868; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS IN TENNESSEE. 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1849) to provide for the lo- 
cation and erection in Tennessee of a branch home for disabled sol- 
diers of the late war, Federal and Confederate, and other wars; which 
was read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONERS WHO HAVE GIVEN UP CITIZENSHIP. 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R: 1850) to drop from the 
pension-rolls the names of ers who have forsaken citizenship in 
the United States and have given their allegiance to foreign govern- 
ments; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 
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PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS IN FLORIDA AND OTHER INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1851).granting pensions to 
the soldiers of the Florida war and other Indian wars; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RETAIL LIQUOR DEALERS. = 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1852) to define the mean- 
ing of the term “‘retail liquor dealers,” and to amend section 3244 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. - 
FRANKING PRIVILEGE AND DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1853) to limit the franking 
privilege and to provide for the proper distribution of public documents; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAX, ETC. 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1854) to authorize the sale 
of tobacco by the producer as other products of the soil are now sold® 
and to repeal the internal-revenue taxes on tobacco, except cigars and 
cigarettes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL FUNERALS. 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1855) to regulate the ex- 
penditures of the officers of the Senate and Houseof Representatives in 
the matter of Congressional funerals; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 
CLERK OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT AT JACKSON, TENN. 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1856) to provide for a clerk 
of the United States district court at Jackson, Tenn.; which was. read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BEACON LIGHTS ON THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1857) to provide for an in- 
creased number of beacon lights on the Tennessee River; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 31) to print, 
in RECORD form, additional copies of the President’s message; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 

Mr. LANHAM. introduced a bill (H. R. 1858) to provide for the pay- 
ment of Indian depredation elaims, and making an appropriation there- 
for; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITIONS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1859) to provide an ad- 
ditional mode of taking depositions of witnesses in causes pending in 
courts of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1860) to amend section 
683 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. s 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1864) to amend section 
1 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard 
silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character, and to provide 
for the free coinage of standard silver dollars;*’ which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

INTRODUCTION OF DISEASED CATTLE. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1862) to disapprove 
chapter 49 of the acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
New Mexico, entitled “An act to prevent the introduction of diseased 
cattle into the Territory of New Mexico,” approved March 19, 1884; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1863) to disapprove 
No. 35 of the acts of the-General Assembly of the Territory of Arizona, 
entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the introduction of diseased cattle into the 
Territory of Arizona,” approved March 2, 1885; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. $ 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1864) to correct the en- 
rollment of an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the 
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cireuit courts of the United States, and to regulate the removal of 
causes from the State courts, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1875; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, TEXARKANA. i 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1865) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at Texarkana, on and across the 
boun: line between the States of Texas and Arkansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CURRENCY CONTRACTION. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1866) to prevent the 
contraction of the currency; which was read a first and second time, 
referred = the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 


COINAGE OF THE SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr, CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1867) to repeal the 
*limitation upon the coinage of the silver dollar; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF NATIONAL-BANK CHARTERS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1868) to repeal the 
roviso to section 12 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to enable national 
Parking associations to extend their corporate existence and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 12, 1882; which was read a first andsecond time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LIENS OF JUDGMENTS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1869) to regulate the 
liens of judgments in the courts of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF ACTION, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1870) to revive and 
extend the right of action in the Court of Claims in certain cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1871) to enlarge the 
jurisdiction of the district courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY ACTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1872) in relation to 
claims arising under the provisions of the captured and abandoned 
property acts, and for other purposes; which was read afirst and second 
en ne a to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
prin 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1873) to limit the 
jurisdiction of the district and circuit courts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1874) to change the 
eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WORTH, TEX. 

Mr. ABBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 1875) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Fort Worth, Tex.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. X 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PALESTINE, TEX. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 1876) to authorize the con- 
struction of a public building for a post-office in the city of Palestine, 
Tex. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CATILE AND DAIRY FARMING. 


Mr. MARTIN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 32) provid- 
ing for the printing of additional copies of Executive Document No. 51, 
first session Forty-ninth Congress, on thesubject of cattle and dairy farm- 
ing; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

. DATE OF MEETING OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 33) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution, substituting the 31st of December for 
the 4th of March as the commencement and termination of the official 
term of members of the House of Representatives, and providing that 
Congress shall hold its annual meeting on the first Monday in January. 
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Mr, CRAIN. I call for the reading of the joint resolution at length, 
and ask unanimous consent to have it printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The jointresolution was read at length, and was referred to the Select 
Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, and was ordered to be printed. It is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House o esentalives of the United States of America 
in assembled (two-thirds House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the islatures of the several States asan amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, namely: 

“ARTICLE —. 

“ The 3lst day of December, at noon, is substituted for the 4th day of March 
as the commencement and termination of the official term of the members of 
the House of resentatives. 

The Congress in existence when the members of the first House of Represent- 
atives are elected after the ratification of this amendment shall hold no annual 
session after such election, and its term of office shall expire on the thirty-first 
gy or the following Décember. 

ngress shall assemble at least once in each year, and such meeting shall be 
palai first Monday in January, unless Congress shall by law appoint a different 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROWNSVILLE, TEX. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1877) to provide for the pur- 
chase of the necessary land and the erection thereon of a custom-house, 
post-office, and Federal court building, in the city of Brownsville, Tex. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1878) to amend sections 
2, 4, 5, and 9 of an act approved February 24, 1879, entitled "An act 
to create the northern judicial district of Texas, and to change the 
eastern and western judicial districts of said State, and to fix the times 
and places for holding courts in sait districts,” as amended by the act 
approved June 3, 1884, and to provide for holding terms of the court 
ef the western judicial district of Texas at the city of Laredo, and for 
holding terms of the court of the eastern judicial district of Texas at 
the city of Brownsville, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SUBTREASURY AT GALVESTON, TEX. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1879) to provide for the 
establishment of a subtreasury at Galveston, Tex.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1880) to include letter- 
carriers within the provisions of the eight-hour law; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS FOR EDUCATION. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1881) to provide for the . 
distribution of the proceeds of the sales of public lands among the 
States and Territories for educational purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROMOTION OF ARMY SURGEONS. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1882) to authorize the pro- 
motion of certain assistant ms of the Army after twenty years of 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXAMINATION OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1883) to provide for the ex- 
amination of officers of the Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p RETIRED-LIST FOR CIVIL SERVICE. bch 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1884) to establish a retired- 
list for persons employed in the civil service; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, and ordered to be printed. 

HEATING STREET-RAILWAY CARS. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1885) to require the street- 
railway companies in the District of Columbia to heat the cars used by 
them on their rodds; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECTION 914, UNITED STATES REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. KILGORE introduced a bill (H. R. 1886) to amend section 914 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNULMENT OF CERTAIN LAND TITLES, TEXAS. 

Mr. KILGORE also introduced a bill (H. R, 1887) to annul certain 
titles to land acquired by judicial proceedings in the courts of the 
United States in Texas, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ILLEGAL USE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. O’FERRALL offered the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, directed to 
communicate to this House any information in his possession in reference to 
the illegal use of the publie lands b; waite graaiers giving the names of such 
malfeasors and the quantity of lan „and also what steps the Interior 
Department and its agents have taken to provens and prohibit such illegal use 
of the public lands, including any proceedings taken, judicially or otherwise, 
in the prem: 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1888) to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GRAVE OF GENERAL DANIEL MORGAN. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1889) to preserve the 
grave of General Daniel Morgan and erect a monument over the same; 
which was read a first and’ second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNDARIES FOURTH COLLECTION DISTRICT, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1890) to amend an 
act approved June 15, 1882, changing the boundaries of the fourth col- 
lection district of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1891) to provide for 
a light-house at Newport News, Middle Ground, Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNDARIES FOURTH COLLECTION DISTRICT, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 1892) to amend an act approved 
June 15, 1882, changing the boundaries of the fourth collection district 
of Virginia; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES IN THE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1893) directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain States 
and the city of Baltimore, growing out of moneys expended by said 
States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during the war 
of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1894) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1895) to repeal the law im- 
posing internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco and liquors distilled from 
fruits, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECTION 3709, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1896) to amend and re-enact 
section 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to regu- 
late the making of contracts and purchases of supplies or services for the 
Government; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF TOBACCO FOR THE ARMY. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1897) to regulate the method 
of purchasing tobacco for the use of the Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

_ CADETS FOR THE NAVAL SERVICE. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1898) to provide for the se- 
lection of cadets for the naval service and their technical education; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXCHANGE OF GUNS. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1899) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to exchange guns with the R. E. Lee Volunteer Bat- 
tery, of Petersburgh, Va.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 
Mr. WISE also presented resolutions of the General Assembly of 
Virginia, instructing the Senators and requesting the Representatives 
of that State to vote for the repeal of internal-revenue taxation, etc. ; 


which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 
ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. BOWDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 1900) providing for the ad- 
justment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics arising under the 
eight-hour law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 

Mr. BOWDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1901) for the erection 
of a public building at Fortress Monroe; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NORFOLK, VA. 

Mr. BOWDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1902) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Norfolk, in the State of Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL TAXATION. 

Mr. BOWDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1903) to repeal the in- 
ternal-revenue laws of the United States, and to abolish all taxes and 
all offices created by them; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, YORKTOWN, VA. 

Mr. BOWDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1904) providing for the 
building of a road to the national cemetery at Yorktown; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO MARY, MOTHER OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. 1905) for the 
completion of the monument to Mary, the mother of Washington, at 
Fredericksburgh, Va.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, TANGIER SPIT, VIRGINIA. 

Mr, THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1906) 
making an appropriation for the establishment of alight-houseat ornear 
Tangier Spit, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, FREDERICKSBURGH, VA. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1907) to 
provide for macadamizing the road from the railroad to the national 
cemetery in thecity of Fredericksburgh, Va.; which wasread a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, POCOMOKE RIVER, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1908) 
making an appropriation for the establishment of alight-house at or near 
the mouth of the Pocomoke River, in Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BUOY DEPOT AT CHINCOTEAGUE INLET, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1909) 
making an appropriation to establish a buoy depot at Chincoteague Inlet, 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, PONGOTEAGUE CREEK, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1910) 
making an appropriation for the establishment of a light-house at the 
mouth of Pongoteague Creek, Virginia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FREDERICKSBURGH, VA. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1911) to 
purchase a site and erect a public building in the town of Fredericks- 
burgh, Va.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, GREAT WICOMICO RIVER, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. THOMASH. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1912) ask- 
ing an appropriation for the establishment of a light-house at the 
mouth of Great Wicomico River, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT STAUNTON, VA. 

Mr. YOST introduced a bill (H. R. 1913) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Staunton, Va.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, AUGUSTA COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. YOST also introduced a bill (H. R. 1914) to construct a road from 
the city of Staunton to the nati: cemetery in the county of Augusta, 
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in the State of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
TAXES UPON TOBACCO AND SPIRITS. 


Mr. YOST also introduced a bill (H. R. 1915) to repeal the law im- 
posing internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco and upon spirits distilled 
from fruits, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. YOST also introduced a bill (H. R. 1916) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BOOK-MAKING AND POOL-SELLING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. HOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 1917) to prohibit book-making 
of any kind and pool-selling in the District of Columbia for the pur- 
pose of gaming; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, POINT PLEASANT, W. VA. 

Mr. HOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1918) to construct a marine 
hospital at Point Pleasant, W. Va.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIGHTING OF BRIDGES. 
Mr. HOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1919) providing how bridges 
navigable rivers shall be lighted; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 
LOTTERY TICKETS. 

Mr. HOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1920) prohibiting the buy- 
ing, selling, or transferring of tickets or chances in any lottery in all ter- 
ritories subject to the jurisdiction of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

VETERAN VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 1921) direct- 
ing the payment of bounties to veteran volunteers who were promoted 
after re-enlistment; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSION TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1922) grant- 
ing an inereaseof pension to soldiers and sailors in certain cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. = 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, KEWAUNEE, WIS. 

Mr. HUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a life-saving station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

CLERKS FOR SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. HUDD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1924) providing compensa- 
tion for a clerk forSenatorsand Representatives in Congress; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

REVENUE MARINE SERVICE. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 1925) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the revenue marine service; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, FOND DU LAC, WIS. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1926) for the eree- 
tion ofa public building at Fond du Lac, Wis.; which was read a first 
and seeond time, referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SITE OF TIMBER ON MENOMONEE LANDS. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced abill (H. R. 1927, to authorize the 
sale of timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menomnee 
tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indians Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALARIES OF JUDGES, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1928) fixing the salaries of 
the several judges of the United States district courts; which was read 
& first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RETURN OF DIRECT TAX. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1929) to credit and pay 
to the several States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, and par- 
ties from whom the direct tax levied by act of Congress approved Au- 


gust 5, 1861, was collected, and to cancel the unpaid balance thereof; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1930) to re chapter 
104 of the act of Congress approved February 4, 1887, entitled ‘‘ An act 
to regulate ecommerce;”’ which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SECURITY FOR NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1931) authorizing the 
issue of United States bonds, and providing a permanent security for - 
national-bank circulation; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REAL ESTATE IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1932) relating to owner- 
ship of real estate in the Territories by certain corporations; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1933) for the relief of 
purchasers and other grantees of the United States of certain swamp 
and overflowed lands, and to reimburse and indemnify certain States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MILWAUKEE, WIS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 1934) for the 
erection of a public building at Milwaukee, Wis.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JUSTICES SUPREME COURT, ARIZONA TERRITORY. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. 1935) to increase 
the compensation of the justices of the supreme court of the Territory 
of Arizona; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1936) to fix 
the price of public land within the limits of the forfeited Texas Pa- 
cifie Railroad land grant; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MINING. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1937) to amend 
chapter340, United StatesStatutesat Large, volume 24, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, and to promote and encourage mining; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FORT LOWELL MILITARY RESERVATION, ARIZONA. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1938) to reduce 
the Fort Lowell military reservation in Arizona; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1939) to pro- 
vide for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SIOUX RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 1940) to divide a portion of 
the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate 
reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the 
remainder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA, ETC. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1941) to provide for the 
admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union, and for the or- 
ganization of the Territory of North Dakota; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. < 

PROPOSED STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1942) to provide for the 
formation and admission into the Union of the State of North Dakota, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICES, DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1943) to provide fortwo 
additional associate justices of the supreme court of Dakota, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
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SETTLERS UPON THE WINNEBAGO AND CROW CREEK RESERVATIONS. 
Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1944) to provide for the 
relief of settlers upon the Winnebago and Crow Creek reservations, in 
Dakota; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
SCHOOL LANDS, DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1945) granting to Dakota 
Territory section 16, township 106, range 64 west, in the county of Au- 
rora, in said Territory, for the p of a reform school, and granting 
to said Territory one section of land in lieu thereof for school purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS, DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1946) to create two ad- 
ditional land districts in Dakota, and to define the boundaries of the 
Deadwood district; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1947) to amend section 
2288, chapter 4, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ABANDONED AND USELESS MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1948) to amend section 
2, chapter 214, laws of the first session Forty -eighth Congress, ap- 
proved July 5, 1884, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the disposition of 
abandoned and useless mili reservations;’’ which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED INDIAN COMMISSION. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1949) creating a com- 
mission to negotiate with the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux 
Indians of Dakota to secure modifications of existing treaties; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1950) to set apart sec- 
tion 36, township 111, range 62, Dakota Territory, for educational pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RAPID CITY, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1951) granting to Rapid 
City, Dak., fractional section 16, township 2 north, range 7 east, Black 
Hills (Dakota) meridian; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to beprinted. 


INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, PIERRE, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1952) for the establish- 
ment and maintenance of an Indian industrial school at Pierre, Dak. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MONTANA AND IDAHO TERRITORIES. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (H. R. 1953) to annex a portion of 
the Territory of Montana to Idaho Territory; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, IDAHO. 

Mr. DUBOIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1954) to provide for an 
additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of 
Idaho; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED STATE OF MONTANA. 

Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 1955) to provide for the forma- 
tion and admission into the Union of the State of Montana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, and ordered to be printed. 


RATIFICATION OF AGREEMENT WITH CERTAIN INDIANS. 


Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1956) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Gros Ventres, Piegan, Blood, Blackfeet, and River 
Crow Indians in Montana; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, MONTANA. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1957) to provide a perma- 
nent reservation for the Crow Indians in Montana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OWNERSHIP OF REAL ESTATE IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1958) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories 


to American citizens; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY STORES FOR MONTANA. 


Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to issue to the governor of the Territory of Montana 
military stores for the use of the regular, enlisted, organized, and uni- 
formed active militia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FISH CULTURE IN MONTANA. 


Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1960) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to lease Silver Lake, in the Territory of Montana, 
for the purpose of fish culture; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HELENA, MONT. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1961) for the erection of a 
public building at Helena, Mont.; which was read a first and second 
time. referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNEXATION OF PART OF IDAHO. 


Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1962) to annex a portion 
of the Territory of Idaho to Washington Territory and Montana Ter- 
ritory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. t 

ASSAY OFFICE AT HELENA, MONT, 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1963) to provide for the 
parting and refining of silver and gold bullion at the assay ofice in 
Helena, Mont.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
pein on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARTESIAN WELLS IN MONTANA. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1964) to provide for the 
boring of artesian wells in the Territory of Montana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FEDERAL OFFICIALS IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H, R. 1965) concerning the ap- 
pointment of Federal officialsin the Territories; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LAND DISTRICT IN MONTANA. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1966) to create the Fort 
Benton land district, in the Territory of Montana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


APPELLATE COURT FOR NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 1967) to provide for the organ- 
ization of an appellate court for the Territories of New Mexico and 
Arizona, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. z ~ 
SPANISH AND MEXICAN LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1968) to provide for the 
judicial investigation and determination of the validity of Spanish and 
Mexican land grants in New Mexico, Arizona, and the territory acquired 
from Mexico, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUPREME COURT, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. 1969) to pro- 
vide for the appointment of justices of the supreme courtof the Territory 
of New Mexico, authorized to determine the validity of Spanish and 
Mexican land grants in the said Territory; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEVEES ON RIO GRANDE RIVER. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1970) to provide for build- 
ing levees on the banks of the Rio Grande Riverin the Territory of New 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1971) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Albuquerque, N. Mex.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committeeon Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1972) authorizing the Leg- 
islative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico to increase the juris- 
diction of justices of the peace in said Territory; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
SECTION 1882, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1973) to amend section 
1882 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 


UNIVERSITY IN NEW MEXICO. ` 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1974) to reserve laudsin 
the Territory of New Mexico for the benefit of a university in said 
Territory, and providing for the selection and withdrawal of the same 
from sale or other disposal; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


IRRIGATION IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1975) to provide for the 
building of reservoirs in the Territory of New Mexico for the storage 
of water for the purpose of irrigation; which was read a first and-sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SECTION 1858, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1976) to amend section 
1858 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 34) provid- 
ing for the furnishing of a complete set of weights and measures to the 
Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE AT SOCORRO, N. MEX. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1977) to establish an as- 
say Office at Socorro, in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
a first andsecond time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


UNPAID UNITED STATES JURORS IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1978) in relation to cer- 
tain unpaid United States jurors and others in New Mexico Territory; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMY AND NAVY HOSPITAL, LAS VEGAS, N. MEX. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1979) for the construction 
of an Army and Navy hospital at the Las Vegas Hot Springs, in the 
Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ARTESIAN WELLS, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1980) to provide for the 
boring of artesian wells in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
_ ries, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1981) to aid in the sup- 
port of common schools in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC PARK, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1982) to set apart a cer- 

tain tract of land situated on the headwaters of the Pecos River, in New 


Mexico, as a public park; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
COUNTY OF SAN JUAN, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1983) to ratify an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act creating the county of San Juan, in the Territory of New 
Mexico;”’? which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

UINTAH INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. CAINE introduced a bill (H. R. 1984) to restore to the public 
domain a part of the Uintah Indian reservation in the Territory of 
Utah, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The regular call is completed. The Chair will 
ene gentlemen who were not present when their States were 

REPEAL OF PERMANENT AND INDEFINITE APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 1985) to repeal certain laws 
relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 


Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1986) relating to the 
construction of public buildings; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. RANDALL also introduced joint resolution (H. Res. 35) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, authoriz- 
ing the President to veto any item or items of an appropriation bill, 
while approving of the other portions of the bill; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL PHARMACOPCEIA. 


Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H: R. 1987) to prepare and 
publish a national pharmacopoeia for the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RANDALLalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1988) limiting the time 
within which claims against the United States may be filed and prose- 
cuted; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS FOR SURVIVORS OF THE FLORIDA WAR. 


Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 1989) granting a pension | 
to the survivors of the Florida war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 1990) to amend the act of the 
20th of January, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the ascertain- 
ment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed by the 
French prior to the 31st of July, 1801;’’ which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UTILIZATION OF HOT WATER, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. ROGERS also introduced the following joint resolution (H. Res. 
36); which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered tobe printed in the REC- 
OED, as follows: 

Joint resolution to enable the Secretary of the Interior to utilize the hot water 
now running to waste in the permanent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark.,and 
for other purposes, 

Whereas it is estimated by the superintendent of the Hot Sp: Reservation 
that 300,000 gallons of hot water are daily running to waste on said reservation, 
because the Secretary of the Interior is powerless under existing laws to give it 
a useful direction; and 

Whereas said superintendent also reports that the hot-water supply barely 
exceeds the demand; and 

Whereas he urgently recommends the increase of the hot-water rents to #0 
per tub per annum: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to utilize the hot water now running to waste by permitting its use by 
not exceeding three bath-houses, to be erected by individuals below and off said 
Hot Springs Reservation (the expense of obtaining said water to be borne by 
the proprietors of said bath-houses), said water to be ished under the same 
restrictions and regulations as now gorsen the supply of hot water furnished 
to the bath-houses above and off said reservation, and that the water rents for 
all bath-houses be increased to #0 per tub per annum. 


REORGANIZATION OF CONSULAR SERVICE. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. 1991) to reorganize the con- 
sular service of the United States on asalaried basis, to provide for ad- 
ditional consular clerks, to regulate fees, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PLEASURE YACHTS. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1992) to amend the 
United States Statutes in relation to pleasure yachts; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF WORKS OF ART. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1993) to amend section 
2505. of the Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to the im- 
portation of works of art; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, ETC. 
Mr. SPINOLA (by Mr. Briss) introduced a bill (H. R. 1994) to re- 
move limitation from claims of soldiers and sailors, to amend section 
754 of the Revised Statutes, and to retire from the civil service those 
disabled in the Army and Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
$ Mr. BLISS. My colleague [Mr. SPINOLA], at whose request I have 
introduced this bill, is absent on account of sickness. 
POSTAGE-STAMPS. 
Mr. BLISS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 37) requesting the 
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Postmaster-General to discontinue the use of the green two-cent 
stamps and return to the use of the two-cent stamp of terra-cotta color; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

LAKES AND GULF WATERWAY COMMISSION. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 1995) to create the Lakes 
and Gulf Waterway Commission; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 1996) to amend certain sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to pensions, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION. i 

Mr. MCRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 1997) to aid the cause of edu- 
cation in certain States; which was read a first-and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP LANDS. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1998) to relieve purchasers 
of and to indemnify certain States for swamp lands, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 


Mr. McRAE alsé introduced a bill (H. R. 1999) to declare the for- 
feiture of certain lands granted to aid certain railroads, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2000) to forfeit the lands 
granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2001) to forfeit lands 
granted to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MEMBERS OF CONGRESS AS RAILROAD ATTORNEYS, 


Mr. McRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2002) to prohibit mem- 
bers of Congress from acting as attorneys or employés for railroad com- 
panies holding charters or having received grants of lands or pecuniary 
aid from the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF PRE-EMPTION AND TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS, ETC. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2003) to repeal the pre- 
emption and timber-culture laws, and to amend the desert-land act, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 

Mr. McRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2004) to grant additional 
rights to’certain homestead settlers, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3480, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2005) to repeal section 
3480 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 

Mr. McRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2006) to grant additional 
rights to certain homestead settlers on public lands; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INCOME TAX. 

Mr. McRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2007) to lay a graduated 
income tax, and to provide for the manner of collecting the same, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2008) to revive the right 
of action under the captured and abandoned property acts, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2009) to prevent the na- 
tional banks from contracting the currency; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC INTERSTATE BUILDING, TEXARKANA. 


Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2010) to provide fora public 
interstate building at. Texarkana; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MONEYS COLLECTED ON RAW COTTON. 


Mr. McRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2011) to credit and pay to 
the States all moneys collected as a tax or duty on raw cotton under 
the act approved July 1, 1862, and the acts amendatory thereto; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 


Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2012) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the ‘Treasury to invest the lawful money deposited in the 
Treasury in trust by national banking associations for the retirement 
of their circulating notes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. ` 

` MONUMENT AT CRAB ISLAND, LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 


Mr. MOFFITT introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 38) providing 
for the erection of a monument at Crab Island, Lake Champlain, over 
the grave of the unknown dead who fell at the battle of Plattsburgh on 
the 11th of September, 1814; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT AT OLD FORT TICONDEROGA, STATE OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. MOFFITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2013) for the erection of 
a monument on the site of old Fort Ticonderoga, State of New York; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Library, and ordered to be printed. 


TRESPASSERS UPON INDIAN LANDS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following messages from 
the President of the United States; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: $ 

I transmit herewith a communication of 23d ultimo from the Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting, with accompanying papere a draught of a bill to amend 
section 2148 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to trespasses 


upon Indian lands. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 4, 1888. 3 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 23d ultimo from the Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill granting 
aright of way to the Jamestown and Northern Railroad Company through the 
Devil’s Lake Indian reservation, in the Territory of Dakota. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 4, 1888. 


ToAhe Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication, of the 22d ultimo, from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with corer be, | papers, a draught of a bill toamend 
section 5388 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to timber tres- 
passes upon the public lands, so as to include Indian lands. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 4, 1888. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication, of 27th December, 1887, from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers,draught of a bill “to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to fix the amount of compensation to be 
paid for right of way for railroads through Indian reservations in certain con- 
tingencies.” x 

The matter is commended to the consideration of ao 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 4, 1888. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication, of 22d ultimo, from the Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting, with beso ring panting papers, a draught ofa bill to accept and 
ratify an agreement made with the Indians of the Yakima reservation, in W. - 
ington Territory, for the right of way of the Northern Pacific Railroad across 
said reservation, etc. 

The matteris presented to the consideration and action of Congress. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 4, 1888. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


z I ipek Sonara REREAD of Ath nee Span ep POEST of a 
nterior, submitting, with accompan: papers, a ughtofa toaccept an 

ratify an agreement made by the Paiute Indians, and granting a right of way 
to the Carson and Colorado Railroad Company through the Walker River res- 


ervation, in Nevada. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 4, 1888. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 24th ultimo from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill to ac- 
cept and ratify an agreement made with the S m and Wahpeton Indians, 
and to grant a right of way for the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway 
through the Lake Traverse Indian reservation,in Dakota. The matter is pre- 
sen for the consideration and action of Congress. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 4, 1888, 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. A numberof communications have heretofore been 
received from the Executive Departments, which have been presented 
to the House, ordered to be printed, and laid on the table for refer- 
ence. If there be no objection, the Clerk, under the direction of the 
Chair, will make proper reference of the same hereafter, and cause 
them to be entered upon the Journal. 

‘There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MILLS (at 4 o'clock and 48 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated belbw 

Ty Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 2014) to aon the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, in the State 
of Tennessee—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2015) to grant the right of way over the public 
lands in Alabama to the Rome and Decatur Railroad Company from 
Rome, Ga., to Decatur, Ala., on the Tennessee River—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2016) to grant the right of way over the public 
lands in Alabama, and to grant lands in said Statein aid of the St. Louis, 
Alabamaand Atlantic Railroad—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 2018) for the relief of the estate 
of James H. Judkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2019) for the relief of the estate of William T. 
Judkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 2020) to refund illegal internal-revenue 
tax collected of James R. Berry as late auditor of the State of Arkansas 
—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2021) to grant a pension to John Reeves—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) to grant relief to Elizabeth Phillips and 
child, as widow of Reuben Phillips, deceased—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2023) to grant a pension to John Harper—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2024) to grant a pension to Malissa Jane Earls— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2025) to place William J. Sowell on the rolls ot 
the Arkansas Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2026) for the relief of Jasper J. Henry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2027) to correct military record of Lafayette Ma- 

son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2028) for the relief of Nancy Blagg, widow of 
Israel J. Blagg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 2029) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
to incorporate the National Safe Deposit Company of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia,’’ approved January 22, 1867—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), bill (H. R. 2030) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Mary H. Pike, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2031) for the relief of William Barnes—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2032) for the relief the estate of P. 
P; Burton—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. cu» bearbeiten estate of W. W. Adams, 
deceased—to the Committee on 

Also (by request), a bill (H. E *2034) for the relief of J. J. McAl- 
mont—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2035) for the relief of Henry W. Long— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 2036) authorizing and directing the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the claims 
of certain laborers in the custom-house at San Francisco, Cal.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: A bill (H. R. 2037) for the relief of Christopher 
Green and Hugh C. Trainor—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BIGGS: A bill (H. R. 2038) for the relief of Maurice G. Grif- 
fith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 2039) for the relief of Charles 
Murphy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2040) for the relief of A. Berding and A. Berding 
& Co.,—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2041) for the relief of Thomas Guinean—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2042) for the relief of Rete Mapi to the 
Committėe on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R.. 2043) for the relief of August Leschinsky—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2044) to authorize the adjustment of certain ac- 
coan ‘arising in the Indian service—to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 2045) ee oe relief of Edward Rice— 
to e Committee on Banking and Curren 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2046) for the reliefof William E. Wheeler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2047) for the relief of John C. Johnston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of James H. Wells—to the Se- 
lect Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2049) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Francis A. Land—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2050) granting a pension to E. N. Ordway—to the 
Committee of Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 2051) to refund to the heirs of Cal- 
vin Durand, of Milford, State of Connecticut, certain customs duties 
pee te collected—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 2052) granting a pension to Jane 
A. Vail—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2053) for the relief of the United States Regula- 
tion Fire-Arms Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 2054) for the relief of James M. 
Lowry—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2055) for the relief of Rufus Barker—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2056) for the relief of Joel J. Goss—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 2057) for the reliefof V. B. Jossey—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) for the relief of John F. McRae—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief of S. E. Scarborough—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 2060) for the reliefof John Spicer— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis D. 
Freitas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2062) for the relief of John W. Breckenridge—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. Fe Serene S cei oe 
Marion Taggart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2064) panting Sees to Jacob F. Joseph—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2065) granting a pension to Moses F. Bassett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: A bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of Maj. Daniel 
N. Bash—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2067) for the relief of James H. Gilbert—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2068) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay ‘certain citizens of Chicago, employés of the castom-house, for 
extra-time service—to the Committee on Claims. ' 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 2069) for the relief of John G. Schu- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2070) for the relief of Arno Voss—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2071) for the relief of Martha Gray—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2072) for the relief of John Erpelding and Nico- 
laus J. Erpelding, administrator of the estate of Nicolaus Erpelding—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Willborg—to the Committee on con Iawaita Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 2074) granting a pension to James 
Keliey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2075) to incorporate the Capital Rapid Transit 
Company of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. PAYSON: A bill (H. R. 2076) for the relief of Alice E. Cul- 
ver, administratrix of the estate of F. B. Culver, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2077) to place on the pension-rolls the name of 
William S. Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2078) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Clark 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 2079) for the relief of Lyman B. Cut- 
ler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) for the relief of Conrad Vollmer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2081) granting a pension to Patrick Gregg—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) granting a pension to Silas W. Shutts—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 2083) granting a pension to Mary Shall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) granting a pension to George Stodd—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) to grant a pension to Alice S. Parker—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 2086) granting a pension to William 
M. Ammerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) for the relief of Emily Dailey—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2088) for the relief of W. S. Carpenter—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2089) for the relief of John S. Dill—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2090) for the relief of John B. Eads—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2091) for the relief of David Mayer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 2092) for the relief of Goff 
A. Hall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2093) for the relief of John K. Le Baron—to the 

* Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2094) to increase the pension of Alonzo B. Chat- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2095) granting a pension to Eunice A. Panntain— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2096) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Freeman S. Jay—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 2097) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, Ind.—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) for the relief of John G. Maughermar—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 2099) to reimburse the Miami In- 
dians of Indiana for moneys improperly taken from them—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Woodson W. Thrasher—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) for the relief of Samuel Hawkins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) for the relief of William R. Burton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2103) for the relief of James P. Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
N. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2105) granting a pension to Lewis Leach—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 2106) to equalize the bounties of 
soldiers who served in the late war for the Union—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2107) granting condemned cannon and cannon- 
balls for monumental purposes to John A. Platter Post, No. 82, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Indiana—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2108) to make the Lake Borgne outlet, to improve 
the low-water navigation of the Mississippi River from New Orleans, 
La., to Cairo, IIL, and incidentally to reclaim and protect the valley 
lands of the Mississippi River and tributaries from overflow without 
levees—to the Committee on Rivers.and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2109) for the relief of Red Cloud and other Sioux 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2110) for the relief of John Colter—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2111) for the relief of Charlotte H. Fenton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2112) for the relief of Capt. John Burkhart—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2113) for the relief of William Rutherford—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2114) granting a pension to Charles H. Lockwood— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2115) granting a pension to Fletcher 8. Dewey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) granting a pension to Thomas F. Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a hill (H. R. 2118) granting a pension to Nathaniel Bell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2119) granting a pension to Ardenia Dillon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2120) granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2121) granting a pension to Michael Sheets—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (IT. R. 2122) granting a pension to Sarah Sanks—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2123) granting a pension to James R. Bell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2124) granting a pension to Neal Meginley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 2125) for the relief of Capt. 
Robert G. Smither—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) for the relief of the widow and children of 
Peter H. Cookus, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2127) for the relief of George F. 
Roberts and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2128) for the relief of Sewell, Coulson & Porter, 
Harrison & Fishback—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2129) for the relief of Joseph Heaton—to the 
Committee on Military i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2130) for the relief of Eli Houser—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2131) for the relief of Joseph Cox, administrator 
of Charles Pasters, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2132) granting a pension to John E. McGaughey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2133) granting a pension to Henry C. Powell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2134) granting a pension to Jesse Stont—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2135) granting a pension to David Gentry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2136) granting a pension to C. H. Moore—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2137) granting a pension to the widow and minor 
children of Nathaniel W. Parker, deceased—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2138) to increase the pension of Samuel B. Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2139) granting a pension to George Rhody—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Eliza Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2141) granting a pension to David Modlin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2142) granting a pension to Nancy E. Retz—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2143) donating four condemned cannon to the Sol. 
Meredith Grand Army Post, of Richmond, Infl.—t6 the Committee on 
Military Affairs. z 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 2144) for the relief of John B. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Claims. 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of John Affalter—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2146) for the relief of Franklin R. M. Gilbert—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2147) for the relief of Mrs. Honora V. Lyon—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) for the relief of James Colvin—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2149) for the relief of Aaron M. Applegate—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2150) for the relief of Luther F. Warder—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 2151) for the relief of Joseph B. Bur- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2152) to pay to Perry B. Bowser $500 as back pay 
for recruiting, and for expenses borne in the military service of the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2153) granting increase of pension to George H. 
Gaskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 2154) for the relief of the legal repre- 
pd of Edward A. Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ms. Š z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2155) granting a pension to James S. Spaulding— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2156) granting a pension to Warren Ohaver—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2157) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) granting a pension to Matilda Ann Wiley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 2159) for the relief of Isaac C. Higgins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2160) for the relief of Charles H. Mason—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2161) for the relief of Thomas I. Taylor—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2162) for the relief of Catharine K. Bailey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2163) for the relief of Jesse T. Battles—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2164) for the relief of Crawford Brown—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2165) for the relief of Benjamin A. Bertram—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2166) for the relief of Joseph Lewis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2167) for the relief of George E. Oliphant—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2168) for the relief of Isaac M. Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 2169) making appropriation for the 
improvement of the Des Moines Rapids of the Mississippi River, and 
the completion of the dry docks at the Des Moines Rapids of the Mis- 
sissippi River, and amending the statutes in regard to the construction 
of a floating boom connecting the wall of the canal with the bridge at 
Keokuk, Iowa—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2170) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
Burlington, in the State of Iowa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 2171) for the relief of F. 
M. Wadley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2172) for the relief of Nancy J. Cline—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of Green Fields—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pen- 
sion to Lewis Fichthorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2175) granting a pension to Sarah M. Jewell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander J. Collinge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 2177) granting a pension to Mahala 
Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) granting a pension to Emmeline Topping— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2179) granting a pension to John Bennett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2180) granting a pension to Lucretia Luckey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) granting a pension to John E. Cooksey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2182) granting a pension to Henry Simmons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) granting a pension to Theodore Kraup—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2184) granting a pension to Samuel M. Bennett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) granting a pension to John C. Herriman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2186) granting a pension to Patrick Tierney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 2187) granting a pension to William Walsh—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2188) granting a pension to Thomas C. Mitchell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to Louis Kohn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2190) granting a pension to Jane Smallridge—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2191) granting a pension to Rhoda Williams—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2192) granting a pension to James M. Morgan’s 
Iowa Infantry and Mounted Volunteers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2194) for the relief of William H. Manning—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2195) for the relief of B. F. Moody & Co., or their 
legal representatives—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R, 2197) to correct the military record 

of Sry Owens, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) granting a pension to Sara A. Campbell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2199) removing the charge of desertion from the 
moeg record of George W. Moss—to the Committee on Military 

Also, abill (H. R. 2200) for the relief of Henry Barton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2201) granting a pension to Claiborn Callison—to 
the eeu on apis Pensions, uss z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2202) granting a on to Nathaniel —to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. u = 


Also; a bill (H. R. 2203) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Bushey— 
to the Committee on Irivalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2204) granting a pension to Whipple Handy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2205) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2206) removing the of desertion from the 
military record of Nicholas Hoit—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2207) granting a pension to Simpson Sparks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2208) granting a pension to Julia A. Cornell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2209) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. Pope—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) granting a pension to Hannah E. Wilson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2211) granting a pension to George W. Foster—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2212) granting a condemned cannon to the Grand 
Army postat Montezuma, Iowa—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONGER (by request): A bill (H. R. 2213) for the relief of 
the heirs of Mrs. Tellisse W. Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 2214) granting a pension of $100 
per month to Henry D. Fuller, of Company F, Twenty-eighth Iowa Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMES: A bill (H. R. 2215 granting a pension to Charles 
Glamann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas A. 
Osborn—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2217) for the relief of William S. Thatcher—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2218) to increase the pension of James A. Buck—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2219) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 2220) for the relief of John 
W. Johnston—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2221) for the relief of Mary Clarke—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2222) granting a pension to William Thompson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2223) for the relief of the heirs of Job Welton, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2224) for the relief of James McDonald—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2225) for the relief of Jacob Theirer—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2226) for the relief of H. P. Wells—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2227) for the relief of Josiah Elkins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2228) for the relief of Josiah H. Pillsbury—to the 
Committee on Claims. k 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2229) to re-examine the homestead claim of Ira 
Haworth—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 2230) extending to John Wollanis the 
benefits and provisions of ‘‘Anact arora, preson to Wilson W. Brown 
and others,” approved July 7, 1884—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2231) granting a pension to Jonah Slocum—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2232) for the relief of Joseph Guy—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension ‘to Henry P. Alexan- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2235) granting a pension to James H. White—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2236) granting a pension to Eli J. Yamgheim— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2237) granting a pension to Thomas Anderson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2238) for the relief of Samuel Henry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2239) to grant a pension to John Waters—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2240) to grant a pension to John C. Admas—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2241) to grant a pension to Andrew Honser—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2242) for the relief of Jacob Snovely—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2243) to grant a pension to James D. Newcomb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2244) to grant a pension to Ruth Ann Bentley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2245) granting a pension to Jeremiah White—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2246) ting a pension to Laura A, Watson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2247) granting a pension to Martin Smiley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2248) to relinquish the interest of the United 
ie ol in certain lands in Kansas—to the Committee on the Public 

Also, a pill (H. R. 2249) for the relief of D. H. adh the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2250) for the relief of Dr. Lewellen—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2251) for the relief of Adolph L. Lowe, alias 
Alfred ‘Love—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2252) granting condemned cannon, carriage, and 
cannon-balls to U. S. Grant Post, Kansas—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2253) for the relief of D. W. Boutwell—to the 
Committee on .War Claims. 

re Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 2254) pensioning Stephen Allen— 

e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Se a bill (H. R. 2255) increasing the pension of A. F. Fuller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2256) increasing pension of William A. Hanger— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2257) granting an increase of pension to David 
McKinney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 2258) granting a pension to 
Jonas G. Dod, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2259) granting a pension to Joab M. Haley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2260) granting a pension to George Forster—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny— 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2262) for the relief of John W. Howard—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 2263) for the relief of the estate 
of Ely Moore and Daniel Woodson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2264) to amend the pension-roll as it relates to 
the rank of Maxwell Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2265)for the relief of L. J. Worden—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2266) for the relief of William Watson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2267) to pay Thompson McKinley $375 for service 
voucher issued to him during the late war by Capt. George W. Harri- 
son, assistant quartermaster, United States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2268) to place the name of Robert Channer on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on a Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 2269 granting a pension to Ozro 
H: —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2270) granting a pension to Mrs. Laura M. Cheek— 
to thè Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2271) granting a pension to James Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2272) for the relief of Israel Johnson—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2273) for the relief of 
William L. Travis—to the Committee on War a. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2274) for the relief of J. E. Jofinson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2275) for the relief of James P. Overstreet—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2276) for the relief Asa Alvis—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2277) for the relief of George E. Cox—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2278) for the relief of Peyton Thomas—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2279) for the relief of George Collie—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2280) for the relief of W. J. Chitwood—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2281) for the relief of Henry Walker—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 2282) to pension Mrs. Theodora 
M. Piatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2283) for the relief of William Eversale—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2284) for the relief of G. W. Herd—to the Com- 

_ mittee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2285) for the relief of A. C. Robinson, executor of 
Jacob Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2286) for the relief of W. N. Potts—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2287) for the relief of Abijah B. Gilbert—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2288) for the relief of B. F. Bryant—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2289) for the relief of James A.. Beasley, admin- 
istrator of Zack Elkin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2290) for the relief of the heirs-at-law of John 
Patton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2291) for the relief of Jesse P. Riffe—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2292) for the relief of M. Barlow—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2293) for the relief of Henderson Young—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2294) for the benefit of Mary Conn, administratrix 
of John Conn, of Rockcastle County, Kentucky—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2295) for the reliefof W. L. Waddy—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 2296) forthe relief of the estate of C. 
M. Bri deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2297) for the benefit of the American Mutual Ben- 
efit Association of Mexican War Veterans—to the Committee on Military * 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) grantinga pension to Mrs: Annie Spilman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2299) for the relief of James Trigg—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2300) for the relief of C. C. Colmesnil—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 2301) to restore to the pension-roll 
the name of Jackson Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2302) for the relief of Sarah Marrs—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2303) granting a pension to Wilburn Long—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2304) for the relief of Green B. Kelley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2305) for the relief of James E. Hall, of Clark 
County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2306) for the reliefof David R. Hill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 2307) granting a pension to Sarah Hall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2308) for the relief of Andrew Howard, sr.—tothe 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of William J. House—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2310) for the relief of Greenville R. Hale—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2311) granting a pension to Philip Hammon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2312) for the relief of John Harvey—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2313) for the relief of John L. Hatcher—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2314) granting a pension to Thomas Hoskins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill.(H. R. 2315) referring to the Court of Claims the claims 
of General T. T. Garrard and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, abill (H. R. 2316) for the reliefof the estate of Esther Gearhart— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2317) for the relief of Rachel Gent—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2318) grantinga pension to G. W. Fraley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2319) granting a pension to Adam Feltner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2320) for the relief of W. B. Eversole—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2321) granting a pension to Larkin Delph—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2322) for the relief of Lewis C. Dills—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2323) for the relief of Jackson Coomer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2324) granting a pension to Adaline Combs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2325) for the relief of Green Charles—to the Com- 
miee on War Claims. 

, a bill (H. R. 2326) for the relief of Barney Back—to the Com- 
mittes, on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2327) for the relief of John W. Baker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of A. J. Bowman—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2329) for the relief of Patience Beatty—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill Hi R. 2330) for the reliefof Andrew Baldridge—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2331) for the relief of Joseph Banks—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2332) to restore to the pension-roll the name of 
Polly Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2333) granting a pension to Susanna Adams—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R., 2334) for the relief of P. R. Napier—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2335) for the relief of T. J. Pitzer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2336) granting a pension to Alfred Pickelsimer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2337) granting a pension to John Puckett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2338) for the relief of William Preston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2339) for the relief of H. H. Robenson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2340) for the relief of David B. Rose—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2341) granting a pension to Cressy Roberts—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2342) for the relief of John F. Rogers—to the 
Committee on War 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2343) for the relief of James Riley—to the Com- 
. mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2344) forthe relief of John M. Rice—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2345) granting a pension to Benjamin Ruh—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2346) for the relief of A. H. Sympson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Ais, & bill (H. R. 2347) for the relief of Brice Shepherd—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) for the relief of Martin V. Slone—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2349) granting a pension to James Stone—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2350) granting a pension to Cudberth Stone—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2351) for the relief of Harrison Swango—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2352) for the relief of Samuel Sternburg—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. psa od the relief of Charles D. Swim—to the 
Committee on Military Affa; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2354) ccaubag a pension to J. M. Thornbury—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2355) granting a pension to Diedrich Timme—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2356) for the relief of William Vest—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2357) granting a pension to John P, Vaughan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2358) for the relief of Pleasant Whitely—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2359) for the relief of Samuel A. B. Woodford—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2360) for the relief of R. M. Wilson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2361) for the relief of Weissinger & Bate, Edward 
Holbrook, and others—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2362) for the relief of Hibbard Williamson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2363) granting a pension to Ashley Wood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2364) for the relief of Elisha Young—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief 
of William P. Thorne—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2366) for the relief of Harry I. Todd—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2367) for the relief of William N. Robb—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2368) for the relief of Dr. D. N. Porter—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2369) for the relief of John Thorns—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2370) for the relief of Dr. John R. Hall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2371) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy Stanhope, widow 
and executrix of William F. Stanhope—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2372) for the relief of James C. Lemon—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2373) for the relief of Sigmund Luscher—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2374) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Francois Fournier—to the Committee on Private Land 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2375) for the relief of Amanda Chiles—to the Com- 
mitgee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2376) for the relief of Frederick Nienaber—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2377) for the relief of St. Andrew’s Lodge, No. 18, 
of Free and Accepted Masons, of Cynthiana, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ei for the relief of William H. Gray—to the 
Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2379). for the relief of James Miller, of Bourbon 
County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2380) grantinga pension to Lewis D. Terry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2381) granting a pension to C. W. King—to the 
Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2382) for the relief of D. W. Price—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2383) to relieve W. H. Cohorn of the charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2384) for the relief of Willis Price—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 2385) for the relief of T. I. Hardin—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2386) for the relief of William Berry—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2387) for the relief of William Downing—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2388) for the relief of Harriet Renwick—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2389) for the relief of Mary A. Bradford, adminis- 
tratrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 2390) for the relief of Weissinger & Bate, Edward 
Holbrook, and others—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2391) to grant a pension to Mrs. Bettie Marshall- - 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2392) for the relief of Nancy Ann Proffitt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2393) for the relief of La Fayette dey te the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2394) for the relief of John Jones—to the Commit- 
teeon War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2395) for the relief of Mrs. Annie B. Lewis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2396) granting a pension to James McGonnell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2397) for the relief of George W. Taylor—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, & bill (H. R.2398) for the relief of John H. Chiles—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2399) for the relief of Neal Sary—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of William Ashmut—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2401) for the relief of J. W. South—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2402) for the relief of Nancy Coons—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2403) for the relief of Thomas C. Isgrig—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2404) granting a pension to Sanford M. Dough- 
erty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2405) granting a pension to I. H. R. Caldwell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2406) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hicks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2407) granting a pension to Thomas Ross—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2408) to settle the claims of the heirs of the late 
Col. Stephen H. Long, of the United States Topographical Engineers— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2409) for the relief of John M. Viley—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 2410) for the relief of J. C. Martin, 
Mary E. Brice, Lelia A. Martin, and Florence A. Martin—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 2411) for the relief of Fanny 
B. Randolph and Dora L. Stark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill (H. R. 2412) authorizing the Little Rock 
and Alexandria Railroad Company to.maintain and construct a bridge 
across Bayou D’Arbonne, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 5 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mercy Knight—to the Committee on Invalid rion Esl 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2414) granting a pension to Seth M. Hall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Bailey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2416) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah F. 
sagan the Committee on Le Pensions. . 

y Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 2417) gran a pension to John 
Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 2418) to incorporate the Wash- 
ington Central Electric Railroad Company of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2419) for the relief of John Curtin, alias Patrick 
Kendrick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 2420) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to lease for a term of years a certain tract of land lying upon Kennebunk 
River—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 2421) granting a pension to Ann 
Verneuil—to the Committee on Invalid Pinion 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2422) for the relief of William Talbert—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2423) to increase the pension of John Brown—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2424) for the relief of Francis Marion Hale—to the 
ne on Invalid tee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2425) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) granting a pension to John T. Walsh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 39) to place the name of General 
Horatio G. Wright, late Chiefof Engineers, on the roll of major-generals 
on the retired-list, with the emoluments and pay of said grade—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2427) for the relief of John Joseph Bradshaw—to 
the pea ri on War per z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2428 ting an increase of ion to William 
H. Koch—to the TEAT e Invalid Pensions. HENEN, 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 2429) for the relief of T. B. Hor- 
witz—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2430) for the relief of K. R. Warrington—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2431) for the relief of Capt. Charles Thomas—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Levi Herzog—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 2433) granting an increase of pension 
to F. Selina Buchanan—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2434) to incorporate the Washington Suburban 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 2435) for the relief of Seligman & Stett- 
heimer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2436) to remove the charge of desertion from John 
Hess—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2437) for the relief of Anna Schaap—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2438) for the relief of Abram T. Shetzer—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2439) granting an increase of pension to Maj. J. 
F. ERSE a omaia on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi . R. 2440 ing a to Mrs. N. H. Lamb- 
din—to the Committee on cri: Ae Sma 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2441) for the relief of James Hooper—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2442) for the relief of Michael Z. Hammen—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 2443) for the relief of Thomas P. 
Gray—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2444) authorizing the refunding of duty on a clock 
and chime of bellsforSt. Timothy’s Church, of Catonsville, Baltimore 
County, Md.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2445) for the restoration of William C. Spencer to 
i vO atta) e a 

so, abi ting a ion to Jane Webster— 
to PA ante ae Invalid Pensions, | Men 
, & bi 7) granting a ion to William H. Stewart— 
to the Committee on Invalid rere ial aa 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2448) for the relief of James F, Hogan—to the 

Committee on Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2449) for the relief of the estate of John C. Thomp- 
son, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2450) to change the name of Tennallytown to Ten- 
leytown—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2451) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Johnson 
—to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2452) to provide for the extension of letters pat- 
ent for an improvement in insulating submarine cables—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2453) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Rock Creek at the foot of Massachusetts avenue extended—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2454) to incorporate the Washington and Suitland 
Street Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2455) for the relief of the-heirs and legal repre- 
PEAT of Gerard Wood, deceased—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of Judith 
Plummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2457) to increase the pension of Hubert M. Pot- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2458) for the relief of George C. Osgood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2459) for the relief of James Williams—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 2460) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
B. Cahoon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2461) for the relief of the owners and crews of the 
American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and 
Europa—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2462) granting a pension to George W. Goodrich— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2463) granting a pension to Daniel Lincoln—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2464) granting a pension to John Dolan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2465) for the relief of the heirs of John F. Shorter— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2466) granting a pension to William O’Connor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2467) to amend chapter 191 of the private acts of 
the Forty-ninth Congress, concerning James H. Young—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2468) for the reliefof the American Board of Com- 
missioners for Foreign Missions, Rev. Worcester Willey, and Esther 
Smith—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: A bill (H. R. 2469) for the relief of 
the heirs of Erskine S. Allin—to the Committee on Claims. j 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 2470) referring the claim of 
Apollos Hale, administrator, to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2473) authorizing the issue of a patent to John 
P. Reynolds—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph 
Lincoln Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2476) granting a pension to Mary McDonough— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN; A bill (H. R. 2477) for the relief of Nathaniel 
McKay and the executors of Donald McKay—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2479) for the relief of Philip T. Greely—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2480) granting a pension to Oliver Pasho—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2481) granting a pension to Laura M. Toson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2482) granting a pension to Maria B. Copeland— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2483) granting a pension to Jennie P. Winslow— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2484) to restore to the pension-roll the name of 
John Norton, of Somerville, Mass.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2485) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Robert Downing—to the Committee on Military Af 


. Also, a bill (H. R. 2486) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
> 
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military record of Arthur T. Currier—to the Committee on Military 


rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2487) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

pier record of Horace Walker—to the Committee on Military Af- 
a 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 2488) for the relief of Franklin 
Crocker—to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 2489) for the relief of Dennis 
Cane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2490) for the relief of Solomon Lusk—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2491) granting a pension to John Bisbey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2492) for the relief of J. H. Rector—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2493) for the relief of Thomas Chambers—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2494) for'the relief of Chauncey P. Martin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2496) granting a pension to Margaret A. Myers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2497) for the relief of William E. Keene—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2498) granting a pension to Alonzo Higley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2499) increasing the pension of Mrs, Sarah Mary 
Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2500) for the relief of John Redmond—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2501) for the relief of George H. Murdock—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2502) granting a pension to Elizabeth Massey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of Sarah F. Turner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 2504) granting pay and allow- 
ances of a second lieutenant of infantry to Samuel Bevins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2505) ting a pension to Benjamin F. Lauzon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2506) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension to Russel L. Doane, of 
Peck, Sanilac County, Michigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2508) to pension William Tibbits—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 2509) to provide for a survey and esti- 
mate of the expense of the construction of a water route from Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2510) for the relief of James Kenney—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2511) for the relief of Dilbert Dorman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN; A bill (H. R. 2512) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion now standing on the rolls of the War Department against John 
Miles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2513) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of 
Charles S. Tripler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 2514) granting a pension to J. 
Miller Raub—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2515) granting a pension to Harding Smith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 2516) toremove the charge of deser- 
tion against Alvin Milligan—to the Committeeon Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2517) granting a pension to Isaiah T. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2518) granting an increase of pension to John 
Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2519) granting a pension to JosephMilliron—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2520) granting a pension to Jacob Niebels—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2521) granting a pension to Morgan Johnson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2522) to refer the claim of Bazil H. Beauleiu and 
others to the Court of Claims foradjustment-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2523) for the relief of citizens who were engaged 
in the suppression of the Sioux Indian war in Minnesota in 1862—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2524) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2525) granting a pension to the widow and chil- 
dren of Lieut. Abner St. Cyr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

e 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2526) for the relief of Hartwell Silver—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Red Riverof the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and 
Southwestern Railway Company—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2528) authorizing the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pa- 
cific Railway Company—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICE: A bill (H. R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Frederick W. Travis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2532) for the relief of Fredrica Eichler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2533) granting a pension to Albert Atchley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2534) granting a pension to Louis W. Bucklin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. £ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2536) granting a pension to Thomas Weekley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2537) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Almon R. Tobey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2538) for the relief of the First Minnesota Mounted 
Rangers Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2539) for the relief of Charles A. Ruffee—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 2540) for the relief of William 
D. Walker—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2541) for the relief of F. M. Fitzhugh—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2542) for therelief of the heirs of Harper P. Hunt, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2543) for the relief of Mrs. Rowena Clarke—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2544) for the relief of Louisa O. Lovell and others— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2545) for the relief of John D. Tinney—to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 2546) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Mackin and Edward Dooley, heirs of Joseph and Mary Dooley, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 2547) for the relief of W. 
L. Wallace, administrator of the estate of John M. Gill, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2548) for the relief of Turner Babbitt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2549) for the relief of Louisa Thomas, adminis- 
tratrix estate of J. C. Thomas, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2550) for the relief of Julia A. Thomas, adminis- 
tratrix estate of J. O. A. G. Greer, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2551) for the relief of T. P. Burnham, adminis- 
trator Dr. J. Burnham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2552) for the relief of Margaret Champion—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2553) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Anderson, ad- 
ministratrix of James Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2554) for the relief of T. J. Denson, administrator 
of estate of George W. McCabe, Scott County, Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2555) for the relief of W. L. Wallace, adminis- 
trator—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2556) for the relief of Franklin Sessions—to the 
Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 2558) for the relief of William A. 
Carr—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2559) for the relief of Thomas J, Newport—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2560) for the relief of John Harper—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2561) granting a pension to Winburn Hicks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2562) for the relief of John Leak—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 2563) for the relief of Joseph 
La , jr-—to the Committee on Claims. 

* Also, a bill (H. R. 2564) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Kulage— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2565) for the relief of Julius Sauer—to the Com- | of abridge over the Missouri River ator near the city of Jefferson, Mo.— 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2567) to pay the funeral expenses of William 
Roberds, a soldier of the war of 1812—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2568) for the relief of Martha A. Murphy—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2569) for the relief of Henry Drehman’s heirs— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2570) for the relief of Calvin Gunn—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2571) for the relief of Honora T. Hynes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2572) for the relief of Frank Backof—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2573) for the relief of John Finn—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2574) for the relief of Cogswell & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2575) for the relief of John Schenk—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2576) granting a pension to John F. Neville—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2577) for the relief of James Hughes—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 2578) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to appoint and re- 
tire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States Cavalry 
and a major-general of volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2580) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of James Klinger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2581) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Frederick Gramm—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2582) to remove the charge of desertion from oe 
record of J. M. Stine—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2583) granting a pension to Morgan Welsh—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2584) granting ‘a pension to John J. Manor—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2585) granting a pension to William Lynch—to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

' Also, a bill (H. R. 2586) granting a pension to Samuel J. La Rue— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) to place the name of John S. Baker on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Inyalid-Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2588) to place the name of Eliza Summers, widow 
of Cornelius Summers, on the pension-roll—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2589) granting a pension to Mary M. Black—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2590) for the relief of Margaret Blake—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2591) for the. relief of Patrick McIntyre—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief of Andrew Gleeson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2593) for the relief of James Brice—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2594) for the relief of David Waldo—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2595) for the relief of the widow of John A. S. 
Tutt, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2596) for the relief of Boggs & Allen—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2597) for the relief of James Brice—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2599) for the relief of Payne and Thomas C. Wood— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2600) for the relief of W. H. Wade—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female College 
of Lexington, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John C. Adkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2603) for the relief of George W. Anthony—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2604) for the relief E. T. Hill, administrator of 
L. L. Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2605) for the relief of M. B. Mosely—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 2606) authorizing the construction 


` 


to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2607) for the relief of William F. Lambeth—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2608) for the relief of Susan Anderson, late widow 
of Charles Powelson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2609) for the relief of John M. Ragland—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2610) for the relief of John B; Dixon—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2611) for the reliefof Joseph W. McClurg—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 2612) for the relief of Sarah B. Mat- 
thews—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2613) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2614) for the relief of Jefferson Griffin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2615) for the relief of 
Edmund L. Tuggle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2616) granting arrears of pension to W. J. Mc- 
Glade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2617) granting a pension to Mary Bailey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 2618) for the relief 
of T. C. Gray—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2619) for the relief of F. M. Cole- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill(H. R. 2620) for the relief of George W. Sum- 
mers, heir-at-law of Missouri Cross—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2621) for the relief of Randolph R. 
Rutherford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2622) for the relief of James N.. Rus- 
sell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2623) for the relief of Rhoda C. Coch- 
ran—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2624) for the relief of Thomas G. 
Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Ponta, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. : 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 2626) for the relief of John Little 
and Hobart Williams—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2627) granting a pension to Andrew M. Jorden— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: A bill pea R. 202p) for the relief of L. M. 
Pearlmau—to the Committee on 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. Ai “for the relief of Peter A. 
Lehiback-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2630) for the relief of Post & McCord—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) for the relief of Joseph E. Moore—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 2632) granting a pension to 
Richard C. Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2633) granting a pension to John W. Rose—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2634) granting a pension to Henry Disbrow—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 2635) granting a pension to Albert 
E. Gathercole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2636) granting a pension to Peter James—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2637) granting a pension to Maria Gardner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2638) granting a pension to Eliza Keogh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEAN: A bill (H. R. 2639) for the relief of Mary E. Jobn- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Judith A. 
Kinsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 2642) for the relief of Rupert G. 
Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRYCE: A bill (H. R. 2643) for the relief of Elizabeth Flem- 
ing, Frances E. Robinson, and Mary and Margaret Johnston—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2644) grantinga pension to Mary Donnelly, widow 
of James Donnelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 2645) for the relief of Mary Donnel- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2646) for the relief of Alois Goebel—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2647) for the relief of Matthew Brody—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2648) auth William Lewis and William H. 
Lewis to make application to the Commissioner of Patents for the ex- 
tension of their patent for new and useful photographic-plate holders— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2649) to increase the pension of the widow of the 
alt Naval Constructor Edward Hart—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2650) for the relief of Baldwin Cann—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2651) for the relief of Arsenius Kamerer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2652) for the relief of David L. Brainard and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2653) for the reliefof Ellen Crymble—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2654) for the relief of Francis H. Ellison—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2655) for the relief of Matthew Brody—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Taylor—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2657) to grant increase andarrears of pension to 
George H. Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2658) for the relief of Charles A. Danolds—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2659) for the rewarding of Chief Engineer George 
W. Melville, United States Navy, for meritorious services, ete.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2660) for the relief of John R. Harrington—to the 
Committee on Patents. ¢ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2661) for the relief of James Caler—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By-Mr. GREENMAN : A bill (H. R. 2662) for the relief of Mary M. 
Strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2663) for the relief of Alonzo Alden—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2664) for the relief of Francis Daniels—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2665) for the relief of Joseph G. McNutt—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 2666) for the.relief of Semon, 
Bache & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2667) for therelief of Ida M. Howell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 2668) forthe relief of Daniel Leary— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2669) for the relief of St. Vincent’s Orphan Asy- 
lum, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2670) granting a pension to Experience S. Millér— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2671) granting a pension 
to Thomas Shannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2672) to place Jeremiah Phelan, late hospital 
steward, United States Army, on the retired-list—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 2673) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Lawrence—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), a hill (H. R. 2674) for the relief of John Ramsey— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2675) granting a pension to Margaret Reagan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2676) to increase the pension of the widow of 
the late Capt. Dominick Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2677) for the relief of James M. Willbur—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 2678) for the relief of the heirsof George L. Davis, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) for the reliefof the heirs of George L. Davis, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2680) for the relief of John Allen—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2681) to increase the pension of Mrs. Julia S. Fin- 
ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 2682) to provide for the reimburse- 
ment of costs and expenses in certain judicial proceedings and for the 
relief of George C. Ellison—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2683) for the relief of night inspectors of the ports 
of New York and Baltimore—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2684) for the relief of the administrators of the 
estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2685) for the relief of William M. Shimmins and 
George H. McPherson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2686) for the relief of William Knowland—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. D: A bill (H. R. 2687) granting a pension to Smith H, 
Hildreth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred 
Brener—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow 
of Gustav W. Geyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 2691) for the 
relief of Alexander Finley, survivor of James Shaw, deceased, relating 
to the Geneva award—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2692) for the relief of Fanny Levy—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2693) for the relief of George A. Brandreth, special 
administrator—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEBER: A bill (H. R. 2694) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Griffen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2695) for the relief of Charles V. Mesler—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2696) forthe relief of John J. 
Crooke—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2697) for the relief of Andrew Lutz—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2698) for the relief of Samuel Gorman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of the heirs of the late Solomon 
Spitzer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2700) for the relief of Augustus Barnes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 2701) granting a pension to 
Catharine McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pension 
to Mary Ann Shook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATHAM: A bill (H. R. 2703) granting a pension to Ann 
L. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 2704) to restore the name ot 
Malone W. Wiley to the pension-roll of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H, R. 2705) granting a,pension to William 
H. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2706) granting a pension to Mary Hatch—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2708) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Neib- 
ling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2709) granting a pension to William A. Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 2710) for the relief of Mathew H. Fulton—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2711) for the relief of John Freund—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2712) granting a pension to John Jacob Frey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2713) for the relief of Omar P. Norris—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2714) granting a pension to Jacob F. Newhard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2715) granting a pension 
to Mahlon Pierson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2717) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman, 
widow, and minor children of William H. Foreman—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2718) for the relief of J. H. Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2719) granting a pension to Minerva E. Sweeney— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2720) granting a pension to Anna McCreary, widow 
of Robert McCreary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2721) to pay certain arrears of pension to Arthur 
C. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Jacob Calvin—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2723) granting a pension to Simon Beakler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2724) for the relief of John R. Brown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2725) granting a pension to Jacob Shepherd—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2726) for the relief of Adam L. Epley—to the 
Committee on Claims. - $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2727) referring the claim, or claims, of Eugene F. 
Arnold, administrator of William H. Arnold, to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2728) gran’ a pension to Mary Jane Ginn—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. me 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2729) for the relief of Rush Carley—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 2730) to provide for the set- 
tlement of accounts with certain railway companies—to the Commit- 
sis ee elt {EL R. 2731) 

Also, a granting a pension to Mary Bird—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2732) for the relief of Enoch Jacobs—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2733) for the relief of Messrs. Boyle and Roach— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2734) for the relief of C. C. Marshall—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2735) granting a pension to Susanna Weil—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. Tao aning a pension to Margaret Wadsworth— 
to the a m SE) eras ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. 2737 ting a pension to Annie Krumholz—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2738) granting a pension to Anna M. Wehe—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2739) granting a pension to John A. Miner—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 2740) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles F. Allgoner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Emeline Beam, mother of 
Isaac W. Beam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 2742) for the relief of Edward Onsey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2743) for the relief of Isabel Derry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) for the relief of Frederick Durall—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2745) for the relief of Robert Mickle—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2746) for the relief of John D, Thompson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 2747) for the relief of John 
Kouns—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2748) for the relief of the heirs of Henry A. Shadel, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2749) for the relief of Ammon McLaughlin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2750) for the relief of James Forgey—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2751) ting a pension to Christopher H. Greene— 
to the Committee on Invaltd Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2752) granting a pension to Isaac Jones—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2753) for the relief of Caroline Patten, adminis- 
tratrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2754 ting a pension to Martha E. Mapes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2755) directing the of War to deliver 
four gun-carriages to Cadot Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Gal- 
lipolis, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2756) for the relief of the estate of Edwin E. Saun- 
ders, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2757) for the relief of Theodore J. Gillett—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 2758) for the relief of Francis 
Hammond—to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2759) for the relief of Ferdinand C. Conner—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2760) for the relief of Edward F. Vance—to the 
Committee on ae Pensions. 

Also, a bill R. 2761 a pension to James White—to the 
Committee on Invalid Sth me parag 

Also, a bill a R. 2762) for the relief of Delilah Copeland—to the 
Omne on ( Hh 2763) oan 

so, a bi R. 2763 a pension to Samuel D. Stiles—to 
the Committee on Invalid K sorting 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2764) granting a pension to Edward F. Vance—to 
the Tora bill ( o agen renee 

Also, a 2765) granting a pension to Henry H. Knop 
to the Committee on Invalid Pecelons, 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2766) granting a pension to Anna E. Wilson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2767) granting a pension to Russell F. Dimmick— 
to the SEn on 270S) gran Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 2768 a ion to M: t 5. Cam 
ball tho, Gomme on Invalid Pendone i 

so, a ting a to H C. Cri — 
to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions. — =a a3 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2770) for the relief of Mary J. Fouts—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2771) granting a pension to Ralph Spencer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2772) granting a pension to Sally Ann Bradley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.2773) granting a pension to Mary M. Hall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2774) granting a pension to Gaston Winters—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2775) granting a pension to George A. Ellison—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to William Jack—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2777) granting a pension to Ferdinand C. Conner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth H. 
Wildes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2779) granting a pension to J. W. Linkin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) granting a pension to Stafford Palmer—-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting a pension to Joseph Socie—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher 
Cott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2783) for the relief of George A. Cassedy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2784) for the relief of Charles L. Campbell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2785) for the relief of Daniel Viers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 2786) for the relief of William 
J. Martin—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2787) for the relief of Frederick Beno, and forin- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. 
Russell—to the Committee ọn Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) for the relief of Robert Travila—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2790) to place the name of James H. Colby, of 
Grant’s Pass, Oregon, on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2791) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2792) authorizing the Secretary of War to remoye 
the charge of desertion against Mark F. Jones, of Roseburgh, Oregon, 
and late of Company E, First Regiment Michigan Engineers and Me- 
chanics, and that a certificate of discharge be issued—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2793) for the relief of John Alexander—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2794) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, 
of Oregon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) for the relief of J. H. Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2796) for the relief of Tunis Swick—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2797) for the relief of-Francis M. Vanderpool—to 
the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. ~- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2798) for the relief of John Cain—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2799) for the relief of John Meldrum—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2800) for the relief of Darius H. Smyth—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2801) for the relief of Margaret D. Smyth—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2802) for the relief of Eli C. Officer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2803) for the relief of Arthur Saltmarsh—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2804) to pension Winemah Riddell—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha F. Wood- 
rum, widow of James Woodrum—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2806) to’increase the pension of James Woody— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2807) authorizing the Columbia River Bridge 
Company to constructa bridge across the Columbia River, between the 
State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2808) to authorize Dalles City to constructa bridge 
across the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory of 
Washington—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2809) for the relief of Louis Belfils—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2810) topay Henry Cummings, of Gilliam County, 
Oregon, $564, for transporting the United States mails in the State of 
Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, & bill (H. R. 2811) to pension Jasper N. Hall—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2812) to provide for the retirement of Brig. Gen. 
Rufus Ingalls (retired) as a major-general of the Unifed States Army 
—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2813) for the relief of B. F. Dowell—to the Se- 
lect Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) for the payment to Daniel P. Barnes, of the 
State of Oregon, of the sum of $2,110, for property stolen and depre- 
dations committed by hostile Snake Indians on the Malheur River, in 
the State of Oregon—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2815) to indemnify Abial Morrison for property 
destroyed by hostile Indians in Washington Territory in the years 1855 
and 1856—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2816) for the relief of Mrs. Kate Hatton—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2817) for the relief of George Engle—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2818) for the relief of Michael Riley—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 


- Also, abill (H. R. 2819) for the relief of Samuel B. Flowers and A. T. 


Enn, of Oregon—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
aims. 

Also, abill (H. R. 2820) for the relief of the estate of Richard Bodd y— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2821) for the relief of E. J. Northcutt & Brothers 
—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. S 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2822) for the reliefof Christina Edson and the per- 
sonal representatives of John Geisel, deceased—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) for the relief of Hardy Ellifi—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2824) for the relief of W. C. McKay—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2825) for the relief of William Gallick—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2826) for the relief of Harkness & Toogood—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2827) to pension Silas Beezley—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2828) for the relief of Rev. John Wesley Miller— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2829) to pay the heirs of George W. Harris and his 
wile, Mary A. Harris, and their daughter, Sophia Love, deceased, of 
Oregon—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (2830) for the relief of B. B. Bishop—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2831) for the relief of I. B. Nichols—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. ; s 

Also, a bill (H. R.2832) for the relief of Andrew Clarno—to the Se- 
lect Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2833) for the relief of Mrs. Caroline Sexton, for- 
merly Mrs. Nidy—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2834) for the relief of Robert Smith—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2835) for the relief of John P. Walker—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2836) for the relief of Dick J. Smith—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2837) for the relief of Vitz Schutz—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2838) for the relief of John Campbell for prop- 
erty taken—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY:_A bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension to Henry 
Sommers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Z 

Ly Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 2840) to adjudicate the claim of 
Amanda G. Walter, executrix of Thomas U. Walter, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 2841) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2842) granting a pension to David Rentchler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2843) restoring to the pension-roll the name of 
Fredericka Kurtz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2844) gronting a pension to Gertrude Strohiine— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 2845) granting a pension to J. Claude 
White—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 2846) granting a pension to 


Jeremiah T. Reed—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. YARDLEY: A bill (H. R. 2847) to increase the pension of 
Christopher Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2848) for the relief of Augustus D. Saylor—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2849) for the relief of Samuel Blundin—to the 
Committee on Claims. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2850) for the relief of Charles Dolton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2851) restoring to the pension-rolls Caroline 
Keeher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2852) granting a pension to Mary Kerr—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2853) granting a pension to Elizabeth Shuler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2854) for the relief of Magdalena Fonash—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUND: A bill (H. R. 2855) granting a pension to James 
D. Longan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2856) granting a pension to James K. Shay—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2857) toremove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of John McCormick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON: A bill (H. R. 2858) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Denges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2859) granting a pension to Ann Eliza Kettle- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2860) granting a pension to George H. Rider—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2861) granting a pension to Mary Thorn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 2863) in relation to the claim of the 
heirs of John Howard Payne—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2864) for the relief of Dr. W. S. Hosack—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2866) for the relief of Francis Rielly—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2867) for the relief of Joseph Walton & Co.—to 
the Committee on Clai ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2868) for the relief of Francis Rielly—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2869) referring the claim of the owners of the 
steamer I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2870) for the relief of Snowden & Mason—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 4 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 2871) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Emma Biddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2872) for the relief of George H. Plant—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 2873) ting a pension to Theresa 
B. Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2874) for the relief of the Orangeburgh Lutheran 
Church—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2876) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) to empower Robert Adger and others to 
bring suit in the Court of Claims for rent alleged to be due them—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2878) referring the claim of James Marsh to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 42) referring the claim of Rudolph 
Lobsiger to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. pi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2879) for the relief of Robert D. White—to the 

Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.. 2880) forthe relief of the heirs of Hamilton Slaw- 
son, jr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2881) for the relief of John H. Bruning, as- 
signee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 2882) for the relief of John H. Bruning—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2883) for the relief of the heirs of Robert Chisolm— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2884) for the relief of Rudolph Lobsiger—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2885) for the reliefof John R. Read—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2886) for the relief ofthe heirs of Boston Fowler— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) for the relief of Mary O’Connor—to the 
Committee on Clai 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) for the relief of the heirs of George Jacob 
Huthmacher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2889) for the relief of Augustus Fitch, doctor of 
medicine—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. .R. 2890) for the relief of Sarah Watts, or her legal 
representatives—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2891) for the relief of George W. Williams and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2892) authorizing the Court of Claims to grant a 
rehearing in the case of F, W. Claussen vs, The United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2893) for the relief of William R. Herron—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PERRY: A bill (H. R. 2894) for the relief of Lacon R. Till- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2895) for the relief of the heirs of Myra Clark 
Gaines—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treut- 
len—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 2897) to restore Joseph Sheilds to 
the pension-rolis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2898) granting a pension to Charity Johnson, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2899) for the relief of Mrs. Catharine Vaughn, of 
Tennessee—to theCommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2900) granting a pension to Ezra Chedister—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2901) granting a pension to Elizabeth T. Lam- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2902) granting a pension to William Bowling, ot 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2903) for the relief of Isaiah Price—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2904) for the relief of W. R. Price—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2905) granting a pension to Eliza Gilbert—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2906) granting a pension to James M. Ware—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2907) granting a pension to Thomas Pemberton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2908) to increase the pension of W. B. Stokes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2909) for the relief of R. R. Robinson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2910) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of 
Sarna. Rhea, deceased, and Joseph R. Anderson—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2911) for the relief of J. L. Cain, A. A. Kyle, 
A. Kennedy, and W. C. Hazen, surviving partner of G. "M. Hazen & 
Son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2912) for the relief of Nelson McLaughlin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2913) for the reliefof Lewis F. Self, of Tennessee 
—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 2914) for the relief of Robert Burchfield—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2915) for the relief of the estate of John D. 
Riley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2916) for the relief of James A. Galbreaith—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PHELAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of 
N. C. Perkins, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2918) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah C. 
McLemore, administratrix of John C. McLemore, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2919) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Dr. John Pittman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2920) fôr the relief of Pearson C. 
Montgomery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2921) for the relief of William J. Smith, late sur- 
veyor of customs—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2922) granting a pension to Mrs. E. G. C. Carter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2923) for the relief of Mrs. E. G. Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2924) for the relief of R. B. Owen—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 43) to authorize the erection of a 
rostrum in the national cemetery near Memphis, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2925) for the "relief of the estate of Daniel Lake, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2926) for the relief of Samuel Tate—to the Com- 
mittee. on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2927) to authorize the construction of a bridge 


across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 2928) granting a pension to William 
Lemons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2929) for the relief of William M. Henry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 2930) for the relief of John 
Wood—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2931) for the relief of George W. Conatzer—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2932) for the relief of John W. Spradlin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2933) granting a pension to Robert Hollan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2934) for the relief of the estate of G. W. Nemo— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2935) for the relief of Jackson County, Tennes- 
see—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2936) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church of 
Granville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2937) for the relief of Mrs. Maggie A. Elliott—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 2938) granting a pension to Melinda 
Beshears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2939) granting a pension to James H. Taylor—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2940) for the relief of B. R. Hackney—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 2941) granting a pension to Martha A. Turner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2942) granting a pension to John W. Armstrong— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2943) for the relief of James A. Doughty—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2914) for the relief of Robert Bradley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2945) for the relief of Barbara Burchell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2946) granting a pension to Melinda Beshears—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2847) granting a pension to James H. Taylor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2948) to correct the military record of Alvis Be- 
shears—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2949) for the relief of Malvin J. Childress—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of Pleasant M. Chapman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 2951) for the reliefof Alexander Ken- 
nedy, sr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 2952 ) for the allowance of 
certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United 
States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act of March 3, 1883, knownas the ‘‘ Bowman act ’’—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 2953) for the relief of the heirs of 
Joseph E. Wilson, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2954) to grant a pension to William T. Williams— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

“Also, a bill (H. R. 2955) for the relief of Horace Boughton—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2956) to repeal section 4716 of the Revised Stat- 
utes—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2957) for the reliefof Lewis Parker—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2958) for the reliefof Abraham Levi—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2959) for the relief of John Friery—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2960) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine Allan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2961) for the relief of Mrs. Carolina Rochow—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2962) for the relief of Ernest A. Heinan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2963) for the reliefof the heirs of Alexander Me- 
Coppin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2964) granting a pension to William E. Parker— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2965) for the relief of Henry Halfin—tothe Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2966) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States torefund certain duties paid. by James T. Haynes— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2967) for the reliefof Lucas Dabois—to the Com- 
mittee on War Clai 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2968) for the pad of the heirs of David G. Bur- 
nett—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2969) granting jurisdiction and authority to the 
Court of Claims in the case of the steamer De Soto—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2970) for the relief of the heirs of John McDon- 
ald—te the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2971) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Charles Eichlitz, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to appoint and re- 
tire Alfred Pleasonton a brigadier-general—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 2973) for the relief of Mary 
Burkett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2974) for the relief of John Snoddy—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2975) for the relief of Thomas O’Loughlin—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2976) for the relief of Mrs. Susan M. Roach—to 
the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R..2977) for the relief of Calvin T. Hazlewood—to 
the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2978) for the relief of C. L. Carter, James C. 
Loving, Spencer Bevers, and D. J. Murphy—to the Select Committee 
on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2979) for the relief of James Marr—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2980) for the relief of William Beddo and others— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 2981) for the relief of W. B. Mor- 
row—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill (H. R. 2982) for the relief of Alexander N. 
Shipley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2983) for the relief of John Mellifont and Ellen 
Riordon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2984) for the relief of August Sautlebeer—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2985) for the relief of George W. Littlefield—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2986) for the relief of Sidney P. Gambia—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2987) for the relief of John C. French—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2988) for the relief of Vidal Hernandez—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2989) for the relief of George W. Sampson and 

jamin Henricks—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Matthew Allison, deceased—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2991) for the relief of J. W. Snyder—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2992) for the relief of the estate of Robert Eager, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Secretary of War to convey 
to the city of Austin, Tex., a tract of land in said city for educational 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2994) to authorize the restoration of Thomas Lit- 
tle to the rank of captain—to the Committee on Military 

Also, a bill (H. R 2995) granting a pension to William C. Herridge 
—to the Committee on Invalfd Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2996) to confirm the title of the heirs or legal 
representatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, to a certain tract of land 
in the Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 2997) for the relief of Eli Ayres, of 
Kaufman County, Texas—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 2998) to egy: for the payment of the 
outstanding claim of the heirs of Richard B. Mason, deceased, late of 
Virginia, against the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2999) for the relief of Mrs. T. V. Grasty—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3000) for the relief of Benwood Hunter—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3001) for the relief of G. B. Wibert—to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 
Also, a bill R. 3002) granting a pension to Mary O’Day—to the 
Committee on vani Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3003) for the relief of Robert H. Blake—to the 


Committee G 


ar Claims. 

Also, a bill I R. 3004) for the relief of the Church of the Ascen- 
sion in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. WISE: A ags 
charge of desertion—to the 


R. 3005) to relieve Peter Tresnon from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 3006) for the relief of Frank P. Mur- 
phy—to the Committee’on Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 3007) for the relief of the legal 
personal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of 
P. A. Letherbury—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 3009) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 3010) for the relief of Robert W. 
Waters—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 3011) for the relief of Nimrod Mc- 
Kee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3012) for the relief of William Arnott—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill-(H. R. 3013) for the relief of Eliza Chapman—-to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 3014) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Carpenter and minor heirs of William Johnson,.deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. CASWELL: A bill(H. R. 3015) granting a pension to Jane 
O’ Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3017) granting a pension to Sarah E. Huntley— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr, GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 3018) to refund certain import 
duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3019) for the relief of Peter Mitchell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3020) granting a pension to S. B. Stoddard—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. n 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3021) granting a pension tọ Ira J. J. Turney— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3022) to pay to Niels Olavus Thorsen the sum of 
$100 for arrears of bounty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3023) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3024) for the relief of Joseph Titus—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3025) to pay George M. Hare for services while 
on detail as master mechanic, caulker, and ship-builder—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3026) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Shipley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3027) granting a pension to Charlotte Tuller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 3028) for the relief of Sidney Palen—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3029) granting a pension to Ludwig Sommerfield— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3030) for the relief of Gilbert W. Hubbell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 3031) for the relief of Charles Hoffman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3032) for the relief of Richard Goyin—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3033) for the relief of Charles W. Faust—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3034) to grant a pension to Hannah Buck—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3035) for the relief of John W. Brisbois—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3036) granting a pension to Almeda Peck—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3037) granting a pension to William A. Mason— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3038) granting a pension to Pliny Jewett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3039) granting a pension to David 8. Hawley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3040) for the relief of Charles A. Stevens—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3041) for the relief of De Witt Myers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3042) for the relief of Ella Carroll—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3043) granting a pension to John Morter, jr.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3044) authorizing Christopher Moegling to make 
application to the Commissioner of Patents for the extension of his 
patent for a new and useful ventilator for grain-mills—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3045) for the relief of Orson D. Nims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of John Whittaker—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3047) for the relief of Andrew J. Edgerly—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3048) for the relief of Gabriel Wick—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3049) granting a pension to Samuel F. Rowe—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3050) for the relief of Joseph Conant—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3051) granting a pension to Christine Priebe—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3052) granting a pension to Adin Cornish—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3053) for the relief of the heirs, legal represent- 
atives, or legatees of James W. Schaumburg—to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3054) for the relief of Walter H. Graef & Co.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of A. F. Saint Sure Lindefelt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3056) to allow Louis Detonar G uae pay for serv- 
ices in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affai 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3057) for the relief of New- 
ton 8. Murphey—to the Committee on 

By Mr. HUDD: A bill (H. R. 3058) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Patrick McAnally—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3059) for the relief of Basil Champague—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr, M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3060) granting right of way to 
the Pima Land and Water Company across Fort Lowell military res- 
ervation in Arizona, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief of William Yerke—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3062) granting right of way to Tucson Globe and 
Northern Railway over the San Carlos Indian reservation, in Arizona— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 3063) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at any point within the county 
of Charles Mix, Dakota—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3064) granting lands to the North Dakota Uni- 
versity —to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3065) granting the right of way to the Yankton 
and Missouri River Railway through the Yankton reservation in Da- 
kota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3066) granting the right of way to the Duluth and 
Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pembina reservation in 
Dakota Territory—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 3067) to grant the Boise Basin Bed- 
rock Flume Company the right of way to construct a bedrock flume in 
Idaho—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TOOLE: A bill (H. R. 3068) granting the right of way 
through the Fort Missoula military reservation to the Missoula and 
a Root Valley Railroad Company—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3069) granting a right of way to the Cinnabar and 
erii Fork Railroad Company, etc.—to the Committee on the Pnblic 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3070) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River in Montana—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3071) for the relief of James R. Boyce—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3072) for the relief of Paul McCormick—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3073) for the relief of F. A. Thompson—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3074) for the relief of the heirs of Leander M. 
Black—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3075) for the relief of the estate of George Clen- 
denin, jr., deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a ‘pill (H. R. 3076) for the relief of Frederick H. Burr—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3077) for the relief of Alfred Wolverton—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) for the relief of A. J. Weikert—to the Select 
Committee on Indian De predation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3079) for the relief of John Stuart—to the Select 
Committee on Indian De tion Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3080) for the relief of James Albert Oldham—to 
the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3081) for the relief of A. J. Arnold—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3082) for the relief of H. B. Stone and D. E. Rouse— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3083) for the relief of George F. Cowen—to tlie 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 3084) for the relief of Spiegelberg 
Brothers—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3085) for the relief of William H. Moore and Mario- 
sita C. Rea—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3086) for the recat of H. H. Kidder—to the Select 
Committee on indian Depredation Clai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3087 7) for the relief of of the legal representatives of 
José de Jesus Lujan—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3088) for the relief of Apolinario Almanzar, of 
New Mexico—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) for the relief of Juan José Nieto, of Las 
Vegas, New Mexico—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3090) for the relief of José Pablo Madrid—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3091) for the relief of Ignacio Sanches Y. Ortiz— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3092) for the relief of the heirs of Au 
Gonzales, deceased, late of Las Vegas, New Mexico—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian ‘Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3093) for the relief of the heirs of Dolores Bu- 
tierrez, deceased, late of Las Vegas, New Mexico—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 3094) for the relief of the 
heirs of R. D. Hay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 3095) granting an increase of 
pension to Gertrude K. Lyford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3096) for the relief of the Union National Bank, 
of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 3097) for the relief of 
the estate of Joseph Fenno, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOOLE: A bill (H. R. 3098) for the relief of Leander Duncan 
and Leslie N, Wilkie—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3999) granting a pension to John McDonald—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of mail-carriers of Dallas, Tex.—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the city council of Fort Worth, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Jehu Hall, administrator of 
Judith W. Horton; of Penelope Augburn; of Julia A. Thomas, adminis- 
tratrix of J. S. O. G. Green; of Paschal D. Hammock; of John Willis; of 
T. P. Burnham, administrator of Dr. J. Burnham; of Lonisa Thomas, 
widow of John C. Thomas, and of Jane Gilbert, widow of Evan S. Gil- 
bert, of Mississippi, asking reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Petition of Dr. Francis Drude and other 
Mexican soldiers, of Quincy, Ill., concerning Mexican pension legisla- 
tion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of merchants of Quincy, IIL, for the repeal of the re- 
strictions of the law regarding the mailing of merchandise—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Papers in the case of Edward Byrne—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in the case of James Millinger, and of William J. Poite- 
vent—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of William E. Woodbridge; of William 
Wheeler Hubbell; of Egbert Thompson; of Basil Moreland; of Sarah 
Elizabeth Holroyd; of George H. Plant, and of George W. Morse—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of John S. Fillmore, and in the Arroyo de 
San Lorenzo land claim—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. BARRY: Petition of Mrs. E. C. Carothers, Mrs. G. V. Car- 
lisle, and Vernon Westbrook, of Clay County, and of Rebecca L., Ed- 
ward A., William E., and R F. Mosely, of Chickasaw County, Missis- 
sippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of citizens of the Twenty-third district of 
Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, papers in relation to the claim of John Bissell—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

- Also, resolution of the Grain and Flour Exchange, of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
in favor of liberal appropriations for the Signal Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

Also, a petition of Joseph Walton and others, of Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania, for the same—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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` Also, a memorial of Francis Reilly, late of Company B, Sixteenth 
New York Heavy Artillery, for relief—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Narcisse Prudhomme, of Natch- 
itoches Parish, Louisiana, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the Union National Bank, of Louisiana, for reim- 
bursement of funds illegally taken by the military authorities—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Susan Anderson and of William F. 
Lambert, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, tion of A. G. Searce, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Miller County, Missouri, for amendment 
of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George Barrow, for relief—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of W. H. Kirmin and others, of 
ana vol Me., for the erection of a light-house at Todd’s Head, East- 
port Harbor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BREWER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Will- 
iam Gray—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. $ 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE (by request): Petition of Harriet W. 
Shacklett, and heirs of B. C. Shacklett, of Fauquier County, Virginia, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of citizens of St. Joseph County, 
Michigan, for an amendment of the patent laws so as to protect inno- 
cent users of the same—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Fourth districtof Michigan, asking Congress to 
prohibit the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic bever- 
agesin the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of John E. Evans and 21 others, citizens 
of Salt Lake City, Utah, for the passage of a law requiring all 
made by convict labor to be plainly marked ‘‘conyict labor’’—to the 
Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of Ethan Allen Doty and 
others, for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Papers in the case of John R. Reynolds 
—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers in the caseof Spilman Anne—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Mary McGrath for a mother’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Romulus Pass; of William Creel; 
of Charles T. Shepard, son and heir of Charles T. Shepard, deceased; of 
Abraham Greeson, and of John Hill, executor of Mount Greeson, de- 
ceased, of Georgia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Eben F. Stone and others for an 
appropriation to remove certain obstructions from the Merrimac River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. Hale, administrator, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, for a re- 
issue of fractional currency—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Ebenezer L. Lee, son of Thomas H. Lee, 
of Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Kasimir Seiler, late of Company 
D, Seventh New York Volunteers, and Company A, Eighty-eighth 
New York Volunteers, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of William Oestreicher, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Michigan, relating to inspectors of hulls—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Edwin Libby Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, for permission to erect a soldiers’ monument on vacant 
land adjoining custom-house at Rockland, Me.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the New York Committee for the Prevention of and 
Regulation of Vice, for the better legal protection of young girls in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars of Maine, for a 
national commission to investigate the liquor traflic—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. - 

Also, petition of same, for a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill making appropriation for the improve- 
ment of St. Mary’s River, Michigan, by a new lock and approaches, and 
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for the improvement of Hay Lake Channel, Michigan—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and ‘bors. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of P. C. Freeman and 100 others, and of 
Douglas M. Brown and 10 others, for a revision of the patent laws—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition to place the name of Robert Chawner 
on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Maxwell Carroll, for amendment of his rank as borne 
on pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Laura J. Ives, asking the withdrawal of 
a memorial from the files of the House—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Patrick Tierney, of Burlington, Iowa, for apension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Walsh, of Fort Madison, Iowa, fora pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill appropriating money for theimprovement of 
the North and South Forks of Forked River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill for the improvement of the harbor of and 
aS Five Mile River, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of J. R. Carter and others, of Carroll 
County, Georgia, for an appropriation to aid sufferers from overflow 
along the Chattahoochee and other riveis of Georgia—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the senate and house of representa- 
tives of Pennsylvania in support of the bill to credit and pay to the 
several States and Territories and District of Columbia all moneys col- 
lected under the direct tax levied by act of August 5, 1861—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Improved Stock 
Breeders’ Association of Iowa, urging the extermination of pleuro- 
pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. ; 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition and papers in the case of 
Phineas T. Richardson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill to provide for opening the shoals and 
rapids in the Coosa River, so as to forma continuous channel forsteam 
navigation from Wetumpka, Ala., to Rome, Ga.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition and proof of the Indian depredation 
claim of Vitz Shutz, of Jacksonville, Oregon, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania Legislature, 
for a bill to refund to the States taxes collected under act of August 5, 
1861—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of James M. Ryan and 72 others, citizens of 
Jo Daviess County, and of Lichtenberger Brothers and 73 others, of 
Freeport, Ill., for a law requiring compound lard to be plaiuly labeled— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of Eliza Chapman, mother of Byron Chap- 
man, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Arnott, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Nimrod McKee, for relief—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, petition of Malinda Rodgers; of Madison Collison, administrator 
of William Miller; of Charles W. Collison, administrator; of Robert 
McClintic; of William M. Coffman; of Rhoda Neal; of James H. Ar- 
buckle; of John Sharp, and of A. S. Shaver, of Greenbrier County, and 
of Edward R. Douglass, of Fayette County, West Virginia, for reference 
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of William H. Moore, surviving partner 
of William H. Moore & Co., and of Mrs. M. C. Rea, of Kansas, for 
relief—to the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, petition of Spiegelberg Bros. for reference of their claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LATHAM: Petition of 160 persons employed in the Life- 
Saving Service, asking an increase of pay—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of James E. Holmes, of Virginia, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Elias Edmonds, executor of Elias Edmonds, deceased, 
of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Occoquan River, Virginia—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of Emily W. Ogden, widow of Cor- 
nelius H. Ogden, for relief—to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition ‘of Wilhelmina Ruhlmann, widow of 
Frederick Ruhimann, deceased, late of Company F, Twentieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, for a special-act pension—to the Cemmittee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Lewis G. Kemp, of William H. 
Young, administrator of John Young, and of James R. Ferrell, of Fred- 
erick County; of Mary E. Leofler, administratrix of John Leofler, of 
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Montgomery County; of C. M. Keedy et al., executors of John J. 

Keady, of Jacob H. Keedy, of David R. Miller, heir of John Miller, 

and of Susannah Hardy, of Washington County, Maryland, for refer- 

rp of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
ms. 

Also, petition of Thomas O. Dixon, of Frederick County, Maryland, 
for payment of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY: Petition for the relief of laborers on the pub- 
lic works of the United States—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a petition for the relief of letter-carriers of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Jacob Edmund Noël, late commander 
United States Navy, praying to be reinstated and placed upon the re- 
tired-list of officers of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Joseph D. McDonald and 68 others, 
for the passage of a bill to increase the pension of W. M. Allen, asoldier 
in the war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Papers in the claim of John H. Merrill—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): Petition of Prince Epps, of Holly 
Springs, Marshall County, Mississippi, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petitions of citizens of Port Townsend and Jef- 
ferson County, Washington Territory, relative to the tariff on luamber— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the wool-growers of California, against a reduc- 
tion in the duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 45 merchants of Boston, Mass., for the 
repeal of certain postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Duluth, 
Minn., for right of way through Indian lands in Minnesota for the Du- 
luth, Rainy Lake River and Southwestern Railway Company—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the State Grange of Minnesota, against any change 
in the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill appropriating $25,000 for the improve- 
ment of Tensas River, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill appropriating $20,000 for the improvement of Bayou 
Macon, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill appropriating $20,000 for the improvement of Bayou 
d’ Arbonne, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Thomas McCardell, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of H. G. Peters and 49 others, citizens of Henry County, 
Virginia, for national aid to common schools—to the Committee on 
Education. 

Also, petition of James Smith, and of John Whittington, of Fred- 
erick County, Virginia, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of David Reutchler; of Ger- 
trude Strohline, and of Fredinka Kurtz, for pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Papers in the case of Frank Backof—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in the case of Calvin Gunn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of sundry citizens of Rensselaer, Ind., 
against admitting Utah with polygamy—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Petition of Margaret S. Bell, fora pension—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Nancy Blagg, widow of Isaac J. Blagg, for 
sorrencs of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, petition of 67 citizens of Carroll- County, Arkansas, asking a 
pension for Thomas Higgs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Shawnee Indians to have certain moneys paid them— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr, PENINGTON: Petition of Swift & Courtney and others, 
for an act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to restore commis- 
sions withheld from certain persons—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
requesting their Representatives to support a bill to refund to the sev- 
eral States the direct tax levied under act of August 5, 1861—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the city council of Fort Worth, Tex., for the erec- 
tion of a public building in that city for the mail and internal-reyenue 
services—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, papers in the case of Thomas G. Corbin—to the Committee on 
Naval ‘Affairs. 

Also, papae in the case of James Kane—to the Committee on Mili- 


E, papers in the case of Luke Reilly—to the Committee on War 
aims, 

Also, papers in the case of Jacob Cramer, and of Mary Mortimer 
Semmes, for relief—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, petition of Francis Dingley Randall; of Axel W. Anderson, and 
of John W. Davidson, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers in the case of Peter Lyle, and of Morgan Gordon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papersin the case of Madeira & Cabada; and of the sufferers by 
the explosion of the United States arsenal at Frankford, Philadelphia, 
Pa., and of James C. Booth—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of the York Harborand Beach Railroad Com- 
pany, for permission to cross the military reservation at Kittery, Me.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Buxton, Me., in favor of a pension for 
Mrs. Hannah Boynton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of the Ministers’ Association of Minneapolis, 
Minn., protesting against the admission of Utahas a State with polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., relat- 
ing to a national telegraphic system—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the same, relating to the Treasury surplus—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the State Grange of Minnesota, protesting against 
any modification of the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON (by request): Petition of Villeneuve Le Blanc, 
of Mary J. Barrow, and of Andrew Szabo, of Louisiana, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers in the case of Pryor N. Lea—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in the case of L. A. Morris—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, papers in the case of James H. Hamilton—to the Committee 
on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of D. Dickson, of Simon Stanton, of Michael 
Awalt, of Edward Fitzgerald, of Lucy Ann and Allen G. Lee, and of 
William Barnes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claimof Zeb Ward and M. Gray, of Silas F. Field, 
of H. H. Haynie, of John D. Adams, and of Elias Recter—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, petition of William Barnes, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of E. W. Harback and others, of Upton, 
Mass., for the repeal of the laws limiting the time for making applica- 
tions for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. C. Stoddard and others, of North Brookfield, 
Mass., for reform of laws affecting fourth-class mail matter, the aboli- 
tion of postal notes, and issue of fractional currency—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of E. Bennett & Son, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SAYERS (by request): Petition of Thomas Little, late cap- 
tain Tenth United States Cavalry Regiment, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of 183 citizens of Washington Territory, 
against the removal of the duty on lumber and coal—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Flax and Hemp Spinners and Growers’ Associa- 
tion, suggesting a modification of the actof February 26, 1885, respect- 
ing the importation of labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of Charles Gallagher, asking for pay for the loss of 
the schooner Nimrod and cargo—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: Petition and papers in the case of Henry L. Pot- 
ter, late colonel Seventy-tirst Regiment New York State Volunteers, 
for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of 8. S. Turner, M. D., for relief of 
ASE assistant surgeons of the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Tacoma, Wash., against any reduction 
of tariff on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. R. Turner, jr., president of Flax and Hemp 
Spinners and Growers’ Association of Boston, for amendment of the 
contract labor law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the American Cleveland Bay Horse Association, 
against certain customs duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the board of supervisors of Clay County, Ili- 
nois, for the passage of certain bills—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. CHARLE SSTEWART: A bill authorizing the Secretary of 
War to improve Cedar Bayou, Texas, and making an appropriation there- 
for—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill authorizing the Secretary of War to continue the im- 
provement of Buffalo Bayou, in Texas, and making an appropriation 
therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. e 

Also, a bill authorizing the Secretary of War to continue the cou- 
struction of the Galveston Bay ship-channel, and making an appropri- 
ation therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, a bill authorizing the Secretary of War to continue harbor im- 
provements at Sabine Pass, Texas, and making an appropriation there- 
for—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. of Missouri: Petition and affidavit to accompany bill 
for the reliefof W. J. McGlade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers in the ease of Edward L. Tuggle for relief—to the Com- 
miitee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Remonstrance of Pamperin & Wiggenhorn 
Cigar Company and 42 others, citizens of La Crosse, Wis., against the 
passage of any law repealing the internal-revenue tax on tobacco and 
cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Montana 
Territory for an amendment of the alien land Jaw—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Montana Territory 
for an appropriation fer the Yellowstone National Park—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Montana Territory 
for an act increasing the number of members of the Legislative Assem- 
bly—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Montana Territory 
concerning the Fort Buford military reservation—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Montana Territory 
for a brick wall around the penitentiary—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill for the improvement of the harbor of 
San Diego, Cal.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, a bill for the construction of a breakwater at Port Harford, 
, Cal, and for harborimprovements thereat—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of harbors i in Southern California— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the harbor at San Pedro, Cal., 
and for the construction of a breakwater—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of Jalley Crabtree, for a special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of John Leak, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of William A. Caw—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of James N. Russell; of Randolph Ruth- 
erford, and of heirs of Missouri Cross, for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of T. J. Moore and 54 others, of Pat- 
askala; and of J. C. Mead and 50 others, of Ohio, relative to Sunday 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: eee W. Ainsworth and 30 others, citi- 
zens of Jasper County, Mississipp 

Of E. A. Overstreet and 34 heen citizens of Coffadeliah, Neshoba 
County, Mississippi. 

Of R. Estes and 14 others, citizens of Leake County, epee 

Of J. R. Easen and 53 others, citizens of Lauderdale County, Mis- 
sissippi. 

By Mr. BARRY: Of citizens of Weir; of J. C. Holmes and others, of 
Fearn Springs; of Green D. Moore, Yalobusha County; of Henry Kib- 
ler, of Yalobusha County; of A. G. Barton and others, of Reajab; of 
E. E. Colimura and others, of Bushville; of C. C. Grisham and others, 
of Compensation; of E. T. Maury, of Compensation; of J. A. Roder 
and others, Deerbrook, Noxubee County; of W. T. George and others, 
of Pine Bluff, and of William Heussey, of the State of Mississippi. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of citizensof River Post-Office, Allegheny County; 
of citizens of Ewing’s Mills, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of Eaton & Crangle and others, of Maine; of 
James E. Furguson and others, of Maine; of C. H. Hayden and others, 
of Maine; of J. M. Brown and others, of Maine; of John L. Moulton and 
others, of Maine; of J. W. Amhose and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of Guilford County, and of citizens of 
Stokes County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of John R. Hudginsand others, of Mathews 
County; of A. Carter and: others, of Westmoreland County; of T. L. 
Callet, jr., and others, of Westmoreland County; of I. B. Pendletonand 
others, of Spottsylvania County, Virginia. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Henning’s Mills, Clermont 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Of M.S. Adams and 8 others, citizens of Mis- 
souri, and of E. T. Graham and 51 others, citizens of Marquand, Mo. 

By Mr. COBB: Of C. M. Fay and others of Edgewood, Elmore 
County, Alabama. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of Clingman and of Goshen, Wilkes 
County, and of Raten, Ashe County, North Carolina, 
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By Mr. CRAIN: Of thecitizens of Caney, Matagorda County, Texas. 

Also, of citizens of Liverpool, Brazoria County, Texas. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of the citizens of Moorland, Wayne County, Ohio. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Of citizens ofClimer, Bradley County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of James Roberts and others of Vinalhaven, and 
of Wilmot Greanleaf and others of Woolwich, Me. 

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens and others, of Nutt- Brush, Haywood 
County, Tennessee, and of citizens of Mack, and of citizens of Curve, 
and of citizens of Double Bridges, Lauderdale County, Tennessee, 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of O. P. Pearce and others, of Frolona, Heard 
County, Georgia. 

By Mr. : Ofcitizens of Hilliard’s, Butler County,and of North’s 
Mills, Mercer County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HARE: Ofcitizens of Texas, of citizens of Vilott, Cooke County, 
Texas, of citizens of Texas, and of citizens of Gum, Wise County, Texas. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Of 35 citizens of Lena, Morrow County, Ore- 
gon; of 55 citizens of Mohawk, Lane County, Oregon; of 45 citizens of 
Millersand of 65 citizens of Oakville, Linn County, Oregon; of 35 cit- 
izens of West Union and of 37 citizens of Ingles, Washington County, 
Oregon; of 60 citizens of Elgin and of 64 citizens of Keating, Union 
County, Oregon; of 126 awa of Mink Cla Oregon; of 70 cit- 
izens of Fairview and of 37 citizens of Gravel Ford, Coos County, Ore- 
gon; of 30 citizens of Wapinitia, Wasco County, Oregon; of 16 citizens 
of Etna, Jackson County, Oregon; of 46 citizens of Fairdale, Yam Hill 
County, Oregon; of 26 citizens of De Moss Springs, in Oregon. 

Also, of 61 citizens of Fulton, in Oregon; of 40 citizens of Oregon, 
and of 41 citizens of Idea, Gilliam County, Oregon, 

By Mr. HOGG: OF Scott Smith and 40 others: of W. S. Terrall and 
85 others; of C. B. Jenkins and 50 others; of Herman Wilson and 60 
others; of D. M. Somerville and 50 others; ‘of Thomas Mitchell and 41 
others; of John Booth and 52 others; of J. S. 8. Porter and 65 others; 
of D. D. Bush and 50 others; of Marshall Clay and 65 others; of Jamés 
Butcher and 51 others; of Thomas Pratt and 79 others; of John Adkins 
and 54 others; of I. S. Jones and 50 others; of Austin Shinn and 61 
others, of West Virginia. 

Also, of James M. Miller and others, of Raymond City; of A. M. 
Miller and others, of West Columbia, Mason County; of James Arm- 
strong and others, of Garrett’s Bend, Lincoln County, West Virginia. 

By Mr. LATHAM: Of citizens of Carteret, of Beaufort, of Curri- 
tuck, of Hyde, of Dané, and of Gates Counties, North Carolina. 

By Mr. LEE: Of citizens of Culpeper, of Fairfax, of Prince William, 
and of King George Counties, V 

Also, of the citizens of Catharpin, Prince William County, Virginia. 

cha Mr. MAISH: Of citizens of Bermudian, Adams County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Or A. H. P. Graham and others, of Stahls- 
town, Westmoreland County; of citizens of Hunter’s Cave, Greene 
County; of citizens of Fayette County; of citizens of Champion, Fayette 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY: Of Charles P. Brown and other citizens, of 
New Hampshire. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of 8S. D. Coombs and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of J. M. Black and others, of Regret; of H. M. White 
and others, of Glade Creek; of Isaac Cloud and others, of Syleo, Polk 
County; of J. M. Sandige and others, of Coahulla, Bradley County; of 
T. J. Carter and others, of Ocoee, Polk County; of E. Holcomb and 
others, of Ollieville, White County; of J. L. Brown and others, of Petro, 
Hamilton County; of S. L. Stratton and others, of Citico, Monroe County; 
of T. H. Ritchy, of Stanley, Marion County; of C. Latham and others, 
of Prismore, McMinn County; of J. P, Pickelsruner and others, of Joe, 
Monroe County; J. B. Kennedy and others of Sewee, Meigs County; of 
John Frey and others, of Pleasant Hill, Cumberland County; of M. D. 
Francis and others, of Stamper, Bradley County; of W. P. Lansden and 
others, of Cherry Creek, White County; of E. P. Gibson and others, of 
Joshua, McMinn County; of William Robert and others, of Falling 
Water, Hamilton County; of Richard R. Miller, of Linaria, Cumber- 
land County; of A. C. Caldwell and others, of Pelham, Grundy County; 
of D. M. Bleins, of Athens, Tennessee. 

By Mr. NELSON: Of Edward Tay and others, citizens of Minnesota. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Ofcitizensof Rodolph, La. ; of citizens of Ouachita; 
of citizens of Claiborne; of citizens of West Carroll Parish, and of citi- 
zens of Catahoula, La. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of citizens of Glendale, Alamance County, North 
Carolina. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of citizens of Welltown, Frederick County, 
Virginia; of citizens of Sentinel, Warren County, Virginia. 

By Mr. PEEL: Of citizens of Newton County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Of citizens of Ross Valley, Pa. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON : Of citizens of Norris Creek, Lincoln County, 
Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROGERS : Of citizensof Pulaski County (3); 0fSaline County; 
of Lincoln County, and of A. F. Tarner and others, of Arkansas; of 
O. M. Harwell and others, of Scott County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Gaddingsville, and of citizens 
of Red S rings, and of citizens of Vollers, Robinson County, North Cur- 
olina; of ci citizens of Zoar, and of citizens of Poortith, Union County, 
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North Carolina; of citizens of Lebanon, and of citizens of Iron Hill, 
Columbia County, North Carolina, and of citizens of Sardis, Mecklen- 
burgh County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. SCULL: Of citizens of Somerset County; of the citizens of 
Gebhartz, Somerset County; of Bedford County; of Forward, Somer- 
set County, and of citizens of Graceville, Bedford County, Pennsyl- 


vania. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: OfS. C. Stull and 45 others, of Indiana. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Of citizens of Flicksville, Northampton County, 

lvania. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Ofthe citizens of Bath, Mason County, Illinois. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Of sundry citizens of Texas. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of citizens of Arion County; of citizens 
of Hue, Vinton County; of citizens of Campbell, Lawrence County; of 
citizens of Wigner, Gallia County, and of citizens of Boggs, Gallia 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of W. M. Oliver and others, of Giles 
County; of J. A. Sanders and others, of Maury County; of W. J. 
Stockand and others, of Lewis County; of E. M. Sturrill and others, 
of Giles County; of J. F. Tonder and athers of Wayne County; of T. 
J. Kincaid and others, of Lawrence County; of S. A. Tyler and others, 
of Giles County; of J. J. Bingham and others; of A. M. Meredith and 
others, of Wayne County; of W. J. Powers and others, of Lawrence 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Of Daniel Broader and others, citizens of Par- 
adise Hill, Ashland County, Ohio, and of J. L. Edmuns and others, 
citizens of Avon Lake, Lorain County, Ohio. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of H. L. Mason and 40 others, of Duncan’s 
Falls, Muskingum County, and of Henry Johnson and 30 others, of 
Rock, Tuscarawas County, Ohio. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Stubbling Spring and of citizens of Ar- 
bor Hill, Augusta County, Virginia; of citizens of Mountain Grove, 
Bath County, Virginia, and of citizens of Blue Springs, Alleghany 
County, Virginia. 

Also, of citizens of Vesuvius, Rockbridge County, and of citizens of 
Masters, Alleghany County, Virginia. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 5, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. > 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Pct fee eg aky ienga ngepes = yi pof, picid ofa will’ 
of the rior, sul ng, aceompanying a ‘to 
authorize the Secretary of the interior to fix the amount com) to be 
Bingenc right of way for railroads through Indian reservations in certain con- 
necies. 
w 


e matter is commended to the consideration of Con, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 4, 1888. 


YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the Presidentof the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


an agreem: 
in; Territory, for the right of way of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
jaa opereard ete. ji ss 
The matter is presented for the consideration and action of Con 5 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MAnston, January 4, 1888. 
WALKER RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication, of 24th ultimo, from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with accompanyin, a draught of a bill to accept 
and ratify an agreement made re Ea fe indinta, an granting a right of 
way to the Carson and Colorado Company through the Walker River 


hee GROVER CLEVELAND 
V: cL 5 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 4, 1888. 


TRESPASSES UPON INDIAN LANDS, 


‘The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of 23d ultimo from the Secretary of the 
Interior, arpege Pah no accompanying papers,a draught of a bill to amend 
section 2148 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to trespasses 


Indian lands. 
oe GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MAxsIon, January 4, 1888. 


TIMBER TRESPASSES UPON PUBLIC LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 22d ultimo from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papèrs,a draught of a bill to 
amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to tim- 
ber trespasses upon the public lands, so as toinclude Indian lands. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
ExECUTIVE Mansion, January 4, 1888, 
DEVIL’S LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of 22d ultimo from the Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill granting 's 
right of way to the Jamestown and Northern Railroad Company through the 
Devil's Lake Indian reservation, in the Territory of Dakota. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 4, 1888. 


LAKE TRAVERSE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: . 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication, of 24th ultimo, from the Secretary ofthe 
Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers,a draught of a bill to accept 
and ratify an ment made with the Sisseton and W. ton Indians, and to - 
grant a right of way for the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway throu, 
the Lake Traverse Indian reservation, in Dakota, The matter is presented for 
the consideration and action of Congress, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXecuTIvE Mansion, January 4, 1888. 

CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitted in compliance with 
section 8 of the act of Congress approved April 15, 1886, showing the 
peonia ofthe commission for the construction of the Congressional 

ibrary building since January 31, 1887; which was referred to the Se- 
lect Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Library, and 

rdered to be printed. 
FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN MISSOURI. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of December 21,1887, a report 
in relation to the availability of the Ozark region, in Southeastern Mis- 
souri, for a fish-cultural station; which, with the accompanying pa- 

as referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. ; = 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. PLATT. I present the petition of Mrs. J. M. K. Riley and 129 
er men and women, who are residents of the District of Columbia, 
ying for the passage of a bill prohibiting the manufacture, sale, and 


This petition is indorsed by sundry delegates and members of the 
Evangelical Alliance. I wish to call the attention of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia to this and to other petitions which I un- 
derstand are to follow. 

The inhabitants of the District of Columbia are deprived of the right 
of suffrage, a strange anomaly in this land which boasts of universal 
suffrage. They can not vote; they can not in any way exercise the 
right of suffrage. There is no way in which they can express their sen- 
timents as to whether they desire a prohibitory law in the District of 
Columbia except by petition to Congress. Therefore I ask that the pe- 

tion of these citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for the pro- 

ion of their homes, which are the safeguard of the Republic, against 

the sale of liquor, which is its great danger, may have careful consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a similar petition of 87 citizens of the First, 
Second, and Third Congressional districts in Connecticut, and also a 
petition of 55 citizens of Washington Territory, praying for the same 
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object. I move the reference of the petitions to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of New Philadelphia, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of a law granting increased pension to 
soldiers in the late war disabled by wounds resulting in deafness; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of General John E. Ross and 
other citizens of Oregon, praying compensation for Indian depredations, 
and particularly for those audited by Compissioners George H. Am- 
brose, Indian agent, in 1854, Hon. L. F. Grover, late Senator, and Hon. 
A. ©. Gibbs, late governor of Oregon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lane County, Oregon, pray- 
ing for increased compensation to fourth-class postmasters; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. $ 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of the Right Worthy Grand 
Lodgeof Good Templars, representing 500,000 members, signed by their 
officers, praying for a national prohibitory constitutional amendment, 
in which they set forth, addressing their petition to the United States 
Senate and House of Representatives, as follows: 

The undersigned, citizens of the United States, respectfully and earnestly ask 
your honorable body, by an Sppceprieie joint resolution, to adopt and propose 
to the seyeral States an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
which, when ratified, will prohibit henceforth the manufacture, importation, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors, as a beverage, in the 
United States, and in every place subject to their jurisdiction. 

As the petitioners set forth, this is an organization of 500,000, be- 
longing to all parties and to all religious associations, representing 
every profession, every occupation, every interest in this broad land, 
save alone that to which the petition is opposed. I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. z 

Mr. BLAIR. I presenta petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Nashua, N. H., earnestly praying for the passage of 
the educational bill without delay, in the interest of sobriety and intel- 
ligent citizenship. I move that the petition lie on the table, as the bill 
is before the Senate as the unfinished business, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial addressed to Congress, remon- 
strating against the admission of Utah as a State so long as the local 
civil power of the Territory remains in the hands of the Mormon priest- 
hood and the people evade or refuse obedience to the present laws of 
Congress against polygamy. 

The memorial is from Holbrook, Mass., and is signed bya large num- 
ber of citizens of that locality. I should have passed it to one of the 
Senators from Massachusetts if I had observed where it came from, but 
it came to me in aletter, I move that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. DOLPH. Ipresent the petition of John W. Redfield and others, 
praying legislation by Congress providing for the payment of Indian 
depredation claims in full as audited by the Secretary of the Interior, 
or that Congress give the United States courts jurisdiction to hear and 
determine such claims, or create a special court of claims to try them; 
and for the passage of Senate bill 1079, introduced by myself, making 
an appropriation for the payment of such claims. The petition is ac- 
companied by an elaborate printed argument prepared by a citizen of 
Oregon having great familiarity with these claims, showing the justice 
of them and the duty of Congress to legislate concerning them. I have 
had occasion several times to call the attention of the Senate and of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to this subject. I now move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

‘The motion was to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of I. J. Lansing and other citi- 
zens of the United States, remonstrating against the admission of Utah 
as a State so long as the local civil power remains in the hands of the 
Mormon priesthood and the people evade or refuse obedience to the 
present laws of Congress against polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of Phineas Buckley and other citizens 
of the United States, praying for the repeal of that provision of the pen- 
sion laws which limits the time for making applications for pensions; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Frederick Fraley, president of the 
National Board of Trade, praying for the enactment of a general bank- 
ruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. J. W. Fulton and other citi- 
zens of the United States, praying for the enactment of a bill providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John Linsley, of the parish of East 
Feliciana, Louisiana, and the petition of John M. Roberts, of Clinton, 
La., praying that a pension be allowed to John Linsley; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the petition of J. W. Meader and other citi- 
zens of Clinton County, New York, praying for the repeal of that pro- 
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vision of the pension laws which limits the time for making application» 
for pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of employés in the Norfolk (Va.) 
nayy-yard, praying for the passage of a bill for the relief of per-diem 
employés who have continuously and faithfally served during the term 
of one year at the navy-yards and naval stations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of South Carolina, favoring the repeal of the 10 per cent. tax 
on the circulation of State banks; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of J. B. Suddath and other citizens of 
Merchant, S. C.; the petition of W. P. Baily and other citizens of Hat- 
tieville, S. C.; and the petition of R. D. Gamble and other citizens of 
Indiantown, S. C., praying that increased compensation be allowed 
fourth-class postmasters; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented the memorial of William Wheeler 
Hubbell, of Concord Depot, Va., remonstrating against the plenro- 
pneumonia bill, and praying fer proper legislation to prevent and cure 
the diseases of bovine animals; which wasreferred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON presented aresolution adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Chester, Pa., protesting against the continuance of the quarantine 
in its present location near that city, and recommending the establish- 
ment of a national system of quarantine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of citizens of Hempstead, N. Y., 
praying for the re-establishment of the old rates of postage on seeds, 
etc. ; which was referred to the Committee on Vost-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Merchants’ Exchange 
of Buffalo, N. Y., relative to certain suggestionsof the Secretary of the 
Navy; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Julius Lea Porter, late of Company 
K, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteers, praying that the time for 
filing claims for arrears of pensions be extended; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of E. J. Barker and other citizens of 
Crown Point, N. Y., praying that the time for filing claims for arrears 
of pensions be extended; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

+ Mr. SAWYER presented the memorial of La Crosse Division, No. 61, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of La Crésse County, Wisconsin, praying 
that the bill for licensing railway conductors be not enacted into a law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also presented a resolution of the West Superior Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of constituting West Superior, Wis., an independent 
original port of entry; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 970) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act providing 
for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the 
Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting patents 
therefor, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1885, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1095) to provide for the compulsory education of Indian children, 
reported it without amendment. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and Indian women, 
reported it with amendments. , 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1159) granting a pension to Alphonzo 
H. Melendy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1160) to increase the pensions of soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who bave been totally disabled; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1161) granting a pension to Mrs. Jeannie 
Stone, widow of General Charles P. Stone; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1163) for the relief of Edward Rice; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1164) to amend section 1225 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, concerning detail of Army officers to educational insti- 
tutions, etc.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, 

Dase BLAIR. Should it go to the Committee on Education and 
r? 
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Mr. HOAR. It seems to me, as it is solely in reference to instruc- 
tion to be given by Army officers in educational institutions, that it 
pari properly be considered by the Committee on Education and 
Labo 

Mr. ‘COCKRELL. Such bills have always heretofore gone to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I had frst marked it for reference to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, but I thought afterwards, as it related merely to this 
educational subject, it had better go to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on Education and Labor? 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that it follow the usual course, unless the 
Senator from Massachusetts has a special wish in regard to the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no sort of choice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs? The Chair hears noue, 
and it is so referred. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1165) to provide for a world’s expo- 
sition at the national capital in 1892, and thereafter a permanent ex- 
position of the three Americas, in honor of the four hundredth anni- 
versary of the discovery of America; which was read twice by its title, 
aid referred to the Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution 
and the Discovery of America. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bill may be printed in the RECORD. It 
is not very long and relates to a matter of very wide interest. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


A bill to provide for a world’s exposition at the national capital in 1892, and 
thereafter a permanent exposition of the three Americas, in honor of the four 
hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America. 


Whereas the year 1592 will be the four hundredth anniversary of the discov- 
ery of America by Christopher Columbus; and 

Whereas a becoming pride in American institutions, civilization, and prog- 
ress requires that this great historical event be duly celebrated in a manner be- 
coming the dignity, wealth, and grandeur of the western hemisphere: There- 


Be il enacted by jeg Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congr: That a world’s exposition be held at the na- 
tional capital indi 1892, and thereafter a permanent exposition of the three Amer- 
icas, under the joint auspices of the United States, the forty-six States and Ter- 
ritories, and the sixteen independent sister nations of the American continent. 

Sec. 2, That the management of said exposition consist of a governmental 
board of twenty-one directors, seven to be a Se by the President of the 
United States, seven by the President of the United States Senate, and seven by 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

Sec. 3. That an advisory board of sixty-two members be, and the same is 
hereby, authorized, one to be appointed by the Prones each of the forty-six 
States and tories, and one by the Executive of each of the sixteen inde- 
pendent American nations. 

Sec, 4.. That spana for said world’s exposition, and permanent exposition of 
the three Ame be assigned in* some unoccupied governmental reservation 
in the city of Washington, as follows 

1. Space for a permanent State ‘and Territorial building for a permanent ex- 
hibit of the representative history, resources, and industries of the forty- 
six States and Territories of the United States, sai to be available when- 
_ever said States and Territories, or a majority the , Shall make the necessary 
appropriations for the expense of said building and exhibit. 

2. Space for a permanent three Americas building for a permanent exhibit 
of the history, antiquities, resources, arts, and industries of the fifteen Spanish 
American Republics, the Empire of Brazil, the Dominion of Canada, and the 
various colonies of North, Central, and South America, said ce to be avail- 
a whenever said nations and colonies, ora majority thereof, shall make the 

te pprop aooe for the expenses of said building and exhibit. 

*s. 7 eros or a temporary building or buildings, for a temporary exhibit, be- 
tween the Ist of May and the 3ist of October, 1892, by all nations other than 
those of the Americana Sauens and by the private exhibitors of all nations of 
the world, said space to vailable whenever the necessary funds are pro- 
vided for said buildings aed the expenses of conducting said exhibit. 

4. A suitable site for a statue of Christopher Columbus, said site to be avail- 
able whenever the necessary funds are provided for the expenses of said statue. 

Src. 5. Thats be assigned in some governmental reservation in the city 
of Washington for the following peewee governmental buildings, namely: 

1. Si for the enlargement of the presens National Museum into a conti- 
nental or three Americas museum, said space to be available whenever the 
necessary funds are provided for said purpose. 

2. § for a permanent buildin ing. oF the control of the Interior Depart- 
ment, forthe exhibit of working models of important American inventions, said 
space to be available whenever the none $ funds are provided for said purpose. 

Sec. 6. That the President of the United States is authorized to invite the 
several States and Territories of the United States and the several sister nations 
of the three Americas to appoint their respective members to the adviso 
board, and to participate in said exposition in the manner heretofore provid 

Sec. 7. That whenever the necessary funds are provided for the said tempo- 
rary exhibit during 1892 the President of the United States is authorized to iu- 
vite all foreign nations, other than those of the American continent, to partici- 
pate in said exposition. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1166) authorizing the settlement 
of the debt due the United States by the State of Arkansas and the 
debt due the State of Arkansas by the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

* He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1167) for the relief of the 
estate of Elias Rector; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1168) for the relief of the 
estate of B. B. Ward, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 1169) for the relief 
of Commander George M. Bache, United States Navy, retired; which 
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was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1170) for the relief 
of the estate of Robert Eager, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1171) for the relief of the legal 
representative of George McDougall, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1172) for the relief of Henry Ayres; 
which was read twice by = title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1173) increasing the pension of Jeptha 
A. Jones; which was read twice by itstitle, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1174) to establish a postal-telegraph 
system; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. à 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1175) for the relief of the Sisters 
of the Holy Cross in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read 
ue by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1176) to authorize the sale to aliens of 
certain mineral Jands; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Minesand Mining. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1177) for the erection of 
a public building at Fortress Monroe; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1178) for the relief of Capt. 
Charles Thomas, of the United States Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1179) for the relief of Agnes and Maria 
De Leon, heirs at law of Rebecca L. De Leon, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1180) to amend the naval rec- 
ord of Nicholas Leuschen, Peter Leuschen, and Loth Possum; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the aeconipanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1181) to remove the shares of desertion 
against Michael A. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1182) to amend the military record of 
Levi H. Figard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1183) granting a pension to Col. Thomas 
M. Walker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1184) to refund excessive duties 
caused by extraordinary overvaluation of the Austrian florin in the 
year 1878; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1185) to regulate the effect of judgments 
and decrees of the courts of the United States in the several States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Jadiciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1186) 
for the relief of the estate of Patrick P. Burton; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1187) for the relief of J. 
J. McAlmont; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1188) for the relief of the 
estate of W. W. Adams, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1189) for the relief. of 
Henry W. Long; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1190) for the relief of the 
estate of Joseph Fenno, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1191) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Mary H. Pike, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Jud- 
son Knight; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1193) granting a pension to John R. 
Wheelock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1194) granting a pension to Mary 
Whirry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1195) to provide for the establishment of 
a postal telegraphic system; which was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1196) to provide for the formation 
and admission into the Union of the State of North Dakota, and for other 
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purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1197) for the relief of Charles L. 
Hemiup; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1198) for the relief of William H. Rob- 
ertson and Edward L. Hedden, late collectors of customs for the dis- 
trict of the city of New York; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1199) granting a pension to George 
Frick; which was read twice by its title, aud, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1200) for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Lansing, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 5 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 1201) to restore Chaplain C. 
M. Blake, United States Army, to rank and pay; which was read twice 
by its tong son; with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. FAUL R introduced a bill (S. 1202) for the relief of Will- 
iam M. Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1203) to amend section 862 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; relating to the modes of proof in 
causes of equity, admiralty, and maritime jurisdiction; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1204) to provide for holding the circuit 
and district courts of the United States at Martinsburgh, in the dis- 
trict of West Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 1205) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to 
American citizens, etc.,’? approved March 3, 1887; which was read 
twice by its title, and refe to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1206) to equalize the bounties of 
soldiers, sailors,,and marines of the late war for the Union; which was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee’on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1207) for the relief of John Sullivan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1208) for therelief of John W. Redfield; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1209) for the relict 
of Robert N. Blake; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1210) providing for the 
payment of $2,500 to Theophilu Fisk Mills for executing a model and 
design for an equestrian statue of the late General John A. Rawlins; 
bh a was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee onthe 

rary. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1211) for the completion of the monu- 
ment to Mary, the mother of Washington, at Fredericksburgh, Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Library. É 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1212) for the relief of the heirs of 
William Pitcher and Axel Hayford, and Samuel Otis and George B. 
Fergusson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1213) for the relief of the owners and 
officers of the brig Olive Frances, and others on board said brig; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1214) to pay to Julia A. Rice, Jennie 
M. Daisley, and William D. Daisley $5,000; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, , 

` - Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 1215) in relation to the district courts 
of Alabama and the judges of said courts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. - 

r. EVARTS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 25) providing for 
the printing of 4,500 copies of ‘‘ Finley’s Storm-Track Charts of the 
North Atlantic Ocean;’’ which was sah twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 26) to arbitrate 
and settle the questions at issue between the District of Columbia and 
Samuel Strong; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

ALIEN OWNERSHIP OF REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If there is no further morning business, I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate to a bill for the pas of which there 
is immediate call. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1029) to amend an act to restrict the ownership of real 
rin in the Territories to American citizens, etc., approved Tarh 3, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio, : = 


Mr. PLUMB. I hope that bill will not be called up this morning. 
We had the subject before the Committee on Public Lands at the last 
Congress—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill only affects the question so far as to en- 
able representatives of foreign governments to acquire property-—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand, I suppose, what thespecial scope of the 
bill is, although I have not seen it. 

Mr, SHERMAN, It confines—— ; 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishall not consent that the bill may go through now, 
I want time to examine it for the purpose of suggesting amendments, 

Mr. SHERMAN. If when the bill is taken up the Senator really de- 
sires farther time, I will agree that it may go over. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object toits being taken up at all now. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands have had consideration of the whole question, 
and very likely there will be some suggestions to come from that com- 
mittee in regard toamendment. This bill was introduced in the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and apparently 
without much consideration it came back here, and while I do not say 
it ought not to pass in some form, I am very well satisfied that there 
ought to be some restrictions cast around the exercise of the power. I 
want time to examine it and I want time to give further consideration 
to the general question. There is no great hurry about it, I do not 
think anybody is aching to buy any land in Washington or outside, and 
I think ave might take up some matters which are of more concern to 
the people of the United States and of more profit to people outside, 
who perhaps suffer more. 

i Mr. SHERMAN. I think it due to thie Committee on Foreign Re- 
ations—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would remind Senators 
that the motion under the rules is not debatable. If there be no ob- 
jection, the Senator from Ohio will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply wish tostate that thereis no great hurry 
about this matter, except that the Secretary of State, in a letter printed, 
and which has lain on our tables for some time, has called attention to 
the importance of the immediate passage of the bill, on the ground that 
one or two representatives of foreign nations desire to make improve- 
ments here for the purpose of legations. ‘There are several legation 
buildings in this city erected by foreign governments, all of which are 
known to Senators, and the only object of the bill is to enable those 
legations to make improvements, and, besides that, to exempt the Dis- 
trict of Columbia from the operation of the act. Iam very much in 
favor of the general act which prevents foreign owners from gaining 
vast regions of land in the Western Territories, but there is no reason 
applying to those Territories which applies to the occupation of houses 
and tenements in this city. 

If the Senator from Kansas wishes time to look into the bill further, 
I have no objection; but the motion comes up in regular order; it is 
not subject to objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand the effect of the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I withdraw my motion, but give notice that in a 
day or two I shall feel myself bound by the instruction of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and in obedience to the express wish iene 
Secretary of State to urge speedy action on the bill. I shall call it up 
within two or three days. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there are no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the order of morning business is closed. 


PACIFIC COAST NAVAL STATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 8) providing for the 
appointment of a commission to select a site for a naval station on the 
Pacific coast, which was introduced by me on the 12th of December. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 


length. 
The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the military and naval defenses of the United States, the construction 
and repair of our shipping, and the promotion and security of our commerce 
have ever been subjects justifying in the American mind a policy of liberal ap- 
propriations for the improvement of harbors, construction of fortifications, ereo- 
tion of light-houses, establishing a Navy with suitable navy-yards and naval 
depots, until the Atlantic seacoast from New Brunswick to Strait of Florida 
presents & cordon of military and naval defenses and commercial aids, with 
numerous nayy-yards, including all the facilities for the constructionand repair 
of vessels and equipments, and the manufacture of ordnance and munitions of 
war, and all of which have been established with a view mainly of enablin 
the United States to successfully compete in military, naval, and commercia! 
prowess, advancement, and necessary conflict with the European powers facing 
the United States in that direction; and 

Whereas the territorial An D of the United States presents another great 
national front, bordering on the eastern shores of the Pacific Ocean, with more 
than 2,000 miles of sea-line, rapidly growing into military, naval,and commer- 
cial importance, confronted not only with.formidable European military and 
naval establishments in the islands of the Pacific to the westward and inthe 
British and Russian possessions to the northward, but with the vast Asian em- 
pires and their depenjlencies, with their over 700,000,000 of inhabitants, who are 
rapidly turning their attention to improvementsin the arts of war, offensive and 
defensive,and which must at no distant day become powers on the Pacific 
Ocean not to be ignored by the more civilized nations of the world, while as yet 
we have buta single navy-yard on «ll this extended coast-line, and none north 
of the thirty-cighth lel of north latitude; and 

Whereas the Pacific Northwest, embracing the State of Oregon and the Ter- 
ritories of hada par geen Idaho, Western Montana, and Alaska, in addition to 
being possessed of great agricultural, pastoral, and mineral resources, and a 
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great and ay increasing commerce, internal and fo: , has within its 
‘western borders, and in close proximity to the most ticent harbors and 
inland seas, immense bodies of best quality of iron, coal, lime and other 
stone, and almost boundless forests of the finest timber in the world, suitable 
in all respects and admirably adapted for the construction and repair of shi 

and extensive water-power for Ning machinery, including every natura! 
Saunt and facility for the estab! tof a first-class navy-yard: There- 


lore, 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, required to 
appoint a commission, composed of three competent naval officers, whose duty 
tshall be to examine the coast north of the forty-second parallel of north lati- 
tude, in the State of n and Territories of Washington and Alaska, and 
select a suitable site, having due to the commercial and naval necessities 
of that coast, for d navy-yard, and, haying selected such site, shall, if upon pri- 
vate lands, estimate its value and ‘ascertain the price for which it can be pur- 
chased, and of their ings and action make full and detailed report to the 
Secretary of the Navy; and the Secretary of the Navy shall transmit such report, 
with his recommendations,to Congress. 
Src. 2. That to defray the expenses of such commission the sum of $——, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Oregon that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

The motion was a, to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, more than thirteen years ago I 
endeavored to attract the attention of the Senate to the importance of 
naval establishments, including ship-building, dock-yards, and supply 
stations, on the waters of the Pacific Ocean. In the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress I again sought to enlist interest in that direction. The effort is 
now renewed, encouraged by strong words of recommendation from the 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, and approved by the present 
Secretary of the Navy. 

While from the beginning of our Government to the present time, or, 
to be entirely accurate, until June 30, 1887, there has been expended 
by the United States in improvements, expenses, and the preservation 
of the navy-yards, naval stations, and property bought for such pur- 
poses, including sites and dry-docks, the sum of $53, 994,002.88, notin- 
eluding the sum of $2,954,175.43 expended on the old Philadelphia 
navy-yard, and which was sold December 22, 1875, for $1,000,000, 
making a sum total expended of $56,948,178.31, only about 5 per 
cent. of this amount has been expended west of the Alleghany Mount- 
ains. The yards and stations on which this amount of nearly $69,- 
000,000 has been expended are denominated and located as follows: 

Navy-yards: Portsmouth, N. H.; Boston, Mass.; New York, N. Y.; 
League Island, Pa., now closed; Washington, D. C., now used as an ord- 
nance yard; Norfolk, Va.; Pensacola, Fla., and Mare Island, Cal. 

_ Naval stations: New London, Conn., now closed; Key West, Fla.; 
Sacket’s Harbor; N. Y., now closed; New Orleans, La., not improved and 
I believe now leased; Port Royal, 8. C.,a coaling station; and a naval 
property never improved at Blythe Island, a. Of all these four- 
teen establishments but one,that of Mare Island, in California, is located 
on the waters of the Pacific. Upon the granite dock at the latter, in- 
augurated abont thirty-five years ago, there has been expended about 
$3,000,000, and this yard is not yet in all its establishments entirely 
completed. If, then, navy-yards, dry-docks, and naval supply stations 
are to be deemed essential,or even important only to a nation in a state 
of peace or war, then all must agree without hesitation that one such 
establishment only, however well planned and equipped in all its ap- 
pointments, is wholly inadequate to meet the wants of the country on 
the waters of the Pacific. 

The Secretary of the Navy, in his late annual report, in referring to 
the fact that less than one yearago this country was destitute of three 
manufactories necessary to the construction and armament of a mod- 
ern war vessel, namely, that of steel forging for the heavier guns, that of 
armor for iron-clad vessels, and that of the secondary batteries—ma- 
chine and rapid-firing guns—an essential portion of the armament, and 
in congratulating the country that ‘‘ now all three manufactories are 
in process of construction under contracts of the Department,” very 
properly remarks: 

It was a fatal mistake for this country to be dependent upon any other nation 
for its implements of war. z 

It might with equal propriety and truth be said that it is a fatal 
mistake to permit this country, or any great section or portion of it, to 
remain longer in an absolutely defenseless condition, not only in respect 
of ships, guns, and fortifications, but also of properly established and 
thoroughly equipped naval stations and navy-yards, with suitable docks, 
foundries, machine-shops, and provision stores, all.so advantageous in 
time of peace, and so absolutely essential in time of war, as bases of 
naval operations in the country’s defense. 

The recent history of naval architecture and naval establishments in 
Europe, so far from furnishing an argument in favor of dispensing with 
nayy-yards and docks, presents forcible reasons to the contrary. The 
five great home dock-yards of Great Britain, those of Chatham, Sheer- 
ness, Portsmouth, Pembroke, and Devonport and Keyham, which are 
really one, have, notwithstan theinnumerable British private yards 
on the Clyde, Tyne, Wear, and Tees, been constructed at a cost up to 
March 31, 1884 (according to the late report of Naval Constructor Hich- 
born of October 12, 1885), of $63,684,570, notincludingsome $12,000,000 
expended for timber and other material for ship-building and the out- 
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fit of vesscis, making a total of over $75,000,000 represented in these 
five home dock-yards alone. These give 18,000 men employment the- 
entire year at the average wages of $1.03. 

From this same report we find that the total sum expended by the 
British Government in the fifteen years ending April 1, 1884, upon new 
building and the repair of vessels of the royal navy aggregated $179,- 
649,625, besides $37,745,650 for incidental charges, making a grand 
total of $217,395,275, or over one-fourth of the total of naval appropria- 
tions during the same period. And of this amount $44,150,575 only 
were expended in contract work, while $173, 244,700, or over four-fifths 
of the sum appropriated for building and repairs, were expended in the 
public dock-yards, 

The Pembroke dock-yard, said to be the best of home British yards 
adapted to building purposes, comprising 77 acres of land, has 14 build- 
ing-slips and 1 dry-dock. This, however, isnot a ‘‘fitting-out yard,” 
ag it has but 1 dock, nobasins, and but alimited amount of stores, and 
vessels built there are sent to other yards as a rule for such pu 
The Devonport and Keyham dock-yards are really one. They are dis- 
tant from each other but half a mile and connected by the great Keyham 
Tunnel Railway, the two yards covering 140 acresof land. But it is at 
the Portsmouth dock-yard that the enterprise, statesmanship, energy, 
and power ofthe English Governmentare most conspicuously represented 
in this great auxiliary to naval efficiency and power. It has 3,900 feet 
water-front, 7 building-slips, 9dry-docks,2 wet-basins of nearly 4 acres, 
and contains 115 acres; gives constant employment to nearly 6,000 men, 
requiring an annual expenditure in the form of wages alone of nearly 
$2,000,009, The exact figures for the year 1884, as given in the re- 
port of Naval Constructor Hichborn, were 5,660 employés, at a cost of 
£383,660. 

Passing to the Chatham dock-yard, on the Medway, we are told ‘‘it is 
but little inferior to Portsmouth.” It lias 4 dry-docks, 10 building- 
slips, besides large foundries, store-houses, workshops, etc., and covers 
95 acres; while that of Sheerness, although important, does not equal 
in value or importance either of the two former. It covers 57 acres, 
has 5 dry-docks, 1 building-slip, 1 wet-dock covering nearly 4 acres, 
store-house, foundries, etc. y 

In addition to these home yards and docks, established at a cost of 

$75,000,000, Great Britain has establishments for building and repair- 
ing vessels at Gibraltar, Malta, Yarmouth, Deal, Bermuda, Bombay, 
Ascension, Antigua, Jamaica, Good Hope, Trincomalee, Halifax, Kings- 
ton, Esquimalt, and other points in her provinces and other places un- 
der her control. 
' The five great dock-yards of France—Cherbourg, on the English Chan- 
nel; Toulon, on the Mediterranean; Brest, near the English Channel, 
and L’Orient and Rochefort, on the Bay of Biscay—go far in their con- 
tributions toward the naval dignity and importance and maritime 
power of France. They have,we are told, collectively, an area of over 
900 acres, contain 24 dry-docks, ‘‘and are complete in all the require- 
ments for building, repairing, fitting out, and preservation of ships, 
and the management of stores and articles required fora navy. , The 
quays, basins, and slips, we are further assured, are of the most sub- 
stantial character, which if duplicated in the United States would re- 
quire decades and several hundreds of millions of dollars.” The number 
of men employed has for many years past averaged over 25,000, at an 
average per diem of 52 cents; and in this statement the French naval 
establishments of Havre, Bayonne, Dunkirk, and Indret on the Loire 
are not included. 

Russia, the third great naval power of the world, furnishes us exam- 
ples worthy of imitation in the number of her vessels and men, rather 
than by her docks and yards, although her naval depot at Cronstadt, 
on the Baltic, 16 miles from St. Petersburg, two navy-yards at St. Pe- 
tersburg, and her aaval stations at Nikolaief and Sebastopol, on the 
Black Sea, are important aids to the efficiency and effectiveness of the 
naval power of Russia. Even Germany and Italy, neither claiming to 
be a first-class naval power, have in recent years furnished us examples 
of public spirit, governmental energy, and statesmanship in this regard 
worthy our admiration and imitation. The three great German dock- 
yards of Kiel and Dantzic, on the Baltic, and Wilhelmshaven, on the 
North Sea, are unsurpassed in costliness, magnificence, and efficiency 
by any in the world. There have been expended in the latter for ba- 
sins, docks, bnildings, and other works in the last twenty-five years 
over $20,000,000. It has a capacity, as represented in the report before 
referred to, ‘* equal to the requirements of our entire Navy during peace, 
and its defenses are already so formidable that in 1870 the French, with 
their powerful ironclads and rifle-guns, refrained from attacking it.” 

So Italy, notwithstanding all her political turmoils and dissensions, 
has within the past twenty-live years, since its unification, constructed a 
dock-yard at Spezia, which, it is said, ‘for capacity and completeness 
is equal to all onr navy-yards combined.” This great work was be- 
gun as late as 1861, is designed for nine buildin&-slips and ten dry- 
docks, and, up to 1872, over $10,000,000 had becu expended on it. 

But while the European nations are in this respect pursuing a policy, 
based not upon mere expediency, not prompted by the imperative and 
pressing necessities of actual war, but one dictated by wise statesman- 
ship, the result of mature design, enlightened policy, and a deliberate 
and far-seeing plan in time of profound peace, marked by a prevision 
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characteristic of true diplomacy and exalted statesmanship, how has it 

* been and how is it to-day with this Government? The establishment 
of all our naval stations and dock-yards, with perhaps one or two ex- 
ceptions, has been the result of a pressing necessity atthe time. Their 
selection, construction, and equipment have not been the outgrowth of 
that statesmanship that sees the end from the beginning, and compre- 
hends from the present the necessities of the future, but the expediency 
of the hour alone has been the rule that has obtained almost univer- 
sally in this country. 

Forovrer sixteen years alter the adoption of the Constitution, although 
Washington as Chief Executive had used every argument in his power 
to induce Congress to appropriate money to establish navy-yards, not 
a dollar had been appropriated for that purpose. The construction of 
our first ships, authorized by reason of the piratical attacks on our 
ecommerce by the Algerian corsairs, was in private ship-yards. These 
were commenced in 1794. In 1801, Congress having givena deaf ear.to 
the recommendations of the President to appropriate money for the pur- 
pose, he purchased on his own responsibility the sites of the navy-yards 
at Portsmouth, Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Washington, and Nor- 
folk. And this action on the part of the President was finally approved 
by Congress, which on March 3, 1801, made an appropriation of half 
a million dollars for the purpose of improving them. 

But while nearly sixty millions of dollars have been expended in the 
last eighty-seven years, even yet we have no settled policy on this sub- 
ject. The great necessities brought on by actual war, first, by that of 
1812; second, by the piratical depredationson our commerce by the West 
India freebooters in 1821; third, the Mexican war, and fourth, our late 
civil war, have demonstrated beyond all question and in the most em- 
phatie terms, not only the great importance of yards and docks for the 
building, repairing, and provisioning of ships of our Navy, but also the 
absolute imbecility of a policy in such great national matters that is reg- 
ulated, dictated, and controlled by mere expediency alone. 

fhe war of 1812, during which our Navy, weak, unsupported, and 
insignificant as it was, won glory upon our northern lakes as imperish- 
able as the stars, and clothed the name of Commodore Perry and others 
with a fame as abiding as the light of the sun, led, before the close of 
that war, in addition to the six original navy-yards, to the establish- 
ment of seven other stations, namely, Whitehall, on Lake Champlain; 
Sacket’s Harbor, on Lake Ontario; Erie, on Lake Erie; Charleston, 8S. 
C. ; Baltimore, Md.; Newport, R. 1., and New Orleans, La, The troubles 
with the West India piratical crafts in 1821 brought about the estab- 
lishment of a naval station at Key West, and a navy-yard at Tartar 
Point, Pensacola. 

The Naval Commission, in their report of December 1, 1883, in re- 
ferring to this branch of this important subject, say: 

Both of these places (Key Westand Pensacola) were brought into still greater 
prominence during the Mexican war, which demonstrated the necessity of a 
naval station on the Guif; while during the late civil war Port Royal, Key 
West, and Mound City became among the most important naval stations in the 

ion of the Government. It is im ible to foresee what particular sec- 
tion of the country may be included in the theater of war, or what naval station 
may become, for the time being, of most value. When,in 1854, our only navy- 
yard west of the Alleghanies was retroceded to the city of Memphis, the most 
far-seeing eye could not have discerned the value it would attain in 1862, 

But it was not until the convulsions of the late civil war had seized 
the great corpus of our political, military, and naval fabric, and every 
nerve center of these great organizations felt the disturbing pressure 
of actual and terrible war, that the great necessities of our nation in 
regard to naval stations, navy-yards, docks, and efficient naval-supply 
sources generally became so absolutely apparent. Not until then was 
the public mind of this nation thoroughly awakened to the criminal 
neglect of our Government in the past in dealing with this subject, and 
to the lamentable fact of the then wholly insufficient condition of our 
navy-yards for the practical and stern purposes of actual war. 

The following extract from the report made by the Secretary of the 
Navy, in 1864, will best illustrate our conditionin this regard at that 
critical period of our nation’s history. He says: . 

When hostilities commenced our Government had provided no suitable 
navy-yardsto manufacture the necessary machinery for our rapidly expanding 
Navy, but the Department was compelled to rely on the few private establish- 
ments which it could divert from other engagements for the immense work 
that was calling out the resources of the nation. 

Great em! ent was experienced in consequence of this neglect of the 
Government at the very commencement of the war, and although the naval 
service and the country are suffering constantly from this neglect, measures for 
the establishment of a suitable navy-yard for the construction and repair of iron 
vessels, their armature and nery, are still delayed. * * * As early as 
March, 1862, and on several occasions since, I have had the honor to present my 
views to Congress on this subject. The earnestness and frequency with which 
it has been brought forward must find an apology in its t importance. 

The inability of our present establishments for the work imposed by this war 

been the source of inexpressible anxiety, and often of great disappointment 
and publie injury. To relieve the navy- from work which they have but 
limited means to execute, and to secure necessary repairs, the De ment has 
been compelled to lish stations for machinery and means of refitment at 
Mound City, a New Orleans, Ship Island, Pensacola, Key West, Port 
z fort, Norfolk, and Baltimore. But these, and all the private estab- 
lishments of the country, besides other calls upon them, have been insufficient 
to keep the present Navy in necessary order, so that if to the duty of blockad- 
ing there were added ocean conflicts with a naval power by which our shi 
would be often disabled, the sad spectacle would be presented of our ships laid 
up in time of war for want of a proper establishment with the shops and means 
torepairthem. * * * The Government has not, even at this time, an estab- 
lishment where a plate can be made for our ironclads, The frontage or wharf- 


age at all our navy-yards, so important for repairs, is less than is required at 
each of them. One yard, at least, where iron vessels, iron armor, and iron 
shafting can be manufactured, is now imperatively necessary. 

This report of the Secretary of the Navy represented the condition 
in which we found ourselves during the late civil war by reason of our 
milk-and-water policy prior to that time in having no general plan 
looking to the establishment of a system of naval stations, navy-yards, 
and docks, at all necessary and proper points on all our coasts and 
great rivers that would be equal, as supply stations in case of either 
internal or foreign war, to the great emergencies of the hour. 

This situation emphasized in emphatic terms the fatility and folly 
and lack of statesmanship theretofore displayed, and since then prac- 
tically followed by our Government, in continually discussing the ques- 
tion as to the propriety of abandoning those navy-yards we have, or 
ceding them to certain cities or States, as in the case of the cession to 
the city of Memphis, in Tennessee, in 1854, of the only navy-yard then 
west of the Alleghanies, thus losing its value in the great naval con- 
flicts on the Mississippi River seven years later. 

It is not safe, as history teaches in unmistakable lessons, to act upon 
the assumption or theory of perpetual peace, either at home or abroad, 
or to depend upon providing temporarily and suddenly to meet great 
emergencies when they arise. The unwisdom of such a course is well 
illustrated by the following clauses from the report of the Commission 
before referred to: 


War is the heri of man; and for the ple of the United States history 
will have been written in vain should they delude themselves with the idle ho: 
of perpetual peace; and when war does come in these modern days it is swift 
and terrible. Within six months after hostilities commenced against Russia in 
1854, the allied armies had landed and n the Russians on their own soil, 

In 1854, after a campaign of but eight months, Denmark was forced tocede the 
duchies of Schleswig-Holstein and Lauenbe: n favor of Prussia and Austria, 

The Prusso-Austrian campaign of 1966 but seven weeks, 4 

In eight months after the Franco-German war burst upon Europe the Ger- 
man army occupied Paris. A dynasty was overturned and the provinces of Al- 
sace and Lorraine were wrested from the dominion of France. 

Exposed and unprepared as we are, the damage that could be inflicted upon 
us ere the note of warning had well sounded would be beyond calculation. 

It is a popular belief that our traditional policy of peace is easily maintained 
by reason of our isolation and our freedom from the entanglements which so 
frequently disturb the relations of European powers. But this is a delusion. 
We have, in common with all maritime countries, interests which we are in duty 
bound to support. The present disturbed condition of affairs on the Asiatic 
station, the construction of the Panama Canal, the interpolation of the Monroe 
doctrine-into our political creed, our growing commerce in the Pacific, and the 
naval strength developed by the rising powers of South America are, each and 
every one, subjects raie of questions of serious import to the people of the 
United States. Their Government may at any day be called upon to take its 
stand and carry into practical effect the broad and enlightened lah eg which 
have characterized its foreign pono Todo this, and to exercise that moral in- 
fluence which belongs to us of right as one of the wealthiest and most liberal 
ae of the great family of nations, a certain reserve of force is absolutely 
Now: the number, but more rerensenpeet d the condition, of our navy-yards may 
be regarded as a part of that reserve and as an exponent of our naval power, 
The logical deduction, therefore, is that the pore: must be developed or our 
foreign policy be abandoned, if we would avoid national humiliation. 

The gradual, and it may be said remarkably rapid, environment of 
the Pacific coast and Northwestern frontier by iraportant and formida- 
ble military and naval establishments, representing in the strongest 
possible terms British influence, Briti aggression, and British power, 
and the military occupation, furthermore, by Great Britain of the isl- 
ands of the Pacific and the Pacific Ocean itself, are circumstances which 
ought to arrest the attention of the people of this country, and prompt 
the Government to such speedy and effective action as may be a fitting 
response to these formidable menaces of British power. 

Already H ong-Kong, Sydney, and other points on the western bound- 
aries of the Pacific, the Fiji and other islands of the Southern Pacific, 
are converted into magnificent estanlishments as sources of naval sup- 
plies and protection for British fleets now occupying the waters of the 
Pacific, or which may occupy them more largely in the future. Im- 

rtant loans recently made to the Hawaiian Government, and His 

fajesty King Kalakaua personally, clearly indicate the intention of 
English diplomacy in that direction; and the uly waning power 
of the Hawaiian King and the disturbed condition of his realm only 
give encouragement to British rapacity and the well-known desire of 
Great Britain for extension of territory and enlargement of political 
and commercial power. 

Reaching out from Halifax in the east, one of the greatest military 
railways ever constructed by man menaces our northern frontier its en- 
tire length, riveting the iron rails of its western terminus to one of the 
most magnificent, emana and formidable military and naval estab- 
lishments in the world, already established and equipped by Great Brit- 
ain at Esquimalt, on the waters of the Pacific near Victoria, on Vancou- 
ver’s Island, in British Columbia, soon to be supplemented and strength- 
ened by one no less significant or important at Port Moody. 

The Canadian Pacific Railway, while in one sense a great commer- 
cial highway, is nevertheless in its inception and completion the out- 
growth of military genius and British diplomacy, worthy the menand 
the nation that conceived the plan and executed the work. It must 
not be forgotten that lying on and along our entire northern boundary, 
and on the very border of which is constructed this great military high- 
way, lie the provinces of this great political, military, and naval power, 
separating us indeed for adistance ofover 500 miles from 555,000 square 
miles of our possessions in Alaska. 
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Reaching out therefore from Halifax through the Canadian provinces, 
passing through Kingston, Canada, one of the most strongly fortified 
points on this continent, through the secure anchorage for naval fleets 
and naval supplies in the harbor of Esquimalt, extending on one by one 
through the British naval stations in the several islands of the Southern 
Pacific, resting in security and safety in the fortifications and supply 
stations of Sydney and Hong-Kong, itis found ourcountry onitsnorthern 
and western boundaries is enyironed and menaced by a chain of British 
military and naval establishments and strong commercial lines of rail-* 
way and steamships, which, in the unfortunate event of war between 
Great Britain and the United States, would give the former advantages 
over us as a nation of a character beyond all estimate. 

The truth is our entire country on every side is completely surrounded 
on sea and land with a cordon of naval and military establishments, 
mainly British. This is forcibly illustrated in the report of the Navy- 
Yard Commission of December 1, 1883 (Senate Executive Document 
No. 55, first session Forty-eighth Congress), in these words: 


Nor are we so completely isolated. On the contrary, we are environed by the 
naval stations of a country that but a few short years ago would have rejoiced 
to see the dismemberment of the Union. This has been repeatedly brought to 
the atiention of Con; . Kingston, Canada, one of the strongest milita 
posts of this continent, can, atthe very commencement of hostilities, laun 
gunboats upon the upper lakes where American citizens have property to be 
reckoned only by the millions. Halifax, with ample resources for supplying a 
war fleet, is but thirty-six hours’ steaming from Boston. Bermuda, with her 
fine dry-dock and arsenal,is but sixty hours from the capes of Virginia, com- 
mands the entrance to the Chesapeake,and as a consequences the navigable 
rivers of Maryland and Virginia. Nassau would be a rendezvous for British 
cruisers, as it was a refuge for her blockade-runners during the late civil war. 
The t harbor of Kingston, Jamaica, with its fine navy-yard at Port 
Royal, is but four and a halfdays’ steaming from our Gulf ports; and San Fran- 
cisco is within three days of the British naval station of uimalt. Notonly 
this, but France has a navy-yard at Port of France, Martinque, and Spain holds 
Cuba, Havana is but eight hours from ig alee the key of the Florida Chan- 
nel and the Gulf of Mexico, and only sixty hours from the rich and populous city 
of New Orleans. From these stations modern war ships, of which we have no 
representatives, could fall upon our coast, paralyze our commerce, penetrate our 
harbors, and destroy such navy-yards as we now possess. 


Asan offset to all this what have we to offer, to what can we as a na- 
tion point with pride as means of defense or supply in the matter of 
either military or naval establishments on the Pacific coast? Abso- 
Intely nothing in so far as the North Pacific is concerned. The whole 
region from the southern boundary of Oregon to the northwestern ex- 
tremity of Alaska or Behring Sea, including the mouth of the Columbia 
River, the great valleys of the Columbia, the Willamette, the Umpqua, 
and the Rogue Rivers, with their great outlets, Yaquina Bay, the Ump- 
qua River and Coos Bay, the waters of Puget Sound, with an areaof over 
5,000 square milesand 1,600 miles ofshore-line, and the empire of Alaska, 
are all absolutely defenseless, and in case of war, as at present supplied, 
would fall an easy and ready prey to the naval forces of Great Britain 
or those of any of her allies. : 

The whole Pacific coast, from the Gulf to Behring Sea, a distance of 
4,700 miles of our country’s frontier, with all its limitless resources, de- 
veloped and undeveloped, its rapidly increasing population, its growing 
cities, towns, and villages, its immense commerce, its expanding trade, 
its rapidly developing industries, is all absolutely defenseless and at 
the mercy of Great Britain whenever an excuse for hostile action may 
arise. In all this distance of coast-line, facing the widest and grandest 
of all oceans, already occupied by the forts and naval stations and fleets of 
the greatest military and naval poweron earth, with the government rep- 
resenting that power continually insisting on misconstruing treaties, 
in making unreasonable and unjust demands, and insisting on illegal 
and iniquitous exactions in the matter of the fisheries in Canadian and 
Alaskan waters, we have the one comparatively insignificant and illy- 
equipped naval station of Mare Island, in the State of California. 

To this alone must our naval power look asa base of supplies in case 
of an attack on any part of our Western or Northwestern frontiers by 
any foreign power. This as a means of protection to the whole coast 
of Oregon, Washington, and Alaska is absolutely unavailable and in- 
efficient, as all must . With this alone as a base of naval opera- 
tions and supplies the mailed hand of the military and naval power of 
Great Britain, in case of a conflict, would fall with unimpeded, relent- 
less, and destructive power upon the people, the industries, the com- 
merce of the Pacific Northwest. In such a case Oregon, Washington, 
and Alaska, with all their limitless resources, unprotected, imperiled 
as they are, would become the sport and toy of British aggression. 

It would notthen be 54° 40/ or fight; it would be, so faras Great Brit- 
ainisconcerned, 42° without a fight. In suchan event the tribute that 
would be exacted froma defenseless but worthy people would aggregate 
an amount far in excess of that necessary to place us in a position to 
enforce peace ‘‘ without a sacrifice of rights, principles, and dignity,” 
or, failing in this, that we may be prepared to meet the emergency of 
war on an equal footing with any foe. 

So far from recéiving encouragement from the General Government 
on the Pacific coast in the way of giving us protection, only recently, 
by an order of the War Department, the troops at Fort Canby, at the 
mouth of the Columbia, have, for some as yet unexplained cause, been 
withdrawn and the fort abandoned. The reasons for this backward 
movement will, I presume, be furnished by the honorable Secretary of 
War presently in response to a resolution adopted by the Senate on my 


motion early in the present session. Until this answer is in, criticism 
would not be in order, and may not be then. 

Tt has been frequently remarked, it is true, and with some force, that 
navy-yards, being simply ship-building and manufacturing establish- 
ments, combined with arsenals for the storage of munitions of war, can 
not, in one sense, be properly classified in thelist of military defenses, 

It may besaid. with some degree of truth, that being in a measure in- 
capable of defense ordinarily in and of themselves,and being a source of 
supplies, they are liable to invite attack; but notwithstanding all this 
the history of this country, as well as that of every naval power on earth, 
emphasizes their necessity in the general economy of public works es- 
sential-to the prerano of the influence and dignity, and the secu- 
rity of national and individual rights in times of peace, and the proper 
and successful defense of all these in the event of war, 

Commodore D. B. Harmony, Chiefof the Bureau of Yards and 
United States Navy, in hisannual report to the Secretary, of date October 
15, 1887, in discussing the present condition of our navy-yard at Mare 
Island, California, strongly urges consideration of the establishment of 
additional naval resources on the waters of Puget Sound, and enforces 
the proposition with highly important suggestions and incontrovertible 
facts in these words: 

NAVY-YARD, MARE ISLAND, CALIFORNIA. 

This navy-yard is our only naval station on the shores of the Pacific. It 
would be our only base for naval operations for the defense of the ports of this 
coast, for the protection of our Pacific trade, and for the assertion, ifit should 
become necessary, of the dignity and strength of the nation upon this the 
greatest of all ocean areas, At present Euroj naval powers are rapidi; 
acquiring the insular countries of this part of the world, their movements ad- 
vancing so far as to e among themselves a virtual partition of the western 
Pacific, and extending so far of late as to practically annex groups of islands 
where American trade andcivilizing influences had been theretofore paramount, 
In considering these movements the possibility does not seem a distant one 
that our extreme western territory may be pered and surrounded by the 
possessions of aggressive naval powers. This, in addition to the immense de- 
velopment upon land and sea in the Pacific that will follow the opening of an 
interoceanic canal, will force upon this coun a greater naval activity, for 
which we should be prepared, Not only should the question be considered of 
the establishment of additional naval resources in the waters of Puget Sound, 
the great coal and iron regions of the future upon this but measures 
should be taken to place this our oniy naval station now e ing upon the 
coast in a fully equipped condition. When theemergency arises, and the strain 
and stress of preparation or actual war is upon us, there will be no time for the 
establishment of the necessary works, which require considerable time for 
construction and a continuous though not extravagant expenditure of money. 


The Secretary of the Navy, in his recent annual report to the Presi- 
dent, of December 6, 1887, gives his approval to this recommendation 
of Commodore Harmony, and emphasizes its importance by special ref- 
erence, in these words: 


Special attention is called to the considerations presented in the report in ref- 

erence to the provision of additional facilities for naval work on the Pacific 

coast, ially in the neighborhood of Paget Sound, the great coal and iron 

region of the future upon this coast. A) m this question of an additional 

naval station, measures should certainly be taken to place the only naval sta- 

Sos now existing upon the coast, that at San Francisco, in a fully equipped con- 
tion. 


In this connection I am also, through the courtesy of Lieut. Com- 
mander Charles H. Stockton, United States Navy, at present on duty 
in the Bureau of Yards and Docks in Washington, enabled to present 
an interesting memorandum bearing directly, and with much practical 
force, on the question now under discussion. This memorandum, I am 
advised by Commander Stockton, is based on a series of official lectures 
recently delivered by that officer, at the instance of its president, be- 
fore the students of the Naval War College at Newport, R. I., on the 
existing naval, commercial, and international conditions of the inter- 
oceanic canal and the policy that should be adopted by our Govern- 
ment. This officer stands high as an authority on such naval affairs as 
he discusses. I beg to submit his contribution entire, and ask that it 
be incorporated into my remarks. It is as follows: 


MEMORANDUM ON THE ADVANTAGES OF ESTABLISHING A NAVAL STATION AT 
PUGET SOUND. 


Puget Sound consists of about 5,000 square miles of water area, and nearly 
1,600 miles of shore-line, with fine harbors for naval pur; , à narrow entrance 
and inside straits capable of being strongly fortified, and with a ratgei eran 0 
country rich in ship-building timber, in coal, iron,and limestone, and,with 5 
roads built and building which will provide it, after San Francisco, with the 
best railroad facilities on the Pacific coast, It offers the only adequate and se- 
eure harbors, besides San Francisco, for the largest class of war-vessels on our 
Pacific coast, which not only makes it fit fora naval station, but mankes it sus- 
ceptible of an attack from a powerful hostile squadron, x 

On account of the watar area of Puget Sound, the Strait of Juan de Fuca, 
Washington Sound, and the outside and inside waters leading towards Alaska, 
the defense of this coast line wil] have to be to a great extent by a naval fo: 
which force will necessarily require a place for repair, docking, refitting, an: 

rovisioning near be This can be located in one of the many secure harbors 
k Puget Sound, or it may be advisable to utilize one of the large fresh-water 
lakes lying so close to this sound. In addition to this the recent remarkable 
discoveries of iron ore and good coal place the three great clements for iron and 
steel manufacture, of good coking coal, rich iron ore,and limestone within 50 
miles of tide-water; a combination that exists nowhere else in the United 
States,and few places in the world. These all point to the strong probability 
that this place will develop rapidly as a place for the manufacturing of iron and 
steel, and consequently for iron or steel ship-building; hence, it seems wise to 
prepare in time for the construction of iron and steel war-vessels at this place. 

Furthermore, Alaska, now in a semi-colonial state, seems on the verge of de- 
velopment. We are se ed from this pason of our domain by 500 miles of 
water navigation and tbe territory belonging to the strongest naval power 
in the world—Great Britain. 

From the topographical, maritime, and climatic conditions- existing in 
Alaska, this Territory especially requires a naval force for its police in times of 
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peace and for its protection and defense in time of war. The. base for such 
operations both in peace and war will be naturally in the waters of the Puget 
Sound, thus saving the long and hazardous trip to San Francisco for disabled 
vessels, or for vessels denied by war or neutral obligations the coal supply ex- 
isting in British Columbia. 

The want of naval and other defenses in these waters has been the subject of 
discussion among British officers, and when regrets were expressed by some 
that San Juan Island, which commands the most available and best channel to 
the Nanaimo coal-mines and the Pacific terminus of the Canadian Railroad, 
was in the hands of the United States, others retorted that in case of war with 
the United States, a very small naval force from Esquimalt would at once seize 
it, as there were neither fortifications, garrison, nor any American naval force 
probable or possible to prevent it. x 

In regard to the value of the English dock-yard at Esquimalt, British Có- 
lumbia, it presents two phases, one in regard to the United States, the other in 

rd to the control of the Pacific Ocean, 

“irst, in ard to any offensive operations against the United States. It is 
but 18 miles from Port Angeles and San Juan Island, Washington Territory, 
and 30 miles from the entrance to Puget Sound, These places could be seized 
at once by a naval force issuing from Esquimalt Harbor, and thus would goone 
of the most valuable commercial and mineral districts on the Pacific coast, and 
the most valuable region for unworked naval material existing anywhere on 
the coast of the United States. š 

Second. As to its importance as a base of operations against San Francisco, 
the Columbia River, and the Pacific seacoast generally, I can show how great 
this is considered by quoting from a book written by an English military officer, 
Captain Celomb, in 1879, who in advocating the enlargement of its resources, its 
fortifications, and the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railroad.says: ‘ Our 
power ot keeping the sea in the North Pacific rests entirely and exclusively on 
our ability to secure British Columbia against all attacks, and by guarding this 
North Pacific gem, set as it is with black diamonds, we shall be establishing a 
post naturally hor groan of imperial strength, and about as near Australia as Mare 

nd. It would be an outwork against that steady advance of Russia, which, 
sooner or later, will shift the real eastern question from the Mediterranean to 
the Pacific, and it would also hold a pistol to the head of San Francisco.” * è * 

Since the above was written the home poverina of Great Britain has granted 
funds to aid in the extension and completion of the dry-dock at Esquimalt, has 
made and is making provision for the armament and defense of the post; the 
Canadian Pacific Railroad has been built, and even more recently a railroad from 
rae ane to the coal mines in the northern part of Vancouver Island. The di- 

nnd indirect expenses incurred in this can not now be given or ascertained, 
but they all point one way. ‘The Canadian Pacific Railroad asa commercial en- 
terprise isa part of the American system of railroads, its virtual terminus is New 
York, it is tapped at the Sault St, Marie by American railroads, and its Pacific 
terminus isin the air until it reaches the shores of the Puget Sound; but as a 
military railroad it is British from end to end, connecting the military strong- 
hold of Halifax with that of Esquimalt, and both threatening, and intended to 
threaten, our Atlantic and Pacific seacoasts. 

To take the question of coal alone, in case of war with England were the Puget 
Sound district to pass out of our hands, and there is nothing now to prevent it, 
we would be without coal supply on the Pacitic coast, except the meager pl DA 
from beyond the Cascade range or the indifferent coal from the Mount Diablo 
regions. Eastern coal could not come on account of the maritime proponer: 
ance of England, and of course the Sydney, Australia, and British Columbia sup- 
Piy would at once be cut off. 

f there should be any skepticism about the British preponderence in the Pa- 
cific, I can call attention to the fact that the three for. ified ports of Hong-Kong, 
Sydney, and Esquimaltfurnish well-equipped sources of supply, repair, and 
docking forthe naval fleets that already center there; the Fiji Islands are an 
English colony; while our coaling stations in the Pacific are in every way un- 
hed d of the name, would be useless to us in war,and we would probably be 
denied by English influence the right to coal and refit by the little neutral sov- 
ereignties in which they are placed; or if this should not be done, then, as an 
English admiral has expressed it, the naval force of Great Britain would at once 
destroy the undefended deposits of coal placed among these islands, On the 
shores of Puget Sound there should be placed a naval station, then, first, on ac- 
count of the great raw material resources for naval pu es existing there; 
second, for a source of supplies, refit,and repair for vesse engaged in the po- 
lice, protection, and defense of the coasts and waters of the United States reach- 
ing from Oregon to Alaska; and, third, asa fortified naval station, to counteract 
the menacing attitude of the English naval station at Esquimalt, near by, in- 
aces to be a military thorn in our side, like Halifax or Bermuda on the At- 

tie. 


Mr. President, if, following out the suggestions of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks and those of the Secretary of the Navy and 
Lieutenant-Commander Stockton, Puget Sound, rather than the waters 
of the Columbia River, Yaquina, Umpqua, Coos Bay, or Gray’s Harbor, 
should be selected for the establishment of a grand naval station, yards, 
docks, foundries, machine-shops, supply stores, ete., it would be found 
that but few if any of the great fundamental conditions and require- 
ments deemed important in the establishment of such structures are 
wanting. 

With the proper military fortifications that must at an early period 
be erected along the shores, and at the month of the Straits of San Juan 
de Fuca, anavy-yard on the waters of Puget Sound at any oneofthe very 
many practicable sites on that great inland sea would meet the firsttwo 
of the necessary conditions, namely, 

First, that of being located within the lines of defense, and, 

Second, thatof being secure from attack by either sea or land. m 

Third. Moreover, in the third place, the interior lines of communi- 
cation to the principal sources of supplies could be fully secured by a 
navy-yard located on the waters of Puget Sound in time of war. 

Fourth. In such a case the establishment would be located not only 
near a safe and commodious harbor, but on one of the safest and most 
commodious of all the known harbors of the world. 

Fifth. It would be easy of access, and would admit, at all stages of 
water, without dredging, vessels of the largest draught. 

Sixth. No difficulty would be experienced in procuring at reasonable 
rates skilled labor in the several departments of wood and iron ship- 
building and marine engineering. 

- Seventh. The facilities of the surrounding country for furnishing the 
necessary materials of timber, coal, iron ore, and potable water are unex- 
celled in any country in the world. 

Eighth, The character of the ground at innumerable points on Puget 


Sound is such that dry-docks and wet-basins in numbers sufficient to 
meet all probable demands can be constructed ata reasonable cost, 
with ample area for all the necessary structures of a combined ship- 
building and repairing yard and naval arsenal. 

Ninth. The supply from innumerable fresh-water lakes and streams, 
whose waters are inexhaustible, of good potable water would meet 
every requirement. 

Tenth. A navy-yard so located would be difficult to blockade, 

Eleventh. It would be surrounded by a climate than which none 
more salubrious or enjoyable can be found in any State or Territory of 
the Union. ; ; = 

The foregoing, Mr. President, are the eleven conditions specified by 
the Naval Commission in their report on the navy-yards of this country, 
of December 1, 1883, as desirable and the existence of which are deemed 
important in the selection of asite fora navy-yard. Every one of these 
conditions is met on the waters of Puget Sound. It may furthermore 
he said with propriety and force that all of these and others not men- 
tioned, which might be urged, would be present, were the site selected 
on the waters of the Columbia or the Willamette at any one of any 
number of convenient points between Portland and Astoria, or at any 
of the other points I have indicated on the Oregon and Washington 
coast. 

The age of granite docks has given way in these latter years, not in 
this case, however, to that of iron or steel but to that of wood, and herein 
lie the unsurpassed facilities afforded for the construction of naval docks 
on the waters of the Columbia River and on PugetSound, where there 
is such a superabundance of the finest forests of fir, cedar, pine, hem- 
lock, and other coniferous timber, besides maple, myrtle, ash, oak, and 
various other species of deciduous timber, upon which the eyes of man 
ever rested. The best judgment of those versed in naval architecture 
has long since condemned the granite dock, and given wood the prefer- 
ence. The latter, or timber docks, are not only more durable, less sub- 
ject to the influences of frost, but the cost of construction is not much 
more, if qny, as a general rule, than one-third that of those constructed 
of granite; while the cost of maintaining them in repair is also much less. 

Naval Constructor Hichborn, United States Navy, in his interesting 
report on European docks and yards, remarks as follows on this subject: 

Wooden docks cost from 30 to 50 per cent. less than those of stone, and in cli- 


mates where they are exposed to severe frosts are much cheaper in mainte- 
nance; extensive repairs are not required within the first twenty years. 


While Commodore Harmony, United States Navy, Chief of Bureau 
of Yards and Docks, in a communication addressed to Hon. William 
McAdoo, of the House Naval Committee, on April 6, 1886, in referring 
to this subject, says: 

My Lepage nape to build docks of timber is based upon the fact that they can 
be built at such a small price comparatively. The three proposed will not cost 
more than three-fourths of what the granite dock at New York cost and about 
three-fifths of the one at Mare Island. * + è The main objection toa granite 
dock is, beside the cost, that the alternate freezing and thawing affect the joints 
of the stones and the water gets in, throwing the stone out of place and requir- 
ing constant repairs, * * © There is every reason to believe thata dock con- 
structed of timber will last for centuries with proper care. In case of a piece of 
timber being found rotten it will be as easy a matter to replace it as to take a 
defective plank out of a ship and put in a sound one, 


To illustrate this question reference may properly be made to the 
fact that there has been expended in the construction of the granite 
dry-dock at Mare Island, California, nearly $3,000,000, at least not 
less than $2,800,000, and it is not yet entirely completed; whereas a 
wooden dock of the same capacity that would last longer, would cost 
infinitely less to keep annually in repair, and which would, according 
to the best authority, be in all respects superior, could have been con- 
structed for less than one-third the amount, and could,on the Columbia 
River or on Puget Sound, be constructed for still much less. In this 
respect alone, therefore, the advantages presented by the North Pacific 
coast, both the Columbia River and Puget Sound, are almost beyond 
estimate. 

While no governmentshould adopt a policy that would tend to crush 
individual enterprise in the matter of ship-building, but should rather, 
on the contrary, give every proper encouragement to this great industry, 
which creates markets for our raw material and gives employment to 
labor, skilled and otherwise, consistent with national security and the 
maintenance of national dignity and a proper regard for the general 
welfare and common defense. still these individual interests, it must be 
conceded, are always promoted in the end in proportion as the public 
interests are guarded, protected, and defended. Every individual in- 
dustry, therefore, the rights of labor and capital, the accommodation 
and protection of our commercial marine, the naval service of the 
country, the security, peace, prosperity, and general welfare of all our 
people on the great Pacific Northwest, and, indeed, throughout the whole 
country, on sea and land, at home and abroad, can not but be vastly 
promoted by the early establishment of a permanent and respectable 
governmental naval station ut some suitable point on some one of the 
great arms of the Pacific Ocean on our Northwestern frontier. 

Already much substantial progress has been made in the matter of 
ship-building on the Oregon and Washington coast, at Coos Bay, Ya- 
quina, Skomakowa on the Columbia River, Portland, Astoria, Shoal- 
water Bay, Gray’s Harbor, and at the various ports of Tacoma and Seat- 
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tle, and also at many of the large milling establishments on Puget Sound. 
During the year ending June 30 last, according to the report of the cus- 
tom-house at Port Townsend, 29 new vessels were built on Puget Sound, 
representing a net tonnage of 4,854.36 tons. Of these 12 were steam- 
vessels and 17 sailers. 

The largest steamer, the Clara Bell, built at Tacoma, was 99 feet 8 
inches in length, with a net tonnage of 111.86 tons; and- the largest 
sailer, the Brigantine, built at Port Blakeley, was 166 feet 8 inches in 
length, with a net tonnage of 579.39 tons. This was an increase of 
over 100 per cent. on the number built the year previous, there being 
but 14 built that year, and an increase of 300 per cent. in the net ton-. 
nage, ora tonnage of 4,854.36 tons for 1886-87 against 1,642.29 in 
1885-86. 

Hon. Eugene Semple, the present governorof Washington Territory, 
in his able, interesting, and comprehensive report to the Secretary of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and to whom I 
am indebted for many of the statistics I have given, after giving valu- 
able information and statistics upon this, as also upon various other of 
the great industries of that Territory, concludes his statement on the 
subject of ship-building in these words: 

There is ‘great need of a dry-dock on Puget Sound, not only to accommodate 
our commercial marine, but for the use of Government vessels; and it is to be 
hoped that, as the questions of rebabilitating our Navy and increasing our 
means of coast defense are now being prominently considered, the strategic 
importance of the coast of Washington Territory, it being on the borders of a 
possible belligerent and in proximity to a formidable naval station of a foreign 
power, will not be overlooked. 

Much might be added by way of elaboration of the argument in favor 
of the establishment of a naval station as suggested. Reference might 
be made to the near future, when the waters of the two great oceans will 
commingle together through a Nicaraguan ship-canal and when the 
ships of commerce of all nations and the navies of the world will pass 
to and fro across the great isthmus now separating them. Attention 
might also be attracted to the several great transcontinental railways 
now completed across the continent, spanning a hemisphere, connect- 
ing sea with sea, and river and sound and ocean with the Great Lakes, 
and uniting in close communion the great trade arteries and commer- 
cial marts of the nation. 

I might cite, too, the value and volume of the great industries of 
agriculture and mining, as well coal, iron, lime as the precious metals, 
stock-raising, lumber, wool-growing, the salmon fisheries, manufactures 
of various kinds that are being carried on, and all of which are rapidly 
increasing in the States and Territories of the Pacific Northwest to an 
extent not quite appreciated, I am sure, by our Eastern friends, 

I may not be given credit for either candor or truth when I tell you 
that the value of the salmon of the Columbia River and adjacent wa- 
ters, packed in cans and shipped to all parts of this country and of the 
world, since that industry was inaugurated, twenty-two years ago, has 
averaged considerably over $2,000,000 per annum and aggregated nearly 
$46,000,000; that to-day more than $2,000,000 of capital are invested 
in this business on the Columbia River alone; that it gives employ- 
ment to over 6,000 men, to say nothing of the fisheries at Shoalwater 
Bay, Gray’s Harbor, Tillamook, Yaquina, Coos Bay, Coquille River, and 
Puget Sound. 

Some may be incredulous when it is said that the State of Oregon 
will this year ship over 18,000,000 pounds of wool and over 20,000,000 
bushels of wheat; that the wholesale trade of the city of Portland, Ore- 
gon, did in the past year exceed over $60,000,000, and will more than 
exceed $75,000,000 during the coming year; that the value of the Co- 
lumbia salmon fisheries for the past year was $2,124,000; that there 
were shipped by the mulls of Puget Sound to foreign, coastwise, and At- 
lantic ports a total of 306,178,673 feet of lumber, and that the present 
year five mills shipped 155,731,398 feet; that the total capacity of the 
lumber mills of Washington Territory in superficial feet for a year of 
two hundred and sixty days is the enormous sum of 645,440,000 feet; 
that the total output of coal from the various mines of Washington Ter- 
ritory has been nearly 2,500,000 tons; that there were shipped from the 
Territory the past year 525,705 tons; that there arein Washington Ter- 
ritory 1,060 miles of thoroughly constructed and equipped railroad, 133 
miles of which have been constructed in the past year. And yet, not- 
withstanding all this, Washington Territory knocks at the doors of 

for admission into the Union in yain. 

Some idea of the amount and value of the commerce of Puget Sound 
will be had when itis considered that during the last fiscal year nearly 
1,000 vessels—994, to be entirely accurate—with an aggregate tonnage of 
539,597 tons, of which 155 were coastersand 839 foreign, were entered 
at the custom-house of Puget Sound in the Puget Sound customs dis- 
trict; while the number of entries and clearances were 1,982 vessels, 
aggregating a tonnage of 1,054,038. The vessels entering and clearing 
at that port the past year aggregated 5} each day for the entire year, 
or one vessel every 4 hours and 45 minutes during each day and night 
in the year, or one vessel every 2 hours and 22 minutes during each day 
of 12 hours. 

It may be a surprise to some that in the matter of tonnage of Amer- 
ican steam-vessels engaged in the foreign trade, Puget Sound stands 
second in the United States, New York being the first. From a me- 


morial recently adopted by both branches of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Territory of Washington, I make the following extract: 

Puget Sound at the present time occupies a prominent position among the 
maritime ports of the United States, and the rapidity with which the great nat- 
ural resources of the Territory are being developed will soon place this port in 
advance of all others. From Governor Eugene Semple’s report for to the 
Secretary of the Interior, the following facts may be verified : 

First. In the number of American steam-vessels engaged in the foreign trade, 
Poget Sound stands first. 

Second. In tonnage of American steam-vessels engaged in the foreign trade 
Puget Sound stands second, New York being first. 

ird. In the a, gate number of American and foreign steam-vessels en- 
gaged in the foreign trade we stand seventh. | 

Fourth. In the tonnage of American and foreign steam-vessels en- 
gaged in the foreign trade Puget Sound stands seventh. 

Fifth. In the aggregate number of entrances and clearances of American and 
foreign vessels, steam and sail, Puget Sound stands fourth. 

Sixth. In the aggregate tonnage of all vessels, American and foreign, steam 
and sail, Puget Sound stands seventh. r 

The property valuation in Washington Territory, exclusive of rail- 
road property, has increased over $10,000,000 the past year, being a 
gain of over $9,000,000 over 1885. The estimated cash valneof taxa- 
ble property in the Territory, exclusive of railroad property, is, ona fair 
valuation, $100,000,000. 

Mr. President, the ocean transits and commercial currents of the 
world, on sea and land, are rapidly changing as material development 
moves forward with ever-increasing rapidity, and especially are these 
changes significant and marked in connection with the advancement of 
civilization upon and over and around that great empire west of the 
Rocky Mountains. These changes in population, trade, commerce, and 
in commercial, social, and political influence and power are rapidly 
disturbing the equilibrium of the past, and will disturb it still more, 
and very rightfully, too, in the near future. $ 

The scepter which for all the years of our nation’s life has been em- 
blematical of and which represented the political, social, and moral 
influence and power of New England and of the Eastern and Middle 
States in the councils of the nation, and of that policy which has given 
shape, direction, and momentum to mostof the legislation ofthis country 
in the past, and which has not at all times, it is to be regretted, been 
founded in exact justice to the great West, and particularly to the great 
Pacific Northwest, must at no distant day recognize as significantly po- 
tential, if not indeed controlling, a political influence and power based 
upon and emanating from an intelligent and powerful constituency of 
this nation, who have, amid perils unparalleled and dangers and toils un- 
precedented, planted firmly in the great Pacific Northwest the founda- 
tions of powerful States and ofan empire of civilization and political and 
moral power whose voice will in time and at no distant day be heard 
and respected, if not through modest appeal, by the potentiality and 
influence of its own inherent force. 

I move, therefore, Mr. President that the pending joint resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and I trust that committee 
may feel constrained to give it early and favorable consideration. 

Before the conclusion of Mr. MITCHELL’S remarks, as given above— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, being the bill (S. 371) toaid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. s 

Mr. DOLPH. Iappeal to the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
BLAIR] to let this joint resolution be disposed of. It will not delay 
final action on his bill. My colleague will be through in ten minutes, 
and I shall desire fifteen or twenty minutes to supplement his remarks 
with some remarks of my own. ` 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose it will be better to yield to the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the unfinished 
business will be laid aside temporarily, and the Senator from Oregon 
will resume his remarks on the joint resolution introduced by him. 

Mr. MITCHELL having concluded his remarks— 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the importance of the establishment of 
a first-class navy-yard and naval station upon the North Pacific coast 1s 
so great, not alone to the people of that coast but to the whole country, 
that I feel constrained to ask the indulgence of the Senate fora few mo- 
ments while I supplement with someremarks of my own the carefully 
prepared and exhaustive presentation of thesubject by my colleague. I 
should not venture to do so at this time, but for the fact that we have 
scarcely seriously entered upon the business of legislation, and there is 
no important measure pressing for consideration upon the attention of 
theSenate. There aresome things connected with the commerce of the 
Pacific to which I desire to call the attention of the Senate and which 
are more appropriate at this time in connection with the subject under 
discussion than they will probably be in the near fature. 

My colleague has called attention to the vast sums which have been 
expended by the United States in providing navy-yards and naval sta- 
tions. Yet with all this expenditure it must be confessed that the 
results are not satisfactory. This is due in part, as he has said, to 
the fact that our navy-yards have been provided in haste when the 
emergency required them, and therefore the locations were not always 
selected with care; and in part also to the fact that appropriations 
for them have been uncertain and insuficient, and could not be economi- 
callyexpended. ` The truth is that we have not to-day among the exist- 
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ing navy-yards a single establishment commensurate with the require- 
ments of our present Navy. 

We need on both coasts one or more establishments commensurate 
with the necessities of a great naval power, perfect in detail and asa 
whole, and of the most substantial character. 

There are but few of our naval stations which are properly located. 
With the advent of guns that throw projectiles of a ton weight ten 
miles or more, inland, and thoroughly protected locations for naval 
stations become an imperative necessity. In view of the improvements 
which have been made in everything pertaining to a navy in the last few 
years we should with future expenditures lay the foundation for a naval 
establishment of modern type. 

Puget Sound, as we have just heard, presents all the advantages that 
ean be desired for a first-class naval station. The Straits of Juan de 
Fuca afford a safe and at all times an accessible entrance to Puget Sound 
from the ocean. The sound itself is one of the most magnificent inland 
seas upon the face of the globe. It has numerous harbors, and every- 
where broad, deep, and unobstructed channels, navigable by the largest 
vessels that plow the ocean day or night, at all seasons of the year. 
With proper fortifications at Deception Pass, at Admiralty Head, and 
Point Wilson, which are a necessity, with or without a naval station, 
the whole of the sound on the American side, with its hundreds of miles 
of navigable channels and its numerous harbors of almost unlimited 
capacity, would be one vast harbor of refuge for our Navy and merchant 
marine in war or 

There is no other place on the continent where timber suitable for 
ship-building is soabundant and so accessible. Around the sound and 
along the streams that flow into it are vast forests of valuable timber 
trees; yellow and red fir, white and red cedar, hemlock, spruce, and 
pine abound, sufficient to supply the lumber market-of the world for 
years to come. The yellow fir, the Oregon pine, as itis called upon the 
coast, is very valuable for ship timber, masts, and for side and deck 
pang It possesses great strength and durability, and it may be 
obtained of any required dimensions. The trees are straight and 

“clear from knots, and in some instances from 10 to 12 feet in diameter 
and from 200 to 300 feet in height. The masts of many of the vessels 
built on the Atlantic coast are of the yellow fir, shipped from the 
Columbia River and Puget Sound. 

Then on the sound, as we have heard (and in close proximity to con- 
structed and projected lines of railroads and easily accessible from tide- 
water) are abundant deposits of ironore suitable for making steel, and 
convenient to the iron deposits, ample supplies of limestone and coking 
coal are found. I am told that foreign capitalists are already erect- 
ing at Seattle a large establishment for the manufacture of steel rails 
and steel for all purposes of commerce. 

The benefit of a fresh-water harbor for iron and steel vessels to lie in 
is well known. In fresh water they are free from barnacles and mus- 
sels, which rapidly foul the bottom while lying still in salt water. 
Such a fresh-water harbor may be readily provided on Puget Sound. 
Near Seattle, on the sound, are two fresh-water lakes, Lake Union and_ 
Lake Washington. Lake Union is but 5,000 feet from Puget Sound, 
has ample depth of water, and is a mile and a half in length, and the 
surface of the lake is 11 feet higher than the surface of the sound. 
Lake Washington is separated from Lake Union by a narrow neck of 
land, only 2,044 feet in width, through which a canal has already been 
constructed by private parties, which admits of the passage of vessels 
navigating these lakes. Lake Washington is 18} miles in length, is 
trom 2 to 5 miles in width, and of ample depth to permit of navigation 
by the largest vessels, and the level of the lake is 18} feet above the level 
of the Sound. A canal with locks may be constructed from Lake 
Washington to the Sound with a reasonable outlay, sufficient for the 
passage of the largest naval vessels, thus providing a naval station 
with a fresh-water harbor, in which vessels may lie safe from storm 
and beyond thereach of the guns of an attacking fleet, and of sufficient 
capacity to hold the navies ofthe world. A survey of the several routes 
for a canal from Lake Washington to Paget Sound was made in Oc- 
tober, 1874, under the direction of the War Department, by Brevet Brig. 
Gen. B. S. Alexander. His report of the survey is now on file in the 
War Department. In his report he says: 

If there were such a chance to make a great naval depot,so entirely secure, 
with so many advantages of climate, of coal, timber, and fresh water, free from 
jve, at r suitable point along the middle of the Atlantic front, or even the Gulf 
coast of the United States, I do not imagine there would be much hesitation on 
the subject. The work would probably bestarted atonce. Butsituated asthis 
harbor is, on one flank of the Pacific front of the United States, in a country yet 
in its infancy as regards ulation and resources, the case isdifferent. Never- 
theless it should at all times be remembered when this subject comes up for 
consideration that there are only three places on the Pacific coast of the United 
States where navy-yards or naval establishments of any kind can be estab- 


lished where they can be made secure. One of these is San Francisco, one is at 
San Diego, and one in the waters of Paget Sound. 


Fifteen years have wrought wonderful changes in the North Pacific 
coast, and whatever arguments might have been urged, on account of 
our undeveloped resources and sparse population, at the time this report 
was made against the commencement of so important a work would now 
be met and sufficiently answered with the statement that PugetSound 
has become the western terminus of two great continental lines of rail- 
road, and the commerce of the Pacific is a prize for which the nations 


of the earth are contending. Great Britain, with less important inter- 
ests than ours on the sound, as we have just heard, hasa naval station 
and dry-dock at Esquimalt, the latter larger than any we have on the 
Atlantic coast. She keeps on Puget Sound from one to three modern 
war vessels, prepared for any emergency, she is now fortifying her pos- 
sessions upon the sound, and with her fortified naval station and her 
naval vessels will command the North Pacific coast as she now commands 
the North Atlantic by her fortified stations at Bermuda and Halifax. 

Not only does the North Pacific coast present every advantage for the 
establishment of a naval station, but the commerce of the coast justi- 
fies the expenditure necessary for suchastation. The States and Ter- 
ritories which are dependent upon the Pacific Ocean for an outlet com- 
prise an areaof about 800,000 square miles, about seven times as great 
as the aggregate area of England, Scotland, Wales, and Ireland. Wet 
have from the southern boundary of California to Puget Sound nearly 
2,000 miles of seacoast, while north of Cape Flattery we divide Puget 
Sound, with its hundreds of miles of navigable channel and numerous 
islands, with British Columbia. ‘Then we have the Territory of Alaska, 
with 480,000 square miles of territory, with a seacoast which has been 
estimated, including the islands and indentations, at 25,000 miles, ex- 
tending 1,200 miles north and south and 2,200 miles east and west. 

There is to-day no part of the Union which is receiving more atten- 
tion than the Pacific coast. With a climate many degrees milder than 
the climate of States in the same latitude on the Atlantic, varying with 
the distance from the ocean and with the altitude so as to give almost 
every variety of climate found in the torrid and temperate zones; with 
mines of the precious metals of almost fabulous richness; with vast areas 
of territory well adapted to agriculture, to cattle. growing, and tosheep- 
raising; where the grape, orange, and olive, and al! the semi-tropical 
fruits grow to perfection, and the cereals and fruits of the temperate 
zone are unexcelled; with a wine industry already threatening to rival 
thatof France; growing wools which compare favorably with the finest 
wools of commerce; raising wheat pot excelled by that raised in the 
most favored wheat-growing regions of the earth; with numerous trans- 
continental railroad lines terminating upon the Pacific and over which 
trains of cars come and gò freighted with the products of the continent 
and of Europe and of Asia; the flags of all nations seen floating from 
the mastheads of merchant fleets in her harbors and upon the high seas, 
bearing her varied productions to every port in the world; her educa- 
tional institutions and intellectual culture keeping pace with her phys- 
ical development, thereis no part of the Union to-day which presents more 
attractions to the settler or offers more advantages to the investor than 
the Pacific coast. 

Fancy can hardly picture the future of this favored region. Events 
which a quarter of a century ago seemed to lie in the distant and un- 
certain future have occured in rapid succession, and events are now 
occuring which foreshadow a grander development of this region than 
was then dreamed of. i 

We have an important and growing coastwise commerce upon the 
Pacific coast, extending from the Mexican line to Behring Straits, em- 
ploying a large fleet of steamships and sailing vessels, many of the 
former as clegant and substantial and well adapted to the trade as are 
found in the coasting trade anywhere. The future development of this 
trade to meet the requirements of our long line of seacoast and furnish 
the means necessary for the interchange of the varied products of our 
soil, our mines, our forests, and our fisheries must be enormous. The 
travs-Pacific trade is in its infancy, and yet there are regular lines of 
steamships plying between San Francisco and the ports of China and 
Japan, and steamships and sailing vessels run between the ports of 
Puget Sound and the ports of Asia. Valuable cargoes of tea, rice, and 
silks are shipped from China and Japan to the Pacific coast, and thence 
across the continent by rail, and our lumber and flour are finding mar- 
kets in China, Japan, and the Sandwich Islands and other islands of 
the Pacific. 

New lines of transportation across the continent and new steamship 
lines on the Pacific will develop and stimulate this trade,which must 
continue to grow gs the countries which lie upon the Pacific, and which 
contain two-thirds of the population of the earth, are developed by 
means of improved machinery and improved methods of production. 

It is time that Congress gave careful consideration to the subject of 
the future control of the trade of the Pacific. We shall neither ex- 
tend our commerce on the Pacific nor retain what we have by standing 
idly by while the leading nations of Europe are contending for it. We 
are already engaged in a contest with Great Britain for the trade of 
the Pacific, and in spite of our natural advantages it is liable to be 
wrested from us by her aggressive and liberal policy. 

It was not an accident which made the Straits of Juan de Fuca the 
boundary between the United States and Great Britain. Her statesmen 
foresaw the importance of a colonial dependency upon the western coast 
of this continent, the value of Puget Sound, and the possibilities of the 
commerce of the Pacific, possibilities which to-day she is making ex- 
traordinary efforts to realize. In order to secure the transcontinental 
line of railroad terminating on Puget Sound, the Canadian Govern- 
ment granted a subsidy to the Canadian Pacific Railroad Company of 
$25,000,000, 25,000, 00U acres of land, and loaned the company $35,000,- 
000, and took back 6,666,666 acres of land at $1.30 an acre, making 
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$10,000,000 more, and the company received a donation of 707 miles of 
completed railroad. 

Great Britain, ever alive to the importance of maintaining her carry- 
ing trade on the high seas, in order to secure a line of steamships be- 
tween Puget Sound and Chinaand J: = and the islands of the Pacific, 
has subsidized the Canadian Pacific Steamship Company, which has 
entered the lists to contend with our American steamship lines for the 


trade of the Pacific-Ocean. While our citizens engaged in the fishing” 


trade are denied the privilege of purchasing supplies in the portsof the 
Dominion of Canada the Canadian Pacific Railroad is contending all 
along our Pacific coast, from San Francisco to the sound, and upon the 
sound, for the transcontinental passenger and freight traffic of the coast, 
and under at least questionable authority is permitted to take Ameri- 
can merchandise and rt it through the British possessions and 
into the United States again without the payment of duty. 

I clipped the other day an article from the New York Shipping List 
which sets out the struggle between our steamship lines and the sub- 
sidized British lines for the commerce between the Pacific coast and 
China and Japan, portions of which I will present to the Senate: 

STRUGGLING TO MAINTAIN OUR OCEAN TRAFFIC, 


Two events have recently transpired that are peculiarly significant with 
respect to the question of American shipping, and are worthy of the careful at- 
tention of those statesmen who talk so much and do so little toward advancing 
the interests of our shipping industry, maintaining the carrying trade we now 
hold, and encou ng our ship-owners to undertake new enterprises. The 
first of these is the granting of a subsidy by the British Government to the Ca- 
nadian Pacific Steamship Sonan; which runs from Vancouver to Japan and 
China, and the second is the resolve of the directors of the Pacific Steamship 
Company to build two new steamers for their China line, the said steamers to 
be built in our own ship-yards if the present Administration can be induced to 
pay, under existing law, a fair and just compensation for ocean mail service; 
otherwise the company will endeavor to save 20 per cent, in the cost of their 
steamers by having them built abroad, which will necessitate their ears Smo 
der a foreign fiag. The Pacifie Mail Company was the pioneer in establishing 
steamer traffic across the Pacific Ocean between America and Asia, and up to 
the present time has successfully retained the lion’s share of that traffic, al- 
jooga called upon to contend with keen competition. The belting of the 
North American continent with railroads has not only resulted in a steady ex- 
pansion of the freight and passenger traffic across the Pacific Ocean, but has 
furthermore increased the competition between rival lines for a share of what 
ought to be a valuable and profitable carrying- trade. So long as the company 
had as rivals the steamers of the Occidental and Oriental Steamship Company, 
which are run in the interests of the Central and Union Pacific Railroads, or 
those run in connection with the Northern Pacific, it was a fair fight, for all 
were on even terms; but the recent competition of the Canadian Pacific 
brought into the field a new competitor that is fully aware of the disadvantages 
with which it will have to contend at the beginning of its career, and accord- 
ingly Baden for the contest by applying to its home government for a mail 
subsidy. The British Government is fully alive to the importance of maintain- 
ing the supremacy of her mercantile marine bs) the high seas, and is all the 
more ready in this instance to extend the u: assistance, because it is the 
only British line crossing the Pacific, while its success means the prosperity of 
an important British railroad connection and the building up of an important 
traffic with her Canadian colonies. Brought face to face with such rivalry and 
such competition, the directors of the Pacific Mail Company recognize the su- 
preme importance of at once getting on something like even terms with this 
new competitor, and hence the resolve to build two new steamers, as men- 
tioned above. 

This action of the British Government likewise brings home to the Washington 
administration what may be the result of the parsimonious interpretition it 
has adopted of the act of Congress that was passed for the purpose of doin; 
something towards benefiting our merchant marine, while at the same time it 
furnishes a significant explanation of the reason why American bottoms do not 
secure and maintain a larger share of the ocean-carrying trafic of the world, 
and points to the danger we are in of losing what little we have. 

Competition can only be successfully fought with its own weapons, and yet 
we as a nation and a maritime power are endeavoring to ignore this fact, and 
then ert espe of our lack of success in competing with our neighbors and rivals. 
The British Government pays annually $3,500,000 for the transportation of its 
ocean mails, of which $1,325,000 is paid to the Peninsular and Oriental Company 
for its India and China service. The German Government subsidizes its steam- 
ship lines to the extent of 4,000,000 marks per annum; the French are equally 
liberal; Austria, Spain, Belgium, and Holland each pay proportionately large 
amounts, either as direct subsidies to steamship lines or indirectly for mail trans- 
portation, while the United States Government appropriates the munificentsum 
of $325,000 for its ocean mail service, and of this amount barely $50,000 is received 
by vessels carrying the stars and stripes. If the average Con: man, whose 
ambition leads him to pose as a statesman, could master the significant impor- 
tance of these facts, he might be brought to see the suicidal policy that we asa 
people are pursuing from year to year with respect to the stea ip traffic that 
naturally falls to our lot, but for some reason he is influenced by the clap-trap 
that is preached by those who forever are harping upon “ the raiding of the 
public purse,” ‘ Treasury grabs,” “the subsidy lobby,” and other unpractical 
and senseless talk. The Aee wegen poia of the Postmaster-General threat- 
ens to deprive usof millions of trade which we might otherwise enjoy, and isact- 
ually driving one of the largest of our steamship companies to foreign ship-yards 
in order to meet the unfair competition of heavily subsidized rival Theseare 
hard facts which can not be neutralized by argument or sophistry, and we com- 
mend them to the consideration of those who are seeking to build up our mer- 
cantile marine by carefully constructed theories, while neglecting the more 

eet and weightier matter of secing that our laws are properly adminis- 

re 


My colleague has referred to the fact that Great Britain is establish- 
ing naval and commercial stations not only on the Pacific coast, but is 
surrounding us with a cordon of them, He has alluded to the possible 
attempts of Great Britain to secure the Sandwich Islands. The ques- 
tion of the future control of the Sandwich Islands is intimately con- 
nected with the commerce of the Pacific coast. No man can examine 
that question and not be satisfied that the United States can not permit 
the Sandwich Islands to pass under the controlof any European power. 
This is so, not only on account of our commercial and treaty relations, 
but for a stronger reason, and that is, we can not afford it. If you will 
examine the map of the Pacific Ocean you will see that the Hawaiian 


group lies on nearly all the lines of commerce from Australia and Asia 
to the American continent. As the spokes extend from the hub of a 
wheel, so the lines of commerce extend from these islands to Valparaiso, 
Lima, Panama, San Francisco, Victoria, Sitka, Behring’s Straits, Japan, 
Yokohama, Hong-Kong, Singapore, New Guinea, the Caroline Islands, 
Australia, and New Zealand, giving to them a wonderful strategic posi- 
tion for naval and commercial p 

It will be perceived, also, that they lie nearer to our possessions than 
to those of any other nation, sonear, indeed, that their possession by any 
modern naval power would give that power control not only over our 
commerce on the Pacific, but over our coastwise commerce as well. 

South and west of this group are a number of large islands and 
numerous groups of smaller ones, nearly if not all of them, the pos- 
sessions of European powers. I find the struggle to obtain possession 
of th:se islands, and the manner in which they have been partitioned 
out among the nations of Europe, stated in an article from which I will 
quote: : 


‘During the tfew years there has been an extraordinary and growing desire 
on the part of European roves to acquire territorial ssions in the Pacific 
Ocean, which may be plainly termed an “ annexation fever,” and this desire ap- 
pears to be increasing rather than subsiding. The recent contention for the 
possession of the island of New Guinea, lying near Australia, raised by the Aus- 
tralian colonies and England with Germany, will not be forgotten, Though 
the question is not yet definitely settled, it will probably be done amicably by 
a partition of the island among the claimants. Irance, already of the 
Society Islands and New Caledonia, now Jays claim to one or two of the Heb- 
rides Islands, and some of the still more important islunds of the soap west 
of Tahiti, known asthe Leeward Isles, to say nanio of the large island of Mad- 
agascar in the Indian Ocean, peopled with four millions of natives. 7 

The recent half-suppressed emeute between Spain and Germany, relative to 
the ownership of the Caroline Islands in the Central Pacific, which excited an 
angry, warlike spirit on the part of the Spanish ag aoe and was settled by the 
arbitration of the Pope, will be remembered by all. The Carolines were awarded 
to Spain, while the German flag will protect the Marshall Islands. Both these 
groups lie abont 2,000 miles west of Hawati,in the North Pacific, Germany is 
also understood to have taken the initial steps which will result in a “ protect- 
orate” of Samoa. 

s s s * * è * 

The possessions of Great Britain are the following: The continent of Austra- 
lia, including the magnificent harbors of Syduey and Melbourne; New Zealand, 
with its fine bor of Auckland; part of New Guinea, and the Rift 
its cluster of two hundred islands, all the foregoing being in the ù 
She also holds Hong-Kong and Singapore on the Asiatic coast, and Victoria on 
the American coast, in all at least eight or ten naval stations of great natural 
strength and importance. The acquisition by her of Hawaii would render 
almost impreguable her cordon of naval stations stretching in a straight line 
from Melbourne on the south to Vancouver Island on the north. 

France holds the Society Islands, with their fine harbor of Tahiti,the Mar- 
quesas group lying north of Tahiti, some of the Leeward Islands, New Caledo- 
nia near Australia, one or two of the New Hebrides Islands, and Hue on the 
Cochin-China coast. 

Germany lays protectoral claim to the Marshall Islands, Samoa, part of New 
Guinea, and one or two islands near the equator. 

Russia holds undisputed possession of the Asiatic coast, from Behring Straits 
and Kamschatka to Corea and China. 

Spain owns the Philippine Islands, with the spacious harbor of Manilla, and 
about one hundred islands of the Caroline group. 

The Dutch Netherlands have long held nayal or trading stations in Java, Su- 
matra, Borneo, and New Guinea. 

Portugal owns the Ladrone Islands, with the commodious harbor of Guam, a 
well-known resort for American whale-ships. 

Thus it will be seen that the principal Ey Te anos nations have already secured 
the strongest strategic points in the Pacific Ocean, where trading, coaling, and 
naval stations have been or can be located; while the United tes does not 

a solitary coaling station beyond her coast line, and is already flanked 
by strong French, German, and English stations, where, in case of war, she 
would be compelled to seek the privilege of coaling her ships. 

I recently clipped from the Portland, Oregon, Commercial, an article 
taken from the Glasgow Herald with the caption ‘‘ Who will control 
the Pacific?’ which shows that however indifferent we may be as to the 
commercial control of the Pacific, Great Britain is néither indifferent to 
it nor unaware of its great possibilities, from which I quote the follow- 
ing: 

What with land-hunzer and trade-hunger it seems as if all the resources of 
civilization will be exhausted before the dominion of the Pacific is settled. 

This, no doubt, is one of the great questions of the not very dim and distant 
future—Whois to control the Pacific? From the Australasian point of view there 
can be but one answer to the question, and but one indignant shout of derision 
at the idea of any doubt on the subject. But with all respect to our antipo- 
dean relatives, the Pacific is not confined to the area of waters which wash their 
shores, and which form the politico-geographical section of the world now 
known as Melanesia. The Pacific is a very wide term, and it meansa very big 
question, in the settlement of which the scramble for Africa will be small in 
comparison. It may not be wholly a peaceful settlement, but it will be one 
which will be chiefly determined by ecunomics rather than by politics. That 
power will in the future dominate, or at any rate control, the Pacific which can 
most effectually enfetter it in commercial bonds. S 

Between Chili and Alaska, between Tasmania and Kamschatka, there are re- 
gions which produce in the greatest profusion the most valuable forms of nat- 
ural wealth. No one power could by any possibility retain political dominion 
over all that vast area, and no one power can hope to monopolize the trade of it, 
and trade is now the be-all and the end-all of national existence. Theprogress 
of astate is now measured not by the foot-rule, but by the yard-wand, and that 
country is esteemed the greatest which turns out the largest number of miles of 
iron rails and of leagues of cotton. In America, at any rate, this seems to be 
pretty generally believed, and in the United States there evidently exists a 

wing interest in the consideration of the possibilities affecting the future of 
the Pacific. An officer of the United States Navy has, indeed, recently pub- 
lished a paper, in which he endeavors to prove that for the next half-century 
the control of the Pacific will practically depend on the use and ownership of a 
canal across the neck which unites the northern and southern continents of 
America. The statement seems rather a large one, butit is not so wild as it ap- 
pears, and it suggests a number of curious reflections and speculations. 

Not the least curious is that the present ownership of the only thing approach- 
ing in appearance to a canal is in the hands of a nation which can never by any 
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bility control the destinies of the Pacific. If, then, M. de Lesseps succeeds 

his work, the theory of the American will follow the example of many theories, 
and refuse to be in unison with fact. But if it is completed, there can be no 
doubt that the nation which will receive at first the greatest amount of benefit 
from it will be Great Britain. The United States Bureau of Statistics records 
that between 1879 and 1885 the number and tonnage of vessels trading from East- 
ern America and from Europe with the Pacific—both north and south—very 
nearly doubled; that in the latter year the tonnage was over 4,500,000 tons; 
and that more than one-half of the whole tonnage was conveyed between Euro 
and countries other than the United States, It follows, then, thatof the Pacific 
trade generally something like 2,000,000 tons was with the Pacific ports of 
the United States, and it need bardly be said that this was almost all, if not 
wholly, conveyed upon foreign, which means practically British, bottoms. Can 
the most sanguine British trader suppose that thisis a condition of things likel 
tò be perpetuated? Already the Americans have convinced themselves that M. 
de Lesseps's canal will never be completed; but they have only arrived at this 
conclusion in order to point out a second—that another canal must be con- 
structed by themselves. Now, it is not to be supposed that they will set to work 
to cut a canal through Nicaragua, or by any other route, in order to benefit 
Great Britain. The Nica: canal may not be undertaken asa national enter- 
prise; but if itis compl by individual effort, asthere is now muchreason to 
piippaa it will assuredly receive national apponi 

Sven if the Lesseps canal be completed this is certain to follow, for the traffic 
between the Pacific and the Atlantic States of the Union is enormous, and will 


aeaa Dna aa per tan robabilities of future are that the struggle 
‘or the practical control of the ific will be not with France, or Germany, or 
Russia, but between Great Britain and nited It will, however, be 
a struggle for commercial, not for political control. 


We are not likely to disregard the advice of Washington in his fare- 
well address and become involved in the controversies which from time 
to time arise between the great powers of Europe, or to enter into en- 
tangling alliances with foreign nations. In Europe governments may 
be destroyed and their territory partitioned between neighboring pow- 
ers, and, remote from the scene of conflict and unaffected by the changes 
of the map of the Old World, we will pursue our undisturbed career. 

The cause of the oppressed across the sea may enlist our sympathies 
and their treatment arouse our indignation, but true to our policy of 
a century we will contentourselves with peaceful remonstrances. There 
may arise controversies between the United States and foreign powers 
in which, in the interest of peace, we can afford to wait, negotiate, and 
arbitrate, but if we are to preserve the autonomy of the Sandwich Isl- 
ands it behooves us, on the first occasion which affords an excuse for it, 
to announce to the world that we will not permit foreign interference 
with them, and to be prepared, if the emergency arises to render it nec- 
essary, to make our declaration good. Every acquisition of a command- 
ing position near our territories by any foreign power maintaining a 
large military and naval establishment weakens the security which our 
hitherto isolated position has afforded us and tends to make similar mili- 
tary and naval establishments necessary for us. 

Great Britain maintains a constant warfare for commercial suprem- 
acy. She pursues with unrelenting tenacity of purpose her policy of 
extending her colonial possessions, building up her carrying trade upon 
the high seas, and extending her commerce. She maintains a great 
and constantly increasing naval establishment. Ashas been stated in 
substance by my colleague to-day, her naval and commercial establish- 
ments dot the maps of the world, while her colonial possessions are 
found upon every continent and in every sea. 

The manner in which she extends her territorial or commercial pos- 
sessions does not concern us, unlessin doing so she encroaches upon our 
commercial or territorial rights, jeopardizes our peace or safety, or in- 
fringes upon our well-known policy of non-interference by the Euro- 
pean powers with the political affairs of this continent. 

Along the line of commerce to India she fortifies the strategic points 
and controls them. She maintains the mastery of the Mediterranean 
by her fortifications at Gibraltar, Cyprus, and Malta. By her fortifi- 
cations she excludes other nations from the Red Sea. But she denies 
to us the exercise of the same rights which she claims and exercises for 
the protection of her colonial commerce, by insisting upon a construc- 
tion of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which if admitted by us, would pre- 
vent us forever from constructing the Nicaragua canal under cessions 
from the Nicaraguan Government. 

As a factor in the development of the great resources of the Pacific 
coast, building up .our coastwise commerce, and enabling the United 


States to maintain control of the commerce of the Pacific, the Nicara-, 


guan canal, built and controlled by the United States, would be potent 
and far-reaching. It would pay every year, after it was constructed, 
more than the cost of its construction, directly and indirectly, to the 
people of the United States. 

It is time that we brush away the cobwebs of diplomacy and grapple 
with the question of isthmian transit, and solve it in favor of the people 
of the United States. The canal should be built and controlled by the 
United States, and it should be commenced as soon as the necessary 
cessions can be obtained from the Nicaraguan Government. 

It is time that we had a well-defined foreign policy known to the 
world, a policy looking to closer relations with the Central and South 
‘American Republics, to the restoration of our merchant marine and the 


extension of our commerce, and to the prompt protection of the property 
and personal rights of our citizens upon every land and in every sea. 

We can no longerafford, on account of our isolated position, our com- 
pact territory, or our peaceful di ition, to have no policy which ex- 
tends beyond our own borders. e.can not afford to allow a foreign 
policy of acquisition and conquest to be carried to our very doors. If 
we do, we shall abdicate the position which our power, our influence, 
our wealth, and our territorial location entitle us to maintain among 
the nations of the earth, 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the reading of the educational bill, which is 
the regular order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to have the pending 
matter di of? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committeeon Naval Affairs, and I trust that that committee will find 
it consistent with their pleasure and duty to give it an early and favor- 
able consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. Now let the unfinished business be proceeded with. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. £ 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the reading of the bill and the report of the 
committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That for eight fiscal years next after the passage of this act 
there shall be annually appropriated from the money in the Treasury the fol- 
lowing sums, to wit: The yost thesum of $7,000,000, the second year the sum 
of $10,000,000, the third year the sum of $15,000,000, the fourth year the sum of 
$13,000,000, the fifth year the sum of $11,000,000, the sixth year the sum of $9,000,- 
000, the seventh year the sum of $7,000,000, the eighth year the sum of $5,000,000; 
which several sums shall be expended to secure the benefits of common-school 
education to all the children of the school age mentioned hereafter living in the 
United States: Provided, That no money shall be paid to a State, or any ofticer 
thereof, until the Legislature of the State shall, by bill or resolution, accept the 
provisions of this act; and such acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of 
the Interior, And if any State, by its Lagilatars, shall decline or relinquish its 
share or proportion under this act, or any portion thereof, the sum so relin- 
quished shall go to increase the amount for distribution among the other States 
and the Territories as herein provided. And any State or Territory which shall 
accept the provisions of this act, at the first session of its ature after its pas- 
sage, shall, upon complying with the other provisions of act, be entitled at 
once to its pro rata share of all previous annual by bar Bas away 

Sec. 2, That such money shall annually be divided among and po out in the 
several States and Territories, and in the District of Columbia, in that propor- 
tion which the whole number of persons in each who, being of the age of ten 
par and over, can not write bears to the whole number of such persons in the 

Jnited States; such computation shall be made according to the census of 1880 
until the illiteracy returns of the census of 1890 shall be received, and then upon 
the basis of that census. And in each State and Tenor: and in the District of 
Columbia, in which there shall be separate schools for white and colored 
children, the money received in such State or Territory, and in the District of 
Columbia, shall be apportioned and paid ont for the support of such white and 
colored schools, respectively, in the proportion that the white and colored chil- 
dren between the ages of ten years and twenty-one years, both inclusive, in 
such State or Territory, and in the District of Columbia, bear to each other, as 
shown by the said census. The foregoing provision shall not affect the appli- 
cation of the proper proportion of said money to the support of all common 
schools wherein white and colored children are taught together. 

Se. 3. That the district of Alaska shall be considered a Territory within the 
meaning of this act; but no acceptance of the provisions of this act, report of 
the governor of the district, or expenditure by the district for school purposes 
shall be required; and the money apportioned to said district shall be expended 
annually, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the manner 
provided for the expenditure of other appropriations for educational purposes 
in said district; and for the purpose of ascertaining the amount to be appor- 
tioned to said district the Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain, in such man- 
ner as shall be deemed by him best, the number of illiterates therein. 

SEC. 4. That no State or Territory shall receive any money under this act un- 
til the Lgowseeee thereof shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, 
certified by him, showing the common-school system in force in such State or 
Territory; the amount of money expended therein during the last preceding 
school year in the support of common schools, not including expenditures for ~ 
the rent, re , or erection of school-houses; whether any discrimination is 
made in the raising or distributing of the common-school revenues or in the 
common-school facilities afforded between the white and colored children 
therein, and, so far as is practicable, the sources from which such revenues were 
derived; the manner in which the same were apportioned to the use of the 
common schools; the number of white and colored children in each county or 
parish and city between the ages of ten and twenty-one years, both inclusive, 
as given by the census of 1880, and the number of children, white and colored, 
of such school age attending school; the number of schools in operation in cach 
county or parish and city, white and colored; the school term for each class; 
the number of teachers employed, white and colored, male and female, and the 
average compensation id such teachers; the average attendance in each 
class, and the length of the school term. No money shall be paid out under 
this act toany State or Territory that shall not have provided by law a system 
of free common schools for all of its children of school age, without distinction 
of race or color, eitherin the raising or distributing of school revenues or in the 
school facilities afforded: Provided, That separate schools for white and colored 
children shall not be considered a violation of this condition. The Secretary of 
the Interior shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the States and Terri- 
tories which he finds entitled to share in the benefits of this act and also the 
amount due to each. 

Sec. 5. That the amount so apportioned to each State and Territory shall be 
drawn from the by warrant of the Secretary of the ury, upon the 
monthly estimates and requisitions of the Secretary of the Interior asthe same 
may be needed, and shall be paid over to such officers as shall be authorized by 
the laws of the respective States and ‘Territories to receive the same, And that 
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the Secretary of the Interior is -with the administration of this 
law, through the Commissioner of Education; and they are authorized and di- 
rected, under the approval of the President, to make all needful rules and regu- 
lations, not inconsistent with its provisions, to carry this law into effect. 

Sec. 6. That the instruction in the common schools wherein these moneys 
shall be expended shall include the art of reading, writing,and speaking the 
English la e, arithmetic, geography, history of the United States, and such 
other branches of useful knowledge as may be taught under local laws; and 
copies of all school-books authorized by the school rds or other authorities 
of the respective States and Territories, and used in the schools of the same, shall 
be filed with the Secretary of the Interior, 

Sec. 7. That the money appropriated and apportioned under the provisions 
of this act to the use of any Territory shall be applied to the use of common and 
industrial schools therein, under the direction of the lature thereof. 

Sec. 8. That the design of this act not being to establish an independent sys- 
tem of schools, but rather to aid for the time be in the development and main- 
tenance of the school system established Dy 1 government, and which must 
eventually be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein they 
exist, it is rant provided that no greater part of the money appropriated un- 
der this act shall be pee out to any State or Territory in any one year than the 
sum expended out of itsown revenues or out of moneys raised under its author- 
ity in the EARR, year forthe maintenance of common schools, not including 
the sums expended in the erection of school buildings. 

Sec. 9. That a part ofthe money apportioned to each State or Territory, not ex- 
ceeding one-tenth thereof, may, in the discretion of its Legislature, yearly be 
applied to the education of teachers for the common schools therein, which sum 
may be expended in maintaining institutes or temporary training-schools, or in 
extending opportunities for normal or other instruction to competent and suit- 
able persons, of any color, who are without necessary means to qualify them- 
selves for teaching, and who shall agree in writing to devote themselves exclu- 
sively, for at least one year after leaving such training-schools, to tench in the 
common schools, for such compensation as may be paid other teachers therein. 

Sec. 10, That no part of the fund allotted to any State or Territory under the 
first section of this act shall be used for the erection of school-houses or school 
buildings of any description, nor for rent of the same, ~- 

Sxc. 11. That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be 
used only for common schools, not sectarian in character, in theschool districts 
of the several States, and only for common or indastrial schools in Territories, 
in such way as to provide, as nearas may be, for the equalization of school priv- 
fleges to all the children of the school. prescribed by the law of the State or 
Territory wherein the expenditure shall be made, thereby giving to each child, 
without distinction of race or color, an equal opportunity for education. The 
term “school districts” shall include all cities, towns, parishes, and other ter- 
ritorial subdivisions forschool purposes, and all corporations clothed by law 
with the power of maintaining common schools. 

Sxt. 12. That no second orsubsequent allotment shall be made under this act 
to any State or Territory unless the governor of such State or Territory shall 
first tile with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him, giving 
a detailed account of the payments or disbursements made of the school fund 
apportioned to his State or Territory and received. by the State or Territorial 
treasurer or officer under this act, and of the balance in the hands of such treas- 
urer or officer withheld, unclaimed, or for any cause unpaid or unexpended, 
and also the amount expended in such State or Territory, as requi. by sec- 
tion 9 of this act, and also a statement of the number of school districts in 
such State or Territory, and whether any portion of sueh State or Territory has 
not been divided into school districts or other territorial subdivisions for school 
purposes, and if so, what portion, and the reasons why the same has not been so 
subdivided; the number of children of school-age in each district, and the rela- 
tive number of white and colored children in each district, and of the number of 
public, common, and industrial schools in each district; the number of teachers 
employed; the rate of wages paid; the total number of children in the State or 
Territory, and the total number taught during the year, and in what branches 
instructed; the average dajly attendance and the relative number of white and 
colored children; and the number of months in each year schools have been 
maintained in each school district. And if any State or Territory shall misap- 
ply or allow to be naar pcre in any manner ah wad gorueg or used other than 

for the purposes and in the manner herein requ’ the funds, or any part 
thereof, received under the provisions of this act, or shall fail to comply with 
the conditions herein prescribed, or to report as herein provided, through its 
proper officers, the disposition thereof, and the other matters herein prescribed 
to be so reported, such State or Territory shall forfeit its right toany subsequent 
apportionment by virtue hereof until the full amount so misapplied, lost, or 
misappropriated shall have been replaced by such State or Territory and ap- 
lied as herein required, and until such report 1 have been made: Provided, 
That if the public schools in any State admit pupils not within the ages herein 
enter it shall not be deemed a failure to comply with the conditions herein. 
If it shall appear to the Secretary of the Interior that the funds received under 
this act for the preceding year by the State or Territory have been faithfully 
applied to the purposes contemplated by this act, and that the conditions thereof 
have been observed, then, and not otherwise, the of the Interior shall 
distribute the next year's appropriation as is hereinbefore provided. And it 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to promptly investigate all 
complaints lodged with him of any misappropriation by or in any State or Ter- 
ritory of any moneys received by such State or Territory under the provisions 
of this act, or of any discrimination in the use of such moneys; and the said 
complaints, and all communications received concerning the same, and the evi- 
dence taken upon such investigations, shall be preserved by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and shall be open to public inspection and annually reported to Con- 


gress. 

Sec. 13. That on or before the Ist day of September of each year the Secretary 
of the Interior shall report to the President of the United States whether an 
State or Territory has forfeited its bby Sa to receive its apportionment under th 
act, and how forfeited, and whether he has withheld such allotment on account 
of such forfeiture, 

Src. 14. That no State or Territory that does not distribute the moneys raised 
for common-school purposes equally for the education of all the children, with- 
out distinction of race or color, shall be entitled to any of the benefits of this 


b. 

Sec. 15. That the Apporimmeni of the money that shall be appropriated in 
pursuance of this act for the purposes of education in the Territories shall be 
upon the basis of the illite therein, as provided in section 2 of this act; but 

` in determining the number of illiterates therein the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to receive and consider, in addition to the census returns of 1880, any 
evidence that may be submitted to him showing the number of illiterates in 
any such Territories, and shal) determine therefrom, before the first distribu- 
tion is made, the amount to which auch Territory is entitled. 

Src. 16, That there shall be kh tare and set apart, in addition to the sum 
of $7,000,000 of the first appropriation, the sum of $2,000,000, which shall be al- 
lotted to the several States and Territories on the same basis as the moneys 
appropriated in the first section, which shall be known as the common-school- 
house fund, to be paid out to each State and Territory at the end of the year on 
proof of the expenditure made during such year, which shall be expended for 
the erection and construction of schoo!-houses for the use and occupation of the 
pupils attending the common schools in the sparsely populated districts thereof, 
where the local community shall be comparatively unable to bear the burdens 


of taxation. Such school-houses shall be built in accordance with plans to be 
furnished free on application to the Bureau of Education in Washington: Pro- 
vided, however, That not more than $150 shall be paid from said fund toward the 
cost of any single school-house, nor more than one-half the cost thereof in any 
case; and the States and Territories shall annually make full report of all ex- 
penditures from the school-house fund to the Secretary of the Interior, asin case 
of other moneys received under the provisions of this act. 

Sxc, 17. The District of Columbia shall be entitled to all the benefits and sub- 
ject to ar the regulations of this act, so far as applicable under its form of gov- 
ernmen: 

Sec. 18. The power to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Education and Labor will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 8, line 10, after the word “authority,” 
the committee proposes to insert ‘‘including interest money ‘rom any 
source. 

Mr. HALE, I wish the Senator in charge of the bill would explain 
to the Senate just what is covered by that amendment. What sources 
of revenue to the State are covered by the words he has inserted here? 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

Mr.{CAMERON. Will the Senator from New Hampshire give way 
to me, that I may make a motion? - 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to know the Senator’s purpose. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish to make a motion that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be until Monday. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, I do not wish to give way now. I have been wait- 
ing, and the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is waiting for the floor. 
I hope the Senate will not agree to any motion to adjourn at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from Pennsylvania does not propose to 
move to adjourn now. % 

Mr. BLAIR. Besides, I think the Senate can well go on to-morrow 
with the consideration of the educational bill; at least, I shall ask the 


Senate to do so. Iwill tep to the Senator from Maine at a more ap- 
propriate time. I should like to have the report of the committee now 
read 


Mr. HALE. The Senator does not propose to take a vote on the 
amendment at present? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at all. 
_ Mr. HALE. Before that time comes, I hope the Senator will explain 


it. : 
Mr. BLAIR. Ishall doso. I should like to have the report of the 
committee read, 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be until Monday next. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is impossible to hear the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senate will go on with the consideration of 
the educational bill to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BLAIR. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON], but Iam informed that the pair does not apply in 
this case, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to announce that the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is puired with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. RANsoM] on all questions where a pair would be consid- 
ered necessary. I only mention it because they are absent with the 
understanding that there is a pair on questions where a pair ought to 
be enforced. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator does not wish me to pair on this ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir. My colleague [Mr. FARWELL] is paired 
generally with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. The Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. SaBrn] is paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. ‘The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] an- 
nounced to me before he went away his pair with some Senater, but I 
really have forgotten who it is. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wirson] 
is paired generally with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. BUTLER. My colleague [Mr. HAMPTON] is paired generally 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES], but I do not un- 
derstand that it is necessary to insist on the pair, so that the Senator 
from Massachusetts may vote on this question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the Senator from Iowa Îmr. Wrtson] left 
I told him I would pair with him; but as I understand he has been 

aired with another Senator, I suppose the senior Senator from Iowa 
Mr. ALLISON] expects me to pairwith him, We generally pair with 


each other when he is absent, and on any question where there would 
be a division I would be paired with him. 

Mr, CULLOM. I also desire to announce that the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] is paired with the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Witson]. 

Mr. DAWES, Iam paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
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[Mr. Hastpron] on all questions which reqaire a pair, but I do not 
understand this to be one. For that reason I have voted. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] on all political questions. I do not know whether this ques- 
tion has assumed a political aspect, as I have just come into the Cham- 
ber, and I shall not vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blackburn, George, Morgan, Stanford, 
Bowen, Gorman, Morrill, Stewart, 
Brown, Gray, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Hale, Platt, Teller, 
Parerea Harris, ten Frag 
re! aw ay uay, Vance, 
Daniel” Ingall Naneo <u eos 
ni s, iddleberger, Voorhees, 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, s Walthall. 
Evarts, McPherson, Sherman, 
NAYS—10, 
ke, Dolph, Reagan. 
Blair, Colquitt, Frye, 
Blod; Dawes, Hoar, 
ABSENT—23. 
Aldrich Edmunds, Jonesof Arkansas, Plumb, 
Allison, Eustis, Kenna, Sabin, 

ES Farwell, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Call, Gibson, Padd Wilson of Iowa, 
Chace, Hampton, Palmer, Wilson of Md, 
Chandler, Hearst, co, 

So the motion was agreed to. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS: 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 371) to aidin the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
December 19, 1887: 


The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
371) entitled “A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com- 
\samcoae unanimously recommend its passage with the following amend- 
ment: 

Amend section 8, line 10, by inserting after the word “‘ authority” the follow- 
ing: “including interest money from any source,” so that the whole willread, 

e 


Although the committee believe that no measure of greater, if there be any of 
equal, importance will engage the attention of the Senate during the session, 
they have not deemed it necessary to enter upon a general discussion of the 
merits of this bill or to e upon the serious nature of the pooliesnengeney 
which uires its enactment into Jaw. The records of the ten years are 
replete with exhaustive debates in both Houses of Congress, which, with nu- 
merous reports of committees and the general discussion of the subjectthrough- 
out the country, afford sufficient data for the formation of opinion without more 
than the statement of a few general considerations at this time, 

The original bill providing national aid for the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools was introduced in the Senate December 6, 1881, dur- 
ing the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress. It was favorably reported 
by the Committee on Education and Labor, but not acted upon by the Senate 
during that Congress, 

The bill was again introduced early in the Forty-eighth Con; and being 
again favorably reported by the Committee on ucation and Labor, after a 
protracted and memorable discussion of several weeks’ duration, was passed by 
the Senate on the 7th day of April, 1884. by a vote of 33 yeas to 11 nays, but 

failed of consideration by the House of Representatives during that or the fol- 
Jowing session. 

Again the Senate passed the bill during the first session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, on the 5th day of March, 1886. after an exhaustive debate of three 
weeks’ duration, by an increased angry! 4 of 36 yeas to ll nays. Strenuous ef- 
forts were Sraa ara eee sessions of the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Con- 
gresses to secure oo: eration of the bill and of like measures by the House, 
which failed. 

Yourcommittee again, for the fourth time, report the bill “to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary supportof common ools™ favorably to the Senate, 
and unanimously recommend its passage. The form of the bill remains the 
sameas thatin which it was last passed by the Senate, with the exception of a 
ee Sore aa to the eighth section, made to remove a possible ambiguity 
ofe on. 

This measure was devised and has been begets during these four Congresses 
to secure the removal of the alarming and increasing evil of illiteracy and its 
baneful consequences, and not as a means of pa! prea) surplus revenues, al- 
though their existence removes all excuse for failure to pass it. The evil and 
the bill are both much older than the surplus, and in the belief of the commit- 
tee the bill should become a law eyen if it were necessary to impose additional 
taxation in order to provide means for the necessary expenditure. 

The sum of money pope to carry into execution the provisions of the bill 
will average less than $10,000,000 yearly during its full term of eight years, and 
each year's expenditure is to be appropriated in the usual manner for the fiscal 
year during which the disbursement is to be made, so that there is no occasion 
to set apart a reserve or fund in advance. 

If, however, it should be thought wise to set apart from the already aceumu- 
lated and ra idly in ing surplus of over $100,000,000 the seventy-nine mill- 
ions which is the total amount of expenditure contemplated during the full 
eight years’ period of proposed expenditure, the money is in the Treasury. 

is course, however, is not recommended, as the annual sum required will 
be less than one-fifth the ordinary expense of the Army and Navy, no more than 
the usual river and harbor appropriation, not exceeding the cost of two of the 
great war ships, the building of which is considered a mere trifle and the use of 
which is problematical, one-eighth the annual payment for pensions, and not 
more than one-thirtieth of the ordinary expenses of the Government. Thean- 
-nual appropriation for schools contemplated by this billis of so small an amount 
that it can not seriously enter into the scheme of any at repeal or modi- 
fication of the revenue laws, and would not be felt e great mass of the 
three hundred millions of iy national expenditure. 


‘The money annually approp: is to be divided among the several States 


upon the basis of their relative illiteracy as shown by the census of 1880, that 
being deemed, on the whole, the best available test of relative necessity as be- 
tween the States; but when once in possession of the State the expenditure is 
to be made by the State for the support of common schools in connection with 
its own school money in such manner as to produce an equalization of common- 
school advantages to all the children of school age in the State. 

Separate schools being the choice of both white and colored citizens in some 
parts of the country, it vided in the bill that no discrimination inthe use 
of school money shall exist in favor of either class of pupils. 

The gradation of the amount from $7,000,000 in the first year, when it may be 
reasonably supposed that a smaller sum can be economically uti than after- 
ward, to $15,000,000 in the third year, anditsdiminution from that sum $2,000,000 
yearly tothe last year of the eight years’ term, when the expenditure will be 
$5,000,000 only throughout the tntire country, and will not then constitute one- 
thirtieth of the total expenditure of the country for the support of common 
schools, and probably not one-tenth of the then expenditure for that purpose 
in any of the States, will, in the belief of your committee, Icave the school sys 
tems of all the States and Territories vigorous and wholly self-dependent, so 
that there will be no occasion for further aid from the General Government, 
It may be further observed in this connection that the appropriation of not 
exceeding one-tenth of the amount at the will of the States for the instruction 
of teachers will provide a body of teachers well‘qualified for their work, which 
is the most essential condition of good schools, and with the provision con- 
jointly made by the States from their own funds the establishment of adequate 
permanent training-schools for teachers in the States for the future will be 
secured. The small fund provided to assist in bandinpcuesp but model school- 
houses in poor and sparsely settled districts will furnish the whole country with 
the much-needed pattern after the principles of which every district should 
copy in time to come. 

his is a most beneficial and important feature of the bill. 

The necessity for national aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools, which was so anny demonstrated by the census of 
1870 and by the still more appalling returns of 1880, is proved by the observation 
and opinions of the great mass of educators and others most competent to testify 
upon the subject to be yan eer and not diminishing. 

Here and there improvement is apparent, but the great mass of the illiterac 
of the country is untouched. Illiteracy grows with the country and keeps fi 
pace with our general increase. 

The increase of population adds continually to the number who require edu- 
cation, while the means of education are not and can not, and therefore will 
not, be provided without temporary assistance from the funds of the nation, 
whose general welfare depends upon the intelligence and virtue and the conse- 
quent homogeneous diffusion of prosperity and happiness among the whole 
people. Even if the evil could, r L peanon ofs le, be overcome by 
the localities where it chiefly prevails, it is wrong that this rich and powerful 
paron should withhold the assistance which would remove it within the next 

n years. 

It must be admitted that intelligence is as indispensable to the continued ex- 
istence of the nation as to the continued existence of the States, and that the 
great right of self-defense may beinvoked, if it be necessary, to perpetuate the 


fe of both. 
Fortunately, the tremendous le and sacrifices of that portion of our 


common country which specially ers from the co: ences of conditions 
for which the nation nsible and which are now happily passed away, 
to educate the children classes and races, demonstrate that only a pittance 


of aid, if seasonably given, and that pittance temporary in its nature, will be 
required to secure a roca acon eficient, and sufficient system of common 
schools inall the States, forever independent of other than local sr grt 

The entire amount i ony mare) by this bill is far less per capita than the 
money distribution by the General Government in 1836, and rot one-tenth in 
value of the great benefactions of public lands to be converted into money spon 
which rest the public-school systems of the mighty States in the great valley 
and of the majestic Commonwealths which lie beyond. 

Nor should the necessity of =e the educational development of our 
people in connection with the successful solution of the labor and industrial 
problems, which constitute the most serious of all our public questions, be for- 
gotten; and this aspect of the subject is one which will soon compel the atten- 
tion of many who now carp at the education bill asan intruder upon the domain 
of national legislation. 

The temporary aid to common schools proposed in this bill should have been 
given at once n the close of the civil war. To bestow it now is but to per- 
form a long-deferred obligation, the neglect of which has already greatly en- 
hanced grave peii to the nation. 

Every month thousands of ill@erate youth are passing beyond the reach of 
educational influences into the great mass of American citizenship, and cursin. 
the ca ee the world with their contribution to an ignorant and corrupt: 
sovereignty. 

And who shall estimate the evil consequences which will befall us from the 
continuance of that low and unfortunate motherhood which, under the influence 
of oney and ignorance, is now bearing one-fourth of the children of the Re- 

ublic 

Will not the American nation at least give common intelligence to the mothers 
of the generations yet to be 

If there be no sentiment of patriotism which can stir us to action, the instinct 
of self-preservation, which confers a certain of wisdom upon brutes even, 
ought not longer to be outraged by our suicidal delay. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this bill has been long before the coun- 
try, and has twice passed the Senate by large majorities. Under these 
circumstances, I have thought it would bea proper thing for the friends 
of the measure to give way to those who may wish to use their time to 
oppose it. I understand that the honorable Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] would like to address the Senate at the present time, and I 
give way to him. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, so much learning and ability have 
been displayed during past Congresses in the discussion of the provis- 
ions of the bill under consideration and of the principles involved in its 
passage that I can hardly hope to throw any new light on the subject; 
and yet I feel that it is due to the people of the State I in part repre- 
sent that I should state some of the reasons why I will vote against its 

ssage. 

Pe Before entering upon a statement of these reasons I must say that so 
much of the purposes of the bill as look to the enlargement of common- 
school facilities, improved education, and to the increase of knowledge 
has my most hearty approval, and any measure to promote those pur- 
poses which would not involve a violation of the Constitution would 
command my support. While the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR], the author of this bill, is entitled to great credit for the labor 
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and research he has bestowed on this subject, he is entitled to still 
greater credit for the humane and noble purpose which he avows of a 
desire to secure to the illiterate people of impoverished States the ad- 
vantages of better education and higher civilization. It is not the pur- 
pose he would accomplish, but the method he adopts to secure its ac- 
complishment to which I am op 

y opposition to this bill is based on the absence of power in Con- 
gress to enact such a Jaw;. on the fact that its would be the 
adoption of a policy of centralization which would establish a despotism 
of popular majorities, overthrow the Constitution, and endanger the 
liberties of the people; because it offers a bribe in money to the people 
to sacrifice their manhood and self-reliance and to surrender their con- 
stitutional government in consideration of the paternal care of a master 
whose ultimate cruelty we may not now be able to estimate; and be- 
eause it would be the surrender of our birthright for a mess of pottage. 

I do not wish to see the American people surrender that sturdy self- 
reliance which has characterized them from the first settlement of the 
American colonies to the present time, nor to see them demoralized and 
degraded by any system of subventions from the Government which 
would deprive them of the independent and resolute p to take 
care of themselves without pecuniary aid from the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

This bill would have other important effects upon the public inter- 
ests, to which I am opposed, whether they are sought to be accom- 
plished by the Senator from New Hampshire and other friends of the 
bill or not. Among these would be the use of the public moneys to 
carry out the purpose of this bill as a pretext for perpetuating a high 
protective tariff and to prevent a reduction of the great burdensof tax- 
ation now imposed on the people, and by the same means to aid in the 
perpetuation of the nationadebt and our present system of national 
banking. While I mention these two objects ss important, and in 
themselves sufficient to control my vote against this bill, I do not pro- 
pose to discuss them now. My principal objection to it rests upon the 
still higher grounds just mentioned. 


CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION CONSIDERED. 


I deny the constitutional power of Congressto passsuchalaw. Under 
our system of dual government, where the people are sovereign, and 
where they are the government-making power, and where they have 
conferred such powers as pleased them on the State and Federal gov- 
ernments, respectively, and retained to themselves such powers as they 
chose not to confer on either, it isas necessary for the law-making power 
under either of these governments to inquire into its jurisdiction when 
attempting to legislate as for courts of justice with special or limited 
jurisdiction to*inquire into their jurisdiction when they come to adju- 
dicate a case, 

We should never lose sight of the fact that in this country the people 
are sovereign; that they delegated to the Federal Government such 
powers, and such only, as to enable it to deal with other governments 
foreign to ours, that is, to control our international policy, and such as 
to enable it to deal with our Federal and interstate relations, covering 
such subjects as relate to the interest of the whole Union, such as were 
necessary for the welfare and safety of the whole people, and as could 
not with propriety and advantage be exercised by the several States. 
Such as the power— 

7 inion donee cite peal poh rae United States. 

SA zenis commerce with foreign nations, and among the States, and with 
Te establish a uniform rule of naturalization, and uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

To coin money, regulate the value thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix the 
standard of weights and measures. 

To provide for the punishment of counterfeiting the securities and current coin 
of the United States, etc. 

Such were the powers our fathers thought it necessary and wise to 
confer on Congress. 

And after conferring these powers they provide by the tenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution that— 


‘The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
a by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively or to the peo- 
ple. 


The people for their own protection reserved some powers which they 
refused to confer upon either the State or Federal Government. 

The vast residuum of powers, not delegated by the Constitution to 
the Federal Government and not reserved to the people, are conferred 
on the several State governments. Theseembrace, amqgg many others, 
the power to regulate the acquisition, control, and ownership of prop- 
erty; the providing security for life, person, and property; the manage- 
ment of the estates of deceased persóns, embracing the power to regu- 
late the descent and distribution of estates, and the making of wills; 
the power to regulate marriage and divorce; the power to make all po- 
lice regulations necessary for the good of society; the power to organize 
courts of justice for the enforcement of the lawsof the State; the power 
to levy and collect taxes to support the State government, etc.; ina 
word, the power to regulate and control the local and domestic inter- 
ests of the people, as contradistinguished from the powers necessary to 
carry out our Federal and foreign relations. 


We are told by Mr. Justice Story, section 906, in his Commentaries 
on the Constitution, a work confessedly of the highest authority, that— 


The Constitution was, from its origin, contemplated to be the frame of a na- 
tional government, of special and enumerated powers, and not of general and 
unlimited powers, 

He says further in the same paragraph that— 

If the clause “to rey, the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States” is construed to be an independent and sub- 
stantive grant of power, it not only renders wholly unimportant and unneces- 
sary the subsequent enumeration of specific powers, but it plainly extends far 
beyond them and creates a general authority in Congress to pass all laws which 
they may deem for the common defense and general welfare. Under such cir- 
cumstances the Constitution would practically create an unlimited national 
government. The enumerated powers would tend to embarrass and c nf 
since they would only give rise to doubts as to the true extent ofthe gene 
power or of the enumerated powers. 

And in section 907 he says: 


For what P could the enumeration of icular powers be inserted, if 
these andall others were meant to be included in the preceding general power? 
Nothing is more natural or common n first to use a general phrase and then 
to qualify it by a recital of Ae But the idea afan cnumeration of par- 
ticulars which neither explain nor qualify the general sepse i and can have 
no other effect than to confound and mislead, is an absurdity which no one ought 
to charge on the enlightened authors of the Constitution. It would be to charge 
them either with premeditated folly or premeditated fraud. 

This strong language of a great judge and law writer ought to be re- 
peated as many times as attempts are made by Congress, such as the 
passage of the bill under consideration, to usurp the rights of the States, 
to overthrow the Constitution of the United States, and to make a cen- 
tralized government to take the place of the Federal system of govern- 
ment provided by the Constitution. 

If I may be pardoned, I will here make a digression from this par- 
ticular line of argument so far as to state that I am of opinion no gov- 
ernment of so great territorial extent as the United States, and with 
such a great variety of interests, could long be perpetuated as a central- 
ized republic. Such territorial extent and varied interests can be har- 
monized only under a federal republic like ours or under a monarchy. 
In a centralized republic of such territorial extent, population, and in- 
terests there would always be a majority and a minority section. And 
whether the majority should be situated in the north, the south, the 
east, or the west, the people of the majority section would claim the 
political advantages which their majority assured to them, and would 
demand the adoption of policies oppressive to the minority section, and 
their political representatives would, as a rule, insist on the adoption 
of such policies as a means of securing and preserving popular favor. 
This would inevitably lead to discontent, angry strife, and in the end 
to political turmoil and revolution, Hence in my view the great im- 
portance of maintaining inviolable ourpresent Federal system as marked 
out by the Constitution of the United States. 

Returning to the consideration of the question as to the unconstitu- 
tionality of the bill under consideration, I cite again from Story on the 
Constitution, section 436, language, which quotes approvingly from the 
Federalist, as follows: - 


An entire consolidation of the States into one complete national badhinden, eh 
would imply an entire subordination of the parts, and whatever powers might 
remain in them would be altogether dependent on the general will. Butasthe 
plan of the convention aims only at a partial union or consolidation, the State 
vernments would clearly all the rights of sovereignty which they be- 
ore had and which were not by that act exclusively delegated to the United 
States. 


The precise test as to the power of Congress is stated by Mr. Story, 

section 1238, as follows: 
Whenever, theref a question arises concerning the constitutionality of a 

paronia power, the first question is whether the power is expressed in the 

nstitution. If it be, the question is decided. If it be not expressed, the next 
inquiry must be whether it is one = incident to an express power and 
necessary to its execution. If it be, then it may be exercised by Congress. If 
not, Congress can not exercise it. 

Under what express grant of power are we to pass this bill ‘‘ to aid 
in the establishment and temporary support of common schools” in the 
Statesof the Union? Can any one point to the grant of power? I take 
it no one will attempt to do so. If this can not be done, to what ‘‘ ex- 
press t of power is it an incident and necessary to its execution??? 
Will any Senator who favors the passage of this bill answer these ques. 
tions? 

The tenth amendment to the Constitution, already quoted, declares 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively or to the peo- 
ple. 


Judge Story, commenting on this amendment, section 1900, says: 


This amendment is a mere affirmation of what, upon any just reasoning, isa 
necessary rule of interpreting the Constitution. Being an instrument of lim- 
ited and enumerated powers, it follows irresistibly that what is not conferred 
is withheld and belongs to the State authorities, if invested by their constitu- 
tions of government respectively in them ; and if not so invested, it is retained 
by the people as a part of their sovereignty. 


Speaking further of this amendment, section 1901, he says: 


Its sole design is to exclude any interpretation by which other powers should 
be assumed beyond those which are ted. All that are granted in the orig- 
inal instrument, whether 3 es or implied. whether direct or incidental, are 
left in their original state. 1 powers not delegated, and not prohibited, are 
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In further comment on this amendment, in the same paragraph, he 
says: 

One would suppose, if the history of the human mind did not furnish abun- 
dant evidence to the contrary, that no reasonable man would contend foran in- 
terpretation founded neither in the letter nor in the spirit of an instrument. 
Where is the controversy to end, if we desert both the letter and the spirit? 
What is to become of constitutions of government, if they are to rest, not upon 
the plain import of their words, but upon conjectural enlargementsand restric- 
tions to suit the temporary passions and interests of the day? Let us never 
forget that our constitutions of government are solemn instruments, addressed 
to the common sense of the people, and designed to fix and perpetuate their 
ps big and liberties. They are not to be tritteredaway to piross thedem. ues 

the day. They are not to be violated to gratify the ambition of political lead- 
ers. They are to speak in the same voice now and forever, They are of no 
man’s private interpretation. They are ordained by the willof the people, and 
can be changed only by the sovereign command of the people. 

This splendid passage is at once inspiration, prophecy, and warning, 
which should not be disregarded by those who wish well of the Re- 
public. 

This brings me to consider, in the light of the provisions of the Con- 

_ stitution and canons of construction which I have quoted, the report 
of the Committee of the Senate on Education and Labor, made during 
the Forty-ninth Congress, reviewing and indorsing the report made by 
the same committee on the same bill during the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress. In that report the committee say, among other things, or rather 
the chairman of the committee says (for he declares that ‘‘ as a matter 
of argument the committee as a whole is not responsible” for the re- 
port): 

We propose to inquire into the nature and extent of the power and obliga- 
tions of the National Government to assist in the education of the peaple when 
necessary forits and their own preservation. 


With all respect for the honorable Senator who prepared the report, 
I venture the statement that this is one of the most extraordinary 
papers which ever emanated from the American Senate, in its bold and 
utter disregard cf the provisions of the Constitution of the United States, 
of all the recognized rules of its interpretation, and of the character, 
genius, and traditions of our Government. As this report may be sup- 

to embody the strongest arguments in favor of the passage of the 
ill under consideration, it is proper to inquire briefly into their value 
and merits. 

We may ascertain hereafter whether those members of the commit- 
tee who are absolved from responsibility for the report, and others who 
favor the passage of this extraordinary bill, have been able to give other 
and better reasons than those contained in this report in favor of its 


passage. 

The author of this report says: 

Our leading proposition is that the General Government possesses the power 
and has imposed upon itself— 

Not that it is required by the Constitation, but that it has imposed 
on itself— 
the duty of educating the le of the United States whenever, for any cause, 
those people are deficient in that degree of education which is essential to the 
discharge of their duty as citizens either of the United States or of the several 
States wherein they chance to reside. 

This remarkable statement of the ‘‘ leading proposition,” as stated 
by the honorable chairman of the committee, in favor of the passage of 
this bill, at one bound, without constitutional warrant (as I expect to 
be able to show), and without reason or authority to sustain it, and in 
violation of the theory of our Government and in disregard of our po- 

itical traditions, would overthrow the great distinctive difference be- 

tween our theory of the sovereignty of the people and the theory of the 
monarchies of the Old World, that the king or emperor is the sovereign 
source of political power. It would make this grand eleemosynary eš- 
tablishment, formerly known as the Government of the United States, 
the supreme and the sole judge of what is needful for the welfare of 
the people. In reference to our political system it would make the pyra- 
mid stand upon its apex. It would treat the States and the people as 
dependent on the will of the Federal Government in all matters in 
which it mightdetermine that ‘* whenever, from any cause,” they failed 
to come up to the standard of qualifications and duty which Congress 
regards as the correct one the Federal Government can of right inter- 
vene and remedy the supposed evil. 

Our political theory is that the Government derives its powers from 
the consent of the governed; that the people are thesovereign source of 
political -power; that they delegated such of their sovereign power as 
seemed to them best to the Federal Government, and such portion of it 
as they thought best to the several States, retaining to themselves such 
rights as they were unwilling tocommit to the control of either of these 
governments. If there is no express grant of power to Congress to pass 
such a bill as this, and if the passage of such a bill is not n: as 
a means of executing some expressly granted power, thenit can only be 
passed for the reason that the Federal Government is the sovereign 
source of political power and may do what it pleases without reference 
to the wishes and consent of the several States orof the people. Todo 
this would be to overthrow the Constitution, to destroy the rights of 
the States, to disregard the will of the people, to change the character 
of our Government from that of a free, constitutional republic to ades- 
potism of centralized majorities, and in effect to deny the capacity of the 
people for self-government. 
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The control of merely local and domestic questions by Congress 
would, in a large measure, destroy the direct accountability of the rep- 
resentatives to their constituents by removing them too far from the 
observation of the people, and would thus open the way for reckless, 
improper, and prodigal legislation. 

Already by loose constructions of the Constitution and by usurpa- 
tions of power the jurisdiction of Congress has become so extended as 
to render it difficult for it to pass the required laws, Up to a quarter 
of a century ago it was a rare thing for a session of Congress to pass 
more than a half dozen general laws outside of appropriation bills. 
Now, by these extensions of jurisdiction, we passa considerable volume 
of laws at each session. If we adopt the principle which underlies this 
educational bill, that Congress may do whatever it supposes the gen- 
eral welfare to require, then a perpetual session of Congress will not 
give sufficient time for the passage of such laws as may be called for. 
The result would necessarily be that Congress would have to delegate 
very extensive powers to the heads of departments of the Government, 
and that we should adopt a system of personal government, not resting 
on the popular will and controlled by just legal provisions, but leave 
the interests of the publicand the rightsof the people to the discretion 
and at the mercy of Cabinet officers, not selected by the people and too 
far removed from them to be under any direct responsibility to them. 
This would be the very essence of despotism; it might be justand mild, 
orarbitrary, harsh, and nnjust, according to the character of the officer. 
Do honorable Senators feel prepared to go further than we have here- 
tofore gone, as the passage of this bill will require us to do, in assum- 
ing that the ‘‘ general welfare” clause of the Constitution is a grant of 
power, and in centralizing the powers of this Government, in destroy- 
ing the rights of the States as they exist under the Constitution, in 
changing the character of our Government, and in sacrificing the lib- 
erties of the people? ‘ 

The paragraph I have quoted from the report of the committee speaks 
of the duty which the Government of the United States had ‘imposed 
on itself.’ It has imposed no constitutional duty on itself, and can 
impose none. It derives its power by delegation from the people, and 
can lawfully exercise no other power than that which is so derived. 
The Government did not create itself nor did it prescribe its own 
powers. 

I shall now copy a few other passages from this report, showing the 
reasons upon which it is proposed to pass this bill, and illustrating the- 
doctrine by which our constitutional system of government is to be 
overthrown. In that report it is said: 

But the right to educate the children throughout the nation is the right to 
preserve the Government and the nation. That right can not be curtailed. It 

s geographically coextensive with the jurisdiction of the Government itself, 
and self-preservation compels its exercise by the National Government when- 
ever there is failure for any reason on the part of the parent or the State. 

This is the new method of establishing the powers of the Federal 
Government to which the attention of Senators is invited. 

The constitutional Government of the United States has now been 
maintained in peace and war for nearly one hundred years. It has ex- 
hibited a growth in population and wealth and advancement in all the 
elements of civilization surpassing any other country in the world, an- 
cient and modern. During nearly one-half of this time, and when 
the foundationsof its greatness were being laid, there were no free pub- 
lic schools in any part of the country. The men who fought the bat- 
tles of the Revolution and the men who framed our grand and wonder- 
fal Constitution of Government had none of the advantages of free 
public schools. I believe such schools were unknown then; and still 
our people did not go into barbarism and our Government did not 

rish. 

Again that report says: 

But Congress has express power to provide for the general welfare of the 
United States, and to exert its utmost power of taxation to promote that which 
was one of the six greatest ends enumerated in the preamble, and to secure 


which the Constitution itself was ordained and established by the whole people 
of the United States of America. 

I need hardly say that the preamble to the Constitution is no more 
a grant of power than the caption of an ordinary act isa part of the law. 
And no respectable authority can be cited to show that it is a grant of 
power. Mr. Justice Story, whom I have so often quoted, says, section 
462: r 

And here we must guard ourselves against an errer which is too often al- 
lowed to creep into the discussions upon this subject. The preamble never can 
be resorted to to enlarge the powers confided to the General Governmont orany 
ofits departments. It can not confer any power per se; itcan never amountby 
implication to an ment of aay power expressly given, Itcan neverbe 
the legitimate of any implied power when otherwise withdrawn from 
the Constitution. 

And again that report says: . 

Ifin the past the National Government has not borne its due proportion of 
the burdens of the education of the people, or if new conditions have arisen 
which require of it a degree of co-operation withthe several States not hitherto 
necessary in securing to all citizens of the Republic that degree of intelligence 
whieh is indispensable to the safety of society and to the happiness of the indi- 
vidual,who is at once the subject'and the sovereign of both local nnd national 
administration, then the time has come for a new departure, and the withes cf 
straw must yield to the nding limbs of. the giant who is arousing himself 
for the labors of the time which has already come. 


As the writer of that report makes no allusion to the necessity of 
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amending the Constitution so as to accomplish his py we may 
fairly infer that the Constitution of the United States is the ‘‘ withes 
of straw’’ which must yield to his wishes on this subject. Thisideais 
in harmony with the whole report. How do the supporters of the bill 
under consideration and the friends of education like that suggestion ? 
Are they ready to adopt it? 

I will give one more sample extract from that report. It is: 

Laws are silent in war. They were silent in tho conflict through which we 
have just passed. But what is meant by this? Not that all lawsaresilent; but 
that minor regulations which appertain to more quiet times are suspended in 
the overmastering presence of the great first law of self-preservation. In this 
sense, which is the true sense, laws may become silent in as well as in 
war. Weare now in peace, but if there be laws which forbid education to the 
illiterate millions of the American people by the outstretched arm and bursting 
‘Treasury and innumerable intellectual and moral agencies of the nation at large, 
then those laws should, and, in the presence of uprising sentiment of the 
poopie, I may say, they shall, be silent in this land until by the diffasion of 

owledge and of the power which knowledge gives to every child within our 
borders peace may be made perpetual. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to say that in the report— 
I had no idea the Senator knew of it, as the report was made in a former 
Congress—there is a disclaimer of responsibility on the part of the 
committee for the argument, which was prepared wholly by the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose my honorable friend did not observe that 
in a former part of my remarks I stated that fact. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave been absent from the Chamber and was not 
aware of the fact that the Senator had mentioned that circumstance. 

Mr. REAGAN.: If there be any law or laws in any part of the United 
States which forbid the education of the illiterate millions, I have no 
knowledge of where they are to be found; and I suppose the hypothet- 
ical suggestion of that report on this point to be baseless. The only 
law which it is necessary to silence in order to secure the passage of the 
proposed bill, and to secure the carrying out of its policy, is the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Ido not know whether it was thein- 
tention of the author of the report to urge a lawless disregard of the 
Constitution in order to carry the proposed measure, but I submit, in 
all candor, that such seems to be the meaning and effect of this extraor- 
dinary report. ° 

This school bill contemplates taxing the people to the extent of 
$79,000,000 to be applied to common-school education in the States. 
Where is the grant of power for the levying of such a tax to be found ? 

Article I, section 8, clause 1, of the Constitution provides that— 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 

excises— 


For what purpose ? 
the debts and vide for the common defense and gen welfare of 

the United States. ay ia ree 

I have already shown that the ‘‘ general welfare” clause is not a 
grant of power. The sum of money proposed to be expended is not 
to pay debts, nor is it for the common defense. Where, then, is the 
power to be found which would authorize the levy, of such a tax? 

The report of the committee recommending the passage of this bill 
assumes that, under the ‘‘ general welfare” clause of the Constitution, 
Congress may ‘‘ exert its utmost power of taxation.” That is, that it 
may determine outside of constitutional authority for what purpose it 
will impose taxes on the people, and then it may oppress them by tax- 
ing to the utmost of its power. This doctrine is monstrous. And 
again, where do Senators find the power to tax the people of Illinois 
for the purpose of educating the people of Texas, or the people of Ohio 
to educate those of Mississippi, or those of Massachusetts to educate 
the people of South Carolina ? a 

I assume that Congress can only lawfully levy and collect taxes and 
appropriate money to carry out the purposes for which the Federal 
Government was established, and that to promote education in the 
States was not one of these pu 

On this point I quote from page 108 of Cooley on Taxation, a book 
of great merit, by an author whose book on Constitutional Limitations 
is of the highest authority, as follows: 


GRADE OF THE GOVERNMENT WHICH TAXES, 


In considering the legality of the purpose of any particular tax, a question 
of first importance must eere concern the grade of the government which 
assumestoleyy it, The“ public” thatisconcerned in a legal sense in any matter 
ofgovernmentis the publicthe ape g government has been provided for; and 
the “publie purpose” for which that government may tax isone which concerns 
its own people, and not some other people, having a government of its own, 
for whose wants taxes are laid. There may, therefore, be a public purpose as 
regards the Federal Union which would not be such asa basis for State taxa- 
tion, and there may be a poe purpose which would uphold State taxation, 
but not the taxation which its municipalities would be at liberty to vote and 
collect, The pad a must in every instance pertain to the sovereignty with 
which the tax originates; it must be something within its jurisdiction so as to 
justify its making provision for it, The rule isapplicable to all the subordinate 
municipalities; they are clothed with powers to accomplish certain objects, and 
for those objects they may tax, but not for others, however interesting or im- 

rtant, which are the proper concern of any other government or jurisdiction. 

tate expenses are not to be provided for by Federal taxation, nor Federal ex- 
nses by State taxation, because in neither case would the taxation be levied 
the ernment upon whose public the burden of the expenses properly 
rests. To provide for such expenses would, consequently, not be a purpose in 
which the people taxed wo in a legal sense, be concerned, 


I must also beg the indulgence of the Senate while I read at some 


length the opinion of Mr. Madison, who is often called the father of 
the Constitution, on this subject: 


Mr. Mapisow. It is supposed by some gentlemen that Congress have author- 
ity not only to grant bounties in the sense here used, merely as a commutation 
for drawback, but even to grant them under a power by virtue of which they 
may do anything which they may think conducive to the general welfare. 
‘This, sir, in my mind raises the important and fundamental question whether 
the general terms which have been cited are to be considered as a sort of cap- 
tion or general description of the specified powers, and as having no further 
meaning and giving nofurther powers than what are found in that specification, 
or as an abstract and indetinite delegation of power extending to all cases what- 
ever, to all such at least as will admitthe application of money, which is giving 
as much latitude as any government could well desire, 

J, sir, have always conceived—I belicve those who proposed the Constitution 
conceived—it is still more fully known and more material to observe that those 
who ratified the Constitution conccived—that this is not an indefinite govern- 
ment, deriving its powers from the eral terms prefixed to the specified pow- 
ers, but a limited government, tied down to the specified powers, which explain 
and define the general terms. 

lt is to be recollected that the terms ‘common defense and general welfare” 
as here used are not.novel terms first introduced into this Constitution. They 
are terms familiar in their construction and well known to the paces of Amer- 
ica. They are repeatedly found in the old Articles of Confederation, where, 
although they are susceptible of as greata latitude as can be given them by the 
context here, it was never supposed or pretended that they conveyed any such 
powers as is now assigned to them. On the contrary, it was always considered 
clear and certain that the old Congress was limited to the enumerated powers, 
and that the enumeration limited and explained the general terms. Lasik the 
gentlemen themselves whether it was ever supposed or suspected that the old 
Congress could give away the money of the States in bounties to encourage 
agriculture, or for any other purpose they pleased. If such a power had been 
possessed by any body, it would have been much less impotent, or have bornea 
ey. different character from that universally ascribed to it. 

The novel idea now annexed to those terms and never before entertained by 
thefriends or enemies of the Government will have a further consequence, which 
can not have been taken into the view of the gentlemen, Their construction 
would not only give Congress the complete legislative power I haye stated; it 
would do more, it would supersede all the restrictions understood at present to 
lie in their power with respect to a judiciary. It would put it in the power of 
Congress to establish courts throughout the United States, with cognizance of 
suits between citizen and citizen, and in all cases whatsoever. 

This, sir, seems to be demonstrable; for if the clause in question really author- 
ized Congress to do whatever they think fit, provided it be for the general wel- 
fare, of which they are to be the judge, and money can be Sopen to it, Con- 

ess must haye power to create and rel. SR a judi establishment with a 
forisdiction extending to all cases, favorable in their opinion to the general wel- 
fare, inthe same manneras they have power to pass lawsand apply money pro- 
viding in any other way for the general welfare. I shall be reminded, perhaps, 
that according to the terms of the Constitution thejudicial power is to extend to 
certain cases only, not toall cases, But this circumstance can have no effect in 
the argument, it being presupposed by the gentlemen that the specification of 
certain objects does not limit the import of the general terms. Taking these 
terms as an abstract and indefinite grant of power, they com: all the objects 
of legisiative regulations, as well such as fall under the jud article in the 
Constitution as those falling immediately under the | tive article, and ifthe 

enumeration of obj in the legislative article does not, as these gentle- 
men contend, limit the general power, neither will it be limited by the partial 
enumeration of objects in the judiciary article, 

‘There are consequences, sir, still more extensive, which, as they follow clearly 
from the doctrine combated, must either be admitted, or the doctrine must be 
given up. If Congress can employ money indefinitely to the general w 
andare the sole and supreme judges of the general welfare, they may take the 
care of religion fnto their own hands; they may api oint teachersin every State, 
county, and parish, and pay them out of their public Treasury; they may take 
into their own hands the education of children, establishing in like manner 
schools throughout the Union; they may assume the provision for the poor; 
they may undertake the regulation of all roads other than post-roads; in short, 
everything, from the highest object of State legislation down to the most minute 
object of police, would be thrown under the power of Congress; for every obj 
I have mentioned would admitof the application of money, and might be 
if Congress pleased, 2 gidonerewe for the general welfare. 

The language held in various discussions of this House isa proof that the doc- 
trine in question was never entertained by this body, Arguments wherever 
the subject would permit have constantly been drawn from the peculiar nature 
of this Government, as limited to certain enum: ted powers, instead of extend- 
ing, like other poveromenta ia all cases not particularly excepted. In avery 
late instance—I mean the debate on the representation bill—it must be remem- 
bered that an argument much used, particularly by gentlemen from Massachu- 
setts, against the ratio of 1 for 30,000, was that this Government was unlike the 
State governments, which had an indefinite variety of objects within their 
power; that it had a small number of objects only to attend to, and, therefore, 
that a smaller number of Representatives would be sufficient to administer it. 

Arguments have been advanced to show that because, in the regulation of 
trade, indirect and eventual encouragement is given to manufacturers, there- 
fore Congress haye power to give money in direct bounties, or POESIN any 
other way that would answer the same purpose, Butsurely, sir, there iss great 
and obvious difference, which it can not be necessary to enlarge upon. A du 
laid on imported implements of hushandry would, cag e 0; tion, be an in 
rect tax on exported produce; but will any one say t by virtue of a mere 
power to lay duties on imports Congress might go directly to the produce or 
implements of agriculture or to the articles exported? It is true, duties on ex- 
ports are expressly prohibited; but if there were no article forbidding them, a 
power directly to tax exports could never be deduced from a power to tax im- 
ports, although such a power mightindireetly and incidentally affect exports. 

In short, sir, without going further into the subject, which I should not baye 
here touched at all but for the reasons already mentioned, I venture to declare 
itas my opinion that were the contr of Congress to be established in the lati- 
tude contended for it would subvert tho baer foundations and transmute the 
very nature of the limited goyernment established by the people of America; 
and what inferences might be drawn or what consequences ensue from such a 
step it is incumbent on us all to consider, 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator be so kind as to give the date of this 
extract from the writings of Mr>-Madison ? 
Mr. REAGAN. It occurred in the early period of the Government, 


in the Congress of the United States. 
Mr. BLAIR. In 1791? TES 
Mr, REAGAN. Ihave not the date precisely. 
; oa It was in reference to a bounty upon the fisheries, was 
t no’ 
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Mr. REAGAN. A friend sitting near me tells me that it was in 
1791, 

Mr. BLAIR. That was my recollection; and it was subsequently 
disclaimed by Mr. Madison himself. 

Mr. REAGAN. Not the general principles enunciated. 

If reason and weight of authority can settle any question, the two 
authorities just quoted would seem to settle conclusively the question 
that Congress can not under the authority of the Constitution appro- 
priate money to carry out the purposes of this bill to establish and sup- 
port common schools in the States. 5i 

Have Southern Senators so soon forgotten the horrors of the so-called 
reconstruction of the Southern States, when the Constitution and laws 
were silent, and the people there were only permitted to hear, to suffer, 
and to obey the commands of the military, that they are ready for a few 
million dollars to take from those they represent the protecting shield 
of the Constitution, and subject them to the capricious will, the preju- 
dices, and the avarice of a popular majority of the American people? 
Do they forget that they are representing the weaker section of the 
Union? That their people need and demand protection, equality of 
rights, and liberty more than they do money ? 

I can not speak for others, but if I were to vote for the passage of this 
bill, with my convictions as to the powers of Congress under the Con- 
stitution, I should feel that to secure to the State of Texas the paltry 
sum of about $4,000,000, to be paid in installments, during a period of 
eight years, I had voted to abrogate, to annul the Constitution of the 
United States, the sheet-anchor of our liberties, the bond which binds 
together what should be a perpetual Union, of what should be inde- 
structible States, resting on the will and authority of the freest, most 
prosperous, and most happy people as a whole on the face of the earth. 


CONGRESS MAY APPROPRIATE LAND, BUT IT CAN NOT TAX THE PEOPLE FOR 
EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES. 

It has been assumed in argument by many Senators, that because 
Congress had granted lands for educational purposes it could also grant 
money for the same purpose. If Congress had granted lands for this 
purpose in the absence of the necessary authority, such precedents would 
not justify the passing of other unconstitutional acts. If precedents are 
to take the place of constitutional grants of power, then we might as 
well regard the Constitution us abrogated, for precedents not warranted 
by its provisions may be found all along through the history of the 
Government. There would be no more wisdom or justice in such an 
assumption than for us to conclude that the bad acts of our private lives 
should serve as precedents to excuse or justify other bad acts, and re- 
lieve us from any obligation to obey the moral law and the precepts of 
Christianity. 


But there are other answers to this assumption that the giving of lands | 


justifies taxing the people to give money foreducational purposes in the 
States. The Government lands are held in trust by it for the benefit of 
the whole American people, anditissimply discharged from that trust pro 
tanto when it surrenders portions of them to aid in the cause of educa- 
tion. And in all cases, I believe, when public lands or money the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of public lands have been so appropriated, their use and 
application have been controlled by the several States and Territories by 
their own laws and agents. If the Federal Government should attempt 
to follow its landgrants into the State, and to administer them there, 
that would also violate the Constitution, but for a different reason than 
for taxing the people for the purpose specified in this bill. The appro- 
priations of land have been abzolute, without provisions for reversion to 
the United States after the titles vested, and wholly freed from Federal 
control. Congress does not undertake to go into the States with its 
laws and its agents to administer the land so appropriated, or the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of such land, nor to require the governors of States 
and other State officers to conform their action in the use of such lands 
to the requirements of Federal laws, nor to report their proceedings to 
any Federal officer for his approval or disapproval. And, beside this, 
under Article IV, section 3, clause 2 of the Constitution, Congress has 
plenary and unlimited power to dispose of the public lands, while taxes 
can only be levied by the Federal Government to carry out the purposes 
for which it was established, as I have tried to demonstrate. This dis- 
tinction, it seems to me, is conclusive against the power of the Federal 
Government to levy and collect taxes to support schools in the States; 
and also against the assumption that because Congress has granted lands 
to promote education in the States it can tax the people and raise and 
appropriate money for the same purpose. 


ANALYSIS OF THE BILL. 


The case is entirely different with the bill under consideration. The 
people are to be taxed to raise the $79,000,000. Federal officers are to 
be appointed to examine and supervise the reports from all of the thirty- 
eight States and nine or ten Territories. The people are to be taxed in 
addition to cover the cost of collecting the above sum, and for the pay- 
ment of the salaries, etc., of the required officers and clerks. Andina 
large measure the money is to be collected from the people of some of 
the States for the benefit of the people of other States. It would be 
more equitable, and much less expensive, for the citizens of each State 
to pay the taxes to support their own schools, and to collect thoe tax 
by their own officers and off their own subjects of taxation. 


Instead of giving this money to the several States and Territories, to 
be administered by them, as in the case of the public lands given fora 
like purpose, this bill provides in its first section that— 

No money shall be paid to any State, or to any officer thereof, until the Legisla- 
ture of the State shall, by bill or resolution, accept the provisions of this act; 
and such acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior, 

The State must first accept the bribe. It must then, by bill or res- 
olution, solemnly ratify an unconstitutional act of Congress. And then 
it must crown its self-accepted infamy by filing such bill or resolution 
with the Secretary of the Interior. 

The fourth section of the bill evinces so clearly the complete subor- 
dination in which the States are to be held to the Federal laws and 
authorities that I shall quote all of it down to the proviso, as follows: 


Sec. 4, That no State or Territory shall receive any money under this act until 
the pb gine thereof shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, 
certified by him, showing the common-school system in force in such State or 
Territory; the amount of money expended therein during the last preceding 
school year in the support of common schools, not including expenditures for 
the rent, repair, or erection of schoo!-houses; whether any discrimination is 
made in the raising or distributing of tke common-school revenues or in the 
common-school facilities afforded between the white and colored children 
therein, and,so far as is practicable, the sources from which such revenues were 
derived; the manner in which the same were pk perky to the use of the 
common schools; the number of white and colored children in each county or 
parish and city between the ages of ten and twenty-one years, both inclusive, 
as given by the census of 1880, and the number of children, white and colored, 
of such school age attending school; the number of schoolsin operation in each 
county or parish and city, white and colored; the school term for each class; 
the number of teachers bees peng white and colored, male and female, and the 
average compensation paid such teachers; the average attendance in each class, 
and the length of the school term. No money shall be paid out under this act 
to any State or Territory that shall not have provided by law a system of free 
common schools forall of its children of school , Without distinction of race 
or color, either in the raising or distributing of school revenues or in the school 
facilities afforded. 

No comment is necessary to expose its purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if he is willing 
that the proviso be printed in connection with what he has already 
read? =- 

Mr. REAGAN. I have not put the proviso in. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would the Senator object to it? It seems to modify 
the meaning somewhat. K 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator chooses to read it, I have no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. The proviso goes on: 


Provided, That separate schools for white and colored children shall not be 
considered a violation of this condition. The Secretary of the Interior shall 
certify to the Secret of the Treasury the States and Territories which he 
finds Ad be entitled to share in the benefits of this act, and also the amount due 
to each. 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question at this point? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The proposition which he is advocating is that here is 
an interference on the part of the General Government with the sov- 
ereignty of the State. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; with the State authority. 

Mr. BLAIR. Or the authority of theState. As I have understood, 
and as I think the friends of the bill construe this section and all other 
provisions of like character in the bill, it is simply a specification of con- 
ditions upon which the State may or may not take the money as it sees 
fit. There is no requirement that a State shall take the money; but if 
it does accept its proportion of the entire fund it accepts it upon the 
same conditions that are applicable in all other States. But it may 
leave it alone; it is not obliged totake it. There is no interference un- 
less the State by affirmative action by its Legislature accepts and de- 
mands it. 

Mr. REAGAN, The secfion goes down into the States, takes hold 
of State officers, directs how they shall do and what they shall report. 
I leave that question with Senators for their consideration. 

The fifth section of the act contains the following: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is charged with the proper administration 
of this law, through the Commissioner of Education ; and they are authorized 
and directed, under the approval of the President, to make all n rules and 
regulations, not inconsistent with its provisions, to carry this law into effect, 

That is, to carry a Federal law into effect within the States, and re- 
lating to a question of local State policy, the education of the children 
of these States. ` 

It provides in the sixth section what studies shall be taught in State 
schools in which the State furnishes the houses, pays the general ex- 
pense of administering the law, and at least one-half the current ex- 
pense for instruction proper, as follows: 

That the instructions in common schools wherein these moneys shall be ex- 
pended shall include the art of reading, writing, and speaking the English lan- 
guage, arithmetic, geography, and history of the United Statgs. 

It then graciously adds: 

And such branches of useful knowledge as may be taught under local laws. 

So the Federal law will not even trust the States to prescribe the 
course of study for their children. 

But this delectable section proceeds: : 

And copies of all school-books authorized by the school boards or other au- 


thorities of the respective States and Territories, and used in the schools of the 
same, shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 


Why? Is there a purpose in this? If not, why is it putin the bill? 


‚If there is, why is it not expressed? The study of the history of the 
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United States is one of the branches to be taught. There are several 
school histories of the United States. The last section of this bill pro- 
vides that— 

The power to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved. 

Is it the intention that if the histories of the United States are not 
such as are approved by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Education this act shall be so amended as to enable them to 
prescribe what history of the United States shall be taught? Some of 
the school histories of the United States contain matter which some of 
the Senators supporting this bill would not like to have taught to their 
children. Let them beware what they are doing. And do they think 
that their Legislatures and States and school officers are unequal to the 
task of prescribing a course of studies for public common schools? If 
not, why consent to the impertinent intrusion by a Federal law of adi- 
rection as to what studies shall be taught our children? And why 
demand the inspection of our school-books? Such was the policy of 
Russia towards the Poles in prohibiting the use of the Polish language 
in schools after the conquest of Poland. Such was the policy of Aus- 
tria with Hungary, whose people, up toa recent date, were not per- 
mitted to educate theis children in their own language, and now only in 
their primary schools, but were required to adopt the language of their 
conquerors and masters. The same policy was pursued by Germany 
after the conquest of Aisace-Lorraine, in which province, as I am in- 
formed, the French population were required to be instructed in books 
of history which eulogized the Germans and vilified the French. 

The eighth section of the act provides as follows: 

That no i 
to any a Oe O LE A fi kag a het injneern es poole Tp Sted 
revenues, or out of nioneys raised under its authority, including interest money 
from any source, in the preceding year, for the maintenance of common ools, 
not included in the sums expended in the erection of buildings. 

If there are people who suppose they will be relieved from taxation 
for school purposes by the proposed subvention, the reading of this sec- 
tion will cure them of that belief. 

Section 10 provides— ; 

That no of the fund allotted to any State or Territory under the first 
section of this act shall be used for the erection of school-houses or school build- 
ings of any description, nor for rent of the same. 

The sixteenth section, however, provides for the appropriation of 
$2,000,000, to be divided among the several States and Territories, for 
the construction of school-houses, under the following conditions pre- 


scribed by that section: 


Such school-houses shall be built in accordance with plans to be furnished 
free on application by the Bureau of Education at Washington: Provided, how- 
ever, That not more than $150 shall be paid from said fund towards the cost of 
any single school-house, nor more than one-half the cost thereof in any case, 


So it is seen the people in the several States and Territories are not 
to be trusted with the planning and building of cheap country school- 
houses, when they furnish at least half the money to pay for their 
construction, and when they have to be built under plans submitted by 
the Bureau of Education. This bill goes on to provide that— 

The States and Territories shall annually make full report of all the ex- 
penditures from the school-house fund to the Secret: of the Interior, as in 
case of other moneys received under the provisions of this act. 

For what purpose? Towhatend? What necessity is there, if it is 
not in connection with other provisions of the bill, to dwarf and de- 
grade the States, and to prepare the people for a centralized Republic, 
a despotism of majorities? 

The twelfth section of the act shows that it is intended to subordi- 
nate completely the State authorities to the Federal authorities, and 
that the law shall be administered by Federal officials. If this is 
not so, why require a detailed statement from the governor of every- 
thing which is to be done in the State to the Secretary of the Interior? 
This section of the act is so important that I read it in its entirety: 

Sec, 12. That no second or su uent allotment shall be made under this 
act to any State or Territory unless the governor of such State or Territory shall 
first file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him, giving 
a detailed account of the payments or disbursements made of the school fund 
apportioned to his State or Territory and received by the State or Territorial 
treasurer or officer under this act, and of the balance in the hands of such treas- 
urer or officer withheld, unclaimed, or for any cause unpaid or unexpended. and 
also the amount expended in such State or Territory, as required by section 9 
of this act, and also a statement of the number of school districts in such State 
or Territory, and whether any portion of such State or Territory has not been 
divided into school districts or other Territorial subdivisions for school pur, 
poses. and if so, what portion, and the reasons why the same has not been so 
subdivided; the number of children of school age in each district, and the rela- 
tive number of white and colored children in each district, and of the number 
of public, common, and industrial schools in each district; the number of teach- 
crs employed ; the rate of wages paid; the total number of children in the State 
or Territory, and the total number taught during the year, and in what branches 
instructed; the average daily attendance and the relative number of white and 
colored children; and the number of months 
maintained in each 


than for the p and in the manner herein required, the funds, or any 
part thereof, Lha EN under the provisions of this act, or shall fail to aleet 


scribed to be so reported, such State or 
sul uent ngporionmenr h7 virtue hereof until the full amount so misap- 
plied, i ¿ 
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conditions herein. If it shall appear to the Secretary of the Interior that the 
funds receiyed under this act for the preceding year by the State or Territory 
have been faithfully applied to the purposes contemplated by this act, and that 
the conditions thereof have been observed, then, and not otherwise, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall distribute the next year's appropriation as is herein- 
before provided. And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to 

romptly investigate all complaints lodged with bim of any misappropriation 
by or in any State or ey, of any moneys received by such State or Terri- 
tory under the provisions of this act, or of any discrimination in the use of such 
moneys; and the said complaints, and all communications received concernin: 
the same, and the evidence taken upon such investigations, shall be preservi 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and shall be open to public inspection and an- 
nually reported to Congress. 

Why require the governors to certify to the Secretary of the Interior 
a detailed account of the payments and disbursements made of this 
school fund, unless for the purpose of having the fund administered 
under the direction of Federal officers? And how are the governors 
to comply with this requirement and that of the fourth section? How 
much time and how many clerks will be necessary to enable them to 
comply with the requirements of these sections? Can any Senator 
guess? And here let me suggest that in view of the very vastness of 
the appropriation of public funds proposed by this bill Senators seem 
to have forgotten the smaller but still very large appropriations which 
will have to be made from year to year for the clerical force, both here 
and in the States, necessary to carry out its provisions. 

And the Secretary of the Interior is required to promptly investi- 
gate all complaints of misappropriation of these moneys and of any” 
discriminations in the use of such moneys. Knowing the negro char- 
acter as I do,I will venture to predict that if this section becomes 
law the Secretary of the Interior will not be able to investigate all 
the complaints which will come to him under it. An ignorance for 
which they should not be held responsible and suspicions which arise 
partly from that ignorance and partly from their social position, coupled 
with a knowledge that they can appeal to a power which they believe 
to be unfriendly to the Southern whites, will no doubt bring a vast 
number of frivolous and unjust complaints to the Secretary for inves- 
tigation and open a new and rich field for sectional agitation. -~ 

The best people of both races in the South are anxious to promote 
harmonious relations between the whites and blacks, and gratifying 
progress has beep made in that respect. But my belief is if this bill 
shall become a law it will disappoint the philanthropic hopes and ex- 
pectations of both Northern and Southern Senators who are supporting 
it, and reopen a Pandora’s box, to pour out anew upon the Southern 
States the ills they have suffered so much from, but which have been 
less grievous during the last few years. I have no desire to be a prophet 
of evil, but it may be better to avoid than to suffer what must in the 
nature of things flow from the passage of such a law as this would be. 


EDUCATION IN THE SOUTHERN STATES. 


The passage of the bill under consideration has been urged by some 
Senators and accepted by others because of the exceptional condition 
in which some of the States were left as the result of the late civil 
war; because by it about eight million slaves were made free people 
and were invested with the rights and privileges of citizenship, which 
they were not, as arule, qualified to exercise intelligently; and because 
by it the States in which most of them reside were greatly impover- 
ished. 

We must all recognize the great force of this philanthropic desire to 
enlighten so large a number of citizens who are in so great need of the 
knowledge which is necessary to enable them to understand and to per- 
form the duties of citizenshin and to take care of their own personal 
rights. And so strongly do I sympathize with this view that nothing 
less than the fear of subverting our form of government and endanger- 
ing the liberty of both races could induce me to oppose its being car- 
ried out by some such law as the one now proposed. 

It is true that at the close of the late civil war the Southern States 
were utterly impoverished and in a large measure desolated. Their 
social and industrial systems, which came down to them throuzh the 
traditions of the ages, and had been secured to them by constitutional 
provisions and by legal enactments, were utterly destroyed, at a sacri- 
fice to them of thousands of millions of dollars, and rich and poor 
alike were involved in almost universal bankruptey. Their school 
systems and educational institutions were in abeyance. They were 
without means to sustain them, and education languished. 

I do not mention these things to complain of them now. They were 
in a large measure the result of causes for which the generation which 
suffered from them was not responsible, and they are buried in the 
irrevocable past. But I mention them for the purpose of contrasting 
the educational condition in those States now with what it was then; 
to show that the interests of education are not being neglected there, 
and that that country is not in the danger from illiteracy which some 
of the friends of this bill seem to suppose. 

I do not propose to go fully into this subject. But I make the gen- 
eral statement that all the Southern States have now fully organized 
systems of free public schools in operation, sustained by the revenues 
of those States, in which all the children of scholastic age receive in- 
struction, the white and black children having equal benefits from the 
common schools. Private schools, colleges, and universities have also 
been restored to active usefulness and are now generally in successful 
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operation, and normal schools for the education of both white and black 

teachers, sustained at public expense, are now in successful operation 

in some of the Southern States. The school funds of most of those 

States are not yet sufficient to afford tuition for as many months in the 

year as is desirable; but these funds are annually increasing, and the 

organization of the school systems is being perfected as fast as the 
ess of settlements in some portions of them will permit. 

The State common-school funds in some of these States, perhaps in 
most of them, are being supplemented by loal taxation in school dis- 
tricts, which is provided for by law, so that in very many districts free 
schools are kept n operation for six, eight, and ten monthsin the year. 
I have not the means ot knowing how much money in the te 
is raised by local taxation for free-school purposes in these States, but 
suppose the sum to be very nearly equal to the State appropriations. 

I think no one who is familiar with the condition and progress of 
education in the Southern States will question the general accuracy of 
the statement I am making of it. So it will be seen they are not in so 
deplorablea condition as to call for very extraordinary measures for their 

ef in this respect. 

As tending to show the progress of education in the free common 
schools of that section of the Union, I submit a statement of the annual 
income of the several States for this purpose where there is the great- 
est amount of illiteracy, which has grown out of the enfranchisement 
of the black population. Thestatement is for the year 1884—’85, which 
is the last year for which such a statement has been made out: 


$511,510 | North Carolina, $631, 904 

1, South Carolina.. 515, 580 

335, 984 | Tennessee...., 1, 330, 850 

690, Texas......... . 1,661,476 
571,139 | Virginis.. 050, 860 
1,758,585 | West Virginia... 957, 150 
872, 320 —— 

. 4,232,073 Aggregating „ 16, 051, 207 


Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? Judg- 
ing from the statement made of the schools of Mississippi alone, I will 
say that the State taxation of Mississippi for common schools does not 
amount to the sum mentioned there by a very large deficit. 

Mr. REAGAN. As to that I do not know. It is not mentioned in 
the report, and there is nothing in the report of the Secretary of the 
Interior to indicate that local taxation is embraced in the current school 
fund. But the Senator must know better than Ido about the State of 
Mississippi, of course. 

Mr. GEORGE, I venture to assert that not one of the Southern 
States mentioned by the Senator from Texas appropriates the sum speci- 
fied out of the State treasury, independent of local taxation. 

Mr. REAGAN. TheSenate will understand that it is not very pleas- 
ant to be interrupted, but I will say to the Senator that I have taken 
the statements from the executive document to which I called atten- 
tion. ‘The figures are reported by the Secretary of the Interior on the 
authority of the Commissioner of Education, and I leave the question 
between the Senator and those authorities. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will state for the information of the Senator—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Texas wili allow me, my col- 
league [Mr. BATE], who has just retired from the office of governor of 
Tennessee, says to me that from the treasury of that State, the $1,300, - 
000 named by the Senator from Texas was appropriated independently. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam taxing the Senate, and I shall decline to yield 
to further interruption. I have submitted the document upon which 
I made the statement and Senators can comment on it to their satis- 
faction hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Davisin the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Texas declines to yield. 

Mr. REAGAN. Since taking the foregoing statement from the re- 

rt of the Secretary of the Interior, from House of Representatives 

ecutive Document No. 1, part 5, first session Forty-ninth Congress, I 
have received the following letter from Hon. M. J. Durham, First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, which shows that the current common-school 
fund for thelast scholastic year for the State of Kentucky amounted to 
$1,247,798.40, which added to the foregoing aggregate makes the total 
of the current school fund for the Southern States about $17,299,005 
for the year 1884~’85, and for the State of Kentucky 1836-87: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST CoMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 
. Washington, D. C., January 3, 1888. 


DEAR Sm: Referring to our conversation of yesterday, I will say that I do 
not find the governor’s message as full upon the school question in Kentucky 
asl paian Wwe, but I can give you a general statement abont it., We have 
a'general system of common-school education in Kentucky, and it is supported 
byinterest upon a fund that has been derived from various sources, amounting 
to something over a million and a half of money, and in addition to that there 
is a tax of cents levied upon the taxable property of the State for the support 
of common schools; and the amount derived from interest on the fund aud 
taxes for the year just closed is $1,247,798.40, being a per capita of $1.90 to each 
child between the ages of six and sixteen. There is no distinction made in this 
fund between white and colored children. The system is a reasonably fair one 
in Kentucky. As a matter of course, local taxation in the various districts 
amounts to a very considerable sum, but to just how much I am not able to 


©: 
Very truly, yours, 


Hon, Jons H. REAGAN, 
United States Senate, 


M. J. DURHAM. 
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This, it will be seen, makes a very respectable showing for those 
States under the circumstances, And these figures would be much 
more imposing if the sums voted by local communities could be added to 
them, andjif we were able to show the sums expended in the construc- 
tion of school-honses, and for education in private schools, in normal 
schools, and in the colleges and universities of those States. 

What I have said will, I trust, show that there is no reason for the 
Southern States to be regarded as mendicants, seekingalms at the hands 
of their more prosperous neighbors; that there is no reason to fear that 
liberty will be lost and that our Governmentand institutions will perish 
because of the illiteracy of their children; that no facts exist which 
should induce their people to surrender their State autonomy and with 
it their manhood and self-reliance. Much lessis there reason for them 
to consent to the overthrow of our constitutional Republic, and for them 
to consent to the adoption of a centralized despotism of majorities, 
which means the entire subordination of the interests of the minority 
section to those of the majority section of the country. 


WHAT IS EDUCATION? 


What is learned in the schools is not all there is of education. The 
schools aid in the acquisition of knowledge; but fhuch of real education 
is acquired in the family circle, on the farm, in the workshop, in pub- 
lic assemblages, in court-houses, at the hustings, and in the churches. 
And there is probably not a Senator here who has not known men of 
superior intelligence who could neither read nor write. And the uni- 
versal experience in this country is that even among the illiterate class 
there is a great deal of practical intelligence and many usefal citizens. 
In the discussion of this bill we seem to lose sight of these great facts, 
and to proceed on the principle that the knowledge necessary to good 
citizenship can only be acquired in the school-house. Woulditnot be 
as well for us on this as on other questions to consult common sense and 
our every-day experience? I saw, when a boy, in the Charleston (8. 
C.) Mercury a very interesting paper on the subject of ‘‘Atmospheric 
knowledge and the education of the blood.’’ I have not forgotten the 
impression it made on me. Our whole lives are a school. All our sur- 
roundings are school-masters. And a person with natural faculties can 
hardly be raised in this country without practical knowledge enough to 
make acomfortable living and to understand the principal duties of citi- 
zenship. Of course I have reference to the free people. Such was not 
the case, as a rule, with the slave population. But now that they are 
free and invested with the rights of citizenship, it will as well apply 
to them; if, as we hope may be the case, they are capable of the intel- 
lectual development which a few of them have shown and which char- 
acterizes the Caucasian race, 

The people of the section where the most of them live mean to make 
a fair and faithful trial of their capacity to this end; and they need no 
promptings from others as to the demands of duty and interest in this 

ct. Investigation would probably develop the fact that outside 
of the black population, whose condition is exceptional, there are more 
educated fools than there are illiterate people not qualified to take 
care of their own interests. I do not make these suggestions to under- 
value scholastic education, for I recognize fully its importance, but to 
call to mind facts which should not be lost sight of in considering the 
capacity of our people for self-government, and to show that we are 
not in so great danger on account of illiteracy as seems to be supposed 
by some Senators. 

CONDITION OF EDUCATION IN TEXAS. 


Tecan not speak with as full information of the progress which is being 
made in the matter of education in other States, but I submit a letter 
from the comptroller of public accounts of the State of Texas, to show 
what is being done in that State: 


OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER, 
Austin, December 28, 1887, 
Hon, Jonx H. REAGAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. : 


DEAR Ste: In reply to yours of the 20th instant I give you below a statement 
d 


regarding the school fund of Texas, which I presume is information desired 
y you. 

The investment of the permanent school fund of Texas is as follows, to wit: 
Texas State bonds. $2, 048, 000 
County honds....... 2, 263, 000 
Railroad bonds, 1, 753, 000 
Oaah Din WOGUA ...055250ccedocmoe scons: seuuissonccasisecnsocmesepesesonesiponecnnieepsioneseseovese, ` A Q00 

TOs . 6,284,000 


There are about 25,000,000 acres of land donated by the State to the permanent 
fund. that are yet unsold, 
The annual interest due upon sales of lands belonging to said fund is about 


}, 000. 

In addition to the income from the above-named investments, an annual ad- 
valorem tax of 12} cents on the $100 valuation of property, and a poll tax of $1, 
are levied and collected and one-fourth of all occupation taxes collected is ap- 
Propented for the purpose ofsupplementing said income. 

The apportionment made by the board of education for the support of the 
public schools for the present scholastic year amounts in round numbers to 
$2,300,000, It isestimated that school districts and cities oa) dep ean the State 
fund about $800,000 by locai taxation, and by investments held by the school 
fund of the counties. s 

The University of Texas has now an annual income of about $50,000, with a 
poet fund of $544,000 in Texas State bonds, besides her Jands that are un- 


The Agricultural and Mechanical College has an annual income of $22,000. 


1888. 
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There was riated by the last Legislature $100,000 for the support of the 
Deaf and Dum: oe Blind Institutes for this year. er? 
Respectfully, 


JNO. D. McCALL. 


P. S.—In reply to your telegram just received I give you below the total tax- 
able values of this State from 1880 to 1887, inclusive; the other questions I think 
have already been answered in the letter. 


1880,.....000 oSevshesenseossesnocsseces $311, 470, 736 | 1SS4.......ccsesessseenseee eresse proces 


wee 527,537, 


enn eeee. serenon: 


From this it is seen that the permanent common-school fund in Texas, 
in money and land, is perhaps greater than that in any other State in 
the Union, or than in any other country in the world; and thatthe cur- 
rent available fund for the present scholastic year amounts to $2,300,- 
000, to which is to be added the $800,000 derived from local taxation, 
making the current school fund of the State for the scholastic year 
amount to about $3,100,000. 

The permanent university fund of $544,000 is supplemented by very 
large land grants, with an available fund for current use of $50,000, 
while the Agricultural and Mechanical College has an annual income 
of $22,000. And there is also a liberal support by the State to twonor- 
mal schools, one for the education of white, and one for the education 
of colored teachers. 

This statement shows the progress made since 1884—’85 in education 
as well as in the taxable property of the State, when the available 
school fund of that State was $1,661,476. 

It may be that others of the Southern States are not as fortunately 
situated as Texas in this respect, But that they are all as earnestly 
engaged in the promotion of the cause of education I think is undoubt- 
edly true; and that they will succeed in the establishment of good sys- 
tems of free common schools, which will meet the necessities of their 
people, without Federal aid, I do not doubt. 

The desire for the education of the black population is not a mere 
matter of sentiment with the people of the Southern States, nor is it a 
political hobby by which they expectto gain or toretain political power 
* in the Federal Government. The people of that section are influenced 
on that subject by far higher and nobler purposes. The negroes consti- 
tute a considerable part of their communities. They are invested with 
freedom and citizenship; and the interests of all of both races require 
that they should be qualified for these to them new duties, in order to 
secure the promotion of the welfare of all. 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Missouri has the floor for‘the 
purpose of making a speech, I ask him to give way to allow ug to have 
a brief executive session. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to make a short statement of fact in imme- 
diate connection with the statistics given by the Senator from Texas, 
which I think would be interesting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask the Senator from Missouri to yield to me per- 
haps two minutes, or five at the outside. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. All I want is to take the floor on the bill 
for Monday. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Missouri give way so that I 
may have printed in the RECORD the names of the Democratic Sena- 
tors of this body in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses who 
supported this bill? That is all I want to put in the RECORD. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator also print the names of those who 
voted against the bill, of whom I am one? 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator give way or not? Will you an- 
swer that question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. All I want is to keep the floorfor Monday. 

Mr. PLUMB, I ask unanimous consent to offer at this time an 
amendment to the bill in order that it may be printed. I offer a sub- 


stitute for section 2 of the bill. 
ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 
Mr. PLUMB. Yes, I ask that it be read. 
à zne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read at the 
esk. 


The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out section 2 and insert: 


Sec. 2. That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the 
several States and Territories, and in the District of Columbia, in proportion to 
their population respectively, according to the census of 1880: Provided, That 
all of said Onar Loma HS undistributed at the date of the publication of the 
returns of population, as shown by the census of 1890, shall be divided as afore- 
said in proportion to the population according to said census of 1390. 


Mr. GEORGE. By the kindness of the Senator from Missouri, Lam 
allowed to put on record the names of the Democratic Senators who 
have supported this bill on the two occasions when it was passed by 
this body. They are as follows: 

Messrs. BERRY, BLACKBURN, Brown, CALL, CAMDEN, COLQUITT, 
Eustis, GARLAND, GEORGE, GIBSON, HAMPTON, JACKSON, JONAS, 
Jones of Florida, JONES of Arkansas, KENNA, LAMAR, PAYNE, 
PUGH, RANSOM, VANCE, VOORHEES, and WALTHALL, numbering 23. 


The number of DemocraticSenators who have voted against the bill 
in the two last Congresses is 13. Their names are also here and may 
be printed in the RECORD: 

Messrs, BAYARD, BECK, BUTLER, COKE, COCKRELL, GRAY, GROOME, 
HARRIS, MAXEY, MORGAN, PENDLETON, SAULSBURY, and WILSON 
of Maryland. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
Of coursehe must have some purpose in thus repeating what is already 
in the RECORD. I ask him if he is afraid any of them will get away 
before another vote on the bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. My purpose is to bring that fact to the attention of 
the public in connection with the speech of the Senator from Texas. 
The fact is found through several volumes of the RECORD, and is not 
accessible to the public at large. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I desire, with the consentof the Senator 
who has the floor, to read, in connection with the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Texas, a letter which I find in the Texas Iron News of Decem- 
ber 31, 1887, the title of which is ‘‘ Teachers and school fand—County 
Treasurer Rowell speaks.’’ Theletter is as follows: 


TEACHERS AND SCHOOL FUND—COUNTY TREASURER ROWELL SPEAKS. 

Editor Texas Iron News, Jefferson, Tex. : `: 

Dear Sim: You will confer a favor by publishing the following extract, re- 
ported to the Fort Worth Gazette from Austin, December 21, 1887: 

“Complaints from school-teachers throughout the State are coming to the de- 
partment concerning their non-payment. On inquiry it is learned that the State 
now owes the teachersa total sum approximating $900,000, which she is unable to 
pay. and will be unable for some time to come. Asa consequence the teachers 
throughout the State are forced to discount vouchers and coupons, ofterrat ruin- 
ousrates, and to Shylocks who glory in speculating on bard-run teachers,” 

Further on is given as causes for this state of affairs ** droughts and other dis- 
asters, and cutting off of payment of interest and other revenues from school 
lands.” Whateverthe cause or causes may be, they should as far as possible be 
remedied by the next Legislature, as it is certainly a very great hardship on 
teachers not to be able to realize within 10 per cent. of the face value of their 
vouchers. Teachers often, not knowing the cause of this delay in payment of 
their vouchers, blame the county treasurers for it, They think perhaps the 
county treasurers are using for their own private purposes money that ought to 
be paid to them. I have been unable to account for this long delay of payments 
sat orily to myself. It is now near the end of the fourth month of the scho- 
lasticycar,and this souna has not received one cent of her pro rata of the available 
school fund, and when she will receive it I can not say. I have written to the 
comptroller in regard to it several times, and once to the State treasurer, and the 
only information I get is that there is no eer. there for school purposes, that 
they do not know when there will be, and that it will be paid out tothe counties 
to which it belongs as fast as it arrives. My advice to teachers is to investigate 
for themselves, and to organize and present this matter to the next Legislature 
in such a shape as to command attention. Ifthey do not, county treasurers will 
be compelled to do so in self-defense, 

R. E. ROWELL, 


He appears to be one of the county treasurers. I do not desire to 
make any comment upon that, but to read in connection with it a let- 
ter just received from a son of Albert Sidney Johnston, William Pres- 
ton Johnston, president of the Tulane University, of Louisiana. I 
need not say what the Senators from Louisiana, and all Senators in 
the body undoubtedly know, that there is no more eminent educator 
in the conntry, and no man who can speak of the condition of educa- 
tion in the South probably as well as Mr. Johnston. He addresses a 
letter to me dated New Orleans, December 31, 1887, and which is as 


follows: 
New ORLEANS, December 31, 1887. 

Dear Srt: Your letter of December 24, asking my opinion of the actual con» 
dition of education in this section, and suggesting my attendance in Washing- 
ton to assist in presenting the claims of the people to national aid to education, 
has been received. I regret that the exacting nature of my duties will prevent 
me from going to Washington, but I am very glad to assure you of my hearty 
approval of the Blair bill, as it now stands, and of my earnest wish for its suc- 
cess. I have advocated it with pen and voice, and regard it as the most impor- 
tant measure to the Southern States now before Congress. 

In regard to the educational condition of this State, and of the South, I can 
only say that there is no argument in favor of the Blair bill which has been 
urged in the past that does not receive confirmation and additional cogency in 
the present condition of affairs. Without doubtthere has been a great advance 
in the material prosperity of the South in the last few years, but much of the 
enhanced energy and enlarged means of our people has n turned toward the 
rehabilitation of their fortunes. A broader and deeper feeling for the advance- 
ment of education has been evoked by the untiring efforts of its friends. It 
seems to methat all has been done that was possible with the means and agen- 
cies at command. But in spite of a widening interest in education and a suc- 
cess adequate to the effort made, there has been a relative loss in our educational 
status. Weare ret ing instead of advancing. Unless we are able to make 
a stand, to rally the forces of society, and lift the ignorant classes of the South 
from barbarism and degradation, the experiment of a republican democratic 
government must be a failure among us, Ican not now see any better solution 
to the question than that offered by the Blair bill, and the narrowness of its op- 
ponents, especially in the South, fills me with amazement. 

The governor of this State, the Hon. 8, D. MeEnery, in an address in August, 
1885, urged the education of the masses “to the proper understanding of the 
rights and duties of citizenship, the functions of government, and the apprecia- 
tion of free institutions;" adding, “ I am safe in saying that not one-half of the 
voting population of Louisiana have any knowledge whatever of these subjects, 
yet they are eligible to the highest office in the State, sit asjurors, and determine , 
questions affecting property, liberty, and life.” 

In this city, which is more favorably situated than the rest of the State, the 
prospect is very disheartening. In 1858 the publie schools received $253,699; in 
1887, only $171,000. While the population has increased 54 per cent., the appro- 
priations for the schools have diminished 32 per cent. The school board re- 
ports December 13, 1887, as follows: “ We believe it is well known to all intelli- 
gent citizens of New Orleans that our public schools have received dequate 
support; that our school-houses are insufficient in numberand size; that many 
of them are unattractive, dilapidated, and even in some cases unsafe, Itis well 
known also that our able and faithful teachers are poorly and irregularly paid. 
It is, too, generally believed that this state of affairs is the natural and incvita- 
bie result of the poverty of our city.” And this, though in this city there is a 


~ 


276 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 5, 


large special fund, the donation of John McDonogh, which is employed in aid 
of school buildings. 

In a report adopted last night by the school board of this city occurs the fol- 
lowing language: 

“ Should the appropriation be fixed at the same figures as last year, the result 
will be most rous, if not apre Haart to the efficiency of the schools. 

“We have no balance from funds to fall back upon, as we had last year, and 
the present financial outlook is extremely discouraging to any true friend of 
public education,” 

In this I quite agree, as with the budget presented by the council, there will 
be a reduced efficiency. If in the great contest with the forces of darkn ig- 
norance, and barbarism we suffer a defeat now, it will postpone the day of re- 
purns for our people many a long year. You, at least, Mr. Senator, will 

ve nothing to reproach gosso with in this matter. © * + 


I am, very respectfully, yours, 
EN : WM. PRESTON JOHNSTON. 
Hon. Hexry W, BLAIR, - 
United Sla'es Senate, Washington, D.C. 


I call attention to these statements of fact. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will allow me to say that I was ad- 
vised that some person had sent to a gentleman in the-other House 
the paper which has been read, and requested that it should be deliv- 
ered to the Senator from New Hampshire. What could have given 
rise to that paper, I do not know. I understand that the collection of 
taxes in what is called the “drought district’’ of Texas, which has suf- 
fered very greatly from drought, has been for a time suspended. Pos- 
sibly that may have been the cause of the failure to collect; but that 
does not answer another proposition which is made in the letter, that 
the writer has repeatedly called on the comptroller, who advised him 
that there was no money in the treasury. I have read the official 
statement of the comptroller, dated the 28th of December, showing 
that there are $2,300,000 in the treasury to the credit of the school 
fund; and I leave the statement of the comptroller, made officially, as 
the answer to the statement of that gentleman that there is no money 
in the treasury. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 9, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 5th day of January, 1888. 
REGISTERS OF UNITED STATES LAND OFFICES. 


Edward Burgess, of Culpeper, Va., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Prescott, Ariz., 
vice John L. Camp, resigned. 

Andrew D. Duff, of Phoenix, Ariz., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be register of the Jand office at Tucson, Ariz., 
vice Benjamin M. Thomas, removed; Charles E. Dailey having been re- 
jected by the Senate. 

Henry R. Pendery, of Leadville, Colo., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Lead- 
ville, Colo., rice James R. De Remer, resigned. 

Frank P. Tanner, of Colorado, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Gunnison, Colo., 
vice John J. Thomas, term expired. 

John R. Whiteside, of Vermillion, Dak., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Dead- 
wood, Dak., vice James P. Luse, term expired. 

William Porter, of Des Moines, Iowa, who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Des 
Moines, Iowa, vice Felix G. Clarke, removed. William Lowry also was 
appointed to said office during the recess of the Senate, but declined. 

Henry O. Billings, of Alton, Ill., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Hailey, Idaho, 
vice Homer L. Pound, term expired. 

Frank W. Beane, of Salt Lake City, Utah, who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be a register of the land office at 
Blackfoot (formerly Oxford), Idaho, vice August Duddenhausen, re- 
moved. 

Francis F. Patterson, of Salem, N. C., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Lewiston, 
Idaho, vice Patrick H. Winston, jr., resigned. 

Samuel Demers, of Concordia, Kans., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Concordia, 
Kans., vice Sylvester H. Dodge, term expired. 

Henry A. Yonge, of Beloit, Kans., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Kirwin, Kans., 
vice John Bissell, term expired. 

William Colville, of Red Wing, Minn., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Duluth, 
Minn., vice Ralph N. Marble, resigned. 

James Greeley, of Franklin, Minn., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Redwood 
Falls, Minn., vice William P. Christensen, removed. 

John M. Adams, of Sidney, Nebr., who was commissioned during the 


recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Sidney, Nebr., 
to fill an original vacancy. 

John R. Markley, of Niobrara, Nebr., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Niobrara, 
Nebr., vice Miner W. Bruce, removed. Frank W.Welna, also, was com- 
missioned as said officer during the recess of the Senate, but died. 

Milton Montgomery, of Lincoln, Nebr., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Cha- 
dron, Nebr., to fill an original vacancy. 

James H. Walker, of Raton, N. Mex., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Santa 
Fé, N. Mex., vice Charles F. Easley, resigned. 

James M. Adams, of Yakima, Wash., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Spokane 
Falls, Wash., vice James M. Armstrong, resigned. 

Gilbert W. Carrington, of Ashland, Wis., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Ash- 
land, Wis., vice Albert K. Osborn, term expired. 

Henry Cornelius, of Menasha, Wis., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Menasha, 
Wis., vice George W. Fay, term expired. 

William M. Blanding, of St. Croix Falls, Wis., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at St. 
Croix Falls, Wis., vice Michael Field, term expired. Fred J. Blanding, 
also, was commissioned as said officer during the recess of the Senate, 
but resigned. 

Richard Y. Hardin, of Brownsborough, Ky., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Buf- 
fulo, Wyo., to fill an original vacancy. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 


Joseph W. Preston, of Monticello, Ga., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Mission 
Agency (consolidated), in California, established by Executive order of 
April 13, 1887. 

James D. Jenkins, of Osage, Iowa, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of theSisseton Agency, 
in Dakota, vice Benjamin W. Thompson, removed, 

William W. Dougherty, of Liberty, M6., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Warm 
Springs Agency, in Oregon, vice Jason Wheeler, resigned. 

Joseph B. Lane, East Portland, Oregon, who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Siletz 
Agency, in Oregon, vice Francis M. Wadsworth, term expired. 

Rickard D. Gwydir, of Covington, Ky., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Colville 
Agency, in Wasbington Territory, vice Benjamin P. Moore, resigned. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Thomas Cutler, of California, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Humboldt, in the State of California, to succeed William H. 
Pratt, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Joseph W. Clapp, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Nantucket, in the State of Massachusetts, to succeed 
Albert A. Gardner, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA. 


Stephen DeWolfe, of Montana, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Montana, in place of William J. Galbraith, 
whose term expires January 7, 1888. 

The nomination of Stephen A. DeWolfe to the above-named office, 
which was delivered to the Senate December 20, 1887, is hereby with- 
drawn. 

POSTMASTERS. 


David B. Morgan, to be postmaster at Julesburg, in the county of 
Logan and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. ; 

Carlos O. Holcomb, to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1888. 

John B. Manlove, to be postmaster at New Castle, in the county of 
New Castle and State of Delaware, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

Frank Abt, to be postmaster at Lead City, in thecounty of Lawrence 
and Territory of Dakota, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1888. 

Lafayette J. Fulton, to be postmaster at Casselton, in the county of 
Cass and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Lafayette J. Fulton, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1887. 

C. L. Jack, to be postmaster at Fernandina, in the county of Nassau 
and State of Florida, in the place of Warren F. Scott, resigned. 

Samuel Berry, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of Scott 
and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
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set by law, become vested in the President from and after January 


X , ; 
_ Hibben S. Corwin, to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of LaSalle 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Hibben S. Corwin, whose commis- 
sion expired December 20, 1887. 

Thomas G. Dennis, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county of 
-Morgan and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said of§ce having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888, 

Daniel O’ Donnell, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of Jas- 
per and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1888. 

Henry Slikkerveer, to be postmaster at Orange City, in the county of 
Sioux and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1888. 

Frank A. Winchell, to be postmaster at Kingsley, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

George W. Brown, to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said oflice having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

George Warren, to be postmaster at Hickman, in the county of Ful- 
ton and State of Kentucky, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said oflice having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

Melville M. Folsom, to be postmaster at Old Town, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, the appointment of a aster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1888. 

Charles B. Carpenter, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county 
of Worcester and Stateof Massachusetts, the appointment ofa postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1888. 

William G. Stone, to be postmaster at Machias, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maine, in the place of James A. Ballinger, 
deceased. 

Ernest M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Maynard, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1888. 

Walter G. Peckham, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1888. 

Theron L, Arnold, to be postmaster at Three Rivers, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Michigan, in the place of John B. Handy, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1887. 

John H. Chapman, to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the county of 
Muskegon and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles C. Thompson, 
resigned. ; 

Martin Cremer, to be postmaster at Ypsilanti, in the county of Wash- 
tenaw and State of Michigan, inthe place of Miss Frances L. Stewart, 
whose commission expires January 7, 1888. = 

William Dester, to be postmaster at Berrien Springs, in the county 
of Berrien and State of Michigan, in the place of Fremont D. Nichols, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1887. + 

Leon Ephraim, to be postmaster at Manistique, in the county of 
Schoolcrait and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

Julius Granger, to be postmaster at Fort Gratiot, in the county of St. 
Clair and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1888. 

John G. Mansfield, to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county of 
thine and State of Michigan, in the place of Joseph L. Richards, 
resigned. 

David D. Murphy, to be postmaster at Red Jacket, in the county of 
Houghton and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and alter January 1, 1888. 

Elvin L, Sprague, to be postmaster at Traverse City, in the county 
of Grand Traverse and State of Michigan, in the place of Myron E. 
Haskell, whose commission expired December 20, 1887. ý 

Lewis H. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Corunna, in the county of 
Shiawassee and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888. 

Harry L. Atchison, to be postmaster at Chatfield, in the county of 
Fillmore and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 

_ after January 1, 1888, 


Nels J. Benson, to be postmaster at Tower, in the county of St. 
Lonis and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1888. - 

‘Thomas Hall, to be postmaster at Preston, in the county of Fillmore 
and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1888. ‘ 

George W. Martin, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Mississippi and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Charles E. Dudley, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of 
Lewis and Clarke and Territory of Montana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent from and after January 1, 1888. 

Peter Cockrell, to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster for ' 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888. 

Joseph W. Goodwin, to be postmaster at Wolfborough, in the county 
of Carroll and State of New Hampshire, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1888. 

Charles R. Jameson, to be postmaster at Antrim, in the county of 
Hillsborough and State of New Hampshire, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pres- 
ident on and after January 1, 1-88. 

Alfred E. Jaques, to be postmaster at Wilton, in the county of Hills- 
borough and Stateof New Hampshire, the appointment of a postrhaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1888. 

John H. Rolfe, to be postmaster at Penacook, in the county of Merri- 
mack and State of New Hampshire, in place of Luther Gage, resigned. 

John F. Kelly, to be postmaster at Jersey City, in the county of Hud- 
son and State of New Jersey, in the place of John G. Gopsill, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1887. 

James T. Van Derveer, to be postmaster at Somerville, in the county 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey, in the place of Emma J. Porter, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1887. 

Robert H. Hopper, to be postmaster at Kingsfon, in the county of 
Sierra and Territory of New Mexico, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888, 

Peter A. Albert, to be postmaster at Holley, in the county of Orleans 
and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President from and after 
January 1, 1888. 

William H. O'Donnell, to be postmaster at Jordan, in the county of 
Onondaga and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888, 

Hanson C. Phelps, to be postmaster at Norwood, in the county of 
St. Lawrence and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888. 

James M. Swilt, to be postmaster at North Tarrytown, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888. 

Homer D. Hunt, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of Trum- 
bull and State of Ohio, in the place of Simeon L. Hunt, deceased. 

John G. Herzog, to be postmaster at Loudonville, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

Joseph F. Wisecarver, to be postmaster at McMinnville, in the county 
of Yam Hill and State of Oregon, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888, 

Patrick Bracken, to be postmaster at Parker’s Landing, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent from and after January 1, 1888, 

H. Wells Buser, to be postmaster at Hammelstown, in the county of 
Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888, 

Sidney Hayden, to be postmaster at Sayre, in the county of Brad- 
ford and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

David Maxwell, to be postmaster at Wilkinsburgh, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888. 
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Jeremiah Mohler, to be postmaster at Ephratah, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888. 

James P. Smith, to be postmaster at Lehighton, in the county of Car- 
bon and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888, ; 

John M, Woodburn, to be postmaster at Newville, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
from and after January 1, 1888. 

William T. Broyles, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Rhea and State of Tennessee, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office haying, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

William A. Squires, to be postmaster at Henrietta, in the county of 
Clay and State of Texas, in the place of Henry Eddy, whose commis- 
sion expired December 20, 1887. 

John H. Stapp, to be postmaster at Burnet, in the county of Bur- 
net and State of Texas, in place of Mary E. Coffee, whose commission 

ired December 20, 1887. 

olney E. H. Reed, to be ——- at Cameron, in the county of- 
Milam and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
Jan 1, 1888, 

Robert M. Gardner, to be postmaster at Christiansburgh, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia, the appointment of a 

master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
ident on and after January 1, 1888. _ 

Christopher Gordon, to be postmaster at Winooski, in the county of 
Chittenden and State of Vermont, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1888. 

Thomas B. Coon, to be postmaster at Kilbourn City, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Wiseonsin, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after January 1, 1838. 

ARMY PROMOTIONS. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. William H. Beck, to be captain, December 23, 1887, vice 
Morrison, re from active service. 

Second Lieut. James W. Watson, to be first lieutenant, December 23, 
1887, vice Beck, promoted. i 

. Fourth Regiment of Artillery. —- 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Phillips, to be first lieutenant, December 
31, 1887, vice Fish, resigned. 

Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 

Capt. Edward C. Woodruff, of the’ Twelfth Infantry, to be major, 
January 2, 1888, vice Snyder, promoted to the Tenth Infantry. 

Seventh Regiment of Infantry. 

Maj. Andrew 8. Burt, of the Eighth Infantry, to be lientenant-colonel, 

January 1, 1888, vice Collins, retired from active service. 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 

Capt. Charles J. Dickey, of the Twenty-second Infantry, to be major, 

January 1, 1888, vice Burt, promoted to the Seventh Infantry. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Maj. Simon Snyder, of the Fifth Infantry, to be lientenant-colonel, 

January 2, 1888, vice Mizner, promoted to the Seventeenth Infantry. 
S Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. Harry L. Haskell, to be captain, January 2, 1888, vice 
Woodruff, promoted to the Fifth Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Daniel E. McCarthy, to be first lieutenant, January 
2, 1888, vice Haskell, promoted. 

Seventeenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Lieut. Col. Henry R. Mizner, of the Tenth Infantry, to be colonel, 

January 2, 1888, vice Chambers, deceased. 
Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. Cornelius C. Cusick, to be captain, January 1, 1888, vice 
Dickey, promoted to the Eighth Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Frank B. Jones, to be first lieutenant, January 1, 1888, 
vice Cusick, promoted. 

Twenty-fourth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. Morris C. Wessells, to be captain, December 22, 1887, 
vice Custer, deceased. 

Second Lieut. James E. Brett, to be first lieutenant, December 22, 
1887, vice Wessells, promoted. 

NAVY PROMOTIONS. 

Chief Engineer George W. Melville, a resident of New York, to be 
Engineer-in-Chief and Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering, in 
the Department of the Navy, with the relative rank of commodore. 


Medical Inspector C. J. Cleborne, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be 
& medical director in the Navy, from the 18th September, 1887, vice 
Medical Director Samuel F. Coues, retired. 

Surgeon William Knickerbocker Van Reypen, a resident of New 
Jersey, to be a medical i r in the Navy, from the 16th August, 
1887, vice Medical Inspector Somerset. Robinson, retired. 

Surgeon Thomas C. Walton, a resident of New York, to be a med-, 
ical inspectorin the Navy, from the 18th September, 1887, vice Med- 
ical Inspector C. J. Cleborne, promoted. Y 

Passed Assistant Surgeon James R. Waggener, a resident of Ken- 
tucky, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 18th March, 1887, vice 
Surgeon Joseph Hugg, retired. 

Passed Assistant Surgeon Thomas H. Streets, a resident of Pennsyl- 
vania, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 1st May, 1887, vice Sur- 
geon H. N. Beaumont, deceased. 

Passed Assistant Surgeon Manly H. Simons, a resident of Ohio, to 
‘be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 16th August, 1887, vice Surgeon 
W. K. Van Reypen, promoted. 

Passed Assistant Surgeon John C. Boyd, aresident of South Carolina, 
to be surgeon in the Navy, from the 18th September, 1887, vice Sur- 
geon T. C. Walton, promoted. 

Stephen Stuart White, a resident of Maryland, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy. ‘ 

James Gaven Field, a resident of Virginia, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy. 

Hatton N. T. Harris, a resident of Virginia, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy. . 

George McCaw Pickrell, a resident of Virginia, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy. 

Rand Percy Crandall, a resident of New York, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy. 

Charles Franklin Webster, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy. s 

Passed Assistant Paymaster William W. Barry, a resident of Massa- 
chusetts, to be a paymaster in the Navy, from the 18th December, 
1886, vice Paymaster J. E. Tolpee, promoted, and Paymaster W. N. 
Watmough, retired. 

Assistant Paymaster Leeds C, Kerr, a resident of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be a passed assistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 25th 
February, 1887, vice Passed Assistant Paymasters W. W. Barry, pro- 
moted, and Louis A. Yorke, dismissed. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Burdette C. Gowing, a resident of New 
York, to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 15th of February, 
1886, vice Chief Engineer W. D. Smith, retired. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Absalom Kirby, a resident of the District 
of Columbia to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 2d of Decem- 
ber, 1886, vice Chief Engineer George P. Hunt, deceased. 

Passed Assistant Engineer James Entwistle, a resident of New York, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the Ist July, 1887, vice Chief 
Engineer H. L, Synder, deceased. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Nathan P, Towne, a resident of Maine, to 
be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 3d July, 1887, vice Chief 
Engineer William L. Nicoll, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Carroll Mercer, United States Marine Corps, a resident 
of the District of Columbia, to be a first lieutenant in that corps, from 
the 25th February, 1887, vice First Lieutenant Jesup Nicholson, retired, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 5, 1888. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D: D. + 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of so much of the Journal as enumerates the list of bills 
introduced and referred on yesterday. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House, under the rule, bills of the 
Senate of the following titles; which were severally read twice, and re- 
ferred as follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 261) to amend the law concerning the Commissioner of 
Fish and Fisheries—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

The bill (S. 108) to establish two additional Tand offices in the State 
of Colorado—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Joint resolution (8. R. 6) for the removal of all political disabilities 
imposed by the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States upon Abram C. Meyers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to~ 
Mr. MAFFETT, by reason of sickness. 
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` INTRODUCTION OF PRIVATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is asked to call the attention of mem- 
bers again to the fact that numbers of private bills are in the 
petition-box without having indorsed upon them the name of the mem- 
bers presenting the same. In all such cases, of course, the Clerk is 
unable to enter them upon the Journal and furnish a list to the official 
Recokrp for publication, as required by the rule. Gentlemen will do 
well to inquire at the Clerk’s desk and ascertain whether their bilis are 
properly indorsed. 

PRESERVATION OF FORESTS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3239) for the preservation of the woods and forests of the na- 
tional domain adjacent to the sources of the navigable rivers and their 
affiuents in the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered tobe printed. 

DUTY ON IMPORTED WOOL. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 3240) to restore the rates of duty on imported wool; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO CERTAIN SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, by unanimons consent, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 3241) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in 
Confedérate prisons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POLYGAMY. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 45) for the amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States in regard to polygamy and polygamous associa- 
tion, orcohabitation between the sexes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NATIONAL-BANK LIENS. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3242) to anthorize national banks to take liens upon real estate 
for advances or loans of money; which was read a first and second time, 
section the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OVERPAYMENT OF DUTY. 

Mr. COLLINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3243) 
to amend section 3013 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be prihted. r 

MARINE SIGNAL BOARD. 


Mr. COLLINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3244)ito establish a beard by the name of ‘‘The Marine Signal Board of 
the United States,” witha view of having adopted a code and system of 
marine lights and fog signals, and regulating the same; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF JUDGES, NEW YORK. 


Mr. COLLINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H, R. 
3245) to regulate the salaries of the judges of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States within the State of New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

* SALARY OF CERTAIN APPRAISERS. 

Mr. COLLINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3246) to amend sections 2528, 2529, and 2532 of the Revised Statutes 
a bed oe ee e Te read a Rie and second time, referred 

e Committee on itures in the Treasury Department, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 
CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 
Mr. COLLINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
` $247) for the prevention ofand punishmentof cruelty to animals; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGES SUPREME COURT, ETC.; DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. COLLINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3248) to regulate the compensation of judges of the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia and of the Court of Claims; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. COLLINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3249) to increase the pensions of soldiers, sailors, and marines who have 
been totally disabled; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RECOVERY OF TAXES, ETC., ERRONEOUSLY PAID. 
Mr. COLLINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a joint reso- 
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lution: (H. Res. 46) to provide jor the recovery of internal-reyenue taxes 
and penalties erroneously assessed and paid in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

DUTY ON LUMBER. 

Mr. RICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3250) to 
amend section 2506 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of 
March 3, 1883, relating to the duty on lumber in certain cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


NON-COMMISSIONED ARMY STAFF OFFICERS. 


Mr. RICE, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3251) 
to fix the pay of the non-commissioned staff officers of the United States 
Army, unattached to regiments; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTOR AT ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Mr. RICE, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R, 
3252) to amend sections 2595 and 2596 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and provide a collector at the port of St. Paul, Minn. 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES, 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved, That whenever a member presents a billlor joint resolution “ by 
request,” those words be entered on the Journal of the House, 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLESTON, W. VA. 


Mr. SNYD by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R, 3253) 
to appropriate the sum of $52,000 for the enlargement and improvement 
of the United States public building at Charleston, W, Va.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. ; 


THOMAS A. COAKLEY. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read and referred to the Committee 
on Accounts: 


Resolved, That Thomas A. Coakley, of New York be, and he is hereby, ap- 
pointed a messenger during the present Congress, at the samerate of com 
tion received by him during the Forty-ninth Congress; said compensation to 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


UNITED STATES BONDS AND BANK CIRCULATION. 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 3254) to authorize the reduction of United’ States bonds 
and of the circulation of the national banks; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


IMPRISONMENT OF COUNTY JUDGES. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I offer, for reference, the resolution which 
T send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution, as follows: 

Resolution authorizing and directing the Committee on the Judiciary to in- 
vestigate and report the facts connected with the imprisonment of the county 
court judges of St. Clair County, Missouri. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I desire to have the resolution read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemau from Missouri has the right to have 
the resolution read before it is referred, in order that it may be seen 
what is the proper committee to which to refer it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the introduction of the-resolutien. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the right to do 
that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tobject to the introduction of the resolution until 
after the committees are announced, and call for the order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois objects to the intro- 
duction of the resolution at present. . 


REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. S. S. Cox, of 
New York, as Regent of the Smithsonian Institution. 


STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce also the remainder of the 
standing and select committees of the House not heretofore announced. 
The Clerk read the list, as follows: 


Committee on Ways and Means—Moessrs, Mills, McMillin, Breckinridge of Arkan- 
sas, Breckinridge of Kentucky, Turner of Georgia, Wilson of West Virginia, 
Scott, Bynum, Kelley, Browne of Indians, Reed, McKinley, and Burrows. 

Commiltice on Appropriations—Messrs, Randall, Forney, Burnes, Foran, Sayers, 
Clements, Felix Campbell, Gay, Rice, Cannon, Ryan, Butterworth, Long, Mc- 
Comas, and Henderson of Iowa. 

Committee on the Judiciary—Mcssrs. Culberson, Collins, Seney, Oates, Rogers, 
Glover, Henderson of North Carolina, Buckalew, Stewart of Georgia, Ezra B, 
Taylor, Parker, Stewart of Vermont, Caswell, Adams, and Fuller. 

Committee on Banking and Currency—Messrs. Wilkins, Snyder, Howard, Dar- 
gan, Hutton, Bacon, Landes, McKinney, Dingley, Brumm, Woodburn, Whiting 
of Massachusetts, and Wilber, 
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Commiltee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures—Messrs. Bland, Norwood, Hemp- 
hill, Tracey, Wilson of Minnesota, Wilkinson, Martin, Hall, Payson, Kean, Van- 
dever, Belden, Wickham, and Toole, 

Commitice on Commerce—Messrs. Clardy, Mea Tarsney, Rayner, Anderson of 
Iowa, Lagan, Wilson of Minnesota, Bryce, Phelan, O'Neill of Pennsylvania, 
Davis, Dunham, Anderson of Kansas, Davenport, and Thomas H. B, Browne. 

Committee on Rivers and Harbors—Messrs. B anchard, Jones, Stewart of Texas, 
Catchings, Wise, Snyder, Gibson, Fisher, Thompson of California, Henderson of 
Illinois, Bayne, Grosvenor, Nutting, Stephenson, and Cogswell. 

Commitice on Mei chant Marine and Fisheries—Messrs, Dunn, McMillin, Morse, 
8S nger, Hatch, Breckinridge of Kentucky, Cummings, Macdonald, Dingley, 
Sp of Illinois, Felton, Farquhar, and Clark. 5, 

mmitiee on Agriculture—Messrs. Hatch, Davidson of Alabama, Stahlnecker, 
Morgan, Glass, Burnett, McClammy, Biggs, Whiting of Michigan, Funston, 
Hires, Laird, Conger, Pugsley, Patton, and Dubois. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs—Messrs. Belmont, McCreary, Norwood, Hooker, 
Russell of Massachusetts, Raynor, Chipman, Cothran, Ketcham, Phelps, Hitt, 
Rockwell, and Morrow, 

Committee on Miliiary Affairs—Messrs. Townshend, Tillman, Hooker, Maish, 
Spinola, Robertson, Ford, Y oder, Steele, Laird, Cutcheon, Gear, Fitch, and Carey. 

Committee on Naval Affairs—Messrs, Herbert, Wise, McAdoo, Whitthorne 
es CONA: Elliott, Abbott, Harmer, Thomas of Illinois, Goff, Boutelle, and 


yden. 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads—Messrs, Blount, Dockery, Merri- 


man, Ermentrout, EnloegAnderson of Illinois, Anderson of Mississippi, Mont- 
hE alg , Bingham, Guenther, Peters, Allen of Massachusetts, White 
of New 


ork, Lind, and Caine. 

Commitiee on the Public Lands—Messrs. Holman, Laffoon, Stone of Missouri, 
McRae, Wheeler, Washington, Stockdale, Macdonald, Payson, Jackson, McKen- 
na, Hermann, Turner of Kansas, and Voorhees. 

Committee on Indian Affairs—Messrs, Peel, Allen of Saip pi Saveni Perry, 
Hudd, McShane, Cobb, Hare, Perkins, Nelson, LaFollette, rlington, Allen 
of Michigan, and Gifford. 

Committee on the Territories—Messrs, Springer, Cox, Elliott, Hayes, Kil- 
oer Ford, Struble, Baker of New York, Symes, Dorsey, Warner, and 

ose 

Committee on Railways and Canals—Messrs. Davidson of Florida, McRae, Stone 
of Kentucky, Pidcock, Hayes, Bryce, Cobb, Carlton, Plumb, Wilber, McCormick, 
Gaines, and Russell of Connecticut. 

Committee on Manufactures—Messrs. Bacon, Breckinridge of Xrkansas, Wilson 
of West Virginia, num, McKinney, Grimes, Hermann, Bunnell, Hopkins 
of New York, Crouse, and Smith of Wisconsin, 

Commitice on Mines and Mining—Messrs. O'Ferrall, Foran, Candler, Neal, 
Greenman, Whiting of Michigan, Lynch, Biggs, Woodburn, McCullogh, Gest, 
Flood, Nichols, and Smith of Arizona. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs, Dibble, Johnston of North 
Carolina, Sowden, Neal, Newton, McShane, Bankhead, Hogg, Milliken, Wade, 
Lehlbach, Kennedy, and Post. 

Committee on Pacific Railroads—Messrs. Outhwaite, Crain. Richardson, Barnes, 
Collins, Caruth, Tracey,Granger, Weber, Holmes, Dalzell, Hovey,and Mason. 

Committee on and Improvement of the Mississippi River—Messrs. Catchings, 
Glass, Tarsney, Lawler, Montgomery, Walker, Robertson, Hall, Whiting of Mas- 
sachusetts, Morrill, Grout, and Scull, 

Committee on Education—Messrs, Candler, Mahoney, Crain, Carvth, Bucka- 
lew, Lane, Cobb, riat cherie O'Donnell, Taylor of Ohio, Russell of Connecticut, 
Belden, and White of Indiana, 

Committee on Labor—Messrs. O'Neill of Missouri, Tarsney, Felix Campbell, 
Davidson of Alabama, Compton, Candler, French, Burnett, Buchanan, Bound, 
Plumb, Nichols, and Haugen. 

Committee on Militia—Messrs, McAdoo, Forney, Sowden, Seney, Gibson, 
Stewart of Texas, Spinola, Lehlbach, Wade, Owen, Vandever, 
and McCormick. 

Committee on Patents—Messrs. Weaver, Tillman, Cowles, Grimes, Greenman, 
Lane, Martin, Vance, West, Osborne, Smith of Wisconsin, Thomas of Ken- 
tucky, and Arnold. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions—Messrs. Matson, Pidcock, Chipman, Yoder, 
Lane, Lynch, French, Walker, Thompson of California, Morrill, Sawyer, Gal- 
linger, Spooner, Thompson of Ohio, and Hunter. % 

Comm: on Pensions—Messrs. Bliss, Hutton, Dougherty, Henderson of North 
Carolina, ag Bankhead, Carlton, Russell of Massachusetts, Struble, But- 
ler, Finley, Scull, and De Lano. 

Commitee on Claims—Messrs, Lanham, Dougherty, Shaw, Timothy J. Camp- 
bell, Taulbee, Simmons, French, Lynch, Mansur, Baker of Illinois, McCullogh, 
Cheadle, Kerr, Bowden, and Laidlaw. 

Commiitce on War Claims—Messrs. Stone of Kentucky, Bliss, Lawler, Stock- 
dale, Granger, O'Neallof Indiana, Penington, Wilkinson, Hiestand, Thomas 
of Wisconsin, Crouse, Gaines, and Brower. 

Commute on Private Land Claims—Messrs. McCreary, Weaver, Glover, Perry, 
Sayers, Washington, Cockran, Latham, Dorsey, Thomas of Wisconsin, Bowen, 
Wickham, Gest, and Smith of Arizona. 

Committee on the District of Columbia—Messrs. Hemphill, Campbell of Ohio, 
Compton, Heard, Mahoney, Latham, Lee, Vance, Rowell, Grout, Atkinson, 
Romeis, and Brewer. 

Commitice on the Revision y ths Laws—Messrs. Oates, Turner of Georgia, 
Townshend, Burnes, Matson, Dibble, Lanham, Hogg, Finley, Brewer, Yardley, 
Boothman, and Butler. 


Committee on Expenditures in the State Department—Messrs, Morse, Belmont, 
Stewart of Geo: Lee, Atkinson, Brower, and Kerr, 

Committee on Expenditures in the ry Department—Messrs, Wheeler, Cul- 
berson, Simmons, Hall, Farquhar, Gallinger, and Bowden, 

Commitice on Expenditures in the War Dip wiment—Messrs. Laffoon, Jones, 
Wilkins, Rice, Warner, Arnold, and DeLano. 

Committee on Expendi{ures in the Navy Department—Messrs, Scott, Herbert, Mor- 
gan, Romeis, Sawyer, and Maffett. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Ofice Department—Messrs, Dockery, 
Cowles, Merriman, Anderson of Aasia 5 Brown of Ohio, Post, and Moffitt, 

Commitice on Expenditures in the Interior Department—Messrs. Hudd, Bliss, 
O'Neill of Missouri, Washington, Brumm, West, and John R. Brown. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice—Messrs. Cowles, For- 
ney, Hutton, Greenman, Thompson of Ohio, Sherman, and Hopkins of Virginia, 

mmittee on Expenditures on Public Buildings—Messrs. Timothy J. Campbell, 

Dougherty, Barry, Walker, Milliken, Yardley,and Yost. 

Commitice on Accounts—Messrs, Shaw, Sowden, Hays, Grimes, Lee, O'Donnell, 
Bound, Flood, and Boothman, 

Committee on the Library—Messrs. Stahlnecker, Davidson of Florida, Gay, 
O'Neill of Pennsylvania, and Owen. 

Commitiecon Printing—Messrs. Richardson,Gibson, and Hiestand. 

Se on Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Fisher, Enloe, Carlton, Kilgore, Holmes, 
and Kennedy. 

Committee on Reformin the Civil Service—Messrs.Clements, Dargan,Stone, Bryce. 
Rusk, Phelan, Abbott, Anderson of Iowa, Bayne, Hopkins, Spooner, Fitch, an: 
Thomas of Kentucky, 
- Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress—Messrs. Ermentrout, Crain, Peel, Cummings, Lagan, Lawler, Cothran, 


povie: Baker of Illinois, Osborne, Brown of Ohio, Baker of New York, and 
n 


ean. 
Committee onthe Eleventh Census—Messrs. Cox, Blount, Holman, Clardy, Seney, 
Taulbee, Perry, Newton, McKenha, Taylor of Ohio, Hopkins of Virginia, Maf- 


fett, and Sherman. 

6 on Indian Depredation Claims—Messrs. Whitthorne, Dunn, Howard, 
Allen of yam a Shively, Hare, Biggs, Buchanan, Symes, Bunnell, Brown, 
Hopkins of New York, and Williams. 

Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics—Messrs. Landes, Compton, Davidson 
of Alabama, Vance, White of Indiana, Haugen, and Williams, 

Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic—Messrs, Campbell of Ohio, Bland, 
Merriman, McRae, Anderson of Illinois, Moore, McClammy, Hunter, Cheadle, 
Moffitt, and Yost. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. My object in making this motion is to give 
the committees time to organize, to select their clerical force, and, if 
possible, to prepare business for the beginning of the week, so that we 
may now go promptly to work on matters of public concern. 


The motion was agreed to. 

IMPRISONMENT OF COUNTY COURT JUDGES, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my objection to the introduction of the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. It is as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged in the public prints and elsewhere, that John F. Tandy, 
Albert Hoyt, and 8, OC, Peden, judges of the aed court of St, Clair County, 
Missouri, are now confined in the common jail of Cole County, Missouri, and 
have been so confined for more than one month, on the order of the circuit 
court of the United States for the western district of Missouri; and 

Whereas the imprisonment of said county pry: by is based upon the follow- 
ing facts, namely: That the said circuit court of the United Stai on April 23, 
1887, issued its writ of mandamus to said county judges, com ing them to 
levy a tax on all property in said St. Clair County, for the purpose of raising 
a fand sufficient to satisfy a certain judgment, theretofore rendered in said cir- 
cuit court against said county ; to which writ said county judges made answer 
and return to the effect that they could not obey the writ, for the reason that 
ey, had no authority under the laws of the State of Missouri to levy the tax, 
and that any attempt to do so would subject them to a criminal prosecution and 
heavy punishment under the laws of the State; which return was true in sub- 
stance and effect; notwithstanding which, the said circuit court quashed the 
return, attached said county judges for contempt, and committed them to jail, 
there to remain until ag Soup acknowledge themselves Reba Bad pened the 
tax according to the mandate of said circuit court, or until the further order of 
said court; and 

Whereas the arrest and imprisonment of these judicial officers of the State, 
under the circumstances detailed, is a gross usurpation of judicial power on the 
ps of the Federal circuit court, and a dangerous menace to every just form of 
ocal government: Therefore, 

Be i , That the Committee on the Judiciary is hereby instructed to 
investigate the facts touching the nb ge mca of said county judges, and to 
report by bill or otherwise, at the ea ont day prasiiosble; and to this end the 
= d Dorani on the J = onra Soo eu orized and empowered to send 
for persons and papers, an: ew ver steps may be necessary to a proper 
and compiese investigation of said alleged imprisonment; and to pay the ex- 

nse thereof, the sum of $1,000,or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
ere appropriated out of the contingent fund of the House, 


SESSION CLERKS FOR COMMITTEES. 
Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resclved, That the Committee on Accounts be instructed to report tothe House 
on Monday next the apportionment of the session clerks provided for by law, 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve an objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
why he offers the resolution in this form, instructing the Committee on 
Accounts as to their action in this matter. 

Mr. MATSON. I think, Mr. Speaker, it is quite important that the 
clerks should be apportioned to the committees promptly in order that 
the business of the House may proceed. Between now and Monday 
there certainly ought to be ample time to make this apportionment, 
which seems to bea mere matter of form, as [apprehend that there will 
be hardly any departure from the apportionment heretofore existing. 
It is important to the House to have the matter settled, and I think 
the committee may as well report on Monday as at a later time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Isimply wish to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that the Committee on Accounts have had no opportunity , 
to meet to consider this subject. 

Mr. MATSON. This resolution certainly implies no reflection on 
the committee, because everybody knows that they have not had an 
opportunity to act in this matter. 

Mr. ROGERS. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER, _Is there further objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask that the resolution be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. OATES. I move to amend the resolution so as to instruct the 
Committee on Accounts to report a clerk for each committee not pro- 
vided by law with an annual clerk. I remember well that in the last 
Congress we consumed a good deal of time in debating and considering 
propositions for clerks for several of the committees which were not 
provided for by law, until at last we gave clerks to them all, and I think 
we shall save time by voting todo that now. If asubject is important 
enough to have a committee appointed to consider it, I certainly think 
the committee ought to have a clerk. 
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The'question was taken on the amendment of Mr. OATES, and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OATES. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 86. 

Mr. OATES. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman makes the point that no quoram 
has voted. The Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from 
Alabama[Mr. OATES] andthe gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. MATSON]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House adjourn. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication, of the 23d ultimo, from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting a draught of a bill “to provide for the reduction of the 
Round Valley Indian reservation, in the State of California, and for other pur- 

. with accompanying papers relating thereto. The documents thus sub- 
mitted exhibit extensive and entirely unjustifiable encroachments upon lands 
set a) for Indian occupancy, and disclose a disregard of Indian rights so long 
continued that the Government can not further temporize without positive dis- 
honor. Efforts to dislodge trespassers upon these lands have in some cases 
been resisted upon the ground that certain moneys due from the Government 
for improvements have not been paid. So far as this claim is well founded the 
sum necessary to pane mye the same should be at once appropriated and paid, 
In other cases the ion of these intruders is one of simple and bare 
wrong-doing, nly questioning the inclination of the Government to protect 
its dependent Indian wards and its ability to maintain itself in the guaranty 
of such protection, 

These intruders should forthwith feel the weight of the Government's power. 
I earnestly commend the situation and the wrongs of the In: occupying the 
reservation to the early attention of the Congress, and ask for the bill 
herewith transmitted careful and prompt attention. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive Mansion, January 5, 1888. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. The tell- 
ers will take their places, unless gentlemen agree to postpone this mat- 
ter. 
Mr. MATSON. I ask to withdraw the resolution I have offered, as 
Iam satisfied, now thas the attention of the Committee on Accounts 
has been called to this matter, there will be prompt action, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will be 
regarded as withdrawn. 


There was no objection. 

CLAIM OF FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 3255) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
and pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures 
made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, SAUGATUCK, MICH. 
` Mr. FORD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3256) 
providing for the establishment of a life-saving station at the harbor of 
Saugatuck, Mich.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3257) to 
establish additional life-saving stations; which was read a first and sec- 
ond ame, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

POSTAGE ON FOURTH-CLASS MATTER. 

Mr. GROUT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3258) 
to reduce the postage on fourth-class matter; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENT OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. GROUT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3259) to enable the people to name their postmasters; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. GROUT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3260) providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject of 
the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was read a first and second time, re- 

: ES A the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to 
printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. GROUT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3261) 
for the relief of Union soldiers who were confined in Southern prisons; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GROUT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3262) granting pensions to all invalid soldiers of the United States in 
the late civil war who are’dependent upon -their daily labor for their 
support; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DESTRUCTION OF VESSELS AT SEA. 

Mr. COLLINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3263) to amend section 5365 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON WOOL MANUFACTURES, 


Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 47) providing for the printing of 20,000 copies of the recent spec- 
ial report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, entitled ‘‘ Wool and 
the Manufactures of Wool,” 5,000 for the use of the Senate and 15,000 
for the use of the House; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLS. I renew the motion that the House adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 10’clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned till Monday next. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 3100) for the relief of the creditors of 
ri Deposit Savings Association of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee on 

aims, e e: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3101) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviv- 
ing parter of the firm of Vert and Mastin, of Mobile, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3102) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock 
Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 3103) gtanting a pension to Shelby 
Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3104) granting a pension to Cyrenius W. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3105) granting a pension to Peter Greenfield—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FELTON: A bill (H. R. 3106) for the relief of Lieutenant- 
Colonel Eyre—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 3107) to increase the pension of 
James Coey, late major of the One hundred and forty-seyenth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 3108) for the relief of Thomas 
Flynn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3109) for the relief of George T. Reeves—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3110) for the relief of Ebenezer T. White—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 3111) for the relief of James Mc- 
Evoy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 3112) forthe relief of Phin- 
eas T. Richardson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYSON: A bill (H. R. 3113) granting a pension to Eusebe 
Geroux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 3114) for the relief of minor 
children of Jonathan E. Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 3115) to increase the pension of 
Theodore Livings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3116) for the relief of Henry C. De 
Ahna—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3117) for the relief of the heirs of 
Miguel Salinas—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3118) for the relief of George F. 
Brott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 3119) for the relief of George W. 
Leipps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 3120) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Private 
Ernest Beechner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3121) for the relief of Agnes and Maria De Leon— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 3122) for the relief of the legal rep- 
reatatite of George McDougall, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3123) granting a pension to Caroline E. French— 
to the Committee on-Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3124) granting a pension to William Sears—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3126) granting a pension to Tilman Bush—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (EL R. 3127) granting a pension to John Maholm—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3128) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Isaac R. Kemp—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3129) granting a pension to Julius R. Fredrick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3130) for the relief of Peter Curran—to the Com- 
mittee om Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3131) forthe relief of John Sage—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3132) for ‘the relief of David A. Haywood—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3133) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Kiley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3134) for the relief of James Kiley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 40) for the relief of Maria Virginia 
Brown, assignee—to the Committee on War 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3135) for the relief of Flora Skinner—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3136) for the relief of Lewis Bitlick—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3137) for the relief of J. Q. Harding—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3138) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H, Wiggins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3139) for the relief of Silas D. Bailiff—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. R. 3140) for the relief of William An- 
derson—to the Committee on War Claims. + 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3141) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet N. Campbell— 
to the Committee on War 
Also, 2 bill (H. R. 3142) for the relief of Emerson F. Fales—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3143) to correct the military record of Wilson B. 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3144) for the relief of John W. Duncan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3145) for the relief of Eliza Boyd—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3146) for the relief of Sarah E. Myers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3147) for the relief of Ransom L. Harris—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3148) se a. se relief of John 8. Herwick—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3149) for th the relief of David H. Thompson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
‘Also, a bill (H. R. 3150) granting an increase of pension to William 
Randall—to the Committee on ae isan Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3151) for the relief of Wells C. McCool—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrington— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 3153) for the relief of William McGrath—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3154) for the relief of Nancy J. Lucas—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3155) for the relief of E. J. Aldrich—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H, R. 3156) ganiog a pension to Emily 
Millhour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. yee granting a pension to Mary 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 3158) increasing the pension of 
Howard S. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. R. 3159) forthe relief of William 
Reed—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 3160) for the relief of Barney 
Back—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3161) for the relief of Levi Romans—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3162) for the relief of Jesse K. Howard—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 3163) granting a pension to 
Clarissa Shorey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3164) for the relief of George P. Haven—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3165) for the relief of John MecGarigle—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3166) for the relief of Louis E. Weymouth—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 3167) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
L. Nott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R: 3168) to adjust the accounts of the Department of 
Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 3169) to submit to the Court of 
Claims for adjudication the title of William MeGarrahan to the min- 
eral interests of the rancho ‘* Panoche Grande,’’ a tract of land in the 
State of California, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3170) for the relief of John R. Farrell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3171) ‘for the relief of Edward S. Tobey—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3172) granting a pension to Samuel W. Pierce—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of St. Vincent’s Orphan Asy- 
lum, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3174) for the relief of Providence Hospital, in the 
city of Washington, District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3175) for the relief of Richard A. Neuert—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3176) for the relief of Albert H. Emery—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 3177) for the relief of James 
Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3178) for the relief’ of Michael J. McLanghlin— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 3179) granting a pension to Levi 
H. Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 3180) granting a pension to John H, 
Sayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 3181) for the relief of Anna W. Os- 
borne—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 3182) for the relief of John Waddans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3183) for the relief of Kelsey Curtis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) granting a pension to John P. Schmitz—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICE: A bill (H. R. 3185) granting a pension to Sarah C. Web- 
ster, widow of Joseph R. Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 3186) granting ® pension to Samuel 
oar —to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 3187) posuere pension to Nancy 
Cranch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to David Blake—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3189) granting a pension to Lucy A. M. Norman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL; A bill (H. R. 3190) granting a pension to Newton 
O’Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill(H. R. 3191) granting a pension to Mary 
S. Logan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 3192) forthe relief of David L. Brain- 
ard and others—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3193) granting a pension to William S. Hall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES: A bill (H. R. 3194) for the relief of Joseph Curriden— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3195) authorizing the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury to make a final adjustment of claims of certain foreign 
steamship companies arising from certain illegal exactions of tonnage 
dues—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELMONT: A bill (H. R, 3196) for the relief of Sarah E. 
E. Perine, widow and administratrix of William Perine, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3197) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
the Compagnie Générale Transatlantique for duties of tonnage illegally 
exacted—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) for the reliefof Thomas F. Young's assignee, 
etc.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3199) granting a pension to Mary White—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3200) granting a pension to John Curran—to,the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3201) for the relief of Margaret M. Carleton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTTING (by request): A bill (H. R. 3202) granting a pen- 
sion to Electa A. MeColly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYSON: A bill (H. R. 3203) for the reliefof John Hoover— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, BOOTHMAN;: A bill (H, R. 3204) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against David A. Hamlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 3205) granting a pension to 
Margaret M. Driscoll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 3206) granting a pension to Thorn- 
ton Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3207) forthe relief of Henry Newyear—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3208) to pension Mary J. McCafferty—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 3209) granting a pension to Emeline 
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3210) for the relief of James Patterson—to the 
Committee on Military i 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 3211) granting a pension to 
Joseph Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 3212) for the relief of George T. Sil- 
vers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3213) for the relief of Amos Sheline—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUND: A bill (H. R. 3214) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Thomas Connelly—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 3215) to authorize the construc- 
tion of the Ohio Connecting Railway Company Bridge—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3216) for restoration to the rolls of Sylvester F. 
Hildebrand—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE; A bill (H. R. 3217) for the relief of Frederick 
Gates—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3218) granting a pension to John Marks—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3219) granting a pension to William M. Rim- 
mel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON: A bill (H. R. 3220) for the relief of Rebecca 
neal and Matilda Spence—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3221) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of William P. Witherow and grant him an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Afairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3222) restoring to the pension-roll the name of 
Hannah Dimond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H; R. 3223) for the relief of W. H. Ward—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 44) referring case of 
Rudolph Lobsiger, a Swiss citizen, to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 3224) for the relief of Andrew 
J. McNabb—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 3225) for the relief of Patrick J. 
Griffin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3226) for the relief of Jeremiah Fritts—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3227) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Cox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3228) for the relief of Warren Hall—to the Gom- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3229) to remove the charge of 
desertion against A. Washburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 3230) for the relief of R. H. Lee—, 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3231) granting a pension to Capt. Woodson Blake 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3232) for the relief of Alexander Flanegan—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3232) for the relief of Robert F. Reynolds—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to James A. Myers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 3235) to restore to John 
LS Mears a fine improperly imposed on him—to the Committee on the 
udiciary, 
By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 3236) for the relief of George Pfeif- 
eh GENDER Wout, oem 
y Mr. A 3237 ting a to 
Friederika Winter—to the Committee on Tnvulid Pensions. ca 
' By Mr. HUDD: A bill (H. R. 3238) granting a pension to Lonis 
Pope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the ae and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of Michael J. McLaughlin and 
of James Gree for removal of charge of desertion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the J. C. Ayer Company and others, citizens of Low- 
ell, Mass., praying for legislation which shall cause the Postmaster- 
General to refund money under certain rulings of the Post-Office De- 
partment, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. C. S. BAKER: Petition of George. W. Nichols and 28 others, 
citizens and voters residing in Monroe and Orleans Counties, New York, 
in favor of a reduction of the rate of postage on seeds, plants, bulbs, 
and scions, to reduce the cost of money orders of $5 or "Jess, to abolish 
postal notes, and to restore fractional currency for use in the mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of William J. Blain, late of Company M, 
Sixty-second Regiment, Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, for removal 
of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of George Nichols and 28 others, of Monroe and Or- 
leans Counties, New York, in favor of fractional currency for the con- 
venience of trade—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of William M. Rimmel, for special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Marks, for original Sarit the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legialatare. of California, relating to 
mining débris—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of Edward Ayres, Company F, Fifty-first Indiana, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Frederick Gates, for a special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of William J. Courtney, of Soldiers’ 
Home, in the county of Elizabeth, Virginia—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of citizens of Oxford, Oakland County, 
Michigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Christopher C. Boyle, of Chattooga 
County; of heirs at law of Chesley Holland, deceased, of Barton County, 


-and of §. W. Dobson, of Gordon County, Georgia, for reference of their 


claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committée on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS:* Petition from the Massachusetts Society, for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the mayor and board of park commissioners of 
Boston, asking permission to use and improve Castle Island, in Boston 
Harbor, in connection with the park system—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of James J. Dorsey and others, residents on the New 
York Indian lands, so called, for legislation giving them title to the 
same—to the Comniittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Peter Johnson, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Fishing Union, for 
tection for the fishing industries—to the Committee on aon Hare, Man 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of Mrs. Annie Gibson Yates, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Flax and Hemp Growers’ and Tinners’ Asso- 
ciations, asking that skilled labor be allowed to come into this country 
without violating United States laws—to the Committeeon Commerce. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Tacoma, of Washington Territory, ask- 
ing continuance of high tariff on lumber—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of Charles Gallagher, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Druggists’ Association of Reading, Pa., for he 
abolition ofinternal-revenue tax on spirits used inthe manufactures an: 
the arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of Royal T. Hiar, for original pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of P. R. Brown and 75 others, for a revision of the 
patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FORNEY : Petition of John H. Bishop, of Cherokee County, 
and of Andrew J. Blackburn, of Blount County, Alabama, for refer- 
ence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Emily Millhour for special-act pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of John E, Evans, of Obion County, and of 
H. H. Mahan, administrator of Josiah B. Moss, deceased, of Crockett 
County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill forthe improvementof Black Rock Har- 
bor, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HALL: Remonstrance against the admission of Utah with 
polygamy, from citizens of Butler County, Pennsylvania—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HERMANN; A bill providing an additional appropriation 
for the purpose of continuing work on the canal and locks at the Cas- 
cades of the Columbia. 

Also, a bill providing an appropriation for the continuance of im- 
provements at the mouth of the Columbia River. 

Also, a bill providing an appropriation for the speedy completion of 
the entrance to Yaquina Bay, Oregon. 

Also, a bill providing an appropriation for continuing the improve- 
ments at the entrance to Coos Bay, Oregon. 


Also, a bill providing an appropriation for the improvement of the 

Umpqua River, Oregon. 

Also, a bill appropriating $80,000 for improving entrance to Coquille 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John Campbell, of Arkansas, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUDD: Petition of Louis Pope, for special-act pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition for a law to refund the direct tax col- 
lected under the act of August 5, 1861, to the several States—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill appropriating $250,000 for the improve- 
ment of Cumberland River above Nashville—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolutions to authorize the purchase of the lands neces- 
sary for the construction of locks and damson the Cumberland River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Margaret Harrell, of Sumner County, and of 
Nathan Smith, administrator of Green Harper, deceased, of Trousdale 
County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of Washington Territory, 
against the reduction of the tariff on lumber—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Newton O'Neal, for an original pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Petition of citizens of Weedsport, N. Y., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 58 citizens of Michigan Centre, 
Mich., against the admission of Utah with polygamy—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition urging the passage of bill 
for the relief of sailors and marines in the United States naval homes— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance ot citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., against the em- 
porma of convict labor by the Government, or, if so employed, to 

ve the articles made designated by ‘‘ convict labor’’—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Petition of J. E. Taylor and others, of Livingston 
County, Illinois, for legislation for the better observance of the Sab- 
bath day—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: Petition of Union Ex-Prisoners of War Associa- 
tion of New Jersey, in favor of pensions for ex-prisoners of war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, RICE: Petition of the St. Paul Chamber of Commerce, for the 

of a bill to amend sections 2595 and 2596 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, and to provide a collector at the port of St. 
Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition ot F. T. Lane and others, for the issue of 
fractional currency for postal purposes—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of James A. Milam, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

. By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolution of the Illinois State Grange, in favor 
of electing United States Senators by the people—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. > 

Also, resolution of same, to connect the Mississippi River and Lake 
Michigan via Illinois River and canal—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Also, resolution of same, denouncing dealing in futures and options— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of same, indorsing the Reagan immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of same, indorsing the interstate-commerce law—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of same, to make the Commissioner of Agriculture a 
Cabinet officer—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Aiso, resolution of same, against extending time of paymentof United 
States bonds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of same, for a Government telegraph—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of same, in favor of taxing whisky and tobacco and 
not necessaries of life—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the manufacturers of cigars and tobacco at Pekin, 
IIL, against the abolition or reduction of the tax on tobacco and cigars— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of Charles Gallagher, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of Jesse K. Howard, for removal of 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition in favor of national aid in support of com- 
mon-school education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of AmosSheline, and of George T. Silvers, 
for removal of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Af- 


rs. 
By Mr. YOST: Petition of citizens of Henry County, Virginia, for 
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the passage of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 


The following petitions for an inerease of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Of citizens of Bee Creek, Ellis County, Texas. 

Also, of citizens of Scurry, Kaufman County, Texas. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of Robert Sample and others, of Wildwood, Alle- 
gheny County; of citizens of Lewis, Allegheny County, and of citizens 
of Talley Cavey, Allegheny County, Pa. 

By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of White Road, Forsythe County; of 
R. S. Williams and others, of Rockingham County, North Carolina; 
of Jonah Jackson and others, of Surry County; of citizens of Surry 
County, North Carolina, 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Butler County; of citizens 
of Butler County, Ohio. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of C. F. Averill and others, of Medina County, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of R. C. Cothran and 39 others, of Denson’s Landing; 
of W. T. Daniels, jr., and 46 others, of Tom’s Creek, Perry County; 
of D. H. Smith and 51 others, of Roxie; of T. L. Summons and 66 
others, of Mexico, and of William Francis and 31 others, Bilbrey, Car- 
roll County; of J. C. Springer and 40 others, of Grand Hill, McNairy 
County; of A. D. Barrett and 70 others, of Montgomery, Chester County; 
of Thomas B. Tidwell and 48 others, of Gilly Mills; of M. L. Crow an 
48 others, of Pickwick, Harden County; of A. J. Crouch and 40 others; 
of E. D. Sweed and 42 others, of Law; of J. C. Tincher and 45 others, 
Crucifer, Henderson County, Tennessee. 

Also, of W. T. Punce and 41 others, citizens of Chaseville, Benton 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of citizens at Land’s Store, and of citi- 
zens of Bethel; of citizens of Dryville and others, and of citizens of 
Spangsville and others; of citizens of Vinemont and others, and of citi- 
zens of New Jerusalem, and of citizens, of Fredericksyille, Berks 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Of W. H. Mead and others, of Meadville; of 
J. P. MeLinden and others, of Pike County; of 8. T. Kennedy and 
others, of Pike County; of J. D. Donnelly and others, of Donyelly; of 
P. R. Parsons and others, of Crenshaw County; of J. A. Whaley and 
others, of Covington County, Alabama. $ 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: Of J. Kyle Robinson and others, of Mont- 
gomery County; of W. A. Overstreet and others, of Bedford County; 
of R. P. Martin and others, of Roanoke County; of A. G. Haythe and 
others, of Halifax County; of W. J. King and others, of Botetourt 
County, and of W. L. Mason and others, of Campbell County, Vir- 
ginia. 

By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of North Oakland, and of Whitestown, 
Butler County; of citizens of Randolph and of Hayfield, Crawford 
County, and of Balm, Mercer County, Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. NEAL: Of citizens of Tyner, Hamilton County, Tennessee. 

By Mr.. NICHOLS: Of James T. Hutchins and others, of North 
Carolina; of S. M. Boggs and others, of Mud Lick; of C. N. Roberson 
and others, of Elm Grove, Chatham County, and of F. L. Spoon, Oak- 
dale, Alamance County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Of Daniel L. Davis and others, of Hocking 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of W. F. McDonnell and others, of Lincoln 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of R. G. S. Morris and others, of Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Rushég, N. C.; of citizens of 
Anson County; of citizens of Robeson County; of citizens of Mecklen- 
burgh County; of citizensof Mecklenburgh County; of citizensof Meck- 
lenburgh County; of citizens of Martindale, N. C.; of citizens of Meck- 
lenburgh County; of citizens of Union County; of citizens of Shamrock, 
N. C.; of citizens of Bloomington, N. C. 

Also, of citizens of Richmond County; of citizens of Union County; 
of citizens of Stanly County; of citizens of Anson County; of citizens 
of Meckleuburgh County; of citizens of Stanly County; of citizens of 
Columbus County; of citizens of Union County; of citizens of North 
Carolina. . 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Of John B. Taylor and others; of Mr. Lanva 
and others; of Basil Jenkins and others; of H. E. Hardy and others; 
of E. T. Rodwell and others; of J. W. Barnes and others; of F, P. 
Endlaw and others; of F. A. Jugran and others; of William Davis 
and others, of North Carolina. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Of J. E. Cugo and 8 others, of Carmel; 
of W. W. Woodson and 59 others, of Saugo; of B. A. Orgain and 59 
others of Orgain’s Cross Roads; of L.C. Atkins and others, of Port Royal; 
of citizens of Dotsonville, Montgomery County; of citizens of Lockert and 
others, of Calhoun County; of citizens of Mitchell, Robertson County; 
of G. M. Reasoner aud 67 others, of Ridge Post; of Dr. J. H. Jordan 
and 69 others, of Jordan; of W. M. Yeatman and 22 others of Edgefield 
Junction, Davidson County; of citizens of McEwen and of Cold Springs; 
of Woolworth, Humphreys County, Tennessee, and of citizens of Wynn, 
Stewart County, Tennessee. 
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z By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of L. B. Lester and others, of Giles Connty, 
‘ennessce. : 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Of citizens of CarrolltonStation, Montgomery 
County, Ohio. y 

By Mr. YODER: Of citizens of Mercer County; of William Bell and 
others, of Darke County; of citizens of Santa Fé, County; of 
citizens of Darke County; of citizens of Mercer Couuty; of citizens of 
Mercer County. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Highland County; of citizens of Am- 
herst County, Virginia. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 9, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To ihe Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication, of the 23d ultimo, the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting a draught of a bill “to provide for the reduction of the 
Round Valley Indian reservation, in the State of California, and for other pur- 
poses,” with accompanying Ë gaira relating thereto, The documents thus sub- 
mitted exhibit extensive and entirely unjustifiable encroachments upon lands 
seta for Indian occupancy, and disclose a disregard of Indian rights so long 
continued that the Government can not further temporize without positive dis- 
honor. Efforts to dislodge trespassers upon these lands have in some cases been 
resisted upon the ground that certain moneys due from the Government forim- 
provements have not been paid. So far as this claim is well founded the sum 
necessary to extinguish the same should be at once appropriated and paid. In 
other cases the position of these intruders is one of simple and barefaced wrong- 
doing, plainly questioning the inclination of the Government to protect its de- 
pendon Indian wards and its ability to maintain itself in the guaranty of such 
protection, 

These intruders should forthwith feel the weight of the Government's power, 
I earnestly commend the situation and the wrongs of the Indians occupying the 
reservation named to the early attention of the Congress, and ask for the bill 
herewith transmitted careful and prompt attention. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Janwary5, 1888. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT temporelaid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, adraught ofa bill to effect a rearrangement of the grades of office 
in the Subsistence Department of the Army; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the first annual 
report of the Interstate Commerce Commission, with the recommenda- 
tion that the connection of the Interstate Commerce Commission with 
the Department of the Interior be severed; which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report of the 
commissioners for the construction of the Congressional Library build- 
ing; which, with the accompanying papers, was, on motion of Mr. Voor- 
HEES, referred to the Select Committee on Additional Accommodations 
for the Library of Congress, and ordered to be printed. 


_ PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Albert S. du 
Puget, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for relief; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Merchants’ and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Baltimore, favoring the proposed permanent 
exposition of the three Americas at the national capital; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution 
and the Discovery of America. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Nebraska, in favor of giving a silver medal to veterans ofthe late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Nebraska, 
in favor of the repeal of the law relating to arrears of pensions; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by F. H. Woods Post, No. 443, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Felicity, Ohio, in favor of the passage of 
Senate bill 181, known as the Grand Army pension bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

He also presented a petition of ex-prisoners of war of Minneapolis, 
Minn., praying for the passage of Senate bill 936, to pension the late 
prisoners of war confined in Confederate prisons; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions‘ 


Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition, very numerously signed 
by members of the Omaha tribe of Indians in the State of Nebraska, 
setting forth their condition as to their having taken lands in severalty 
and having assumed the position of citizens of the United States and 


of the State in which they live. They state that for three years they 
have lived upon these severalty Jands, and they desire that there shall 
be now paid to them in two installments, one this year and one the 
coming year, the amount due them as annuities, that it may be used 
by them. 

I ask the reference of the petition to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and request of that committee speedy action, as a delegation of this 
tribe gre now in the city to press this matter before them. I move that 
the petition be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if no objection be interposed. 

Mr. PAYNE presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Cleveland, Ohio, in behalf of the Vessel Owners’ Association of that 
city and vicinity, favoring the establishment of a naval reserve on the 
lakes, as proposed by the Secretary of the Navy; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the 
late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, late of the United States Army, 
praying to be granted certain relief; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of the city council of Lake 
View, Ill., praying for better postal facilities and favoring the estab- 
lishment of free delivery; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Clay and Christian Coun- 
ties, Illinois, praying for the passage of certain legislation in relation to 
swamp and overflowed lands; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of letter-carriers of Washington, D. C. 
praying to be allowed in compensation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented copies of eight letters, originals in 
claimant’s possession, in regard to the petition of Lydia K. White, 
praying to be allowed a pension as Army nurse; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Larimer County, 
Colorado, praying for the issue of fractional paper currency; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition from citizens of Larimer County, Colo- 
rado, praying for a reduction of the rate of postage on seeds, plants, 
bulbs, scions, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Post- Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of James Johnson and 23 other 
citizens of Texas, praying that additional compensation be allowed 
fourth-class postmasters; which was referred tothe Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. j 

Healso presented a petition of 4 citizens of Texas, representing officially 
the Texas Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, praying for the pas- 
sage of anamendment to the Constitution prohibiting the sale of liquor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 4 citizens of Texas, representing offi- 
cially the Texas Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, praying for 
the appointment of a national commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of M. W. Galt, W. W. Corco- 
ran, and 74 other citizens of the District of Columbia, praying that an 
additional day be given each month to the consideration of District 
affairs by the two Houses of Congress, and expressing confidence in and 
approval of the course of the commissioners of the District. I movethat 
the petition be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring the continuance of the appro- 
priation for daily telegraphic reports of the condition of the Ohio River; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of the Tenth Congressional 
district of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the admission of Utah 
with polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the Twentieth, Twenty- 
fourth, Twenty-fifth, and Twenty-sixth Congressional districts of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the passage of a bill prohibiting the manufacture, 
sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of Black Hawk, Winnesheik, 
and other Winnebago Indians, of Wisconsin, praying that the statutes 
providing forthe enrollment and paying of annuities to members of the 
Winnebago tribe of Indians be so amended that all the descendants of 
Pierre Paquette may be enrolled and paid annuities the same as other 
memipaa of that tribe; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 

nirs, 

He also presented the petition of Moses Paquette and other Indians 


i 
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of the Winnebago tribe, and of certain mixed-blood Indians, now law- 
fully residing in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of 
a law which shall authorize any of the Indians and mixed-blood In- 
dians of the Winnebago tribe lawfully residing in that State to become 
citizens of the United States, and for the payment to all such as shall 
so become citizens of their proportion of moneys and effects of the Win- 
nebago tribe held in trust by or under the provisions of any treaty or 
law of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. $ 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Plainfield, N. J., praying for the ofa 
law for the better legal protection of young girls in the District of Co- 
zumba; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of the National Division of the 
Sons of Temperance, praying that the United States join Great Britain 
in suppressing the liquor traffic in the Western Islands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of C. M. Hilton and other citizens 
of West Mills, Me., praying that increased compensation be allowed 
fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of citizens of the Fourth, 
Ninth, and Eleventh Congressional districts of Michigan, praying for 
the passage of a bill for the prohibition of the liquor traffic in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. x 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Ne- 
braska, favoring the immediate repeal of that part of the pension law 
known as the arrears limit; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Nebraska, 
in favor of granting to each of the Union soldiers in the late war a silver 
medal; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of John R. Clark, C. C. Bevans, and 
other citizens of Lincoln, Nebr., praying that the Territory of Utah be 
not admitted as a State so long as the civil power of the Territory re- 
mains in the hands of the Mormon Church; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. COKE presented three petitions of citizens of Texas, praying 
that increased compensation be allowed fourth-class postmasters; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of Owen W. Thomas & Co., and 
others, pork-packers of Louisville, Ky., praying for the passage of a 
bill to prevent the adulteration of lard; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BOWEN presented a resolution of the Denver (Colo.) Chamber 
of Commerce, in fayor of an increased appropriation for a public build- 
ing in Denver; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

He also presented a resolution adopted By the Denver (Colo. ) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, remonstrating against the removal of the tariff on 
wool; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Denver (Colo.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, remonstrating against the removal of the customs 
duties on lead; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Lewis Maish and 42 other ex- 
prisoners of war, praying for the passage of a bill to pension ex-prisoners 
of war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
` Mr. COCKRELL. I present a resolution adopted by the Queen City 
Division, No. 60, Order of Railway Conductors at Sedalia, Mo., in re- 
gard to Senate bill 874, to provide for the licensing of railway conduct- 
ors on railways within the United States, introduced in the Senate on 
the 5th of December,1887, The memorialists state that it is expected 
that the Order of Railway Conductors favor the passage of the 
bill, but they are opposed to it for the following reasons: 

That the cost of executing the proposed law will be excessive and un- 
reasonable. 

That the benefits to the publicand commerce will be chimerical and 
inadequate to the expense. - 

That no benefit can accrue to the conductors as a class, but that it 
will impose on them many unnecessary hardships. 

That the cost of procuring a license is excessive. 
nae they do not, as a class, desire any special legislation in their 

alf. $ 

That the best judges of their capacity and fitness for their duties are 
their superior officers, whose official success, to a great extent, depends 
on faithfulness and ability. 

That the bill as introduced is vague and indefinite in its provisions, 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, to which committee I understand the bill to which this me- 
morial relates was referred. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition sent to me from the office of the 

meral conference steward of the African Methodist Episcopal Zion 

urch. Rey. C.R. Harris transmits the petition, and he says that the 


pecan has been circulated in Virginia, the Carolinas, Georgia, Ala- 
ma, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, Tennessee, Kentucky. “I send 
the first installment to-day. Maury are yet to come in, but I thought 
best to send these, which are all that have come up to-this date, so that 
if you think best you may present them before others arrive. 

‘‘ The petition was worded by BishopS. T, Jones, D. D., of the African 
Methodist Ep Zion Church, and has theindorsement of the entire 
bench of bishops, including J. J. Moore, D. D., J. W. Hood, D. D., J. 
P. Thompson, and T. H. Lomax. Their signatures will come in a short 
while. Some of the petitions here sent are signed by an entire confer- 
ence of ministers of the African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church, and 
the petition was heartily approved by theconferences in the above-men- 
tioned States. 

“ Please present these petitions to Congress as the prayer of the black 
man of the South, and may God move upon the hearts of all Congress- 
men that they may approve. by vote the educational bill.” 

This petition, he goes on to say, contains between three and four 
thousand names of people such as he describes, It is addressed to the 
Congress of the United States. In it they say: 

We, the undersigned petitioners, being a portion of the humble people re- 
cently enfranchised and invested with the duties and responsibilities of citizen- 
ship by the actof the National Government, respectfully ask and earnestly pra 
that the Government which lifted us from vassalage to the dignity of manhood, 
would complete the work it has so wisely and meritoriously begun by the y 
adoption of the measure now before Congress known as the “ Blair bill,” or 
some such measure as will enable the several States more largely and efficiently 
to oe us in Long sata —— to root ei arregi by Hi ral oe So. 
to discharge the es res ities o! e important trust, as s 
more beneficial to the prraascinen 2% whether local or national. 

We would respectfully urge our claim to national aid in our interest for the 
reasons stated and on the following additional grounds: First, of our enforced 
and unrequited contribution to the wealth and aggrandizement of the nation; 
second, of our loyalty and patriotism in times of national calamity, both in the 
struggle for independence and in the contests for national supremacy; third, 
of our fidelity in guarding the domestic interests of our late owners while they 
were en; in a sanguinary conflict having for its object our parpena bond- 
age; and, lastly, on the groundsof our poverty and consequent inability to edu- 
cate ourselves, From these and other considerations we pray that we may 
have the favor of the National Government, and as in duty bound we shall ever- 
more pray. 


Then follow the signatures to the number of 3,107, as mentioned by 
Rev. C. R. Harris. As the bill referred to is before the Senate, I move 
that the petition lie on the table. s 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of citizens of Henry County, Vir- 
ginia, praying for the passage of the bill g@nnting national aid to educa- 
tion; which was ordered to lie on the table. - 

Mr. PLATT presented two petitions of citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying for the passage of Senate bill 927, prohibiting the manu- 
facture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages in the District 
of Columbia ; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of citizens of Watertown, N. Y., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the erection of a public build- 
ing for a post-office in the city of Watertown, N. Y.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented two petitions of the Grand Division of the Sons of 
Temperance of Western New York, praying for the submission to the 
States of a national prohibitory constitutional amendment; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. A 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Schuyler Falls, Clinton 
County, New York, praying for the repeal of the provision of the pension 
law limiting the time for making application for pensions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of C. Augusta Urquhart, of New York, 
praying for the reference of her claim against the United States to the 
Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of N. M. Campbell and 56 other 
citizens of Hubbardston, Mich., praying for the increase of pension for 
deafness; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of James Haley and 33 other citizens of 
Huron, Mich., praying that the patent laws be so amended as to pro- 
tect the innocent users of patented articles; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of the Letter-Carriers’ Association of 
Saginaw, Mich., praying for an increase of salary; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the First, Third, Fourth, 
and Sixth Congressional districts of Michigan, praying for the prohibi- 
tion of the manufacture and sale of alcoholic liquors in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of letter-carriers of St. Paul, Minn., 
praying to be allowed increased compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the common council of 
Duluth, Minn., favoring an appropriation to reimburse the city of Du- 
luth for the necessary expense in constructing a ship-canal across Minne- 
sota Point, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating 
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against the passage of a law for the admission of Utah as a State with 
polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Washington County, Minnesota, praying for certain legislation in re- 
gard to railroad charges for passengers and freight; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Charles Gallagher, late pur- 
yeyor of the headquarters of the Department of Virginia and North 
Carolina, praying reimbursement for loss of his vessel and cargo; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also presented the petition of Flora Adams Darling, praying to 
be granted certain relief, and to be furnished with a copy of the report 
made by the Court of Claims of the finding of fact reported to the 
House Committee on the Judiciary, upon which she bases her claim 
for reimbursement and damages against the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of E. E. Andrews and 20 other 
citizens of Berlin, Vt., praying for the reduction of the postage on seeds, 
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented the petition of W. C. Hoog and 40 other citizens of 
Grand Isle, Vt., praying for the repeal of the law limiting the time for 
making applications for pensions; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of citizens of the Third, Sixth, 
Seventh, Eighth, and Ninth Congressional districts of Wisconsin, praying 
for the prohibition of the manufacture and sale of alcoholic liquors in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee‘on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 426) granting to the city of Colorado Springs, in 
the State of Colorado, certain lands therein described for water reser- 
voirs, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
425) to grant the right of way through the public lands for irrigation 
purposes, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1216) providing for the invest- 
ment of certain funds in the Treasury; which was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr, SHERMAN. As thatis an important bill, I should like to have 
it read so that it may appear in the RECORD. It is very short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the second time 
at length, 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed, from time to time, to invest not Leben Mees cent. of the fund held 
in the Treasury for redemption of notes of national banks “ failed,” “in liquida- 
tion,” and “ reducing circulation,” by the purchase in open market of any bonds 
of the United States bearing interest. 

That whenever the money on hand to the credit of said fund shall fall below 
20 per cent. of the fund deposited, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorizedand directed. from time to time, to sellin open market any portion of the 
bonds purchased for said fund as may ie greanrens Arey his opinion toenable him 
to pay as presented any notes of national banks for the redemption of which 
said fund is held, the purpose of this section to maintain in the Treasury 
for such redemption not less than 20 per cent. and not exceeding 30 per cent. of 
the money deposited. 

That any national bank now authorized or hereafter authorized to issue 90 
per cent. of the bonds deposited by it as security for circulating notes, shall, 
after the ge of this act, bo authorized to issue circulating notes to the 
amount of 100 pe r cent, of the par value of the bonds so deposited. - 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1217) to establish in the De- 
partment of the Treasury a bureau of adulteration and to provide 
for the maintenance thereof, and to regulate or prohibit the importa- 
tion, manufacture, and sale of adulterated articles of food and drugs; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I introduce the bill atthe request of several or- 
ganizationsinterested in the subject-matter. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1218) to incorporate the Atlan- 
tic Trust and Deposit Company of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1219) grantinga pension to David Heim- 
bach; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1220) to create a board of arbitration 
to settle and determine the controversy between the United States and 
the State of Texas relating to certain territory by them respectively 
claimed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. f 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1221) to authorize the Choctaw, Chick- 
asaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Nations of Indians, respectively, 
to lease lands within their respective boundaries for mining purposes, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and to validate 


leases heretofore made for said purposes by the proper authorities of 
any of said nations; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1222) to pay George 
M. Hare for services while on detail as master mechanic, caulker, 
and ship-builder; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1223) for the relief of Sarah 
Jane Johnson, widow of Richard Johnson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1224) to provide for post-office build- 
ings; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COLQUITT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1225) to abrogate 
the powers of the executive officers of the Unted States in allowin 
indemnity locations or scrip for confirmed, unsatisfied private land 
claims, under section 3 of the act of Congress approved June 2, 1858 
(United States Statutes at Large, volume 11, pages 294 and 295, chap- 
ter 81), and to vest that power in the courts of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. > 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1226) touching the 
grade of commander in the Navy, and to correct an error in relation to 
an appointment therein; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ' 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1227) authorizing the appointment of 
a superintendent of Indian schools, and prescribing his duties; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1228) granting a right of way to the 
Jamestown and Northern Railroad Company through the Devil’s Lake 
Indian reservation, in the Territory of Dakota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1229) to accept and ratify an agreement 
made by the Pah-Ute Indians, and granting a right of way to the Car- 
son and Colorado Railroad Company through the Walker River reser- 
vation in Nevada;which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. - 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1230) to incorporate the Cen- 
tral Cable Railway Company of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 1231) for the relief of Samuel Schiffer, 
sole survivor of the firm of Schiffer & Co.: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1232) for the relief of Thomas G. Cor- 
bin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1233) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bil? (S. 1234) to create the Lakes and 
Gulf Waterway Commission; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committeeon Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1235) to modify and amend the provis- 
ions of the dedication to public use of the tract of land known as 
“Dearborn Park’’ in the city of Chicago, State of Illinois; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1236) to amend title 33, Revised Stat- 
utes, admitting duty free animals for breeding purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Anna Mertz; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Rensions. 

Mr. PUGH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1238) to establish a 
court of appeals; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Annie Gibson Yates; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1240) granting a pension to Lyman H. 
Walker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1241) to prevent obstructive and 
injurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York 
City, by dumping or otherwise, and to punish and prevent such of- 
fenses, and ing other provisions in connection therewith: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1242) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Maj. William Kendall; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1243) to grant to the Great 
Falls Electric and Power Company the privilege of utilizing certain 
waters of the Potomac River; which was read twice by its title. 
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Mr. MORRILL. This seems to be an important bill, but I intro- 
duce it by request, I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 1244) providing for reference of 
causes in the courts of the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Nancy E. 
Day, administratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1246) to grant additional 
rights to homestead settlers on the public lands, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Public Lands. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1247) directing the Secretary of War to 
furnish States with copies of the records of troops in the late war; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1248) to effect a rearrangement of the 
grades of office in the Subsistence Department of the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1249) to secure monthly payments in 
the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1250) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ Anact 
granting pensions to the soldiersand sailors of the Mexican war, and for 
other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1251) to prevent thesummary cancella- 
tion of pension certificates and providing for hearings in cases relating 
thereto; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. A 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1252) for the relief of John Spi- 
cer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1253) granting pensions to certain sol- 
diers and sailors of the Black Hawk war and of the Florida war, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1254) granting a pension to Eliza J. 
Mayden; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1255) granting arrears of pension to 
Sarah E. Brashear; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1256) for the relief of Rachel 
Walcott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1257) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. 
Wood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1258) granting a pension to Sarah 
Ann Waters; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 1259) to amend section 4737 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1260) to restore to the public domain a 
part of the Uintah Valley Indian reservation in the Territory of Utah, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1261) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Nonamaker; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1262) for the relief of I. Kropp, 
administrator of Christian Kropp, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1263) granting a pension to 
Esther J. Kasson and children; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to Martha V. 
Coleman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1265) granting the right of way to the 
Tucson, Globe and Northern Railroad Company through the White 
Mountain Indiau reservation in the Territory of Arizona; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to 
Shelton Flannigan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1267) granting a pension to J. B. Ting- 
ley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1268) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of land located with mili- 


tary warrants in the States described therein, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (by réquest) introduced a bill (S. 1269) granting 
a pension to Lydia K. White; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1270) to authorize the 
voluntary retirement of certain officers of the United States Navy who 
have rendered conspicuous services in battle; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1271) to amend section 4414 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the compensation of 
inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1272) granting a pension to Helen A. 
Beebe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1273) for the relief 
of Wilbur F. Cogswell; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Capt. 
William Galloway; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1275) for the relief of Lucien H. Rob- 
ertson, and to remove the charge of desertion; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request). introduced a bill (S. 1276) for the relief of 
Thomas S. Hughes, and to remove the charge of desertion; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1277) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
entered into by commissioners on the part of the States of New York and 
Pennsylvania in relation to the boundary line between said States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1278) for the relief of James 
A. Terrell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying petition, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1279) for the relief of 
the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1280) granting a pension to For- 
est M. Castle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 1281) for the relief of Sophia B. 
Moore; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1282) to refund to the State of North 
Carolina certain moneys therein named; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1283) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal off Cape Hatteras, 
North Carolina; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, in presenting this bill I desire to ex- 
press my sincere thanks to the members of the Light-House Board, 
from whom it emanates, for their thoughtful and careful attention to 
a subject than which there are but few, if any, more important to the 
commerce of the world and to humanity. 

The bill proposes to appropriate $500,000 for the erection of a light- 
house on Diamond Shoal, some 10 miles out to sea from the point of 
Cape Hatteras where the present light-house stands. 

I shall not detain the Senate now with an argument in favor of the 
bill. I will simply say that in all human history there will be but 
few better or more glorious days than the one on which the dark ter- 
rors of Hatteras shall be overcome by the illumination of humane 
science. Upon all the wide seas there is not a mariner who will not 
hail and bless that light, which will guide and save their ships in the 
perilous nights upon that fearful coast, when the very lights of heaven 
are obscured, and no time will come when the originators or promoters 
of this work and the country which accomplishes it will not receive, 
as they will deserve, the gratitude and honor of mankind. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
satisfied, as I am, that that committee will give it prompt and carnest 
attention. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 1284) for the relief of Sarah K. 
McLean, widow of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the holidays I introduced a bill to regulate 
immigration. On examination I find that it is not as full as I desired, 
and I therefore introduce an amended bill on the same subject. 

The bill (S. 1285) to regulate immigration, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1286) granting a pension to Mie 
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chael Lane; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1287) granting arrears of pension to 
George Andrews; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduceda bill (S. 1288) grantinga pension to John Child; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

` Mr. WALTHALL. By request of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 1289) for the relief of the estate of Francis M. Murray, 
deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1290) to enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to fulfill certain treaty stipulations with the Pottawat- 
omie Nation or tribe of Indians; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1291) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Staunton, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1292) to construct a road from the city 
of Staunton to the national cemetery, in the county of Augusta, in the 
State of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1293) for the reliefof Frank P. Murphy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1294) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1295) for the relief of soldiers 
and sailors who enlisted or served under assumed names, while minors 
or otherwise, in the Army or Navy during the war of the rebellion; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1296) granting the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States to the United States 
Railway Company from a point on the Canadian boundary to a point 
on the Mexican boundary, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads, 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1297) to establish a mint of coin- 
age in the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado; which was read 
iwice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 27) providing for 
the printing of a supplement to Wharton’s Digest of International 
Law; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ere 2 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 28) authorizing Pay- 
master J. Q. Burton, of the United States Navy, to accept a decoration 
conferred upon him by the Emperor of Japan; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask an order that the petition and papers of 
Thomas C. Clark, a claimant for a Revolutionary claim, be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
There has been, as I understand, no adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of John C. Stansee be taken from the 


files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, there having 
n no adverse report thereon. 


On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Lyman Guinnip, for correction of his military 
record, and the accom ying papers, be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, no adverse report having been 
made on the same. 

ADMISSION OF CHINESE. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Oecd States be requested, at the earliest ey moment, to ne- 
gotiate a treaty with the Emperor of China containing a provision that no Chi- 
nese shall enter the United States except ambassadors and others engaged in the 
diplomatic service of the Chinese Empire and merchants engaged in trade be- 
tween the AREE HSopeirs and foreign countries, and providing further that the 
United States be at liberty to ascertain, by such officers or tribunals as Con- 


gress may designate, whether Chinese offering to enter the United States are of 
the excepted classes, 


Mr, STEWART. Task that the resolution may be printed and lie on 
the table. Ishall call it up in a few days with a view of submitting 
some remarks in regard to it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempure. ‘ihe resolution will lie on the table, 
and be printed, ‘ 
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FOREIGN MAIL PARCELS, 


Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution, for which I ask imme- 
diate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the Senate what 
length of time books and other parcels received by mail from foreign countries 
are detained in the custom-house at New York, and if such detention be neces- 
sary or not, and what is the reason therefor. 

i The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to say that some few years ago 
this country established what it was supposed would be a great con- 
venience to business men and other persons receiving small parcels from 
abroad; thatis, a system by which books and small parcels of merchan- 
dise could be sent by mail. That practiceis being verglargely resorted 
to, but I believe it is true—at any rate it has been true in my experi- 
ence, and I have had a good deal—that it takes longer to get a parcel 
which comes through the post-office from a foreign country out of the 
New York custom-house after it has arrived in this country than the 
whole time spent in the voyage from Europe, 

I do not know but that this inquiry ought to have been properly ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of the Treasury rather than to the Postmaster- 
General; but I hope the inquiry will lead to a correction of the abuse. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMPILATION OF REVENUE AND APPROPRIATION ACTS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I offer the following resolution and ask for its refer- ` 
ence to the Committee on Rules: y 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to compile, for the use of the Senate 
Sins the Journals of the two Houses, the Annals of Congress, the Register of 


bates in Congress, and the Congressional Globe and Recorp, a complete chro- 


nological history of revenue and general yogic bills from the First to 


the Forty-ninth Congresses, inclusive, and for this purpose shall be authorized 
to employ an additional clerk, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
such compensation as shall be fixed by the Committce to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Iowa, hav- 
ing had a little experience with a similar work upon the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, that I think it would be much more convenient 
to the Senate and to him to have the service performed bya clerk under 
the immediate direction of the Committeé on Finance, of which the Sen- 
ator isa member. I make the suggestion that an additional clerk to 
that committee be appointed for that purpose, so that it may go with 
the original resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that can be considered by the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred tothe 
Committee on Rules, if there be no objection. ' 


COREA. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
to the Senate copies of all correspondence between his Department and the 
United States minister at Corea relative to recent alle; attempts upon the 
part of the Chinese Government to dethrone the King of and absorb Corea. 


COMING OF CHINESE, 


Mr. MITCHELL. On the 12th of December I introduced a bill in 
reference to Chinese immigration into this country, and at that time 
asked that it lie on the table. I now give notice that at the conclusion 
of the morning business on Wednesday next I shall move to take up 
Mak w for the purpose of presenting some remarks in connection with 
the bi 

INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions 
the morning business is closed. 

Mr. BROWN. I move to take up the resolutions introduced by my- 
self some days since on the subject of the removal of the internal-rev- 
enue taxes, with the view of submitting some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of resolutions which wil] be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions submitted by Mr. BROWN, Jan- 
uary 4, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the practice of the Government of the United States was cor- 
rect, for thé first three-quarters of a century of its existence, when it collected 
the revenues necessary to its rt at the ports or other boundaries of our ter- 
ritory by tariff, except in casesof war or other great paar aap A when internal- 
revenue laws or laws imposing direct taxes were passed, wh<h were repealed 
as soon as the emergency which called them forth ceased to exist. 

R That the present internal-revenue laws, which were enacted as war 
measures in time of a great emergency, which are onerous, oppressive, and un- 
democratic, have existed for almost a quarter of a century after the emergency , 
has passed, and there being a very large surplusin the Treasury, which it is the 
duty of the Government to provide against by a reduction of the revenues, it 
becomes the imperative duty of Congress to enact appropriate legislation for the 
repeal of said internal-revenue laws at the earliest day practicable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
take up the resolutions. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolutions. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the Constitution of the United States, 
in Article I, section 8, declares that Congress shall have power to lay and 
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collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; to pay the debts and provide 

for the common defense and general welfare of the United States, but 

= duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 
tates. 

And in section 9 of the same article it is provided that no capitation 
or other direct tax shall be laid unless in proportion to the census or 
enumeration hereinbefore directed to be taken. 

And it is then declared that ‘‘no tax or duty shall be laid on ar- 
ticles exported from any State.” 

Now it seems very clear that the Constitution clothes Congress with 
full power to collect the revenues of this Government by duties on im- 

orimposts by excise laws, or laws of the character now called the 
ternal-revenue laws, or by a direct tax. So far as the power of Con- 
gress over the subject is concerned there seems to be no doubt that it 
may Lag either of the modes above mentioned, or all of them, in col- 
lecting the revenues necessary to an economical administration of the 
Government, and all of these modes of raising revenue have been prac- 
ticed at different times under authority of different acts of Congress. 

There can, therefore, be no constitutional question involved, as the 
whole question is a question of policy, or of interest, and not of consti- 
tutional law. In the passage of a revenue act we should have regard, 
as far as may be, to the local interest of every State or section, and to 
the best interests of the whole people. 

Local interests have so much to do with this question that it has 
scarcely ever happened that a strict party vote has been cast on the 
passage of a general revenue act. There being no constitutional ques- 
tion involved, each State and each section naturally has more or less re- 
gard to its own local interests. 

The first session of the First Congress, on the 4th day of July, 1789, 

An act for a 
Tien laying a duty on goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the 


The preamble of said act is in these words: _ 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of Governmen 
the debts of the United States, and the encouragement on of manu- 
factures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchan imported. 

Then follows the body of the statute, laying a tariff on a large class 
of imported goods, wares, and merchandise. This was the first revenue 
act passed by the Congress of the United States after the organization 
of the Government. Mr. Madison was a leading member of Congress, 
and a number of others were members who were also members of the 
convention that framed the Constitution of the United States, and who 
were familiar with the construction placed upon it at the time by those 
who participated in its creation. 

In passing this first revenue act Congress had three objects in view, 
as avowed in the preamble; first, the support of the Government; sec- 
ond, the discharge of the debts of the United States, and, third, the en- 
couragement and protection of manufactures. This act was a tariff act 
only, taxing goods, wares, and merchandise imported from other coun- 
tries. The first internal-revenue act was not passed until 1792. 

At that time the population of the United States was small and the 
people were poor, and they did not use enough of imported goods in 
their plain mode of life to raise sufficient revenue to support the new Gov- 
ernment and pay the.debts contracted duringthe Revolution, and Con- 
gress found it necessary to enact internal-revenue laws taxinga number 
of articles produced within the United States. On account of the ne- 
cessities of the Treasury these different modes were resorted to more 
than once during the two administrations of General Washington and 
the administration of Mr. Adams. 

When Mr. Jefferson, who was elected President in the year 1800, 
came into power, itis well understood that he did not favor the inter- 
nal-revenue system, and in his first annual message he recommended 
that it be abolished. He says: 

Other circumstances combined with the increase of numbers have produced 
an augmentation of revenue arising from consumption ina ratio far beyond that 
of population alone, and though the changes in foreign relations now taking 
place so haeurtns A for the whole world may for aseason affect this branch of rev- 
enue, yet, weighing all probabilities of expense as well as of income, there is 

ground of confidence that we may now safely dispense with all in- 
ternal taxes, comprehending excise, stamps, auctions, licenses, , and 
refined sugars, to which the pos on newspapers may be added to facilitate 
the progress of information, and that the remaining resources of revenue will 
be sufficient for the support of Government, to pay the interest of the public 
debts and to discharge the principals within shorter periods than laws or 
general expectation had contemplated. War, indeed, and untoward events 
may Sonas this prospect of things on a call for expense which theimposts could 

mee! 

But sound principles will not justify our taxing the industries of our fellow- 
citizens to accumulate treasure for wars to happen we know not when, and 
which might not perhaps happen but for the temptations offered by that treas- 
ure. 


Here Mr. Jefferson, the author of the Declaration of Independence, 
the great apostle of human rights, and the father of the Democracy, 
draws the true distinction. He recommends the repeal of the internal- 
revenue laws, because there is no emergency that justifies their contin- 
uance, and leaves it to the future as toa return to them if foreign wars 
should create an emergency calling for more revenue than the imposts 
or customs would yield. 

Congress acted promptly upon the recommendation of President 
Jefferson and passed the necessary act abolishing the internal-reyenue 


for the discharge of 


system, with proper provisions for windingit up. In his second annual 
message, referring to the subject, President Jefferson says: 

The collection of internal taxes having been completed in some of the States 
the officers employed in it are of course out of commission. In others, they 
will be shortly; but in a few, where the arrangements for the direct tax had 
been re . it will be some time before the system is closed, 

Again, in the same message, he also says: - 

Where effects so salutary result from the plans you have already sanctioned, 
when merely by avoiding false objects of expense we are able without a direct 
tax, without internal taxes, and without borrowing, to make large and effectual 
payments towards the discharge of our publicdebt and the emancipation of our 

erity from that mortal canker, it is an encouragement, fellow-citizens, of the 
ighest order, to proceed as we have begun, in substituting economy for taxa- 
tion, and in pursuing what is useful for a nation placed as we are, rather than 
what is precica by others under different circumstances, and whensoever we 
are destined to meet events which shall call forth all the energies of our coun- 
trymen we have the firmest reliance on those energies, and the comfort of leav- 
ing for calis like these the extraordinary resources of loans and internal taxes, 
In the mean time, by paranm of the principal of our debt, we are liberatin; 
annually portions of the external taxes and fortning from them a growing funi 
still further to lessen the necessity of recurring to extraordinary resources, 

This shows Mr. Jefferson’s position very clearly, that neither loans 
nor internal taxes were justifiable except in cases of great emergency, 
when the necessary revenue could not be raised by tariff taxation, which 
is sometimes designated the customs and sometimes impost duties, 
while the internal-revenue laws are characterized as excise laws, 

Congress, upon the recommendation of the President, having abol- 
ished the internal taxes, Mr. Jefferson, in his second inaugural address, 
uses the following language on the subject of internal taxation and in 
disapprobation of the continuance by the Government of two armies of 
collectors or revenue officers. Hesays: 

The suppression of unnecessary offices, of useless establishments and ex- 
penses, enabled us to discontinue our internal taxes. These covering our land 
with officers and ning our doors to their intrusions, had already begun that 

rocess of domiciliary vexation which once entered is scarcely to be restrained 

rom reaching successively every article of procuos and property. If among 
these taxes some minor ones fell, which had not been inconvenient, it was be- 
cause their amount would not have paid the officers who collected them, and 
because if they bad any merit the State authorities might adopt them instead of 
others less approved. 

The remaining revenue on the consumption of foreign articles is paid cheer- 
fully by those who can afford to add foreign luxuries to domestic comforts, be- 
ing collected on our seaboard and frontiers only, and incorporated with the 
transactions of our mercantile citizens; it may be the pleasure and pride of an 
American to ask, what farmer, what mechanic, what laborer ever sees a tax- 
gatherer of the United States? 

This shows that the father and great apostle of the Democracy, who 
not only understood but inculeated its principles with an ability that 
none of his followers has probably possessed, did not, except in cases of 
extreme emergency, favor the system either of direct tax or internal- 
revenue laws, but he favored the collection of the taxes necessary to sup- 
portthe Government by customscollected at the ports, or, in other words, 
by tariff. It is safe Democracy to follow in Jefferson’s footsteps and to 
practicehis precepts. Thus the law stood for several years. Butduring 
the Presidency of Mr. Madison, when the country became involved in a 
war with Great Britain, it became necessary to raise revenue, as a war 
measure, by every means in the power of the Government, to support 
the armies and maintain the character and credit of the United States; 
and Congress during the war enacted internal-revenue laws very simi- 
lar to those which were enacted during the late civil war which com- 
menced in 1861; but everybody understood that it was no longer the 
settled policy of the Government to collect its revenues by direct tax 
or by the internal-revenue laws. And in about three years after the 
treaty of peace with Great Britain the internal-revente system was re- 
pealed, except such portions of it as were necessary to enforce the col- 
lection oftaxesalready due, and thesystem was abandoned by all parties. 
This law of repeal took effect the last of the year 1817, and from that 
time to 1861, during a period of forty-four years, all parties, Federal, 
Democratic, Whig, American, and Republican, agreed, as the settled 
policy of the Government, that its revennes were w be raised at the 
ports and by tariff only. 

Of course the powers above enumerated still rested in Congress and 
could be properly used in case of emergency, but it became the settled 
policy of the Government and the people of the United States not to 
permit the use of these powers except in some great emergency, and 
hen for no longer period than the emergency might last, And let it 
be borne in mind that the internal-revenue system growing out of the 
war of 1812 was not continued in operation until the war debt con- 
tracted during that struggle was paid, or until the pensions for the 
soldiers who served in that war were paid, but it was continued for 
only a very short period after the struggle ended. 

During the forty years above mentioned the different contending 
political parties, most of the time the Whig and Democratic parties, 
differed widely on the proper mode of levying the tariff, but all were 
agreed that the revenues necessary to support the Federal Govern- 
ment should be raised by tariff, and by tariff only. 

The civil war, commencing in 1861. again brought a great strain upon 
the Government, and it became necessary for it to raise revenue, not only 
by tariff, as in ordinary times, but by direct tax and by a very compre- 
hensive and sweeping internal-revenue system. 

The necessity and propriety of the assessment of taxes in all three 
of the modes then practiced, during the existence ofsuch an emergency, 
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areadmitted. But it is contended weshguld have followed the exam- 
ple of the great men who conducted the Revolution and who inan- 
ted the Government and putits machinery into operation, includ- 
g Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, and we should have continued the 
direct tax and the internal-revenue system for the period of the emer- 
gency only. This was true of the direct tax, as there was but one as- 
sessment of a tax of that character, and that was not all paid, and 
there was no effort, I believe, to make a second assessment. 
But the internal-revenue laws were much more sweeping and multi- 


` form in character, and instead of their repeal within three years after 


the termination of the great struggle, as was done by our fathers at the 
end of the war of 1812, it has now been twenty-two years since the 
war ended, and we are still collecting, in round numbers, $118,000,000 
@ year under the internal-revenue system, and at a time, too, when 
there is a heavy surplus of revenue in the Treasury, and the effort of 
statesmen is to get rid of the surplus, and not to increase the revenue. 

It is true that many of the provisions of the internal-revenue system 
established during the war have been repealed from time to time, and 
we have now reached a point where the principal remaining revenue 
is a tax on tobacco and a tax on distilled spirits and fermented liquors. 
We have collected during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, $55,829,- 
321.71 tax on distilled spirits, and on fermented liquors $21,922, 187.49, 
makingan aggregate on distilled spirits and fermented liquors of $87,- 
ep steers and from tobacco, cigarettes, cigars, etc., the sum of $30,- 

067.13. 

Thus yousee, Mr. President, we have departed from the practice and 
precepts of our fathers, and twenty-two years after the end of the war, 
which was the emergency tliat justified the enactment of the internal- 
revenue laws, we are still paying an enormous sum of internal taxes 
which our fathers would eae abolished, judging by their example, 
within three years after the war terminated. I think we have cer- 
tainly reached a period now when a large majority of the people of the 
United States who do not live at the ports where our customs are col- 
lected should be permitted to say, in the language of Mr. Jefferson, 
that it is ‘‘the pleasure and pride of an American to ask, what farmer, 
ee Doohaaio, what laborer ever sees a tax-gatherer of the United 

tates 

We are maintaining two systems of taxation and paying the expense 
of two armies of officers and employés who are in the service of the 
Government, and drawing good salaries from the pockets of the people, 
when there is no just reason why we should pay bnt one corps of col- 

ectors. 

Let us look a little at the expense and the practice of this internal sys- 
tem of taxation. According to the report of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, the collection of the tax for the past year cost $4,065, - 
148.87. This does not include the loss to the Government of leakage 
on spirits, or casualties, or loss by fire, of which I will speak hereafter, 
or the price of printing revenue stamps, but it includes the actual cost 
of the collection of the revenue. It is a sum almost as large as the en- 
tire revenue of the Government in Washington’s first administration. 

The Government employsin the internal-revenue system nearly 4,000 
perons, During the fiscal year there were 85 collectors, each 

aving control of a large district; 950 deputy collectors, 184 clerks, 
some of whom received fourteen, fifteen, sixteen, and eighteen hundred 
dollars per annum, and others smaller salaries. There were 35 por- 
ters and messengers, there were 625 gaugers, 555 storekeepers, and 757 
who acted as storekeeper and gauger. There were general distillery 
surveyors, together with otheragents and employés, aggregating, in the 
whole, as already stated, abont 4,000 persons, This army of Govern- 
ment officials and employés are, from the very nature of the case, com- 
pelled to conduct a system of espionage which is a great annoyance and 
vexation to our people, and which creates a great deal of disloyalty to 
the Government, in many cases not without good cause; and Mr. Jef- 
ferson characterized it well when he said ‘‘these,’’ referring to the in- 
ternal taxes, ‘‘covering our land with officers, and opening our doors 
to their intrusion, had already begun that process of domiciliary vexa- 
tion which, once entered, is scarcely to be restrained from reaching suc- 
cessively every article of produce and property.’’ 

The father of Democracy, therefore, in strong terms, condemned this 
employment of an army of internal spies, officers, and employés to col- 
lect an internal tax, and it must be admitted that the condemnation 
was just. Not only does the system lead to a great amount of espion- 
age, and numerous frivolous prosecutions, but the people, being strongly 
opposed to the law, take the chances of defying or evading the Govern- 
ment, when it undertakes to restrain them from the exercise of a priv- 
ilege which they regard as apart of their birthright, to manufacture the 
stimulants which they think they need ont of the productions of their 
own labor, 

To show the reason for the hostility to the internal-revenue law, and 
the rigor, and in many instances, cruelty, with which it has been en- 
forced, I have obtained from the office of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue a statement of the number of prosecutions and the number of 
convictions in the northern district of Georgia alone, for ten years, com- 
mencing June 30, 1877, and ending June 30, 1887, and I find that there 
were 4,647 prosecutions based on indictments or criminal informations 
in that single district, and the convictions during the same period for 


violations of the internal-revenue lawsin the northern district of Georgia 
were 2,533. Here were 4,647 persons arrested and dragged from their 
homes, in many instances nearly 100 miles, to Atlanta, where they were 
imprisoned, and 2,533 of them were convicted for violations of this law, 
which they consider odious and oppressive, while 2,114 were acquitted, 
showing the charges against them to have been false and unfounded. 
But this is not all. The violations of the law have been mostly in the 
northern and northeastern portions of the State, in what might be 
termed the mountain belt, where there is a hardy, honest, brave, in- 
dependent class of people, who, at the commencement of the late un- 
fortunate war, were more loyal to the Government of the United States 
than the people of any other portion of the State of Georgia; but they 
feel that they have been oppressed by these odious laws, until there is 
probably less loyalty to the Government there now than in any other 
part of the State. The persons arrested for violations of the law who 
live a long way from Atlanta were carried there for trial, and where 
they were unable to give bail were imprisoned, and probably a half 
dozen of the neighbors of each were subpoenaed as witnesses, and were 
compelled to attend courtat great distance from home during one, two, 
or three terms before the case was dis of. 

They are an agricultural people, and the term of the court thatcomes 
in the spring of the year embraces the period when they are planting 
their crops. Large numbers of them have lost their crops orhad them 
greatly neglected and damazed on account of their being obliged to at- 
tend court, either as defendants or as witnesses. They have been un- 
able to pay their bills at hotels, and have had to camp out in many in- 
stances, and suffered great hardship and fatigue, and great privation, 
the hardship being almost as great upon the witnesses as upon the de- 
fendants themselves. If all the witnesses subpcenaed for the United 
States and for the defense were embraced in the enumeration it would 
probably reach ten or fifteen thousand persons who have been dragged 
from their homes in that district and compelled to attend the sessions 
of the United States courts, at the greatest possible inconvenience and 
loss to themselves. Mow heartily do these people, and all their neigh- 
bors and friends, indorse thesentimentof Mr. Jeffersonas to the ‘pleas- 
ure and pride of an American who can ask, what farmer, what me- 
chanic, what laborer ever sees a tax-gatherer of the United States?” 

They have not only seen tax-gatherers, but they have been annoyed 
by spies and cursed by the process of domiciliary vexation referred to 
by Mr. Jefferson. They have been made the victims of cruelty and op- 
pression, such as no free people ought to be required to endure. , Itis 
true there has been a great modification of all this rigor in the execu- 
tion of the law as it is administered by the present collector and the 
present marshal of the northern district of Georgia, who are both high- 
toned gentlemen and excellent officers, but they have seen enough of 
the hardships of the system, and have known enough of its past cruelty to 
our citizens to satisfy them both that the system ought tobe abolished 
in toto. 

The Legislature of the State of Georgia has passed almost unani- 
mously, on four different occasions, resolutions instructing their Sen- 
ators and requesting their Representatives in Congress to use every 
reasonable effort to have these odious laws repealed. Popular senti- 
ment is overwhelmingly opposed to these laws, and no act would give 
greater satisfaction to the people of Georgia than an act sweeping them 
entirely off the statute-book, 

But the simple indictments and inconvenienceabove referred to have 
not, during the past administrations, been the worst part of the case. 
It has happened again and again that certain subordinate revenue offi- 
cers have been sent out through the country upon raids, hunting illicit 
distilleries. Probably they would find a distillery without a license, 
or registration, and find some citizen there who may be the owner, or 
may be only a visitor, oran employé, who would naturally be frightened 
on seeing the revenue officers, who have been a terror to the citizens of 
that district. The unfortunate man, in the midst of his fright, breaks 
to run, the revenue officer raises his gun and shoots him down. At the 
next term of the superior court of the county the grand jury findsatrue 
bill against this official marauder for murder. A motion is made atthe 
next term of the court to transfer the case to the Federal court, on the | 
ground that the person who did the killing was in the employment and 
was an officer of the Government of the United States at the time. The 
case is transferred by order of the Federal court, and in the Federal court 
the district attorney is directed to defend the murderer, because he was 
the acting officer of the United States when he did the killing. The re- 
sult has been in every such case, I believe, without exception that the 
prosecution has ended in an acquittal, so that it may be truly said, that 
arevenue officer can go raiding and shoot down any citizen he pleases 
who is found at an illicit still, and feel confident that he will not be 
put on trial in the State court, but that his case will be removed tothe 
Federal court, and, judging from the universal practice that has pre- 
vailed, that he will there be acquitted. - 

But this is notall. An unfortanate defendant charged with the vio- 
lation of the internal-revenue laws is put upon trial and convicted. 
He may be a weakly man, with weak lungs. The offense is one of a 
grade that on conviction requires the court to pass a sentence of peni- 
tentiary imprisonment, and instead of being imprisoned in his own 
State, or in a climate to which he is accustonied, he is sent to prison 
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at Albany, N. Y., by order of the court; and by the time he has served 
out his term there his health is frequently so permanently impaired 
that he goes home a wreck, to die there as a result of his confinement 
in the rigorous climate of a northern prison. Forty citizens of Georgia 
have been consigned to this northern prison. 

Eut this is not all. The fourteenth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States declares that no State shall make or enforce any 
Jaw which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the 
United States, nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or 
property without due process of law, or deny to any person within its 
jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. This, then, certainly 
denies to any State the power by its officers to go into the country and 
seize the property of a Citizen, and destroy it without judicial trial, or 
due process of law. Notso, however, with the officers of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, when they go raiding upon the unfortunate 
victims who are suspected of violation of the internal-revenue laws. 
They hold themselves under no such restraint: They seize and destroy 
property because they discover or suspect that itis being used in viola- 
tion of theinternal-revenuelaws. For instance, they seize the distilleries 
and destroy the stills; they pour out large quantities of beer; they 
seize and take possession of and carry away large auantities of whis- 
ky wherever they may find it without the proper marks or brands, 
and they seize property belonging to the citizen, and destroy it at their 
serge without judicial process and without any due process of law. 

heir sovereign will determines the rights of the citizen. A deputy 
collector, a mere subaltern, decides the question whether the property 
is the subject of destruction, and he acts as judge, jury, and execu- 
tioner, and carries his own order into effect by the destruction of the 
property, when his sovereign pleasure so dictates, and the party in- 
jured is left to seek redress from the Government as best he may. 

By reference to the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
I find that during the last fiscal year there were 199 stills seized in 
the State of Georgia, 99 of them were destroyed, and 100 were re- 
moved. Of course it was charged that these stills were being used in 
violation of the internal-revenue Jaws, and if the officers, executing 
the laws had been State officers there would have been no question 
that under the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution none of the 
stills could have been destroyed or removed and confiscated or appro- 
priated without a trial in court; in other words, without due process of 
Jaw. Butno such trialis had when the seizure is made by the Federal 
ofticers. They seize and destroy the property of the citizen at pleasure, 
and there is no one to make them afraid. I also see by the table in the 
same report that there were 690 persons arrested by the Federal officers 
during the last fiscal year in the State of Georgia. Any System of col- 
lecting revenue which justifies the agents of the Government in making 
raids upon the honest masses of our people, and shooting down citizens 
at their pleasure, seizing and imprisoning innocent men, seizing and de- 
stroying the property of citizens without judicial trial, or without due 
process of law, and dragging thousands of persons hundreds of miles 
from their homes as witnesses, in what very often turn out to be frivo- 
lous prosecutions, isan outrageously oppressive and iniquitous system, 
and should never be practiced by a republican government longer than 
it is absolutely necessary to relieve the pressing wants of the Treasury, 
as in case of war, or some great calamity, and should certainly never be 
maintained nor practiced to pay money into the Treasury which the 
Government does not need, and especially when we are striving to en- 
act laws for the reduction of taxation. 

Why can not this outrageously oppressive system be abolished; why 
may we not profit by the precepts and example of our fathers on this 
question? Why continue to oppress the citizens of this Republic, to 
shoot them down by official marauders because they are accused of vi- 
olating this system? Why continue a system that authorizes Federal 
agents or employés to seize and destroy without trial the property of 
the citizen at pleasure? Why continue asystem that vexesand harasses 
the citizen with unfounded prosecutions for trivial offenses? Why con- 
tinue a system that fills our jails with innocent people and compels an 
army of witn to attend the Federal court at the greatest possible 
inconvenience to themselves and families, which transports convicted 
citizens for imprisonment to a rigorous climate to which they are not 
accustomed, endangering their health, and often costing them their 
lives? Why continue a system that turns loose four thousand officers 
and detectives among our people, prying into their most private affairs, 
and having them prosecuted for the most trivial offenses? Why con- 
tinue to tax the people of the United States over $4,000,000 a year to 
support this system, which is a monstrous outrage upon the rights and 
liberties of a free le? 

Why can not this odious law, which has been repealed as to many 
other articles, be repealed so far as it relates to tobacco and whisky; 
and its army of retainers, spies, and marauders, which in the past has 
been too often the character of the force employed, be discharged from 
the pay-roll of theGovernment, and sent to seek their living and earn 
their bread in other pursuits? Why’ are the farmers of Virginia, and 
North Carolina, and South Carolina, Georgia, Kentucky, and Tennes- 
see, and other States compelled to pay a heavy internal tax upon one of 
their principal 
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thisparticular commodity or,crop, and levy thirty millions a year upon 
its production? Why is this oppression applied to tobacco planters that 
does not apply to the cotton planters, or the planters who raise wheat, 
or oats, or barley, or grass, or other agricultural production? What 
justice is there in this discrimination? 

But I may be told that a majority of the members of this present 
Congress favor the repeal of the tobacco tax, but that the whisky tax 
will not besurrendered—never, no, never! Why not? Fora reason that 
does not apply to the farmer who raises tobacco, The whisky tax can 
not be abolished for the reason that those who pay the tax and charge 
it to others and make enormous profits are not willing to have it abol- 
ished. In other words, the distillers insist on being permitted to pay 
the whisky tax and charge it to the consumer; therefore the Congress 
of the United States must not touch this holy shrine which is too sacred 
to be polluted by profane hands and too profitable to be given up by 
those who control it. I repeat, why can not the whisky tax be abol- 
ished? For the reason that the combination of distillers who pay the 
tax and c it to the people who consume their productions are too 
powerful for the Government. They have decreed that their occupa- 
tion and their enormous profits shall not be taken from them and their 
monopoly shall not be destroyed,,and that others not belonging to the 
brotherhood shall not participate on equal terms, unless it be those of 
their own class. In other words, the present whisky ring, if I may use 
the expression without offense to the dignity of that great association 
of protected capitalists, insist on paying the Government a very heavy 
tax, with the privilege of charging it to the people, and then make an 
enormous profit out of the business. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal in this Chamber about 
monopoly, about the greed of manufacturers, about railroad combina- 
tions and monopolies, and monopolies in steamships and in various 
crafts for transportation. We have heard about a monopoly or a cor- 
ner in stocks, or in wheat, or in cotton, or other productions, but there 
is not a monopoly on the American continent that is at all comparable 
to the monopoly controlled by the great whisky ring of this country. 
There is no other association or monopoly that is so well protected and 
that hasso fine a margin for enormous profits. 

In the first place, the whisky ring of the United States is protected 
by a tariff of $2 per gallon on all imported whisky from all other 
countries. No matter whether it be Irish or Scotch whisky, or what 
country it may come from, when it reaches our portsit must not come 
in competition with the great whisky ring of this country without 
paying a tariff of $2 a gallon, which is charged to the consumer, and 
according to the logic of the tariff reformers is a profit of $2 a gallon 
to the great whisky ring of this country. So that at the custom-house 
they are the best protected of American citizens, and they have noth- 
ing to fear, as other manufacturers generally have, from competition 
from abroad, as their protection in proportion to the cost ot the com- 
modity is greater than that of any other manufactured article in the 
United States. 

Let us inquire for a moment what are the profits of the whisky ring 
of this’country, and we will probably see the motive that prompts such 
terrible opposition to every movement that looks to the removal of the 
tax on this commodity. 

By reference to the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
it will be seen that there were 17,959,565 bushels of grain distilled into 
spirits during the past fiscal year, and it made a little over 4 gallons 
of spirits to each bushel of grain. 

A bushel of corn in Illinois or Iowa can be bought for from 30 to 
40 cents, and, many times, much below that. Now let us throw away 
the fraction over 4 gallons of whisky per bushel which the distillers 
make out of the corn, and it takes one-fourth of a bushel of corn to 
make a gallon of whisky, and one-fourth of a bushel of corn cost the 
distiller 10 cents; so that for 10 cents he buys corn enough to make 
a gallon of good whisky. It is said that it costs the distiller about 10 
cents a gallon to make the whisky, making the corn and the whole ex- 
pense of manufacturing the whisky together, cost the distiller, say, 20 
cents a gallon. 

The internal-revenue tax is 90 cents per gallon, to be added. But, 
the licensed distiller does not have to pay this tax into the Treasury of 
the United States upon the quantity of spirits made by him. But 
without paying any interest upon it during the period when payment 
is withheld, he may place it in a bonded warehouse for a term of three 
years, and the Government will pay the gauger to gauge it and ascer- 
tain the quantity, and the Government will pay out of the Treasury of 
the United States the salary of a storekeeper to guard the bonded ware- 
honse, and see that the whisky belonging to the licensed distiller is 
protected and taken care of by the Government’s agent, paid out of 
the pockets of the people. The distiller may permit it to lie in the 
bonded warehouse for three years, without interest, paying no revenue 
into the Treasury for that time, but at the end of three years he must 
remove it from the bonded warehouse and pay the tax of 90 cents a 
gallon on it in its then condition. The whisky being three years old, 
it is worth in the market probably from two to three dollars a gallon. 
But we will suppose, for the purposes of this argument, that it is worth 
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and 20 cents a gallon, the cost of the whisky, which leaves a balance 
of, say, $1 per gallon as his net profits. ’ 

The report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shows that there 
were made during the fiscal year 1887 75,974,376 gallons of whisky 
from grain. The same report shows thai there were during the same 
year 1,160 grain distilleries registered, and 969 registered grain distil- 
leries were operated during that year, so that the 969 distillers of grain 
produced, according to the report, 75,974,376 gallons of distilled spir- 
its. This was an average of 78,404 gallons to each distiller. Now, 
suppose the profits of the distiller to be $1 per gallon, as estimated 
above. This would give to each of the 969 sturdy ‘‘ whisky barons” 
an annual average profit of $78,404. Some of the larger ones no 
doubt would get more, and some of the smaller ones would get less, 
but that is the average as I figure it according to the report of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, estimating the profits at $1 per 
gallon. This would be a very pretty net income. Doubtless the 
sturdy ‘‘whisky barons,” who are accustomed to large results, would 
not think it extravagant, but any other manufacturing interest in this 
country would regard it an immensely large net income. 

But let us test the profits of the distiller by another rule. I under- 
stand the position of a large class of tariff reformers in this country to 
be this: That if a foreign merchant imports into this county a large 
quantity of wool, for instance, when the tariff on wool is 20 per cent., the 
importer adds the tariff to the original price of the wool, thus charging 
the tariff to the consumer, and that this raises the price of all wool in 
the market, as well that produced in our own country as that which is 
imported, 20 per cent., which gives to each wool-grower or wool mer- 
chant 20 per cent, net profit which he would not receive but for the 
tariff. Now let us apply this rule to the distiller. A foreign distiller 
imports into this country a large quantity of whisky. The tariff on 
whisky is $2 a gallon. According to the rule above referred to, which 
is so earnestly advocated by able and distinguished tariff reformers, this 
$2 isadded to the price of the whisky, and must be paid by the consumer. 
This raises the price (if the rule be correct) of whisky in this country 
from 20 cents a gallon at the still to $2.20, and enables every distiller 
to make $2 per gallon, the amount of the tariff, net profit on his 
whisky, which would give to the whole combination of registered dis- 
tillers for the last fiscal year a net profit in round numbers of $152,- 
000,000 on 76,000,000 gallons made bythem. This is very handsome 
protection and a splendid net profit for a small association of 969 capi- 
talists to make in a single year. 

I will not stop to inquire in this connection whether the tariff re- 
formers are correct in the assumption that a tariff of 20 per cent. or 50 
per cent. imposed on imported goods raises the price of all goods of 
that character 20 per cent. or 50 per cent. in the market and gives to 
the manufacturer of these goods that per cent. of net profit. 

I only state the proposition, whichis submitted by very able and dis- 
tinguished tariff reformers as axiomatic, with the remark that if their 
theory be true; then the whisky ring makes a net profit of $2 a gallon 
on all the whisky made by them, or of $152,000,000 per annum. 
Count the original cost of the whisky at 20 cents a gallon and the 
tariff at $2 a gallon, and the whisky is protected by a tariff of 1,000 
per cent., which is vastly greater than the protection afforded any other 
commodity on account of importation into the United States from any 
foreign country. With this protection at the ports our good friends, 
the ‘‘whisky barons,” as they have been termed, need feel no serious 
alarm growing out of foreign competition. 

Again, our Jaws carefully guard and protect the-whisky monopolists 
against loss by leakage, casualty, or destruction by fire. For instance, 
if the distiller puts a forty-gallon barrel of whisky in a bonded ware- 
house, and it lies there three years, guarded by the agentof the United 
States at the expense of the people, when the time comes that he must 
take it out and pay the tax on it, the Government very promptly and 
kindly allows him a deduction of 7} gallons per barrel for the leakage 
during the time that the Government guarded and protected it for him 
at its own expense. And if by any mishap the whisky is destroyed 
by fire or other casualty, provision is made for his relief and he is ex- 
empt from paying the tax upon it.. In other words, the Government 
takes it in charge, pays its own storekeeper in bonded warehouse out of 
the pockets of the people to guard the whisky for the distiller for three 
years, and allows him a very large percentage for leakage, and in the 
event of casualty exempts him from taxation, and collects, not 90 cents 
a gallon on the whisky as it was measured when first distilled, but 90 
cents a gallon on the old mellow Bourbon as it is turned out of the 
bonded warehouse after the legal deductions above mentioned. 

But suppose at the end of the three years there springs up a lively 
foreign demand for whisky, and the distiller sees that he can make a 
large profit by shipping it out of the country. He then takes it from 
the bonded warehouse under regulations prescribed by the Depart- 
ment, and ships it-abroad, paying no tax upon it, as the Constitution 
of the United States does not permit the Government to impose an ex- 
port duty. In that case, therefore, he has made his whisky, put it in 
bonded warehouse, had it guarded at the expense of the Government 
for three years, had proper deductions for leakage made in his favor, 
and he then exports it without paying any tax upon it, or even paying 
the Government and people of the United States for the expense of the 
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storekeeper who guarded it in the warehouse. And, if the exportation 
were made in good faith, and he fails to make sale abroad as he ex- 
pected to do, and has retained his whisky in the original sealed pack- 
ages, he may, when it is still older, and more mellow, import it back 
into this country through the custom-house, by paying 90 centsa gal- 
lon upon it, while all foreign whisky by the side of it is paying $2 a 
gallon as an import duty. 

This would seem to be favorable enough to a member of the great 
ptotected whisky fraternity. But I have said that this is a monopoly, 
the grandest monopoly on this continent, one where vast operations are 
conducted, and one of vast profits to those engaged. Is it a protected 
monopoly? As I havealready shown, itis protected against all foreign 
whisky, no matter by what nation made or sold, by a tariff of $2 a 
gallon, which is a very handsome profit. On that side, then, the Gov- 
ernment has done its part very faithfully in building up and protect- 
ing this huge association of monopolists. 

But it may be said that every American citizen hasa right to engage 
in the same business and that therefore it is not a monopoly. This is 
a mistake. Prior to the passage of the law setting up this monopoly 
there were thousands of small distillers scattered all over the country 
who made the quantity of spirits for which there wasdemand. Large 
numbers of them did not make regularly five gallons a day. Take the 
mountain section of my own State, where there has been so much 
trouble with the revenue officers, and the small distiller lives, say, 75 
miles from a railroad. He makes 100 bushels of corn for sale. If he 
hauled it across the Blue Ridge Mountains to the railroad in past years, 
when there was no railroad anywhere near him, the cartage or freight 
was worth about half the price of the corn. Instead of doing this he 
united with one or two of his neighbors who had a like quantity of 
corn for sale and they put up a small distillery and distilled their corn 
into whisky, and they could then carry it to the railroad or to adistant 
city in barrels with one or two wagonsand teams. This enabled them 
to realize from their corn a profit by the distillation, and gave them 
money to buy their necessaries, such as salt, sugar, coffee, and the like. 

This classof persons who formerly engaged in the business of distilla- 
tion was very numerous, and in the aggregate they made a large quan- 
tity of whisky. Prior to the passage of the revenue laws, which cre- 
ated the great monopoly above referred to, there were very few large 
distilleries in this country, most of the whisky needed for nse being 
made by the small distillers. In arranging this grand enterprise, 
where a number of capitalists could put their money to vast profit, it 
became necessary to have legislation or authorized orders of the Gov- 
ernment for their protection on both sides. They must be protected 
by a proper tariff against importation of foreign whisky. This was 
promptly done. Then they must be protecte@ internally against this 
army of small distillers, who were making most of the whisky used in 
this country. : 

As it was necessary to have the distillery registered and prepare a 
warehouse and incur the expense necessary to make whisky on a rea- 
sonably large scale, the little distillers above mentioned were left out 
by their poverty and their inability to make the investment necessary 


to conduct a registered distillery. This gave the licensed distillersthe * 


control of the business. But, to ‘‘make assurance doubly sure’’ and 
guard against any mishap on that point, a ruling was made at an early 
period in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that no 
one could receive a license or be permitted to distill unless he could 
make at least 20 gallons of whisky every three days. This was 6% 
gallons a day regularly. This was sufficient to cut off this army of 
small distillers to which I have made reference. They can not get a 
license to distill. If let alone they would, on account of their large 
number, distill an immense quantity of whisky, but the privilege is 
denied to them absolutely on any terms because they are too small 
to be let into the big ring, and they are too numerous to be permitted 
to conduct a business in competition with it that would seriously im- 
pair its profits. They can not get a license and they must not inter- 
fere with the monopoly without a license, If they make whisky 
without a license the jail dgor stands at their back. And itis made 
the legal duty of a faithful revenue officer to arrest the little dis- 
tiller, carry him before a commissioner and have him bound over to the 
Federal court, and if heis too poor to give bond, lodge him in jail and 
keep him there until the time for trial, summon his neighbors to attend 
court fifty to one hundred miles from home as witnesses against him, 
and when convicted send him to the Albany penitentiary for the pe- 
riod prescribed by law for his offense. Here stands, then, this im- 
mense whisky monopoly, strongly protected against foreign whisky by 
a tariff of $2 a gallon at the coast, and equally well fortified by the or- 
ders and practice of the Government against the immense number of 
small distillers in the interior by keeping the jail door open at their 
backs, so that they may be hurried in if they interfere with the privi- 
leges of this great class of protected capitalists. No association of pro- 
tected capitalists, no brotherhood with a common interest, could be bet- 
ter fortified against assault in every direction. Two dollars a gallon 
protection in the custom-house and the jail door open in the interior 
ready to receive their competitor if he shows his head, and all the spies, 
marshals, and courts of the Federal Government bound by law to pro- 
tect them against the people of the interior who would attempt to en- 
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croach upon their royal privilege of making a gallon of whisky out of 
a peck of corn, which costs them 10 cents, and paying 90 cents a gallon 
tax upon it, which they charge to the consumer, and having it guarded 
at thee: of the Government by an agent paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States for three years, when it is worth, say, from two 
to three dollars a gallon. 

This immense profit is enough to tempt the foreign importer, and 
enough to make the little humble citizen of the interior long for a par- 
ticipation, and try competition in his own small way, even at the risk 
of lodgment in the jail. But usually the spies, collectors, marshals, 
district attorneys, and courts, who are obliged ifnder the law to care 
for the protection of the fraternity, are too powerfu! for the poor class 
of violators of the royal privilege of the great whisky ‘ring, and when 
the competitors can not otherwise be controlled, their active intrusion 
and competitionare certainly for the time prevented by their imprison- 
ment in the common jails of their own State or the penitentiary of a 
distant State. 

But the intrusion of the little man, the small manufacturer or small 
dealer, who might annoy the great protected fraternity and reduce their 
profits by competition, is not limited to the interior alone. Even at 
the ports the small man is commanded to stand aside, the envious 
looker-on who can under no circumstances participate. For his ex- 
elusion our tariff law of 1883 makes the following provision: 

But any brandy or other spirituous liquors imported in casks of less capacity 
than 14 gallons shall be forfeited to the United States. 

So that the little distiller who can not make 20 gallons in three days 
in the interior is knocked entirely out of the ring, and the little im- 
porter who has not more than 14 gallons in his cask is disposed of in 
the same summary manner. None of this class of small people, either 
by sea or land, can be permitted to come in competition with the great 
protected whisky fraternity, 

But it is said that the repeal of the internal-revenue laws will turn 
whisky and tobacco loose without taxation; that neither of these arti- 
cles is what is usually termed a ‘‘necessity,’’ but both are luxuries; 
and that it isa great deal better to reduce the tariff and give to the fam- 
ilies of the poor free trace-chains, free wool hats, and free calico, which 
they now get cheaper than they ever did at any former period of the 
existence of the Government, than it is to give them free tobacco and 
free whisky. 

Now, I suppose I might with propriety controvert the position that 
tobacco is not a “ ”? It is used by a very large proportion 
of the population of this country, and a man who uses it will generally 
tell you that he can do without any other article of food or drink bet- 
ter than he can without his tobacco. But suppose it is classed {under 
the head of luxuries, then it is a luxury that the poor man, as well as 
the rich, will have aslongashecan raiseadollar with which to purchaes 
it. And the money necessary to purchase it is used for the purpose, and 
not for the support of the family, so that the money with which the 

r man buys his tobacco is taken from the money which he provides 
y his labor for the support of his family and is made part of the ex- 
penses of the family. Suppose the internal tax be 100 per cent. upon 
the value of tobacco, and that a poor man uses, when he pays the in- 
ternal tax upon it, $20 worth in a year. If we abolish the internal- 
revenue tax we take off $10 from the cost of his tobacco, which goes to 
the support of his family, giving them $10 worth of additional neces- 
sities and comforts, It is, therefore, according to the practice of the 
country, as much a part of the necessaries for the support of the 
family as is sugar, coffee, wool hats, trace-chains, or calico, and when 
you take the tax off tobacco you will probably please more poor labor- 
ing men than you can please by any other act of legislation which does 
not reduce tax to a greater amount, 

The same rule applies substantially to whisky. It may be classed 
among luxuries, and it may be denied that it is a necessary of life, and 
yet there are very few families in this broad land that do not use more 
or less of it, and they will use it, as long as they can raise a dollar with 
which to pay for it, whether they get it at a high price or a low price, 
and when we put a tax of 90 cents a gallon on whisky that only costs 
the distiller 20 cents a gallon, we put a tax of 450 per cent. upon a 
commodity that the laboring man as well as the wealthy man of this 
country will use, without regard to the tax or the prohibitory laws 
that may be passed on that subject. As the matter now stands, the 
poor man who is obliged to buy a gallon of whisky to keepin his house 
for medicinal purposes, or who buys it that he may occasionally take a 
drink, as most men do, has to pay four and a half times as much for 
the whisky on account of the taxes imposed by the Government as it 
costs the distiller from whom he buys it. Theremoval of this tax will 
therefore save a very large amount of money tothe poor laboring class, 
who use and will continue to use, without regard to price, more or less 
whisky in their families every year. In that case, the reduction of the 
tax on whisky is as much a relief to the family as any other reduction 
of like amount, as a reduction of $10 perannum on the price of whisky 
they buy, leaves $10 in the family treasury to be paid out for some 
other necessaries which the family greatly need, and which they would 
not otherwise get. 

But whether whisky is to be considered a necessary or a luxury, al- 
cohol, its chief ingredient, which pays a tax in proportion to its purity 


and strength, is not only a necessary article for use in mechanics, but 
is an essential article in our drug storesin the preparation of medicines 
which are absolutely necessary both for the poor and the rich. In fill- 
ing a great majority of prescriptions, and the preparation of medicines 
used for most diseases, alcohol is an essential part of the compound, 
and a tax on alcohol is a tax upon one of the most useful necessaries of 
life. Those who desire to remeve an onerous tax from one of the com- 
monest necessaries of the laboring classes, and indeed all classes of our 
people, should, it seems to me, vote to remove the tax from alcohol. 

But it may be said that the repeal of the tax on whisky and the turn- 
ing of everybody loose to make it who thinks proper to do so will bring 
the price down until it will be so cheap that there will be more drink- 
ing than there is at present, Thisisamistake. Prior to the enactment 
of the internal-revenue laws, when the whisky used in this country was 
distilled by thousands of small distillers all through the mountains and 
valleys, there was no more drinking and no more drunkeuness than 
there is at present, Those who used the whisky paid less for it and 
had more money left with which to pay for the support of their fami- 
lies, and the same would be true again if the present internal-revenue 
laws are repealed, It is true the whisky monopolists would not then 
run their present large distilleries and have the Government guard their 
whisky for them in warehouse for three years without expense to the 
distiller, as is now the case, but many of them would discontinue the 
business, and the small distillers would make whatever profit there is 
to be made in the business. 

But I deny that this would cause any more distilled spirits to be made 
and used than are now madeandused. The present Distillers’ Associa- 
tion make seventy-six toeighty millions of gallonsayear on an average. 
Take the year 1887, and according to the report of the Commissioner ot 
Internal Revenue there were 58,096,621 gallons in bonded warehouse 
at the beginning of the fiscal year, and there were produced by the dis- 
tillers during that year, in exact figures, 77,831,509 gallons, making a 
total for the year, distilled and in bonded warehouse, of 135,928,220 
gallons. 

Now, the Senate will bear in mind that the licensed distillers for 
the year 1886 sold all the whisky that anybody would buy, includ- 
ing the filling of all orders from abroad, and after disposing of all 
they could they had over 58,000,000 gallons left at the end of the 
Year, to which they added nearly 78,000,000 by production during the 
year, making, in round numbers, 136,000,000 gallons on hand and pro- 
duced during that year. Say that the population of the United States 
is now 60,000,000. This is about 2} ons of whisky for each man, 
woman, and child; snouning tii infant atthe breast, made and held 
during the fiscal year 1887 by the licensed or registered distillers of 
this country, They therefore certainly prepared a liberal allowance 
for the people ofthe United States. No other system will keep more 
than that quantity on hand, tempting the people to use it, and no 
other system will keep anything like so large a quantity on hand 
when we reach a point where the owner has to guard and protect his 
own whisky and where it is no longer done for him by an agent paid 
by the Government of the United States. 

The licensed distillers understand very well the demand of the 
market, both at home and abroad, for whisky, and they regulate itso 
as to keep enough on hand for everybody, and in the event they are mak- 
ing more than there is a demand for, they have, judging from the 
newspaper reports, a whisky ‘‘ trust,’’ as it is called, by which the as- 
sociation takes that matter in hand, and by a compact among them- 
selves they agree not to make more than a certain quantity, which meets 
the demands of the market, but which does not bring down the price 
so as to take money out of the pockets of the members of the great 
whisky ring, and by the reduced price put it into the pockets of the 

ple. 
at it is said that the temperance people, or Prohibitionists, are op- 
posed to the removal of the tax on whisky, as they fear it will increase 
the quantity and multiply the evils growing out of the use of intoxica- 
ting drinks. 

Judging from the quantity that is madeeach year by the licensed dis- 
tillers and by the quantity they keep in bonded warehouse, no system 
that can be adopted wil! surpass or probably equal them in amount of 
production and the amount of supply kept on hand. ‘There is there- 
fore no danger of increasing the quantity made and used by the people 
of the United States by the repeal of the present internal-revenue laws, 

I should think that the Prohibitionists would very naturally desire 
the repeal of the revenue laws by the Congress of the United States, 
so as to leave the whole question under the control of the States, so 
that, in case the Prohibitionists should get the control of a State there 
would be no embarrassment growing out of licenses to distill and sell, 
granted by the Government of the United States, as is now the case. 
Remove all Federal interference with the manufacture and vending of 
ardent spirits, and you will have the matter entirely within hands of the 
States, where a majority of the people of each State can controlit. If the 
Prohibitionists are right, and the majority of the people are with them, 
then they could ask nothing better than for the Government of the 
United States to take its hands off this traflic, and leave it entirely 
under the control of the States. 

But it may be said that the license granted by the Federal Govern- 
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ment does not protect a who sells whisky, if it is prohibited by 
the law of the State where the sale is made. Without entering intoa 
discussion of that point, it is enough to say, that persons would not 
take out and pay the United States for licenses to sell unless they ex- 

to realize a profit by making sales underthelicenses. Now, by 
reference to the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, it will 
be seen that in 1887 there were 183,490 persons licensed to sell spirits, 
as retail dealers, each paying $25 for the license, aggregating $4,587,- 
265.21 license fees. 

There were also 4,163 persons licensedas wholesale dealers,each pay- 
ing $100 for the privilege, aggregating $416,304.66, which together make 
the sum of $5,003,572.87 paid into the Treasury of the United States 
by persons for licenses to sell as wholesale and retail dealers in spirit- 
uous liquors. Now, no one, whether Prohibitionist or anti-Prohibition- 
ist, will suppose that nearly 190,000 persons would pay into the Treas- 
ury of the United States over $5,000,000 a year for license tosell liquors 
which they do not expect to use and which they do not make profit- 
able. I presume I may safely say that there is not a prohibition State 
in the Union where there is not a large quantity of spirituous liquors 
sold by persons licensed by the United States. 

The Prohibitionists, therefore, can surely have no objection to the 
passage of the law which will sweep these license laws from the statute- 

k. The National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, certainly 
the most important and influential temperance organization in this 
country, has taken unequivocal ground on this subject in favor of the 

of the internal-revenuelaws. In their cénvention held in Louis- 
ville in 1882 they resolved ‘‘ that the internal-revenue taxes are wrong 
in principle, an outrage on the moral sentiment of the country, a quasi- 
indorsement of a pernicious traffic, and the legalizing, so far as the na- 
tional Government can, of a business that is the source of most of our 
crime and poverty.” In the convention of thesame organization held 
at Nashville, Tenn., in November, 1887, Miss Frances E. Willard, the 
president of the drganization, used this expression, speaking of the in- 
ternal-revenue laws: 

To-day it stands as the strongest bulwark between the liquor traffic and an- 
nihilation, The amount of tax is almost equal to the annual surplus in the 
United States Treasury. Let both be wiped out together. 

And this recommendation of the president of the association was fully 
indorsed by the association itself. The national Prohibition party in 
its platform in 1884 took the same position. So that there is no room 
for doubt as to where the Prohibitionists stand on this question. They 
favor unequivocally the repeal of the odious laws to which I have al- 
ready referred, > 

But it is said that whisky and tobacco, whether luxuries or neces- 
saries, are articles that the people of this country will use, and articles 
which, rather than be deprived of them, they will pay a heavy price for, 
and that it is therefore proper to impose a heavy tax on whisky and 
tobacco and make them bear a just proportion in the support of the 
Government. I fully concurin this proposition. One of the objections 
to the so-called prohibition laws of some of the States and cities of this 
country is that there is almost as much liquor sold and drank under 
the prohibition system as there is under the license system, the differ- 
ence being that under the license system it pays a fair share of the bur- 
dens of government, while under the prohibition system, as the sale is 
supposed in legal contemplation not to exist, it pays nothing whatever. 

My position is not that we shall have whisky and tobacco freeand pay a 
high price for other necessaries, but that whisky and tobacco should be 
taxed heavily, and I agree with Mr. Jefferson that the tax should be 
imposed by the States and not by the Federal Government. Let a law 
be enacted in each State compelling each tax-payer when he gives in 
his taxes, under oath, to swear how many gallons of whisky or malt 
liquor he has made during the year, and let the law make it perjury 
for him to swear falsely. Let the State grant him a license to distill, 
and make it penal for him to vend any portion of the products of his 
distillery,without paying the tax and license-fee, and let there be strin- 
gent penal laws against illicit distillation or for failure to account for 
the quantity distilled, and let the tax for the quantity made within the 
State be paid into the treasury of the State and used for the reduction 
of the present State tax on the lands, agricultural implements, horses, 
mules, cattle, sheep, hogs, goats, and other property belonging to the cit- 
izens of each State. This would greatly lessen the tax upon all the im- 
plementsand necessaries of farm life, and would be of more service to 
the farmers of this country than any reduction of tariff on wool hats, 
trace-chains, horseshoes, calico, and other commodities, which are now 
cheaper than they have ever been before, of which each farmer buys but 
a very limited quantity each year. 

Take my ownState as anillustration. During the twenty-two years 
since the war the State of Georgia has paid, on account of the internal- 
revenue laws, into the Treasury of the United States the sum of about 
$22,750,000, being about $1,000,000 a year paid by the people of Geor- 
gia under this system. 

Now suppose we put a State tax upon these articles as heavy as that 
now levied by the Government of the United States, and the amount of 
revenue raised will almost pay the amount of direct tax collected from 
the people of Georgia for the support of the State government, and will 
leave the farmers and their plantations and live-stock and property 
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almost free from taxation. This is a benefit which would not only be 
felt, but highly appreciated by the agricultural classes of all the States 
of the Union, and while the farmers would still pay their part of the 
tax on the whisky and tobacco they used. they would he relieved of a 
great portion of the tax they now pay. Now it goesinto the Treasury 
of the United States, and they still have to pay their State tax. Then 
it would go into the treasury of the State and to that extent relieve 
them of the burden of State tax which they now pay in addition to the 
internal-revenue tax on whisky and tobacco. 

Again, there is a large class of people who use whisky and tobacco 
freely, but who now pay no tax, because they have no visible property 
upon. which it can be levied, who in future would have to pay a liberal 
share of the tax for the support of the government, and the amount 
paid in by them would be that much taken from the aggregate which is 
now raised by the other citizensof the State. In other words, the men 
who use the most whisky and tobacco under such a law would pay the 
heaviest tax to aid in the support of the State government. 

Again, in the place of the present system of arresting a violator of 
the internal-revenue laws by the United States officials and carrying 
him a hundred miles to jail, and requiring half a dozen of his neigh- 
bors to attend court as witnesses, resulting in : lmost the ruin of each of 
them, the indictment for a violation would occur in the county in the 
State where the offense iscommitted. The defendant, if imprisoned at 
all, would be imprisoned in the common jail of his own county, and the 
witnesses would simply attend court in the county-seat of their own 
county, probably a day or two during the term, which they could do 
withoutany of theimposition and almost ruin to which they are now sub- 
jected under the present system, when they are dragged 50 or 100 miles 
from home toattend court; so that in every view of it, it would be bet- 
ter for the common laboring and farming classes of our people that these 
internal-revenue laws should be swept from the statute-book of the 
United States, and whisky and tobacco should be made to pay liberally 
their part in the support of the government of the States, and all in- 
dictments for violations of the law should be heard in the superior 
courts of the States, and not in the Federal courts. The more oppress- 
ive features of the internal-revenue laws would be eradicated by the 
proposed change, and whisky and tobace» would still be required to 
pay a liberal share of the direct taxes imposed upon the people for the 
support of the State governments. 

Mr. President, the present system of internal-revenue laws of the 
United States is an outrageous system of espionage, injustice, and 
wrong. It ought to have been abolished long since, and there can cer- 
tainly be no just reason for its longer continuance. We are anxiously 
inquiring how we can get rid of an amount of surplus that is flowing 
into the Treasury annually almost the equivalent of the amount col- 
lected under the internal-revenue system. : 

We do not need the money in the Treasury. Weare not engaged in 
war, and there is no emergency that justifies its collection. Let us 
therefore return to the practice of the great men who formed this Gov- 
ernment, and of the great men who administered it for many years, 
who, as soon as the emergency had passed which called forth the enact- 
ment of such laws, swept them from the statute-book; and let us with- 
out delay get rid of internal taxation by the Federal Government, with 
all its espionage, its trivial prosecutions, its oppressions, its outrages, 
and its wrongs. . 

This return to the old familiar practice of the fathers in the better 
days of the Republic will at once relieve us of the surplus in the 
Treasury, and relieve Congress and the Administration of all further 
embarrassment on that question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is now be- 
fore the Senate; it will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 371) to aid in theestablishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. BECK. What bas become of the resolutions of the Senator from 
Georgia ? ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been considered and the Sen- 
ator from Georgia having made his observations, they lie on the table. 

Mr. BROWN. -I wish to move their reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BECK. Ishall object to that. The Committee on Finance has 
no constitutional jurisdiction over these questions now; the House of 
Representatives alone can originate tax bills. x 

Mr. BROWN. I move, then, that the resolutions lie on the table for 
the present. 

Mr. BECK. I want them to lie on the table. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions are not now debata- 
ble. The unfinished business having been informally laid aside at 2 
o’clock to cnable the Senator from Georgia to conclude his speech, the 
resolutions now lie on the table. : 

Mr. BECK. Let them lie on the table. It may suit: some Georgia 
moonshiners to be rid of the internal-revenue tax and prevent the money 
so realized going into the Treasury, for it all goes there, so as to impose 
a necessity for taxes insuch ashape that three-fourths of the money will 
go into the pockets of some gentlemen out of the pockets of the labor- 
ing poor. I want to be heard on that question before it is acted on. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘The resolutions may lie on the table for the present. 
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AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Vest) is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. GEORGE. With the consent of the Senator from Missouri I 
desire to make a correction in the listof Democratic Senators who sup- 
ported the pending bill, presented by me the other day. By accident 
the name of Mr. Walker, of Arkansas, was omitted from the list of 
Democratic Senators who favored the bill. I desire to put that on 


The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 


record. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Mississippi, with the permission of the Senator from Missouri, to one 
fact. In the list of Senators who voted for the bill, in the list he sub- 
mitted to the Senate, the Senator quoted the name of the predecessor 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Jones] and Mr. JONES also, which 
was somewhata doubling up. They voted as the Senator declared, but 
notatthesametime. I hope the Senator will make that correction also. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is no correction needed on that sabject. I 
stated the names of the Democratic Senators who had supported the 
bills in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses. 

Mr. HARRIS. But it made an aggregate of more Senators than ever 
voted at any one time the way the Senator from Mississippi stated. 

Mr. GEORGE. There was no statement made by me that all those 
Senators voted at the same time, but I distinctly stated that this was 
a list of the Democratic Senators who voted for the measure in two 
different Congresses. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to state in that connection that 
my name does not appear as voting against the bill. I have not ex- 
amined the RECORD, but I presume I was paired with a Senator who 
was on the opposite side of the question. I have been against this bill 
from the beginning. I was one of the six Senators who voted against 
it when first offered, when it was in a less objectionable form than at 
present; I voted against it when it was confined to an appropriation of 
public lands, or their proceeds. 

If I were called upon Mr. President, to give a title to the pending 
bill I should describe it as ‘‘An act toerect a monument to the memory 
s Alexander Hamilton, and to encourage mendicancy in the Southern 

tates.” 

Iam not surprised that many Republican Senators warmly support 
this measure. Itis no wonder the Republican party are anxious for its 
enactment. When suffrage was given to the ignorant negroes of the 
South it was with the firm belief on the part of the Republicans of the 
country that it would give them political supremacy in the Southern 
States. When a carnival of crime and corruption was inaugurated in 
the South by the white carpet-baggers who flocked like vultures to 
that unfortunate region, and when prostrate States writhed helpless 
under the feet of these adventurers, there was little sympathy on the 
part of those Republicans who now boast of their generosity in sup- 
porting this bill. 

TheSenator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] told us during the Forty- 
eighth Congress that he did not put his support of this measure on the 
argument growing ont of the right to appropriate money for the general 
welfare, “I do not go,” he said, ‘‘ into any subtle refinements as to 
any distinction between the right to give Jand and the right to give 
money. I undertake to say that the legislature of this nation has the 
right to save the life of this nation against whatever dangers may 
threaten it.” 

It seems to me that we have heard this language before, accompanied 
by the statement that the country had outgrown the Constitution, and 
that the young giant must now throw away the swaddling clothes made 
for it when an infant. 

I am not surprised to hear this from Republican Senators, for the 
higher law has been the vade mecum of the Republican party since it 
came into existence. 

I have no disposition to ascribe sinister motives to any one, but I must 
be permitted to say that it is cause for infinite regret that some of my 
Democratic colleagues, who have spent their lives in eloquent defense 
of a strict construction of the Constitution and of the doctrine that all 
appropriations of money should be governed by the express and neces- 
sarily implied grants of that instrument, have now abandoned these 
landmarks of our party before the great temptation presented by this 
bill. Ifthe dead take any interest in the affairs of the living, what must 
bethesurprise of John C. Calhoun when he sees the strict construction, 
hair-splitting, State-rights Democrats of the’South wrapped up in the 
“general welfare’? doctrine, which, as Sancho Panza said of sleep, 
‘‘ covers one all over as with a blanket,” and yelling in both Houses of 
Congress ‘‘for the old flag and an appropriation.” 

I have no idea that anything I can say will change the inevitable re- 
sult in this Chamber, for there are seventy-nine million reasons for the 
passage of this bill, so overwhelming and conclusive, that argument and 
appeal are equally useless against them. 

Senator Benton said once of a kindred measure, ‘it comes into the 
Senate Chamber with money in every clause to pay its way through, as 
the souls of the damned arrived on the banks of the river Styx with 
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money in hand to pay their way into hell. The surly Charon never 
refused a soul that had the money. In this polite assembly so muni- 
ficent a bill can not be turned out of doors.” 

In my judgment, Mr. President, the greatest disaster that can ever 
come upon the people of the South, more terrible than war, pestilence, 
or famine, will be the enactment of this law. Whilst the glamour of 
universal education is thrown around this measure, its author, the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] has distinctly told us its pur- 
pose in the following language: 

What have we (the Republican party) done to vindicate the ballot-box in the 
South? Since 1876 not one thing that is of tangible and practical value to the 
colored population to which we gave the franchise, but failed to give the com- 
mon schools when we had control practically in the South. That colored popu- 
lation is turned over we know utterly, and must be forever unless reached by 
the introduction of schools which will reach both races alike, It is given over 
wholly and totally, and it is a settled fixed condition and status of that colored 
population of the South to-day that they are not voters, that they are not citi- 
zens as arule. I believe that as thoroughly as the Senator from Nebraska, and 
speaking simply asa Republican politician, I assert that this measure should 
be cnacted into a law for the purpose of spreading the principles of the Repub- 
lican party and as the only possible way of doing it hereafter. 

No language can be plainer than this. Itstrips off the disguise which 
rhetoric and statistics have thrown around this bill, and it stands forth 
from the utterance of its author a naked, bald design to obtain political 
power in the name of universal education. The Senator from New 
Hampshire expresses his regret that during the days of reconstruction, 
when the helpless South was completely at the mercy of the Republi- 
can party, this law was not enacted for political purposes. 

Having failed by all other means to break up the solid South, the 
Republican leaders have now resorted to the expedient adopted by the 
wag, who, by throwing a handful of nuts into a convention of monkeys 
engaged in deliberation upon grave affairs of state, caused a general 
scramble to the neglect of all other business. But for the fact that we 
are supposed to have a Jarge surplus in the national Treasury, and the 
further fact that the people of the South have been led to believe that 
this bill will distribute a large amount of this surplus in the Southern 
States, it would have no more chance in a Democratic Congress than a 
donation to the devil himself in a Christian congregation. 

Before examining this measure further I call attention to the fact 
that not one line or word in the bill indicates its obiect to be the dis- 
tribution of the surplus. ‘The word ‘‘surplus’’ is nowhere found in the 
bill, but, on the other hand, its provisions clearly indicate that for a 
period of eight years the money collected from the people by taxation 
shall be returned in certain amounts to those from whom it came. 
There is no parallel between the circumstauces by which we are sur- 
rounded now and those of 1836, when Congress considered the question 
of distributing twenty-eight millions of dollars lying idle in the na- 
tional Treasury, among the States. 

Mr. Calhoun and President Jackson bth declared that to give Con- 
gress the power to make the distribution it would be necessary to 
adopt an amendment to the Federal Constitution. 

The result of the debate had by the most distinguished statesmen 
then living was that the money which really constituted a surplus, 
there being no public debt and no great works of internal improvement, 
should be loaned to the States, to be returned to the National Govern- 
ment on demand. It is strange that President Jackson, who is now 
quoted by the advocates of this bill, was utterly oblivious of the ex- 
traordinary power claimed under the territorial and general-wellare 
clauses of the Constitution, both of which existed then as now. _ 

Let it be distinctly understood that the present bill does not propose 
to distribute the surplus in the Treasury, or any part of it, but is a 
proposition to take the money raised from the people through a series 
of years by tariff and other taxation and distribute it amongst the 
States for educational purposes. Democratic Senators who are now 
urging a reduction of tariff taxation, and whoare professing great anx- 
jety to lessen the tax burden resting upon the people, should remem- 
ber that their support of this measure necessitates the retention of these 
taxes to the amount of $79,000,000 for the next eight years. 

A distinguished leader of the Republican party, their candidate for 
the Presidency in the last contest, attempted, it will be remembered, 
to protect the existing tariff, and to popularize himself at the same 
time by ascheme to distribute the taxes on whisky and tobacco amongst 
the States for educational purposes. The pending bill is but the ap- 
pearance of the same idea in a different form, and I sincerely hope it 
will meet the same fate. : 

If the power to make this appropriation is constitutionally vested in 
Congress, then the same arguments which secure the of the 
present bill would unquestionably prove that the system should be 
made permanent. 

The eighth section of the bill declares— 


That the design of this act is not to establish an independent system of schools, 
but rather to aid for the time being in the development and maintenance of the 
school system established by local government, and which must be eventually 
maintained by the States and Territories wherein they exist. 


But I warn Senators that what is now declared to be only temporary 
must inevitably become a permanent system, and that it will be as im- 
possible to discontinue the appropriation when once made as to with- 
draw from the confirmed inebriate the stimulus to which he has been 
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accustomed foryears. If Ibelieved, as dothe advocates of this bill, that 
Congress has the power to enact it into a law, and that the danger is so 
imminentas to threaten the existence of free institutions, I would vote, 
not foran appropriation duringa term of eight years, but I would ‘‘ make 
assurance doubly sure’? by making the appropriation perpetual, If ed- 
ucation belongs to the General Government, and not exclusively to the 
States, I do not see how we can escape the conclusion that the General 
Government should assume entire control of the subject. 

Taxation in the States is direct, whilst that by the Federal Govern- 
ment is indirect, and on that account much less objectionable to the 
tax-payer. The constitutional power being conceded to pass the bill, 
why should we not make the system permanent and avoid the possi- 
bility of danger to the national life in the future? 

The fountain of illiteracy will never be dried up, procreation will 
continue, and however intellectually precocious the children of the fut- 
ure may be, it is hardly possible that they will be born into the world 
able to read and write. 

The power to enact this law is claimed by some of its advocates to be 
found under what is known as the territorial clause of the Constitu- 
tion, which provides: 

The Congress shall have power to dis of and make all needful rules and 
zegnletions respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 

It is claimed that there is no difference between the power of Con- 
es to dispose of the public lands and its power to dispose of money 

n the Treasury, Very little examination is necessary to show the mon- 
strous result of such reasoning. That the power of Congress over the 
pams lands is without restriction has been settled by an overwhelm- 

g weight of authority. Chancellor Kent says in his Commentaries: 

With respect to the vast territories belonging to the United States, Congress 
has assumed to exercise over these supreme powers of sovereignty. Exclusive 


. and unlimited power of legislation is given to Congress by the Constitution and 
sanctioned by judicial decision. 


In 14 Peters, 526, the Supreme Court of the United States declares— 


That the power of Congress over the public lands is vested in Congress by the 
Constitution without limitation, and has been considered the foundation on 
which the Territorial governments rest. 

Justice Story says: : 

The public lands hold out, after the discharge of the national debt, ample rev- 
enue to be devoted to the cause of education and sound learning and to internal 
improvement, without trenching upon the property or embarrassing the pur- 
suits of the people by burdensome taxation. The constitutional objection to 
the appropriation of other revenues of the Government to such ne cog has been 
supposed to apply to an appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands, 

The power of Congress over the public lands being unlimited, it is 
evident that the argument made by the advocates of this bill proves 
too much, If the framers of the Constitution meant that this clause 
by using the term ‘‘ property ” included money in the Treasury, then it 
follows irresistibly that the unlimited power of Congress to appropri- 
ate would apply to all money in the Treasury, and that the Govern- 
ment would be one of unlimited power. 

If this construction be correct, then the other provisions of the Con- 
stitution which specify the purposes for which Congress may levy 
taxes, are absolutely unnecessary and meaningless. 

It is urged, however, that Congress, pommng the unlimited power 
of disposition over the public lands, could appropriate the public money 
to the purchase of territory, and then give thisterritory so purchased, 
or its proceeds, to the cause of education or any other purpose, and 
thus bring about the same result. 

It is safe to assume that the framers of the Constitution never an- 
ticipated or thought that any Congress could be elected by the Amer- 
ican people which would thus deliberately violate their oaths of office 
by evading a provision of the Constitution. 

Whether we consider the territorial clause which we have quoted, or 
that clanse of the Constitution which provides that Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States, we are confronted in each instance with the in- 
quiry whether the framers of the Constitution meant that the Govern- 
ment they established should be one of limited or unlimited power. 

This was the question which divided the two great parties led re- 
spectively by Hamilton and Jefferson, and which was supposed to have 
been settled by the people of the United States in the election of Jef- 
Teon, Madison, and Monroe to be successively Presidents of the Re- 
public. 

History shows that the great leading idea of the men who made the 
Constitution was to establish a government with enumerated and not 
unlimited powers, and to make this certain they declared that the pow- 
ers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to 
the people. 

‘That the power to regulate and control education in the States was 
not given to the General Government, but is a domestic concern of the 
States only, will not be denied by any Senator on this side of the Cham- 
ber, If there is such a Senator here, I beg him to rise now and say to 
the contrary. ù 

Whilst the position taken by the advocates of this bill as to the 


meaning of the territorial clause drives them to acknowledge that the 
Government is one of unlimited powers, and that Mr. Hamilton in his 
grave has at last triumphed, it is further contended that the general- 
welfare clause which we have quoted unquestionably gives the power 
to make this appropriation. It has even been asserted that Jefferson, 
Madison, Monroe, and Jackson admitted this construction. 

Iam not here to question motives or to lecture any one of my col- 
leagues. Their action upon this bill is a matter for individual judg- 
ment and responsibility. But I solemnly protest against outraging the 
memories of these great Democratic Presidents by any such statement. 
If any Senator thinks proper to abandon the Democratic construc- 
tion of the Constitution and adopt that of the Federalists, he is at lib- 
erty to do-so, but he shall not, without my protest, carry with him 
the names of the great men who distinctly and emphatically repudi- 
ated the Hamiltonian idea that this was a government of unlimited 
powers, 

I do not propose to go into ancient history or in this presence to make 
numerous citations, but Mr. Jefferson has been quoted in behalf of this 
blanket construction of the general-welfare clause. I quote now from 
Mr. Jefferson’s writings asto a remarkable incident related by himself 
in 1804. It is well known that Mr Jefferson entered into President 
Washington’s cabinet with great reluctance, his personal desire being 
to return to France, where he had been minister. x 

When he returned from Europe and landed at Norfolk he found a 
letter from President Washington asking him to become Secretary of 
State, and under a sense of public duty he aceepted. When Ham- 
ilton made his celebrated report on manufactures, in which he as- 
serted that under the general. welfare clause of the Constitution Con- 
gress could impose any tax it saw fit to protect the manufacturers of the 
United States, and that Congress had the power to enactany bill which 
it thought necessary to the general-welfare of the country, Jefferson, 
who had been restive under the attacks of the Federal party, called 
upon the President and tendered his resignation as Secretary of State. 
In February, 1792, Jefferson, then Secretary of State, declared to 
President Washington his intention to retire from the Cabinet, and, 
when pressed for his reasons, frankly stated that it was impos- 
sible for Colonel Hamilton and himself to continue t-gether in the ad- 
ministration, and that now a proposition had been brought forward, 
the decision of which must definitely determine ‘* whether we live un- 
der a limited or unlimited Government.”’ 

“To what proposition do you allude?” asked the President. 

“To that,” replied Jefferson, “in the report of manufactures (by Hamilton), 
which, under color of giving bounties for the encouragement of particular man- 
ufactures, meant to establish the doctrine that the Constitution, in giving power 
to Congress to provide for the general welfare, permitted Congress to take 
everrtuing. under their charge which they should deem for the public welfare. 
If this was maintained, then the enumeration of powers in the Constitution does 
not at all constitute the limits of their authority.” (Writings of Jefferson, vol- 
ume 9, page 104.) 

Again,,on September 9, 1792, Mr. Jefferson thus wrote to Washington 
from Monticello: 

That I have utterly,in my private conversations, disapproved of the system of 
the Secretary of the ‘ aye (Hamilton), lacknowledge and avow, and this was 
not merely a speculative difference. His system flowed from principles adverse 
to liberty, and was calculated to undermine and demolish the ublic by creat- 
ing an influence of his Department over the members of the ature, I saw 
this influence actually produced and its Tirst fruits to be the establishment of 
the at outlines of his project by the votes of the very persons who, havi 
swallowed his bait, were laying themse!ves out to profit by his plans; and t 
had these persons withdrawn, as those interested in a question should, the vote 
of the disinterested majority was clearly the reverse of whaf they made it. If 
what was actually doing begat uneasiness in those who wished for virtuous 
government, what was further proposed was not less threatening to the friends 
of the Constitution. 

For in a report on the subject of manufactures (still to be acted on) it was ex- 
pressly assumed that the General Government has a right to exercise all powers 
which may be for the general welfare, that is to say, all the legitimate powers of 
erent since no government has a legitimate right to do what is not for 
the welfare of the government, There was indeed a sham limitation of the uni- 
cei A of this power to cases where money is to be employed. But about 
whatis it that money can not be employed? 

I have heard the argument upon this floor that the power of appro- 
riation followed the unlimited power of taxation, and there being no 
imit on the power to tax, therefore Congress had the power to appro- 

priate those taxes as it pleased. 

Mr Jefferson says: 

Thus the object of these plans is te draw all the powers of government into 
the hands of the general legislature, to establish means for corrupting a sufi- 
cient corps in that legislature to divide the honest votes, and preponderate by 
their own the scale which suited, and to have the corps under¢he command of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, for the purpose of subverting, step by step, the 
principles of the Constitution which he has so often declared to be a thing of 
nothing which must be changed. (Jefferson’s Works, volume 3, pages 461, 462.) 


And again, in a letter to Albert Gallatin, Mr. Jefferson thus wrote: 


The act was founded ayowedly on the principle that the phrase in the Con- 
stitution which authorizes Congress "to lay taxes to pay the debt and provide 
for the general welfare’ wasan extension of the powers specifically enumerated 
to whatever would promote the general welfare; and this, you know, was the 
Federal doctrine. ereas, our tenet ever was, and, indeed, it is almost the 
only landmark which now divides the Federalists from the Republicans, that 
Congress had not unlimited power to provide for the general welfare, but were 
restrained to those specifically enumerated; and thatas it wasnever meant they 
should provide forthat welfare, but by the exercise of the enumerated powers— 


That is the Democratic doctrine to-day, and will be until our party 
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shall cease to exist. Congress has no right to provide for the general 
welfare but by the exercise of enumerated powers— 

so it could not have been meant that they should raise money for purposes 
which the enumeration did not place under their action; consequently thatthe 
ae of powers is a limitation of the purpose for which they may raise 

Am I compelled at this day to reiterate the declarations of the founder 
of the Democratic party, and of the father of the Constitution? An elo- 
quent Senator from Georgia, whose voice is now stilled in death, once 

aimed in this Chamber that Mr. Madison knew more about that 
instrument than any other man who then lived or ever could live on 
this continent, I have studied the writings of Mr. Madison from boy- 
hood up. He said our Constitution was an instrument of compromise. 
It forms a peculiar Government, sui generis, with no precedent. All 
ancient history furnished no precedents for the construction of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Mr. Madison, the father of the Consti- 
tution, and the great constitutional lawyer of the convention which 
made it, and of the Congress that followed, has declared that it was 
monstrous to suppose that the Constitution created a government of 
unlimited powers. 

When Mr. Hamilton’s report on manufactures came before Congress 
in 1792, Mr. Madison said : 

There are consequences, sir, still more extensive, which, as they follow clearly 
from the doctrine combated, must either be admitted, or the doctrine given up. 
If Congress can employ money indefinitely for the general welfare and are the 
sole and supreme jud of the general welfare, they may take the case of re- 
ligion into their own hands; they may apl int teachers in every State, county, 
and parish, and pay them out of the publictreasury; they may take into their 
own bands the education of children, establishing in like manner schools 
throughout the Union, ete. 

It would seem, in considering these prophetic words, “that coming 
events cast their shadows before,” and that Mr. Madison foresaw the 
attempt now being made by the pending bill. 

Mr. Hamilton’s position is in direct opposition to that of Jefferson 
and Madison. He contended ‘‘that Congress could be considered as 
only under one restriction which does not apply to other Governments. 
They ean not apply the money they raise to any purpose merely and 
purely local, but with this exception they have as large a discretion in 
relation to the application of money as any legislature whatever.” 

it is evident that under this construction the powers of Congress are 
unlimited, for the body which enacts the law is the only tribunal to 
determine whether vl fone is-national or local, and when its dis- 
cretion is once exercised thereis noappeal. Religion, education, tem- 
perunce, chastity, not being of local character, could be regulated by 
Congress. 

Instead of the Constitution creating a dual government, the National 
Government with certain enumerated powers and the States with other 
powers, Mr. Hamilton’s idea was that the only limitation upon the 
power of Congress rested upon the single inquiry, whether the object 
of the law was national or local. 

It is true that President Monroe went further than Jefferson or Mad- 
ison, and admitted the right of Congress to go beyond the ennmerated 
powers of appropriation specified in the Constitution, but he never 
went so far as the advocates of this bill, or as the great founder of the 
Federal party, Mr. Hamilton. 

‘The following language on the Cumberland Road bill shows the full 
extent to which he ever went upon this question: 

Tf, then, the right to raise and appropriate the public money is not restricted 
to the expenditures under the other specified grants, according to a strict con- 
struction of either powers, respectively, is there no limitation to it? Have Con- 
gress a right to raise and a propras the publie money to any and Tp 
pose, according to their will and pleasure? They certainly have not. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States is a limited government, instituted for great na- 
tional purposes, and for thoseonly. Other interests are committed to the States, 


whose duty it is to provide for them. Each government should look to the 
great and essential purpose for which it was instituted, and confine itself to 


those purposes, 

Again, General Jackson, who could not find in the Federal Constitu- 
tion the power to distribute the $28,000,000 in the Treasury in 1836— 
and the territorial and general-welfare clauses then stood as they stand 
to-day—in his veto message on the Maysville Road bill, in speaking of 
the power of Congress to appropriate money to objects other than those 
mentioned in the enumerated power, says : 

Yet, such grants have always been professedly under the control of the gen- 
eral principle that the work which might be thus aided should be of a general 
not local, national, not State, character. A disregard of this distinction would 
of necessity lead to the subversion of the Federal system. 

And, sir, the question now is when we are called upon to exercise a 
doubtful power, to which class does it belong? Doesit belong to the 
enumerated national powers or to those of the States? Is it a power 
which was given to the National Government, oris it a power which 
was reserved to the States or the people thereof? 

To quote Jefferson, Madison, Morroe, or Jackson in favor of the 
Hamiltonian doctrine is a monstrous outrage unsupported by a single 
declaration from either of these eminent men. 

They believed and contended, as true Democrats believe and contend 
now everywhere, that the grants enumerated in the Constitution limit 
the power of Congress to appropriate the public money, and that the 
Government is not one of unlimited powers. 

It is no answer to this argument that many of us have voted for bills 


of doubtful constitutionality under plaintive and eloquent appeals in 
behalf of sufferers from flood or famine, or where epidemic di 
threatened to become general in their ravages throughout the country. 
I have been taunted with votes of this character by gentlemen to whose 
eloquence I gaye up my own judgment for the time, For one, Iam 
prepared tosay now thatif I had known the mischievous use for which 
those yotes would be used as precedents and arguments for such legis- 
lation as that now pending, I could not have been induced by any sort 
of appeal to surrender, even by implication, my settled convictions as 
to the power of Congress. And if a public apology can do anything to- 
wards meeting the argument based upon those votes, I now make it. 

I have already said that this bill should be entitled ‘An act to erect 
a monument to the memory of Alexander Hamilton.’’ It breathes the 

irit of centralization and paternal government in every section and 
line. It provides in section 4: 

Src. 4. That no State or Territory shall receive any money under this act 
until the governor thereof shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a state- 
ment, certified by him, showing the common-school system in force in such 
State or Territory; the amountof money expended therein during the last pre- 
ceding school year in the support of common schools, not ean ctip | Sspeodks 
tures for the rent, repair, orerection of school-houses ; whether any discrimina- 
tion is made in the raising or distribution of the common-school revenues or in 
the common-school facilities afforded between the white and colored children 
therein, and, so far as is practicable, the sources from which such revenues were 
derived; the manner in which the same were apportioned to the use of the com- 
mon schools; the number of white and colored children in each county or par- 
ish and city between the ages of ten and twenty-one years, both inclusive, as 
given by the census of 1850, and the number of children, white and colored, of 
such school age attending school; the number of schools in operation in each 
county or parish and city, white and colored; the school term for each class; 
the number of teachers employed, white and colored, male and femalo, and the 
ave compensation paid such teachers; theaverage attendance in each class; 
and the length of the school term. No money shall be paid out under this act 
to any State or Territory that shall not have provided by law a system of free 
common schools for all of its children of schoo. , Without distinction of race 
or color, either in the raising or distributing of school revenues or in the school 
facilities afforded : Provi That separate schools for white and colored chil- 
dren shall not be considered a violation of thiscondition. The Secretary of the 
Interior shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the States and Territories 
which he finds to be entitled to share in the benefits of this act, and also the 
amounts due to each. 


In section 12 it is provided: 


Sec. 12. That no second or subsequent allotment shall be made under this act 
to any State or Territory unless the governor of such State or Territory shall 
first file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him, givin 
a detailed account of the payee ordisbursements made of the school fun 
apportioned to his State or Territory and received by the State or Territorial 
treasurer or officer under this act, and of the balance in the hands of such treas- 
urer or officer withheld, unclaimed, or for any cause unpaid or unexpended, and 
also the amount expended in such State or Territory as required by section 9 of 
this act, and also a statement of the number of school districts in such State or 
Territory, and whether any portion of such State or Territory has not been di- 
vided into school districts or other territorial subdivisions for school purposes, 
and if so, what portion, and the reasons why the same has not been so subdi- 
vided ; the number of children of school age in each district, and the relative 
number of white and colored children in each district, and of the number of 
public, common, and industrial schools in each district; the number of teachers 
employed; the rate of wages paid; the total number of children in the State or 
Territory, and the total number taught du-ing the year and in what branches 
instructed; the ave daily attendance and the relative number of white and 
colored children; and the number of months in each year schools have been 
maintained in each schoo! district: And if any State or Territory shall misap- 
ply or allow to be misapplied, or in any manner appropriated or used other 
than for the pu and in the manner herein required, the funds, or any part 
thereof, received under the provisions of this act, or shall fail to comply with 
the conditions herein prescribed, or to report as herein provided, through its 
proper officers, the disposition thereof, and the other matters herein prescribed 
to be so reported, such State or Territory shall forfeit its right to ary subse- 
quent apportionment by virtue hereof until the full amountso misapplied, lost, 
or misappropriated shall have been replaced by such State or Territory and 
applied as herein required, and until such report shall have been made: Pro- 
vided, That if the public schools in any State admit pupils not within the ages 
herein specified, it shall not be deemed a failure to comply with the conditions 
herein. If it shall spoons to the Secretary of the Interior that the funds re- 
ceived under this act for the preceding year by the State or Territory have been 
faithfully applied to the purposes contemplated by this act, and that the condi- 
tions thereof have been observed, then and not otherwise the Secretary of the 
Interior shall distribute the next year’s appropriation as is hereinbefore pro- 
vided. And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to promptly in- 
vestigate all complaints lodged with him of any misappropriation by or in any 
State or Territory of any moneys received by such State or Territory under the 
provisions of this act, or of any discrimination in the use of such moneys; and 
the said complaints, and all communications received concerning the same, and 
the evidence taken upon such no hone wages Wr be preserved by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior,and shall be open to public inspection and annually re- 
ported to Congress. > 

Now let us examine very briefly the practical operation of this law. 
Suppose the governor of the State of Mississippi files his report to the 
Secretary of the Interior as required by the provisions of section 4; in 
the mean time the General Government has passed under the control of 
the Republican party, and whilst this report is pending a negro massacre 
is charged to have occurred within that State. Resolutions are imme- 
diately introduced in both Houses of Congress calling upon the Secretary 
to suspend the payment of the pro rata amount going to Mississippi 
under the provisions of this law, and for a committee of inquiry. 

It will be, of course, denied that the amount appropriated has been 
justly and equitably divided between the white and colored children of 
the State, and witnesses will be forthcoming to prove it. The result 
will inevitably be that a sovereign State must stand uncovered before 
the of the Interior, pleading and begging for justice, a spec- 
tacle which should gladden the soul ofevery true Federalist. 

Mr. President, I favor universal education, and I would be glad if 


every child in the United Staies, without distinction as to sex or color, 
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could be taught to read and write; but this is not all of education. 
There is something above and beyond the mere ability to read and 
write; the highest education is that which teaches self-respect and in- 
dividual independence. Without this individuals and communities 
must deteriorate. 

The overruling idea of the men who made the Constitution was that 
the States should be independent of the Federal Government as to all 
functions and powers given to them, and when the States are compelled 
to appear for cross-examination and as suppliants for somuch money, 
the idea is absolutely destructive of their independence. 

Committees of inquiry, and espionage of the most humiliating kind, 
with swarms of Federal spies and inspectors, will follow the enactment 
of this law. Dependence means degradation, and the first step in that 
direction has been taken when the people of the South can entertain for 
a moment the propositions contained in this bill. 

It is useless for Senators to conceal from themselves the meaning of 
this measure. It is intended to destroy the entire common-school sys- 
tem of the States, and to put upon it the stamp of Federal authority. 
Whilst the bill declares in one section that its object is to assist the 
States,and not to establish an independent system of education, its other 
provisions contradict the assertion. The leaders of the Republican 
party know its meaning, and what they mean in supporting it. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said when the bill was de- 
bated in the Forty-eighth Congress: 

I said a moment ago, and I repeat it with full reflection, that I do not think 
the United States, when they come to deal with this matter, ought to trust the 
settlement of the important questions that w out of thisnew policy to the 
action of the people of the Southern States, use the force of prejudice, the 
force of education, is so strong and potent, even on the minds of the most intel- 
ligent men, that I do not believe the United States would act wisely in confer- 
ring upon the Southern States absolute power over education and the expendi- 
ture of the money involved in it. Isay this, not in any feeling of unkindness 
to the people of the South, but from a deep conviction that owing to the 
dices of race, owing to the influences of slavery still darkening the minds— 

Poor unfortunate people !— 


and which, probably, will darken their minds for two or three generations, 
they can not be left alone to decide how and in what manner the money to be 
agp ipawaa by Congress for the education of the illiterate shall be applied. 
The boney and mode should Kail giant out clearly by Congressional law, so 
that the object to be accomplished by the United States may be fixed, not by the 
law of any State, but by the judgment of the representatives of the people and 
of the States, 

That is, by Congress, of course. Pursuing the subject, Mr. SHERMAN 
further said; 


‘The United States,when it hewicady avon money, selects an agent to disburse 
this money of its own, and may make conditions. If the United States have the 
right to appropriate the money, they have the right to say on what conditions 
the money shall be expended, If they say we will aid the South or the Southern 
States to educate their illiterate children, then the United States have the power 
and the right to set out the principles and conditions or limitations ofthat grant. 
The ter includes the less; and ifthe power is given to make these appro- 
puas ons at all, tbe power is also given to say for whose benefit the money shall 

expended, where and when and how appropriated, and for what purposes. 
‘This is as clear a proposition as any can be shown in Euclid or any other math- 
ematical work,—Congressional Record,-March 26, 1881, pages 2428, 2429, 

If this bill does not put the whole common-school system under the 
control of the General Government, somebody is egregiously mistaken, 
and it is safe to say that it is not the Senator from Ohio. 

After the Southern States have once come under the influence of the 
Federal stimulant, after they have erected school-houses and employed 
teachers, and become accustomed to depending upon Federal appropri- 
ations, does any sane man believe that they will exert themselves as 
now for their common schools, or dare toincur the displeasure of the 
national authority ? 

Home rule, self-government, State independence, will all give way 
before the craving for more appropriations. To accept money under 
the terms of this bill is to surrender all that makes State authority re- 
spectable. 

I am the sincere friend of education, but I do not believe that the 
. millennium predicted by the author of this measure will follow its en- 
actment. The ability to read and write will not decrease crime in the 
ratio stated by certain enthusiasts, nor is illiteracy strangling the Re- 
public like some immense serpent coiled about its victim. 

The Republican Senators now rushing this bill to its passage ought 
to have thought of this monster before giving suffrage to the ignorant 
and half-civilized negroes. f 

Now they stand upon a pedestal, and pretend to be horror-stricken 
at the result of their own policy. The real horror comes from the fact 
that the Southern States still vote the Democratic ticket. Republican 
statesmen openly proclaim negro suffrage a failure, and piteously la- 
ment that, whilst it has increased the representation of the Southern 
States, it has also increased the electoral vote of their political oppo- 
nents. 

We are asked now to support a measure of at least doubtful consti- 
tutionality because the life of the nation is in imminent danger from 
illiteracy, and this Hall resounds with declamation in behalf of educa- 
tion, and in depicting the increase of crime and poverty by reason of 
illiteracy in the Southern States. 

The Senator from*New Hampshire [Mr. BLATE] has placed before us 
immense tables of statistics taken from the census of 1880, with long 
lines of figures drilled and arranged like the standing armies of Europe, 


all showing that illiteracy and crime go hand in hand, whilst morality 
and education are twin sisters. 

I hope that I may be pardoned for calling attention to certain startling 
statistics taken from the same census of 1880, which I offer as a sup- 
plement to the copyrighted edition of my friend from New Hampshire. 

The rule of law is unquestioned that a witness put upon the stand 
for any purpose is subject to examination as to the whole case. This 
census is the foundation of all the argument made by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, and I have a legitimate right, without being the op- 
ponent of universal education, to examine the statements of the census 
to see what credit should be given to it. I do so the more cheerfully 
because in all the wilderness of figures he has furnished I find nowhere 
what is most important in this discussion, the effect of conmmon-school 
education, as shown by the census, uponcrime and the morality of the 

le. 
Tak attention to the following table, carefully compiled from the 
census of 1880: 


Table showing the comparative diffusion of commom-school instruction, and 
morality, in the United States, from the census of 1889, 


Native population 


Total population over 
over ten years, 


ten years, 
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Oregon 4l 560 9 | 23 35 990 17} 24 
Pennsy 46 655 15 | 24 48 S31 19| 26 
Rhode Island. 79 688 22 | 16 29 773 14 |. 28 
South Carolina . 482 | 1,039 38| 8 | 224 | 5,203 82 2 
Tennessee .. ... 277 498 29 | 32 | 278 | 1,05) 87| 20 
Texas...... 241 233 25 | 26]; 139 574 26 | 33 
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It will be seen by an examination of this table that of all the States 
in the Union Iowa’s entire population is best instructed. There are 
in Iowa only 24 in 1,000 who can not read, whilst in South Carolina 
there are 482 in 1,000 of the entire population who can not read. In 
Towa 1 in every 1,442 is a prisoner, whilst in South Carolina 1 in every 
1,039 is a prisoner, S 

Whilst the difference in common instruction is so enormous in favor 
of Iowa, being as 20 to 1, the difference of crime in favor of Iowa is 
only as 7 to 5. 

The ten States of the Union which lead in the matter of common- 
school instruction rank as follows: Iowa, Nebraska, Maine, K 
Ohio, Minnesota, Michigan, Wisconsin, Oregon, and New York. Of 
these ten States Wisconsin is Ist in morality and 8th in instruction. , 

I call attention to the fact that these States all belong to the same 
class. I know it will be said when comparing Southern with North- 
ern States that the laws are so much better enforced in the North than 
in the South that the parallel does not hold; but here are States of 
the same climatic condition, with the same class of population, and 
with no negroes, 

Wisconsin is Ist in morality, 8th in instruction; Iowa is 2d in mo- 
rality, 1st in instruction; Minnesota is 3d in morality, 6th in instruc- 
tion; Maine is 4th in morality, 3d in instruction; Ohio is 5th in mo- 
rality, 5th in instruction; Nebraska is 6th in morality, 2d in instruc- 
tion; Michigan is 7th in morality, 7thin instruction; Oregon is 8th in 
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morality, 9th in instruction; Kansas is 9th in morality, 4th in instruc- 
tion; New York is 10th in morality, 10th in instruction. 
I call attention to the fact that when these States are compared with 


each other, all of them being what are known as free States, it will be- 


seen that Wisconsin is high in morality, but low in instruction; Ne- 
braska and Kansas are lowin morality, but high in instruction. In 
three only of these States do the figures indicate that crime is com- 
mensurate with illiteracy. 

The ten most illiterate States are Tennessee, Arkansas, Virginia, 
Florida, North Carolina, Mississippi, Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, and 
South Carolina. 

South Carolina is 1st in morality, 10th in instruction; Arkansas is 
2d in morality, 2d in instruction; Virginia is 24 in morality, 3d in in- 
struction; Florida is 4th in morality, 4th in instruction; Alabama is 
5th in morality, 8th in instruction; Louisiana is 6th in morality, 9th 
in instruction; North Carolina is 7th in morality, 5th in instruction; 
Georgia is 8th in morality, 7th in instruction; Mississippi is 9th in 
morality, 6th in instruction; Tennessce is 10th in morality, 1st in in- 
struction. 

It will be noticed that of these States, which were all slave States, 
South Carolina, whilst the most illiterate, is the most moral, and Ten- 
nessee, with the highest education, isthe most criminal. In only three 
of these States is crime commensurate with illiteracy. 

The foregoing figures are based upon the total school population in the 
States mentioned, and whilst it will be found that there is a consider- 
able difference of morality in favor of the better instructed States, it is 
also true that the greater criminality of the illiterate States is not in 
proportion to their illiteracy. 

Wisconsin, whilst not the best instructed, is the best of the first 
group in morality, whilst Tennessee is seven timesas illiterate but only 
three and one-half times as crimival as Wisconsin. 

If we consider now the white population only, we find that in Massa- 
chusetts there are only 7 in 1,000 urable to write, whilst in North 
Carolina there are 317 in 1,000 who can not write, and yet according to 
the census there is more than twice as much crime among the native 
rine population of Massachusetts as among the same class in North 

rolina. 

Of all the Statesas to native whites, Massachusetts ranks 1st in instruc- 
tionand 35th in morality; Connecticut ranks 2d in instruction and 25th 
in morality; New Hampshireranks 3d in instruction and 16thin morality; 
Nevadaranks 4th in instruction and 38th in morality; Maine ranks 5thin 
instruction and 11thin morality; Minnesota ranks 6th in instruction and 
19th in morality; Wisconsin ranks 7th in instruction and 10th in mo- 
rality; Delaware ranks 24th in instruction and 3d in morality; Florida 
ranks 3lst in instruction and Ist in morality; South Carolina ranks 32d 
in instruction and 2d in morality; Kentucky ranks 33d in instruction 
and 8th in morality; North Carolina ranks 38th in instruction and 23d 
in morality. 

The figures in regard to Massachusetts and North Carolina have been 
given. ‘The figures for the other States are equally important and sug- 
gestive. Thus, in Connecticut only 10 in 1,000 are unable to write; 
in New Hampshire, only 11. In South Carolina, 224 in 1,000 can not 
write; in Florida, 207. In Connecticut, 1 in every 837 is a prisoner; in 
New Hampshire, 1 in every 1,161. In South Carolina, 1 in every 5,203 
is a prisoner; in Florida, 1 in every 5,734. That is to say, in Connec- 
ticut and New Hampshire ability to write is twenty times as exten- 
sive among the native white population as it is in South Carolina and 
Florida, yet there is five times as much crime in proportion in Connec- 
ticut and New Hampshire as there is in South Carolina and Florida. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to ask a single question at that point, 
which may throwa little light on these statistics. Suppose that a State 
never prosecuted anybody for crime, it would stand first in the table 
for morality? 

Mr. VEST. I have opie: bape to answer that proposition by compar- 
ing States which belong to the same class, with the same institutions 
and the same climatic condition. I grant that point would be well 
taken if I compared only States in the South with States in the North, 
but I compare Southern States with Southern States and Northern 
States’ with Northern States, and I show from this census, which, if it 
is worth anything, proves what I say, that illiteracy and crime do not 
go together. I take States which are exactly alike in all their condi- 
tions, and I show as between those States that the best educated State 
is not the best governed State and not the most moral. 

Mr. BLAIR. When the Senator is through on that point I wish to 
call his attention to one aspect of the matter; and I shall do so now, if 
agreeable to him. 

Mr. VEST. I do not wish to have a speech injected into mine. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like before the Senator leaves this point to 
suggest one thing for his consideration. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know in regard to this comparison of States 
as between themselves, but I have examined this matter in the indi- 
vidual States, and it has been a subject of careful examination by those 
who have given attention to itin many different nations. It hasalways 
been found to be the case that in a given community a very much larger 
proportion of crime was committed by the illiterate than by the edu- 


cated people of the same community. In the State of New York, for 
instance, of the crime committed in that State there is at least nine 
times as large a proportion committed by illiterates as by educated peo- 
ple, comparing the relative numbers of the two classes, and that is true 
of every State; it is true of every nation. 

I have statistics which at the proper time I shall submit to the Sen- 
ator’s examination, showing that wherever an illiterate population 
and an educated population live together in the same community, un- 
der the same conditions, crime is committed by the illiterate popula- 
tion to at least ten times the proportion that it is committed by the 
educated population. 

Mr. VEST. It is greatly to be regretted, without attributing any 
indirect motive to the author of this bill, that with all bis vast labor, 
with his statistics bewildering and labyrinthgne, he stumbled over the 
very question which every legislator must first consider. What is the 
effect of illiteracy upon government? What is the effect upon crime? 
In ali these tables he has not given what he says is at his fingers’ end. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will look at the twenty-seventh page 
of the same pamphlet he will find it given very elaborately. 

Mr. VEST. As to the effect? 

Mr. BLAIR. As to the relative crime committed by the literate 
and illiterate classes. 

Mr. VEST. But I mean a comparison between the States. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not pertinent to the discussion. 

Mr. VEST. I ata not here attacking education; I am here attack- 
ing the correctness of the deduction which the Senator makes from this 
census, I very much believe that you can take the census and prove 
anything out of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me there is nothing in any 
of the tables instituting any comparison between illiteracy and crime, 
and no argument that I have made with reference to this bill calls for 
any such comparison. What I haveincorporated here has been before 
the Senate for a long time in this pamphlet, the elaborated deduction 
of a distinguished gentleman from New York; indeed, of two gentle- 
men. The Senator can find it on the twenty-sixth and twenty-seventh 
pages of the pamphlet, and I call the attention of other Senators to that 
same matter. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not necessary to pursue the discus- 
sion and run the figures over to show that they prove certain things; 
they prove too much for the purpose of the other side. They prove 
that illiteracy and crime do not go togetherin the ratioclaimed. That 
I purpose to establish by the very authority claimed by the Senator 
from New Hampshire. I am notattacking education, but Iam attack- 
ing the monstrous claim that this bill is a panacea for all the evils which 
afflict the body politic. Many things create crime—the climate, the 
general conditions of life, nativity, density of population—and yet to 
listen to the speeches made on this floor for the last four years here is 
the universal panacea, the philosopher’s stone politically that solves 
every doubt with regard to the future of this country. It does not do 
it. Ishould like to educate the people. If education does not make 
every man better, it makes him more useful and a better political agent 
in the creation of material wealth. When any man or any set of men 
undertake to tell me that they have discovered the great secret of the art 
of governing mankind in one single omnibus measure like this, I hope 
I shall be excused for entering a slight dissent. 

Another singular fact is apparent from these tables, that in Penn- 
sylvania, Illinois, Missouri, Ohio, Colorado, and Kentucky, whilst 
the entire populations, white, colored, native and foreign, are bet- 
ter instructed, they are more criminal than the native white popula- 
tions. 

These States differ largely; some of them are manufacturing States 
and some of them agricultural; some have large cities and some have 
none, but the census shows that they agree in one respect, namely, 
their native white populations are at once more iguorantand more moral 
than their entire populations. If we now eliminate the immigrant , 
class and compare the native whites of Louisiana, Florida, South Car- 
olina, Kentucky, Georgia, and Alabama with the native whites of the 
well-instructed States of Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Hampshire, 
Nevada, Minnesota, and Maine, we find that the more ignorant are the 
more moral, 

In Massachusetts one in every 473 is a prisoner, and in Florida one 
in 5,734. 

If we compare States belonging to the same class, such as Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and Florida, we find that Virginia is 
1st in instruction but 2d in morality; North Carolina is 2d in instruc- 
tion and 3d in morality; South Carolina is 4th in instruction and Ist 
in morality, whilst Georgia is 3d in instruction and 4th in morality. 

If we are met with the statement that these remarkable figures are 
produced by the better administration of justice in the Northern States, 
we reply that this objection is answered by the fact that crime and il- 
literacy do not go together in States which belong to the same section 
and have the same institutions, such as the four we have last named. 
South Carolina, for instance, stands first in morals and third in educa- 
tion, whilst Georgia is less ignorant but more crinfinal. 

If we consider the Northeastern States, we find that Maine is better 
instructed and less criminal than New Hampshire, whilst Connecticut 
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z aja instructed but more criminal than either Vermont or Rhode 
a 

If we consider thenative white population only in these States, Maine 
is more ignorant and less criminal than New Hampshire; New Hamp- 
shire is better educated but slightly less criminal than Vermont, and 
Vermont has double the illit of Connecticut, but is much better 
in morals. At the same time, Connecticut is much better instructed 
than Rhode Island, but slightly betier in morals. 

If we pass to the Southwest, we find that Arkansas is more ignorant 
but much less criminal than Texas, and in the Northwest we find that 
Towa’s total population is better instructed and more criminal than 
Wisconsin, whilst as to the native whites Wisconsin is better instructed 
and less criminal than Iowa. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to state for theinfor- 
mation of the Senate what is the precise statistic which he speaks of as 
the statistic of morality or criminality ? 

Mr. VEST. I stated that. 

- Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon; my attention was called 
away when he stated it. 

Mr. VEST. The census of 1880 undertakes to find out the morality 
of the people of the respective States by the number of prisoners. 

Mr. HOAR. By the number of prisoners? | 

Mr. VEST. By the charges made of a criminal character of all sorts, 
both felonious and misdemeanors. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator states in one sentence two different things, 
First, he says the number of criminals; second, he says the charges 
made of a criminal character. What I wish to understand, if Iam not 
disturbing the Senator, is whether the statistics which he gives are the 
enumeration of persons convicted of crime, the enumeration of persons 
charged with crime, or the enumeration of persons sent to prison for 
crime? What are the figures of? 

Mr. VEST. As I understand, the census enumerators simply re- 
ported the number of persons who were indicted or charged with crime 
and arrested. They did not undertake to go through the record and 
find who had been convicted. 

Mr. HOAR. So if one State, for instance, makes drunkenness, or, as 
we had in Boston for a great many years, smoking in the streets an of- 
fense, and another State does not, the five thousand persons arrested in 
Boston for smoking in the streets would be counted under that class 
and would not be counted in Portsmouth, N. H.? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know but that such is the case. I know that 
there is a large number of very respectable people in this country who 
think drunkenness is a very much greater crime than some of the fel- 
onics, and they are now proposing to legislate on that idea. De gusti- 
bus non est disputandum. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not propose to interrupt the Senator, but I wished 
to ask him to state the precise statistics. 

Mr. VEST. I take these figures as they occur; I am not responsible 
for them. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not criticise the figures; I merely wanted to un- 
derstand them. 

Mr. VEST. I did not frame the census act. I had very little to do 
withappointingenumerators. This censusis brought here as the fount- 
ain of all argument in favor of this bill, and I am simply finding out 
what it proves altogether. 

If we consider the thirteen original States of the Union, and compare 
the native while population, we find that Massachusetts is better in- 
structed but more criminal than New York, Pennsylvania, or Marylaud. 
New York is next to Massachusetts in point of instruction. Pennsy]- 
vania is better instructed but more criminal than Maryland, the latter 
State being of the four we have named the most ignorant and the most 
moral. 

In the remaining nine of the thirteen original States Connecticut is 
1st in instruction, but more criminal than any of the others, except 
Rhode Island and New Jersey. New Hampshire is 2d in instruction, 
but more criminal than either South Carolina, Delaware, Georgia, or Vir- 
ginia, This fact I commend particularly to the distinguished author 
of this bill. 

Rhode Island is 3d in instruction, but worse in morals than any ex- 
cept New Jersey, which is worst of all in morals, but 4th in education. 
North Carolina is the most ignorant, but 6th in morals. Georgia 
stands 8th in education, but 3d in morals; South Carolina is Tth in 
education, but Ist in morals; whilst of the whole thirty-eight States 
Florida, in respect to the native whites, is most moral, and South Caro- 
lina is next. 

I wish to say here that I have no doubt in the world the statistics 
in regard to New Jersey came not from illiteracy, but ina large measure 
from the peculiar locality of that State, with the two great cities of 
the Union upon each side of it, with Philadelphia on one side and New 
York on the other, and with a dense population, many of them in man- 
ufacturing districts. è 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator will bear with me for a moment. 
While I donot wish to interrupt him, it would be perhaps well for me 
to say a word in thaf connection in regard to the State of New Jersey, 
that it may be better understood than the Senator is now leaving us 
to understand. For instance, some of the little towns along the sea- 
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shore which have a resident population of two or three thousand people 
will have during the summer months a registered population of perhaps 
70,000 or 80,000 pecple. Some of them come from the Senator’s own 
State, I believe, as it is almost the only placein the Union where people 
can keep cool in summer. I have distinct recollection of several Mis- 
sourians having been arrested at Long Branch last summer for some de- 
fault in respect to their conduct. 

As the Senator says, the State of New Jersey is sandwiched, so to 
speak, between the great States of Pennsylvania and New York. On 
Sundays there is a great exodus from both those States to the State of 
New Jersey. Our police force must needs be increased four or five fold 
in order to keep these alien citizens in something like good order. As 
the Senator has already said, hisstatement is based upon the number of 
arrests which represents the crime. Certainly I have known our jails 
and every place of moral reform that we have located along the sea- 
shore, along the line between these two great States, to be filled on 
Monday morning with prisoners. 

Therefore I say the statement is not fair with respect to New Jersey, 
for New Jersey does stand about as high in point of educational facili- 
ties as any State in the Union. I think thercis but a small difference 
between New Jersey and New York. 

Mr. VEST. I tried to say that. I tried to convey the same idea, 
that it was possibly this peripatetic population which Has increased the 
ratio of arrests for crime in New Jersey. I have no doubt Missouri has 
contributed to that end by sonie of her people going to New Jersey and 
remaining until they have forgotten their moral education in their 
own State and furnished an illustration of the old axiom that ‘‘ evil 
communications corrupt good manners.’? 

It isnot my purpose in presenting these figures, taken from the cen- 
sus of 1880, and for which I am not at all responsible, to depreciate 
the value of common-school education; but it is my purpose to show 
the monstrous exaggeration and the fanatic enthusiasm which have per- 
vaded the discussion of this bill, and that the census, from which its 
friends draw their arguments, proves too much. 

It has been assumed here in debate and in the public press that illit- 
eracy was the great fountain of crime, and that universal education 
would be accompanied by universal morality. 

These tables show beyond question that there are other factors be- 
sides education to be considered in this discussion. Religion, nativity, 
climate, density of population, and many other factors, enter into the 
question, and for any man or set of men to claim the discovery of a 
panacea for all the ills which afflict the body politic, is simply non- 
sense. 

I am willing and anxious to educate the peopleof this country, but I 
propose to do it with the instrumentalities pointed out by the Consti- 
tution, and not to destroy that instrument by following blindly and 
without question every new evangel which comes with education as its 
shibboleth. 

It would be supposed, Mr. President, from what we have heard upon 
this floor and throughout the country, that illiteracy is strangling in its 
serpent folds all prosperity and energy in the Southern States. Ihave 
before me now, taken from the Manufacturers’ Review, of Baltimore, a 
statement in to the progress of the South during the past year, 
which absolutely disproves this monstrous assertion. 

Of the fourteen Southern States, there are only fourin which capital 
invested in new enterprises is not double the amount invested in 1886. 

Think of that! But four in these poor, miserable States, now groaning 
under this terrible load of illiteracy! A wonderful people that white 
population must be! The ancient Romans, who carried their eaglesin 
conquest to the farthest confines of the then known world, must pale their 
glories before the white men of the South, if they are to be judged by 
the statistics of my friend from New Hampshire. If, with their black 
illiterates they still doubled their wealth during the past year, io tri- 
wnphe to the Huguenot and Anglo-Saxon people who inhabit the plains 
and savannahs of the South! Iam prouder to-day of my people and 
my lineage after this development than ever before, and I stand here, 
as a Southern man, to proclaim that if this census and these reports 
are naan, no such people have ever been known on the face of the 
earth. 

The number of new enterprises organized or established during 1887 
is 3,430, as compared with 1,570 in 1886. The amount of capital, in- 
cluding capital stock of incorporated companies organized during 1887, 
is $256,298,000, as compared with $126,226,000 in 1886. 

Seventy-seven new mills’ have been projected, many of them being 
now under construction, which is the largest number ever reported in 
one year. Cotton-mills have largely oversold their production, and 
many old mills are being enlarged to meet the demand for their goods. 
Alabama alone has secured during the year the location of five large 
car-building establishments, two at Decatur, and one each at Birming- 
ham, Anniston, and Gadsden, The Anniston works have cost $1,000,- 
000, and employ 1,000 mechanics, and will turn out twenty complete 
cars a day, comprising passenger, freight, parlor, and sleeping cars, the 
entire work, from wheels to upholstering, to be done in these shops. 

In the building of rolling-mills, pipe-works, machine-shops, and 
foundries the same activity is seen, while furniture factories, agricult~ 
ural-implement works, flour-mills, gas and electric works, canning fac- 
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a oA a establishments are being started in all the 
Southern States. 

In South Carolina a review of the year just ended shows an increase 
in agricultural, mining, and manufacturing products from $72,000,000 
in 1880, to $101,000,000 in 1887. The increase in manufactures has 
been 91 per cent., and in live-stock 61 per cent. There are now in the 
State three thousand manufacturing establishments, whilst the product 
of the phosphate mines has grown from 125,000 tons in 1880, to 432,000 
tons in 1887. 

Nor is this wonderful confined to material wealth. Equal 
advance has been made in education, until it can be confidently as- 
serted from actual experience that the Southern States are able, with- 
= becoming mendicants, to educate all the children within their lim- 

ts. 

It is true tbat a large number of illiterates in these States can never 
be reached by the pending bill or any other means. 

Out of the 4,715,495 persons in the South in 1880 over ten years of 
age who could not write, 2,961,371, or about two-thirds, were men and 
women over twenty-one years old and beyond the reach of legislation. 

This simple statement eliminates in one sentence much of the sensa- 
tional declamation for the passage of this bill. : 

The following table, compiled from the reports of school superintend- 
ents in the respective States and published in the New York Evening 
Post, shows that the Southern States have a common-school system 
supported by their own people equal to that of Maine, New Hamp- 
shire, and Vermont from 1860 to 1870, and which proved suficient for 
the advanced civilization of New England: 
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From this table it will be seen that more than two-thirds of all chil- 
dren of school age attend school in Delaware, West Virginia, Mis- 
souri, Hondi and Texas; almost two-thirds in South Carolina, Mis- 
sissippi Tennessee; and more than half in Maryland, Virginia, 
North Seer Georgia, and Alabama. 

In Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, Kentucky, Mis- 
souri, Louisiana, and Texas the school year ranges from 100 up to 182 
days, against 100 in New Hampshire now, and 99 in Maine and 97 in 
New Hampshire from 1860 to 1870. 

The reports of school superintendents for 1884 show that in Florida 
93 per cent. of all the children of school age, white and black, are en- 
rolled; in Texas, 79; Delaware, 77; West Virginia, 73; Missouri, 68; 
South Carolina, 63; Tennessee, 61; Mississippi, 60. 

In eight of the Southern States the average length of the school year 
ranges from 100 in Texas and West Virginia up to 182 i in Marvland, 
whilst it falls below 75 days in only three. 

In 1869 only 108,074 attended school in Virginia, whilst in 1884— 85 
there were enrolled 303,343. 

In Florida within the same period the*number of scholars nearly 
doubled, the increase being from 38,315 to 62,327. 

In Arkansas the enrollment increased from 112,233 in 1882-83 to 
153,216 in 1883—’84. 

In Alabama the report of the State superintendent of schools shows 
that in four years the common schools have grown from 4,624 schools, 
with 177,428 pupils and a school fund of $392,904, to 5,595 schools, with 
252,967 pupils and a school fund of $523,353. 

In Arkansas the State superintendent reports that between 1883 and 
1886 there has been an increase from 2,462 teachers, with 112,233 pupils 
and $479,471 expenditure, to 3,691 teachers, 175,935 pupils, and $866,- 
892 expenditure. 

In Georgia the State superintendent reports an increase in four years 
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Soy a „197 to 309,594 pupils, and of expenditure from $498,533 to 
61 

in Florida the State superintendent reports the increase in school ex- 
penditure within four years from $133,260 to $400,000. 

In the face of this record, evidencing beyond question the ability of the 
Southern le to educate the children, black and white, within their 
States, this bill is pressed to its passate. 

Mr. President, I have loved the people of the South devotedly. I 
have shared their sorrows and gloried in their heroic fortitude under 
adverse fortune. They are now in presence of a great temptation, and 
if they yield to the tempter, if they barter away their history, tradi- 
tions, principles, independence, and self-respect for this mess of Federal 
pottage, I shall turn away more in grief and shame than anger. 

If this bill is passed, it will be by Southern votes; but there is one 
place of refuge still left for the Constitution. 

The brave and honest man who is President of the Republic will 
prove false to the principles of his life, and of the great party which 
elected him, if he does not interpose his Executive veto in the path of 
this pernicious and undemocratic measure. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Maryland if he will 
yield to a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I will. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

R Mr. TARN; Do I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to rise 
or a pu 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Benator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsinif he desires it. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MILWAUKEE. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unamimous consent that the bill (S, 154) for 
the erection of a public building at Milwaukee, Wis., may be con- 
sidered at this time. I think it will not elicit any debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside in order that the Senate may consider the bill indicated by him. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill, which was reported from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds with an amendment in section 1, 
line 50, after the word ‘* million ” to insert ‘‘ one hundred thousand,’’ 
so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That the said hep cred Bis, may, in lieu of purchasing an en- 
tirely new ‘site as aforesaid, purchase additional necessary ground adjoining the 
site of the present public building in said city, and cause to be erected thereon 
said new building; but in the event that said present site shall be so utilized, 
for said new building, the cost of said building, iheludin said additional ground, 
shall not exceed one million one hundred thousand dollars, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I renew my motion, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If necessary, let the unfinished business be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the unfinished business be laid before the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business has been 
laid before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. And laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And is pending, and the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Witson] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. And I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

‘The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 
10, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 9th day of January, 1888. 
CONSULAR. 

William L. Bradford, of Alabama, to be consul of the United States 
at Barranquilla, vice Victor Vifquain, transferred to the consulate at 
Colon (Aspinwall), 

J. Harvey Brigham, of Louisiana, now consul of the United States at 
Paso del Norte, to be consul at Kingston, Jamaica, vice Louis D. Bey- 
lard, resigned. 

Charles Storck, of Texas, to be consul of the United States at Mon- 
terey, to fill a vacancy. 

Thomas W. Hotchkiss, of New York, now commercial agent at 
Ottawa, Ontario, to be consul of the United States at that place. 

Beckford Mackey, of South Carolina, now consul of the United States 
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at Nuevo Laredo, to be consul at Paso del Norte, vice J. Harvey Brig- 
ham, nominated to be consul at Kingston, Jamaica. 

Lebbeus G. Bennington, of Ritchie C. H.,W.Va., to be consul of the 
United States at Rio Grande do Sul, to fill a vacancy. e 

Jacob L. Doty, of Brooklyn, N. Y., now commercial agent at St. 
George’s, Bermuda, to be consul of the United States at iti, Soci- 
ety Islands, vice Dorence Atwater, resigned. 

MELTER AND REFINER. 


David K. Tuttle, of New Jersey, to be melter and refiner of the 
mint of the United States at Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, to succeed James C, Booth, whose resignation has been accepted. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


.Jacob T. Ake, of Ironton, Mo., to be register of the land office at 
Ironton, Mo., vice James H. Chase, whose term of office will expire Jan- 


nary 20, 1888. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Elizabeth J. Cook, to be postmaster at Arkadelphia, in the county 
of Clark and State of Arkansas, in the place of Mrs. Elizabeth J. Cook, 
whose commission expired January 7, 1888. 

Isaac D. Price, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of Jack- 
son and State of Arkansas, in the place of Ada E. Remmel, whosecom- 
mission expired January 8, 1888. 

James L. Clark, to be postmaster at Glenwood Springs, in the county 
of Garfield and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887. 

Charles H. Edwards, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles H. Edwards, 
whose commission expires January 21, 1888. 

Henry N. Pardee, to be postmaster at Northford, in the county of New 
Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Thomas A. Smith, whose 
commission expires January 16, 1888, 

George T. Propper, to be postmaster at Wahpeton, in the county of 
Richland and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Barney C. Wilson, 
whose commission expires January 25, 1888, i 

Jobn F. Kiddo, to be postmaster at Cuthbert, in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of Georgia, in the place of Duncan Jordan, whosecom- 
mission expires January 23, 1888. 

Jobn F. Redding, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county of 
Pike and State of Georgia, in the place of William. J. Fincher, whose 
commission expires January 23, 1888. 

John W. Arnold, to be postmaster at rt, in the county of Will 
and State of Illinois, in the place of John H. Weeks, whose commission 
expires January 24, 1888. 

Oliver N. Goldsmith, to be postmaster at Englewood, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of Willard N. Smith, whose 
commission expires January 23, 1888. 

Johnathan B. Stutsman, to be postmaster at Harlan, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Iowa, in the place of Benjamin I. Kinsey, whose 
commission expires January 15, 1888. 

Lewis R. Norton, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Reuben Noble, 
resigned. 

Charles W. Price, to be postmaster at Fort Benton, in the county of 
Choteau and Territory of Montana, in the place of Michael A. Flana- 
gan, whose commission expires January 23, 1888, 

Charles A. Wustum, to be postmaster at Billings, in the county of 
Yellowstone and Territory of Montana, in the place of Lucius Whitney, 
whose commission expires January 25, 1888. 

Sarah Hodgdon, to be postmaster at Deming, in the county of Grant 
and Territory of New Mexico, in the placé of James P. Byron, whose 
commission expired January 8, 1888. 

Henry R. Boyce, to be postmaster at Fonda, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of New York, in the place of Darius V. Berry, whose 
commisson expired January 8, 1888. 

James Garvin, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county of 
St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of Henry Russell, 
whose commisson expires January 24, 1888. 

Michael D. Murray, to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the county 
of Falton and State of New York, in place of Mortimer Wade, whose 
commission expired January 7, 1888. 

Giles M. Stoddard, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county of Tomp- 
kins and State of New York, in place of Dana Rhodes, whose commis- 
sion expires January 21, 1888. ; 

Patrick Gaynor, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of War- 
ren and State of Ohio, in the place of John M. Dachtler, resigned. 

William Rowe, to be postmaster at Westerville, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Ohio, in the place of Mary M. Coggeshall, whose 
commission expires January 23, 1888. 

George Flammer, to be postmaster at Covington, in the county of 


Miami and State of Ohio, in the place of Rush Reynolds, whose com- 
mission expired January 7, 1888. > , 

Mrs. Frank A. Helm, to be postmaster at Corvallis, in the county o 
Spake and State of Oregon, in the place of Newton R. Barber, re- 
sign 


William H. Allen, to be er at Ennis, in the county of Ellis 
and State of Texas, in the place of F. Y. Goldsborough, resigned. 

Laura W. Yarrington, to be postmaster at Eagle cde hse the county 
of Maverick and State of Texas, in the place of John S. Sproull, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1887. 


NOMINATION WITHDRAWN: 


James H. Kerwin, to be postmaster at Glenwood Springs, in the State 
of Colorado. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 9, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. = 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 

proved. ; 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficiencies in appropriations 
for current and last fiscal years for wages and contingent expenses of 
assay office at Boise City; freight on coin and bullion, assay offices; 
salaries, office of superintendent of State, War, and Navy. Department 
building; officers’ quarters, navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal.; and statis- 
tics of marriage and divorce, Bureau of Labor; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. and ordered to be printed. 

WATERTOWN ARSENAL, : 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
War of an appropriation to improve the sanitary condition of the 
Watertown arsenal; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL CLERKS IN PENSION OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the 
Interior of an appropriation to pay for the employment of additional 
clerks in the Pension Office; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M’CAFFERTY AND D. AND C. P. DULL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
War of an appropriation to pay Charles McCafferty and D. and C. P. 
Dull, contractors on the Great Kanawha River improvement; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BISHOP & CO., OF HONOLULU. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate and letter-from the Sec- 
retary of State in relation to the claim of Bishop & Co., of Honolulu; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIGHT AND FOG SIGNALS, MASSACHUSETTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Light-House Board of 
appropriations for light and fog signalsat Slate Ledge, Boston Harbor, 
Mass., and for the purchase of land at Pinos, Cal., light station; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of State rec- 
ommending that the United States consul at Iquique, Peru, be re- 
lieved from responsibility for the loss of Government funds by fire; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. z 
JOHN M’NAUGHTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosures, a letter from the 
Second Auditor in relation to the ‘* act for relief of John McNaughton; ” 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROTECTION WALL, NAVY-YARD, LEAGUE ISLAND, PENNSYLVANIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a supplemental estimate from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy of an appropriation for dredging, for filling in, and 
for building a protection wall at the navy-yard, Leagne Island, Penn- 
sylvania; which was referred to the Cemmittee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN AGENT AT OSAGE AGENCY, INDIAN TERRITORY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
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tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Interior of an appropriation for the salary of the Indian agent at 
the Osage agency, Indian Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WAGON-ROAD, HOOPA VALLEY RESERVATION, CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the 
Interior for an appropriation for the construction of a wagon-road from 
the Hoopa Valley agency to the southern boundary of the Hoopa Val- 
ley reservation, California; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IRRIGATING DITCHES AND FLUMES FOR MISSION INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Interior of an appropriation for irrigating ditches and flumes for 
the Mission Indians, California; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. y 

STOCK CATTLE, TONGUE RIVER AGENCY, MONTANA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Interior of an appropriation to purchase stock cattle for the North- 
ern Cheyenne Indians located at the Tongue River agency, Montana; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHICKASAW NATION OF INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior of an appropriation to fulfill treaty stipulations with the Chicka- 
saw Nation of Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
A fřnairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER SAYERS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Third Auditor in 
relation to the appropriation to pay Alexander Sayers, of Nelson County, 
Kentucky, for mules taken from him; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INFORMERS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of payments to informers and 
seizing officers in the customs service during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1887; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE PASSING ST. MARY’S FALLS CANAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with a Jetter from the Chief of Engineers, areport 
in regard to the commerce passing the St. Mary’s Falls Canal; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered te 
be printed. 

USE, OCCUPANCY, AND INJURY TO PUBLIC WORKS. 

‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports of 
the use, oceupancy of, and injury to public works; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
BALANCES ON HAND FOR IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS. AND HARBORS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, a tabu- 
lated statement of balances on hand for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors November 1, 1887; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF PORTION OF SAVANNAH RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, the re- 
port of a survey of Savannah River from Cross Tides, above Savannah, 
to bar; which was referred to the Committee on Riversand Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the annual report of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission ; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with financial statements, a report of the opera- 
tions of the Mississippi River Commission from July 1 to November 1, 
1887 ; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with inclosures, a draught, and recommend- 


ing the passage of a bill “to effect a rearrangement of the grades of 

office in the Subsistence Department of the Army;’’ which was referred 

to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS OF RIVERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, re- 
ports of preliminary examinations of localities found to be unworthy 
ofimproyement by the Government; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT CLINTON HARBOR, OHIO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, a 
report in reference to the acquiring by the United States of title to 
lands adjoining a pier built for the improvement of the harbor of Port 
Clinton, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the proceedings of the 
Commission for the Construction of the Congressional Library Build- 
ing since January 31, 1887; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE-COMMERCE COMMISSION, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting the first annual report of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and recommending that the connection of the 
Commission with that Department be severed; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. . 

LOS PADDILOS CLAIM, NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the surveyor- 
general for New Mexico on the private land claim of Los Paddilos; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, a schedule of Indian depredation claims 
examined and determined from January 5, 1887, to January 1, 1888, 
together with papers in each case; which was referred to the Select 
Comittee on Indian Depredation Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

“INSANE ASYLUM, AUBURN, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a letter from the superintendent of the State Asy- 
lum for Insane Criminals at Auburn, N. Y., and asking an appropriation 
to pay for removing from said asylum certain insane United States 
prisoners whose terms have expired; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMMITTEE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of findingsof fact, etc., 
in the case of the Norfolk County Ferry Committee vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

RALEIGH POINDEXTER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of findings of fact by 
the court in the case of Raleigh Poindexter vs. The United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chair- 

man of the joint commission for the completion of the Washington 


‘Monument, transmitting his annual report; which was referred tothe 


Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WASHINGTON, for two days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. BOWDEN, for three days from the morning of the 10th, on ac- 
count of important business. 
To Mr. HOPKINS, for two days, on account of sickness. 


RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I rise for the purpose of announcing that I 
feel constrained to resign my position as a member of the Committee 
on Claims, and do so accordingly, adding, however, a sincere expression 
of my high appreciation of the personnel of that committee. 

-The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks to be excused 


from service on the Committee on Claims. If there be no objection, 
the request will be granted. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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CORRECTIONS. 


Mr, DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the 
RECORD. On page 299 it appears that a bill introduced by me on tite 
6th, House bill No. 3017, in reference to the claim of the State of 
Florida, was referred to thé War Claims Committee. It should have 
been referred to the Committee on Claims, and I think I made that 
indorsement upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The reference of the bill will be corrected. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, on the 4th I introduced a number of 
petitions from fourth-class postmasters, asking for an increase of com- 
pensation. I find from the list of petitions printed in the RECORD 
that a number of errors appear in the names of the post-offices as well 
as in the names of the postmasters themselves, and I desire to have 
the necessary corrections made. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will send the corrections to the 
es Reporters they will be inserted in the RECORD in their proper 
places. , 


ADDITIONAL DAY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous consent to have 
a short petition printed in the RECORD in reference to the business of 
the District of Columbia, 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection the petition will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

It is as follows: 


To the Senate and House S etheen 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


We, the undersigned residents and tax-payers of the District of Columbia, 

beg respectfully to represent: 

hat, in view of ourentire dependence upon Congress for needful legislation, 
and of the great development of our Fagin ga and values during the Jast 
decade, an udditional day in each month ought to be set aside for the consider- 
ation of District affairs; 

That we have entire confidence in the integrity, ability, and disinterestedness 
of our peaa Commissioners and in their knowledge of our needs, and we 
earnest! y aeneo that their well-considered plans and efforts for the better secu- 
rity of the material interests of the District be encouraged and sustained; and 

That we are entirely satisfied that these views are in full accord with those 
held by the 1 majority of our fellow-citizens: 

Gardiner G. Hubbard, Thos. J. Fisher, W. S. betas me M. W. Beveridge, 
Alexander Graham Bell, E. Francis Riggs, Chas. C. Glover, George Bancroít, 
W. W. Corcoran, Anthony Hyde, E. F. Beale, John R. McLean, Sam’! Shella- 
barger, M. G. Emery, Crosby S. Noyes, B. H. Warder, Rob't C. Schenck, J. W. 
Thompson, Jno. A. J. Creswell, Dan’l B. Clarke, Sam’! Norment, Jno. T. Len- 
man, Stilson Hutchins, Brainard H. Warner, W. Laird, jr., H. M. Sweeny, G. 
T, Dunlop, W. H. Tenney & Sons, William A. Gordon, Enoch Totten, Walter S. 
Cox, W. E. onston, M. Ashford, W. F. Mattingly, M. F. Morris, A. T. Britton, 
Jno. A. Baker, M.W. Galt, Bro. & Co., Hooe, Bro. & Co., R. Ross Perry, Nath’i 
Wilson, E. M. Gallaudet, Hallet Kilbourn, Johnson Brothers, E. Kurtz Johnson, 
L. G, Hine, Jas. G, Payne, Benjamin P. Snyder, C. B. Church, H. A. Griswold, 
W. W. Godding, C. M. Matthews, James C. Welling, Geo. Truesdell, L. B. Tuttle, 
Geo. W. Utermehle, Woodward & Lothrop, John F. Waggaman, John Hay, Fitch, 
Fox & Brown, Bell & Co., Peter F. Bacon, J. Henry Brooks, M. D., Wm. Bal- 
lantyne, W. M. Galt & Co., T. W. Smith, Geo. M. Oyster, S. Taylor Suit, 
Myron M. Parker, H. P. Waggaman, Geo. E. Lemon. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to offer a resolution carrying out the ob- 
jects of that petition. 

The SPEAKER. A resolution of that nature will be in order on the 
call of States and Territories. 


WHARTON’s “‘ INTERNATIONAL LAW.” 


Mr, KELLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
Son Res. 48) providing for the printing of asupplement to the Digest of 
nternational Law printed under the direction of joint resolution of July 
28, 1886; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 


Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, andagreed to: 
` Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be authorized to have printed for 
the use of said committee such documents and papers as it may deem necessary 
in connection with subjects considered by said committee.” 
ü ere Surther, That said committee have leave to sit during the sessions of 
he House. 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ASSIGNMENT OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. . 


Mr. SHAW submitted a privileged report from the Committee on 
Accounts; which was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, having had under consideration the resolution 
referred to them by the House January 4, 1888, authorizing them to designate 
the committees which in the judgment of said committee shoul be allowed 
clerks under the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for the 
year ending June 30, 1888, limiting the number of clerks to be so apportioned to 
thirty-one, lly report the same back to the House with the following 
recommendations: 

To the Committee on Elections, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Banking and Currency, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measu 

To the Committee ón the Merchant Marine and 

To the Committee on the Territories, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Railways and Canals, a clerk; 
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a clerk; 
, a clerk; 


To the Committee on Manufactures, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Mines and Mining, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River; 

To the Committee on Pacific Railroads, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Education, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Labor, a clerk; 

To the Committee on the Militia, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department; 

To the Committee on Patents, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Invalia Pensions, two assistant clerks ; 

‘To the Committee on Pensions, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Private Land Claims, a clerk; 

To the Committee on the Revision of the Laws,a clerk, who shall also act as 
clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice ; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Expenditures inthe War Department, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De ent, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings, a clerk, who shall 
also act as clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department; 

To the Committee on Accounts, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on the Library, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Printing, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk; 

Tothe Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, a clerk; 

To the Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the Committee on 
Ventilation and Acoustics; 

To the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, a clerk; and 

To the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, a clerk. 

And your committee would further recommend that there be allowed a clerk 
to the Committee on the Eleventh Census; and in view ofthe fact that the work 
of this committee will be arduous, critical, and virtually continuous, that this 
clerk be employed during the remainder of this Congress at a sa Y of $2,000 
per annum, to be paid out ofthe contingent fund of the House, and therefore 
offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Eleventh Census be authorized to em- 
ploy a clerk for the remainder of this Congress at a salary of $2,000 per year, to 

paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. SHAW. The Committee on Accounts, by the resolution of the 
Honse authorizing this action, was limited to the assignment of thirty- 
one clerks, and it found thirty-eight committees to be provided for. In 
theassignment they have done that which they believe will best promote 
the business of the House, and trust the report will commend itself to the 
judgment of the members on the floor. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask the gentleman from Maryland to withhold for 
the present the call for the previous question. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. SHaw] 
consent to allow amendments to be offered? — s 

Mr. SHAW. Iscarcely see how itis possible for any logic, even with 
all the sopbistry of which it is capable, to provide thirty-eight com- 
mittees each with a clerk when there are only thirty-one clerks to be 


assigned. 

Mr. LANHAM. Still it might be proper to make some amendments 
to the report. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman from Maryland will permit, I de- 
sire to offer an amendment to this effect, that that portion of the report 
which attaches to the clerk to the Mining Committee other duties be 
stricken out, and that a clerk be given to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

I therefore ask the gentleman to withdraw the call for the previous 
question, which endeavors to force through the whole of the proposition 
without an opportunity being given to consider any amendment If 
the gentleman will not agree to that, I hope the House will vote down 
the call for the previous question. The House must have control of 
these matters in some way or other, unless the committee is to be abso- 
Inte and give the House no opportunity for amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Suaw] de- 
mands the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 128, 

Mr. SHAW. I call for the yeas and nsys. 

For ordering the yeas and nays there were 34 votes in the affirma- 
tive—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. SHAW. Count the other side. 

The negative vote was counted, and there were noes 117. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. Iask thatthe report of the committee may 
be again read, so that the House may understand it. 

The Clerk read the report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 


from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] proposes to provide a separate clerk for | 


each of the five committees not included in the report of the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. Now I am sure that the House desires to adopt the 
report, and intends no reflection whatever upon the committee, and 
therefore I suggest that, by unanimous consent, the call of the roll be 
dispensed with and the House be allowed to vote directly on the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Mississippi, and decide as to whether or 
not they will allow these five additional clerks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. On that single proposition alone? 

Mr. SHAW. Iam perfectly willing that the sense of the Houseshall 
be taken on that question. 

Mr. REED. I should think it much better that the gentleman 
should withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, and have the discus- 
sion go on. 
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The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent now to change the 
regular order. The yeas and nays have been ordered upon the demand 
for the previous question. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY] suggests that unanimous consent be given to dispense with the 
call of the yeas and nays, and take a vote upon the proposition of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED. There is no objection to dropping the call for the yeas 
and nays; but the other proposition, it seems to me, is one that ought 
not to be vei eae for I presume the object of the gentleman on the 
other side in objecting to the report of the Committee on Accounts was 
to have this subject discussed, and the House has voted very decidedly 
in favor of the discussion of the proposition involved. I hope gentle- 
men will not shrink from the discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Missouri is 
objected to, and the Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 189, not vot- 
ing 51; as follows: 


YEAS—83. 
Abbott, Greenman, McCreary, Simmons, 
Bacon, Grimes, MeMillin, Smith, 
Barnes, Hall, McShane, Sowden, 
Bland, Hare, Mills, Stahinecker, 
Bliss, Hatch, Montgomery, Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Hayes, Moore, Stewart, J.D. 
Boothman, Henderson, T. J. Neal, Stockdale, 
Bound, Hiestand, O'Donnell, Stone of Ky. 
Breckinridge, WCP H * O'Neall, J. H. Stone of Mo. 
Brewer, Holman, Outhwaite ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Bryce, Ho Peel, Taylor, J.D. 
Burnett, Hudd, Perry, er, E. J. 
Bynum, Hutton, Pidcock, Vance, 
Cam T.J. Laffoon, Rayner, Whiting, J. R. 
Candler, Latham, char m Whitthorne, 
Cockran, Lee, Rogers, Wilkins, 
Collins, Maish, well, Wilkinson, 
Dockery, Mansur, Russell, J. E, Wilson, Thomas 
Elliott, Matson, Seney, Wilson, 
Fisher, MeAdoo, Shaw, Wise. 
G io McClammy, Shively, 
_ NAYS—159, 

dams, Dalzell, Jones, Peters, 
Allen, O. H. Darlington, Kelley, Phelan, 
Allen, E, P. Davenpo Kennedy, Phelps, 
Anderson, A. R. Davidson, R.H.M. Kerr Post, 
Anderson, C. L. Davis, Ketcham, Pugsley, 
Ancerson, G. De Lano, Kilgore, Reed, 
Anderson, J. A. tt pa La Follette, encase 9 

nso ey, Lagan, weli, 

Baker, CB. Dorsey, Laidlaw, Romcis, 
Baker, Jehu Dunham, Laird, Russell, C. A. 
Bankhead, Dunn, Landes, Sawyer, 
Barry, Enloe, Lane, Scott, 
Bayne, Ermentrout, Lan n Scull, 
Belden, Farquhar, Lawler, Sherman 
Biggs, Felton, Lehlbach, Snyder, 
Bingham Finley, Lind, Spooner, 

c . Flood, Lodge, Springer, 
Bowden, French, Lyman, Steele, 
Bowen, Fuller, Lynch, Stephenson. 
Brower, Funston, Macdonald, Stewart, J. W. 
Browne, T. H. B. Gain Mahoney, Struble, 
Browne, T. M. Gallinger, Martin, Tarsney, 
Brown, © Gear, Mason, bee, 
Brown, J.R. Gest, McCormick, Thomas, G, M. 
Brumm, Glass, McCull omas, O. 
Buc! ‘ Glover, McKinley, Thompson, A.C, 
Buckalew, A McKinney, Tillman, 
Bunnell, Granger, McRae, Tracey. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Merriman, ‘Townshend, 
Butler, Grout, Milliken, Turner, H. G, 
Caruth, Guenther, Moffitt, Wade, 
Caswell, er, Mor Walker, 
Catchings, spree pea Morrill, Warner, 
Cheadle, Hayden, Morrow, Weaver, 
Chipman, Hemphill, Nelson, Weber, 
Clardy, Henderson, Newton, West, 
Clark, Hermann, Nichols White, J. B. 
Cobb, Hires, Vorw White, S. V. 
Cogswell, Hitt, Nutting, Whiting, William 
Conger, Holmer, Wickham, 
Cowles, Hooker, O’Ferrall, Wilber, 
Cox, Hopkins, A. J. O'Neill, J.J. Williams, 
Crain, Hopkins, 8. I. Osborne, Woodburn, 
Crisp, ouk, Owen, Yardley, 
Crouse, Hovey, Patton, oder. 
Culberson, Hunter, Payson, 
Cummings, Jackson, Penington, 
Cutcheon, Johnston, J. T. Perkins, 

NOT VOTING—5L 

Allen, J. M. pr ee Hopkins, S. T. Rowland, 
Arnold, Cothran, Johnston, T. D. Rusk, x, 
Belmont, 2 Kean, Ryan, 
Boutelle, Dav n, A. CO, Long, Sayers, 
B dge, O. R. Do A Mafett, Spinola, 
Burnes, Fitch, McComas, ymes, 
Butterworth, ‘oran, McKenna, Thomas, J. R. 
Campbell, Felix F orse, Thompson, T. L. 
Campbell, J.E. Forney, O'Neill, Charles Vandever, 
Cannon, ay, Plumb, Washington, 
Carleton, H 4 Parker, Wheeler, 
Clements, Henderson,D.B. Ran 5 Yost. 

pton, rt, Rice, 


During the roll-call the following proceedings took place: 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I 
desire to ask if it is not perfectly competent to refer this matter, in- 


cluding the amendment of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER, ] 
to the Committee on Accounts for a further report. 
-The SPEAKER. Of course the House has at all times control over 
any question as to the number of its clerks. 

‘The following-named members were announced as paired: 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. SAYERS with Mr. CANNON. 

Mr, RANDALL with Mr. Ryan. 

Mr, CAMPBELL with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Rice with Mr. MAFFETT. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. FORNEY with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. Gay with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. ROWLAND with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. PARKER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

So the demand for the previous question was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I have reduced to writing the propo- 


‘sition which I make to amend the report of the Committee on Accounts, 


and I now send it to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That so much of the report of the committee as-provides that the same cleric 
shall act for two committees be stricken out, and that ee clerk be allowed 
for each one of the Committees on Expenditures in the State Department, the 
Navy Department, and the Department of Justice, and py the Committees on 
Levees of the Mississippi River, and on Ventilation and Acoustics; and that 
clerks whose pay is not provided tor by law shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House until the ist day of July, 1888, at the rate of $6 per day, as 
heretofore. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word upon this pro- 
posed amendment to the report of the committee; and probably what 
should be said upon this subject might be embraced in the single dec- 
laration that if there is any subject of sufficient dignity and impor- 
tance in the view either of the House itself, or of the country whose in- 
terests it cares for, as to justify the appointment of a committee, the 
work of that committee ought to be of sufficient moment to demand 
the appointment of a clerk. 

My amendment provides simply that a clerk be provided for each of 
the committees designated in the report, instead of having in several 
cases clerks with double duty to perform, asisnow provided. I might 
speak of one of these committees, which is of very great and growing | 
importance; I allude to that which has charge of the improvement of 
the Mississippi River. This is an important committee, and grows 
more and more so every year, as appropriations become more and more 
necessary for improving the navigation of that great river and its main 
tributaries. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this report ought to provideaclerk foreach 
of the committees designated, the effect of my proposition being to pro- 
vide clerks for the Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment, the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, and the 
Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics. The whole increase in ex- 
penditure will be to the extent simply of providing a clerk for each of 
these committees. The Committee on Accounts, as I understand, is 
not provided for and does not particularly desire to be; hence that com- 
mittee is not embraced in the proposition. 

I make no allusion to the Committee on the Census, because that has 
been"provided for very properly by the report of the committee, which 
proposes the appointment of an annual clerk for the Committee on 
the Census. The necessity of such a clerk must be apparent to any one 
who has acted heretofore, as I have, upon that committee; for I had the 
honor in a former Con, to take a partin that service with the gentle- 
man from New York [ Mr. Cox], who with such distinguished ability 
acted as chairman of the committee which made provision for the tak- 
ing and publication of the census of 1880. My amendment does not 
affect in the least the provision of the report on that subject. 

Now, sir, if no one desires to speak on this subject, I will imitate the 
example of the gentleman who presented this report, and will call for 
the previous question. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman yield to me for two minutes? 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to say a few words. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will first yield to the gentleman from Ilinois 
(Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, if the House is not prepared to adopt 
the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], that 
every committee be provided with a clerk, nevertheless the report of 
the Committee on Accounts ought to be amended by striking out that 
portion which provides that the clerk of one committee shall render 
service as clerk for another committee. Such provision is utterly use- 
less; no practical advantage has ever been found to result from it, and 
the only reason for inserting it in the report is to make it appear that 
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in some way provision is made for the clerical work of all the commit- 
tees. 

The session committee clerks authorized by law number, I believe, 
thirty-one, whereas the number of committees to be provided in some 
way with clerical assistance is, I think, thirty-seven. 


A MEMBER. Thirty-eight. 

Mr. ADAMS. TheCommittee on Accounts has undertaken to distrib- 
ute these thirty-one clerks among thirty-eight committees. The proper 
way of performing this particular task would have been for them tosay 
which of these committees are entitled to clerks, and there have left the 
matter, leaving it to the House to provide forthe other committees out 
of the contingent fund, or else not to provide for them atall; for every 
one who is familiar with committee business will see that a clerk ap- 
pointed by the chairman of one committee can not be, and I believe ex- 
perience has shown never has been, of the slightest possible practical 
use to any other committee, 

Hence, at the proper time I would like to call for a division of the 
question, in order that, if the House should decide to vote down the 

position of the gentleman from Mississippi—and I shall yote with 
m in support of it—we may nevertheless strike from the reportof the 
committee the useless and absurd provision that a clerk of one commit- 
tee shall appear to serve also as the clerk of another committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to inquire as to the effect of the demand 
made by the gentleman from Mississippi for the previons question, as 
I have an amendment which I desire to offer to the report of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. HOOKER. I take it for granted, if the Speaker please, that the 
previous question if now ordered would operate upon the report of the 
committee and the amendment which I have pro: Of course, the 
previous question can not operate upon anything which, when it is called, 
is not before the House; and up to this time, as I understand, there is 
no amendment pending except that which I have offered. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to offer an amendment to the report of the 
committee. . 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam now ready to yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. How much time does he desire? 

Mr. BURROWS. Five minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the effect ofthe amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Mississippi is to enlarge the number of clerks 
as contemplated by the report; and it provides specifically that a clerk 
be assigned to each of the committees on expenditures in the various 
Departments. I had supposed that the appointment of a clerk to any 
committee was based upon the assumption that the committee would 
have something to do. Ifthe object of appointing a committee clerk 
is simply to provide the chairman of the committee with some one to 
attend to his private correspondence, this isan excellent device for that 


purpose. 

We have no better way of judging of the probable services of these 
various committees in the future than by referring tothe experienceot 
the past. One of the committees to which the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi asks that a clerk be assigned is the Committee on Expenditures 
in the State Department. This committee existed in the last Congress, 
and I find that in the first session of that Congress it made no report, 
and in the second session made the same number. The Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department, consisting of seven members, 
made in the first session of the last Congress one report, and in the second 
session none. Yet this committee is to be provided with a clerk. The 
Committee on Expenditures inthe War Department made, during the 
first session of the last Congress, two trifling reports, and during the 
second session none. From the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
Department there were in the first session of the last Congress two re- 
ports, and in the second session none. From the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Post-Office Department in the first session there was 
no report made whatever, nor was any report made in the second session. 
From the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department there 
was no report in the first session and no report in the second session. « I 
believe, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice, there was an investigation in the first session, but there was no 
report made in the second session. The Committee on Expenditures of 
Public Buildings made no report whatever. So I may say in regard to 
other committees. 

Now, if seems to me, Mr. Speaker, it is a profligate expenditure ot 
public money. These committees, in the main, have no necessity for 
a clerk, and I apprehend the clerk is chiefly for the purpose of trans- 
acting the business of the chairman of the committee. Ifa portion of 
the members of the House are to be assigned clerks under the guise of 
clerks to committees, which committees have nothing to do, why not 
let: a clerk be appointed for each member of the House, as a clerk is pro- 
vided for each member in the Senate? I submit this is not a fair way 
to dispose of the surplus. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Michigan permit me to ask 
him a question ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. TI hope the gentleman from Mississippi will permit 
me to move an amendment at this time. 


Mr. HOOKER. I have agreed-to yield five minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope there will be no objection to having my 
amendment read. 

Mr. HOOKER. Not now. 

Mr. LANHAM. Isend up to the Clerk’s desk to be read an amend- 
ment which I desire to offer at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


` Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized, during this session 
only, until further,order of the House, to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid 
out of the contingént fund of the House, at the rate of $ô per day. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield to the 
gentleman from Texas for debate or for the purpose of having the 
amendment offered? 

Mr. HOOKER. I have yielded to the gentleman from Texas for 
five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman mean to have the amendment 
offered ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Whilst I think the Committee on Claims ought to 
have an assistant clerk, I am satisfied that if I yield for the ae of 
allowing the gentleman to offer this amendment I will be compelled to 
yield to a half-dozen others who have similar amendments to submit. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope there will be no objection to permit me to 
offer an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I cannot yield to the gentleman from Texas to offer 
his amendment, nor can I yield for any other amendment to be offered. 

Mr. LANHAM. LI hope the gentleman from Mississippi will hear 
me for one moment. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, was received from the President, by Mr. 

PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


CLERKS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman from Mississippi has yielded to me 
for five minutes, and, Mr. Speaker, it is only necessary to say in sup- 
port of the amendment I have offered that it has been usual for several 
years to provide an assistant clerk for the Committee on Claims. That 
is one of the hardest working committees in this House, as all mem- 
bers will attest who have served on it. 

The amendment I have offered is identical in language with the reso- 
lution reported from the Committee on Accounts in the first session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress, No man who has ever served on that com- 
mittee will deny the justice of giving that committee a clerk and an 
assistanteclerk. Itneeds not only a clerk, butan assistant clerk, because 
bills are pouring upon itevery day. Seventeen hundred bills were re- 
ferred to it at the last session of Congress. We need the service of an 
assistant clerk, and I hope it will be granted. 

I desire to say a word, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from 


Michigan—— 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield the floor for the purpose 
of allowing this amendment? 


Mr. HOOKER. No; I donot. I can not yield to any amendment, 
but will call the previous question before sitting down. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. HOOKER. There will be no difficulty on the part of the gen- 
tleman from Texas ın passing that proposition after my proposition has 
been disposed of; butif I yield to him now to offerit as an amendment 
I will have to yield to everybody else on the floor who has a similar 
amendment to present. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman consent to this being offered? 

Mr. HOOKE No; I can not now. 

Mr. LANHAM, Will he consent to its being referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts ? 

Mr. HOOKER. I have no objection to the gentleman offering it 
whenever he pleases, but I prefer my own proposition to be voted on 
now without amendment. 

Let me say a word in answer to what has been said by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. I differ with him as to the impor- 
tance of these committees for which clerks have been asked. Several 
years ago I served on the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, and I do not remember to have ever performed any berv- 
ice more laborious or more important than that of the committee on 
which I had the honor to serve as chairman of the subcommittee. 
Each one of these Committees on the Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment, on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department, and on Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment, if they perform the duties imposed upon them by their ere- 
ation and theappointment of members to serve upon them, in obtain- - 
ing the information needed for the action of the House, will have plenty 
to do, and in the proper discharge of their duties they ought to have the 
assistance of clerks to assist them, and not impose the whole work upon 
the members, who already have as much as they can possibly attend to. 

Now, the gentleman from Michigan asked, why not appoint a clerk 
for each member, as the Senate has provided a clerk for each Senator? 
Let me say to him that each clerk provided for one of these commit- 
tees is not only for the service of the chairman of the committee but is 
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amenable to the orders and directions of every other member of the 
committee just as much as he is to the chairman of the committee. 
He is the clerk of the committee to perform the functions attached to 
that position, and there is not one of the committee who is not entitled 
to his sesvices as much as the chairman. As I have already stated, if 
it was ituportant enough to designate these committees, their duties 
are of sufficient importance to require action on the part of members 
who have been appointed upon them. : 

I now call the previous question on the amendment I have offered 
to the report of the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. Isit in order for me now to offer a substitute? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The Chair understands the previous 
question to be called by the gentleman from Mississippi on the amend- 
ment only. 

_ Mr. HOOKER. No, I call the previous question on the whole sub- 
ject—upon my amendment and upon the report of the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, to offer a substitute for his proposition. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman can offer his proposition separately 
and let it stand upon its own merits. I do not want to embarrass this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. REED. That cuts off all other amendments? 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is ordered it does. 

Mr. REED. It is evident from the language of the gentleman from 
Mississippi that he does not so understand it, because he says the gen- 
tleman from Kansas may be allowed to offer his substitute. 

Mr. HOOKER. I say that he can offer his proposition on its own 
merits at another time, 

Mr. REED. Oh, at some other time! 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir; not now. 

Mr. REED. Well, will the gentleman from Mississippi tell me how 
many reports the Committee on Levees of the Mississippi River made 
in the last Congress ? 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not know, sir; I know that they might make 
a great many if they had clerical assistance. 

I call the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I will tell the gentleman from Mississippi they made 
one report. 

Mr. HOOKER. That may be. I have no doubt the subject is im- 
portant enough to induce a number of reports. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 67, noes 123. 

So the previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I now offer the amendment I sent to 
the desk a few moments ago as an amendment to the report of the 
Committee on Accounts, 

The SPEAKER. To come in after the report of the committee? 

Mr. LANHAM. I offer it independently of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. But that amendment is pending, and until it is 
disposed of no other amendment is in order; except as an amendment 
to_that. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I offer it as an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER, That is in order, and it will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized during this session 
only, until farther ordered by the House, to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House, at the rate of $% per day. 


Mr. PERKINS. I offer the following substitute, if in order. 

The SPEAKER. A substitute for what? 

Mr. PERKINS. For the pending proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman offer it as a substitute for the 
proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi as proposed to be amended 
by the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir; as a substitute for both propositions. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order, and it will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That cach member of this House, not the chairman of a committee 


given a clerk herein, shall be givena clerk during the sessions of Con tobe 
paid for from the House contingent fund, at the rate of $100 per month. 


Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Theproposition which has been submitted by myself 
as an amendment to the report of the Committeeon Accounts, refers toa 
number of clerks to be designated for specific duties to the committees of 
the House. Theamendment of the gentleman from Texas proposes an 
amendment to mine, giving an assistant clerk to the Committee on 
Claims. These two amendments, Mr. Speaker, are in accordance with 
the subject-matter of the report. That report refers to clerks for com- 
mittees of the House as they are now constituted. But the proposition 
of the gentleman on the other side of the Chamber, as I understand it, 


Not now? 


is not to give a clerk or additional clerk to committees of the House, but 
to give each member of the House a clerk at a fixed compensation desig- 
nated in hisamendment. Isubmit, sir, that that is not properly asub- 
stitute; that it is not germane, and is not pertinent cither to the sub- 
ject-matte: of the report of the committee, tomy amendment, or to that 
of the gentleman from Texas. 

It is not the purpose of the Committee on Accounts, nor was it their 
function, to report upon the question of what clerical assistance should 
be given to the individual members; but they refer specifically to clerks 
for committees. My amendment only proposes to increase the number 
of clerks by adding five, and the gentleman from Texas by his amend- 
ment proposes a further addition of one clerk. 

I therefore submit that the proposition from the other side is not in 
order. “ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Kansas 
on the point of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Mississippi, I would suggest that, as I under- 
stand the question, this is a report from the Committee on Accounts— 
the committee which has jurisdiction of this subject; and, as a substi- 
tute for the pending amendments offered to that report, I have offered 
the proposition which has been read, which not only enlarges the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi, but meets what I believe 
is a ‘‘long-felt want” in this House. [Laughter.] The propriety of 
the amendment has been acknowledged both publicly and privately 
by almost all of the members except when they happen to be required 
to cast their votes “yea” or “nay” upon this floor. [Laughter.] 
Then for some cause best known to themselves they do not seem in- 
clined to put themselves on the record as in personal conversation. 

In further answer it appears to me that thisis germane to the pending 
proposition. If the proposition is adopted what is its effect? The 
gentleman from Mississippi as chairman of a committee is provided 
for already by the report. As chairman of a committee which has no 
work, but as a member of the House, which has much work, he is al- 
ready provided for; while other members of the House who have much 
work to do, but are not chairmen of committees, are provided for by 
the substitute. This applies to those members of the House who are 
not given clerks by the report of the committee; and as a substitute, 
therefore, it seems manifestly to be germane to the report and in order, 
If the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi is in order it seems 
to me my substitute mustalso bein order, because it enlarges the scope 
of his amendment, 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment of the gentleman from Mississippi 
relates to clerks of committees only. 

Mr, REED, The Speaker will notice that this report contains the 
provision for a special clerk for the Committee on the Census, with spec- 
ial pay and with a special term of service. That takes the report out 
of the ordinary category of repdrts for the assignment of clerks already 
provided bylaw. No objection has been made to that, and it is to that 
report that the amendmentis offered; and itseems tome that an amend- 
ment, like that of the gentleman from Kansas, is germane to such a re- 
port as that; for it provides for the same classof cases that are intended 
in the provision as to Census Committee and such cases as that of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. In other words, it gives to us outright 
and directly what some gentlemen are desirous—and there is no objec- 
tion to their desire—of having under the general forms which have 
hitherto existed; and I am sure the House ought to be allowed to vote 
on the proposition. 

Mr.SHAW. 1 desire tosay in reply to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Maine [ Mr. REED] that the resolution in regard tothe Census Com- 
mittee, although not exactly in pursuance of the resolution under which 
the committee was authorized by the House to actin providing a clerk, 
provided nevertheless a clerk for a eommittee, and nota clerk for an 
individual member of the House. 

Mr. REED. Yet that was the object. 

Mr. HOOKER. Idesire tosayin reply to the gentleman from Maine 
that it appears to me he very much misunderstands the proposition of 
his friend from Kansas. The proposition of that gentleman is a substi- 
tute for the amendment offered by myself and the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas, and not an amendment to the report of 
the committee. 

Therefore the argument of the gentleman from Maine that the Com- 
mittee on Accounts have provided in this report that the Census Com- 
mittee shall have a clerk ata fixed salary during this Congress is no 
argument that the proposition of the gentleman from Kansas is in order. 

That proposition is offered as a substitute for the two amendments; 
and even if it were offered as a substitute for the report itself, the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Maine would not be correct; for it is in 
the power of that committee to report the assignment of a clerk toa 
committee. As they did forall the committees, so they did for the Com- 
mittee on the Census, which is a committee raised at this time for the 
purpose of taking charge of the mode and method of taking the next 
census of the United States. 

Therefore it seems to me the argument of the gentleman from Maine | 
is not maintainable, and the amendment of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas is not germane to the subject-matter before the House, the report 


_ young men for $100 per month. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


of the committee, or the amendment, which I had the honor to offer, or 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas, 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House provides that no proposition 
on a subject-matter under consideration shall be admitted under color 
of an amendment; in other words, that every amendment offered to 
a pending proposition must be germane to that proposition. Thereport 
now before the House relates entirely to the assignment of clerks to 
committees of the House, while the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Kansas proposes to assign a clerk to each member. The 
Chair thinks the point of order is well taken and that the amendment 
is not in order. : 

Mr. McRAE. I desire to offer what I send to the desk as a substi- 
tute for the report of the committee and all pending amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That each committee of the House not allowed an annual clerk by 
law is hereby allowed a session clerk at $100 per month,to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. Itisa well-known fact that committees to some extent 
at least have heretofore been furnished clerks who have but little work for 
them. It looks hard to discriminate and allow some clerks and others 
none, and at the same time I am opposed to spending as much money 
as we do for such clerks. The money appropriated, if properly distrib- 
uted on the basis of the work to be performed, would more than fur- 
nish every committee witha clerk. Letus reduce the salary to $100 
per month. For thatsum you can get men competent todischarge all 
the duties that are incumbent upon these committee session clerks; 
men equally as competent as those who served the last Congress. Do 
this and yon will treat all alike and besides save nearly $20,000 of the 
amount appropriated for this purpose. Therefore I hope if the House 
allows the employment of clerks whose principal duty is to serve the 
favored few who happen to be named first on the committees, that it 
will do so at as little cost as possible. I think we can get competent 
I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [ Mr. DOCKERY.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Isincerely hope the proposition of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] will not be adopted. Thirty-one session 
clerks are now authorized by law, the law of the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill. This proposition seeks to take the 
money for the payment of these clerks out of the contingent fand, when 
Congress has heretofore and now authorized these clerks to be paid out 
of the general fund. The effect of this amendment, if adopted, will be 
to exhaust the contingent fund of the House and leave without use the 
appropriation heretofore made for the payment of the thirty-one session 
clerks. 

Mr. HOOKER rose. ; 

Mr. MCRAE. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Arkansas allow me toask 
him a question ? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does your amendment affect the clerk provided for 
the Committee on the Census? 

Mr. MCRAE. Itis not so intended. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then let it be so expressed. : 

Mr. McRAE. I intended that my resolution should be a substitute 
for all of the report of the committee except the resolution which refers 
to the Committee on the Eleventh Census. ‘That I adopt and make 
a part of mine. 

Mr. OATES. Why should a clerk to a committee of the House be 
paid less than a clerk to a committee of the Senate? 

Mr. MCRAE. Simply because we should be more economical than 
the Senate is. . 

Mr. LANHAM. . Where there is an annual clerk provided for, does 

our resolution exclude assistant clerks? 

Mr. MCRAE. No, sir; it does not affect them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
Dockery], I want tosay this: If the appropriation in the act of March 
3, 1887, for thirty-one annual clerks, without naming them, is not ex- 
pended, the Government will havelost nothing. We are not compelled 
to employ them. What I propose is to use a less amount of money 
and provide a greater number of clerks, and service for more commit- 
tees. It can be done, and it ought to be done. 3 

Now, if any gentleman desires to discuss thesubstitute, I will yield to 
him for that pu Otherwise, I shall call for the previous question. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer asubstitute for the pending amend- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] has 
offered a substitute for the entire report of the committee, and the 
pending amendment. No further amendments can now be offered ex- 
cept an amendment to the substitute of the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Mines PERKINS. Then I will offer mine as an amendment to his sub- 

tute. ; 

Mr. McRAE. Before I yield for the amendment to be offered, I 
would like to hear it read. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, how does the gentleman from Arkansas 
get control of this matter? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas has the floor for one 


hour, under the rules. At the termination of that time, if the previous 
question is not ordered, the floor will be open to any member, who can 
take it. 

The amendment proposed to be offered by Mr. PERKINS was read, as 
follows: 2 


Resolved, That each member of every committee shall be entitled to a clerk 
during the session of Congress, who shall receive a monthly salary of $100, to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House: Provided, That only one clerk 
shall be allowed to each member. 


[ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield the floor 
to have this amendment offered? 

Mr. McRAE. Ido not. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] is not before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. It has not been offered. 

Mr. McKAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my substitute modified 
so as to embody that portion of the report of the Committee on Ac- 
counts which provides for a clerk for the Committee on the Eleventh 
Census. Now, if no other gentleman desires to discuss the substitute, 
I will call for the previous question. 

Mr. HERBERT. [ask to have the substitute reported. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] refuses to permit my amendment to be 
offered ? 

TheSPEAKER. He declines to yield for that purpose. 

The Clerk again read the substitute offered by Mr. MCRAE. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McRAE. The substitute being modified so as to embrace that 
portion of the report of the Committee on Accounts providing a clerk 
for the Committee on the Eleventh Census, I demand the previous 
question upon its adoption. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MCRAE. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. - I understand that the appropriation bill, which is / 
now the law, provides for twenty-five clerks for committees at $6 per 
day during the session, making an aggregate of $31,950. 

A MEMBER. Does it name the committees? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not name the committees, but it enumer- 
ates the clerks that are allowed to be appointed and fixes their rate of 
compensation. 

Mr. MCRAE. We are not compelled toemploy the thirty-one. We 
can employ more or less of them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It seems to me that twenty-five of the clerks that 
we employ will, under the law, be entitled to $6 a day. 

Mr. MeRAE. I think not. If the gentleman’s position is correct, 
what is the use of what we are doing here this morning? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Twenty-five of the clerks are provided for in the 
appropriation bill, and the amount of compensation they are to receive 
is fixed. Now, itseems to me that for twenty-five clerks, in addition to 
the annual clerks, Congress has already fixed the per diem compensa- 
tion, but as to any others in addition tothe twenty-five, their compen- 
sation may be fixed at any sum which the House may deem just, to be 
paid out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. McRAE. If the position of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] is correct, what will these clerks receive after the 1st of 
July, of the present year? The appropriation bill expires at that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They will receive nothing after the appropriation 
expires. 

Mr. McRAE. Then let us fix their compensation now. You are 
seeking to employ these clerks for the Fiftieth Congress. Let them 
understand when they go into the places exactly what they are to re- 
ceive and how long they are to remain. One hundred dollars a month 
is enough for the work to be performed, and I hope the compensation 
will be fixed at that. The resolution of February 17, 1882, only fixes 
the time when the pay begins and does not fix the amount. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I understand that the compensation of 
twenty-five of them is fixed by law until the 30th of June next. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Arkansas. 
whether the effect of the adoption of his substitute would not be to 
give all these clerks to the District of Columbia, for the reason that 
clerks who might be appointed from the States or from other sections 
of the country could not afford to come here for $100 a month ? 

Mr. MCRAE. I will undertake to furnish all the clerks that are 
wanted out of the gentleman’s own district for $100 a month, or out of 
any other district. [Laughter.] I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas moves the previous 
question upon the report and all pending amendments. 

Mr. SHAW. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] 
will permit me to say a few words. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the Committee on Ac- 
counts [Mr. SHAW] desires to be heard briefly on this subject; and I 
yield to him such time as he may desire. Will five minutes be suffi- 
cient? 

Mr. SHAW. I do not desire more than that time. 
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Mr. MCRAE. I yield to the gentleman for not exceeding five min- 


utes. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the motion of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] will not prevail. Many of these 
eommittees—in fact most of them—have important duties to discharge 
and they require clerks of such an order of talent as will command in 
other positions better pay than the gentleman proposes toallow. Iam 
quite sure, therefore, that the efficiency of the committees would be 
very greatly interfered with were this amendment adopted. I trust it 
will be voted down. 

Mr. MCRAE. I believe the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
Rows] wishes me to yield to him. Will five minutes be suflicient? 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire the gentleman to yield for the purpose of 
allowing me to offer an amendment. ; 

Mr. MCRAE. Ifthe gentleman will indicate his amendment, I will 
determine whether I can yield. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to offer an amendment to append to the 
proposition this provision—that the proposition shall not apply to the 
eight committees on expenditures in the various Departments, Is there 
objection to that? 

Mr. MCRAE. I could not agree to that, because I understand that 
some of these committees need clerks as badly as some others that 
have had them. If the gentleman means economy then he should vote 
for my substitute, I renew the call for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 50, noes 92. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. As no quorum has voted, tellers will be ordered. 

Mr. McRAE. In order to save time, I call for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the previous question. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 15 voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
aie [Mr. MCRAE] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 116. 

So the previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MILLS. As the call for the previous question has not been 
sustained, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. REED. I submit that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS] is entitled to the floor by parliamentary usage. 

Mr. PERKINS, Iaddressed the Chair, and endeavored to get recog- 
nition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Kan- 


Bas. 
Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer as an amendment to the substitute 
of the gentleman from Arkansas the provision which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

That each member of every committee shall be entitled to a clerk during the 
session of Congress, who shall receive a monthly salary of $100, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House; Provided, That only one clerk shall be al- 
lowed to each member. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order that this proposition is not 
germane to the pending question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point of 
order that this amendment is not germane to the proposition before the 


House. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the gentleman from Texas did not observe 
the phraseology of my motion, to which I call the attention of the 
My proposition relates to the committee. 

It proposes the employment ofa clerk for each member 
of a committee, which of course includes every member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas desire to be heard 
further on tlre point of order? i 

Mr. PERKINS. I have said all that I wish to say on that point. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has some doubt as to the admissibility 
of the amendment, but feels disposed to let the House vote upon it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BRUMM]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Irisetoapointof order. Isubmit that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kansas is not in order, not being 
germane to the subject-matter under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just stated that, although he enter- 
tains some doubt as to the admissibility of the amendment under the 
rules, he will allow the House to vote upon it, and therefore overrules 
the point of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BRUMM]. 

Mr, BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I remember that when in the last Con- 
gress a resolution was offered and voted upon, granting to each mem- 
ber of Congress a clerk, but three of all the chairmen of committees of 
the House that were provided with clerks voted in favor of that prop- 
osition, notwithstanding the fact that a number of the committees, as 
has been shown this morning, although they had clerks, had practically 
no business to perform, for I happened to be a member of one commit- 
tee that had but one meeting besides the one called for the purpose of 


organizing the committee; yet that committee had a clerk, and a num- 
ber of these committees are in the same position. When that vote was 
taken those gentlemen who were chairmen of these committees had 
their clerks; yet, upon the proposition to allow each individual member 
a clerk, all these chairmen, except three, as I have stated, voted against 
doing unto others as they would have others do unto them. ‘Therefore 
I think it proper that we should yote on this proposition now, before 
these gentlemen, who are chairmenof committees, obtain their share of 
the “‘ pork.” While they are ‘‘out in the cold?’ the chances are that 
they will be more willing to do justice to their fellow-members on this 
proposition. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield for a few moments to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, as is known to members of the 
last Congress, I advocated in that Congress the justice of the proposi- 
tion that the members of that House should each be allowed a clerk, 
so as to better enable them to discharge the responsible duties imposed 
uponthem. Though I but repeat what has been said over and over again, 
the statement is worth repetition, that no member of this House can 
discharge all the burdensome clerical work connected with the perform- 
ance of his official duties, and at thesame time have opportunity for the 
examination of the great public questions which are necessarily thrust 
upon him, and which he should have time intelligently to examine. 

It is of more importance to this country that their legislators should 
have time and opportunity for a proper, full, and complete examina- 
tion of these great public questions coming before them than it is 
whether or not we shall expend a few dollars more this year and dur- 
ing this Congress than during a preceding year and at another Con- 
gress. 

I am in favor of this proposition to granta clerk at a proper compen- 
sation, to be paid during each session only, to every member of this Con- 
gress, and not only tothe members of this, but of future Congresses, and 
I am prepared to go before my people and defend my position. In the 
interest of the people we represent, who deserve and demand our best 
and most faithful service, let us have the manhood to pass this motion. 

Mr. PERKINS. If it is the desire of the gentleman from Texas, I 
will renew the demand for the previous question; or if any gentleman 
desires to speak in opposition to the amendment I will now yield the 
floor to him for that purpose. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I should like to be heard. 

Mr. PERKINS. For how long? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Five minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwill yield to the gentleman for that time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I agree with all that has 
been said as to the necessity for the employment of a clerk for each Rep- 
resentative of the people in this House. I am compelled, however, to 
voteagainst this proposition. We were elected under a law fixing the 
compensation of Representatives in Congress at $5,000 per annum, to 
which are added certain emoluments in the shape of mileage and allow- 
ance for stationery. That was at least in morals a contract between 
each Representative and his constituents that he would serve the ensu- 
ing term for that measure of compensation. ‘ 

Still, I object to it for the further reason that there is nothing to in- 
tervene between the Treasury and the Representatives of the people, 
except an election, after a measure has been passed that seeks to take 
money from the Treasury. The power of this House to appropriate 
money for the pay of its own members is without limit as to time. 
Congress may not only increase the measure of its compensation, but 
may to some extent make it retroactive. If we may do that as to the 
session in which we now serve, there is nothing to prevent our allow- 
ing additional compensation to members for terms which have already 
expired. If, therefore, we may, without limit—for I believe the Con- 
stitution imposes none except that the appropriation shall be for public 
purposes—if, I say, we may therefore appropriate withoutlimit, it seems 
to me when we have in the salary or emoluments of office it 
ought not to take effect until an election intervenes between the pas- 
sage of the law and the time when it is to be operative. In that way, 
and in that way only, can the people have an opportunity to pass upon 
such a measure and save the Treasury. 

If we increase our salary, say, to $10,000, $15,000, or $25,000 each— 
although we have been elected upon a measure of compensation fixed 
at a lesser sum than this enormous amount—this raid, if you please, 
on the Treasury can only be prevented by allowing the people between 
this and the time when the law is to take effect to send Representatives 
here who will repeal the law. 

As I have said before on this floor and repeat now, I will never vote 
to increase my compensation or the compensation of Representatives 
in Congress, either directly or indirectly, unless the measure is by ex- 
press stipulation only to take effect in another Congress to be sent here 
by the people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for five min- 
utes. 


Mr. PERKINS. I will yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


HERBERT] five minutes, and when he has concluded, to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] for five minutes. 


1888. 


Mr. HERBERT. Iask that the pending resolution be reported. 

The resolution was again read; 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me the House is not pay- 
ing the attention to this matter which its importance demands. The 
effe% of it will be to add about three hundred clerks, three hundred 
office-holders, to thenumber now in existence. Ifgentlemen will look 
a little, as they ought to do, at the situation, I think they will under- 
stand why certain gentlemen persist in their endeavor to force the prop- 
osition on the House at this time, just before a Presidential election. 
Are we, whom the conntry holds responsible for the conduct of this 
House, as the majority party, willing to take the responsibility now of 
indirectly increasing, as the gentleman from Indiana has said, ourown 
compensation by adding these three hundred additional office-holders 
to the existing clerical foree? This is the single. question to which I 
desire to call the attention of the House, and I most earnestly hope we 
will not permitit to be done. It matters not who makes the motion, 
or what party votes it upon us, the majority will be held responsible 
for this addition§l three hundred office-holders if this resolution shall 
be adopted, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield now to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the proposition to give to each mem- 
ber of the House a clerk is by no means a new one. For several Con- 
gresses ing this that proposition has come up in some shape or 
other before the House of Representatives, and it has been almost unani- 
mously voteddown. Ithasalways been condemned by every Democratic 
House that has been assembled since the aelginasion st the proposition, 
It is essentially a Senate measure, decried by the several Democratic 
Houses that preceded this from the date of its first presentation in the 
House to the present time. It is a question that has occasioned strug- 
gles between the two Houses and has at times threatened an extra ses- 
sion. Conference committees of the two Houses have met and dis- 
agreed time and again because of it, and the unanimous conclusion 
reached by the Democrats in the House has invariably been against the 
adoption of such a measure. 

It has never reached the House before in its present shape, and now 
it comes after such an unfortunate chain of circumstances as puts the 
control of the measure practically in the hands of the other side of the 
House. 

The question with which we are now confronted, therefore, is, shall we 
submit to the situation? Isit not possible for the gentlemen who cón- 
trol this side of the House and who control the House itself, but who 
have temporarily lost control of this measure, to resume that author- 
ity vested in them by recommitting this report to the committee from 
which it originated, coupled with the other propositions which have 
been offered as amendments to it on the floor of the House? 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that, by a mistake the House has 
hitherto made, this measure is not nowin sucha shape that the House 
can wisely act upon it. I do not undertake to say that the report of 
the Committee on Accounts is theexact report that should be adopted; 
I do not mean to say that the measure presented by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] is the exact thing that should be passed, or 
that the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
McRAgr] is right. But there has been a development of the opinions 
and sentiments of thi€ side of the House, there has been an expression 
of its wants and wishes; and I trust that in the light of that develop- 
ment the whole matter will be recommitted to the Committee on Ac- 
counts in order that it m&y consider and make such report as may be 
reached in the light of surrounding circumstances after full considera- 
tion of the facts. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] has well stated the 
matter, when he says that this is but another proposition to create three 
hundred and twenty-five additional officers, less the clerks of the pres- 
ent committees of the House. Thatis just what it means, neither more 
nor less, and it is a proposition that has been repudiated by every Demo- 
cratic House that has been in session, as I have said, since the origina- 
tion of the measure. 

Now, sir, this House is under the control of the Democratic party. 
That party is responsible for whatever shall emanate from it. ` Itmakes 
no difference whether the legislation adopted here shall be reached by 
a majority of that party, or by the great bulk of the other side and a 
small faction of thisside. This side, underany circumstances, is respon- 
sible to the country, and the country will hold it responsible for what- 
ever is done or left undone. I trust, sir, that in this measure, as in 
all other measures that are presented here, we, facing the responsibility, 
as we should, will act together as friends, political friends for political 
purposes, in the interests of this great country. 

This proposition is but the beginning. Division here upon this means 
division at other points. We have the care of the public treasury, and 
if extravagance is to commence to-day, or has already commenced, and 
if,it is to be continued, the responsibility for this negligence must rest 
on this side of the House, and the country will undoubtedly hold it 
responsible. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes remaining. 
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Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. StocKDALE]. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, there is great force probably in 
the expressions used by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
and repeated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], but as far 
as the question of forcing a measure upon this House by the other side 
or by this side on the threshold of a Presidential election is concerned, 
I do not think there is anything in that whatever. If the measure be 
right in itself, we are perfectly willing to support it and go into any 
election upon that issue. If the measure in itself be wrong, we should 
vote it down, if there never was to be a Presidential election at all. 

Now, then, if the members of this House really need a clerk, if their 
duties to their constitaents demand that they shall have a clerk to as- 
sist them in the minor operations of their official duties, why I should 
be perfectly willing to go before my constituents and say so, and tell 
them the reason that I voted for such a resolution. It would be vot- 
ing for a resolution in their interest, not in our own, in order that 
they might have the advantage of all the time of their representatives 
and the assistance of a clerk. If the members, therefore, have any ne- 
cessity for a clerk to assist them in the discharge of their public duties, 
duties that they owe to their constituents, they should have a clerk. 

I believe the duties of this House are as arduous as the duties im- 
posed by the Senate upon its members. But, Mr. Speaker, I am op- 
posed to voting upon this resolution at the present time; not for any 
reason that I fear a vote on any question in the face of a Presidential 
election, but I do not believe the subject has been sufficiently consid- 
ered, and I am not prepared to say that I would be willing to vote for 
it. But Iam in favor of walking squarely up to the rack and voting 
upon this proposition directly, and not dodge responsibility behind this 
scheme of voting a clerk to each member of each committee, for every 
member of the House is a member of some committee. We should 
therefore, in my opinion, as suggested by the gentleman from Georgia, 
refer this back to the Committee on Accounts and let them submit a 
new report, so that we may all be able to vote intelligently upon this 
question. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. MATSON]. 

Mr. MATSON. . 1 believe this matter ought not to be recommitted 
to the Committee on Accounts, but that the subject ought to be dis- 
posed of to-day. It is certainly important to the transaction of the 
business of the House that this matter should be settled, because the 
committees are likely to do little, if any, work until it is disposed of. 

I apprehend it will be found after the discussion here that the Com- 
mittee on Accounts has done about all it will dare to do under any 
circumstances. If the House should instruct the Committee on Ac- 
counts to report this matter back, giving to each committee a clerk, 
perhaps they would take the responsibility. Without such instruc- 
tion I am quite sure they would not, for the law does not provide 
enough clerks to give one to each committee. It seems to me that as 
the matter is before the House now, it is the duty of the House to dis- 
pose of it. Ifthe House believes these committees that are unprovided 
for should have each a clerk, let us vote on that proposition. If the 
House believes the Committee on Claims ought to have an additional 
clerk, let us vote on that proposition. 

I apprehend the matter of giving a clerk to each member of the House 
will not be seriously considered when the vote is finally taken. I ap- 
prehend gentlemen are not ready to-day by a simple resolution of the 
House to create three hundred additional officers hurriedly at this early 
period of the session. I believe that responsibility will not be taken. 
I think this matter ought to be di of now, and that the Com- 
mittee on Accounts ought to be sustained as far as it has gone, and that 
these matters of amendment ought to be disposed of in order that the 
business of the House may proceed. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR. I was very much pleased at the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] in regard to the question of econ- 
omy when he urged his party friends to stand by him and vote for a 
measure of economy. And I do not think this side of the House can 
absolve themselves from the necessity of standing by economy when 
measures of this kind are under consideration. I do not believe it is 
necessary for the average member of this House to employ aclerk either 
in regard to matters before the House or matters concerning his rela- 
tions to his constituents. Believing that that is not necessary, and in 
view of the remarks made by the gentleman from Mississippi, that if 
a matter was before a committee upon which any member desired in- 
formation the services of the clerk might be employed to obtain that 
information, I think the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] ought not to be adopted. 5 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. DOUGHERTY]. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. As far as this discussion has gone it appears 
to me that the principal opposition to the full scope of this resolution 
comes from the gentlemen who are chairmen of committees, and there- 
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fore have clerks. They talk upon this matter upon the broad platform 
of statesmanship. Now, I take this ground, that if every member or 
this House had a clerk the business of his constituents would be better 
attended to than it is at the present time. 

I would vote, sir, for a proposition to abolish every committee of this 
House which was not of sufficient importance to authorize the employ- 
ment of a clerk to attend to the business of that committee; and I will 
go further. The Speaker well knows, and so does every member of this 
House who has served here for several terms, that every legislative ap- 
propriation bill returning from the Senate comes into this House with 
an amendment tacked upon it giving each Senatoraclerk. What is 
there in the duties to be performed by a Senator which should entitle 
him to a clerk more than there is in those duties which are supposed to 
be performed by a Representative? Put the question before the House, 
to say nothing of the whole people of this country, in its bare light and 
it will be seen that that action upon the part of the Senate is simply a 
mode of increasing the pay of a Senator. Now let the same step be 
taken by the members of this House; let it be called by its real name— 
increasing the pay of a member—and he has just as much right to that 
increase of pay as has a Senator of the-United States. 

Furthermore, sir, while the resolution ofthe gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. MCRAE] was under discussion, I asked him a question and he 
answered it. My question was whether the effect of his resolution 
would not be to put all of the clerkships into the District of Columbia 
on the ground that a gentleman from adistance could not afford to come 
here to take a place? In answer to that question he said that plenty 
of gentlemen from my district would come here. I deny that statement 
in toto. 

Mr. MCRAE. If I was mistaken in supposing the district of the gen- 
tleman could furnish fit clerks, I beg his pardon, and get them from 
other districts: 

Mr. DOCKERY. They might come from the district of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, but I do say that you could not get any man from 
my district in the State of Florida, who is competent to be a clerk of 
a committee of this House, to come here for $100 a month. He can do 
better at home. Now, sir, as my time is short, I have just this further 
to say: The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] and the gentle- 
man from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT], both of them chairmen of committees, 
inveigh against the action of the majority of this House in voting them- 
selves clerks—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me I will say that I 
have voted against this proposition and spoken against it a dozen times, 
and have done so when I had no clerk. I have always opposed it, and 
so has my friend from Alabama. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But most of the time the gentleman has been chair- 
man of a committee and has been provided with a clerk, But, Mr. 
Speaker, be that as it may, something has been said here about the mo- 
tives which actuate members in voting upon this question. Now, sir, 
I deny that such language, impugning in any way the motives of mem- 
bers of this body, is parliamentary. My motive in voting to furnish 
myself a clerk as a member of three committees of this House is that my 
constituents may be better served than they can be while I have to at- 
tend to the duties of a clerk myself. Gentlemen talk glibly here about 
responsibility and about approaching elections. Sir, I believe that the 
American people care very little how much of the public money may be 
spent provided they get some adequate return for the expenditure in the 
way of services to themselves or their representatives. This matter of 
“economy? iswornout. [Laughter.] Each side asit has been in the 
majority here from time to time has preached ‘‘economy ’??—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, PERKINS. Iyield two minutes more to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Kansas. I 
shall probably not consume the two minutes. 

Speaking of the question of motives, I simply wish to make this state- 
ment, plainly and without the violation of any parliamentary usage, that 
the real reason why every member of this House has not long since 
had a clerk is that gentlemen have been afraid of their constituents. 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. i 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I favored this proposition in the last 
Congress. It was not then in precisely this form. It had to come to 
the House as a report from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, 
and, as I understood, it was the unanimous report of that committee, 
except one member. It therefore had the indorsement of the Demo- 
eratic members of that committee, and it met with the favorable con- 
sideration of the House until the closing hours of the session, when, 
under the press of business and the want of time, it failed of considera- 

tion. 

I should rather have the proposition in the form in which it was pre- 
sented hy the Committee on the Revision of the Laws than in the form 
in which it is now presented; but rather than see it fail, I shall sup- 
port this proposition, voting to each member of the House a clerk. I 
agree with the gentleman from Florida [Mr. DOUGHERTY ] that the 
work of every member will be more faithfully and better done, and i 


that he will render better service to his constituents when he has a clerk. 
The work and the details which each member is required to attend to 
would be much better attended to under such cireumstances, and in the 
interest of wise and well-considered legislation on this Hoor I advocate 
this proposition. I think that if members were relieved from a great 
many of the duties that are now incumbent upon them as to small mat- 
ters of detail, they would be able to give more intelligent attention to 
their general duties as legislators. All round, this proposition would 
work to the advantage of the people of the country. 

Some gentlemen say that these clerks are not needed. I donot know 
what constituencies those are whose representatives can perform their 
duties here without the aid of clerks. I suppose the large majority of 
the members of this House require and employ clerks, The purpose 
of this proposition, as it comes from the Committee on Accounts, is to 
give clerks to certain committees, which committees have really nothing 
iu the world to do, so that in such cases the clerk becomes, in point of 
fact, the clerk of the chairman of the committee. Why not take this 
matter squarely by the horns and meet the issue boldly now, before the 
November elections, and vote to each member of this House a clerk? 
My constituents will stand it, and I do not believe there is a constita- 
ency in the country that will not stand it. I belicve in having the 
courage to do what is right. I believe that these clerks are needed, 
and we ought to have the courage to say so by our votes, and not 
equivocate and beat the devil around the bush, as we do when we sup- 
port a proposition giving clerks to the Committees on Expenditures in 
the State Department and in the War Department, and various others 
that have nothing at all todo. As I have said, I would prefer to have 
the proposition in the good shape in which it came from .the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws at the last session; but for fear that we 
may not be able to get the proposition in that form, and that if action 
be delayed the proposition may be defeated, I intend to vote for the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Kansas 
is mistaken as to the number of clerks that would be allowed under 
his resolution. I ask the Clerk to read the proposition again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That each member of every committce shall be entitled to a clerk Sing the 
session of Congress, who shall receive the monthly salary of $100, to be paid out 


of the contingent fund of the House: Provided, That only one clerk shall be al- 
lowed to each member. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Now, if I understand the proposition aright, 
every member of the House, being of course a member of some com- 
mittee, would be entitled to one clerk as a member of a committee, and 
the committees are entitled to certain clerks in addition. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, The gentleman does not understand the propo- 


sition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The chairman of a committee in appointing aclerk 
for the committee does not appdint a clerk for himself; the appointee 
is known as the committee’s clerk; he is not the member’s clerk at all. 
But this proposition would give to each chairman of a committee the 
right to appoint a clerk for himself individually, in addition to the ap- 
pointment he may have made as chairman of thegommittee. Take my 
own case. Iam chairman of one committee and a member of another 
committee. Under this proposition I would havea right as a commit- 
tee member to appoint a clerk, because the clerk I have appointed as 
chairman of a committee is the clerk of the Committee on Territories, 
not of the individual who acts as chairman. I think if this matter 
were properly understood members would not vote these additional 
clerks. There are forty-two standing committees of the Hotse; so that 
under this proposition there would be forty-two committee clerks, and 
then there would be in addition an individual clerk for every member 
of the House. Upon this construction I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, as also upon the general merits of the proposition. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, so far as my experience in this House 
enables me to judge, I believe the duties devolving upon members here 
are of such a character that no gentleman can perform them satisfacto- 
rily to himself and with proper regard to the interests of his constitu- 
ents without a clerk. And I stand here to-day ready to vote to give 
every member of this House a clerk. I am not afraid to go home and 
meet my people on this issue; for I would tell them that the man does 
not live, and has not lived, who can attend to his duties in this Hall, 
attend to his committees, visit the De ents upon business of his 
constituents, answer his correspondents, and do all this work without 
the assistance of a clerk. 

Coming to the question of clerks of committees, I can see no reason 
why we should make distinctions between one committee and another 
—why the Committee on Claims, for instance, should have two clerks 
and in other cases a single clerk be required to divide his labors be- 
tween two committees. Why is that, sir? 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘The Committee on Claims has perhaps more work 
to do than any other committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not know thatsnch is the case. No gentlemanon 
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this floor can say what work will devolve on any committee under the 
rules of this House, and no gentleman can say that the chairman or the 
members of any particular committee can go on and discharge their 
duties without a clerk. For my part, if we are not going to give each 
member of this House a clerk, then I say that, in justice to the various 
committees, each committee ought to havea clerk, irrespective of what 
may have been the practice in the past. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Houk]. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I propose to vote for this measure, giving 
to every member of this House a clerk, and in casting that vote I am 
not voting for my individual benefit; Iam voting for the benefit of my 
constituents. I presume there is not a man on this floor who attends 
to hisduties as a Representative whois not compelled toemploya clerk. 
I have had one ever since I have been a member of this body, and I 
think the constituency that would be unwilling to sanction this aid to 
their Representative here would naturally be a constituency that did 
not understand the duties of the Representative. 

It is the experience of every man here thatitis utterly impossible for 
any gentleman to keep up with the various questions which are brought 
before this body, to examine properly the facts and the circumstances, 
the law and the reasons surrounding them, and at the same time keep 
up, without clerical assistance, that tremendous correspondence which is 
absolutely necessary in looking after the details of business entrusted to 
members of this House. Therefore, in casting my vote for this propo- 
sition, I do so for the purpose of enabling me, as the Representative of 
the people of the Second Congressional district of Tennessee, to give 
attention to the legislation of this body. I propose to let the people, 
through their Treasury, pay for a clerk to aid me in looking after their 
interests in the various departments of the Government and keeping 

, up with the details of my official duty. 

One other word. In giving this vote to facilitate the public business, 
I am in nowise alarmed about going back to my constituents and tell- 
ing them that I thus voted. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CUTCHEON]. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, upon the general question as to the 
desirability of clerks for members of this House, whether that question 
be considered with reference to the business of the House, the thorough- 
ness with which we are to perform our public duties, or the interests of 
our constituents, I have no doubt whatever. So far as my acquaint- 
ance extends, I believe that every member of this House, unless he be 
able to provide himself with a clerk outside of the salary allowed him 
by law, is compelled to devote a very large proportion of his time to 
the performance of merely clerical duty. I do not believe that the law 
ne the salaries of members of Congress contemplated this state ot 

fairs. 

There is another thing we ought not to forget. Times are not now 
as they were five years ago, or even ten years. There are gentlemen 
who still occupy seats on the floor of this House who were here when 
the population of the United States was thirty millions, instead of sixty 
millions, as it is to-day. They remember the time when the bills in- 
troduced here in a single session were numbered by hundreds, instead 
of by tens of thousands, as they literally are to-day. 

For my own part, I believe it would be in the interest of practical 
economy to our individual constituents if a clerk or the allowance for 
a clerk were provided for each and every member. I voted for this 
proposition in the last Congress. I voted for it because I believed it 
peer right. I believe it is right to-day, and therefore shall vote for it 
to-day. 

There is another thing to which I may advert. We have before us 
here from session to session bills in the interest of labor, in regard to 
the eight-hour law and laws of like import. Iventure to affirm, on an 
average, the members of this body are engaged in their public duties 
not eight hours a day or ten hours a day, but I believe there are more 
gentlemen on this floor who give from twelve to thirteen hoursa day to 
their public duties than there are who give less than that time. I do 
not believe our constituents want us to do this. I do not believe they 
ask us to busy ourselves for hours each day performing work which a 
elerk can be hired for $100 a month to do as well. erefore I shall 
vote for the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Pesci ESENS, I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
rgia. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say it is not 
the part of wisdom to legislate by indirection. We all knew at the 
time of our election that our salaries were $5,000 a year and mileage. 
By indirection to-day we attempt to add $300,000 more to the salaries 
of the members of this House under the guise of aiding the committees 
by furnishing each one of them with a clerk. Now, I insist, if this 
proposition is not to take effect in the future, so the people can say when 
they select their representatives they shall not have the power to 
supplement their salaries by an indirect vote, by indirect legislation, 
it will be unfair to our constituents. It is an improper and unusual 
mode of legislation thus, under the guise of aiding each chairman of a 


committee, to allow him $1,000 for a clerk for two sessions of Congress, 
when at the time each member was elected to this House he knew his 
salary was only $5,000 a year without any supplementary or additional 
amount of this character. k 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Inow yield two minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. STEELE]. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I am glad indeed this House did not 
take alarm at the remark of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. HER- 
BERT], who notified us we were on the eve of a Presidential election and 
to prepare for the battle, and that economy must again be the rallying 

. Now, I am not surprised to hear that cry come from him, because 
he has a clerk. [Laughter.] \ 3 

It is physically impossible for me to do all the work I am called upon 
to do for my constituents. I have answered every letter and attended 
to every request coming from them, and I have my whole time taken up 
by that work, and my collcague [Mr. BROWNE] says he does not needa 
clerk, or that he will not vote for a clerk. Now, look at this desk— 
there are seventy-five letters unanswered [laughter] and as many more 
perhaps at home unanswered. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And besides other questions, there is the tariff. 

Mr. STEELE. Thegentleman hasa right‘o his position on this ques- 
tion, and he can vote against the resolution allowing a clerk, but for 
myself I am going to vote for a clerk in order that I may serve my con- . 
stituents better. I had the courage to do it two years ago, and if my 
constituents do not want me to have a clerk during the succeeding Con- 
gress they can say so and I will not be their Representative. 

If the House sees proper to vote us a clerk I shall be very glad in- 
deed, and I would cali special attention to the position taken by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], who comes boldly out in 
favor of doing so. He has the wealth to hirea dozen clerks if he wants 
toand not feel itas a drain upon him, and yet he has some compassion 
upon poor people who are laboring under other circumstances. He is 
not going to be a demagogue because he has gota clerk for his com- 
mittee, either, butis willing that others shall have equal privileges, 
I hope, therefore, that this side of the House will have the courage of 
its own convictions, and if they have constituents who do not want 
them to come here to undertake to do their duty better and more sat- 
isfactorily, then they ought ta be willing to stay at home. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Oates]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the policy of the Government of the 
United States, unlike that of Great Britain, is to pay its legislators for 
their services. This is done because it enables the people of any Con- 
gressional district to be-represented if they choose by the poorest man 
in the district. They expect eflicient services to be here rendered by 
their representatives. 

No gentleman who has been here for even one session will say that 
any man can perform all the duties efficiently and faithfally pertain- 
ing to his position without some clerical assistance. I could enlarge 
upon this, as I did in a report from the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws, which I submitted ina former session of Congress, and which 
gave fully the reasons, which are manifest on reflection, why a clerk 
should be allowed to members. 

But, sir, as my time is limited, I only care now to say that while I 
favor the general proposition of a clerk toevery Senator and Representa- 
tive who is not the chairman of a committee, and therefore unable to 
utilize the services of the clerk of that committee, yet the present propo- 
sition doés not meet my approval. 

It is a simple, naked proposition that the members of the House of 
Representatives who are not chairmen of committees shall have aclerk 
during the sessions of Congress at a compensation of $100 a month. 

I am in favor of a general law making the compensation uniform and 
applying it to the clerks of Senators as well as to the clerks of Repre- 
sentatives. But in that respect in my judgment the proposition now 
submitted is so defective that I can not vote for it, though I am prepared 
at all times to vote for a well-considered and matured proposition to 
carry out the general scope of the idea. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like permission to extend the time two 
minutes longer in order to give the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HER- 
BERT] two minutes, reserving three to close the debate. I ask unani- 
mous consent, therefore, that the time be extended for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield two minntes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Air. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it has been more than once suggested 
in the course of this debate that the reason of my opposition to this 
measure is that I have a clerk as chairman of one of the committees 
of the House. That is a mistake. The Committee on Naval Affairs’ 
has a clerk, but that clerk writes very few of my letters. I write fully 
nine-tenths of them myself as a general proposition; but sometimes in 
the last Congress when I found myself unable to write my letters, I 
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took the money out of my own pocket and paid a stenographer to come 
and take them down from my dictation and write them out for me. 
That is what I expect to do during this session; and every gentleman 
upon the floor can do the same thing if he desires it. 

But this is just, as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr STEWART] has 
said, a plain proposition to increase our own salaries by an amount 
ranging from $500 to $1,000 per year. It is the same thing that was 
done in the back-salary grab, so well remembered in thiscountry. Men 
came here elected to serve at $5,000 a year, and with that agreement 
made with the people, for that was the implied contract on which they 
were elected, that being then the law, they voted themselves during 
their term of service $7,500 a year. Very few of them ever got back. In 
principle this is precisely the same, for every gentleman can pay if he 
chooses for this service ont of the amount—$5,000 a year, which was 
the salary by law when he was elected—the necessary clerk-hire to 
write his letters. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOOKER.. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have but three minutes to close the debate. 

I desire to notice first the argument made by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], which was originally, doubtless, suggested 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], that this proposition 
involves the increase of the compensation as now fixed by law of the 
members of this House. 

The language of the resolution is that this compensation is to go to 
a clerk, who shall assist in part the member serving his constituency, 
in the running of errands at the Departments, in looking after that er- 
rand work that every member of this House is called upon to perform, 
and which errand work largely takes from him his usefulness as a mem- 
ber of this House. 

There is not a member of this House, I care not what his experience 
is in matters of legislation, that is able to look after his correspondence 
and his errand work and at the same time give intelligent attention to 
the business of this House. Every member here of twenty-four hours’ 
experience on work knows this is a very important thing and in pri- 
vate conversation will recognize and confess the necessity for a clerk 
being assigned to each member. I am glad I represent a constituency 
that is willing a member shall vote for a proposition that will give him 
this assistance in doing this errand work and enable him to look after 
their wants in the various departments of the Government. The time 
of the member which should be devoted to matters of legislation is 
largely occupied by this errand work to which I have referred. This 
proposition does not contemplate giving a dollar to amember, butit does 
contemplate that these clerks who are to be called to assist ‘the constit- 
uency of the members in the doing of this work shall be paid the not 
very extravagant sum of $100 per month. 

I am very glad that I represent a constituency that casts more than 
2,500 votes. If I represented a constituency that only cast 2,500 votes 
perhaps I might be able to do their-work. [Applause.] But I repre- 
sent a constituency which cast 32,000 votes and more, and there are 
members here re is sient districts which cast more than double the 
number cast in the entire ten Co ional districts of Georgia. And 
when you ask a member to do the work of 82,000 electors, answering 
their letters, running their errands, and lookingafter their various inter- 
ests, you ask an Topot y: I do not think it is the sense of the peo- 
ple of America that these labors should be imposed upon any one man, 
and in the interest of good legislation and in the interest of our con- 
stituents, who want their every interest carefully and attentively looked 
after, I offer this amendment. 

I demand the previous question. 

Mr. MILLS. Pending the call for the previous question I move to 
recommit the report of the committee, with the amendments that have 
been offered, to the Committee on ‘Accounts. I desired to submit some 
remarks, but the demand for the previous question cuts me off. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to be informed whether at this stage it 
would be in order to offer a substitute for the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Karsas? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. Only one motion is in order at this 
stage, the motion to commit with or without instructions. 

cr JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I desire to makea parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Willit be in order to offer an anena: 
ment giving instructions to the committee ? 
pee The SPEAKER. An amendment to a motion to recommit is in or- 

Mr. J OHNSTON, of Indiana. I move, then, to amend the motion of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] by giving to the committee the 
instructions which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Pend- 
a. dee Pion for the previous question is it in order to move to re- 

t 


The SPEAKER, _ By the language of the rule the motion to 
recommit is in order pending the demand for the previous question 
or after the previous question has been ordered. 

The Clerk will now report the instructions offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Jounsron]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That it shall be unlawful for any clerk of a committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to perform any duty for the chairman of the committee or any mem- 
ber thereof that does not pertain to the business before the committee. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana to the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 70, noes 94. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and On were ordered, 46 members voting therefor. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the amendment be again read, 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken; cod there were—yeas 109, nays 164, not vot- 
ing 50; as follows: 


YEAS—109, 
£ Cooper, Houk, Rowell, 
Allen, C. H. Crouse, Hovey, Russell, C. A, 
Allen, E. P. Dalzell, Hunter, Ryan, 
mee ee A. nd sc ear Jaakson, yr Fesa. 
, C. venpo ohnston, erman, 
Baker, Jehu vis, Kennedy, Smith, 
De Lano, err, Snyder, 
Belden, Dorsey, Da Follette, Spooner, 
Bound, Dunham, Laidlaw, Steele, 
Breckinridge,C. R. Lèhlbach, Taylor, J. D. 
wer, Finley, y as, G. 
Browne, T. H. B. Fuller, Lyman, Thompson, A. O. 
Brown, C. E. Funston, Mason, ‘Tillman. 
Brown, J. R Gaines, Turner, Æ. J. 
Brumm, Gallinger, MeCorm: Vandever, 
Buchanan, Gear, MeCullogh, Weber, 
Bunnell, Gest, Morrill, est, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Morrow, White, J. B. 
Butler, Grout, Osborne, White, 8S. V. 
Campbell, Felix Soe, Owen, Whiting, J. R. 
Cannon, augen, Patton, Whiting, W. 
Cheadle, Fay den Perkins, Wick g 
Chipman, Hayes, Peters, Wilber, 
Clark, Hermann, Phelps, Williams, 
Cockran, Hiestand, Plumb, Yardley. 
well, Hires, Post, 
Collins, Holmes, Reed, 
Conger, Hopkins, A, J. Romeis, 
NAYS—1G. 
Abbot Dockery, Landes, Randall, 
Allen, J. M. Dougherty, Lane, Rayner, 
Anderson, A. R. Dunn, Lanham, Richardson 
Anderson, C. Elliott, Latham, Russell, J. E. 
Anderson, G. A. Enloe, Lee, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Ermentrout, Lind, Scott, 
Barnes, elton, Lynch, Seney, 
3 Fisher, Shaw, 
Biggs, Foran, Maish, Shively, 
Bingham, Forney, Mansur, Sowden, 
Blanchard, French, Martin, Springer, 
Bland, ay, Matson, Stahlnecker, 
Bliss, Gibson, McAdoo, _ Stephenson, 
Blount, Glass, McClammy, Stewart, Charles 
Boothman, Glover, McCreary, Stewart, J. D. 
Brower, ff, McKenna, Stewart, J. W: 
Browne, T, M. Greenman, McKinney, Stockdale, 
Bryce, Grimes, McMillin, Stone of AA 
Buckalew, Hall, McRae, ne of Mo, 
Burnett, Hare, M Struble, 
Bynum, er, Merriman, Symes, 
Campbell, T. J. Hatch, Mills, Tarsney, 
Candler, eard Mofitt, Taulbee, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Montgomery, Thomas, O. B. 
Caruth, Henderson, J. S. Moore, Thompson, T, L. 
Caswell, Henderson, T. J. Morgan, A 
Catchings, Herbert, Morse, Townshend, 
Clardy, Hitt, Neal, Turner, H, G, 
Clements, H i Newton, Vance, 
Cobb, Holman, ae Wade, 
Compton, Ilooker, Walker, 
Cothran, Hopkins, S, I. o O'Donnel, Weaver, 
Cowles, Howard, Ferrall Wheeler, 
Cox, Hudd, O'Neall, J. IL Whitthorne, 
Crain, Hutton, O'Neill, J. J. Wilkins, 
Crisp, Jones, Outhwaite, Wilkinson, 
Culberson, Ketcham, Payson, Wilson, Thomas 
Cummings, Kilgore, Peel, Wilson, W. L. 
Cutcheon, Laffoon, Penington, Wise, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Lagan, Perry, $ Woodburn, 
Dingley, Phelan, Yost. 
NOT VOTING—D. 
Arnold, Dibble, Mahoney, Rogers, 
Atkinson, Fitch, McKinley, Rowland, 
Bacon, Flood, Milliken, Rusk, 
Belmont, Ford, Nelson, Sawyer, 
Boutelle, Granger, Norwood, Simmons, 
Bowden, Henderson, D.B. Nutting, pinola, 
Bowen, Hopkins, 8. T. O'Neill, Charles Taylor, E. B, 
Breckinridge, WCP Johnston, T. D. Parker, Thomas, J. R. 
Burnes, ean, idcock, Warner, 
Butterworth, Kelley, Pugsley, Washington, 
J. Lawler, Rice, Yoder, 
x Long, Robertson, 
Davidson, A. C. Mafi Rockwell, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. PERKINS, the reading of the names of members 
dispensed with. 


voting was 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


315 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. KELLEY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, for this day. 
chp ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, for the rest of 

e day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] to recommit the report and pending 
amendments to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Would it be in order now to offer an amendment 
to further instruct that committee? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to amend the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] by striking out $100 and inserting 


$75. 

The SPEAKER. That is an amendment to the proposition which 
is pending. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Lintend it as an amendment to the motion to 
instruct the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisin order. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CUTCHEON ] moves to amend the motion of the gentteman from 
‘Texas [Mr. MILLS], so as to instruct the committee as stated in his 
amendment. : 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, was not the motion of the gentleman to 
instruct the committee? 

The SPEAKER, It was. 

Mr. MILLS. Can two motions to instruct be pending at the same 
time? 

The SPEAKER. One motion to recommit with instructions is all 
that is in order under the rule, but the motion to commit without in- 
structions is as amendable as any other motion until the previous ques- 
tion is ordered on it. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHron ] 
moves to amend the motion of the gentleman from Texas, so as toinstruct 
the committee to report back the resolution with a proposition to pay 
these clerks $75 per month instead of $100 per month, and the ques- 
tion now is upon that amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. CurcHEON was rejected. 

Mr. MILLS. I now move the previous question on the motion to re- 
commit. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Texas to recommit the report and pending amendments to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 100. 

So the motion was agreed to. s 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 

to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. The latter motion was agreed to. 
: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the resolution which I send tothe desk. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order !’’] 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. Under the rules 
of the House, the regular order is the call of States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and resolutions. Under this call, public bills, 
and joint and concurrent resolutions, and resolutions and memorials of 
State and Territorial Legislatures, are in order; also, resolutions of in- 
quiry addressed to heads of Departments. 

PROCEEDS OF CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 

Mr. JONES introduced a bill (H. R. 3264) to authorize suits in the 
Court of Claims for proceeds of abandoned and captured property; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPREME COURT REPORTS FOR JUDGES. 

Mr. JONES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3265) to supply certain 
United States judges with United States Supreme Court reports; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4631, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. JONES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3266) to extend the provis- 
ions of section 4631, title 56, ‘‘ Prize,” of the Revised Statutes, and of 
the act of June 8, 1874, in relation to prize-money, to fleet officers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INLAND NAVIGATION. 

Mr. JONES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3267) for the relief of in- 
land navigation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVENING OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 3268) to designate the time 
for the convening of Congress; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hatcu). That request is not in 
order at this time. The Chair will recognize the gentleman later. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3269) toamend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act toexclude the public lands in Alabama from the oper- 
ation of the laws relating to mineral lands,” approved March 3, 1883; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION DUE DEPUTY MARSHALS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3270) to regulate the 
payment of the c »mpensation due to deputy marshals; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 


i COMPENSATION OF FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3271) to increase the 
compensati®n of fourth-class postmasters; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF DISABLED ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3272) to retire disabled 
officers of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3273) to effect a rear- 
rangement of the grades of office in the Subsistence Department of the 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 3274) to forfeit certain lands 
granted to the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, to confirm the 
titles to purchasers, and to absolve said company from its obligations as 
a land-grant railroad; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL PRACTICE BEFORE CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES, ETC. 

Mr. OATES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3275) to estab- 
lish a uniform system for the practice of attorneys at law before the 
committees of Congress and the Executive Departmen ts, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. : 

Mr. OATES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3276) for the 
relief of the settlers upon lands along the Des Moines River above the 
Raccoon Forks, in the State of Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

: ACCOUNTS OF MARSHALS, ETC. 

Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3277) to amend section 856 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to the pay- 
ment of accounts of marshals and other officers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Revision of the Laws, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SECTIONS 3180 AND 4716, REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3278) to repeal in part and 
to limit sections 3480 and 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 


e FOREST FIRES ON UNITED STATES LANDS. 


- 
Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3279) to define and pun- 
ish the offense of setting fire to and burning woods, grass, or forests on 
lands belonging to the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and 
ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. OATES also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That section 33 of Rule XI of the House of Representatives be amended 
so as to read as follows, to wit: 

“To the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States, and to 
the amendment or repeal of the same, which do not relateto judicial proceed- 
ings: to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws.” 

Mr. OATES also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That sections 2and3 of Rule XIV ofthe House of Representatives be 
amended by striking out the words “one hour” wherever they occur, and in- 


serting in lieu thereof the words “‘thirty minutes,” and by adding to section 2 
= lowing: ““And any member who obtains the recognition of the Speaker 
or 


e of debate shall yield an; ofhistime to more than two other 
—— purpose y y part 
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IMMIGRATION OF FOREIGNERS. 


Mr. OATES also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 


Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be, and they are hereby, instructed to 
ae into and report to this House during the present session of Congress, by 
bill or otherwise, what further legislation may be necessary to limit and restrict 
the number of foreigners who are annually immigrating to the United States, 
and to secure better protection p the noone of this country against the evils 
arising from indiscriminate admission to domicile and citizenship of paupers, 
criminals, outlaws, and turbulent persons from other countries. 


REGISTRY OF YOREIGN-LUILT SHIPS, 


Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 3280) to amend section 4132 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to authorize the pur- 
chase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States, and to per- 
mit the same to be registered as vessels of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF HOMESTEAD LAWS. 


Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 3281) to equalize and amend the 
homestead laws of the United States, and for other purposespwhich was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide additional regulations for homesteads and pre- 
emptions of the public lands,” approved March 3, 1879; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

TOBACCO TAX. é 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3283) to allow producers of 
tobacco to sell the same in the leaf, hand, or twist without internal- 
revenue restriction or tax; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3284) to create and establish 
a commission on Indian depredation claims; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3285) to establish a United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

DIVISION OF GREAT SIOUX RESERVATION. 

Mr. PEEL also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R, 3286) to divide 
the Great Sioux reservation in Dakota and Nebraska, and to secure to 
the Indians the title in fee-simple to lands in severalty, and to opena 
portion to actual settlement, and to provide for the better education 
and civilization of the Sioux Indians; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SIOUX NATION OF INDIANS, DAKOTA. 

Mr. PEEL also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3287) to di- 
vide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Da- 
kota into separate reservations, and to secure a relinquishment of the 
Indian title to the remainder; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

ARKANSAS STATE DEBT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3288) authorizing the settlement of the debt due the United 
States by the State of Arkansas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, for Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 
Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 3289) to provide for the invest- 
ment of the lawful money deposited in the Treasury by the national 
banks for the redemption of their circulating notes, and for other pur- 

; Which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH in the chair). The Chair 
has examined the bill and is satisfied it should be referred, under the 
rules, to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ihaveintroduced the bill at the 
request of the gentleman from Kentucky, and at his request I have 
moved its reference to the Committee on Ways and Means, which I be- 
lieve to be the proper committee. 

Mr. WILKINS. In response to what the gentlemen from Arkansas 
has said I wish to state that all bills of that character in the Forty- 
eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses went to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. The bill of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] 
was reported from that committee in the Forty-eighth Congress, and 
again in the Forty-ninth Congress a bill almost verbatim, word for word 


with this one. Itrefers to moneys deposited by national banks in the 


Treasury to redeem outstanding circulation, and has nothing whatever 
to do with the national debt except that thesame was invested in Gov- 
ernment bonds. It belongs exclusively to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If in order to make one or 
two observations, I will add a word to what I have already said. I 
call the attention of the House to the fact that this does not relate to 
national-bank notes that are secured by Government bonds. It re- 
lates exclusively to those national-bank notes which have been as- 
lumed by the Federal Government like the greenbacks. It is to meet 
the payment of that class of national-bank notes, and is purely a strictly 
governmental obligation—in other words, an obligation just the same 
as the greenbacks are. Upon that ground, and knowing it to be the 
wish of my colleagues upon the committee, who believed it to be the 
proper committee for reference, I ask the House to send this bill tothe 
Committee on Ways and Means, upon which committee the gentle- 
man who offered the bill sits. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will read the rule bearing 
upon this question: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees * è è as fol- 
lows: subjects relating to the revenueand the bonded debt of the United States: 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

To banking and currency: to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 

_ The Chair thinks this relates to banking and currency, but the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas moves its reference to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. COX. Is this question open for discussion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that debate is not 
in order. The Chair did indulge the gentleman from Arkansas and the 
chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency for a moment; 
but under the rules of the House bills must be referred without debate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I movetoamend the motion of thegentleman from 
Arkansas by striking out ‘‘ Ways and Means” and inserting ‘* Banking 
and Currency.’’ 

Mr. COX. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DINGLEY, the 
House divided, and there were—ayes 106, noes 26. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing tothe District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ore TOOLS FOR NAVY-YARD, MARE ISLAND, CAL. 

Mr. McKENNA introduced a bill (H. R. 3291) to authorize the pur- 
chase of tools for the navy-yard at Mare Island, California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FRUIT JUICES, 


Mr. McKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 3292) providing that 
imported fruit juices compounded with alcohol be classed as alcoholic 
compounds and be subject to duty as such; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FRUIT BRANDY. 


Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 3293) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act relating to the production of fruit brandy and to punish 
frauds connected with the same,” approved March 3, 1887; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SILK CULTURE IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. 3294) for 
the development and encouragementof silk culture in the United States, 
under the supervision of the Commissioner of Agriculture; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

ROUND VALLEY RESERVATION, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California (by request), alsointroduced a bill 
(H. R. 3295) to provide for the allotments of Jand in severalty to the 
Indians residing upon the Round Valley reservation, in the State of Cali- 
fornia, and granting patents therefor, and forother purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION OF COMPOUNDED BEVERAGES. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3296) 
defining pure wines and providing for taxation of certain compounded 
beverages; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


1888. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3297) 
in relation to Indian depredations; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3298) 
to pay all Indian depredation claims which have heretofore been ex- 
amined and approved by the Secretary of the Interior or Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs and reported to Congress; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. = 

RELIEF OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3299) 
for the relief of the State of California; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LANDS FOR CEMETERY PURPOSES, COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R.-3300) to amend an act to enable 
the city of Denver to purchase certain land for cemetery purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, DENVER, COLO. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3301) for the erection of a 
custom-house at Denver, Colo. ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SPECIAL COURT TO EXAMINE CLAIMS. 


Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3302) to establish a special 
court ora tribunal to examine, adjust, adjudicate, and report upon all 
claims arising out of Indian depredations, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee 
on Indian Depredation Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT, DENVER, COLO. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3303) to provide for coin- 
age at the branch mint at Denver, Colo.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE AND UNLIMITED COINAGE OF THE SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3304) to provide for the 
free and unlimited coinage of the silver dollar; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

REAL ESTATE IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. SYMESalso introduceda bill (H. R. 3305) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories 
to American citizens,” etc., approved March 3, 1887; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. y 

FORESTS ON PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. SYMES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3306) for the 
protection and the administration of the forests on the public domain; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 3307) to prevent frauds on 
American manufacturers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, introduced a bill (H. R. 3308) grant- 
ing pensions to the widows and minor children of all soldiers, sailors, 
and marines holding an honorable discharge from the service of the 
United States in the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 3 


d 


PENSIONS FOR LOST EYE-SIGHT. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, also (by request) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3309) to increase the pensions of soldiers, sailors, and marines 
who have lost the sight of an eye in the service of the United States in 
the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PENSACOLA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 3310) provid- 
ing for the completion of the public building in the city of Pensacola, 
Fla., as originally designed; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to he printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, PENSACOLA. 
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ing an appropriation for the construction of a macadamized road to the 
national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.; whieh was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 

Mr. BARNES introduced a bill (H. R. 3312) to transfer certain coun- 
ties from the southern judicial district to the northern district in the 
State of Georgia, and to divide the northern district in said State into 
two, to be known as the western and eastern divisions of said district, 
and for other purposes; which was reada first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLEGED VIOLATION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. 3313) requiring 
the judges of district courts to appoint commissioners in each county 
of their districts, and requiring marshals and other arresting officers to 
procure warrants before making arrests in certain cases for alleged viola- 
tion of the internal-revenue laws, and directing that personsarrested be 
carried before the commissioner of the county in which the arrest may 
be made, and providing a penalty for illegal arrests and illegal seizures 
of property, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT-HOUSE, ATLANTA. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3314) to 
enlarge and make repairs upon the United States court-house and post- 
office building in Atlanta, Ga., and to appropriate money therefor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pablic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES PRISON. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3315) for 
the erection of a United States prison, and for the imprisonment of 
United States prisoners, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CUSTOMS ON INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. ` 

Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 3316) to repeal sections 
3412 and 3413 of the Revised Statutes and part of sections 19 and 20 
of an act amending customs and internal-revenue laws, approved Feb- 
ruary 8, 1875; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


BUREAU OF ADULTERATION. 


Mr. CRISP (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3317) to establish 
in the Department of the Treasury a bureau of adulteration and to 
provide for the maintenance thereof, and to regulate and prohibit the 
importation, manufacture, and sale of adulterated articles of food or 
drugs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- . 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PERMISSIBLE MARKS ON MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H: R. 3318) relating to permissible 
marks, printing, or writing upon second, third, and fourth class matter, 
and to amend the twenty-second and twenty-third sections of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes;’’ which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDINGS. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3319) to provide for 
post-office buildings; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. å 

LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3320) to amend section 
3894 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the trans- 
mission through the mailsof lottery, gilt-enterprise, and other circulars, 
and for excluding from the mails newspapers and periodicals contain- 
ing advertisements of the same; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3891 OF THE REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3321) to amend section 
3891 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

AUDITING OF POST-OFFICE EXPENDITURES. 

Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3322) providing that all 
expenditures in the Post-Office Department shall be passed upon by a ' 
comptroller and auditor, as are all other expenditures in the Treasury 
Department; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

STATUTES IN RELATION TO MAIL MATTER. 
Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3323) to amend the stat- 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3311) mak- | utes in relation to mail matter; which was read a first and second time, 
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referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 
LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS. j 
Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3324) to prohibit the 
mailing of newspapers and other publications containing lottery ad- 
vertisements, and prescribing a penalty for the violation of the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
COMMITTEE ON VENTILATION AND ACOUSTICS. 


Mr. LANDES submitted a resolution to authorize the Committee on 
Ventilation and Acoustics to employ a clerk; which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. LANDES also submitted #resolution to permit certain amend- 
ments to bills when under consideration; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules. ` 

: RELIEF OF SOLDIERS, 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3325) for the relief of 
certain volunteer soldiers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON LABOR STRIKES. 

Mr. LAWLER submitted a resolution for the appointment of a select 
committee to institute investigations into the causes and effects under- 
lying and pertaining to the existing labor strikes, and called for the 
reading of the resolution. 

The resolution was read, and was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution may 
be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH). The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Illinois to make that request as soon as the call is 
over. The request is not in order at this time. 

PATENTS. 


Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H.-R. 3326) to regulate the use of 
tent rights; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
mmittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

AID TO FREE COMMON SCHOOLS, ETC. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3327) granting aid for 
the establishment of free common schools and for the professional ed- 
ucation of public-school teachers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

ROCK CREEK PARK. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3328) to authorize the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia to condemn land on Rock 
Creek for the purposes of a park, to be called Rock Creek Park; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committeee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SUBDIVISION OF LAND IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the sub- 
division of land within the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3330) to incorporate the 
Wauaga Cable Electric Railway of the District of Columbia; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 

Mr. DUNHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3331) for the relief of tele- 
graph operators during the war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


BANKRUPT AND RECEIVERS’ ESTATES, 

Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3332) for the redistri- 
bution of unclaimed money in bankrupt and receivers’ estates; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CHICAGO WATER-WORKS. 

Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3333) to authorize the 
city of Chicago to erect a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE WITH DEPARTMENTS. 
Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3334) concerning official 
dence with the Departments of the Government; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS IN THE BLACK HAWK WAR. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3335) granting pen- 

sions to soldiers of the Black Hawk war, and their widows; which 


> 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MILITARY SERVICE, 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3336) to facilitate pro- 
motions by retiring from active service officers of the Army who served 
in the war of the rebellion as general officers of volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. SPRINGER also offered the following resolution; which was 

read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be allowed an annual clerk, 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until June 30, 1888, at the rate 
of $2,000 per annum; and that the Committee on Appropriations are hereby 
instructed to make provision for such clerk at the rate of $2,000 per annum for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 


PROCEEDINGS IN COURTS IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3337) requiring all 
proceedings and papers in United States courts in the Territories to be 
inthe English language; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PROHIBITION OF POLYGAMY. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res.49) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of theUnited States prohibiting 
polygamy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3338) to forfeit certain lands 
granted by Congress to the State of Wisconsin to aid in the construction 
of railroads; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3339) to restore all lands 
held in indemnity limits for railroad and wagon-road companies, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. j 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H, R. 3340) to aid inthe establishment 
and temporary support of common schools; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIMS OF INDIANA AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 3341) to pay the 
State of Indiana certain sums of money, and making an appropriation 
therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3020, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3342) to 
amend section 3020 of the Revised Statutes referring to drawback duty 
on manufactured tin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA VOLUNTEERS, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 3343) to pro- 
vide for the payment of a bounty to District of Columbia volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS FOR UNION SOLDIERS AND THEIR WIDOWS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3344) 
granting homesteads to Union soldiers of the late war, and to their 
widows; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. : 

PENSIONS FOR UNION SOLDIERS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3345) 
granting a pension to all United States soldiers of the war of the re- 
bellion, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RELIEF OF SOLDIERS CHARGED WITH DESERTION. 

Mr. CHEADLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3346) to relieve certain 
soldiers from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EXTENSION OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. CHEADLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3347) extending the 
provisions of the pension Jaws in certain cases; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR SPECIAL DISABILITIES, 

Mr. CHEADLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3348) to extend the 

benefits of the act approved March 3, 1879, and of the act of March 3, 
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1885, to certain pensioners whose disabilities are caused by amputa- 
tion, and increasing the rate therefor, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4700, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CHEADLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3349) to amend section 
4700 of the Revised Statutes, relating to invalid pensions; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CHEADLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3350) to amend section 
2 of an act making appropriations for the payment of arrears of pen- 
sions granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for 
other purposes, approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. . 

JUDGMENTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 3351) providing for the man- 
ner of establishing liens against property on judgments rendered in the 
courts of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads: 


Whereas it appears from the report of the Pacific Railroad Commissioners 
sppointed under the act of Congress approved March 3,1887,that the Pacific 
lroads, through their management, officers, and boards of directors, have for 
years constantly and erer refused to comply with the of Congress 
sossa July 1,1562, July 2, 1864, March 3,1873, and May 8,1878; and 
Whereas it appears from said report that in addition to the defiant refusal of 
said companies to comply with said acts of Congress, the officers and managers 
thereof have = faaet large sums out of their gross earnings in extravagant 
and unprofitable enterprises and in the payment of interest and subsidies for- 
bidden by said acts of Congress, and have divided among themselves, in viola- 
tion of law, enormous sums of money, amounting to hundreds of millions of 
as; in defraud of the Government and of the people of the United States; 


an 

Whereas the directors of said companies have since the passage of the act 

“approved March 3,1873, divided among themselyes and other pretended stock- 
holders and creditors large sums of money as dividends and subsidies, which 
were not from the actual net earnings of said roads, but from moneys which 
should have been SEA in liquidation of the indebtedness of said roads to 
aea A S one ies have since th f said acts of Con issued 
yhereas said companies have since the passage of sa o gress issu 

new stock, mortgages, pledges, and other incumbrances without the consent of 
Congress, thus squandering the funds of said companies, impairing their credit, 
and destroying the value of the United es lien upon the same; and 

Whereas it appears from said report that said companies, in order to avoid 
their just obligations tothe Government, have unduly and fraudulently increased 
their indebtedness greatly in excess of the amount actually expended, and in 
turn have levied excessive cha: upon the people tributary to said lines to pay 
interest and dividends upon said fictitious and fraudulent indebtedness; and 

Whereas the act approved May 7,1878, provides that if said railroad companies 
shall fail to perform and singular the requirements of said act and of all other 
acts relating to said companies, such failure shall operate as a forfeiture of all 
the rights, ates, or | grants, and franchises derived or obtained by said com- 
panies from the United States; and 

Whereas said last-named act provides that itshall be the duty of the Attorney- 
aneee of the United States to cause such forfeiture to be judicially evincoad: ; 
anc 

Whereas itappears from said report of the Commissioners that the said Pacific 
railroad com ies haye by their unlawful acts aforesaid and by other and di- 
vers unlawful transactions, forfeited all their rights, privileges, grants, and fran- 
chises; Therefore 

Be it resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, directed to report to this House what steps, if any, have been taken by 
him to secure a judicial enforcement of said forfeiture, and if none have been 
— that he inform this House his reasons for not proceeding as directed by 

W. 


COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 


Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 3352) to provide for the free 
and unrestricted coinage of silver dollars; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, KANSAS CITY, KANS. 


Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3353) for the erection of a 
public building at Kansas City, Kans.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 3354) granting pensions to 
all dependent widows and minors of officers and enlisted men of the 
late war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3355) granting pensions 
to all persons who served three months in the Army during the war of 
the rebellion who are now dependent; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR HOMESTEAD SETTLERS, ETC. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 3356) granting to 
homestead and pre-emption settlers leave of absence from their claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr, PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 3357) granting to homestead 


and pre-emption settlers leave of absence from their ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF INDIAN PROPERTY. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3358) to provide for a revis- 
ion of a distribution of the ‘‘inyested and other common property ’”’ of 
the confederated Peoria, Kaskaskia, Wea, and Piankeshaw Indians, 
made under the treaty of 1867, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. = 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3359) to grant aright of 
way to the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 3360) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
States,” approved January 16, 1883; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TERMS OF COURT IN KENTUCKY. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R, 3361) to provide for 
holding terms of the circuit and district.courts of the United States for 
the district of Kentucky at Owensborough, in said district, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF INCOME TAXES. 


Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3362) to refund certain 
income taxes ill y collected; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3363) to repeal certain 
sections of the Revised Statntes relating to Congressional elections; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 5198 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3364) to amend section 
5198 of the Revised Statutes relating to national banks; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4414 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, igtroduced a bill (H. R. 3365) to amend 
section 4414 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COLLECTION OF ABANDONED PROPERTY, ETC. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3366) au- 
thorizing the Court of Claims to adjudicate certain claims arising 
under the provisions of the act of March 12, 1863, entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for the collection of abandoned property and for the preven- 
tion of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United States;’’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed, ‘ 

COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3367) to 
authorize the President to appoint three commissioners ef claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to. be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND LABOR, 


Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 3368) to create an execu- 
tive department to be known as the department of agriculture and 
labor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


INTEREST-BEARING BONDS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3369) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury, with the approval of the President, to pur- 
chase with the surplus money in the Treasury of the United States in- 
terest-bearing bonds and cancel them; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IMPROVING PUBLIC BUILDING AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Mr. CARUTH introduced a bill (H. R. 3370) to provide for building 
an annex to and improving the public building in Louisville, Ky.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. - 
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BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 

Mr. CARUTH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 50) pro- 
viding for printing matter forwarded by the Bureau of Ethnology re- 
lating to researches and discoveries connected with the study of the 
North American Indians; which was read a first and second time, re- 

' ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. CARUTH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 51) pro- 
viding for printing additional copies of the eighth and ninth annual re- 
ports of the Director of the United States Geological Survey; which 
was read a first-and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. CARUTH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 52) pro- 
viding for printing the eighth and ninth annual reports of the Director 
of the Bureau of Ethnology: which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 3371) to repeal an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
States,” and all acts and parts of acts amendatory thereto; which was 
read a first and sc:ond time, referred to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAND. As it is evident we can not finish this call of States 
for some time, I ask unanimous consent it be continued to-morrow aftcr 
the reading of the Journal. ` 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House take a recess until to-morrow 
at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. RANDALL, Let us get through with the call of States first. 

The motion of Mr. BLAND was not agreed to. 

. FOG-SIGNAL, SOUTH PASS JETTIES. 

Mr. WILKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3372) to establish a fog- 
signal on the South Pass jetties at Port Eads, La.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. WILKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3373) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at New Orleans, La.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. WILKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3374) to establish a 
life-saving station on the Mississippi River at New Orleans, La. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 3490, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H, R. 3375) to repeal section 3480 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. LAGAN introduced ù bill (H. R. 3376) to extend the limits of 
the port of New Orleans; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MARYLAND AND DELAWARE FREE SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (H. R. 3377) to provide for the con- 
struction of the Maryland and Delaware free ship-canal as a means of 
military and naval defense and for commercial purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, aud ordered to be printed. 

BRONZE DOORS, CAPITOL. 

Mr. ROCK WELL introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 53) to provide 
for the completion of bronze doors for the south wing of the Capitol; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY, INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 3378) grant- 
ing. rights of way for the construction and operation of railroads across 
the Indian Territory or Indian reservations; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, BOSTON. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 3379) asking an appropriation 
for the enlargement of the custom-house at Boston, Mass.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


2 CORPORATION SURETIES IN CERTAIN CASES. 
Mr: MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3380) to authorize certain 


corporations to be sureties in cases within the jurisdiction of Federal 
courts and de ents; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


OWNERSHIP OF REAL ESTATE IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr, MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3381) to amend and define 
section 1 of an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An acf to restrict 
the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens, 
etc. ;’? which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORSE. As the law stands, should not the Committee on the 
Territories have charge of this bill? Originally the bill was reported 
from that committee, and this is only a simple amendment to the orig- 
inal bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the title 
of the bill. f 

The title was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A similar bill was referred, I think, by the Speaker 
of ihe House to the Committee on the Territories a few days ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, as stated, unless the gentleman desires to 
make some motion. 

Mr. MORSE. Ihave no preference in the matter. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES ERRONEOUSLY PAID. 


Mr. MORSE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to pro- 
vide for the recovery of internal-revenue taxes and penalties erroneously 
assessed and paid in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF EDUCATION AND LABOR. 


Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 3882) fixing the salaries of the 
Commissioners of Education and Labor at $5,000 each per annum; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL OF 1855, 


Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R.-3353) to amend section 9 
ofthe act entitled “An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department,” etc., approved March 
3, 1885; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BOARD OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3384) to create a 
board of public buildings and to provide for the erection of a public 
building in cities of less than 100,000 inhabitants; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MANUFACTURE, ETC., OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS, DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3385) to provide for 
the prohibition of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor as 
a beverage in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on theeDistrict of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REVISION OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3386) to createa com- 
mission on revision of the pension Jaws; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE, 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3387) to reform the 
civil service, and to preserve the constitutional distinction between 
legislative and executive duties, by the organization of the bureau of 
civil appointments; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3388) to amend the 
act of June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to organize the Life-Saving 
Service; ” which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3389) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and less pried support of common schools; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, 
and ordered to be printed. 

í DUTY ON SUGAR. 

Mr. O'DONNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3390) to repeal the duty 
on sugar, and provide for the payment of a bounty for the cultivation 
of sugar in the United States of America; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


321 


CLAIMS OF POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. O'DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3391) providing for 
the settlement of the claims of the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan 
and Indiana, including the Pottawatomies of Calhoun County, Michi- 
gan, as per treaty stipulations existing with said bands; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, MICH. 


Mr. O'DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3392) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at Jackson, in the State of Michi- 
gan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL ACT FOR 1867. 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 3393) to amend section 10 
of an act entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for the sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1867, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved July 28, 1866; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committce on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
$ : RELIEF OF COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 

Mr. LIND introduced a bill (H. R. 3394) for the relief of certain com- 
missioned officers who served more than three years in the war of the 
rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HASTINGS AND DAKOTA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. LIND also submitted the following resolution; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on the Publie Lands: 

Whereas Congress by an act entitled “An act making an additional grant of 
lands to the State of Minnesota, etc.,” approved July 4, 1866, made a grant of 
lands to said State for the benefit of the Hastings and Dakota Railroad Company, 
& corporation created under the laws of the State of Minnesota, which act pro- 
vides that if the line proposed to be aided by the grant was not constructed 
within ten years of its acceptance the lands mos by said act and not pat- 
ented should revert to the United States; an 

Whereas said company failed to construct said line within the time limited 
by said act, and such failure has not been waived by Congress; and 

Whereas the supreme court of the State of Minnesota has, upon the rela- 
tion of the Hon. John W. Hahn, attorney-general ofsaid Statc, against said rail- 
read company, by its decision made and filed in said court on the 22d day of 
December, 1886, adjudged the charter of the said Hastings and Dakota Railroad 
Company forfeited, and said corporation dissolved, on the ground that the said 
corporation in the month of January, 1880. sold and conyeyed its road and fran- 
chise, and ceased to exercise the business for which it was created; and 

Whereas the Interior Department has nevertheless caused to be certified to 
the State for the benefit of said company over one hundred and forty thousand 
acres of land since it ceased to existasa rai company, and there are still 
selections pending in the Interior Department for nearly twelve thousand acres 
of land claimed by such defunct corporation, all of which lands are largely oc- 
cupied by bona fide settlers claiming them under the land lawsof the United 
States: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the honorable Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
requested and directed to refrain from certifying to the State of Minnesota for 
the benefit of the said Hastings and Dakota Railroad Company until further 
action is taken by this House in the premises. 

Also, that the honorable Attorney-General of the United States be,and he is 
hereby, directed to report to the House with all due speed upon the proceedings 
had and taken in the supreme court of the State of Minnesota forthe forfeiture 
and dissolution of the said Hastings and Dakota Railroad Company, and also 
why suit has not been brought tocancel the certifications issued to said State for 
lands for the benefit of said corporation since Janeen? 1890, and also to report 
upon any other matter relative to the status of such lands which may aid the 

ouse in determining upon the proper action to be taken for the protection of 
the settlers on said lands. 


PENSION ARREARS. 
Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3395) granting arrears in cer- 
_tain cases pensioned by special acts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
EVIDENCE IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. MACDONALD introduced a bill (H. R. 3396) to prescribe and 
define evidence in the case of certain Union soldiers and the widows 
and orphans of the same; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4693, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MACDONALD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3397) to amend par- 
agraph 3 of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. MACDONALD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3398) for the relief 
of applicants for homesteads in certain cases; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NATURALIZATION. 

Mr. MACDONALD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3399) to amend sec- 
tions 2166 and 2172 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relat- 
ing to naturalization; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, introduced a bill.(H: R. 3400) to in- 

crease the appropriation for the erection of a public building at Winona, 
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Minn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT ST. PAUL, MINN. 

Mr. RICE introduced a bill (H. R. 3401) for the erection of a post- 
office building at St. Paul, Minn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SUPPLIES FURNISHED SIOUX OR DAKOTA INDIANS, 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3402) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to apply the unexpended balance of the appropri- 
ations made by the act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to ascertain the amounts due citizens of the United States 
for supplies farnished the Sioux or Dakota Indians subsequent to June 
1, 1861, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and providing for the 
payment thereof,” approved March 3, 1885; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. è 

TIME FOR THE ANNUAL MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. STOCKDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 3403) appointing the 
first Monday of October in each year as the day on which Congress shall 
meet; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REGULATION OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 3404) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF MECHANICS AND LABORERS. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 3405) to pro- 
tect mechanics, laborers, and servants in their wages; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and or- 
dered to be printed. > 

CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3406) to 
prevent the product of convict labor from being furnished to or for the 
use of any department of the Government, and to prevent the product 
of convict labor from being used upon public buildings or other pub- 
lic works; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR ADDITIONAL BOUNTY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H.R. 3407) to ex- 
tend the time for filing claims for additional bounty under the act of 
July 28, 1866; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

> THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 3408) to enlarge the powers and 
duties of the Department of Agriculture,.and to create an executive de- 
partment to be known as the department of agriculture and labor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

THE BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. (es 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3409) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, 
and for other purposes,” approved May 29, 1884; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRESERVATION OF WOODS AND FORESTS. 


Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3410) for the preservation 
of the woods and forests of the national domain adjacent to the sources 
of the navigable rivers and their affluents in the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed. : 

SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO AT RETAIL. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a biJl (H. R. 3411) to repeal somuch of 
the sixth clause of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States as prohibits farmers and planters from selling leaf-tobacco at re- 
tail directly to consumers without the payment of a special tax, and to 
allow farmers and planters to sell leaf-tobacco of their own production 
to other persons than manufacturers of tobacco without a special tax; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE SALT. 


Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3412) to provide for the 
importation of salt free of duty; which was read a first and second 
time, Bieta tothe Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNITED STATES JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. HUTTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3413) to amend an act di- 

viding the State of Missouri into judicial districts; which was read a 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 
PAY OF INSANE ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. HUTTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3414) to regulate the 
pay of insane officers of the Army and Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. a 


Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (R. H. 3415) requiring all expendi- 
tures of the Post-Office Department to be passed upon bya comptroller; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION. ~ 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3416) to regulate immi- 
gration; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 3417) requiring transcripts of 
judgments obtained in United States courts to be filed with county 
officers having charge of judgment records in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGE’S CHARGES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3418) to provide that judges 
of the United States circuit and district courts shall reduce their in- 
structions tojuries to writing in all States wherein by the laws there- 
of State judges are required so to do; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALES OF REAL ESTATE UNDER ORDERS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3419) providing that notice 
of the sale of real estate sold under the order, judgment, or decree of a 
United States court shall be given in the county and State where the 
property is located, and that the property, after notice, be there sold; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ATTORNEY’S FEES IN SUITS FOR FORECLOSURE. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3420) providing that no 
judgment for attorney’s fees shall hereafter be recovered in suits brought 
in the courts of the United States for the foreclosure of mortgages on real 
or personal estate, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, HASTINGS, NEBR. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3421) for the erection of a 
public building at Hastings, Nebr.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. ~ 

ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY BY ALIENS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3422) to prevent the acqui- 
sition of property by aliens, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. ` 

SECTION 5258, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3423) to amend section 
5258 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 1225, REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3424) to amend section 
1225 of the Revised Statutes relating to details of army officers to edu- 
cational institutions, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. dae 

ISLANDS IN THE PLATTE RIVER, NEBRASKA. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3425) to provide for the 
sale of islands in the Platte River in Nebraska, containing less than 80 
acres of land; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Commitee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE INFANTRY SERVICE. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3426) to increase the ef- 
ficiency of the infantry branch of the Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3427) forfeiting to the 
United States all lands heretofore granted by Congress in aid of the 
construction of railroad and telegraph lines upon which the costs of sur- 
veying, selecting, and conveying have not been paid as required by law; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 55) direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to require all land-grant railroads to 
file a release of lands covered by the terms of their grant before taking 
other lands in lieu thereof, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3428) for pensioning pris- 
oners of war who were confined in Confederate military prisons during 
the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bili (H. R. 3429) to remove the limita 
tion in the payment of arrears of pensions; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PROOF IN PENSION CASES. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3430) regulating-the proof 
required in certain pension cases, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS-OF-PENSIONS ACT. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3431) to amend section 2 
of chapter 187 United States Statutes at Large, 1877 to 1879, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pen- 
sion granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for 
other purposes;”? which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3432) requiring that.cer- 
tain laws and parts of Jaws shall be printed on the pension certificates 
of invalid pensioners for the information of the holders thereof, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VETERAN BOUNTY. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3433) for the relief of cer- 
tain officers and soldiers of the volunteer army, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

p PENSIONS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3434) granting to honorably 
discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines of the war of the rebellion in- 
creased ion for loss of hearing; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
$ SILVER MEDALS FOR UNION SOLDIERS. 

Mr. McSHANE introduced ajoint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Nebraska, requesting that the soldiers of the late war whoserved 
in the Federal Army be granted a silver medal; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. It is evident that we can not complete the call of 
States to-day, and as the weather outside is very inclement, I desire to 
move an adjournment, with the understanding that unanimous con- 
sent be given to-morrow for the continuation of this call. 

Mr. RANDALL. This proposition comes from a gentleman whose 
State has been called. There are some of us who would be glad to re- 
main here in order to introduce our propositions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Perhaps the gentleman is not aware that the 
weather outside is very stormy. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois move that the 
House adjourn? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HATCH. Pending that motion I ask unanimous consent that 
to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the Journal, the call of 
States be continued until completed. 

Mr. RANDALL. That would modify the difficulty, of course; but 
pending these propositions I ask unanimous consent to have printed, 
for the use of the House, the deficiency bill, which will be reported to- 
morrow from the Appropriations Committee, a bill embracing defi- 
ciency appropriations which failed to become a law at the last session 
of Congress. : 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Committee on Ap- 
propriations will have leave to have the bill printed. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SP. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. Harci] asks 
unanimous consent that to-morrow, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, the call of States and Territories for the introduction of 
bills be continued. Is there objection? Tho Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. | 
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PORTRAITS OF EX-SPEAKERS. 


Mr. LONG. Task unanimous consent that the resolution which I 

send to the desk may be adopted now. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday, January 19, at 3 o'clock p. m., be set apart for the 
presentation to the House of Representatives of portraitsof ex-Speakers Sedg- 
wick, Varnum, and Banks by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and that 
upon that occasion the committee of the executive council of that State be ad- 
mitted to the floor, ; 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and adopted. 

Mr. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING FOR APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE, ETC. 


Mr. RANDALL. Task consent to submit for adoption at this time 
two resolutions which relate to business of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and which it is customary for the House to adopt. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be authorized to have printed 
and bound all documents for the use of the said committee that they may deem 
necessary in connection with subjects in relation to appropriations being con- 
sidered orto be considered by the said committee during the said Congress. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and adopted. 

The following resolution, also submitted by Mr. RANDALL, was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations and its subcommittees have 
leave to sit during the sessions of the House for the present session. 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and adopted. 
EEDUCTION OF INDIAN RESERVATIONS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 30th of December, 1887, from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, two additional 
repona from the commission appointed to conduct negotiations .with certain 
tribes and bands of Indians for reduction of reservations, ete., under the provis- 
ions of the act of May 15, 1856 (24 Statutes, 44), providing therefor. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXEcuTive MANSION, January 9, 1838. 


INTERNATIONAL MERIDIAN CONFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, recommending that 
this Government take action to approve the resolutions of the Washington In- 
ternational Meridian Conference, held in October, 1884, in favor of fixinga prime 
meridian and a universal day, and to invite the powers with whom this coun- 
try has diplomatic relations to accede to the same. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 9, 1888. 


SECURITY OF LIFE AND PROPERTY AT SEA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State relative to 
the requests which have been received from various maritime associations and 
chambers of commerce of this country, asking that measures be taken to con- 
voke an international conference at Washington of representatives of all mari- 
time nations to devise measures for the greater ahountiy of life and property at 
sea. I commend this important subject to the favorable consid n of Con- 


gress. 
GROVER SD. 
EX Sul o CLEVELAND. 
Washington, January 9, 1888. ~ 


PROTECTION OF SUBMARINE CABLES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State relative to the legisla- 
tion required to carry into effect the international convention of March 14, 1884, 
for the protection of submarine cables, to which this country is a party. 

z VELAND. 


GROVER C 
MANSION, 


Washington, January 9, 1888. 
The motion of Mr. SPRINGER that the House adjourn was a, to; 
m p Ba (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
ourn 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rulc private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill (H. R. 3435) for the relief of Alfred Hed- 
berg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 3436) for the relief of Richard 


‘Facion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3437) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 3438) for the relief of Mary E. White- 
head—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3439) for the relief of Elizabeth B. Higgins, Joel 
Higgins, and Brand Higgins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 3440) granting a pension to Michael 
Dollhofer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3441) declaratory of the meaning of the act en- ' 
titled ‘‘An act for the relief of Maria Syphax’’—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 3442) for the relief of J. R. 
Dunkelberger—to the Committee on Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3443) for an increase of pension of Jesse Cole— 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3444) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary L. Branch 
—tothe Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 3445) referring the claim of Robert 
W. Dunbar to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Clainis. 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 3446) granting an increase of pension 
to Lieut. Col. Henry E. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3447) for the relief of David Flinchpaugh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3448) for the relief of John Leonard—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: A bill (H. R. 3449) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against William Kenyon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3450) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas Morrison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3451) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas Conroy, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

. By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 3452) for the relief of Mrs, Eunice 
S. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 3453) for the relief of George 
O. Donnell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3454) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix 
of the estate of James L. Day, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3455) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Maynard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 3456) granting a pension to Charles 
F. Blackman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3457) granting a pension to Elizabeth Louis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 3458) for the relief of 
Cyprian T. Jenkins—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3459) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Joseph Sierra, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3460) for the relief of Alexander Mosely, executor 
of William D. Mosely—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3461) for the relief of John Dunn—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3462) for the reliefof Herman Ruge—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3463) to provide for the payment of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Arvah Hopkins of the rent of certain property in Talla- 
hassee, Fla., for the use of the Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 3464) for the relief of C. M. Bethune— 
to the Committee on Claims. ` 

By Mr. NORWOOD: A bill (H. K. 3465) for the relief of the heirs 
of Joseph V. Connerat—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3466) for the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3467) for the relief of Jacob Cohen—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 3468) for the relief of Robert M. 
Jackson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3469) providing for the- payment of $450 to pay 
W.S. Brantley, executor of J. H. Brantley, for damages to property by 
United States troops in 1865—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 3470) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges over the rivers St. Mary’s, Satella, Little Satella, 
and Crooked, in the States of Georgia and Florida—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 3471) for the relief of the First 
Baptist Church of Cartersville, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 3472) for the relief of Dicy D. 
Fowler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3473) to perfect the military record of James T. 
Hughes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3474) for the relief of Dicy D. Fowler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3475) for the relief of Wesley Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3476) for the relief of Newton Coker—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2477) for the relief of Jasper W. Martin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3478) for the relief of Sanford A. Pinyan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARNES: A bill (H. R. 3479) for the relief of John B. Rob- 
erts—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3480) for the relief of John D. Munnerlyn—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Noah Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 3482) for the relief of John 
J. arti the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H.R. 3483) for the reliefof William 
Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3484) for the relief of the heirs of Hiram W. Hub- 

rd, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3485) for the relief of Sarah A. Jones—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3486) for the relief of William A. Phipps—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 3487) granting a pension to Allen 
Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3488) granting a pension to Mary Dull—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) granting a pension te Benjamin C. Bright— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3490) granting a pension to Tames M. Berry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 3491) changing the 
name of the Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R. 3492) granting a pension to Benja- 
min F. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3493) for the reliefof John Sullivan—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3494) for the relief of John F. Alsup—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3495) for the relief of Harriet E. Enlow—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 3496) for the relief of W. C. Scanland—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3497) granting a pension to Caleb A. Huff—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3498) for the relief of John B. Huber—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3499) for the relief of Jefferson Dunn—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3500) for the relief of James S. Clark & Co.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: A bill (H. R. 3501) to remove the charge of de- 
ess against Henry Conrad Bending—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3502) for the relief of Mary A. McClain—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3503) for the relief of Henry Banmann—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3505) for the relief of the North Chicago Rolling 
Mill Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3506) for the relief of King & Wood—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3507) granting a pension to James Curran—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3508) for the relief of William G. Galloway, late 
captain Fifteenth, United States Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3509) granting a pension to Harriet I. Peabody— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 3510) granting anincrease 
on to John W. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. PLUMB: A bill (H. R. 3511) for the relief of Jacob A. 
H By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (HL R. 3512) 
Mr. G. A. AND. i 1 a on 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3513) for the relief of Curtis Austin—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill 


= H. R. 3514) for the relief of McCager Pullam—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 3545) to donate condemned cast-iron 
cannon and cannon shot to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Memorial Association, of Lake View, Ill.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 3516) granting a pension 
to Mary Turnbough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 3517) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Brashear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 3518) granting a pension to 
Mary Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 2519) for the relief of David R. Linton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON; A bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to Christo- 
pher Rudisill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel 
Garcia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3522) granting a pension to Magnus H. T. Evers, of 
Moline, Ill.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3523) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3524) to ‘authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State 
of Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R, 3525) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against William J. Kline—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3526) for the relief of Jeremiah MeCool—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 3527) to increase the pen- 
sion cf James A. Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3528) for the relief of Samuel C. Fisher—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3529) for the relief of Johnson Van Sickle—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3530) for the relief of Robert B. Dunlap—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 3531) granting a pension to 
John A. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3532) granting a pension to Henry Sloan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3533) donating four condemned cannon to Sol. 
Meredith Post Grand Army of the Republic, at Richmond, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 3534) granting a pension to Robert 
B. McCune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 3535) granting a pension to William 
H. Brewer— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3536) granting a pension to Simon Haines—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green—-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3538) granting a pension to John Sessler—to tho 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3539) granting a pension to Michael E. Bricker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3540) granting a pension to Joseph Zinmmerman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 3541) to provide for the restorn- 
tion of Anna M. Thiele to the pension-rolls—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3542) for the relief of George Alcott—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 3543) granting a pension to George 
W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3544) granting a pension to Joseph W. McCon- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3545) to remove the charge of desertion against 
John Milroy, and authorizing his honorable discharge--to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3546) for the relief of H. M. Sailors—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3547) for the relief of Thomas C. Workman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3548) for the relief of Mary Altum—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 3549) granting a pension to John Clif- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 3550) for the erection of a public building at 
Logansport, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 3551) for the relief of Nathaniel 
Crane—-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3552) for the relief of Charles A. Larkin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3553) granting a pension to James Spaulding—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 3554) granting a pension to Catha- 
rine Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 3555) for the relief of Albert 
Schindler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3556) for the relief of John Schierling, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Gallus Kerchner, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 3557) for the relief of C. C. Roberts— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 3558) for the relief of Peter Clark—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3559) for the relief of John Coyle, alias James 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3560) for the relief of William Walters—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3561) for the relief of Mary A. Mitchell—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Michael J. Doyle—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3363) for the relief of John Donnelly—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3564) for the relief of ai O’Riley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, a bill (H. R. 3565) for the reliefof John Marks—tothe Committee 
ilitary Affairs. 

sos a bill (H. R. 3566) for the relief of Catherine 0’ Malley—to the 
Committee dn Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3567) for the relief of Charles G. Minnick—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3568) for therelief of B. S. Van Buren—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3569) for the relief of Thomas Breen—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3570) for the relief of Mary Kaylor—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3571) for the relief of George E. Sanford—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Ann M. English—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Kehoe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3574) to increase the pension of John Seeger—to’ 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3575) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Callam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3576) to increase the pension of Matthew O’Rea- 
gan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3577) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to Phillip Curran—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3579) granting a pension to Ellen Shea—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. R. 3580) for the relief of the pilot and 
crew of the steamer Planter—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3581) granting a pension to Jason F. Colwell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3582) granting a pension to Paul Wiese—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H: R. 3583) granting a pension to 
Thomas Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 3584) for the relief of the Ballard 
Pavement Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 3585) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Boles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 3586) granting a pension to Fred. 
Piehan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3587) granting arrears of pension to John B. 
Ryndes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3588) granting a condemned cannon and carriage 
to Abernethy Post, No. 48, Grand Army of the Republic, West Union, 
Iowa—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 3589) granting a pension to John 
Boles, father of George Boles, deceased, late of Company H, One hun- 
dred and twenty-second Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 3590) donating condemned ordnance 
for monumental purposes toGrand Army of the Republic Post of Dallas 
st rata mae Meta on Seget ll Affairs. 

y Mr. I A bill (H. R. 3591 nting a on to Mary E. 
Ridley—to the Committee on Invalid Pad peoe a 


By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to Rudolph 
Morand—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3593) granting a pension to Huldah A. Dow—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 3594) granting a pension to John P. 
Gingride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3596) granting a pension to Jesse Knouse—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (If. R. 3597) for the relief of Michael Jor- 
dan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3598) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of Francis H. Daly—to the Committce on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3599) for the relief of John W. Benedict—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bili (H. R. 3600) toremove charges of desertion 
against James M. Bell—io the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3601) granting a pension to William Dorman— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3602) to remove the charges of desertion against 
Henry H. Bone—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. it. 3603) to increase the pension of Maxwell Carroll 
—to the Commitice on Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 3604) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to A. R. Hartzell, and for other purposes—tothe Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 3605) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3606) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Me- 
Hugh, of Independence, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3607) to relieve James A. Nolan of the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military A ffhirs. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 3608) to grant an increase of 
pension to William E. Prince—to the Committce on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3609) for the relief of Elizabeth Hamilton—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3610) to grant a pension to William Thields—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3611) to grant a pension to William Lutz—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R.3612) for the relief of J. A. McCreary, 
late of the United States Navy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3613) for the relief of Joseph Casson—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3614) for the relief of William Names—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3615) for the relief of Doctor Lewellen and An- 
thony G. Davis—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 3616) for the relief of C. H. Bush— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3617) for the relief of John C. Adams, adminis- 
trator of Joseph Adams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of Omar S. Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 3619) for the relief of John G. Bailey—to the Com- 
mittee ' on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3620) for the relief of James J. Lipscomhb—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3621) for the relief of Lafayette Elder—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3622) for the relief of George W. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3623) for the relief of James M. Chandler—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3624) for the relief of George W. Riddle—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3625) for the relief of Matthew Roy—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3626) for the relief of A. Hildebrand—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3627) for the relief of John- Anderson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3628) for the relief of Francis M. Nisbet—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3629) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Husk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3630) for the relief of T. W. Crabtree—to the 
Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3631) for the relief of the Christian Church of 
Henderson, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3632) for the relief of Gano Henry, sr.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3633) for the relief of L. Harned—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3634) for the relief of Samuel Drabelle—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3635) for the relief of J. W. Givens—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3636) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Webb, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3637) for the relief of Houston L. Taylor—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3638) for the relief of Abram G. Hoyt—to the 
Commitee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3639) for the relief of John S. Chisum—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3640) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Alexander H. Brown, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3641) for the relief of the heirs of James W. Wil- 
kins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3642) for the relief of the heirs of Philip Prather, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3643) for the relief of James B. Evans—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75) for the relief of Frank L. Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R 3645) for the relief of H. B. Matthews—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3646) for the relief of B. P. Howard, administra- 
tor of Finley McGrew, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 3647) granting a pension to Greenbury Lynch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3648) for the relief of W. A. Easten—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3649) for the relief of Charles Hale—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3650) granting a pension to James M. McKinney— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3651) granting a pension to Robert Ray—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3652) for the relief of Doctor George W. Noel—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3653) for the relief of O. S. Parker—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3654) for the relief of the heirs of Paschal Rouse— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3655) for thereliefof George M. Priest’s heirs—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3656) for the relief of Francis Millet—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3657) for the relief of John C. Whitlock, admin- 
istrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3658) for the relief of Ben. Harrison—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3659) for the relief of George W. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3660) grantinga pension to Christopher H. Mathew- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3661) for the relief of John W. Alves—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3662) for therelief of James R. Rash—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3663) for the relief of James O. Knox—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3664) for the relief of W. M. Able—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3665) for the benefit of J. C. Rudd—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3666) granting a pension to Charles R. Clark—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3667) for the relief of William H. Porter—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3668) granting a pension to Johanna Statten—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

* Also, abili (H. R. 3669) for the relief of Greenberry Sutton’s heirs— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3670) for the relief of A. 
W. Pollard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3671) granting a pension to Eobert C. Boyd—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3672) granting a pension to J. A. Mitindden—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3673) granting a pension to Christina Delany, widow 
of Francis Delany—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 3674) for the relief of Mrs. Mary G. Foster—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3675) for the relief of B. H. Stovall—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3676) for the relief of H. R. Mitchell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3677) for the relief of Cassandra S. Price—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bilt(H. R. 3678) for the relief of D. C. Buford— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3679) granting a pension to Priscilla Prime—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3680) restoring the pension of Mrs. Catharine 
Sonne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3681) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3682) to pension Emily Goodall—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3683) granting a pension to Lona §. Fitzgerald— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3684) for the relief of Theophilus Fisk Mills—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 3685) for the relief of P, O. 
Collins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3686) for the relief of the administrators de bonis 
non and sureties of W. W. Weedon, decensed—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3687) for the relief of Thomas K. Ball—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3688) for the relief of Amanda Jacobs, of Olive 
Hill, Carter County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Pension», 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3689) forthe relief of John Fren Stewart, guardian 
of the minor children of James Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, 
widow of Lieut. James Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3691) for the relief of Sarah T. Dake—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3692) granting a pension to Jennison Myers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3693) for the benefit of Lilburn E. Taber, Smoky 
Vany; Carter County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


irs a bill (H. R. 3694) for the relief of Bath County, Kentucky— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 3695) for the relief of Lucie A. 
Jameson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3696) for the relief of R. C. Jameson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr.-TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 3697) for the relief of Patrick 
Cook—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 3698) to incorpo- 
rate the American Association of the Red Cross—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3699) for the benefit of Richard H. Taylor—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 3700) for the relief of James F. 
Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3701) granting a pension to Abraham Schanks — 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3702) for the relief of the estate of Thornton 
Meriwether, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3703) for the relief of Benjamin F. Withers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3704) for the relief of David Martin, of Sheiby 
County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3705) for the relief of George Wood Meriwether— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry 
C. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3707) for the relief of Jonathan C. Huffman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3708) for the relief of P. H. Bridgewater—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 3709) for the benefit of Rosa Graves—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samucl Piercy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3711) granting a pension to Harriet V. Stockton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3713) for the benefit of Carter Lawson—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 3714) for the relief of Charles 
A. Pierson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of the State National Bank of 
New Orleans, formerly Louisiana State Bank—to the Cununitlee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 3716) for the relief of ihe heirs of the 
late Lucien Goyuux, of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Cluins, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3717) for the relief the Citizens’ Bank of Louisi- 
ana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3718) for the relief of the widow and legal repre- 
sentatives of the late Joseph R. Shannon, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3719) | for the relief of the estate of George S. Deni- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 3720) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Joseph R. Shannon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3721) authorizing the President to appoint Will- 
iam English an officer in the regular Army of the United States—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. 
Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3723) for the relief of the administratrix of the 
estate of George W. Lawrence—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of Amanda J. 
Kerby, formerly Amanda J. Miller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3725) for the relief of William L. W. Seabrook— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3726) for the relief of Albert Greenleaf—to the 
Committee on Claims. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3727) for the relief of William P. Gorsuch—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3728) for the relief of Cyrus Gault—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3729) for the relief of Henry. B. Streavig—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3730) for the relief of Samuel Swope—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3731) for the relief of Joab Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3732) for the relief of the heirs of the late Francis 
I. Wheeler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3733) for the relief of Emanuel Mackley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3734) pr the relief of the heirs of Henry Leef, 
deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally seized by Àlexan- 
der H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, Brazil—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3735) granting a pension to Eliza Shreeve—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 3736) forthe relief of the heirs of 
James E. §. Holliday—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3737) for the relief of the holders of the District 
of Columbia special-assessment lien certificates, and for other purposes 
—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 3738) for the relief of the North Ger- 
man Lloyd Steamship Com vo) ert gate the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 3739) for the relief of Charles H. Dex- 
ter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3740) for the relief of the crew of the United 
States steamship Wyoming—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3741) granting a pension to Sarah A. Crone—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3742) to increase the pension of Mrs. M. R. Col- 
ony—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: A bill (H. R, 3743) for the relief of Thomas P. 
Morgan, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 3744) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah 
H. Wood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to 
Mary O’ Neill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3746) granting a pension to Stephen Smith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3747) for the relief of George F. Rider—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 3748) for therelief of Edmund M. 
Phelan—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 3749) for the relief of Frank Baker— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 3750) for the relief of Daniel B. 
Washburn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 3751) granting a pension to 
Egbert Dart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3752) granting a pension to Eliza J. Webb-Holt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to Alfred 
Bloxam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3754) for the relief of Capt. Amos C. Weeden—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3755) for the relief of Joseph Richardson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 3756) for the relief of Frederick 
Carlisle—ta the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 3757) for the relief of Catherine 
Vealy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. Ọ DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 3758) for the relief of the legal 
heirs of Fidus Livermore, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 3759) for the relief of Lonis Mer- 
rill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 3760) for the relief of Betsy White- 
side—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3761) granting a pension to Lovina A. Marsh—to 
the Committce on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 3762) granting a pension to Nicholas 
Schmitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 3763) granting a pension to 
William H. Derking—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delilah Whipps—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 3765) for the relief of James Devine— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3766) for the relief of William Pfaender—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3767) for the relief of Thomas George—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 3768) for the relief of H. 
K. Belding—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3769) for the relief of William R. Tabbs—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3770) for the relief of George M. Henry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3771) for the relief of Emma B. Streeter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 3773) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late G. W. Grant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3774) for the relief of James C. Newman—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 3775) for the relief of Jane 
Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3776) for the relief of Mary M. St. John—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 3777) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth C. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUTTON: A bill (H. R. 3778) for the relief of Edward 8. 
Armstrong—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3779) for the relief of John H. Faulconer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3780) for the relief of Martha Howell—tothe Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3781) for the relief of E. F. Mathews—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3782) for the relief of Mary Craddock—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3783) for the relief of Henderson C. Leach—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3784) granting a pension to James Rainey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3785) to increase the pension of Alfred Barnes—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 3786) granting a pen- 
sion to John Dryman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3787) for the reliefof John M. Dale—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 3788) for the relief of Margaret H. 
Manpin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3789) for the relief O. P. Phillips—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3790) for the relief of James H. Wyatt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3791) forthe relief of M. S. Elkins—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3792) removing the charge of desertion against 
John Van Jossen—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 3793) for the relief of Benjamin S. 
Fraker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elisha Kennedy—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 3795) removing the charge of de- 
sertion against James S. Pipes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3796) to purchase of the widow and children of 
the late General James Shields certain swords—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Algo, a bill (H. R. 3797) granting a pension to Frederick C. Conrads— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3798) granting a pension to William C. Wood—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 3799) restoring to the pension-roll the 
name of James Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3800) granting a pension to Mary A. Baker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension 
to Nelson J. Crook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3802) granting a pension to William J. Scar- 
borough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3803) for the relief of Harrison L. Mitchell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) for the relief of the estate of John Cald- 
well, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 3805) for the relief of James Price— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 3806) for the relief of Charles P. 
Chouteau, survivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3807) for the relief of the Iron Mountain Bank 
of St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3808) for the relief of Lewis J. Cundiff—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3809) for the relief of Robert Zahn—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3810) for the relief of John L. Cunningham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3811) for the relief of Paul McStay—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3812) granting a pension to Isaac Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3813) granting a pension to Elizabeth W. Adair— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3814) to purchase of the widow and childreñ of 
the late General James Shields certain swords—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 3815) to place the name of Chris- 
tina Essler on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3816) granting a pension to Mary M. Black—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3817) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John N. A. Breno—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3818) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Shephard Mize—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3819) for the relief of John J. Hughes—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3820) to increase the pension of Mrs. Apolline A. 
Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIRD: A bill (H. R. 3821) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of P, Dunphy—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3822) to reimburse George S. Fisher for losses sus- 
tained by a fire in Japan, November 26, 1866—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3823) to rerate the pension of Stephen C. Monroe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3824) for the relief of Byt. Maj. Gen. Henry J. 
Hunt, colonel, retired, of the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3825) for the relief of David L. Brainard and 
others—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3826) for the relief of Benjamin F. Brumer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3827) for the reliefof George S. Comstock—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of Charles H. Holt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery—to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3830) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3831) for the relief of James Bainter—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3832) for the relief of James Pace—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3833) granting a pension to D. J. Raddick—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3834) ting a pension to Daniel Nickkiser—to 
the Committee on Invalid Ponika. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3835) granting a pension to Jonathan Cope—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3837) granting a pension to William T. Dodge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3838) granting a pension to Jonathan H. Cline— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. 
Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3840) granting a pension to Hezekiah B. Reed— 
to the Committec on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3841) granting a pension to Archibald F. Coon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3842) granting a pension to William T. Dodge 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3843) granting a pension to Virgil A. Jones—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 3844) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Wilson C. Moles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3845) granting a pension to G. R. Turner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3846) granting a pension to Edward Sullivan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3847) granting a pension to James H. Prickett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 3848) to restore to the pension-roll 
the name of Hiram G. D. Squire—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 3849) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Martha M. Bagley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 3850) granting a pension to 
Moses F. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Johnston— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensidns. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 3852) ting a pension to 
Charles Everingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 3853) for the relief of Jacob 
Surerus and William H. Behrens—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3854) for the relief of Margaret Callanan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 3855) for the relief of Richard 
Oulahan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 3856) for the relief of Minthorne 
Tompkins, deceased, and others—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R 3857) for the relief of William H. Robertson and 
Edward L. Hedden—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 3858) for the relief of Charles 
L. Heniup—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3859) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manu- 
facturing Company, limited, of the city of New York—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3860) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, 
assignees of Addison C. Fletcher—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3861) for the relief of George A. Holt—to the Com. 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3862) granting a pension to William R. King—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3863) for the relief of Susan Buchanan—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3864) granting a pension to Sophia A. Freeland— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3865) granting a pension to Sarah E. Beeman— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 3866) granting a pension to Madore 
Sweeney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3867) granting a pension to Laura Averill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Cynthia Witherell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3869) granting arrears of pension to William J. 
Carlisle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3870) granting a pension to Albert Nevin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 3871) granting a pension to Leyar 
Hoyancamp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3872) granting a pension to James Safely—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3873) granting a pension to Esther A. Brown—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3874) granting a pension to Ann E. Goodrich—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3875) for the relief of Patrick Daley—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) for the relief of Jeremiah Rumsey—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 3877) for the relief of Dr. Daniel 
Wasserbach—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 3878) for the relief of Richard Atkinson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 3879) for the relief of James and 
William Crooks, of Canada—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3880) for the relief of Margaret Poland, adminis- 
tratrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. GREENMAN: A bill (H. R. 3881) for the relief of James E. 
Atkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) for the relief of Augusta Lewis—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3883) for the relief of James C. Shanley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3884) for the relief of George R. Brown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3885) granting a pension to Mary E. Donahue— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3886) granting a pension to Richard Bothwell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3887) granting a pension to Ellen A. Beckett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Py Mr. NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 3888) granting a pension to Mary 
H. Stacy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3889) granting a pension to Bridget Walker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3890) granting a pension to Frederick Gale—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. H 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: A bill (H. R. 3891) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Coles—to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3892) granting a pension to Caroline A. Groshon— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 3893) for the relief of the legel 
representative of Maj. William Kendall—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Ar bill (H. R. 3894) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Schiffer, sole survivor of the firm of Schiffer & Co.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3895) for the relief of Edward Harris—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3896) for the relief of Henry Osterheld—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3897) for the relief of the widow 
of Lieut. Col. M. W. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BACON: Abill (H. R. 3898) granting increase of pension to 
James H. Reeve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3899) to authorize the President to appoint, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, John Rigney a sergeant in the 
Pein to be made second lieutenant—to the Committee on Military Af- 

irs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3900) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from military record of Kasimer Seiler—to the Committee on Mil- 


i Affairs. : ; 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 3901) for the relief of Margaretha 
Sussman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Sophia B. 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3903) for the relief of John D. Thorne—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 3904) granting a pension to Char- 
lotte Pruit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3905) for relief of James Mahoney—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 3906) granting a pension 
to Joicy Richwine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: A bill (H. R. 3907) for the relief of Mrs. Car- 
rd E. Hopkins, widow of Moses A. Hopkins—to the Committee on 


ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3808) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 3909) granting a pension to 
George Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 3910) granting a pension to Ab- 
bie L, Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3911) granting pension to James R. Bell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Ẹ R. 3912) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 3913) a granting pension to Mrs. 
Catharine Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3914) granting a pension to Valentine Selanders— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3915) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Samuel Cole—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H.R. 3916) granting a pension to Jacob 
Wolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINS: A bill (H. R. 3917) for the relief of Nathan R. 
Belt—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3918) for the relief of Anna B. Kerr—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 3919) for the relief of Francis Mc- 
Kinney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3920) torelieve Peter Moog, late private Company 
B, Sixty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, from charge of desertion—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3921) granting a pension to Charles H., Milbourn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 3922) to place the name of Casper 
Seibel on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name of Frederic Ronicke on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3924) to place the name of John Miller on the pen- 
sion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3925) to pension Joel M. Berry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3926) granting a pension to Jay Marshall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 3927) for the relief of Sarah 
K. McLean—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3928) for the relief of Francis Duffy—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3929) granting a pension to Elizabeth Baner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3930) granting a pension to Catharine Greybing— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3931) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johns—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to Mary A. Fitzpat- 
rick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3933) for the relief of John Wybrant—to the Com-_ 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3934) for the relief of Albert Lewis—to the Com- 
miftee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bi'l (H. R. 3935) grantinga pension to Mary Stoll—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 3936) granting a pension to George W. Roger— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3937) for the relief of Catherine Millen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3938) granting a pension to Elizabeth Waltz—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, abill (H. R. 3939) for the relief of William Elder—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3940) granting a pension to Frank Gray—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3941) grantinga pension to Francis Daum—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3942) granting a pension to Morgantha Hirsch- 
buhler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3943) for the relief of the heirs of Edward M. 
Shield—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, abill (H. R. 3944) for the reliefof Robert Clarke & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Samuel Paxton—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3946) for the relief of Faran & McLean—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3947) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3948) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Edward A. Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3949) for the relief of James Levy & Brother— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief of E. G. Carpenter—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3951) for the relief of Robert Carter—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of William Beard—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3953) for the relief of John Reid—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3954) for the relief of Jacob 8. Lowry and George 
A. Gray—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3955) for the relief of A. G. Collins—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a (bill H. R. 3956) for the relief of Alexander Swift & Co., part- 
ners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3957) for the relief of Peter March, Thomas J, 
Wright, administrator, and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 3958) for the reliefof James J. John- 
ston—to the Committee on Patents. fi 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 3959) grantinga pension to 
Dolly Blazer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 3960) granting a pension to John A. Martindale—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3961) to increase the pension of George W. Will- 
iams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 3962) granting a pension to 
Charles H. Light—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORAN: A bill (H. R. 3963) to remove the charge of deser- 
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tion from the naval record of John Murtuck—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
_ Also, a bill ya R. 3964) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
naval record of Owen McCaffrey—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3965) granting a pension to Ann Kinney—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3966) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Silas C. Taylor—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3967) to remove the charge of desertion from Michael 
Shannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3968) to remove the charge of desertion from Nicho- 
las Moser—to the Committee on Military 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 3969) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Frank Ludwig—to the Committee on Military Af- 

Ts. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3970) to remove the charge of desertion from John 
Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3971) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William C. Jones—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3972) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Charles Herberth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3973) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Michael Clancy—to the Committee on Military Af- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3974) to remove the charge of desertion from An- 
drew Brown—to the Committee of Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. Eat) for the relief of E. E. Caldwell—to the Com- 
mitiee on War Clai 

Also, a bill (H. R t 3976) for the relief of Henry Weatherwax—to the 
Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3977) granting arrears of pension to August 

tsch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3978) granting arrears of pensions to Miriam 
Gazeley—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3979) granting arrears of pension to Thomas M. 
Fitch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3980) for the relief of E. E. Caldwell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

k Also, a bill (H. R. 3981) for the relief of Robert Peterson and William 
H. Cross—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3982) for the relief of Thomas Jones, jr.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3983) granting accrued pension to M, J. Shelp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3984) for the relief of J. Schriber & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3985) granting a pension to Mary Stewart—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3986) granting a pension to Bridget Shanley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3987) granting a pension to Amelia T. Seywert— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3988) granting arrears of pension to Henry Scho- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3989) granting accrued arrears of increased and 
additional pension to Mary Schyllander—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3990) granting arrears of pension to Martin 
Ruppender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3991) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Robberts— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3992) granting a pension to Sarah Rendell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to William B. Robinson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3994) granting a pension to Frank Rabiska—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3995) granting a pension to John Pendleton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3996) granting a pension to Capt. J. K. O’ Reilly— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3997) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
McKay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3998) granting a pension to Joseph Means—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HZ. R. 3999) granting arrears of pension to Margaretha 
Klein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi” (H. R. 4000) granting arrears of pension to Louise John- 
son—to tha Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4001) granting arrears of pension to Charles Hage- 
mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4002) for ute: relief of Mary E. Hopkins—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Also; a bill (H. R. 4003) granting a pension to Edward Herbert— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4004) granting a pension to Alonzo 8, Gardner— 
to the Committee on Inv alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4005) granting a pension to Louisa Gott—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4006) granting a pension to Charles Good—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4007) granting a pension to Mrs. C. Conley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4008) granting arrears of widow’s pension and ac- 
crued husband's pension to Ellen Crosby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4009) granting a pension to Thomas H. Barrett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4010) granting arrears of pension to Surgeon Henry 
Z. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4011) granting a pension to Clara Sterling—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4012) to pay Green Arnold, of La 
Grande, Oregon, $7,596.80 fer Indian depredations committed—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4013) granting a pension to John Walters alias 
Jacob Kuntz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4014) granting a pension to Sims J. Ely—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4015) for the relief of Chauncey M. Lockwood or 
his legal representatives—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 4016) granting a pensicn to Eliza- 
beth Deckerd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4017) for the relief of Charles Morrow—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 4018) granting a pension to Ellen Decker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4019) granting a pension to Rachel T. Abbott— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4020) for the relief of Assistant Engineer Howard 
D. Potts, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4021) for the relief of Abram G. Hoyt—to the 
Committce on Claims. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4022) toamend the military record of A. H. Rush— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4023) for the relief of J. D. Golden—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 4024) for the reliefof- Perec NNN & 
Sons—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4025) for the relief of EROF Son 
& Archbold—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4026) to promote Commodore Louis C. Sartori, 
now on the retired-list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on said list, 
in accordance with his original position on the Navy Register—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4027) authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint William F. Pratt, late a second assistant engineer 
in the United States Navy, upon the retired-list of the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4028) to muster Edward G. Pendleton as captain 
of infantry into the service of the United States and to pay him for his 
services from August 31, 1861, to July 10, 1864—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4029) removing the charge of desertion against 
John Connell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4030) removing a charge of desertion against 
Charles Lowther—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4031) for the relief of Jabez Burchard—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4032) for the reliefof Henry Herman—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4033) granting a pension to Jon Leide—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3034) granting a pension to Mary McCusker and 
Catharine McCusker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4035) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Cole— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4036) granting a pension to William Ruhe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4037) granting a pension to Theresia Fichter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Mar- 
garet, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George B. McGuire—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4040) granting a pension to Sarah Poole—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, : 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4041) granting a pension to Hannah Deritt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4042) granting a pension to Isabella Hays—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4043) granting a pension to Edith M. Rodgers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4044) granting arrears of pension to Letitia Carr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4045) granting an increase of pension to Eliza G. 
McGrath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4046) granting a pension to Sarah Harper—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4047) granting a pension to Sarah Vantine—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4048) granting a pension to Earl D. Percy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ) 

By Mr. ATKINSON; A bill (H. R. 4049 ting a pension to Lottie 
E. Dietrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pacer 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4050) granting a pension to Lawrence Gross—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4051) granting a pension to Sarah J. Eyster—to’ 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, abill (H. R. 4052) granting a pension to Frederick Wardecker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4053) granting a pension to Cornelius Wetzler— 
to ie oil Ce = rine Pensions. € 

Also, a bi 054) granting a pension to William Sweger—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. igs granting a pension to Emma V. Heine—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4056) authorizing the Secretary of War to cause 
the removal of the body of W. M. Miller from Fort Robinson, Nebraska, 
to Snyder County, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military Af- 


Also, a`bill (H. R. 4057) to restore Wentz C. Miller to the rank of 
first lieutenant in the Fourth United States Cavalry, and place him 
upon the retired-list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief of Valentine 
Sauppe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to 
J. Howard Slaymaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4060) granting a pension to Joseph Hugler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOUND: A bill (H. R. 4061) granting a pension to Daniel 
Batdorff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. raer A (peat ate a pension to Charles F. Urban— 
to the Committee on Inval 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4063) granting a pension to Mary J. Decker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 4064) for the relief of David H. Rus- 
sell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4065) granting a pension to Levi E. Tenney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4066) to increase the pension of James Cole—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4067) granting a pension to Albert K. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. bs Datina E cna cna Koonce—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 4069) granting anin- 
Contest pension to than Meade—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4070) for the relief of Edwin J. Bogert—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 4071) to remove the yt of 
desertion against Abram Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 4072) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Kate Q. Dalzell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 8A bill (H. R. 4073) granting a pension to Thomas 
O. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 4074) gran an sores pen- 
sion to Emma Biddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4075) granting a pension to William Ni Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck 
of the United States steamer Ashuelot—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 4077) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Jamison—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4078) granting a pension to John D. M. Armbrust— 
eE nine A 
a granting a to Abraham Howard—to 
EEN H R4080) Pensions. 
a 080 a n to William Swift—to the 
Committee on Invalid P; ch eg pui 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 4082) for the relief of the Agricult- 
ural and Mechanical College of Alabama—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 4083) granting a pension to John 
Vogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4084) granting a pension to Leonard Pfarr—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4085) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

record of Allen S. Thatcher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERRY: A bill (H. R. 4086) for therelief of Theodore Dehon— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill (H. R. 4087) for the relief of Samuel 
Hein—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 4088) for the relief of George Hicks— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 4089) for the relief of George Turner— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4090) for the relief of Warham Easley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4091) for the relief of James W. Harvey, as assignee 
of Joseph Parkins—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 4092) for the relief of Mrs. Sophia 
Richardson and J. A. Richardson—to the Committee on Claims. : 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4093) granting a pension to Thomas R. Elliott— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4094) for the relief of Jacob Holzknecht—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 4095) for the relief of Calvin T. Hazle- 
wood—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4096) for the relief of Frederick Brown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 4097) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of William C. Wait—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to Eliza Trefren—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 4099) for the relief of George W. Saul- 
paw—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, 
formerly KaRa Priest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to Mary A. Carr—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4104) granting a pension to Mahala Dexter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4105) granting a pension to Margie D. Garvin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4106) granting a pension to Olive Wallace—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4107) granting a pension to Laura D. Pieree—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4108) granting a pension to Lucinda Belcher—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4109) granting a pension to Richard Hinch—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4110) granting a pension to Mehitable Wheeler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4111) for the relief of Chester L. Lewis—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4112) for the relief of George W. Bolton, alias 
Charles Andrews—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4113) for the relief of Louis Garon—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4114) for the relief of Andrew Burgess, John 
Hall, and William T. Roundtree—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4115) for the relief of David Ward—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 4116) for the relief of Urias Buskirk— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.T. H. B. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 4117) for the relief of Ben- 
net Fentress—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4118) granting a pension to Mary O’Day—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 4119) for the relief of the legal repre- 
oe of Matthew Smith—to the Committee on Private Land 


By Mr. GOFF: A bill (H. R. ce) for the relief of Elijah King—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4121) for the he relief of Calvin Means—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4122) to increase the pension of Endsley H. Ker- 
ans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4123) for the relief of Elizabeth Crouse—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4124) for the relief of Charles M. Coen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4125) for the relief of Mary J. Cunningham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4126) for the relief of Riley H. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4127) for the relief of Elmer H. Fetty—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4128) for the relief of William B. Lynch—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4129) for the relief of B. F. Shuttleworth & 
Brother—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4130) for the relief of Catharine E. Lurty—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4131) ting relief to William ©. McCroskey, 
and for other urposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4132) for the reliefof William Dillon—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4133) for the relief of Thomas H. Norton and James 
McLean—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4134) for the relief of H. W. Phillips, Clark Hanes, 
and John Beam—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4135) forthe relief of George A. Hill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4136) for therelief of Benjamin F. Batten—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 4137) for the relief of John W. Kennedy—to the 
es on Claims, 
a bill (H, R. 4138) for the relief of Abraham Shriver—to the 
Pre ela on Invalid Pensions, ` 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of D. M. Bailey, administrator 
of Minter Bailey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
- Also, a bill (H. R. 4140) for the relief of William I. Moore—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of Isaac Bloss—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill H. R. 4142) for the relief of Louisa A. A. Hays—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4143) for the relief of Henry P. McMaster—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4144) for the relief of Riley H. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4145) for the relief of Alexander Shock—to the 
Committee on War Claims.” 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4146) for the relief of Nicholas Mick—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4147) for the relief of William I. Godfrey—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4148) for the relief óf Andrew S. Core—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4149) fot the relief of Joel Harvey—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4150) granting an increase of pension and arrears 
to Sanford Conant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4151) increasing the pension of Joseph A. J. 
Lightburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4152) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
8. Northcott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4153) granting an increase of pension to Granville 
Brake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4154) granting a pension to Benjamin Gill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a biil (H. R. 4155) granting a pension to Harriet Murphy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4156) granting a pension to David C. Garman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4157) granting a pension to William B, Fox—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4158) granting a pension to George W. Teter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4159) granting a pension to Cornelius Kendall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4160) granting a pension to James C. Morris—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4161) granting a pension to William H. Kirby— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4162) granting a pension to Andrew T. Sheline 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, abill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension to Samuel M. Fetty—tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4164) granting a pension to Nicholas C. Rohr- 
bough—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4165) granting a pension to James A. Demastus— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4166) granting a pension to David K. Crawford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to the widow and chil- 
dren of Patrick Kearney, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4168) granting a pension to John Nay—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4169) granting a pension to Samuel K. Lemasters— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4170) granting a pension to Reuben Martin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4171) granting a pension to Elias Thomas—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4172) granting a pension to David F. Fletcher—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4173) granting a pension to James J. Ferrell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4174) granting a pension to Harriet Murphy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4175) granting a pension to Daniel M, Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4176) granting a pension to Emanuel Francis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4177) granting a pension to Robert Sutor—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4178) granting a pension to Aaron Hayward—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Asa Moneypenny—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4180) granting a pension to Nathaniel P. Lee—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4181) granting a pension to Patrick Holland—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4182) granting a pension to Elizabeth Jones—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4183) granting a pension to Taylor Richmond—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4184) granting a pension to John W. Dowler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4185) granting a pension to Margaret Meyers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4186) granting a pension to John Houchin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4187) granting a pension to C. A. Reeder—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to James Bryner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4189) granting a pension to Thomas M. Harris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4190) granting a pension to George W. Teter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4191) granting a pension to Charles Weinrich—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4192) granting a pension to George W. Robinson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4193) granting a pension to John M. Kinney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4194) increasing the pension of Richard Melitz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4195) for the relief of William Elliott—to the 
Committee on War Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4196) for the relief of Allie V. Kelly—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4197) for the relief of John K. Botsford—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 4198) for the relief of Adolphus God- 
din—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 4199) for the relief of Sewell B. Corbett— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4200) for the relief of Attie Lewis—to theCom- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 4201) for the relief of J. R. Jones— 
to thé Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4202) for the relief of R. B. Baptiste—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pension to the 
widow of Adam Shrake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4204) for the relief of James H. Van Wagenen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4205) for the relief of Ole Steensland—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 4206) to remove the Sarge of 
desertion from the military record of Henry V. Davenport—to the 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4207) granting a pension to James Lucas—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 4208) for the relief of Hector F. 
ee the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 4209) for the reliefof Ann Annis—to the Commit- 
tee on oon Mit ilitary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4210) for the relief of Catharine Bren- 
‘nan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4211) for the relief of Charles W. 
Faust—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4212) for the relief of William Wall 
and his heirs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4213) for the relief of James Lee— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4214) referring the claim of John 
Burns against the United States to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4215) for the relief of John Whitta- 
ker—to the Committee on rea 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. seg for the relief of the widow and 
children as heirs at law of Jacob L. W. Doxtater, deceased—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4217) for the relief of Rosa Walker, 
widow of Dabney Walker—to the Committee on War 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4218) for the relief of Malinda Grimes— 
~to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4219) for the relief of Richard Ever- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of D. G. and D. 
A. Sanford—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4221) for the relief of John Lang— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4222) for the relief of Mary Ann 
Harry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4223) referring the claim of William 
T. Duvall against the United States to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4224) for the relief of John 8. Tyler— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4225) for the relief of William Sweeney 
and other employés of the Census epee, Interior Department—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O. É. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4226) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Aylesworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4227) granting œ pension to Mary Davis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4228) granting a pension to Theodore F. Hart—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4229) to relieve Henry V. Klock from the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4230) to relieve Samuel W. Hoyt from the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 4231) granting an increase 
of pension to John Farrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4232) granting a pension to James Preston—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 4233) granting a pension to Fréd- 
erick Vollrath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Joseph B. Walters— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4235) granting a pension to Emma 8. Free—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4236) granting an increase of pension to Silas Cor- 
zath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4237) for the relief of John Moran—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 4238) for the relief of William H. 
Rhett—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Winston—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: A bill (H. R. 4240) for the relief of Mrs. C. P. 
Culver—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4241) for the relief of John O’ Keane—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4242) for the relief of Jacob Kuntz, alias John 
Walters—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4243) for the relief of George Hazzard—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4244) for the relief of Albert Taylor—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4245) for the relief of Thomas Redmond—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 4246) for the relief of Robert H. Mont- 
gomery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4247) for the relief of John Hunton—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4248) for the relief of certain settlers in the Wind 
River Valley, Wyoming Territory—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 4249) for the relief 
of Ray Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4250) for the relief of Manley B. Edmonson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4251) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. 
Richardson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4252) for the relief of Lizzie E. McCord, adminis- 
tratrix of Moses S. McCord, deceased—to the Committee onWar Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4253) for the relief of the estate of Isaac W. Talk- 
ington, deceased—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 4254) to remit the forfeiture of the 
British bark Viscount Canning, andto refund the proceeds of the sale 
thereof to her owners, Edward D. Morris and C. R. Morris—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4255) to appropriate $2,000 to reimburse certain 
employés who lost their property by thedestruction of the station at 
Trinity Shoal, Gulf of Mexico, off the coast of Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4256) for the relief of Leslie E. Brooks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 4257) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, execu- 
trix—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 4258) to correct an error made 
by the register and receiver of the land office at Huntsville, Ala.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 4259) for the relief of Pleasant Bum- 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 4260) for the relief of John Will- 
iams—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 4261) for the relief of 
Martin V. Rowland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 4262) for the relief 
of Gibson Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 4263) for the relief of the legal per- 
sonal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 4264) for the relief of Edgar Brod- 
head—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 4265) for the relief of Mary E. 
Walker, M. D.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 4266) for the relief of Dr. David 
Bell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4267) for the relief of the estate of James Allen, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4268) for the relief of L. H. and R. E. Goodwin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4269) granting a pension to Robert Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4270) granting a pension to William C. Tilly—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


~ 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Sarah E. Brashear, widow of James 
Foster, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the city of Lake View, Ill., relative to free de- 
livery of letters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of Egbert Dart, for an original pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. F. French and others, for relief of Eliza J. Webb 
Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Petition of Sarah J. Boles, for a widow’s 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Catherine M. Mosely, of 
Robertson County, and of James Carroll, of Yazoo County, Tennessee, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Petition of Mary Turnbaugh, fora special- 
act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of McCager Pullam, for relief—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John H. Garnett and 34 others, citizens of Ilinois, 
for a pension for J. F. Joseph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of C. F. Perry and others, of Quincy, Ill., for a law re- 
quiring all goods made by convict laborto be marked ‘‘ convict labor? — 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of 40 citizens of Cloud County, 
Kansas, for extending patent law so as to cover a principle—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. BACON: Petition of Margaretha Noll, and of Justina Forbes, 
for widow’s pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also (by request), memorial for the relief of Flora Adams Darling— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of the Grand Division of the Sons of Tem- 
perance for a constitutional prohibitional amendment—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the same for a national committee of inquiry on the 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of Noah Johnson for an original pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to improve the Savannah River 
above Augusta, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to improve the Savannah River between Augusta and 
Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers, memorials, etc., relating to the na- 
tional cemetery at Pineville, La.,to accompany House bill 1481—+to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the case of Gertrude K. Lyford for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

* Also, petition of J. J. Metoger, of Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana, 
oe reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. . 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Margaretta Sussman, widow of Michael 
Sussman, for a special-act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, memorial of Josephine T. Zarorke, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of Thomas J. Sanders, of Robert M. 
Jackson, of Robert P. Gilmore, and of Mrs. Sarah A. Lord, of Georgia, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of S. R. Jaques and others, of Macon, Ga., to place 
salt on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers in the case of Robert M. Jackson—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Peter Mooz, for correction of 
record—to the Committee on Military Affairs, j 

Also, petition of E. F. Weeks and 137 others, of Defiance County, 
Ohio, for a law relative to contract-labor mađe goods—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 7 ; 

Also, petition of W. H. Lazenby, asking that certain payments due 
under the experiment-station bill of 1886-’87, be placed in the de- 
ficiency bill—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Mary J. Decker, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles F, Urban, for an original pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Papers in the case James B. Mitchell, of John 
ys Braxton, and of James E. Hozier, for relief—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. BREWER (by request): Petition of Catherine Vealy, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRYCE: Petition of Ann Leddy, widow of Thomas Leddy, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT (by request): Petition of J. B. Lambert and 
others, in regard to contract work—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of J. W. Furman and others, for a national system of 
telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition against the admission of Utah as a 
State with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Alfred H. Brown, of Washington 
County; of Joseph A. Tally, administrator of Nancy H. Rayl, of Ham- 
blin County; of David N. Heath, of Grainger County, and of J. D. 
Long, of Grainger County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to 
the Caurt of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Choctaw natives, for relief—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of James Shropshire, of James Dennison, of Mary A. 
Paugle, of Hamblin County, Tennessee; of Amelia Linn, of Grainger 
County; of John Holt, of Sullivan County; of Jacob Johnson, admin- 
istrator, of Hawkins County, Tennessee, for reference of claims to 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

. By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of William Sinclair, Thomas 
Morrison,and 3,500 others, merchants, dealers in and consumers of lard, 
praying for the passage of a law defining lard, and taxing all adultera- 
se and deleterious compounds of lard—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of Martin V. Rowland, for 
relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Petition of R. Hoe & Co., of New York 
City, for refunding money paid under certain rulings of the Post-Office 

ent, ete.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of Alpheus P. Stephenson, for removal 
of ange of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN;: Papers in the case of Lieut. T. W. Lord, and 
of H. F. Brownson—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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cae petition of Mrs. Eunice Triples—to the Committee on Military 
irs, 

Also, petition of S. S. Hasbrouck andothers, relating to certain un- 
ERS or forfeited railroad lands—to the Committee on the Public 

8. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Papers in the case of Edmund M. Phelan, of Bos- 
ton, Mass., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of citizens of Wall, of Remington, and 
of Epton, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of cigar-makers of Hornellsville, N. 
Y., relative to change in the internal-reyenue laws—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Seneca Castle, N. Y., against the admis- 
sion of Utah with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of the World, for an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the 
importation and manufacture of intoxicating liquors—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, remonstrance of John Dinsmore and 200 others, against the ad- 
mission of Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of William 8. Hall, for special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of Nebraska, for the repeal 
of the arrears limit for pensions, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial and joint resolution of the same, requesting that sil- 
ver medals be given to the soldiers of the Union Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petitions of citizens of Omaha; of Overton; of Washington 
County; of Dodge County; of Omaha, and of A. W. Wells and others, 
of Nebraska, against the admission of Utah—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Remonstrance of 3,500 citizens of Idaho Territory, 
against any division of said Territory—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Harriet J. Peabody, for a special-act 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Local Assembly No, 9298, Knights of Labor, for a 
pew telegraph bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of E. L. Sembler, widow of John R. Sem- 
bler, deceased; and of heirs of R. H. Thompson, of St. Francis County; 
of George B. Peters; and of Betty Otley Anderson, heir of Walter Otey, 
deceased, of Lee County; of Sallie G. Ford, administratrix, and of 
Frank Rhodes, of Phillips County; of Mary A. Pollen, administratrix of 
William H. Pollen, of Crittenden County; of Pleasant Bumpass, and 
of Charles F, Morris, of Arkansas, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Benjamin Barr and of M. A. Crittenden, 
of Madison County; of Mrs. James A. Henry, of Henderson County; 
of Martha T. Wade, of McNairy County; of J. A. J. Perry, adminis- 
trator, of Hardin County, and of Henry Melton, of Chester County, 
Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of S. B. Person, administratorof Benjamin R. Person, 
deceased, of Madison County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Henry Clews, in favor of modi- 
fying the 25 per cent. reserve limit of national banks—to the Commit- 
tée on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FELTON: Petition of fruit-growers of California, for relief— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 4 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of A. W. Comstock and 30 other manu- 
facturers, asking for an appropriation for Thunder Bay River, Michi- 
gan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Petition of Ransford Chapman, for additional pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Harmon O. Chambers, for increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of C. K. Jeuree, for bounty—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of citizens of Marshall, Blount, Etowah, 
Cherokee, and De Kalb Counties, Alabama, for opening ds to 
homestead entry—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., and 
others, for an appropriation for improvement of New Haven Harbor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of E. H. Topping, for amendment to 

ion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of E. H. Stamback, for certain appropria- 
tions for river improvements—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers in the claim of John W. Eppes, of Prince George County, 
Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Papers in the pension claim of Albert G. 
oe and of Mary C. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 
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Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Joseph Freschl—to 
the Committec on War Claims, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Grovenor A. Curtice—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Lorenzo D. Whitcher, for a special-act pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for relief of Charles D, Purington—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the State Grange of New Hampshire, urging that 
the Commissionerof Agriculture be made a Cabinet officer, ete.—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. À 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Jessé Knouse for a special-act pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rey. Charles Little and 41 others, against the ad- 
mission of Utah—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Fred. Volirath, for a special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Moran, for removal of charge of desertion—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Thomas Mullen and others; for a pension to Zacha- 
riah Brown, late of Company B, Thiry-ninth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Wilkins W. Waggoner, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition and papers in the case of Allie V. Kelly and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jesse Shaver, of Braxton County, West Virginia, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of E. C. Warner and others, of West Virginia, for the 
relief of Mary V. McClain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James Brymer, for special-act pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas M. Harris, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Harriet Murphy fora special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Daniel J. Riblet, of Harrison County, West Vir- 
ginia, for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Benjamin Gill for special-act pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill to appropriate money to improve the navi- 
gation of the Chattahoochee River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. GROUT: Remonstrance of J. Fassett and 66 others, citizens 
* of Bridgewater, and of Rey. Alfred Stearns and 29 others, citizens of 
Westminster, Vt.—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Frank Sigerist, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to-the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Hiram Smith, of Daniel P. Barnes, 
of Israel B. Nichols, of John P. Ladds, and of Andrew Clarno and 
others, for relief—to the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of David R. Linton, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of R. H. McClellan and 5 others, citizens of Galena, 
Ill., for a law to prevent the adulteration of lard—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of M. R. Whelan and 181 others, citi- 
zens of Emmett County, Iowa, for a pension to Mary E. Ridley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition and resolutions of Isaac Matson Post No. 365, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Iowa, for a pension to Mary E. Ridley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of A. A. Waugh; ‘of William R. Humbard; 
of M. A. Jacobs, administrator of Samuel Jacobs; of David P. Hume; 
of B. M. Brouner, executor of J. R. Brouner; of William Tillet, admin- 
istrator, of Jefferson County, and of J. B. Devieux, of Knox County, 
Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, papers in the case of John W. Duncan for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOVEY: Petition of S. D. Eaton and 17 others, asking for pen- 
sions for all honorably-discharged soldiers and sailors of the late war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Elizabeth Denger, for a special-act 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of William Travis and others, 
of Centreport, Clay County, Indiana, for amendment of the postal laws, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of New Mexico, for the re- 
moval of the Jicarilla Apaches from the Amargo reservation in New 
Mexico to the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KEAN: Petition of ex-Union soldiers of New Jersey for 
pensions for ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of Green) Su for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. eara tai 


Also, petition of William W: Caldwell, for removal of charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Johanna Statten, for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Nebraska, for 
the repeal of the arrears-of-pension act, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, joint resolution of same, for a law granting a silver medal to 
every honorably discharged Union soldier, sailor, or marine—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ” 

Also, memoria! of the Nebraska Dairymen’s Association, for the erad- 
ication of pleuro-pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition and papers for the relief of Benjamin 
Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Juan S. Hart—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

Also, petition of citizens of Palo, Pinto County, Texas, for a system of 
national telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. : 

By Mr. LATHAM: Petition of citizens of Beaufort County, and of 
J. L. Rogerson and others, asking for an appropriation of $5,000 for 
removing obstructions from the mouth of McKay's Creek, North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Papers in the case of John 8. Marks, to remove 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of National Division of Sons of Temperance 
of America, for co-operation with the British Government for the sup- 
pression of the traffic in intoxicating liquors in the Western Pacific Isl- 
ands—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of A. L. Murdock and 12 others, and of Morse Brothers 
and Elijah A. Morse, of Canton, Mass., for postal legislation—to the 
Committee on the Post-Officé and Post-Roads. / 

Also, petition of Elizabeth Nott, fora special-act pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Papers relating to the claims of William Anderson, 
and of Mrs. Harriet N. Campbell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

. Also, papers in support of the bill for relief of William McGrath-—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits in support of the pension claim of William Randall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, resolutions ot the Iowa State Improved Stock Breeders’ Asso- 
as ye in regard to pleuro-pneumonia, ete.—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

“Also, petition of Sarah E. Myers and of Eliza Boyd, for pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of William Reed and of Wilson B. George, 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

Also, papers in the case of Ransom L. Hains—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of S. H. Richards, of Monroe County, and 
of William H. Hammond, of McMinn County, Tennessee, forreference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the widow of Humphrey B. Heywood, of Bradley 
County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. a 

Also, petition of Thomas R. Elliott, for special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of the common council of Duluth, Minn., 
for an appropriation to improve certain waterways—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of certain ex-Union soldiers, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of A. F. Hovey, of St. Vincent, Minn., foramendment 
of section 2733 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of the Letter-Carriers’ Association of St. Paul, Minn., 
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr: NEWTON: Petitions of Ellen Schriegelman; of Victoria No- 
land, administratrix of Joseph Noland; of W. P. Towne, administrator, 
and of Luke Madden, of Louisiana, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Petition of citizens of New YorkState, for the 
improvement of the mouth of Salmon River, in Oswego County, New 
York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York State, for the establishment of 
a system of telegraphy for the United States—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

3y Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Elizabeth D. Eckard, for a widow's 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Emma Smith, for a widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McSHANE: Petition of T. P. Renshaw and others, against 
the admission of Utah with polygamy—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Susanna Maloney, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, petition of soldiers for relief, with reasons, of James Cham- 
bers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of heirs of Mary Chamberlin, deceased, 
of De Soto County; of R. Petrea, widow of Daniel Petrea, of Panala 
County; of John Price, of LaFayette County; of Bettie D. Andersonand 
E. J. Dougherty, of Tate County, and of Littleton Stokes, of Tippah 
County, Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Lee Higginson & Co. and others, for re- 
fund of internal-revenue taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of the heirs of Jacob Cramer, for relief— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 

Also, a memorial of Thomas U. Walter, praying compensation for 
sundry claims as architect—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of E. L. Littlefield and others, for a break- 
water in Portland (Me.) Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. RICE: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, asking for 
an appropriation of $25,000 for making a survey fora canal connecting 
Lake Superior with the St. Croix River—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Sylvester McClain, for a pension 
—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition for the appointment of matrons at the 
prisons, jails, stations, ete., in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Michael Dollhofer, for aspecial-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Eli G. Collier, of Yell County; of Sophinia Wood, 
widow of J. M. Wood, of Crawford County, and of J. L. Cannon, ex- 
ecutor of Alanson Cannon, deceased, of Rutherford County, Arkansas, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Lydia Calhoun, for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petitionof John M. Maynard for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Brown Cotton Gin Company and others, of 
.New London, Conn., for refunding certain moneys to postmasters, and 
Med other purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 


By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Hanson & Co. and others, against the 
aaeoa of existing duty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of John D. M. Armbruse for an original 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of Margaret Z. Austin, widow of 
Thomas Austin, asking to be placed upon the pension-roll—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce and Mass Convention of 
West Superior, Wis., requesting appropriation for the harbor of Supe- 
rior—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of watchmen of the State, War, and Navy Departments, 
asking increase of their salary—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petitions of the citizens of Jones County, 
Mississippi, for compensation for military services during the late war 
between the States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Memorial of O. H. Alexander, Fred H. 
Horsford, etal., for reduction of postage on merchandise—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the committee of the Association of the Bar of the 
city of New York, in relation to the salaries of judges of the’ Federal 
courts in the State of New York, and resolutions of that body upon the 
same subject—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of Willis Carter, of Adams County; 
of Mary Butler, deceased, late of Amite County; of M. Jackson, execu- 
trix of William Jenkins, late of Amite County; of Jane Williams, of 
H. Sprich, of Amite County; of Lymon Carley, of Marion County, Mis- 
sissippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the ‘‘ Bowman act’’—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel 
Shultz, of La Fayette County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition for the establishment of a land office at 
Sterling, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions Denver Chamber of Commerce, in favor of existing 
duties on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Weld County Wool Growers’ Association, against 
the repeal of duties on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Denver Chamber of Commerce against the cus- 
toms duties on lead—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, for erection of coin and bullion vault at Denver—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of Denver Chamber of Commerce, asking for the es- 
tablishment of a custom-house at Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, memorials of the General Assembly of the State of Colorado 
against the repeal of the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, for the establishment of grass experiment stations in Colorado— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, for the establishment of experiment stations in connection with 
colleges—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, for appropriation to extirpate pleuro-pneumonia and contagious 
diseases—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions and memorials for the removal of the Indians be- 
yond the boundary of the State of Colorado—to the Committee on 
Indian i 3 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of the society of Good Templars 
relative to the appointment of a national commission to investigate the 
liquor traffic, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of same for a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
the manufacture or sale of intoxicating liauors—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAULBEE (by request): Petition for the relief of William 
Wheeler Hubbell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition for the relief of Silas Blythe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Papers in the case of Thomas D. Meares, 
administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: Memorial of Jonathan D. Stevens in re- 
lation to the survey of the bay of Suisun, California—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Eufeka, Cal.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
South Carolina, for the repeal of the act of March 3, 1865, taxing banks 
chartered by the States—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Elizabeth Burnett, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Milican, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers in the case of Daniel-Wasserback, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of Basil Norris and 37 others, for the 
relief of Thomas Redmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Thomas Redmond—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the board of county commissioners of Skagit 
County, Washington Territory, for permission to construct and main- 
tain certain draw-bridges—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Columbia Waterway Association—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of James Watson, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mary A. Baker, for a widow’s pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Of William Coleman and 114 others, of 
Walnut Grove, Leake County, Mississippi. . 

By Mr. BARRY: Citizens of Sarepta, Calhoun County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of J. J. M. Godwin and 49 others, of Lou- 
isiana; of M. 8. Antony and 54 others, of Louisiana. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Of J. S. Schofield & Son, of Macon, Ga. 

By Mr. BOUND: Of citizens of Iowa, Lebanon County, and of Malta, 
Northumberland County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Of W. M. Carter and 17 others, of Trout 
Dale; of Elk Creek, Grayson County, Virginia; of Arao; of Lipton, 
Carroll County; of Posey, Floyd County; of Mountain Valley, Henry 
County; of High Peak; of Bonbrook; of Hardy’s Fords; of Kennett, 
Franklin County; of Malmaison; of Shockoe; of Ray, Pittsylvania 
County; of Port Haywood, Mathews County; of Elijah; of Ballard, 
Patrick County; of Dodson, Va., and of citizens of Virginia. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of James L. Raulens and others, of 
Gatewood, Spottsy] vania County; of W. H. Sanford and others, of West- 
moreland County. Virginia. 

By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of Good Will, Forsyth County; of 
Moriah, Person County; of Olive Hill, Person County; of Stokes 
County; of citizens of Person County, North Carolina. 

Br Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Black, Bradford County; of citi- 
zens of Riggs, Bradford County; of citizens of Jackson Valley, Susque- 
hanna County; of Rush Four-Corners, Susquehanna County; of Pierce- 
ville, Wyoming County; of Mountain Lake, Bradford County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Of 25 citizens of Van Buren County; of 24 citi- 
zens of Van Buren County; of 23 citizens of Van Buren County. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Of citizens of Hilton County, Tennessee; of Lees- 
burgh, Tenn.; of Hide, Tenn. : 
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By Mr. CLARDY: Of William Turner and 46 others, of Missouri; 
of R. H. Barber and 51 others, of Missouri. 

By Mr. COBB: -Of W. H. Trusell and others, of Cowpens, Ala. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of Ebenezer Lewis and 49 others, of Krumroy, 
Summit County, Ohio. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Of citizens and others, of Willow Dale, of 
Marlborough, and of Goshenville, Chester County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Of citizens of Casey County and of Wayne 
County, Kentucky. 

By Mr. GAINES: Thirty-six petitions containing the names of J. 
R. Jolly and 3,000 others, citizens of the Fourth Congressional district 
of Virginia, 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Of Daniel Ridder and 31 others, of New 
Hampshire; of Amos Wardwell and 28 others, of New Hampshire; of 
C. C. Craig and 28 others, of Quincy, N. H. 

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens and others of Tibbs, and of citizens and 
others of Keeling, Haywood County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of G. W, Cox and others, of Gilmer County; of Albert 
J. West and others, of Marshall County; of O. C. Haney and others, of 
Wetzel County; of Bud Cain andothers, of Marshall County; of W. H. 
Riffel and others, of Braxton County; of N. Shefland, of Marshall County; 
of C. M. Darnold and others, of Doddridge County; of T. F. McIntire 
and others, of Doddridge County; of William A. Phillips and others, 
of Doddridge County; of James B. Nichols and others, of Wetzel 
County; of J.C. Cameron and others,of Hancock County, West Virginia; 
of J. M. Robey and others, of Harrison County; of John Crider and 
others, of Marshall County; of A. N. Duncan and others, of Harrison 
County; of Z. T. Allen and others, of Marshall County; of A. A. 
Daly and others, of Tyler County; of Tommie Geer and others, of 
Hancoek County; of William Horner and others, of Harrison County; 
of J. N. Fling and others, of Gilmer County; of W. E. Le Masten and 
others, of Tyler County; of William North and others, of Ohio County; 
of A. S. Westfall and others, of Gilmer County; of John Wilson and 
others, of Gilmer County; of J. C. Fulks and others, of Branton 
County; of W. J. Bailey and others, of Lewis County, and of G. W. 
Hoskinson and others, of Marshall County, West Virginia. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of A. M. Carter and 8. A. Baldwin and othe 
citizens of Taylor County, and of H. D. Floyd and others, of O'N 
Mills, of Troupe County, Georgia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of L. C. Murphy and 27 others, of Dyers- 
ville; of H. A. Wilcox and 28 others, of Abbetu; of E. L. Cross and 
40 others, of Apple Grove, Meigs County, Ohio; of Hugh Daugherty 
and 31 others, of Woodyards; of T. W.Chulfand and 42 others, of 
Hull’s, Athens County; of Levi Bigler and 53 others, of Aak; of 
Charles Prunter and 111 others, of Cameron; of 8. W. Polen and 
15 others, of Aitch; of O. F. Cime and 15 others, of Faulton, Mon- 
roe County; of J. 8. Vanraley and 35 others, of Dunbar; of Lula Sny- 
der and 17 others, of Roods; of T. W. Belts and 32 others, of Wood 
Grove; of T. W. H. Edwards and 73 others, of Ware; of T. C. Rich- 
ardson and 65 others, of Deucher; of Edward Burwin and 65 others, of 
Decaturville, Washington County, Ohio. 

By Mr. HEARD: Of citizens of Morgan County, Missouri. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Of citizens of Crenshaw County, Alabama. 

By Mr. HOGG: Of J. J. Payne and 40 others, of Maxwell, Pleasant 
County; of Robert Rose and 66 others, of Gilkerson, Wayne County; 
of A. M. Kessels and 20 others, of West Virginia; of G. W. Starcherand 
20 others, of West Virginia; of C. H. Davis and 40 others, of Kenna, 
Jackson County; of L. A. Ruder and 50 others, of Gandersville, Roane 
County; of E. L; Nichols and 38 others, of Ogdin; of B. Brown and 39 
others, of Londell; of G. A. Buckner, of Leachtown; and of W. C. Render 
and 60 others, of New England, Wood County, West Virginia. 

By Mr. HOUK: Of citizens and others, of Seaton; of citizens and 
others, of Cloyds Creek; of citizens and others, of Alleghany Springs; 
of citizens and others, of Paint Creek; of citizens and others, of Disco; 
of citizens and others, of Chilhowee; of citizens and others, of Ting; of 
citizens and others, of GambleStore; of citizens and others, of Big Gully, 
Blount County; of citizens and others, of Leadvale, Jefferson County; of 
citizensand others, at Whetstone, Morgan County; of citizens and others, 
of Granton; of citizens and others, of Chumlea; of citizens and others, of 
Pedigo; of citizens of Flenneken, Knox County, Tennessee; of citizens 
and others, of Emerts Cave; of citizens and others, of Cox, Sevier County, 
Tennessee; of citizens and others, of Anderson Valley; of citizens and 
others, of Church River, Anderson County, Tennessee; of citizens and 
others, of Pine Mountain; of citizens and others, of Whitman; of citi- 
zens and others, of Terkvale, Campbell County; of citizens and others, 
of Sharps Chapel; of citizens and others, of Loy’s Cross- Union 
County; of citizens and others, of D’Armend, Roane County; and of 
Norma, Scott County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Of citizens of Clark County, Indiana. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of citizens of Fernbell, Beaver County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

; ett Mr. LAFFOON: Of citizens of Philpot, of Utility, and of Wha- 
en, Ky. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Of sundry citizens of theEleyenth district of Texas. 

By Mr. LATHAM: Of citizens and others, of Woodville, Perqui- 
mans County; of Amora, Beaufort County; of Cormpeake, Gates County; 
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of Mama Harbor, North Carolina; of Morehead City and of Cedar Point, 
Carteret County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. LEE: Of Daniel Werner and 38 others, of Morrisonville, 
Loudoun County, Virginia. 

Pret ad citizens of Morrisonville and of Arcola, Loudoun County, 
irgin 

By Mr. LYNCH: Of citizens of Wallisville, Lackawanna County, 
Pennsylvania. 3 

By Mr. McCREARY: Of citizens and others, of Kentucky; of Gil- 
bert Reynolds and others, of Kentucky. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Edge, Bladen County; of 
Branch’s Store, Duplin County; of Ellis, Bladen County. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Of 95 citizens of the Sixteenth district of 
Pennsylvania; of 60 others, citizens of Mawrglen, Lycoming County; 
of 31 citizens of Indian Creek, McKean County; of 35 citizens of Cherry 
Flats, Tioga County; of 25 citizens of Ayer’s Hill; of 70 citizens of 
White’s Corners, and of 37 citizens of Honeoye, Potter County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of George W. Graves and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. MILLS: Of citizens of Harrison, McLennan County, Texas. 

By Mr. MORGAN: OFM. E. Buttmerman ahd others, of Mount Pleas- 
ant; of R. P. Ferguson, of Dallas; of L. S. Bonne and others, of Den- 
mark; of J. W. Hutron and others, of Liberty Hill, La Fayette County, 
Mississippi, and of Panola County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of J. M. Clenderson and others, citizens of Safley, 
Warren County; of D. J. Rogers and others, of Dunlap, Sequatchie 
County; of J. W. Allen and others, of Harrison, James County; of D. 
B. Beeklen and others, of Chable, Polk County; of C. T. Healey and 
others, of Mountainville; of John Lindsay and others, of Povo, and of 
William Oliver and others, of Coker Creek, Monroe County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Of citizens and others, of Oakland, of St. Joseph, 
of Cheniere, of Union Parish, of Tensas Parish, of Vidalia, of Lamar, 
and of Catahoula Parish, Louisiana. : 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of citizens of Orange County; of Alamance County; 
and of J. C. Crabtree, and others, of North Carolina. 

By Mr. OATES: Of E. L. Warren and 44 others, of Clintonville, 
Coffee County, Alabama; of P. P. Strickland and 41 others, of Strick- 
land, Dale County; of G. G. Sallers and 22 others, of Fort Mitchell, 
Russell County; of G. C. Coleman and 39 others, of Noblin, Geneva 
County; of W. L. Nisbett and 52 others, of Oswicloss, Ala.; of John 
L. Armstrong and 45 others, of Warnicle, Geneva County, Alabama. 

By Mr. PATTON: Of 56 citizens of Tillmore; of 46 citizens of Hous- 
erville, Centre County; of 47 citizens of Carroll County, and of 46 citi- 
zens of Barr, Mifflin County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of Hugh Kerr and 75 others, of Rutherford 
County; of W. M. Robinson and 40 others, of Coffee County, Tennessee. 

Ry Mr. ROGERS: Of citizens of Saline County; of Pauline, Ark., and 
of W. M. Reed and others. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Of J. M. Minkler and 40 others, of Ashmont, Erie 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of Gresham P. Douglass and others, of 
Campbell’s Mills, New London County, Connecticut. 

By Mr. SCULL: Of citizens of Eldorado, Blair County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. W.STEWART: Of E. D. Baker and others, of Essex Junc- 
tion, Chittenden County ; of James Washburn and others, of Vermont ; 
of L. M. Rice, of Vermont; of D. D. Wells and others, of Vermont; of C. 
D. Abell, of Vermont; and of W. D. Sherman and others, of Vermont. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Of citizens and others, of Kentucky. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Of citizens and others, of Dayidson, of Roberts- 
ville, of Stafford, of Gretha, Hampton County; of Hawthorne, of Jack- 
son Station, of Sigma, of Cathwood, Aiken County; of Bells, Colleton 
County; and of citizens and others, of South Carolina; and of Fruit 
Hill, of Lenoir, and of Denny, Edgefield County, South Carolina. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of John Bennington and others, of Shell, 
Adams County, Ohio. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER: Of W. W. Parrish and others, of Ava, 
Berrien County, Georgia. à 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of James T. Bartee and othea, of Alabama. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of J. R. Bass and others, of Giles County; 
of W. L. Richelz and others, of Wayne County; of Harvey Holt and 
others, of Giles County; of C. W. Graves and others, of Lawrence 
County; of W. H. Flanigan and others, of Lewis County; of R, P. Pigg 
and others, of Maury County; of C. S. Miller and others, of William- 
son County, Tennessee. n 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of J. Phillips and 40 others, of Licking County; 
of William Perfect and 40 others, of Licking County; of George E. 
Nichols and 40 others, of Licking County; of Joseph Trainer and 40 
others, of Muski County, Ohio. 

By Mr. WISE: Of citizens of Rockbridge County; of A. J. Bradley 
and others, of Providence, New Kent County; of A. B. Hall and others, 
of Beaver Dam Mills, Hanover County; of W. W. Byrd and others, of 
Verdon, Hanover County. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Of citizens of Bucks County, and of Montgom- 
ery County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Spout Springs; of Folly Mills; of Pop- 
lar; of Ashby, and of Sun Rise, Va. 
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_ TUESDAY, January 10, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INTERNATIONAL MARITIME CONFERENCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 

with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
4o the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secret 


of State relative to 
the requests which have been received from various maritime tions and 
chambers of commerce of this country, asking that measures be taken to con- 
voke an international conference at Washington of representatives of all mari- 


time nations to devise measures for the greater security of life and property at 


sea, I commend this important subject to the favorable consideration of Con- 
pres GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, 


Washington, January 9, 1533. 
A PRIME MERIDIAN AND UNIVERSAL DAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a rt from the of Si recommending that 
this Government take action to approve the resolutions of the Washington In- 
ternational Meridian Conference, held in October, 1854, in favor of fixing a prime 
meridian and s universal day, and to invite the powers with whom this coun- 
try has diplomatic relations to accede to the same, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, January 9, 1888. 
REDUCTION OF INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To ths Senate and Louse of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 30th of December, 1887, from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, two additional 
a ores from the commission appointed to conduct negotiations with certain 

t and bands of Indians for reduction of reservations, ete., under the provis- 
ions of the act of May 15, 1886 (24 Statutes, 44), one iwe? 


ExECUTIVE MANSION, January 9, 1888. 
PROTECTION OF SUBMARINE CABLES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of theUnited States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a report from the of State relative to the legis- 
lation required to carry into effect the international convention of March 14, 
18%, for the protection of submarine cables, to which this country is a Y. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
MANSION, 


Washington, January 9,1858. 
CONSTITUTIONAL CENTENNIAL AND DISCOVERY OF AMERICA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the New Orleans (La.) Maritime Association; 
which was read, and referred to the Select Committee on the Centen- 
nial of the Constitution and the Discovery of America: 


[New Orleans Maritime Association. A. K. Miller, president; A. J. R. Lan- 
dauer, vice-president; L. La Combe, secretary. } 
New ORLEANS, December 31,1887. 

Sır: I have the honor of transmitting you copy of the following resolutions 
ee paeten, by this association at a meeting held in th exchange 
on namely : 

“Whereas it is proposed to celebrate at the city of Washington,in 1889,the cen- 
tennial anniversary of constitutional government in the Western Hemisphere, 
as a joint tribute by the several American Republics to the Constitution of the 
parent Republic, the United States; and 

“Whereas it is also pro to hold at our national capital, in 1892, an inter- 
national celebration of the discovery of America by Columbus, and an exposi- 
tion of the antiquities, arts, history, and industries of the three Americas is in- 
tended to be permanent: Ve it therefore 

“Resolced, That the New Orleans Maritime Association heartily favors this 
movement towards more intimate commercial and social relations between the 
several sister nations of the three Americas, and commends itto the people of the 
United States as a mattor of great practical importance in promoting friendly 
intercourse ; and further 

“Resolved, That the secretary be directed to transmit a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the President of the United States, to the President of the Senate, and 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives.” 

Respectfully, 
L. LA COMBE, 
Secretary. 
Iion. J. J. INGALLS, 
President of the United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The PRESIDENT pro iempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Merchants’ Exchange and Board of Trade of 


Portland, Me.; which wasread, and referred to the Select Committee 
on the Centennial of the Constitution and the Discovery of America: 
[Merchants Exchange and Board of Trade, 26 Exchange street. Jos. W. Bla- 
bon, president; M. N. Rich, secretary.] y 
PORTLAND, ME., January 5, 1888. 
To the President of the Senate: 


Ata of the directors of the Board of Trae of Portland, Me., held 
this day, the following was unanimously adopted: 

“ Whereas itis proposed to hold at the national oopa; in 1889, he septal celobra- 
tion by the sixteen American Republics in honor of the centennial anniversary 
of the inauguration of constitutional government upon the Western Hemi- 
sphere; also, to hold at the national capital, in 1892, a world’s exposition in 
honor of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America by Co- 
lumbus, which a of the history, arts, and industries of the three Ameri- 
cas is intended to be permanent: 

“Resolved, That the Board of Trade of Portland. Me., heartily favors this move- 
ment toward more intimate relations between the several sister nations of the 
three Americas, and commends it to the people of the United States as a matter 
of great practical importance. 

“Resolved, That the secretary be instructed to send copies of these resolutions 
to the President of the United States, to the President of the Senate, and to the 
Speaker of the United States House of Representatives,” aN. RICH 


Attest: 
[SEAL] Secretary. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Lewis Maish 
and other Union ex-prisoners of war, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of certain legislation in behalf of dependents of their 
class; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented resolutions adopted by the Zanesville 
(Ohio) Typographical Union, No. 199, favoring a restoration of wages 
at the Government Printing Office to what they have formerly been; 
which were referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying for 
the of the bill to prohibit the manufacture and sale of alco- 
holic liquors in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition of citizens of Illinois, calling 
the attention of Congress to the growing evil of employing convict 
labor in various trades, thus throwing operatives out of employment 
and making unproductive long-established industries, and also call- 
ing attention to the character of legislation necessary to prevent the 
evilsspoken of. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented 8 memorials, signed by J. B. Brazleton, J. 
D. Howry, J. H. Halderman, Perry Walker, W. R. McCandless, Thomas 
L. Sexton, James S. Church, and 500 other citizens of Nebraska, re- 
monstrating against the admission of Utah as a State so long as the 
civil power of that Territory remains under the control of the Mormon 
Church; which were referred to the Committee on Territories, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the Second and Third Con- 
gressional districts of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the bill for 
the prohibition of the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Josephine Suffesynska Ja- 
rocka, of Washington, D. C., praying compensation for a claim she has 
against the Government as a relative of Count Casimir Pulaski; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the Second, Third, and 
Sixth Congressional districts of Iowa, praying for the passage of a bill 
for the prohibition of the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Distriet of Columtbia. 

He also presented the petition of Maurice Quimby, of Agency, Iowa, 
praying for the removal of the charge of desertion against him in the 
ie Department; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying 
for the passage of the bill for the prohibition of the sale and manufact- 
ure of liquor in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, QUAY presented the petition of Jacob Rohn, late private of Com- 
pany A, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, praying for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from his military record; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented the petition of George W. Townsend, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the purchase and adoption by Congress of the 
Wherewithal Seven Word System of education; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
for the repeal of certain restrictions upon the mailing of third and fourth 
class matter imposed by the Post-Office Department; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of the Pennsylvania State Temperance 
Union, praying for the submission to the several States of a constitn- 
tional amendment prohibiting the manufacture of alcoholic liquors as 
a beverage; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

‘He also presented the petition of the State Temperance Union of Ponn- 
sylvania, praying for the appointment ofa national commission to inves- 


- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


339 


tigate the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the Eleventh, Seventeenth, 
Twenty-fourth, and Twenty-seventh Congressional districts of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the passage of the bill for the prohibition of the 
manufacture and sale of alcoholic liquors in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I find on my desk a petition or petitions from peo- 
ple who I have no doubt are respectable, in this District and elsewhere, 
praying for the prohibition of the traffic in alcoholic drinks in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which I pray may be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and I will add that I hope the committeg will 
report a bill accordingly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Annie Slater, of Laurel, Md., 
praying tobe allowed a pension for her services as an Army nurse; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a petition of citizens of the First, Sec- 
ond, Third, Fourth, and Sixth Congressional districts of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of a bill for the prohibition of the manufacture 
and sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition numerously signed by citi- 
zens of Plattsmouth, Nebr., praying for the erection of a public build- 
ing at that point. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have received from Boston, dated January 7, 1888, 
the following resolution, adopted by the directors of the American In- 
stitution of Instruction: j 

Whereas it appears by the last census that more than 6,000,000 of persons in 
the United States are illiterate; and whereas number from immigration and 
the great lack of educational means is yearly increasing: 

Resolved, That the board of directors of the American Institution of Instruc- 
tion, in annual meeting assembled, respectfully opora Congress the enact- 
ment of a bill providing national aid to common schools, 

Very respectfully yours, 


J. MILTON HALL, 
President of the American Institution of Instruction, 


The resolution is transmitted in a letter from Hon. E. C. Carrigan, 
an eminent instructor and educator of New England, in which he 
speaks of this institution as the oldest organization of its kind, and one 
of the most influential, if not the most influential,educational associa- 
tion in the country. The directors are all leading educators in New 
England and in other States. As the bill is before the Senate, I move 
that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Harriette R. Shattuck, presi- 
dent, and other officers and members of the National Woman's Suffrage 
Association of Massachusetts, praying for an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States prohibiting States from disfranchising citi- 
zens on account of sex; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of 130 citizens of the Second Con- 

essional district of Florida, praying for the passage of a bill prohibit- 
ing the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; which was 

ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for 
the submission to the several States of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States prohibiting thealcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for the ap- 

intment of a national commission of inquiry in relation to the alco- 

lic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., recommending certain legislation relative to the re- 
duction of the surplus in the national Treasury; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of Rev. S. McCall and 25 
others, of Moodus, Conn., remonstrating against the admission of Utah 
into the Union so long as the local civil power remains in the hands of 
the Mormon priesthood; which was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of citizens of South Carolina, 
praying an appropriation for the improvement of the Congaree River, 
uth Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 547) for the relief of George W. Bolton, alias 
Charles Andrews, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
768) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. À 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


254) to amend article 103 of the Rules and Articles of War, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Mary Gammel, widow of Andrew Gammel, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Mary Gammel; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the biil (S. 969) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Jackman, and the 
legal representatives of Mrs. Martha Vaughn, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

. Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wus re- 
ferred the biil (S. 300) grantinga pension to Miss Juliet G. Howe, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 39) to grant an increase of pension to Frederick Beno, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 303) granting a pension to Mattie Graziani, of Cov- 
ington, Ky., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
306) granting a pension toJohn H. Foster, of Newport, Ky., submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of General Lewis Gove Brown, praying to be allowed a 
pension of $100 a month, submitted an adverse report thereon, and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion. ‘ 

Ife also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
128) for the relief of sailors and marines in the United States naval 
homes, asked to be di from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions; to whom was referred 
the petition of George Park, praying for a pension, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1299) granting a pension to George 
Park; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Cordelia R. Jones, widow of Theodore Jones, late private Company 
G, Twenty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, submitted a report thereon, ac- 
companied by a bill (S. 1300) granting a pension to Cordelia R. Jones; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1063) for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentative of Robert J. Baugness, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


GOVERNMENT POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. SAWYER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred a resolution submitted by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], December 12, 1887, to re- 
port it adversely, and recommend its indefinite postponement. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

~ The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators, to be appointed by thé 
President of the Senate, be directed to inquire into the advisability and practi- 
eability ofestablishing and maintaining a Government postal telegraph, with 
power to report by bill or otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the com- 
mittee will be discharged from the further consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The resolution had better be indefinitely postponed, 
had it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the recom- 
mendation of the committee to be, that it be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘That leaves the resolution pending. It may as well 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee sug- 
gests that the resolution reported adversely by the Committee on Póst- 
Offices and Post-Roads be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not any objection to that as the present 
action of the Senate, because all the bills relating to the subject have 
gone to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; but I should 
not wish it to be understood as a determination of the Senate for a fu- 
ture session that the propriety of a special inquiry into that business 
had been decided adversely. With that explanation, I have not the 
least objection to the resolution being indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be indefinitely postponed. The Chair hears none, and it isso 
ordered, 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1301) relating to national 
banking associations; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


340 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 10, 


to the Committee on Finance; and the accompanying document from 
the Treasury Department was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S, 1302) granting the right of way 
to the Denver and Rio Grande Railroad Company across the United 
States military reservation for the cantonment on the Uncompahgre 
River, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1303) to grant the Rio Grande Pacific 
Railway Company the right of way through the Uncompahgreand Uin- 
tah reservations in the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; which 
be < twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

a 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1304) to equalize the allowances fer 
office expenses at Presidential post-offices; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred tó the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1306) to define the status and for 
the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of certain recruits for the 
Fourteenth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, who were killed at Lawrence, 
Kans., August 21, 1893, by guerillas; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of 
Washington T. Otey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1308) granting a pension to James M. 
Berry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr, ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1309) granting a pension to 
Hiram Bateman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1310) for the relief of Mary Heron; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1311) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel J. Murphy, of Marengo, Iowa; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1312) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Moses J. Teeter; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1313) for the re- 
lief of the’estate of Edwin E, Saunders, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1314) granting an increase of pension 
to Benjamin M. Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1315) for the relief of Waterman 
Clift, Robert May, and James M. Shackelford; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1316) for the final settlement 
of the claims of the State of New Hampshire for the reimbursement of 
national bounties advanced to recruits mustered into the service of the 
United States under the President’s call of October, 1863; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1317) for the relief of Frances McNeil 
Potter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1318) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Altoona, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committce on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to 
Annie Slater; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1320) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Lee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1321) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1322) providing for the erection of a 
pubio building at the city of Hastings, Nebr. ; which was read twice 

y its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1323) to confer brevet promotion on 
officers of the United States Army particularly distinguished by heroic 
action in Indian warfare, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1324) providing for an ad- 
ditional associate justice of the supreme court of Wyoming, and for 


other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1325) for the relief of John McKernan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1326) granting certain Jands to the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming for public purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1327) to relieve Ludwig Rup- 
precht of the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1328) for the relief of Betts, 
Nichols & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1329) granting a pension 
to Alfred E. Gathercole; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1330) granting a pension to 
Maria Gardner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1331) for the reliefof John Fletcher; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. : 

Mr. BLODGETT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1332) granting a 
pension to Petcr James; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1333) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1334) for the protection of fisheries 
on the Atlantic coast; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1335) to authorize the gov- 
ernmental purchase of the new educational method as a free gift to the 
people of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1336) for the removal of the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jacob Rohn; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1337) granting a pension to Charles 
Barkefelt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1338) granting an increase of pension 
to Kate Q. Dalzell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1339) granting a pension to Joseph H. 
Stuchell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1340) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Sirwell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1341) authorizing an increase of pen- 
sions in certain cases, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1342) to extend permissible printing 
on the envelopes, wrappers, labels, or tags inclosing or transmitting 
mailable matter of the third and fourth classes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1343) granting a pension to Cor- 
delia Emery; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1344) for the relief of the Selma 
and Meridian Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1345) to establish a national 
university for the education of teachers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1346) to authorize the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1347) for the relief of army 
and navy purchasers of Government lands in South Carolina, and of 
cash purchasers of Government lots in the abandoned city of Port Royal 
on St. Helena Island; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1348) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth B. Dyer; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 29) authorizing the 
appointment of a delegate to the Fourth International Prison Congress, 
to meet at St. Petersburg in the year 1890; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 
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JACKSON, (MISS.,) MUNICIPAL ELECTION. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 
Resclred, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire into 
the suppression of the votes of the colored citizens of Jackson, Miss. at the recent 
municipal election in that city, and into the alleged participation in such sup- 
preon by the United States district attorney and by a deputy collector of in- 
ernal revenue and a deputy United States marshal; and to report the facts to 
the Senate, 
The PRESIDENT protempore, The resolution will lie over under the 
rule, 
RETURN OF DIRECT TAX. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions the morning business is closed, and the Chief Clerk 
will report the first bill on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territo- 
ries and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct 
tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, was an- 
nounced as first in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from. Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] is 
not well to-day. He has charge of the bill, but I think there will be 
no objection in the Senate to its passage. A similar bill has passed the 
Senate several times, ‘and as the Senator from Vermont is not present 
I will ask that the bill be taken up and disposed of. 

. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill, which was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
credit to each State and Territory of the United States, and the District of Co- 
lumbia, u sum equal to all collections made from said States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia under the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, and 
the amendatory acts thereto, 

Sec, 2. That all moneys still due to the United States on the quota of direct 
tax apportioned by on 8 of the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, are 
hereby remitted and relinquished, 

Src. 3. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be necessary to reimburse each State, 
Territory, and the District of Columbia for all money found due to them under 
the provisions of this act; and the Treasurer of the United States is hereby di- 

to pay the same to the governors of the States and Territories, and to 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia: Provided, That where the sums, 
or any part thereof, credited to any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, 
have been collected from the citizens thereof, either directly or by sale of prop- 
erty, such sums shall be held in trust by such State, Territory, or the District of 
Columbia for the benefit of those of its citizens from whom they were collected, 
or their legal representatives. x 

Mr. BERRY. I offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be read. : 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 4. That where the sums or any thereof credited to any State, Terri- 
tory, or the District of Columbia have n collected from the citizens thereof, 
either directly or by sale of property, such sums so collected from the citizens 
shal be paid to the governors of the States and Territories and to the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, to be held in trust as aforesaid, notwith- 
standing the State, Territory, or District of Columbia in which such citizens 
resided at the time of the collection of such tax is indebted to the Government 
of the United States; and no part of the money herein appropriated for the 
benefit of citizens from whom such tax was collected shall be withheld by the 
‘Treasurer of the United States because of the indebtedness of any State, Terri- 
tory, or District of Columbia to the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN, ‘This amendment would create very grave embar- 
rassment in the execution of the bill, and I trust the Senator from Ar- 
kansas after he hears my statement will withdraw it. 

In some cases the direct tax, when levied, was collected from citi- 
zens; especially, I believe, in South Carolina; the praperty was sold. 
The bill provides that the whole of the money collected in any way, 
either from citizens or from States, either by voluntary payment or by 
enforced payment, shall be refunded to the States. As a matter of 
course, if the money was collected from a citizen the State would then 
become trustee for the citizen and bound to do what was equitable and 
right as the custodian of his money. That is sufficiently guarded and 
protected by the bill as it stands. 

The bill has been carefully framed in the Treasury Department. It 
will be easily executed, as it deals only with the States. The tax was 
levied upon the States. On the other hand, if the amendment is 
adopted the Government would become the trustee for a great number 
of individuals, while the State ought to deal with those individuals. 
The tax was apportioned among the States, and the State ought to deal 
with the individual. If in that way injustice has been done to the 
individual, the State ought to repair that injustice, because it was the 
neglect or failure of the State which caused the sacrifice of the prop- 
erty of the citizen. 

That is all I desire to say. 
except what I have stated. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the Senator from Ohio misapprehends the ef- 
fect of the amendment. It is not proposed to make the Government 
pay this money directly to the parties entitled to it. "The amendment 
allows it to be paid over to the governors of the States, as suggested by 
tho bill, to be held in trust for the individuals to whom it belongs. 


I have no objection to the amendment 


The object and purpose of the amendment is to make it absolutely“ 
definite and certain that the Treasury officials can not withhold this 
money, which is due to individuals, on account of the State being in- 
debted to the General Government. It may be argued that it could 
not be so withheld without the amendment, but the first section of the 
bill says that the States shall be credited with this money. , 

The Treasury officials have heretofore withheld money that was due 
to the States on account of the 5 per cent. fund and on account of in- 
demnity for swamp lands, because the Treasury officials held that this 
direct tax was a charge against the States. The Supreme Court ina 
recent case, in the State of Louisiana rs. The United States, decided that 
it was not a charge against the States, but that it belongs to individuals. 
The bill recognizes that fact, and the object of my amendment is to pre- 
vent the Treasury officials from withholding this money, which gees to 
individuals, because they claim that a State is indebted to the General 
Government. 

The Government of the United States holds certain bonds of my own 
State. They are held by the Government. They were held in trust 
for the Smithsonian Institution and also for certain Indian tribes. The 
Government has paid the interest on those bonds. While that is true, 
the State of Arkansas has a claim against the Government in a large 
amount for the 5 per cent. fund, forindemnity for swamp lands, for in- 
demnity for certain school lands, and other claims, which we are seeking 
to ofiset against this claim which the Government holdsagainst the State. 
We have been trying for years to get a settlement with the officers of 
the Government. We have tried to a bill through Congress an- 
thorizing a settlement. We have a bill pending now before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands which will settle this matter between the State 
and the General Government. 

All I ask is the adoption of this amendment so as to make it certain 
that the Government can not withhold this money, which belongs to 
individuals and does not belong to States, because it is claimed that the 
State owes the General Government. Thatis the purpose of the amend- 
ment. If the amendment is adopted the money will be paid over to 
the governors, as proposed by the bill, for it makes no change in that 
regard whatever. It only makes absolutely certain what the Senator 
from Ohio says is the intention of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator from Arkansas if he is 
aware that his amendment has ever been submitted to the Treasury 
Department or to any officer of the Government? 

Mr. BERRY. No,sir. The amendment was offered by me several 
days ago, and was ordered to be printed. It has been lying on the table 
since the bill was reported back. . It was never submitted to any one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. AIlI can say is that when we are considering a 
measure of this kind, involving large considerations, I do not like to 
be called upon suddenly to passon such an amendment. If the Senate 
are willing to adopt it, if they understand it better than I do, very 
well. I think the bill onght to pass; the bill ought to pass now; and 
I hope the Senator from Arkansas will allow it to pass, and let the 
amendment be made in the other House, if possible. 

Mr. BERRY. No, sir; I insist on the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment was never submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BERRY. Ifthe Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the rule under which 
the Senate is acting a Senator is entitled to speak but once on any 
question, and for five minutes. If it is the desire of the Senate to have 
that rule enforced, the Chair will enforce it. Otherwise the debate 
will be regarded as continuous at the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will take the judgment of the Senate upon the 
question. The amendment has been read. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I only desire to say that although the 
Senator from Arkansas submitted his amendment some time before the 
holiday recess, the Committee on Finance did not meet any more to act 
upon it. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has had charge 
of the bill. As far as the committee vould talk about it informally, 
we thought the amendment was going too far, and, as the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] suggested, perhaps holding the Government re- 
sponsible as trustee for this money, while under our bill, as presented, 
whatever money was received originally would be paid over direct to 
the governors of the States, and the individuals could then bring the 
matter before their governors in the respective States, and such regu- 
lations would be made as would do justice among them. . 

The committee, as I have said, talked about it informally and op- 

the amendment, thinking it would be an obstacle in the way of a 
nal settlement and perhaps involve the United States. I know that 
members of the committee whospoke aboutit were afraid that theamend- 
ment would perhaps have that effect, whereas if the money is paid ac- 
cording to the bill as originally presented it will all go to the States, and 
legislation at home will regulate the just rightsof individuals. There 
is the place where we thought it should be setiled, and not hold either 
the United States or the Treasury officials responsible, or complicate 
them by any of these private settlements. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair can not recognize the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas under the rule without unanimous consent. 
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- APERET I was going to ask unanimous consent to say a few 
wo! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to the Senator from 
Arkansas proceeding? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from 
Ohio will read the amendment they will see that it does not have the 
effect which they say it has. The only change it makes is that it does 
not allow the Treasury officials here to withhold the money because a 
State is claimed to be indebted to the United States. With the origi- 
nal bill, or with the amendment: adopted, in either case, the money is 
paid over to the governor of the States, to be held in trust for the indi- 
viduals to whom it belongs. 

The Senator from Kentucky is mistaken when he says my amend- 
ment would make the Government a trustee for the individuals. The 
bill provides that it shall be paid to the governors of the States, to be 
held in trust for the individuals, and the only purpose of the amend- 
ment is to prevent the Treasury oflicials here from withholding money 
which belongs to individuals, because the officials may claim that a 
State is indebted to the United States. That is the purpose of the 
amendment. I do not know that the Treasury officials would have any 
right to withhold it without the amendment. In fact, I think they 
would not; but if the amendment is adopted it is absolutely certain 
that they can not withhold it, whereas there would be a plausible rea- 
son why they might withhold it if the amendment was not adopted. 

As I said, there is one provision of the bill which says the money 
shall be held in trust. I think the courts would hold that therefore it 
could not be offset against the debt due from a State; but if that be 
true, then the amendment can do no injury, because it only makes that 
certain which it is claimed by the friends of the bill is the effect of the 
measure as it stands. 

Mr. SHERMAN, With the leave of the Senate, I desire to say that 
upon examining the amendment I find that it makes the State the 
trustee of the person, and therefore I have no special objection to it. 
The amendment does not make the United States the trustee. I ask 
that the amendment be read again, and then, so faras I am concerned, 
I shall waive any objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read again. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section to 
the bill the following : 

Src. 4. That where the sums or any part thereof credited to any State, Terri- 
tory, or the District of Columbia have been collected from the citizens thereof, 
either directly or by sale of pto; y, such sums so collected from the citizens 
shall be paid to the governors of the tes and Territories and to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, to be held in trust as aforesaid, notwith- 
standing the State, Territory, or District of Columbia in which such citizens re- 
sided at the time of the collection of such tax is indebted to the Government of 
the United States; and no part of the money herein appropriated for the bene- 
fit of citizens from whom such tax was collected shall be withheld by the 
Treasurer of the United States because of the indebtedness of any State, Terri- 
tory, or District of Columbia to the United States. < 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihavenoobjection to the amendment unless other 
Senators have. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I am opposed to both the bill 
and the amendment, I am opposed to collecting money from the people 
of the United States and paying it back to the States. Ibelieve myself 
that every dollar in the public Treasury ought to remain there, and 
that it should not be distributed, if there is any power in Congress to. 
distribute it back to the States of the Union. 

The so-called distribution of thesurplus fund in 1836, by general con- 
sent, was not a distribution, buta loan to the States, because it was then 
considered that there was no constitutional power to distribute money 
out of the Treasury of the United States among the several States. 

But this bill proposes to take some $15,000,000 collected from 1861 
to 1865 and to return it to the States. In some of the States the amount 
demanded by the Government was assumed and paid by the States, 
and in other States the Government of the United States collected it 
through its own processes out of the people. When you return it to 
the States it is not paid to the persons. The owners of real estate in 
the séveral States from whom the Government collected it paid the 
money, and this is a distribution of money not to the people of the 
several States, but to the States. For one I am opposed to it. I am 
opposed to any depletion of the Treasury in order to keep up the high 
protective tariff under which we live. Every dollar we fritter away 
out of the Treasury furnishes an argument for continuing the high taxes 
now laid upon the people of the country. : 

If I were to consult my own interest I would favor the bill, because 
I paid a part of the direct tax, but I am speaking against my individ- 
ual interest and in favor of what I believe is the interest of the whole 
country when I say that this money should remain in the Treasury. 

I hope the bill will not pass, but my observation here for the last 
seventeen years has taught me that when there is money connected 
with a bill, and the people of the States are to be favored by an ap- 
propriation from the public Treasury, it seems perfectly useless to in- 
terpose objections to it. However, I wish to put myself upon record 
here as being opposed to this process of distribution of the funds now 
in the Treasury. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that I have heard only imperfeĉtly the re- 
marks of the Senator from Arkansas, but it seems to me that the last 
part of his amendment is a rather important provision and one that is 


not in the line of the general purpose of the bill. Why, for instance, 
should any transaction of the several States with the General Govern- 
ment which does not relate to the imposition or the collection of this 
war tax be made the subjectof legislationin connection with the bill, 
unless we haye all the facts before us in each particular case? 

The State of Arkansas has-some deal with the General Government 
on account of some bonds which the Government buught for the Smith- 
sonian Institution, I think, and which that State heretofore does not 
seem to have been entirely able to discharge and pay. It has set up 
some claim against the General Government for swamp lands, etc., of 
which I say nothing, except that there is a controversy and the State 
usti fies itself in defaulting on the bonds by reason of the fact that it 
owns some land which it has not been able to get possession of; and 
there may be other Statesin the same predicament. It is entering upon 
a pretty wide field of investigation to attempt to say now that this 
money should be paid back, notwithstanding the various claims which 
have been made. Whyshould this measure be embarrassed in any way 
by any suggestion or hint of some deal of that kind existing between 
the States and the General Government in regard to a subject-matter 
entirely different? 

So far as I am concerned, I do not care whether the bill passes or 
not. The amount which the State of Kansas will get from it is trifling. 
What the General Government ought really to do is to disburse the 
total sum of this money upon the basis of present population. Butthe 
committee adopted the other rule, of giving it back to the States ex- 
actly as it received it from them. 

While the State of Kansas will get nothing of consequence out of it, 
I have no objection to the passage of the bill; but if it isto be made an 
omnibus, which is to carry a lot of other things, then I shall object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

_Mr. McPHERSON. In committee I voted for the bill, which was 
introduced in the Senate by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
I bad no knowledge of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Arkansas at that time. It was not before the committee, I believe. 

Mr, BERRY. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. No consideration was given to it by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BECK. No; of course not. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. I can not support the amendment, and for the 
reasons which I shall state. 

The loyal Northern States were called upon at a particular time, in 
a great emergency in the affairs of the Government, to contribute a cer- 
tain sum of money towards Government support. A direct tax was 
levied upon the people of those States. It was a tax levied upon the 
property of the respective States. The Southern States, I believe, did 
not pay any portion of it, with perhaps one or two exceptions. 

Mr. BERRY. ‘The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The State of South Carolina, I know, did pay 
some of it, but the circumstances under which that was paid were very 
peculiar. Lands in the State of South Carolina were sold for the pay- 
ment of this tax. Those lands were purchased very largely by army 
and navy purchasers. The lands were afterwards sold, and the money 
which was paid in by army and navy purchasers has been lost by them. 
Suppose, for instance, that the money is paid back to the State of South 
Carolina, in all I think some two hundred and odd thousand @ollars, 
and the amount of money realized from the sale of lands upon which 
the Army and Navy purchasers had paid something like sixty thousand 
dollars, and they have lost their land, because the land was afterwards 
sold by some kind of an understanding between the National Govern- 
ment and the State of South Carolina, their money is lost and the land 
is lost to them., With this amendment you make the State of South 
Carolina a trustee of this fund, to be paid back as the equities may ap- 
pear. Iam only raising this as an illustration. That money must ' 
needs all remain in the State treasury until the equities are made ap- 
parent. It involves litigation which will last for years and years, and 
in the end the money can never be equitably distributed. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr, MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Thereis no difference whatever in regard to the State 
being made a trustee for the benefit of the individual in the original 
bill and in the amendment. ‘The objection which the Senator is urg- 
ihg to the amendment applies with equal force to the bil] for which he 
says he voted in committee, because each measure makes the State the 
trustee for the individual, as was admitted by the Senator from Ohio 
a few moments ago. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. When the State becomes a trustee to the ex- 
tent the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas provides, then it 
will require, of course, some machinery to be put into effect by the 
State to determine the equities. 

Now, take the case of my own State. This tax was levied upon the 
property of the State as other taxes are levied and paid. The property 
has changed hands. The owners of 1861 are not the owners of to-day. 
Yet the industry, the profits, the rentals accruing from that property 
were paid by the then occupants of the property. Now, what would 
you do? Would you make the State a trustee to the extent of ascer- 
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taining who the owner was at that time, who perhaps is dead, whose 
heirs have perhaps left the State? I submit that it is practically im- 
possible to undertake to distribute this fand in any such way. The 
only method by which the people can receive the benefit is to pay it 
into the State ‘treasury and let it be used for the benefit of the people 
of the entire State, whether they are the same people who paid the tax 
ornot. Inno other way can full justice be done. 

If you take this money out of the public treasury it then becomes a 
tax upon the Southern States, who pay no part of it, in the sense thatit 
does upon the people of my State. Any money taken from the Federal 
Treasury to-day which can be used, which belongs to the people of all 
the States, is of course a contribution by them, a tax upon them, if you 
poose; if I may so use the term, paying back the money that the loyal 

tates paid in at a time of great national peril and great national trial, 
_it being a requisition made directly upon them, as the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] suggests to me, to meet an emergency — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time is exhausted, and 
he ean proceed only by unanimous consent. 

_Mr. McPHERSON. Ido not think I shall seek to occupy further 


time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to be informed by the 
committee which reported this bill precisely the effect of it. As I un- 
derstand, a direct tax of $20,000,000 was imposed in 1861, and each 
State was allowed to assume and pay its share of that $20,000,000 of 
taxation, if it did so within a certain period; and if it did not, then the 
machinery of the General Government was put in operation to collect 
the tax within each State directly from the real estate of the citizens 
of that State. Mostof the States assumed their burden and paid their 


quota; other States, notably the Southern States, did not assume their De 


burden, and the General Government went on under a system of gen- 

eral tax collection and took the property of individuals and sold it and 

p the money which was received therefrom into the Treasury of the 
nitéd States. 

Now, the question I wish to have answered is, whether the bill is to 
credit to each State, not only the money which the State paid from its 
own treasury into the Treasury of the United States, but is also to pay 
into the State treasury an amount of money equal to that which the 
United States collected directly from individuals or by a forcible seizure 
of their property within the State? As T read the bill, that is its in- 
tention. It provides for paying a sum equal to ‘‘all collections made 
from said States and Territories,*’ that is, either from the State or Ter- 
ritory or within the State or Territory. 

I understand the conclusion to which the committee have come and 
the proposition on which the Senate is to vote to be this, that wherever 
a State neglected or refused to assume the burden of this tax, and the 
General Government, ignoring the State entirely, taxed the property of 
individuals and collected from it their proportion of the tax imposed 
upon the State, the United States will pay into the State the 
amount ef money which was collected from such individuals and tell 
the persons from whom it was collected to hunt the State for the amount. 

It seems to me that it is worthy of consideration whether this Gov- 
ernment, after it has reached out its strong arm and taken the money 
or the property ofindividuals, and has held the proceeds all these years, 
and now wishes to give the amount back to them, does its full duty 
when it turns it over to the treasurer of the State and tells the indi- 
viduals to hunt the government of the State in order to extract the 
money from its It occurs to me that this Government, if it 

into this business of refunding at all, ought to go down into the 
mthern States and find the tax-payers from whom it collected the 
money, or their heirs, and give them back their dues, and not turn it 
over in bulk to the State and leave the individuals to see whether they 
can extract it from the State treasury. 

It may be said that the State can provide the machinery for paying 
back this money to individuals more readily than the United States 
can. I donot so understand thecase. It seems to me that if there is 
difficulty in ascertaining to;what individuals this money should be re- 
funded, the United States, through the Court of Claims, or through 
such a tribunal as it may create, is quite as capable of executing this 
trust for the benefit-of the individuals as are the States who have had 
nothing to do with the collection of the money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

CeT and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DOLPR’s name was called). I desire to 
announce that my colleague [Mr. DOLPH] is paired. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. Ido not know how he would 
vote if present. 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] generally. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. My colleague [Mr. PAsco] is paired with some one, I 
do not know whom. He is absent, however. necessarily. 


Mr. SPOONER (afier having voted in the negative). I inquire 
whether the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] has voted, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi has 
not voted. 

Mr. SPOONER, Iam paired generally with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL] but I do not know how he would vote on 
this question. I should vote “‘nay’’ if at liberty to do so. 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague, [Mr. WALTHALL] is detained from 
the Senate by illness. 7 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE) is 
paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WrLsox]. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—1l4. 
Bate, Daniel, Hearst, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Voorhees. 
Call, George, Quay, 
Coke, Hampton, Ransom, 
NAYS—37. 
Allison, Cockrell, Hawley, Piumb, 
Beck, Cullom, Hoar, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, MePherson, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Manderson, Stewart, 
Bowen, Frye, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Gorman, Morgan, Teller. 
Butler, Gray, Paddock, 
Cameron, Hale, Payne, 
Chandler, Harris, Platt, 
ABSENT—25. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Pugh, Vest, 
ce, Hi Reagan, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
vis, Zenna, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, Morrili, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Palmer, Spooner, 
Custis, Pasco, Vance, 


So the amendment was rejected. 2 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the bill proposes, as I understand it, 
to take from the Treasury of the United States $15,000,000. A por- 
tion of this money was collected from the several States and a large 
portion of it collected directly from individuals. The bill says that 
so much of if as was collected from individuals shall be paid over to 
the authorities of the States to be held by them in trust for those 
individuals. G 

I offered an amendment which said that. the General Government 
should not withhold this money which belonged to those individuals 
because the State owed money to the General Government. The Sen- 
ate voted down that amendment. The bill as it now stands and the 
yote of the Sénate on that amendment propose where the United States 
has a claim against a State to offset that claim against the claims that 
individuals have against the General Government. Wherever the offi- 
cers of the Treasury think that any State is indebted to the General 
Government, under this bill the money which does not belong to the 
State but to individuals can be withheld because of the fact that that 
State is claimed to be indebted to the General Government. 

The Senator from Kansas referred to a debt said to be due by the 
State of Arkansas; and it would be inferred by his remarks that the 
State of Arkansas desired arecognition of her claim. The amendment 
simply said that this money due to individuals should not be withheld 
because this Government claims that Arkansas is indebted to her. 

I stated in the former remarks I made that the General Government 
did have a claim against Arkansas. Arkansas also has a large claim 
against the General Government, growing out of the 5 per cent. fund, 
growing out of the indemnity for swamp lands, and growing out of 
other claims to indemnity for other lands. So it isproposed to offsetone 
against the other. But I can see no justice whatever in taking $15,000,- 
000 that the bill says is due to individuals and saying that the Treas- 
ury officers may withhold that fund—not that which belongs to the 
States, but may withhold that which belongs to individuals in the 
States. As was said by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. CHanp-_ 
LER], if it belongs to these individuals, it belongs to them; and by what 
rule of equity, I would ask, would this great Government withhold 
money belonging to an individual because it claimed that the State in 
which the individual lived is indebted to the General Government ? 

Therefore, Mr. President, with the amend ment voted down, I forone 
do not think the bill is just, and I hope that it may not pass. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, only one word. The whole theory of 
the bill presented by the Finance Committee was based on the fact that 
all direct taxes must be uniform throughout the United States. The 
tax was levied on the States, and the States received arebate of 15 per 
cent. of the amount because they did pay it within the time limited, 
and the table in my hand, which I will ask to make part of the RECORD, 
shows the fact. Many of the Southern States paid a part, some paid 
very little, and some paid a good deal. Arkansas’ portion was $261,- 
000, and she has paid $184,000, so that there is only $77,000 remain- 
ing, and I hope the Government will be just enough to pay that to the 
men who advanced it. : 


Mr. BERRY. Allow me tointerruptthe Senator, The Senator says 
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that he hopes the Government will be willing to pay it to the men 
who paid that tax. If you will allow it to go to the governor of Ar- 
kapsas, the individuals will get it; but you voted down the amend- 
ment which prohibited this Government from holding that here, not 
because the individuals were indebted:to the Government, but because 
the State in which they lived was indebted to the General Government. 

You say the United States should hold thatmoney. If you allowitto 

go to the governor of the State of Arkansas, you need have no fear but 

that the individuals to whom it belongs will get it. 

Mr. BECK. One hundred and eighty-four thousand dollars out of 
the $2 11,000 will go to the governor of Arkansas, Thestatement which 
I submit, to be made part of the RECORD, shows how fair this bill is. 
All is refunded to the States that did pay, because there is no uni- 
formity unless this is done. It was thought improper and impolitic at 
this late day to separate the money paid by individuals in the Southern 
States, and therefore in order to secure justice among all the States, 
all that was left was to pay the money back to those States which did 
pay the Government the amount they actually paid, allowing the 15 
per cent. of course. 

Statement of the condition of the direct-tax accounts of the several States and 
Territories and the District of Columbia, under acts of August 5, 1861, 
and ee 7, 1862, as appears from the books of the Register of the Treas- 
ury to date, 


15 
al 


Balance due 
United States, 


Amount col- 
posed. lected, 


r cent, 
wance.. 


State or Territory. 


$529,313.33 | $18,285.03 
261,836.00 | 184,082. 18 
254,538.67 | 254,538, 67 
22, 905. 33 22, 189. 96 
308,214.00 | 261, 981.90 
3, 241. 33 3, 241.33 
74, 683. 33 70,382. 83 
49, 437. 33 49, 437.33 ||. 
77,522. 67 43, 529. 81 
584) 367.33 | 106, 963.17 
1,146,551.33 | 974,568. 63 
904,875.83 | 769, 144.03 |. 
452,088.00 | 3S4, 274. 80 
71, 743. 33 71,743.33 |, 
713,695.33 | 606, 641.03 |.. 
385,886.67 | 269, 515. 12 
420,826.00 | 357, 702. 10 
436,823.33 | 371, 299. 
824,581.33 | 700, 594. 14 
501,763.38 | 426, 408. 83 
108, 524. 00 92, 245. 40 | 5? 
CERRO 413,084.67 | 101,717.04 811, 367.63 
Lid, 169.10 761,127.33 | 646, 958. 23 eRe 
UREA 19, 312, 00 $ 
4,592. 67 
32,761.00 218, 406. 67 
67,519. 17 450, 134. 00 
h RAAI 62, 648. 00 
2, 603, 918. 67 
576, 194. 67 
1,567, 089. 33 93 |... 
35,140.67 - j 
Pennsylvania ,.. 1, 946, 719. 33 $ 
Rhode Island... 116, 963. 67 419.11 |.. z 
} 669, 498.00 | 387,734. 81 281, 763. 69 
355,106.67 | 130, 008. 06 225, 098, 61 
RN eaaa 26, 982. 00 
211,068.00 | 179, 407,80 |..ccccsssesssesescsvose 
729,071.02 | 515,569.72 213, 501. 30 
208,479.65 | 181,306.98 |iescesesssccereeeseons 
7,785. 33 4, 268, 16 3,487.17 
519,688.67 | 454, 914. S4 25, 397.40 
363,570.67 | 377, 961. 30 (©) 


* Payments made on account, 15 per cent, allowance for cost of assuming col- 
lection, namely : 


To California, September 10, 1884, deficiency act July 7, 1884...... $31,583. 26 
To Kansas, August 23, 1882, deficiency act August 5, 1882... + 10,761.50 
To Nevada, September 3, 1884, deficiency act J as Ty SBA E 688, 90 
To Oregon, September 16, 1884, deficiency act July 7, 1884.......... . 5,271.10 
+In part on compromise, 
t Nebraska: 
PLU CINE GON MMOTOR ' capsconcstassctan ses A EN E GUY Boag OD 
Amount allowed by First Comptroller of Treasury, March 27, 
1884, under act August 7, 1882 .......0scsecccrseesee soassesesseesoresess se one 15, 030. 40 
19, 312, 00 
New Mexico: 
Amount allowed by First Comptroller of Treasury, March 27, 
1884, under act July 1. 1862.......... ap davesvad veNoasead tenon ova accsseeappnees . 62, 648,00 


{ Sec. 1, J. R. February 25, 1867, authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to 
transfer $208,479.65 of the amount originally imposed on Virginia to the State of 


West Virginia. 
{ Balance due State. ROS, A. FISH, Assistant Register. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Register’s Office, March 22, 1886, 

On the 4th of February, 1887, when this bill was up before and very 
fully discussed, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] having 
charge of it then, as will be seen in volume 18, part 2, CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, Forty-ninth Congress, second session, page 1340, presented a 
very full report signed by Hon. Charles J. Folger, when Secretary of the 
Treasury, on which the bill was based, which report I shall ask to have 
put into the RECORD, so that it may be seen by the country and by the 
other House, if the bill goes there. After full discussion then on the 
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exact bill as now framed, the only amendment put on the bill as origi- 
nally reported being an amendment offered by myself to pay the money 
to the governors of the ve States and Territories and the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, so as to avoid all question of 
agents and private individuals setting up rights, on the call of the 
yeas and nays the bill was passed by a vote of 53 to 1. The honorable 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Van Wyck] voted in the negative, when 
every other Senator present, 53, as recorded un page 1546, voted for the 
passage of the bill. 

That is all I have to say. 

` LETTER OF SECRETARY POLGER. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June ld, 1884, 

Sır: I have the honor of acknowledging the receipt from you of H. R. bill No. 
110, entitled “A bill to adjust certain accounts between the United States and 
the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia,” 

This bill relates to the direct tax of $20,000,000 annually Jaid upon the United 
States, and apportioned to the States, the Territories, and the District of Colum- 
bia, under the act of Gonatom panoa August 5, 1861 (12 Stat. at Large, page 204). . 
The parce of the bill is to relieve and discharge from further liability for that 
tax those States and Territories which have not paid the portion thereof appor- 
tioned to them respectively; and to repay, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to those States and Territories which have paid any 
portion the sums by them respectively paid. Though by the act above cited 
this tax was made an annual one, an attempt to collect it for more than one 
year has never been made. By that attempt there were collected about $15,000,- 
000, principally from the States which did not seek to go out of the Union, and 
there were left uncollected about $5,000,000, principally in the States which did 
seek to go out of the Union. The sum uncoll nsa inst 
those States, and for the purpose of this letter it may be assumed that it is a 
valid and enforceable charge. It is plain, however, that no legislator at this 
day would propose to raise revenue by a tax of that kind. There is no need of 
resorting to such method. 

The revenues of the Government, from sources not so extraordinary, and col- 
lectible by means and appliances not so objectionable as those involved therein, 
are ample for its purposes. They are, indeed, superabundant, and the concern 
of statesmen is rather how they may be reduced how they may be in- 
creased. The Government, then, needs not the money to be got by enforcing 
this tax. At the same time it is plain that to enforce it would put a grievous 
burden upon the people of the States which arein default in payment. It needs 
no array of facts to show this, Congress in one if not both branches has this 
session considered the proposition of large pecuniary aid to these people to hel 
them place and keep up common schools,and the Senate has passed a bi 
therefor. If there be need for that succor, there would be harm in enforcing 
this charge. It isto be considered, too, that while taxes are seldom looked upon 
with favor, this would be lly objectionable. The purpose for which it 
was laid can but be remem with distaste. It can scarcely be expected 
that there would be cheerful aid from the State authorities in the enforcement 
of it. It may be doubted whether there would be any. Indeed, it would, with- 
out further legislation, have to be enforced by the machinery provided by the 
act under which it was laid. This would call for the appointment of numerous 

‘ederal officials who would panas the people as obnoxious exactors. I 
think it must be conceded t there is, and eyer will be, great reluctance to 
ever SENNIE Bey sry the collection of this tax. That it never bad great favor is 
shown by the fact that it was never put in force but one year. In practical ef- 
fect, then, the law for it is obsolete. Why, then, should there remain this unen- 
forced liability, a menace to the people, the enforcement of which is called for 
by no public need nor by any public opinion? 

In my judgment the people and the property of the States in default should 
be relieved and discha: from it. 

But to give such relief and discharge would be to put an inequality of burden 
upon the States which paid unless they in turn were in some way relieved. 
This the bill proposes to do by repaying to them the sums received from them, 
Assuming that the tax was lawful,and the collection as far as made was war- 
ranted, this, apart from the circumstances, would be a proposition to donate to 
the States surplus moneys of the United States, a proposition which I should not 
favor. Butas connected with the proposition to discharge from onerous and 
needless liability one portion of the people, it takes on a different character; it 
is presented as an adjustment between different bodies of the perpiee and is 
worthy of acceptation. Indeed, it would be unjust to the people of the loyal 
States to release the people of the once insurrectionary States from their liabil- 
ity without refunding to the former the sums paid by them, and there are anal- 
ogies in the legislation of Congress, 

Acts have been passed refunding to States moneys raised by them for the rais- 
ing, arming, and equipping of Loh el for the Army of the United States in the 
civil war, and for making other refunds of like character. The purpose of Iny- 
ing this direct tax was to aid in the ultimate payment of the extraordinary ex- 
penses of the Government caused by the civil war. The raising, arming, and 
equipping of troops by the States served to keep down those expenses for the 
time. It was a voluntary act upon the part of the States, There is no violation 
of principle or fandamenta! law in repaying to the States from the funds of the 
United States the cost thereof. The purpose and effect of this bill is not so un- 
like in nature to that as notalvo to be freed from the objections toa bald dis- 
Sip poops among the States of whatare called the surplus revenues of the United 

tates. 

Under the peculiar facts of the case, and as it is not likely to become a prece- 
dent for other dis Js of Federal moneys, my judgments that the proposed 
measure is a g one; It istrue that exactly equal justice can not be done in 
carrying out the proposition of the bill. Thus,in some of the Southern States, 
the tax was to some extent enforced. Tax sales were made of pieces of real 
estate, in instances, for less than the value of them. Only the surplus of pur- 
chase-money over the tax and charges has been available to the owners, and 
they have lost the difference between that and the total of the purchase-money 
and between the purchase-money and the real value. On the other hand,in 
most, if not all, of the Northern States the payment to the United States of the 
tax was assumed by the State government, which collected the amount of its 
own people in its own tax levy. Of course,in the changes of citizenship and of 
ownership of taxable property, while a repayment into the State treasury will 
tend to reduce the amount of State tax, it will not inure to the benefit of some 
of those who, in 1861, were tax-payers. But these failures of full and general 
compensation in dealing with transactions so long past must ensue, and are not 
to be aay. urged against proposed measures which, in the main, do work 

ua nefits. © 

also inclose herewith a communication to me from the First Comptroller of 

the Treasury, which presents views in accord with some of those expressed by 

me, tee gra tables of value, and a draught of a bill; and to this communication 
ask attention. 


Very respectfull 
af Xa CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 


Hon. A. J. WARNER, 
Chairman Subcommittee of Committee on Claims, 
House of Representatives, 


1888. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say in that connection that I voted 
for the bill at that time without having fully considered the subject; 
but I am satisfied on reflection that there isno power in Congress prop- 
erly and constitutionally to take money out of the public Treasury, 
from, whatever source it may have come to the public Treasury, and 
distribute it for any purpose among the several States of this Union. 
Being satisfied that it is my duty not to vote for a measure violative of 
the Constitution, I have deemed it proper now, when the bill comes up 
a second time, to record my vote against it. 

Mr. President, it is proposed to release to the several States any por- 
tion of the tax imposed upon them which has not been paid. Some 
States have paid in full. I believe some of the Northern States have 
not paid in full all the tax imposed upon them. You propose to remit 
that part which they have not paid, while other States have paid their 
full quota under the act of 1861. My State paid its quota. It was 
collected by the Federal Government from the property owners in the 
State, because, in the judgment cf the State, that was the better mode. 
The tax might have been assumed by the State and collected by it from 
the people, and the money so raised paid into the Treasury; butevery 
dollar of it was collected by Federal agents. 

I have made my objection to the bill. When I voted for it before, I 
had not considered the subject. Since then I have looked into the 
question as to the right of the Government to distribute money from 
the Treasury amongst the States for any purpose. Ideny it; and there- 
fore I wish to record my vote against the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if my recollection is correct as to the 
manner in which the money now sought to be refunded by this bill came 
into the Federal Treasury, it was by means of a requisition made by the 
Federal Government upon the States for a quota of the direct tax ap- 
portioned among the States according to population, in obedience to the 
constitutional requirement in that behalf. The States were dealt with 
as States, the State governments in some cases paying the quota required 
out of the money then in their treasuries and in others providing the ma- 
chinery to collect the tax in their own way. Its burdens were appor- 
tioned upon the people of the several States so as to suit the convenience 
of those people as it appeared to the Legislatures of the several States. 

Now, having dealt with the States, having received the money on a 
requisition directly made upon the States, it seems to me that the Fed- 
eral Government, in seeking to return this tax which it is now able to 
to return, and which it is equitable should be returned to the States, 
should restore it through the channel and to the source through which 
and from which it came. So it seems to me that it would be entirely 
consonant with the manner in which the tax was received by the Fed- 
eral Government that we should deal directly with the States, restore 
their respective quotas to the treasuries of the States, and leave it with 
the States to deal with the money as a fund as shall seem best to them, 
just as it was left to the States to collect the tax in the manner that 
seemed advisable to them. 

We certainly can trust the States to deal with their own people, the 
governments of the States being directly responsible and much closer 
to the people than the Federal Government can be. I therefore shall 
move that this bill be amended by striking out all after the*word 
‘Columbia’? in line 8 of section 3. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No amendment is now in order. 

Hei PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment is not now permis- 
sible. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not understand the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is not now open to amend- 
ment, having passed to its third reading. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I give notice that at the proper stage I will offer 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The stage of amendment has been 
passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The only way the Senator can reach that is to 
move to reconsider the vote by which the third reading was ordercd; 
and that being reconsidered he can then move his amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. LI hope that will be done by unanimous consent. No 
Senator certainly wants to cut off the opportunity to amend the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware asks 
unanimous consent that the action of the Senate by which the bill was 
ordered toa thirdreading may be reconsidered. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and that will be regarded as ordered. 

Mr. GRAY. I now offer the amendment, in section 3, line 8, after 
the word “‘Columbia,’’ to strike out the following proviso: 

` ribteiocoged That where the sums, or any part thereof, credited to any State, Ter- 
ritory, or the District of Columbia have been collected from the citizens thereof, 
either directly or by sale of property, such sums shall be held in trust by such 
State, Territory, or the District of Columbia for the benefit of those of its citi- 
zens from whom they were collected, or their legal representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lest it might be taken as conceded, I beg leave 
to call the attention of the Senate for a moment to the importance of 
this declaration. i 

If this money is paid to the States there will be an implied trust 
that the State shall hold it forthe benefit of the persons who originally 
paid the money. If there would necessarily be an implied trust, would 
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it not be better to make it specifically an expressed trust, so that any 
persón may appeal to the proper tribunal, if the State gets the money 
back and the State becomes a trustee for him ? 

The statement was made by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER] that perhaps the duty of the Government was to follow 
this money back to the persons who paid it; but if he had studied this 
question as much as I have, he would have found that there are thou- 
sands of people who paid this tax dead, many probably without heirs. 
There is no doubt that any State intrusted with this money, receiv- 
ing it as a trust on an expressly declared condition, would undertake to 
reimburse its own citizens for this tax so far as it could. - 

The bill was carefully prepared with that view, to pay the money to 
the State, making the State the trustee; so thatany person who claimed 
the money as the cestui que trust would have a right to appeal to the 
courts. There were only two States, I think, where such claimants 
exist, one Arkansas, and the other South Carolina. In South Carolina 
more money was collected than the tax. How that came about I do 
not know, but the result was that there is a balance now due to the 
State of South Carolina. As I understand, they have already made 
some provision for this excess. At all events, if this money is paid to 
South Carolina, the amount that was paid in excess of the amount really 
apportioned to them would be received by them as a trust fund to be 
dealt with by them, and if they did not deal according to justice and 
equity, of course there should be some mode of appealing to the courts, 
although that probably might be difficult. At all events, the bill de- 
clares an express trust in favor of the persons who paid the money. 
The bill has been carefully prepared at the Treasury Department. I 
haye the report of the First Comptroller on the subject before me, to- 
gether with a communication of all theseclaims. Ihave also the recom- 
mendation of Mr. Folger when Secretary of the Treasury, with astate- 
ment of the account with all theStates. This bill was prepared at the 
Treasury Department, no doubt by the First Comptroller, who stated 
the account. 

In some of the States the tax was partially collected by an assess- 
ment on lands, as in Arkansas and South Carolina, but most of the 
Southern States never paid any portion of it. North Carolina, I think, 
paid a part of it, and perhaps other States paid a part of it. Itrust 
the amendment proposed will not be adopted nem. con., but, on the 
other hand, that the express declaration of trust will be left to stand. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I appreciate entirely, I think, the de- 
sire of the Senator from Ohio to accomplish the restoration of these taxes 
to the very pockets out of which they came; but I think it was shown 
by the Senator from New Hampshire very clearly that after the lapse 
of twenty-odd years it will be a matter of impossibility to track and 
find out the executors and the heirs of the men and the women who 
paid these taxes, and restore to them or divide among the heirs in 
proper proportion their share of what was paid by their testators or 
intestates. Therefore, I think that thestriking out of this proviso will 
leave the fund unincumbered in the treasuries of the States, and will 
relieve the States from an awkward and inconvenient trust that will 
hamper them, and perhaps keep this fund lying idle in their treasuriés 
for all time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifany one or more of the citizens of a State, by any 
process, paid a proportion of this direct tax into the of the 
United States, is it his purpose to return that money to the State in 
which the citizens lived, free of all trust and all right of the person who 
paid the tax to receive his money ? F 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, nd. Mr. President, I have no purpose to accom- 
plish anything that would be so inequitable as that. I only say that 
if we impose this on this fund it will þe in a condition that will keep 
the fund in the State treasury perhaps for an indefinite number of years. 
I am willing that the States should have the largest liberty in dealing 
with it; and their responsibility to their own citizens and to those from 
whom this money was taken will sit quite as heavily on the conscience 
of those who control the organism of the State as it can possibly be in- 
cumbent on the authorities of the United States. It may be a conven- 
ient thing, where it is impossible to follow out and ascertain who were 
the partics who paid all this money, that this fund should be in such 
a condition that it may be used for some purpose in which the State 
and its people have a general interest. If they can relieve taxation, if 


| they can increase their school fund with that part of these moneys that 


they are not able to restore to the original tax-payers, the people of the 
State may get the benefit of the refunding in that way. Ido not want 
the fand hampered by an inconvenient and awkward condition that 
may prevent its realization if the bill is passed in theshape in which it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 
to strike out the proviso in the third section, which will-be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 8, after the word ‘‘Columbia,”” 
it is proposed to strike out: 

Provided, That where the sums, or any part thereof, credited to any State, 


Territory, or the District of Columbia have been collected from the citizens 
thereof, either directly or by sale of property, such sums shall be held in trust 
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by such State, Territory, or the District of Columbia for the benefit of those of its 
tizens from whom they were collected, or their legal representatives. A 
Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me that it would be only an aggra- 
vation of the eyil which I conceive to lurk in this bill to proceed—on 
account of the inconveniences which would be found in returning this 
money to the individuals or the heirs of individuals from whom the 
United States took it—to enact that their rightsshall be confiseated for 
the benefit of the State in which they happened tolive. I believe that 
I have studied this subject as much in time past as has the honorable 
Senator from Ohio. I find that the provisions for the direct tax, which 
was imposed in 1861, n with section 8 of the act of August 5, 1861, 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide increased revenue from imports, to pay in- 
erie a the public debt, and forother purposes.” The eighth section 
as follows: 


That a direct tax of $20,000,000 be, and is hereby, annuall 
States, and the same shall be, and is hereby, apportion 
ively, in manner following. 


Then follows the apportionment to each State, as required" by the 
Constitution, which provides how direct taxes shall be apportioned 
among the States. The next section, section 9, provides— 


That for the purpose of assessing the above tax and collecting the same, the 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to divide, re- 
5 ively, the States and Territories of the Uni States and the District of 

lumbia into convenient collection districts, and to nominate and, by and with 
the advice of the Senate, to appoint an assessor and a collector for each such dis- 


Then follow sections 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, and so on, nearly ten 
pages of the statute-book, containing provisions for the collection of 
this tax directly from the property of the individual, and not until 
section 53 is the provision to be found— j 


Thatany State or Territory and the District of Cclumbia may lawfully assume, 
assess, collect, and pay into the Treasury of the United States the direct tax, or 
its quota thereof, imposed by this act. 


It is clear from the act that the provision that the States might pay 
the tax was only an incidental and ultimate provision, while the act, to 
begin with, sets up a complete system of internal-revenue machinery 
for the purpose of collecting the tax directly from the property of in- 
dividuals. Where aState assumed and paid the tax,the money should 
undoubtedly be refunded to the State; but where the State did nothing 
about the tax and had nothing to do with it, but the General Govern- 
ment went on and collected it from individuals by seizing and selling 
their lands, and now in order to equalize this burden among all the 
United States the tax isto be refunded, it is gravely propused to take the 
money that was collected under this machinery from each individual 
and transmit it to the State where he happened to live and tell him to go 
to the State treasury and call for it. Mr. President, it would be equally 
as just if we had collected from individuals ordinary internal-revenue 
taxes for the last twenty-five years which ought not to have been ex- 
acted, and had decided that we would return the amounts which we 
had collected, to send those amounts to the treasury of the State where 
the parties live and tell them to go to that State treasury to make 
their claims! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I hope the Senator will be allowed to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont suggests 
that the Senator from New Hampshire be allowed to proceed, notwith- 
standing the rule. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say only one thing further. TheSen- 
ator from Ohio has spoken of the difficulty of refunding this money be- 
cause these claims are more than twenty years old. If we choose to 
refund it we can find through the machinery of the Federal Govern- 
ment, through the Court of Claims, or through some other tribunal, 
the men from whom these taxes were collected, and if they are dead 
we can find their heirs quite as easily and as expeditiously as the 
States can find them, and quite as easily and expeditiously as we can 
find the claimants for damages by the French spoliations. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
In the event that his suggestion shall be adopted, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment shall fail to find the heirs or representatives of the persons who 

id this money, then that residue would be left in the Treasury of the 
Tnited States, would it not? Is it not better, if it is to be refunded at 
nll, thatit shall go to the State in which the people who paid the money 
resided at the time of payment? y 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I can not conceive of any such 
State right as that; under which, if the General Government collected 
the tax of an individual and found that it had collected it unjustly and 
wanted to refund it to him, it should hand it over to the State in which 
he happened to live ! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, before the vote is taken on this 
amendment proposing to strike ont, and for fear that a vote notto strike 
out may operate as declaring that the words shall stand as they are in 
the bill, I move to amend the paragraph proposed to be stricken out by 
inserting, in line 11 of section 3, after the word ‘‘ collected,” the first 

art of the ward being on the preceding line, the words ‘‘ by the United 
tates;’’ so thatitwill read: ‘‘have been collected by the United States 
from the citizens thereof.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 


laid u; 
to the 


m the United 
tates, respect- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. My motive for the amendment is to make it per- 
fectly clear and literally correct, that the money which we propose the 
State shall hold intrust is that which has been collected directly by the 
power of the United States front her citizens or inhabitants, for all of 
this money was collected from the inhabitants of the States and got 
into the Treasury by collecting it from their inhabitants. Therefore, 
in order to guard against any possible misconstruction (which itis much 
easier to do in passing a law than it isafterwardsin the courts), I make 
that motion. If that is agreed to, I shall move to put in the word 
‘*inhabitants’’ after ‘‘citizens’’ where it occurs, so that mere citizen- 
ship of the State as distinguished from inhabitancy shall not be the 
only test. If aman happens to be a citizen of another State or an 
alien and resided in that Staté, and was called upon in respect of his 
property or otherwise to pay, if we refund at all it ought to be refunded 
to him as well as to the man who was a citizen of the State. 

Mr. GRAY. I will accept the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to the amendment offered by myself. I think it is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question must be decided by 
the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg pardon. My motion was to strike out, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My motion is to perfect the paragraph before the 
vote is taken on the motion tostrike out, so thatif the paragraph stands 
it will have these words in. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the proviso pro to be stricken out, in 
line 11, section 3, after the word ‘‘coll ,” itis moved to insert the 
words ‘‘ by the United States;’’ so as to read: 

That where the sums or any part thereof credited toany State, Territory, or 
Distriet of Columbia, have been collected by the United States from the citizens 
thereof, etc. 

Mr. GRAY. I withdraw the amendment offered by me so that the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, modifying the pro- 
viso, may be ado . 

Mr. SAULSBURY. IfI understand the effect of the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, it is that where the Government of the 
United States itself has collected the money the State government shall 
hold it in trust for the individuals from whom it was collected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the fact, because as it reads now literally— 
I do not say that a court would so hold, but there would be some dan- 
ger of it—every part of this money which a State like Vermont paid 
out of its own treasury had been raised by taxation and collected 
from its citizens. Now it will be for the State, as’ that was got by a 
general and just tax under the laws of Vermont, it will be for the 
State Legislature itself to say what it will do with this money when it 
comes. It does not make any difference whether it pays it back to the 
citizens who probably were all taxed on an equa or whether it is 
used for purposes for which they would otherwise have to be taxed. 
My point is simply to provide a trust for the persons who directly 
through the intervention of the Government of the United States were 
compelled to pay this money. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe Senator from Vermont will ae me, that 
was exactly the state of things thatoccurredin South Carolina, Ashe 
will remember, the citizens of certain counties paid the entire tax, which 
was very inequitable and unfair and unjust. I have been trying to get 
reimbursement for the citizens who paid that tax because of the juris- 
diction of the United States Government over them. It is eminently 
proper that that fund should be held in trust to reimburse the people 
who paid the tax. k, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam only trying to make it perfectly clear that 
it applies to them and notto the general tax-payer, as in Vermont, who 
7 Mia to his property supplied the treasury, and the State itself 
paid it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isee no objection to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, because it only makes clear what is the intention 


now. 

Mr. HARRIS. It simply makes clear what the bill as it stands evi- 
dently means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope it will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I move to amend, on the same theory, in 
line 11 of section 3, by inserting, after the word ‘‘citizens,’’ the words 
“or inhabitants; so as to read, in describing the money, as having 
been collected ‘‘by the United States from the citizens or inhabitants 
thereof.’ I do not see the justice of making the test of citizenship on 
the question of a man having been compelled to pay this money. I 
take it the amendment will not be objected to by anybody. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The question is upon the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In line 14 of the same sectidn, after the word 
‘* citizens,” I move to insert “‘ or inhabitants,’’ 


. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I move to further amend the proviso by 
adding to it these words: 

All claims under the trust hereby created shall be filed with the governor of 
each State or Territory or the commissioners of the District of Columbia, re- 
spectively, within six years next after the passage of this act; and all claims 
not so filed shall be forever barred, and the money attributable thereto shall 
paang tosuch State, Territory, or District of Columbia, respectively, as the case 
may be, 

The point of this is to meet the objection—and there is force in it—of 
the interminable difficulty of having the State forever made trustee 
without any power herself in honor towind itup. Therefore I propose 
that all claimants to this fund shall within six years make themselves 
known by filing their claims with the chief officer of the State or Ter- 
ritory or District, and if they do not, all the money that would have be- 
jepeed. to them shall belong to the general treasury, and so wind up 

e trust. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the Senator from Vermont will not under- 
take to fix a statute of limitations here, and alimitation on a trust. 
have no great objection to that if it is deemed important; but when we 
are paying back this money to the States it seems to me we ought to 
leave to them the regulation of the mode and manner of the distribu- 
tion of the trust, assuming, as a matter of course, that they have the 
same interest to protect the rights and obligations due to their own 
citizens as we have. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should entirely agree with my friend from Ohio 
if the States had the power to do that thing; but, as I understand the 
law of trusts, the trustee has no power, of his own motion, to wind up 
and terminate the trust or fix any statute of limitations at all; and 
therefore it was to provide by act of Congress, the only power creating 
the trust, for determining how it shall be terminated and wound up. 
I propose to provide that it shall be wound up as to claimants who do 
not file their claims with the governor within six years. If I thought, 
as the Senator appears to consider, that the States would have power 
to make a provision of that kind, this amendment would not be neces- 
sary, but I think they have not. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
or the Senator from Ohio, who have endeavored to perfect this provis- 
ion declaring a trust in behalf of the citizens and inhabitants of the 
several States, what provision they wish to make for those persons who 
were not citizens or inhabitants, but non-residents, owning property 
within the State or Territory or District, and whose real estate was sold 
by the tax-gatherers of the United States in order to enforce the col- 
lection of the tax. 

By section 13 of the act of 1861 it is pr ovided— 

That the said direct tax laid by this act shall be assessed and laid on the value 
of all lands and lots of ground, with their improvements and dwelling-houses, 

‘The United States have collected this money off the property, and it 
seems that we are asked to declare a trust in favor of citizens and of in- 
habitants of the State where the collection was made; but it occurs to 
me to say that if a citizen of Vermont or New Hampshire owned any 
of the sea islands of South Carolina, and his p was taken away 
from him to pay this tax, and the General Government has concluded 
to refund it to the State and declare a trust in the State, it should de- 
clare it in faver of the owners of the land and not of the citizens or 
inhabitants of the State. It seems to me that the bill is not suffi- 
ciently perfected in that regard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business 
of yesterday, being the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to suggest an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I have no doubt will be accepted. I will move to add in line 11 
of section 3, after the word ‘‘thereof,’’ the words ‘‘or any other per- 
son;’’ and in the thirteenth and fourteenth lines, tostrike out the words 
to i citizens’’ and insert instead thereof the word ‘‘persons;’’ so as 
to read: 


Have been collected by the United States from the citizens thereof or any 
other person, either directly or by sale of pro; 


persons from whom they were collected or their legal representatives. 
J think that will remove the difficulty of the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


‘Witson ] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the Senator proceeds, I hope there may be | 


an order that the two last amendments may be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 


of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools, 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Mr. President, a distinguished citizen 
of Pennsylvania, a member of the Federal convention which framed our 
present Constitution, afteran observation for twenty-five years of its 
practical operation, used this deeply significant language: 

But, after all, what does it signify that men should haye a written constitu- 
tion, containing unequivocal provisions and limitations? ‘The legislative lion 
will not be entangled in the meshes of a logical net. The legislature will al- 
ways make the power which it wishes to exercise, unless it be so organized as 
to contain within itself the sufficient check. Attempts to restrain it from out-* 
rage by other means will only render it more outrageous. The idea of bindi 
legislators by oaths is puerile. Having sworn to exercise the powers gran 
according to their true intent and meaning, they will, when they feel a desire 
to go further, avoid the shame, if not the es. of perjury, by swearing the true 
intent and nyu to be, according to their comprehension, that which suits 
their purpose. 3 

Sir, I would not presume to make any personal application of these 
burning words to any legislatoror legislators in this high presence; but 
at least they are profoundly suggestive of the little force and effect due 
to legislative precedents, when passed, as they often are, under the 
promptings of controlling interests or of intense political passions, And 
Iwill venture to go one step further in the practical application of these 
gloomy views of Gouverneur Morris, and declare that in my humble 
opinion no debate which has ever occurred.in the United States Senate, 
apart from the turbulent times of war or of reconstruction, have more 
clearly illustrated the weakness of paper constitutions or the remorse- 
less power of construction when invoked by partisan passion, by @ 
seeming public necessity, or by sectional greed, than those which the 
measure now before us has again and again provoked in this hall. 

Mr. President, that man would seem to be an extreme latitudinarian, 
incapable of being reasoned with on such subjects, who would deny that 
this is a government of limited powers, which would have never been 
formed at all unless its framers and the people who adopted it had un- 
derstood such to be its nature. It would further seem that any man 
must shut his eyes to light and knowledge who does not know that 
every debate in the Federal convention of 1787, every debate in every 
State convention upon the adoption of our Constitution, every decision 
in our Supreme Conrt upon the extent of the powers thereby granted, 
and a solemn amendment to that instrument, adopted by the very 
people who framed it to prevent any misconstruction, show beyond the 
possibility of a mistake that this Government has no powers besides 
those expressed in that instrumentand such implied powers as are nec- 
essary and proper to carry out those especially granted. 

The Supreme Court, which can alone authoritatively interpret the 
Constitution, has declared that instrument to be distinctively one for 
t‘ the enumeration and not for the definition” of the powers granted. 
It has further told us ‘‘that iù all its provisions the Constitution looks 
to an indestructible Union, composed of indestructible States.’’, It has 
emphatically decided ‘‘that the General Government and the States 
are separate and distinct sovereignties, acting separately and independ- 
ently of each other within their respective spheres. The former in 
its appropriate sphere is supreme; but the States, within the limits of 
the powers not granted, are as independent of the General Government 
as that Government, within its sphere, is independent of the States,” 
But how, I ask, can the Constitution be distinctively an instrument for 
the enumeration of granted powers, if, in addition, the General Gov- 
ernment holds a vast mass of undefined and undefinable powers under 
the so-called ‘*general welfare” clause? And how could its framers 
have intended the States to be indestructible if through the words ‘‘to 
provide for the general-welfare’’ they gave to the General Government 
a great corrosive power which could at its pleasure eat into and con- 
sume the very vitals of State rights and interests? How could they 
have imagined they were creating State sovereignties as independent in 
their spheres as the General Government within its sphere whilst they 
were arming that General Government with the right to break down 
all barriers and absorb all subjects of legislation which it should deem 
to involve the general welfare? ` 

And yet, sir, in spite of every difficulty and obstacle in the way of 
their construction, whether presented by historical evidence, by judicial 
decisions, or by illogical results, Senators have gravely argued in de- 
bates upon this bill that because all republican government is founded 
upon the intelligence of the people, this Government has ‘‘the right to 
educate every child within the national jurisdiction.’? This position 
a learned Senator has taken, though he knows and acknowledges that 


x e of rty, such sums shall be held in | there is not the slightest hint in the Constitution of an intention to 
trust by such State, Territory, or the Districtof Columbia for the benefit of those | a 


grant this Government any such power; though he knows that from 
1789 down to the moment when an inspiration fell upon him to intro- 
duce this bill, the subject of education in the States was everywhere, 
atall times, and among all our people, understood to be peculiarly within 
the province of the States, and that an attempt even now on the partof 
Congress to usurp the right to go into New Hampshire and take charge 
of her public schools would be more than likely to provokea rebellion 
among her hardy sons; and although he knows that under colonial or 
State governments that degree of intelligence and virtue was developed 
which sufficed to frame and adopt those State and Federal institutions 
which haye been the bulwark of our greatness and the admiration of 
the world; and that our forefathers had, therefore, no just ground for 
the belief that it was necessary or expedient to commit to Federal power 
what local institutions had so happily been able to evolve. 


* 
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It is hard, therefore, to conceive how any fair-minded man, unwarped 
by partisan prejudice or by a blinding, sentimental philanthropy, can 
for a moment conclude that the framers of that Constitution ever in- 
tended to repose the care of public education in the General Govern- 
ment. And if they did not, we fail to understand that political mo- 
rality which would misinterpret that instrament against the intentions 
of its framers. Can such a result be reached but by assuming, to use 

*the language of Gouverneur Morris, ‘the true intent and meaning of 
the Constitution to be that which suits their purpose?’ 

Another able and prominent Senator, sir, langhing at all labored at- 
tempts to reach the true meaning of the Constitution by well-known 
rules of construction, aided by all the possible lights of historical evi- 
dence, has declared the true method of construction to be that ‘‘ of the 
practical statesman, who recognizes that in the changing processes of a 
nation’s life the application of preconceived theories and ideas is imprac- 
ticable, and that he is wisest who adapts himself to measures that are 
momentarily fitting,’? and that the true principle is ‘‘ to so interpret 
the Constitution as to render effectual the will of a majority of the 

le.” It requires no argument to demonstrate that this would be 
a virtual blotting out of the Constitution, and the inauguration in its 
stead of a pure and simple Congressional Government, more imperial 
even than the Parliament of Great Britain itself. 

Leading Senators on the other side of this Chamber, sir, have fur- 
ther expressed the view that Congress is not only empowered to appro- 
ng money raised by taxation to publie schools within the States, 

ut also ‘‘to direct where it shall go and how it shall be expended.” 
To direct how it shall be expended in the States can only mean to enact 
legislative provisions regulating and controlling State systems of edu- 
cation. If Congress has the constitutional right to do this in one sin- 
gle respect, it has the right to do it in all. Congress has no half-way, 
emasculated powers. If we have the right, in providing for the public 
welfare, to take one step in controlling a State with respect to its school 
system, we not only have the right from beginning to end, but à for- 
tiori, acting under a full constitutional power over the subject-matter, 
we have the right to assume complete and independent management of 
education within the State, and to establish an entire Federal system 
to the exclusion of all State interference. Such is the canker lurking 
in this system of construction, which would be found sooner or later to 
consume every vital right and power reserved to the States. 

Mr. President, it is to me a source of supreme wonder how any man, 
in the light of our constitutional history and in full view of the struct- 
ure of the Constitution itself, can come to the conclusion that these 
famous words, ‘‘ to provide forthe general welfare,’’ can be considered 
as indefinitely amplifying the powers of Congress. In all the debates 
in the conventions, Federal and State, in which that instrament was 
discussed, I have found nothing to justify and everything to repel such 
a construction. In the State conventions, its enemies, it is true, op- 
posed itupon the ground that the consolidationists might use these words 
as a short road to the engrossment of allpower. Its friends—men who 
were members of the Federal convention—indignantly repelled the idea 
that the words in question were intended to be thus used or could be 
tortured into any such destructive meaning. If such could have been 
the purpose of the framers of the Constitution, then, instead of being 
the wise, sagacious men whom we have ever delighted to honor, they 
would have been the veriest bunglers who ever strove to construct an 
organic law. They labored arduously to build a symmetrical govern- 
ment, clothed with a few enumerated powers, such as the good of the 
whole country required to be reposed in its central organ, with the 
great mass reserved to the States; but, after all, they only succeeded in 
building a house of cards, which the first breath of Congressional con- 
struction, lodged in that central government, could blow to tatters. 
From such a perversion of the facts of history and of the plain deduc- 
tions of reason we turn away with dread, humbly hoping that the 
American people will never accept a construction of their fundamental 
law so destructive and revolutionizing. 

Mr. President, alarmed at the ruinous consequences sure to flow from 
these extreme theories, many members of this body, some on the other 
side of the Chamber, but the most of them on this, hold to the doctrine 
that Congress has the power, derived from the taxing clause, to levy 
taxes and to appropriate the money thus raised towards sustaiping pub- 
lic schools in the States, but it is utterly powerless in any manner to 
shape, direct, or control such systems of education. This theory is 
sought to be maintained under the same so-called “ general-welfare 
clause,” and under various precedents furnished by acts of Congress, 
the rule appearing to be that when Congress has passed a law appro- 
priating money for which no other authority can be found in the Con- 
stitution, and which is of such a character that it can not be reviewed 
by the Supreme Court, to refer it to this india-rubber clause, and then 
to use it as a precedent for any other exercise of power which Congress 
chooses to assume. 

Mr. President, looking at this question in an à priori point of view, 
it would seem very strange to say that a government can tax its people 
and appropriate money thus raised to paa not only outside of its 
own sphere of jurisdiction but also conceded to be entirely within the 
spheres of separate and independent sovereignties. The vesting of such 
a truncated power in Congress is in contravention of the well-known 


political maxim, familiar to the framers of the Constitution, ‘‘ that every 
power ought to be commensurate with its object.” 

From the same à priori point of view, it would seem even more un- 
reasonable that a government of enumerated and limited powers, so 
all along declared to be by statesmen and judges of the John Marshall 
school, who were anything but strict constructionists, shonld be clothed 
with the tremendous power of taxing the people for purposes as far 
beyond those specified powers as the discretion of Congress can carry 
them, and (looking at some of the precedents quoted by the support- 
ers of this TS for purposes as broad as the globe and as wide as 
humanity itself. It is almost inconceivable that our forefathers, sensi- 
tively jealous as they were of a great overshadcwing, central government, 
and filled with that grand and now growing idea of home rule as the 
great conservator of liberty and the most effectual check upon central 
absolutism, whilst carefully enumerating the special powers granted to 
the General Government, should have committed the fatal mistake of 
granting to Congress an unlimited power of taxation, not only for the 
purposes for which that government was formed, but for all purposes 
for which Congress, in its alleged omnipotence as io this most vital of 
all its functions, might choose to exercise it. 

The à priori improbability of such an intention on the part of the 
founders of our Government becomes vastly greater when we reflect 
that they were wise and practical statesmen, who ever had before their 
eves the fact that their ancestors had fought their most memorable con- 
tests for liberty over this very quéstion of arbitrary and unlimited tax- 
ation, and were themselves greatly exercised, as the debates in their 
conventions will show, lest like evils and dangers should afflict their 
country in its coming history. Sir, it seems to me it would almost 
amount to a charge of self-stultification against the framers of our Con- 
stitution to suppose that the very men who a few years before abso- 
lutely refused to grant to the confederate Government the least shadow 
of authority to raise money by taxation, even for their most urgent 
needs, intended to grant to the new Government any such boundless 
power of taxation for the purposes of both General and State govern- 
ments, as this theory assumes. Nota hint of any such power was ever 
breathed in any of their conventions; and it is not too much to say 
that, in the temper of the people’s mind at that time upon this subject 
of taxation, if the Constitution had been so understood it would have 
never been adopted. 

Mr. President, let us now look at this subject of the power of Con- 
gress to appropriate money raised by taxation, in the light of rules of 
construction based upon reason as well as law, and then let us look at 
PH precedents by which the measure before us is sought to be justi- 

Every Senator will concede that one of the main objects in founding 
the present Constitution was to give to the Government the power of 
taxation, so as to render it directly self-sustaining. To this end it is 
declared that ‘‘Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises.’’? If the language of the clause had 
stopped here, inasmuch as the Government was meant to be one of 
enumerated powers, no one could have well denied the right of appro- 
priation to the purposes specially set forth in the Constitution—es- 
pecially in view of the subsequent grant of authority to Congress to 
pass all laws necessary and proper for carrying into execution the granted 
powers. There could not have been then any necessity for an express 
grant of power to appropriate the proceeds of taxation to such purposes, 
whilst there was a sound reason for providing that no rescript of the 
President or of any executive or other officer should unlock the door 
of the Treasury. Hence the wisdom of that provision that ‘‘no money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropriations 
made by law.” 

A fuller negative pregnant could not have been framed. Here is at 
once a denial to all other authorities and a full recognition in Congress 
of the power to appropriate the public money. There being, then, an 
implied power of appropriation, and one also clearly expressed in the 
Constitution, there is manifestly noneed to resort far any such grant as 
President Monroe and his followers have done to the far-fetched and 
inappropriate words subjoined to the taxing clause, to wit, ‘‘to pay the 
debts and to provide for the common defense and general welfare.” 

In addition, sir, to the reason that these words are inapt and unnec- 
essary for any such purpose, they have been held by all schools of con- 
structionists to mean something more and different. One school, whose 
views have already been discussed, and whom I would call the extreme 
legislative school, have held them not only to enlarge the sphere of tax- 
ation and appropriation, but also of legislation. Another, whom I shall 
call the extreme appropriation school, have construed these words to con- 
fer a broader power of taxation and appropriation than Congress with- 
out them would have possessed. Whilst others have held that if they 
operate in any other way than asa mere summary of the special powers 
about to be granted, it is only as an injunction upon Congress to re- 
strain the exercise of those powers to such objects as may be of a gen- 
eral and not a mere local benefit. If they be words of enlargement at 
all, it seems to me to be a logical necessity that they shall be construed 
to reach as far in that direction as their natural import will carry them. 
If they mean that Congress shall have the power to tax and provide for 
purposes other than those expressly enumerated in the Constitution, it 
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seems to me to be the dictate of reason and common sense that they 
must mean that Congress shall assume full and complete jurisdiction 
over such enlarged scope of legislative power. 

The maxim noscitur à sociis, which is one of common sense as well 
as of law, must apply if such a theory be assumed. In four other 
clauses of this same eighth section of the first’ article of the Constitu- 
tion—those which relate to counterfeiting, to a navy, and to calling 
forth and organizing the militia—the words ‘‘to provide for” are used 
to confer full powers of legislation: And it would seem unreasonable 
to construe the same words in the same section (if they can be right- 
fully rendered into the meaning that ‘‘ Congress shall have the power 
to provide for the public schools in the States’’) as simply meaning 
that Congress shall have the right to appropriate money for such schools, 
and there be compelled to stop. Besides, if we look at the terms of the 
grant, it is to tax the people ‘‘to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare.’ Now, in order to adjust and 
pay the debts of the United States, which are subsequently in express 
terms assumed, Congress could of course pass all laws necessary to that 
end. To provide tor the common defense, for which Congress is clothed 
with ample powers, it can pass all laws necessary for that great end. 
And then by a reasonable and natural parity of reasoning, whatever 
Congress is authorized to do under this assumed grant of power for the 
public welfare, if, for instance, it be to provide for public schools in the 
States, it must be empowered to do in all the fullness of its scope and 
in all the multiplicity of its details. 

If Congress can constitutionally apply money in its Treasury to pro- 
vide for the support of public schools in the States, it can take charge 
of them, and to the extent it shall do this it displaces the power of the 
State and becomes supreme over the subject. And to such an issue, 

‘if we enter upon the course of legislation which this bill, if it becomes 
a law, will inaugurate, will we surely come. 

But, Mr. President, the difficulties in the way of our friends who 
adopt this extreme appropriation creed do not merely consistin the fact 
that if the words so often quoted are construed to enlarge the powers 
of Congress they naturally and logically lead to a vastly wider mean- 
ing than they are willing to accept, but the further obstacle arises in 
their way, that they can not reasonably construe these words to mean 
nothing more than a simple power to appropriate money. 

Their own paraphrase of the language of this clause is this, that 
‘t Congress shall have power to lay taxes, etc., to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and for{all such objects, not elsewhere pro- 
vided for in the Constitution, as they shall deem of general and not 
local, national and not State benefit;’’ or, to apply the principle to the 
case in hand, ‘‘to provide for public schools in the States.” If their 
theory of construction be correct, these last words are just as fully and 
effectually in the Constitution as if they were therein written. Now, 
their position, at least as sometimes enunciated, not only requires them 
to extract from these words a simple power of appropriating money, 
or, in other words, to grepe through the Constitution to find a power 
which is elsewhere in that instrument staring them in the face; but, 
unless they claim the right to expunge words from their own paraphrase, 
it requires them also to draw the power ‘‘ to tax the people te provide 
for public schools in the States.” 

Sir, this would be vastly more than a power of appropriation. It 
would be a new, substantive, and vital power to tax the people to pro- 
vide for an object nowhere else in the Constitution subjected to Con- 
gressional legislation. It could be in no respect less an original power 
than that of ** providing for a navy.” And if such be, as it must be, 
the case, whether we consider the nature of the object or the language 
in which the grant is couched, then the subsequent grant of power 
“í to pass all laws necessary and proper for carrying into effect the afore- 
going powers’’ must attach itself to this grant, and Congress is em- 
powered to enact any and ail legislation necessary to create and sus- 
tain a national system of education in the States to the exclusion of 
all existing State systems. ; 

And, Mr. President, upon the theory of this appropriation school, is 
not this a just and reasonable conclusion? Icontend itis unreasonable 
to suppose that Congress is clothed with authority to provide for public 
schools in the States, and should be at the same time utterly powerless 
to take a single step towards accomplishing this great object; that Con- 
gress can pie up the people’s money for the purpose of educating their 
children, but can do rothing towards utilizing this treasure till they can 
find some agency outside the sphere of the General Government which 
can be coaxed, bribed, or coerced to take and apply it. Such a power 
would indeed look like a ridiculous waste of political energy, of which 
wise and practical statesmen would hardly have been the authors. 

But the anomaly becomes the more glaring when we reflect that ours 
is a dual system of government, one of a general and one of a local 
character, in which the local sovereignty is armed with plenary power 
to establish schools, enact all rules and regulations concerning them, 
and to raise by taxation all money necessary for their support. It 
ought not to require a Judge Marshall or a Judge Cooley or any other 
of our ablest jurists to inform us that in a system like ours, in which 


each half is clothed with its own peculiar subjects of jurisdiction, and 
in which what is not granted to the General Government is reserved to 
the local, and in which what belongs to the State is its right as abso- 


lutely as any power granted to the General Government belongs exclu- 
sively to it, ‘‘State expenses are not to be borne by Federal taxation 
nor Federal expenses. by State taxation, because in neither case would 
the taxation be levied by the government upon whose public the bur- 
den of expense properly rests’’—as sound a reason as ever man gave for 
any proposition. 

Sir, it seems to me that it would be difficult to imagine anything fur- 
ther removed from the spirit, aims, and objects of the founders of this- 
Government than to make it the great alms-giver of the money wrang 
from the people by taxation, and to turn the States into almoners of 
the bounty of Congress. Beyond question, such a jumble of powers 
and duties would have never been created except by the clearest terms. 
It is utterly unfair to infer it from words which, in order to arrive at 
any such construction, must be wrested from their historic meaning 
and undoubted application in the Articles of Confederation, and from 
that restraining sense which their collocation in the clause plainly 
shows they were intended to bear. Mr. Madison, as wise and honest 
a witness as could be produced, with every means of knowledge, has 
testified that these words were borrowed from the antecedent chart of 
government, because they had always been considered to be meaning- 
less as a grant of power and only indicative of the general purposes for 
which the granted powers should be used; and not a single witness has 
been produced to contradict his convincing statement. 

Mr. President, the argument that the theory of the extreme legisla- 
tive school will lead to extreme and absurd results does not properly 
belong to those who draw from the same words just as much of original 
and substantive power as suits their purpose, and there arbitrarily stop. 
The argumentum ab inconvenienti, or the reductio ad absurdum, is not 
theirs to use, but rather belongs to those who hold that the words in 
question are in nosense argumentative of the powers of Congress. For, 
in the first place, the theory of this extreme appropriation school logic- 
ally leads (as we have shown) to the same unrestricted legislative power. 
And, in the second place, asin the one case (according to their own 
reasoning) no bounds can be set to the power of Congress to legislate 
upon every subject which may in their opinion conduce to the public 
welfare, so, in the other, who can draw a line beyond which money 
may not be appropriated for purposes deemed promotive of the public 
good? Noone has ever yet attempted to fix any boundary but by the 
use of phrases identical in meaning with that of ‘‘the general wel- 
fare. n 

The same vagueness, the same difficulty of being reduced to any def- 
inite limits, is inseparable from their famous formula of purposes, 
“general and not local, National and not State.” Adopt whichever con- 
struction you please, that of the extreme legislative or appropriation 
school, and it isthe plainest deduction of common sense that the discre- 
tion of Congress is the only limit of power. And with respect to the 
appropriation theory, the history of the past, as illustrated by the very 
precedent cited in these debates by the supporters of this doctrine, ` 
plainly shows that such discretion practically means Congressional will 
and pleasure, and that its exercise will surely launch us upon a bound- 
less, shoreless sea of expenditures, involving as well objects not spe- 
cially connected with the sphere of the States as any or all of those gov- 
ernmental agencies peculiarly confided to their care, by the granting of 
pecuniary aid to which Congress may think it will promote the general 
welfare. 

How utterly vain and idle, then, seems the limitation which Mr. 
Monroe, at the conclusion of his famous argument on this subject, feels 
the necessity of attempting to place upon the exercise of this power or 
appropriation, when he says that ‘‘each government (State and Na- 
tional) should look to the great and essential purposes for which it was 
instituted, and confine itself to such purposes.” Who will say, on this 
side of the Chamber, that the power and duty of providing for schools 
within the States is not imposed upon their governments? Even Mr. 
Blaine, in his ‘‘ Twenty Years of Congress,” distinctly makes this dec- 
laration. Andstill Senators, who accept Mr. Monroe’s views, are ask- 
ing the General Government ‘‘to look to” a great and leading purpose 
for which they concede the State governments were intended to provide, 
and for which it must result that the central government was not insti- 
tuted. 

Mr. President, the only argument left to this appropriation school 
is, that their construction is the safer one, inasmuch as it does not 
directly involve the assumption of that stretch of legislative power 
which would destroy the autonomy ofthe States. But the “last diteh’”’ 
of this school of constructionists is, we contend, equally indefensible. 
It does not meet, it only seeks to parry the argument. They can not 
help admitting that their doctrine is theoretically open and practically 
liable to the widest latitude of application, and is therefore subject to 
the same logical difficulties as that of the extreme legislative school, 
but is only less dangerous in its consequences. 

But, sir, even this last position is far from beinga certain result. It 
requires but little discrimination to see that there will naturally exist 
a much greater disinclination to exercise the apparently more dangerous 
and directly revolutionary power. However much men may laugh and 
jeer at State rights, and profess to hold thata State has norights which 
the General Government is bound to shag ie I do not believe there is 
an intelligent man to be found who has reared under our institu- 


tions, and who has been wont to owe the protection of his life, liberty, 
and property to the State of his birth or adoption, who does not feel in 
his inmost heart the necessity and the wisdom of perpetually guarding 
to the home governments all those powers which he knows that his 
forefathers wisely and anxiously intended should be lodged in them as 
a sacred trust, and all that complex machinery which it was intended 
should be theirembodiment. 

Whatever at times may be the temptation to trench upon these re- 
served rights, under the seductive influences of partisanship, of a pre- 
sumed passing necessity, or of a blinding humanitarianism, there will 
be a natural and an ever-recurring tendency to preserve the true bound- 
aries in direct legislation between the State and Federal powers; and 
I feel assured that as we recede from the extreme views of both North 
and South, before, during, and since the late civil war, and from the 
extreme measures which such views on both sides have naturally en- 
gendered, this conservative sentiment will increase, and the beauty and 
symmetry of oursystem of government will be more and more loyally 
maintained. 

But not so, sir, will it be with this insidious system of appropriat- 
ing money by the General Government to exclusively State purposes. 
This pretended bestowal of gifts, this doling out of alms by Congress to 
the States, in aid of powers and consequent dutiesintended alone to be 
exercised by them, it will ever be argued, can work no harm, as it leaves 
to the States their autonomy unimpaired, and only asks them to become 
the recipients of the bounty of a rich and beneficent Government. It is 
and will be contended that there can be no dislocation of our political 
system through this extraordinary and unnatural process of the rais- 
ry i money by one government for the purposes of another. To me 
this seems but asiren cry. Sir, do we not forget that, especially in 
the sphere of government, money is power? It not only constitutes 
the sinewsof war, but it alone can set and keep in motion the wheels or 
government. And do not those Senators on this side of the Chamber 
who are enamored with this specious plan of Federal appropriations 
for schools in their States even now see that many of their colleagues 
on the other side, in voting for such appropriations, sturdily and (upon 
a kindred hypothesis to their own) with a strong show of reason claim 
the power of Congress by law to control and direct the expenditure of 
this money within their States? 

And knowing the growing, grasping nature of political power, when 
once it gets a foothold, do they not see that if this system of appropri- 
ations to their schools goes into practical exercise the claimants of this 
enlarged power of legislation will have a strong vantage-ground upon 
which to plant their batteries in their assaults upon all constitutional 
restraint? Surely we must all see the danger if the States are taught 
to lean upon the General Government for the means to sustain them- 
selves in the discharge of the functions especially committed to their 
care, that the power which furnishes the coveted supplies will natu- 
rally and inevitably claim and exercise the right to control their expend- 
iture. Let us not contract our view to the passing peominy adyan- 
tage which seems likely to accrue to us; but let us look at the grave 
consequences sure to spring from the adoption of a system of which 
this bill is but the beginning. 

Who is simple enough to believe that this Federal aid to schools with- 
in the States will cease with the limit of eight years appointed by this 
bill? Every one must know that but little can be done in that brief 
time towards dispelling this cloud of illiteracy, Every one knows that 
these $79,000,000 will onlv serve to enlarge the school systems in the 
South, and to render Federal aid still more essential to their mainte- 
nance, If the Representatives of the South in Congress ask and receive 
this aid at the hands of the North, soon will come up a louder demand 
for still larger and longer continued appropriations. Larger and still 
larger demands will come from Congressin the shape of conditions pre- 
cedent to the continuance and enlargement of these grants, until the 
whole school systems of the South will pass under the control of Fed- 
eral power, to be molded as the people of the controlling section see fit. 
And doubtless these ap tiations will be granted with no stinted hand. 
The money power in the North is even now the controlling influence. 
That power will readily appropriate tens of millions of dollars per an- 
num, raised by duties uponimports, for Southern schools, when for every 
dollar they grant they will recoup at least three for the benefit of their 
protected industries. 

Oh, it is a beautiful exhibition of magnanimity and generosity on the 
one part, and of a simple thankful reception on the other of largesses, 
taken from the recipient by the one hand of the giver, to be returned 
as alms by the other hand, to which still sticks a handsome percentage 
as the reward of his labor of love. 

Sir, the people of the Southern States do not seem to comprehend 
the nature of this bill. They seem to think that the Federal Govern- 
ment, by some magical formula, can create out of nothing this great 
sum of $79,000,000, and is going to pour it into their laps without cost 
or charge to the happy recipients. If they will look at this subject in 
a purely selfish light, let us for a moment so regard it. 

They shut their eyes to the fact that the collection of this money 
upon any fair reckoning will cost the people of the most favored State 
quite as much as they will receive. They forget that this fund will 
have to be raised in the proportion of about two-thirds from customs 
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duties to about one-third from internal or excise taxes. The best in- 
formed statisticians declare, and I fully believe, that, so far as it is 
raised from duties on imports, for every dollar that goes into the Treas- 
ury at least three will go into the pockets of the manufacturers; so that 
if $200,000,000 are collected upon importations under the tariff, some 
$600,000,000 at least will annually go into the hands of this favored 
class. This becomes apparent when you remember that our last census 
reports, with a moderate allowance for the increment since 1880, show 
the annual value of our home manufactures to be $6,000,000,000, and 
that if we put at only 10 per cent. the average increase of the cost of 
these home products caused by our war tariff it will make the people 
of this country pay to the producers of these manufactures at least 
$600,000,000 per annum, which is just three times as much as goes 
into the people’s Treasury. 

Now let me illustrate the operation of this bill by the case of my 
own State. According toa calculation, made by one of the most pains- 
taking and best-informed Senators in this body, and incorporated in one 
of his speeches during the first session of the last Congress, Maryland 
would receive in the eight years, as her quota of the $79,000,000, the 
sum of $1,666,442, and would pay in the same time into the Treas- 
ury $1,308,920. Of this last-mentioned sum she would pay the two- 
thirds in theshape of customs duties, and, as just shown, she wonld pay, 
as a tribute to the manufacturers, three times what she pays into the 
‘Treasury in the shape of customs dues. Now, the two-thirds of what 
she thus paysinto the Treasury is two-thirds of $1,308,920, or $872,614. 
Three times this sum equals $2,617,842, the amount of tribute paid, 
which must be added to $1,308,920, the amount actually paid into the 
Treasury; whereby we get the vast sum of $3,490,456 as the real cost 
of this educational experiment to the people of Maryland, or $1,824,014 
during the eight years more than we would reCeive. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
per capita tax—— : 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I am referring to the amount allotted 
to the States. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the Senator speaks of the collection into the 
Treasury originally as if by a per capita tax. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. The money comes from a tax on what 
the people wear and use, The people of each State pay a portion of 
the money. 

Mr. BLAIR. Every State in the Union pays out on taxation, and 
gets a part back under this bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I say that in the case of tariff duties, 
independent of the amount paid by the consumer to the Treasury, 
there is another amount that goes to the manufacturer. 

Mr. BLAIR. With reference to the particular bill the Senator said 
the country paid in the form of taxation twice as much as the aggre- 
gate the State would get back. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. That it paid three times as much. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is an argument against the tariff rather thtn 
against this bill, I suppose. ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Against béth. 

Orif we concede, for the sake of the argument, what is not true in fact, 
that our tariff with its average duty of about 47 per cent. ad valorem 
only adds the very small average increase of 5 per cent. to the cost of 
home manufactures to the people of our country (a postulate which we 
think the most purblind protectionist can not deny), then for every dol- 
lar the people of Maryland would pay into the Treasury through customs 
duties they would pay in the way of such tribute one and one-half dol- 
lars; and carrying out the calculation on this basis in the same way as 
before, we find that Maryland would pay $951,366 more than she would 
receive in the eight years. If any portion of the people of my State 
will shut their eyes to this result, because they do not personally pay 
over this money in the name of a tax to an officer sitting in the receipt 
of customs, but prefer the self-delusion involved in receiving as a gift 
less money than they actually pay, it will not be my fault. I can not 
vote for a measure which will net only not bring them any pecuniary 
gain, but will at the same time most insidiously and dangerously tend 
to disrupt and overthrow our true system of government as founded 
by our forefathers, and deemed by them essential to our liberties. 

For, Mr. President, never was a measure introduced into any legis- 
lative body more inco ous with the professed purpose and declared 
belief of many of its ps, Peara We want no better illustration than 
this bill affords us that the General Government will never make these 
grants of money to the South for school purposes without imposing con- 
ditions which virtuaily amount to the right to control them. Right 
here, in this first attempt to appropriate for the maintenance of public 
schools in the States money raised by Federal taxation, with a full dis- 
claimer on the part of the supporters of the bill of an intention to shape 
or control State school systems, we find the baldest attempts todictate 
to the States how their systems shall be ordered and regulated. It first 
provides thata given number of millions of dollarsshall be distributed 
among the States for the support of common schools upon the basis of 
illiteracy. If it had stopped there it would have been such a bill as its 
advocates on this side of the Chamber alone claim the power to enact. 
But the bill further proceeds to prescribe a course of studies as a con- 
dition to the enjoyment of this pretended bounty. 


T understood the Senator to assume that there is a 


”, 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


301 


Now, it is a clear deduction of the simplest logic that if we have the 

wer to prescribe any condition of the kind, no matter what it may 
fe we have the same right to impose as many and as onerous ones 
as we please. It will be no answer to say that the course of study thus 
prescribed is one with which all the States either have complied or can 
readily comply. The radical error, the dangerous and upheaving as- 
sumption, consists in a ting the right to insist upon any such con- 
dition at all. I hold it to be not only a hardship upon my State butan 
insult and a fraud upon its people to tax them upon the pretc:t of a 
mere right to appropriate the money thusraised for the benefit of their 
schools, and then to say to them, ‘‘If you do not conform your schoo! 
legislation to the will of Congress in any respect, you shall be debarred 
from all benefit of the fund which your own contributions have helped 
to form.” For itis undeniably true in respect even to this subject of 
studies that if it is competent for you to prescribe a course of studies 
of the simplest kind, you have the same right to prescribe another of 
any other grade, or, in other words, you can take entire charge of that 
branch of school legislation, giving the State the alternative of conform- 
ing to your will or of losing all claim toany share in theapportionment. 

Another section provides that unless a State raises by home taxation 
as much money as she will receive under this act she shall forfeit the 
difference between what she does raise and the amount of her appor- 
tionment. Thus, in view of the fact that the amount to be raised un- 
der a Federal law is absolutely a matter of Congressional discretion, 
the principle is announced that a State must adapt her legislation to 
the will of Congress in the exercise of her sovereign power of taxation 
or suffer a pro tanto forfeiture as a penalty for her disobedience. 

Another section forbids the appropriation of any part of the $77,000,- 
000 allotted to a State for school purposes towards the building ofschool- 
houses, which me even now in many of the Southern States a pal- 
pable general necessity in the furtherance of education. It renders 
the erection of still more school-honses throughout some of these States 
absolutely essential to the proper fruition of this money, but it im- 
poses upon them the necessity of further State taxation for such build- 
ings, or upon failare to comply with this command of Congress makes 
them forfeit all right to any share of this common fund. 

But another section of this bill does appropriate $2,000,000 for aid- 
ing in the crection of school-houses, but it minutely provides where 
and how this money shall beexpended. It can only be used in sparsely 
populated districts in the erection of such buildings, the very plans of 
which must even come from Washington, and upon the further condi- 
tions that no more than $150 shall be paid out of this fund for any one 
house, and never more than one-half of the whole cost in any case. 
Thus again the State must conform its legislation to the will of Con- 
gress, as well in respect to her sovereign power of taxation as to the 
details of practical work, or her claim to any share of this theoretically 
common fund will entirely lapse. And thus this bill, which professes 
to be a mere innocent, harmless gift of money in aid of education, is 
on the one hand running over with commands that a State shall do 
this, or shall not do that, or on the other is bristling with threats of for- 
feitures, thus boldly denominated in the bill, for a failure to comply 
with its arbitrary edicts. Let no Senator say, who votes for this meas- 
ure, that he is not fully committed to the doctrine that Congress in ap- 
propriating money in aid of State education can absolutely and with- 
out restraint control and direct the States, aye, and enforce its com- 
mands, too, as to how they shall shape their legislation upon this 
branch of exclusive State jurisdiction. That vicious principle is the 
very life-blood of this measure, and the deadly germ will soon danger- 
= os multiply itself, as these debates show evil precedents are sure 

0. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator to have the kindness 
to read the entire section of the bill leaving the choice to the States to 
accept or not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I have read it. 

Mr. BLAIR, Has he noticed the provision that leaves the State en- 
tirely free to accept or not? 

Mr, WILSON, of Maryland. I know the words of the bill. It 
makes my State pay its quota of the tax, and then says it shall receive 
so much on compliance with the conditions of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Precisely; but assuming the right of the General Gov- 
ernment to collect tuxes, the money being in the and the 
property of the United States and not of the States; assuming that it 
is there, that it is legally there, and that the money is therefore the 
property of the United States, then the United States in its discretion 
may appropriate the funds upon condition, justas it might appropriate 
any other sum of money for any purpose upon conditions, and make 
use of the State as an instrumentality to promole the general welfare. 
Does the Senator in that respect say that the bill impairs the rights of 
the Stutes? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. The bill assumes that Congress has 
power to tax the people and apply the money so raised for the benefit 
of State schools; and we have not got to say, finding this money in the 
Treasury, what we have the power to do—we must go back, further to 
illumine the matter, and say that this bill expects the people to put the 
money in the Treasury that it may be applied in this way. 

Mr. BLAIR. On that point I should like to ask the Senator if he 


concedes the general, broad proposition that the republican form of 
government is necessarily founded on the intelligence of the governed, 
that is of the people at large? Does he concede that proposition? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I do, as an abstract proposition. ` 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, conceding it asan abstract proposition, I ask him 
the further question, if the National Government, whether it be a gov- 
ernment of enumerated or limited powers, limited in the matter of 
number, is not one republican in form, as well as the State govern- 
ment? Is not that the theory of our institutions? 

If, then, the National Government is a government republican in 
form, and the State, as a State government, isa government republican 
in form, and the National Government by the consent of the State con- 
ferred in the Constitution has the duty imposed uponit not only to see 
that it is republican in form, but to guaranty like republican forms of 
government to the State—if, I say, the National Government has the 
duty of self-preservation and of preserving the governments of the States 
alike imposed upon it, and intelligence be lacking, is it not the duty 
of the National Government to see that that intelligence be furnished to 
the citizens in common, alike citizens of the State and of the National 
Government? I ask theSenator to answer that position. ` It has never 
been answered in this debate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Mr. President, the question is, where 
does the Constitution repose the power? That is the question. — 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to state—— 

Mr. BLAIR. It isa matter of indifference to me who answers that 
pear No Senator has answered it yet since the debate began on 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know that I answered it in the form the 
Senator put it; but he omits to recollect—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator goes on, allow me to ask him if he 
somia the general proposition conceded by the Senator from Mary- 

9 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not know what ‘that general proposition is. , 
But the Senator omits to remember that the Government was founded 
on the consent of the people; and his theory assumes that the people 
are incapable of self-government, and that they must be governed by 
a power superior to themselves. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Government may not have been formed on that 
proposition; but it was based on the idea that the people should have 
the opportunity to prepare themselves by the necessary intelligence for 
the discharge of the duties of citizenship both in their Federal and 
State capacity. If they have not sufficient knowledge or development 
to act the part of sovereigns they must be qualified for it. 

I ask the Senator from Texas, or the Senator from Maryland, or the- 
Senator from any State in this Union to answer the question I have 
put every time when this constitutional doctrine has been discussed, 
namely, if the National Government be a government republican in - 
form, and it has imposed upon it the duty to guaranty a government 
republican in form to the State, and the State neglects to educate the 
child, and the parent neglects to educate the child, and the child, the 
sovereign, becomes an ignoramus, and thereby by your own proposi- 
tion incapable of self-government, is or is not the duty imposed on the 
nation in that case of last resort to educate the child? 

I have admitted in all the debate, I have admitted in the report, that 
the National Government should undertake this duty only in the last 
resort. If the parent fails, if the State fails, and republican govern- 
ment consequently fails all throngh this land, if the States are disor- 
ganized and the country desolated, may not the National Government 
interfere, so far as its republican form is concerned? Task, then, if it be 
not within the power of this great nation, clothed by the express pro- 
visions of the Constitution with the preservation of a republican form 
of government, and if it be not its duty tosee thatits citizens, alike its 
own and those of the State, be permitted to be intelligentso that there 
shall be governments republican in form in both State and nation? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I neither admitthe gentleman’s propo- 
sition of law, nor do I admit that the States have failed nor fhat they 
are going to fail in their duty to their people. 

Mr. BLAIR.~ The question is, what has been done? 

Rs PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yie 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. If the fact were conceded I know the 
States can provide for the contingency, and the Congressof the United 
States has not the power under the Constitution. The principles of 
the Constitution do not allow the General Government to interfere in 
this matter. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the higher law comes in. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. The Constitution is the highest law for 
us in our legislative actions. 

Again, another section provides that no money shall be paid to any 
State which shall have not provided a system of free common-school 
education for all its children of school age without distinction of race 
or color, either in the raising or in the distribution of school revenues, 
or in the school facilities afforded. It thus legislatively imposes upon 
a State the heavy punishment of an immense forfeiture, for making 
a distinction between the races, and constitutes an executive officer 
of the Government judge, jury, and executioner of the sentence. I 
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ask Senators whom 1t most concerns, what hinders the majority of this 
body from imposing the further condition, that the States shall pro- 
vide for mixed schools? Allow the underlying principle of this bill, 
and what hinders them from trebling the amount of taxation imposed 
by this bill, and then coolly saying to the Stage of Mississippi that 
her people shall have no share of their own hard-earned money unless 
they consent to educate white children and black in the same school- 
houses and in the same classes by the same teachers? 

The answer must be, nothing but the at present politic forbearance 
of that majority. The mutterings of the storm have already been 
heard inthe distance. Surely it would be safer not to launch out upon 
the sea. We have seen what are the fruits of this new and revolution- 
ary system of legislation in the green tree; what shall we havea right 
to expect in the dry? 

Now, Mr. President, let us not be told that Congress does not actu- 
ally establish any school system in a State by direct legislation, but 
only enacts conditions to which we must conform or lose all benefit of 
the fund which we help to place in the common treasury. Such a law, 
it is plain, will prove a direct and powerful agency towards coercing 
States into just such law-making as Congress chooses to impose upon 
them. 

It would be an entering wedge to the control of State systems of ed- 
ucation to be driven home by the resistlessinfiuencesof great and much- 
coveted appropriations on the one hand, and of heavy penalties upon the 
other, If it were in the power of a State to escape taxation whilst re- 
jecting all benefit of sucha law, there would belittle practical hardship. 
But she must pay her quota of taxation, and then, ifshe does not bow the 
knee to Federal dictation, she isdriven away like a whipped child from 
the feast which she has herself helped to prepare. Sir, if the repre- 
sentatives of the States and of the people once succumb to this ies 
of legislation, then, indeed, will they lie prostrate at the feet of Federal 
power, and be reduced to the most disgraceful of all subjections, based 
in équal degrees upon the ignoble motives of greed and fear. 

Now, sir, I ask Senators, especially on this side of the Chamber, if a 
more insidious or dangerous system of legislation ever has been or can 
be devised? Can one more insulting or degrading to a great and sov- 
ereign State be conceived, than that which claims and exercises the 
mighty power of taxation over the people of that State for school pur- 

within its limits, and then sternly tells them that they must prac- 
tically so adjust thtir theoretically sovereign power over this delicate 
subject as to meet the views of the t Colossus at Washington, or 
they shall forfeit all share of the money thus forced from their pockets? 
Could any law be more tyrannical, more thoroughly imbued with the 
spirit of absolutism than that which claims the right to tax you, and 
then to shut you out from all benefit of your own money unless you 
conform to the will of the taxing power, which at the same time dis- 
claims all right to control that governmental agency with respect to 
which it is seeking tocoerce you? If the manly, straightforward claim 
of Congressional power to directly legislate on the subject of education 
in the States were claimed and exercised, then such a law would either 
operate by virtue of its own inherent authority, or the courts could pro- 
nounce it invalid as a usurpation. In this natural and heaithy mode 
of legislation there could be no room for an attempt to bribe or terror- 
ize over a State through a law which can only operate through the as- 
sent and co-o tion of the State thus illegitimately obtained, and 
which, if it does, in this, the only possible way, become operative, can 

in no conceivable mode be reviewed by the courts. 

* Finally, sir, the crowning feature ofinconsistency and unreasonable- 
ness in this species of legislation is this: that it professes to be predi- 
cated upon a power in Congress to tax the people to promote the gen- 
eral welfare through the instrumentality of State educational sys- 
tems, and then claims the right practically to dictate to a State how 
it shall order its own system, conceded to be within its own peculiar 
province, or, if obedience be refused, excludes it from all participation 
in that general welfare, the promotion of which is its only claim to the 
exercise of any such power. Sir, to my mind this arrogation of power 
to appropriate money out of the Federal Treasury for the benefit of 
State institutions is, to the last degree, abnormal, illogical, and dan- 
gerous. In the very nature of things, unlike donations of public lands 
or their proceeds, it is limitless, both in amount and in duration, solong 
as the people of the country have property or labor to be taxed. It nat- 
urally and irresistibly leads to the exercise of illegal and usurped 
power; and if it should be now begun it will inevitably become a fixed 
policy, aggregating to itself more and more of control over the States, 
until it degenerates info a cancerous growth which will impair the 
manhood and self-reliance of our people, destroy thesymmetry of our 
government, and end in the virtual paralysis of home rule, that vital 
element in our republican system. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, drawn from the very nature of our 
Government, from the natural meaning of the words in question, and 
from the revolutionary consequences of giving an enlarging sense to 
their meaning, I am firmly convinced that the construction of neither 
the extreme legislative nor appropriation school is admissible, but that 
the only true and safe theory is that these words are restrictive in their 
meaning, and simply declare that Congress, in all its legislation by 
which money raised by taxation is to be applied, should exercise the 


powers specifically granted to it, either in discharging the debts of the 
Government, or in providing for the common defense, or in caring for 
the welfare, not of local, partial, or sectional interests, but of the whole 
oong for whose welfare the Constitution and Government were 
ormed. 

But, sir, the advocates of this practically unlimited power of appro- 
priation appeal with an air of triumph to various precedents in our 
legislative history as the bulwark of their theory; and we strongly 
suspect that some Senators who have most powerfully wielded this argu- 
ment have boldly quoted precedents which they have been wont to 
condemn as unconstitutional and void, as they certainly have adduced 
others for which abundant warrant can be elsewhere found in the Con- 
stitution and in judicial decisions thereon. The records of Congres- 
sional appropriations have been searched with a minute and exhaustive 
scrutiny, and every such act for which no other sanction can be found 
has been promptly referred to this claim of the indefinite right to ap- 
propriate money. 

No matter how earnestly and powerfully the ablest and best men of 
the country may have protested against any particular act as utierly 
without constitutional sanction; no matter though a similar act may 
have been at other times and by other statesmen disallowed as beyond 
the power of Congress; no matter how plainly any act may have been 
the product of a presumed political necessity, or the impulse of politi- 
eal passion, or the prompting of compassion toward starving buman- 
ity; no matter how wide may have been the departure from all possible 
connection with the general welfare, as soon as such an act is exhumed 
it is urged as a precedent for the right of Congress to appropriate the 
public money for any purpose which may strike its fancy. Every roll 
of the ball down hill is used to give itincreased momentum, and to drag 
the Constitution, which they wind around it, down into the bog of 
limitless Congressional power, until at last the fact that Congress may 
have granted a few thousands of dollars to alleviate the wants of a few 
sufferers from an earthquake in South America, or to apply the balm 
of charity to a few storm-stricken or plague-smitten people in some 
county or two in this great Union, is gravely used to enforce the mo- 
mentous, far-reaching, revolutionizing proposition that Congress can 
tax the American people to the tune of countless millions for the sup- 
port of the State institutions of public schools, and in making appro- 
priations for such pu can whip the States into a legislative com- 
pliance with their will or tyranically rob them of all participation in 
this grand movement in behalf of the general welfare. 

And now, Mr. President, what is the proposition of constitutional 
law, in support of which precedents are to be found? It is this and 
nothing else, that Congress has the right to raise money by taxation 
for the purpose of appropriating it in aid of public schools in the 
States, which are confessedly nothing but purely State institutions. 
I aver that, in the whole course of our legislative history, there has 
been no precedent of the exercise of any such power. ifthere has been, 
let it be produced. If during the course of a whole century of our ex- 
istence as one people, no such precedent can be found, notwithstanding 
the great needsand loud calls for governmental aid to popular education 
from first to last, then I earnestly insist that this fact amounts to an 
original, continuous, and unbroken consensus of the people and of their 
representatives in Congress, that nosuch powerexists. The whole his- 
tory of this country is a standing precedent against any such claim. 

President after President has recommended the grant of aid to edu- 
cation, so far as the power existed to do so, generally accompanying 
such recommendation by a suggestion that a change be made in the 
organic law to reach the desired result. But never, so far as I know, 
was any measure ever formulated and urged in Congress, looking to any 
such end by the grant of money raised by taxation, until years after 
our unhappy civil war ended; and I doubt very much whether it would 
have even then been done if its author had not been caught in the tor- 
rent, which, ever since that war, and as @ natural recoil from the one 
extreme of secession, has been rushing towards the other extreme of 
imperialism. 

But, Mr. President, whilst the universally prevalent sentiment and 
policy of the country and of its legislators have been against the ap- 
propriation of money raised by taxation to public schools in the States, 
we all know that it has been the common sentiment and practice of 
our people and their legislators to devote large sections of their public 
lands to such purposes, from the beginning down to the present time. 
Legislators, statesmen, jurists, commentators upon constitutional law, 
all men of the widest reputation, have agreed that the public lands 
could rightfully be donated by Congress to our public schools; whilst 
few indeed, till these latter days, have been the men of note who have 
practically contended for a like power of granting tax-raised money. 
I contend, then, that it is neither fair nor logical to infer from the 
series of acts donating public lands a like power to grant money to 
public schools. If Congress had ever claimed the power to make such 
grants it-would have been little short of a miracle not to have once 
exercised it during nearly a whole hundred years, with the subject of 
education ever before them, and demands for aid ever coming up to 
them. This virtual disclaimer on the part of Congress of the right to 
appropriate the people’s money to public schools, I say again, is equiva- 
lent to a continuous precedent against its exercise. 
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But, Mr. President, the want of analogy between the appropriation 
of money raised by taxation and donations of public lands can be 
further shown by reference to the distinct clauses in the Constitution 
upon which they depend, and which I contend are different in their 
origin, scope, and application. In their origin they bore no kind of 
connection or relation with one another. The original public lands 
were mostly ceded to the confederated States, witha power and duty in 
Co as their agent and trustee, to dispose of them for the common 
benefit of the States. But every one knows that the confederate gov- 
ernment had not the least power to raise a dollar by taxation, nor in 
fact had it any power of appropriation in any proper sense of the word. 
It was made a great land-owner by these deeds of cession; and by the 
trust powers thereby conferred alone had authority to sell these lands, 
or to dispose of them by grant among the States, only preserving the 
equity of equality of benefit in all their acts. The confederate gov- 
ernment exercised these powers of disposition, and must have done so 
without any reference to any power of taxation or appropriation, to 
which they were entire strangers. It must have made such disposi- 
tions of the public lands as a great trustee of an immense landed es- 
tate, which it held in trust to dispose of for the common benefit of all the 
States asin its best judgment the common benefit of all should require. 

In this attitude of affairs the present Constitution was formed and 
this Government wentintooperation. In not one syllable did the new 
Constitution alter the character of the ownership of these lands or of 
the trusts with which they had beenimpressed. Itrecognized the own- 
ership of the confederate States, which had rested entirely upon the 
deeds of cession, and gave it, in the new government, the impregnable 
basis of constitutional sanction. It gives us not the slightest hint of 
any intention to alter, modify, or in any manner affect the trusts by 
such deeds created, but, on the contrary, uses language intended to 
perpetuate them. Upon every principle of law, equity, and justice the 
new Government took these lands impressed with the trusts imposed by 
the grantors in those deeds, and as those trusts had been understood 
and acted upon by the old trustee. And under and according to those 
trusts as thus understood has the Federal Government ever since admin- 
istered this property. And again I say that, as originally, under the 
old system, the power to dispose of these lands had no connection with 
or analogy to any power of taxation or appropriation of money thus 
raised, so there is not the slightest shadow of ground for the effort un- 
der the new system to establish any such relation. The taxing clause, 
on the other hand, conferred an entirely new power to enable the new 
Government to raise revenue for the express purposes for which it was 
created. The territory clause conferred the authority to hold anil ad- 
minister the public lands according to the trusts which came with them, 
which trusts had received a practical meaning and application among the 
parties to the original contract. So that we see from the plain history 
of the two clauses that they were of different.origin, and should be, and 
have been, as we have just seen, continued wide apart in their scope 
and application. 

But, sir, those who think as I do on this subject are always met with 
the objection that this reasoning can not apply to the lands subsequently 
acquired by treaty from France, Spain, and Mexico. To those who 
stand so sturdily upon the doctrine of precedents we might reply that 
the frequent, continued, and universal practice ef the Government in 
disposing of all our public lands, without distinction as to the time or 
mode of acquisition, plants the right to do so upon an impregnable 
basis. But we do not intend to stop at thus commending to the lips 
of Senators their own chalice. We insist that whether the power of 
Congress to dispose of these later acquisitions of territory depends upon 
the territorial clause, or whether it results from the power to acquire 
territory by treaty, conquest, or purchase, in either case such power of 
disposition is plenary and only qualified by the duty to see that such 
disposition equitably and fairly conduces to the common benefit of all 
the beneficiaries. 

If we refer such power to the clause authorizing Congress to dispose 
of the territory, as is done by a majority of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, then Senators on the other side of this question do not seem to 
deny the existence of this power, but only contend that it equally ap- 
plies to ‘‘other property,” and that these words also include money in 
the Treasury of the country. I have found no commentator on the 
Constitution to whom it has occurred to construe these words in any 
such sense. I think it will be found that never, till the debates upon 
this measure created the exigency, was it ever contended in or out of 
Congress that this phrase applied to money. The words ‘‘ dispose of” 
are not apt words to express the control of Congress over money in the 
Treasury. Their proper meaning is to sell, barter, or giveaway. They 
peculiarly indicate the authority of Congress over visible, tangible prop- 
erty, such as lands and movable personal property. And such is the 
meaning given to these words by the Supreme Court in the case of Dred 
Scott vs. Sandford, where they are made tosignify such property as ‘‘ships, 
guns, arms, munitions of war,” and other specific articles of property. 

Moreover, sir, these words not only fail to properly describe the 
power to apply public money to public uses, but before the Constitu- 
tion reaches the territorial clause in question it has already in its first 
article disposed of the subject of money by giving Congress, in the most 
suitable language possible, the power ‘“‘to appropriate” money in the 
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Treasury by law. When its framers reached this fourth article other 
subjects than money were in their minds. The rights or liabilities of 
citizens or persons in States, the powers of admitting new States, and 
of disposing of the public lands as preparatory to the formation of new 
political communities in due time to become States—these were the 
subjects then engaging their attention. And whilst conveying to Con- 
gress the power to deal with such property, with a view to that brevity 
so distinctive of this instrument, it embraced in three words, within 
the same provisions, property not before or elsewhere mentioned, to wit, 
specific movable property, such as that enumerated by the Supreme 
Court. Money, therefore, by no reasonable intendment is included in 
this clause; but it does confer plenary power of disposition over the 
public lands, if human language can be made to do so. 

And such, sir, will be the conclusion if we suppose that the power 
of disposition over these more recently acquired lands and the govern- 
ment of the Territories formed out of them alone inure to Congress 
through the power to acquire them, according to the opinion of the Su- 
preme Court inthe Dred Scott case. The power toacquire, to become 
a great proprietor of lands, would seem even more naturally to carry 
with it a fall power of disposition over them, subject to a just regard to 
the common benefits of the States and the people, than it implies and 
confers, as the court in that case declares it does, all such powers of legis- 
lation over persons and property in such Territory as are not incon- 
sistent with the Constitution. 

The courts have treated this disposing power as plenary. Even in 
the Dred Scott case, whilst seeking to hedge around with restraints the 
political power of Congress over citizens and their property in the Ter- 
ritories, they nowhere seek to qualify this power of disposition over the 
wild lands, On the contrary, in some of the opinions the power of 
Congress over them is in terms declared to be *‘ plenary.” Andif there 
be any subject upon which Congress has, from first to last, acted with an 
unrestrained discretion, itis with regard to all our public Jands; and it 
is now too late to question such power of disposition, if, indeed, any one 
desires to do so, so long as their acts are characterized by equity and 
fair dealing. ~ 

Nor, sir, does the disposition of these lands in aid of education in the 
States, even if alone referred to the power to acquire them, furnish 
apy analogy by which to justify the appropriation to public schools of 
money raised by taxation. 

The one act is that of a great land-owner disposing of its property 
lawfully uired through the treaty-making power out of t rea- 
sons of public policy, and for the common good of the States and the 
people; the other actjinvolves the taking of the property of the people 
by taxation for the direct support of the Government, 

The one act concerns the disposition of a large amount of public 
property, acquired for great public purposes, and as a mere incident to 
an express power in the Constitution, and, according to the doctrine of 
the court in the Dred Scott case, unaffected by a single line or word in 
that instrument in the nature of an express provision as to its manage- 
ment, and therefore necessarily left to the discretion of Congress as 
to the mode in which it shall be applied to the benefit of the people; 
the other act is the exercise of the expressly granted power of taxation, 
which in its very nature is unsusceptible of being attended by any im- 

lied powers, and which the appropriation school can only amplify in 
its meaning by giving an enlarging sense at one time to words which 
at another they say are intended to have a restraining effect. Nor does 
it make any difference, as is so often urged, if in the acquisition of such 
lands public money has been expended. Such accessions of territory 
might be made without the spending of a dollar, but it would make 
no difference in the powers of Congress over them. 

Sir, when these great annexations of territory had been made, I 
presume the last consideration of the Government or of the people was 
thatof gaining a resource for revenue. And if such was their aim, our 
history bas shown how vain was their expectation. No, sir; great 
reasons of state, the ambition to extend the area and sources of our 
national power and greatness, the addition of great commonwealths 
to the galaxy of States, the desire tosecure a more eligible and defensible 
frontier, the necessity to secure great prospective centers of commerce 
on the Gulf or on the Pacific, these and like motives impelled our people 
to so vastly enlarge our national domain. And when publicmoucy has 
been expended in aid of such acquisitions, it has not been ap#liel as a 
fund to be returned to defray the ordinary expenses of government, but 
as a mere incident in the execution of a treaty made by the President 
and the Senate, which is expressly ordained to be the supreme law of 
the land, and to complete the exercise of a power fully reposed in these 
branches of our Government. 

And if lands are thus acquired under the doctrine as announced in 
the Dred Scott case, the Government takes and manages them, not 
under any power in the Constitution to appropriate money, or even to 
dispose of lands as therein prescribed, but because the ownership thus 
devolved upon it renders it absolutely necessary for Congress to dispose 
of the lands and to govern the people Jiving thereon as their discretion 
shall lead them to think best for the interests of the whole country, 
subject only to such restraints as the Constitution may impose with 
reference to the rights of the citizen over his person and property. 

Whatever view, then, we take of the power to dispose of the public 
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lands, whether it be referred to the territorial or to the treaty-making 
clause, it is as plenary as the power of a trustee can be, who is boand 
to have an honest regard to the common interests of his beneficiaries, 
And the acts of such trustee in disposing of such lands, as has been 
done in almost every possible way, are not to be made precedents for 
like appropriations of tax-raised money, for there is no affinity nor par- 
allelism between the two exercises of power nor with respect to the 
grounds upon which they respectively rest. 

Mr. President, in piling uptheir precedents in favor of this bill, Sen- 
ators have thrown in for good count many which clearly rest upon other 
clauses of the Constitution and can not with any fairness be impressed 
into their service. The acquisition of Louisiana and other territories, 
according to them, can only be justified upon ‘their general-welfare 
clause, although the Senators who helped to make and the Represent- 
atives who voted the money for the treaties under which they were ac- 
quired thought they were acting under the treaty-making power, and 
although the Supreme Court in three or four cases has affirmed the 
power as properly resting upon that basis. They seek also to drive us 
to this same house of refuge when we grant extra pay to our employés, 
although it seems very reasonable to the ordinary mind thatif we have 
the right to employ officials to do certain work for the Senate we not 
only necessarily have the right to fix their compensation, but after the 
work is done we haye equal power with any other employer to add to 
the original stipulated compensation what we think just and proper. 
If we have not, I would like to hear the argument formulated which 
would repose our right to increase the pay of a few officials of the Sen- 
ate upon the ground that ‘‘it provides for the general welfare of the 
United States.” 

Again, sir, I never supposed that any Senator could have any difi- 
culty over the right of Congress ‘‘to exercise exclusive legislation in 
all cases whatsoever’’ over the District of Columbia, even to the extent 
of establishing a great library worthy of Congress and of the seat of 
government for 60,000,000 of people, or of erecting monuments therein 
to the memory of the Father of his Country, or of other illustrious 
dead. Nor could I doubt the power of Congress to grant pensions to 
men disabled in the Army or Navy service, even after a war is over, 
and without any previous express contract. I believe that such laws, 
as well as those ing monuments to great and heroic commanders, 
haye a tendency to cultivate a wholesome military spirit, and to greatly 
aid Congress in executing its power ‘‘to raise and support armics,”’ 

The Constitution only enumerates the powers granted to the Govern- 
ment, but does not attempt the vain task of defining everything that 
can be done under any one of them. Thatdepends upon the consider- 
ation whether the proposed act reasonably and effectively tends to ac- 
complish the end which the power is designed to reach. Without do- 
ing violence to the Constitution, butin full consonance with its provis- 
ions, especially as construed by the Supreme Court, many other acts of 
Congress which have been cited in these debates as only referable to 
the so-called ‘‘general-welfare”’ clause, may be fully justified, partic- 
ularly under the commercial clause, and especially so far as it relates to 
foreign commerce, which the Supreme Court has decided to be ‘‘ coex- 
tensive with the subject of commerce itself, and may be exercised to its 
utmost extent, and acknowledges no limitations other than are pre- 
scribed in the Constitution.’’ 

But, Mr. President, doubtless many other acts have been cited for 
which no sanction can be found in the Constitution, and probably least 
of all in a *‘general-welfare clause,” if such a one could really be dis- 
covered in that instrument. Very many of them, to use the words of 
an old Revolutionary patriot, can only be properly cited to illustrate 
“the enormities towards which precedents travel.” Congress has the 
ability, rightfully or wrongfully, to expend the people’s money when- 
ever and for whatsoeverit pleases. But I am not one of those who be- 
lieve that Congress, like an English king, can do no wrong, Beyond 
question, Congress has spent millions of money in modes and for pur- 
poses not only utterly wasteful, but without any constitutional war- 
rant. Having the ability and with no tribunal to restrain them, it 
would have been a miracle, indeed, if they had not done so. And it 
seems to me a dangerous and not a very patriotic act for astatesman of 
distinction to stand up in this Senate and quote many of these acts as 
done in the promotion ofthe general welfare, and thus attempt to im- 
plant in the Constitution a manufactured power, from which they 
would be as far removed as pole from pole. ‘ 

Mr. President, the great mass of the precedents which have been cited 
in these debates have no bearing upon or relation to any of the institu- 
tions especially belonging to the Stgtes, and therefore they do not tend 
to disturb or impair their autonomy. Such acts cannot be properly 
quoted as precedents for any thing except that Congress will rightfully 
or wrongfully spend the people’s money. They in no degree trench 
upon any right reserved to or duty incumbent on the State; and even 

they could be justified under the Constitution, they could not logic- 
ally or fairly, upon any principle of analogical reasoning, be used to 
justify another act of Congress which would in any manner or degree 
usurp the functions of a State government over one of its undoubted 
branches of jurisdiction. The force of analogical reasoning depends 
upon the similarity of the cases reasoned from to the case to be drawn 
within an asserted rule. And here the utter dissimilarity in leading 
facts and conditions divests the reasoning of all legitimate force. 


Mr. President, there are other precedents often quoted, upon which 
I would like to comment, but I have not the time nor you the patience 
for any further discussion by me of this subject. I will conclude by 
affirming that there could be no greater misnomer than to term this a 
bill to promote the general welfare. I and I think I have 
proved, that its real spirit and direet tendency, if it shall ever become 
a law, will do more to overthrow the balances of our Constitution, to 
undo the noble work of the heroes and sages, of what I fear we with a 
mere lip service term an honored past, and to turn this center of gov- 
ernment into an imperial Rome and the dwarfed and paralyzed States 
into subject provinces, than any measure which the direst enemy of 
our country could devise. And that man’s mind, it seems to me, must 
have become thoroughly un-Americanized, who would not regard this 
as an evil of enormous magnitude. 

And all this fearful strain is to be put upon our institutions in the 
name and in the behalf of our African fellow-citizens. Sir, is it not 
time that the shadow of the Dark Continent should cease to project 
itself further and further over our people and their institutions? It 
seems to me that in this instance the startling and dangerous departure 
is all the more to be deprecated, as it is altogether unnecessary. I do 
not deny, but on the contrary I insist, that the colored children of the 
South should be educated as rapidly as it is wise and expedient to do 
so. But I believe that the task had better be left where the Constitn- 
tion places it, with the States where these people live. I believe the 
Southern people can accomplish this task without any extraneous aid 
if their energies are not deadened by being taught to look for outside 
help. In any event, that aid is not so great as may be supposed. 

I can not for a moment admit that the vast and cumbrous machinery 
of this bill, taxing the people of the country $79,000,000, and then dis- 
tributing it, in part, to States that confessed]y do not need it, and to 
other States as though they were subject provinces, is at all needful to 
accomplish the desired end. Ifthe Northern people are willing to ef- 
fect all that this bill can do for the benefit of the colored people, and 
without rendering themselves liable to the charge of speculating upon 
their own benevolence, let them agree to pass an act appropriating, in 
just proportions, to the Southern States a liberal share of the public 
lands, in aid of what the white people, in the midst of the wreck of 
their earthly fortunes, have been and are so nobly doing for the cause 
of education, both among blacks and whites; and let this be done, not 
merely for eight years, but so long as the exigeney of the case may re- 
quire. This will enable the Southern people to educate the colored 
children just as fast as that branch of the great problem will admit of 
solution, even if the annual apportionment should be less as compared 
with that under this bill. 

Let these donations be unconditionally given. The public mind in 
the South is so awakened with respect to the deep necessity of general 
education that thereis no danger of any misapplication of such dona- 
tions of public lands. And Congress would at any time have it in its 
power to repeal and forsake the whole system, if any State should 
prove recreant to its trust. Such a law would strip this question, as 
multitudes of our people view it, of all constitutional difficulty, put 
usin the line of general accepted precedents, and would divest the Gov- 
ernment of that parental attitude, in which this bill presents it, of hold- 
ing out tempting sweetsin one hand and a threatening rod in the other, 
lest its refractory children should lapse into rebellion against its des. 
potic will. 

Mr, President, powerful have been made by able journals 
of the country, and also by the Senators from Texas and Missouri, to 
prove that the Southern States are fully able and are showing their 
ability to master the difficulties of this question without any aid from 
Congress at all. Facts apparently well authenticated by responsible 
officials, State and Federal, show that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has taken from his palette colors that are entirely too black to paint 
his frightful cloud of illiteracy, so far as it affects the proper view of 
this question. He has chosen to gather his statistics from early post- 
bellum days, just after slavery had been made to empty its vast flood 
of ignorance into the stream of American citizenship, and when the vol- 
ume of that flood had been largely increased by multitudes of white 
children whom the utter disorganization of schools during and after the 
war had unhappily left to grow up in ignorance. Then for a gloomy 
period illiteracy was on the increase; but for years past, under the rapid 
development of public schools, it has steadily and largely decreased. 
Reliable statistics show that the ratios of children enrolled in schools, 
of average daily attendance, and of length of school year in days, in 
many of the Southern States, is either equal or nearly equal to those of 
New Hampshire, and in all are making such progress that if her Sena- 
tor whose name this bill bears does not stir up his people they will 
soon be themselves comparative laggards in the race. 

I just now said that I was in favor of educating the colored children 
of the South as rapidly as it is expedient and safe to do so. Those 
who look on from a distance may wonder why it should not be done 
as rapidly as money can be made to accomplish the task. Sir, as there 
is no royal road to learning, so there is noshort-hand method of trans- 
forming a rude, unlettered, naturally indolent, and morally weak-nat- 
ured race of people into fully developed citizens, competent for the 

i of their high functions. Most assuredly it can not be done 
by a too rapid development of the mental side of their nature, without 
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somewhat of a corresponding advance in the other sides of the moral 
and the industrial. Such a course would only cause a race of people 
whose circumstances, as a rule, render it absolutely imperative for 
them to live by manual labor, to despise and neglect labor, and to be 
turned into miserable lazzaroni instead of useful citizens. 

In the name of all that is sacred and just, let them be educated, but 
let them at the same time be practically taught that habits of industry 
and thrift are the great and absolutely requisite levers by which a land- 
less and moneyless race is to be lifted upin the scale of humanity This 
can never be done so long as they and their parents are taught, as this 
bill has been made to teach them, that the elements of an education are 
the be-all and end-all of citizenship. 

Sir, there is not a State in the South in which colored children have 
not at this time by far better educational facilities than the masses or 
the people in any State of this Union had in the early days of the Re- 
public. And who does not know that under that old system, when 
children went to school for a few months in the year, during which their 
help was not required on the farm or in the workshop, and manfully 
labored at home when work was to be done, were reared hundreds of 
thousands of the best, ablest, and most useful men of our country in 
every vocation of life? : 

And such being the case, if ever there was a line of policy at any time 
or among any people, to which the maxim of festina lente fully applied, 
in my opinion it is this of the education of the colored children of the 
South. The end of that policy is good citizenship, an end which those 
who have had an opportunity to observe on the spot, if they are candid, 
will concede may beseriously obstructed by too great haste in only one 
line of advance. 

Sir, I shall be most grievously misunderstood if, from these closing 
remarks, I shall be regarded as other than a firm and abiding friend 
and advocate of educating our colored youth. Any Southern man who 
does not, from his inmost heart, desire suchan end, is an-enemy of his 
country, and especially of the section in which he lives. I only view 
the question in a practical point of view, natural to a man who lives 
on the spot where the work is to be done. The Senator from New 
Hampshire, in the fullness of a large and generous heart, views it from 
his Northern hills in the light of a burning sentimental philanthropy, 
which flames the higher in proportion to his distance from the scene of 
action. 

Mr. COKE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Texas ifthe will yield toa 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield for that pur- 


pose? 

Mr. COKE. Iwill yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 11, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 5, 1888. 
James S. Cooper, to be postmaster at Mount Gilead, in the county of 
Morrow and State of Ohio. 
James W. Deer, to be postmaster at Washington Court-House, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Ohio. 
Francis M. Hagan, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of 
Clarke and State of Ohio. 
Stephen Potter, to be postmaster at Delaware, in the county of Del- 
aware and State of Ohio. 
Benjamin F. Meyers, to be postmaster at Harrisburg, in the county 
of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 
Joshua 8. Leiby, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Perry and State of Pennsylvania. 
John G. Vandeyoort, to be postmaster at Wellston, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Ohio. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 10, 1888. 


John. Kelly, to be postmaster at Jersey City, inthe county of Hud- 
son and State of New Jersey. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 10, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


on Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
ay. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the 


reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and 
reference of bills. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask to make a correction of the 
RECORD. In the discussion of the proposition pending before the House 
on yesterday to allow each member a clerk I find on page 330 of the 
RECORD that some of the remarks of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
DOUGHERTY ] are credited to me. While I sympathize somewhat with 
the position assumed by the gentleman, I should vote against the meas- 
ure if reported from the committee, as it would probably cost me less 
to employ my own stenographer for such p than to undertake 
to explain such a vote to my constituents. Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE ILLINOIS AND CALUMET RIVERS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, a report 
concerning the present condition of bridges across the Illinois and Cal- 
umet Rivers, Dlinois and Indiana; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

JOSHUA EVERHARD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the claim of Joshua Everhard, 
and recommending that so much of the act of March 3, 1887, as made 
an appropriation therefor be repealed; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF BOARD OF MANAGERS, NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the presi- 
dent of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers, transmitting the report of the board for the year ended 
June 30, 1887; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leaye to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 
Michael Flynn, an applicant for pension, there being no adverse report. 

Mr. SNYDER was also granted leave to withdraw papers filed with 
the claim of Meredith Wells against the United States, without leaving _ 
certified copies. 

REGENTS SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WHEELER and 

Mr. PHELPS as Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit 
for present consideration a resolution in relation to printing for the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. The same resolution was passed in the 
last Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Nayal Affairs be authorized to have printed 
and bound the documents necessary for the use of the said committee in con- 
nection with subjects considered, or to be considered, by the said committee 
during the present Congress. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RALPH T. MOSES. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be authorized to employ Ralph T. Moses as as- 
sistant folder in the seal room of the House, at a compensation of $2.50 per diem 
for the present session, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 
Compensation to take effect from December 5, 1837. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I am directed . 
by the Committee on Ways and Means to ask unanimous consent to 
adopt the resolution I send to the desk, providing for the necessary 
printing to be done for that committee. z 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to have 
printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of said committee 
as it may be necessary, in connection with subjects considered by the commit- 
tee during the present Congress, 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and agreed to. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moyed to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SPECIAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. BURNES, from the Committee on Avprepristiny, reported a bill 
(H. R. 4271) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
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priations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the eel a pte report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROGERS. I reserve all points of order upon that bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House made yesterday, 
the Chair will now continue the call of States and Territories for the 
introduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions. 

STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 


Mr. WOODBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 4272) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, 
and to restore its legal tender, directing the purchase of not less than 
$4,000,000 worth of silver bullion per month, and the coinage of the 
same into silver dollars; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. MCKINNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4273) in amendment of the 
pension laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NASHUA, N. H. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 4274) to provide for the 
* erection of a public building in the city of Nashua, in the State of New 
Hampshire; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. GALLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4275) to amend the 
act entitled “An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1883; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEENE, N, H. 


Mr. GALLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4276) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Keene, in the State of 
New Hampshire; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ALLOWANCE OF APPEALS UNDER PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. GALLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4277) to allow ap- 
peals in cases arising under the pension laws of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTION OF INDUSTRY, ETC. 


Mr, GALLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4278) to promote in- 
dustry, commerce, and ship-building; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Co ttee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF PUBLIC SERVICE. 


Mr. GALLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4279) for the protec- 
tion of the public service; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 

UNITED STATES COURTS, NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice: 


Whereas the appropriation for ing on the United States courts in the 
district of New Jersey is at the end of six months of the current year entirely 
exhausted; Therefore, 

Rescleed, Thatthe Department of Justice be, and hereby is, required to report 
forthwith to this House the reason for such exhaustion, and the dates and 
amounts of the payments from said appropriation, and whether or not said ap- 
propriation was sufficient for properly carrying on said courts for the whole of 
the current year, 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. WARNER (by Mr. BucHANAN) introduced a bill (H. R. 4280) 
conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to investigate private 
and domestic claims and demands, other than war claims, against the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DISPOSITION OF SURPLUS. 


Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. 4281) to dispose of surplus 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States, and to prevent the accu- 
mulation thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SECURITY OF LIFE AND PROPERTY. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4282) to pro- 
vide for the better security of life and property on the high seas and 
navigable waters of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
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ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4283) to incor- 
porate the Eckingtonand Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 

FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (H. R. 4284) to amend an act entitled 
“An act relating to the production of fruit brandy and to punish 
frauds connected with the same,” approved March 3, 1877; which 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT AT STONY POINT, N. Y. 

Mr. BACON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 69) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to erect at Stony Point, N. Y., a monument; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

THIRTEENTH REGIMENT NEW YORK VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4285) for the 
relief of certain members of Companies G and K, Thirteenth Regiment 
New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

Mr, TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4286) for 
the improvement and remodeling of the custom-house in New York 
City; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. NUTTING introduced a bill (H. R. 4287) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

, LAKES ERIE AND ONTARIO.* 

Mr. NUTTING also introduced a bill (H. R. 4288) to create naviga- 
ble ways between Lake Erie and Lake Ontario, in the State of New 
‘York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

LICENSING RAILWAY CONDUCTORS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 4289) to provide for li- 
censing conductors on certain railways within the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, 
and ordered to be printed, 

OBSTRUCTIONS IN NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 4290) to prevent obstructive and 
injurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York 
City, by dumping or otherwise, and te punish and prevent such of- 
fenses, and making other provisions in connection therewith; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

FINLEY’S STORM-TRACK CHARTS. 

Mr. COX also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 58) providing 
for the printing of 4,500 copiesof Finley’s storm-track charts of the 
North Atlantic Ocean; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ONEONTA, N. Ys 

Mr. WILBER introduced a bill (H. R. 4291) for the erection of a 
public building at Oneonta, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS AND THEIR WIDOWS, 

Mr. WILBER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4292) for the relief of 
soldiers, sailors, and their widows, of the late war of the rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING OF NATIONAL DEBT. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4293) to au- 
thorize the refunding of the national debt into a uniform consolidated 
bond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CHANNEL AT SANDY HOOK. 

Mr. COCKRAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4294) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a commission for the purpose of deepening the channel 
atSandy Hook, New York Harbor, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

THE CIVIL-SERVICE ACT. 

Mr. COCKRAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4295) to repeal chapter 
27 of the laws of the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress, being 
“An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States;” 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 
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THE POUGHKEEPSIE BRIDGE COMPANY. 

Mr. COCKRAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 59) di- 
recting the Attorney-General to bring suit against the Poughkeepsie 
Bridge Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. MERRIMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4296) granting pensions 
for services in the Army and Navy of the United States during the war 
of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GUN FACTORY, WATERVLIET ARSENAL. 

Mr. TRACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4297) to provide for the erec- 
tion of an Army gun factory at the Watervliet arsenal, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the. Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GRADE OF COMMANDER IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. TRACEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4298) touch- 
ing the grade of commander in the Navy, and to correct an error in 
relation to an appointment therein; which was r ead a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECTION 4414, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. TRACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4299) amending section 
4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the compen- 
sation of inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REGISTER OF VOLUNTEER NAVY. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 60) 
to authorize the compilation and printing of a register of the volun- 
teer navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduceda bill (H. R. 4300) 
to provide for the-apportionment of appointments to the public service 
among the several Congressional districts upon the basis of population; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

TERMS OF OFFICE, CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4301) to prescribe a term of office for persons employed in the civil serv- 
ice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4302) to amend the internal-revenue laws, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4303) to modify the internal-revenue system of legislation, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF POSTAL LAWS. 

Mr. NICHOLS introduced a bill (H. R. 4304) to amend the 
laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. NICHOLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4305) to repeal the in- 
ternal-revenue laws, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FAYETTEVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. McCLAMMY introduced a bill (H. R. 4306) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Fayetteville, N. C.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. j 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR WILMINGTON, N. C. 

Mr. McCLAMMY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4307) to provide for 
the construction of a macadamized road to the national cemetery near 
Wilmington, N. C., and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, ETC. 

Mr. COWLES introduced a bill (H. R. 4308) to abolish fees and per- 
quisites of United States district attorneys, marshals, clerks, commis- 
sioners, and deputy marshals, and provide salaries for the same; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 
Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4309) to repeal internal- 


revenue license taxes on sale of distilled spirits and to prevent frivo- 
lous prosecutions in Federal courts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FREE DISTILLATION OF BRANDY FROM FRUIT. 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4310) to allow the free 
distillation of brandy from fruit; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed, ‘ 
PREVENTION OF DESTRUCTION OF STILLS, ETC. 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4311) to prevent the de- 
struction of stills, tubs, furnaces, etc., used in the distillation of grain 
or fruit, and to make the same a misdemeanor; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES FOR INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4312) to provide salaries 
for collectors of internal revenue and repeal the law allowing fees, 
commissions, and allowances to the same; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4313) granting a pension 
to the soldiers engaged in the removal of the Cherokee Indians; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION, 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4314) to abolish the in- 
ternal-revenue system and repeal the tax on distilled spirits; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. : 

RELIEF OF INTERNAL-REVENUE EMPLOYÉS. 

Mr. ROWLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4315) for the relief of 
certain gaugers and other internal-revenue employés who have been 
assigned to duty and have rendered service before the date of their 
qualification; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

Mr. LATHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4316) to establish additional 
life-saving stations; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, DIAMOND SHOAL, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. LATHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4317) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, oft 
Cape Hatteras, North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW BERNE, N, C. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (H. R. 4318) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at the city of New Berne, N. C.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING MONEY TO NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SIMMONS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4319) to refund to the 
State of North Carolina certain moneys therein named; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR NEW BERNE, N. C. 

Mr. SIMMONS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the 
construction of a graveled or macadamized road from the city of New 
Berne, N. C., to the national cemetery near said city; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. è 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TIFFIN, OHIO. 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4321) to erect a public build- 
ing at Tiffin, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FINDLAY, OHIO. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4322) to erecta public build- 
ing at Findlay, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. s 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT AKRON, OHIO. 


Mr. CROUSE introduced a bill (H. R. 4323) for the erection of a 
public building at Akron, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LARD. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by Mr. Brown, of Ohio) introduced a bill 

(H. R. 4324) defining lard, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the - 
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manufacture, sale, importation and exportation of lard; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


-ENLISTMENT UNDER ASSUMED NAMES. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also (by Mr. Brown, of Ohio) introduced a 
bill (H. R. 4325) for the relief of ex-soldiers and ex-sailors who enlisted 
in the Army or Navy while minors under assumed names, and served 
faithfully according to the terms of enlistment; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SPRING GROVE CEMETERY, CINCINNATI, OHIO. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also (by Mr. Brown, of Ohio) introduced a 
bill (H. R. 4326) to authorize the Secretary of War to purchase 10 acres 
of ground of the Spring Grove Cemetery Association, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, for enlarging the national cemetery in Spring Grove Cemetery, 
at Cincinnati, Ohio, and making an appropriation therefor; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES OVER MUSKINGUM RIVER, OHIO. 

Mr. GROSVENOR introduced a bill (H. R. 4327) g the con- 
struction of bridges over the Muskingum River in Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RESERVE OF NATIONAL BANKS, 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4328) to amend section 5191 
of the Revised Statutes, relative to the reserve of national banks desig- 
nated as Government depositories; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


Mr. WILKINS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 61) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to apply the surplus in the Treasury 
to the purchase of United States bonds; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and’ Means, and gr- 
dered to be printed. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas section 2 of = sundry civil appropriation bill 


roved March 3. 
1881, gives the gee garg the Treasury authority to enter the markets and 
purchase bonds of the United States; and 


ercas & is entertained that the authority conveyed in this sec- 
tion was temporary and limited: To give emphasis and certainty thereto, there- 


‘ore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and Houso of Representatives, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury may at any time apply the surplus money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as he may consider proper, to the 
purchase or redemption of United States bonds: That the bonds so 
purchased or redeemed shall constitute no part of the sinking fund, but shall 

canceled, 


NATIONAL-BANK LOANS, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R.4329) to authorize 
national banks in cities, towns, and villages whose population is less 
than 20,000 inhabitants to make loans to the extent of one-half of their 
capital and surplus upon mortgage of real estate, and providing that 
national banks whose capital does not exceed $150,000 shall be entitled 
to receive circulating notes, equal in amount to 90 percent. of the market 
value of the bonds deposited as security therefor, and not less in amount 
than the par value thereof; which was read a first and second time, re- 
acid to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
p 3 

DUTY ON WOOL, 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4330) to re- 
store the rates of duty on imported wool, worsted and woolen goods, and 
on worsted and woolen yarns; which was read å first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


‘FORFEITURE OF WAGON-ROAD GRANTS. 


Mr. HERMANN introduced-a bill (H. R. 4331) providing, in certain 
cases, for the forfeiture of wagon-road grants in the State of Oregon by 
suits in the United States courts in the name of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORED LANDS. 

Mr, HERMANN alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4332) authorizing entry 
of restored lands in odd-numbered sections within railway and wagon- 
road land grants to settlers thereon at $1.25 per acre, and for repay- 
ment to purchasers prior to restoration of lands in even sections of money 
paid thereon to the United States in excess of $1.25 peracre; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNULMENT OF PATENTS. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4333) providing for 

the bringing of suit in the United States courts for the annulment of 


patents of wagon-road land grants in the State of Oregon, pursuant to 
memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oregon; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SCRANTON, PA., 


Mr. LYNCH introduced a bill (H. R. 4334) to amend an act entitled 
‘*An act to authorize the purchase of a site and the erection of a suit- 
able building for a post-office and other Government offices in the city 
of Scranton, Pa.,’’ approved July 27, 1882; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PERMISSIBLE PRINTING ON ENVELOPES, WRAPPERS, ETC. 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4335) to extend permissi- 
ble printing on the envelopes wrappers, labels, or tags.inclosing or 
transmitting mailable matter of the third and fourth classes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4336) regulating rates 
of postage on second-class mail matter at letter-carrier offices; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION FOR DEAFNESS. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4337) to increase pen- 
sion for deafness; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL HOMES. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4338) for the relief of 
sailors and marines in the United States naval homes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
aud ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSION, 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4339) to grant arrears 
of pension in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4340) to increase the 
pension of soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion who have lost 
both arms or feet, etc., and to pay the same monthly; which was read 
a first and second time, refi to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF NEW EDUCATIONAL METHOD. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4341) to 
authorize the governmental purchase of the new educational method 
as a free gift to the people of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DISCONTINUANCE OF COINAGE OF THREE-CENT PIECE. 


Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. 4342) to discontinue the coinage 
of the three-cent piece; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. r 

ARREARS OF PENSION. 

Mr. McCORMICK introduced « bill (H. R. 4343) to grant arrears of 
pension in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4344) to grant pen- 
sions to soldier and sailors of the Army and Navy of the United States 

in the war of the rebellion, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
TRUST COMPANIES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DALZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4345) to amend chapter 18 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF PAY, ETC. 

Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4346) authorizing the pay- 
ment to soldiers and sailors who served the United States in the war 
for the Union the difference existing in the par value of gold coin, the 
compensation authorized by law, at the time of their service, and the 
depreciated currency actually received by them; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed, 

WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. RANDALUintrodnced a bill (H. R. 4347) for thereliefof widows 
of soldiers and sailors; which was‘read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM LEE DAVIDSON. 


Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4348) to provide for the 
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erection of a monument to the memory of Brig. Gen. William Lee David- 
son; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENT OF CERTAIN ENSIGNS, 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 4349) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to appoint annually two enlisted men of the United States naval 
service to the grade of ensign in the line of promotion in the United 
States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OUTFIT OF CLOTHING TO BOYS OR APPRENTICES, U. 8, NAVY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4350) to authorize the 

ting of an outfit of clothing to boys or apprentices enlisted in the 

nited States Navy to serve until they shall become twenty-one years 

of age; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPOSIT OF SEAMEN’S SAVINGS. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4351) to provide for the 
deposit of the savings of seamen of the United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed, 


ALIENS HONORABLY DISCHARGED FROM THE MILITARY SERVICE. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4352) to amend section 
2166 of the Revised Statutes relative to aliens honorably discharged 
from the military service; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TEMPORARY HOME FOR CERTAIN PERSONS. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a tem- 
porary home for certain persons discharged from the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and secondi time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OATHS ADMINISTERED BY NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4353) to authorize the 
commissioned officers of the United States Navy to administer oaths in 
connection with the enlistment of persons for the naval service; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES, ETC. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4355) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-com- 
missioned officers of the United States Army who have served for a 
period of thirty years or upwards,” approved February 14, 1885; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSION. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4356) to increase the 
pensions of those who have lost eyes, limbs, or the use of them, are 
totally helpless, are deaf, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ALLENTOWN, PA. 


Mr. SOWDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4357) toerect a public build- 
ing at Allentown, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to bans Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHARLESTON, S. C. 


Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4358) to increase the limit of 
cost for the public building in course of erection at Charleston, S. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SIGNAL OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4359) for the purchase of 
a site, including the building thereon, also for the erection of the nec- 
essary store-houses for the use of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, 
at the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 


ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF RULE XXVI. 

Mr. HEMPHILL submitted a resolution to amend Rule XXVI of 
the House; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

DISTRICT POLICE COURT, ETC. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4360) to 
abolish the police court and office of the justice of the peace in and for 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT MUNICIPAL LAWS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4361) to provide for 
the examination, ete., of certain manuscript volumes of the municipal 
laws of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 
MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. ELLIOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 4362) toamend an act entitled 
‘An act relating to vessels not propelled by sails or internal motive 
power of their own, and for other purposes,’ approved June 30, 1879; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD ACCIDENTS. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4363) to prevent the de- 
struction of human life by fire in railroad accidents; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF BONDS. 


Mr. TILLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4364) to limit the pre- 
mium above par at which the Secretary of the Treasury may purchase 
bonds for the sinking fund or for cancellation; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ARSENAL AT COLUMBIA, TENN. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4365) to authorize the 
construction of an arsenal for the manufacture of ordnance and crd- 
nance stores for the use of the Government of the United States, at 
Columbia, Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to - 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

` RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4366) 
to authorize the voluntary retirement of certain officers of the United 
States Navy who have rendered conspicuous services in battle; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ROAD TO THE NATIONAL CEMETERY, KNOXVILLE, TENN. 
* Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 4367) to authorize the con- 
struction of a macadamized road to the national cemetery at Knox- 
ville, Tenn. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduceda joint resolution (H. Res. 62) provid- 
ing for printing the annaal report ofthe Commissioner of Labor; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNUAL CLERK, PRINTING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also submitted a resolution to allow the Com- 
mittee on Printing an annual clerk; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

PURCHASERS OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 

Mr. GLASS introduced a bill (H. R. 4368) to protect innocent pur- 
chasers of patented articles, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. PHELAN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 63) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States empowering Con- 
gress to grant aid to common-school systems of the several States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PHELAN also submitted a resolution to print and distribute 
extra copies of a joint resolution to amend the Constitution, empower- 
ing Congress to grant aid to public schools; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. H 

FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM. 

Mr. PHELAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4370) to amend co paka 
laws by extending the free-delivery system to monthly cals; 
which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION TO TEAMSTERS. 

Mr. PHELAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4371) to amend the pen- 
sion laws by placing on the pension-rolls teamsters who were in active 
service during the Mexican war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO MEMPHIS NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. PHELAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4372) to provide for the | 
construction of a macadamized road from the city of Memphis, in the 
State of Tennessee, to the national cemetery near said city; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DEALERS IN COUNTERFEIT MONEY. 

Mr. ENLOE introduced a bill (H. R. 4373) to punish dealers and 

pretended dealers in counterfeit money and other fraudulent devices ° 
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for using the United States mails; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4374) to appropriate and set 
apart the proceeds of the sales of the public lands annually to the aid of 
common schools free from Federal supervision or control; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. LANHAM submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized during this session 


only, until further ordered by the House, toemployan assistant clerk to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day, 


DISPUTED BOUNDARY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND TEXAS. 


Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4375) to create a board 
of arbitration to settle and determine the controversy between the 
United States and the State of Texas, relating to certain territory by 
them respectively claimed; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DALLAS, TEX. 


Mr. ABBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 4376) making an appropria- 
tion to complete and furnish the Federal court house and post-office 
building in the city of Dallas, Tex.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM, 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 4377) relating to the postal 
money-order system; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

POLYGAMY. ‘ 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
64) for the amendment of the Constitution of the United States in re- 
gard to polygamy and polygamous association or cohabitation between 
the sexes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. - 


EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES JUDGES. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4378) to 
regulate the salaries and expenses of the United States circuit judges 
ot the second judicial circuit; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF JUDGES OF DISTRICT COURTS. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4379) to 
regulate the salaries of the judges of the district courts of the United 
` States within the State of New York; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ARREST AND SURRENDER OF FUGITIVES. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, also introduced a bill (H, R. 4380) to 
regulate proceedings between the States for the arrest, detention, and 
surrender of fugitives from justice; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF ZACHARY TAYLOR. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 4381) forthe erection of an eques- 
trian statue of ex-President Zachary Taylor; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MANCHESTER, VA. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4382) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Manchester, Va.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


GLEASON’S HORSE-TAMING SYSTEM, 


Mr. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4383) to request 
Prof. O. R. Gleason to write a book embracing his entire system of 
“í training and educating horses, the science of horse-shoeing,’? ete., and 
that Congress purchase and publish said book for Government use and 
the improvement of the military service, United States Army; also, 
_ to employ Prof. O. R. Gleason to teach his system as laid down in his 
book, and to perform such other duties as may be hereafter named; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION OF PENSIONS, = 


Mr. LEE introduced a bill (H. R. 4384) to restore pensions in certain 
cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOWS OF KEEPERS AND SURFMEN, 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4385) to pro- 
vide for the widows of keepers and surfmen who Jose their lives while 
on duty in the Life-Saving Service; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS IN VIRGINIA, 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4386) es- 
tablishing additional life-saving stations on the seacoast of the United 
States in Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


QUARANTINE STATION AT CAPE CHARLES, 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4387) to 
establish a permanent quarantine station at or near Cape Charles, Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF LIFE-SAVING CAPTAINS AND CREWS. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4388) to 
pay captains and crews of the Life-Saving Service during summer 
months; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPH TO CHINCOTEAGUE INLET. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4389) to 
extend the Government telegraph line at Chincoteagne Inlet, Virginia, 
along the seacoast to connect with the Government cable at Cape Charles, 
Virginia, and for signal stations along the same; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. x 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4390) 
for the erection of a public building for the use of the custom-house 
and post-office at Newport News, in the district of Yorktown, Va., and 
making an appropriation therefor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

APPROACHES TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, DANVILLE, VA. 

Mr. JOHN R. BROWN introduced a bill (H. R. 4391) to provide for 
continuing the grading and paving of the approaches to the national 
cemetery near Danville, Va.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. JOHN R. BROWN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4392) to repeal 
the internal tax on tobacco, and to provide for a rebate; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION OF TOBACCO AND FRUIT BRANDY, 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 4393) to repeal the 
laws known as the internal-revenue laws so far as they relate to tobacco 
and fruit brandy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

POPLAR GROVE CEMETERY, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. GAINES introduced a bill (H. R. 4394) making an appropriation 
to construct a road from Petersburgh, Va. to Poplar Grove Cemetery, in 
Dinwiddie County, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEALTH REPORT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 65) authorizing 
the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

WEST VIRGINIA TROOPS IN LATE WAR. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of West Vir- 
ginia troops acting under authority of the governor of said State dur- 
ing the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS AGAINST UNITED STATES. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4396) to authorize the re- 
examination of certain claims against the United States; whick was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 5 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4397) to regulate promotions 
in the Navy, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAX. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4398) to repeal all internal- 
revenue taxes upon domestic tobacco in all forms, and upon the dealers 
therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
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WEST VIRGINIA CLAIMS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bil) (H. R. 4399) to recognize and pay 
certain claims due by the State of West Virginia to citizens thereof for 
services rendered the United States in the late war, and which are 
properly chargeable to the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DUTIABLE GOODS, WHEELING, W. VA. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4400) extending the pro- 
visions of the act of June 10, 1880, in relation to the transportation of 
dutiable goods, to the port of Wheeling, W. Va.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF SAILORS AND MARINES. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4401) for the relief of certain 
sailors and marines of the Jate war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 4402) to amend” 


the pension laws by increasing the pension of soldiers and sailors who 
have lost anarm or leg in the service; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4403) to 
amend section 2 of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved January 29, 1887; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTS FALSELY STAMPED. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 4404) to prohibit the im- 
portation of articles of foreign manufacture bearing a stamp, mark, or 
imprint conveying the impression that such articles are of American 
manufacture; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

FRAUDULENT CLAIMS AGAINST FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4405) to prevent and 
punish the prosecution, under the protection of the United States, of 
fraudulent claims against foreign governments; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

INVESTIGATION OF TRADE COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4406) to create a com- 
mission for the investigation of combinations having for their object the 
enhancement of the prices of articles of interstate commerce in viola- 
tion of the laws of trade, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TITLE 33, REVISED STATUTES. - 


Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4407) to amend title 33 of 
the Revised Statutes as amended by chapter 121 of the laws approved 
March 3, 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON TOBACCO. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. 4408) to amend the 
second paragraph of Schedule F, chapter 121, laws of 1883, relating to 
the duties upon tobacco; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WEIGHT OF MAIL PACKAGES, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4409) to amend 
the Revised Statutes relative to the weight of mail packages; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITORS IN NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4410) to protect 
depositors in national banks, and to punish any officer of such bank 
who receives a deposit when said bank is insolvent; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

HELPLESS SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4411) to amend 
chapter 236 of the laws of 1880, relating to certain pensioned soldiers 
and sailors who are utterly helpless from injuries received or disease 
contracted while in the United States service; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS CONFINED IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduceda bill (H. R. 4412) granting pen- 
sions and a certain per diem to disabled soldiers and sailors of the war 
for the Union, who were confined in so-called Confederate prisons, and 
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also granting a certain per diem to the widows of any such soldiers and - 
sailors as died in said prisons; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4413) granting 
pensions to disabled soldiers and sailors of the National Army in the 


war for the Union; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PER DIEM EMPLOYÉS OF THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 4414) to regu- 
late the compensation of per diem employés of the United States Gov- 
ernment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. 4415) to promote 
the speedy settlement of private land claims in New Mexico and Ari- 
zona; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

EL PASO DE LOS ALGODONES GRANT, ARIZONA. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4416) forfeit- 
ing the El Paso de los Algodones grant in Arizona and restoring same 
to the public domain; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNORGANIZED COUNTIES IN THE TERRITORIES, 

Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 4417) for the annexation of 
unorganized counties in the Territories to judicial districts when the 
Legislature is not in session; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT, DAKOTA, 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4418) to increase the 
number of associate justices of the supreme court of the Territory of 
Dakota, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SIOUX FALLS, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4419) for the erection of 
a public building at Sioux FaHs, Dak.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MUNICIPALITIES IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4420) relieving munici- 
palities in the Territories in certain cases; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREE BRIDGE AT GRAND FORKS, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4421) granting to the 
city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges at said 
city across the Red River; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT ELLIS, MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4422) to dispose of the Fort 
Ellis military reservation, in Montana, under the homestead law; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY POST AT SANTA FÉ. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 66) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to enlarge the military post at Santa 
Fé, N. Mex., and appropriating $200,000 for that purpose; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4423) relating to certain 
acts of the twenty-seventh Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the _ 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

MESILLA VALLEY CANAL COMPANY. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4424) authorizing the 
Mesilla Valley Canal, Land, and Improvement Company to divert water 
from the Rio Grande inside the limits of the Fort Selden military reser- 
vation for irrigation and other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CONFIRMING CERTAIN LANDS TO ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4425) to confirm the title to 
certain lands to the town of Albuquerque, N. Mex.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H, R. 4426) fixing the compensa- 
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tion of United States district attorneys, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

~ FEES AND COSTS OF CLERKS, MARSHALS, ETC. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4427) to extend the act 
of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed 
clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved February 26, 1853, 
and section 837 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to the Ter- 
ritories of New Mexico and Arizona; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 


printed. — 
ADMISSION OF UTAH. 

Mr. CAINE introduced a bill (H. R. 4428) for the admission of the 
State of Utah into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNEXATION OF A PORTION OF IDAHO TO WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 4429) to annex a portion 
of the Territory of Idaho to Washington Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

PROPOSED STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4430) to provide for 
the formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED NEW STATES. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4431) to provide for 
the formation and admission into the Union of the States of Wash- 
ington, Dakota, Montana, and New Mexico, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4432) to declare for- 
feited certain lands granted to aid in the construction of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RESTORATION OF CERTAIN LANDS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4433) to relieve from 
reservation certain lands heretofore withdrawn for railroad purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS WITHIN RAILROAD LAND-GRANT LIMITS. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4434) for therelief of 
settlers within the limits of railroad land ts; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 

ordered to be printed. 

; REDUCTION OF PRICE OF CERTAIN AGRICULTURAL LANDS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4435) for the reduc- 
tion of price of agricultural lands within the limits of the grant of lands 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, exclusive of ans granted 
to said company, to the minimum price of $1.25 per acre, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES, LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4436) authorizing 
registers and receivers of United States land offices to enforce the attend- 
ance of witnesses in their respective districts; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SETTLERS, PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4437) for the protec- 
tion of settlers upon certain public lands of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4438) permitting all 
persons who have lost their homestead rights to make new entries; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL HOMESTEAD RIGHTS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4439) to amend the act 
of March 3, 1879, granting additional rights to homestead settlers within 
railroad limits; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. j 

INDEMNITY FOE SCHOOL SECTIONS, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4440) to provide in- 
demnity for school sections in Washington Territory sold as mineral 
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lands, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SETTLERS ON SCHOOL LANDS, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4441) for the relief of 
certain settlers upon school lands in Washington Territory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4442) to provide for 
one additional associate justice of the supreme court of Washington 
Territory, and for other p ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE, ETC, 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4443) to promote the 
faithful administration of the public trusts, and to secure more effi- 
cient civil-service reform, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 


ice, and ordered to be printed. 


POLYGAMY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 67) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibit- 
ing polygamy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION RAILROAD PROPERTY, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4444) to provide for 
the taxation of railroad property in Washington Territory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY MEADOW RESERVE, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4445) to restore the 
abandoned military meadow reserve in Walla Walla’ County, Wash- 
ington Territory, to the public domain, and to dispose of the same to 
settlers thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF BOUNTY-LAND LAW. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R.4446) to amend sec- 
tion 2427 of the Revised Statutes, so as to extend the benefits of the 
bounty-land law to the volunteers who served in the Oregon and 
Washington Indian war of 1855 and 1856; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Pablic-Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ARMS LOANED BY WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4447) to credit the 
Territory of Washington on the books of the Ordnance Department with 
the sum of $12,387.57 for arms and cartridges loaned to the State of 
Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUBPORT OF ENTRY AT SEMIAHMOO, 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 70) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to establish a subport of entry 
and a port of call at Semiahmoo, Wash.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4448) prohibiting the 
immigration of Chinese into the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORT TOWNSEND. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of Washington Territory, praying for an additional appropria- 
tion for the completion of the public building at Port Townsend; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT GRAY’S HARBOR, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4449) makihg an ap- 
propriation for establishing a first order light-house and fog-signal at 
Gray’s Harbor, Washington Territory; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPREME COURT OF WYOMING. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 4450) providing for an addi- 
tional associate justice of the supreme court of Wyoming, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHEYENNE, WYO. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4451) for the erection of a 
public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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YELLOWSTONE PUBLIC PARK, 


Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4452) to amend sections 
2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, setting 
apart a certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Yellow- 
stone River as a public park; which was read a first and second time, 
ere to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 


SALE OF DESERT LANDS. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4453) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to provide for the sale of desert lands in certain States 
and Territories; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


WYOMING LEGISLATURE. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4454) to fix the number of 
the council and house of representatives of the Territory of Wyoming, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PROBATE COURTS IN WYOMING. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R, 4455) to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the probate courts in Wyoming Territory; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GRANT OF LANDS TO WYOMING. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4456) granting certain lands 
tc the Territory of Wyoming for public purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. j 

f WATER-WORKS OF FORT D. A. RUSSELL, WYOMING. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4457) providing for the 
completion of the water-works of Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Terri- 
tory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS BIG WIND RIVER, WYOMING. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4458) for the construction 
of a bridge across the Big Wind River, on the Shoshone Indian reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND OFFICES IN WYOMING. 


Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4459) to establish two ad- 
ditional land offices in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories has been com- 
pleted. If there be no objection, the Chair will now recognize gentle- 
men who were not in their seats when their States were called. 

‘There was no objection. 


FORT RILEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4460) granting 
right of way to the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Com- 
pany into and upon the Fort Riley military reservation, in the State of 

and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to thé Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BRUNSWICK, GA. 

Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 4461) for the erection of 
a custom-house and post-office building at Brunswick, Ga.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAVANNAH, GA. 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4462) to authorize 
the condemnation of land for the site of a public building in the city 
of Savannah, Ga.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the garam gk on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATCHISON, KANS. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 4463) to provide for the 
erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and Govern- 
ment offices at the city of Atchison, Kans.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MALONE, N. Y. 

Mr. MOFFITT introduced a bill (H. R. 4464) for the erection of a 
public building at Malone, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF NAVAL ENSIGNS. ‘ 

Mr. HAYDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4465) to regulate the pay 
of ensigns of the United States Navy; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


OWNERSHIP OF REAL ESTATE IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (H. R. 4466) to amend an act en- 
titled “‘An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territo- 
ries to American citizens,” etc., approved March 3, 1887; which was 
read á first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAR HARBOR, ME. è 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4467) for the erection of a 
public building at Bar Harbor, Me.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF TAXES. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4468) to reduce the 
internal-revenue and tariff taxes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WAGON-BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4469) authorizing the con- 
struction of a high wagon-bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Sioux City, Iowa; which was read a first anf second time, referred to 
the Committee Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 4470) to regulate the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States district judges and of the courts over which 
they preside in the State of Alabama; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MINT AT ST. LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4471) to establish a mint of 
the United States at St. Louis, Mo.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, HELENA, ARK. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H} R. 4472) for a public building at 
Helena, Ark.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed 20,000 copies of the President's last annual mes- 
sage for the use of the House. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. BANKHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 4473) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to exclude the public lands in Alabama from the 
operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,” approved March 3, 
1883, and to extend the provisions of said act, and the amendments 
thereto, to the public lands in the States of Mississippi, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, and Florida; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

: TAXES ON TOBACCO, 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 4474) to repeal the taxes 
on manufactured chewing and smoking tobacco, and on dealers therein, 
and on wholesale and retail dealers in leaf-tobacco; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POST-ROADS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 7 
of the act entitled ‘‘An act establishing post-roads, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1877; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. McCREARY offered the following oat sen Yak oe read, re- 

ferred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be allowed a clerk, to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until June 30, 1888, at the rate 
of $2,000 per annum; and that the Committee on Appropriations be, and 
hereby, instructed to provide for an annual clerk to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims for the next fiscal year in the legislative, executive,and judicial 
bill, at the rate of $2,000 per annum. 


REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4476) to amend 
section 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the Army against certain soldiers,” approved May 17, 1886; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PAY FOR EMPLOYES IN FOLDING-ROOM. 
Mr. LAWLER offered the following resolution; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed: 


That the Committee on Appropriniions be directed to provide in 
appropriation bills to pay Char! 


Ri 
one of th les Brererton $158 for services per- 


- 


364 


formed in the orp: eben folder, by direction of the Doorkeeper, for which 
he has not been paid, 

To pay Howard A. Wiltberger $75 for forty-five days’ service at $50 per month 
performed as a folder in the folding-room, by direction of the Doorkeeper, for 
which he has not been paid. 


REFUND OF EXCESSIVE DUTIES. 


Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 4477) to refund excessive duties 
caused by extraordinary overvaluation of the Austrian florin in the 
year 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. 4478) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF LABOR TROUBLES, 


Mr. LAWLER asked and obtained unanimous consent that the fol- 
lowing resolution offered by him yesterday should be printed in the 
RECORD: 

Whereas labor strikes are occurrin; 
mechanics, artisans, and laborers, skilled and unskilled, according to state- 
ments in the daily press, are restless and dissatisfied, and banding together for 
mutual protection against the alleged wrongs to which labor is being subjected 
at,the hands of corporate capital; and 

hereas it is a matter of grave concern to the general welfare that our labor- 
ers, artisans, and mechanics should remain contented, and, if necessary, enjoy 
some redress for grievances, if any such grievances exist: Therefore, 

Beit resolved, That a select committee of seven Representatives be appointed by 
the Speaker, to consist of four of the majority and three of the minority, whose 
duty it shall be to immediately institute investigation into the causes and facts 
underlying and appertaining to the existing labor strikes; that said select 
committee, or any subcommittee thereof, shall sit at Washington or proceed 
elsewhere, if in their judgment the same shall be necessary for the purposes of 
this investigation, and that said committee, or subcommittee thereof, shall 
have power to issue subpcenas, administer oaths, and send for persons and 

pers, examine witnesses, and to employ a stenographer or stenographers and 
such other clerical assistance as they may deem necessary, and the expenses 
thereof shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives, 
said committee to report the evidence taken to the House, together with such 
conclusions and recommendations ort ote as said committee may deem 
proper, and more especially to report what lation, if any, is needed to apply 
a remedy or ameliorate the condition of the laboring classes in the relations of 
employers and employed. 


in various sections of the country, and 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no further bills or resolutions, the Chair 
will proceed, under the rule, to call standing and select committees for 
reports. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now adjourn. ~ 

Mr. DUNN. Iam directed by the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries to make a report. 

Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 

Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, reported back with a favorable 
recommendation the bill (S. 261) to amend the law concerning the Com- 
missioner of Fish and Fisheries; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

CIRCULATING NOTES FOR NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. WILKINS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, reported back with a favorable recommendation the 
bill (H. R. 1733) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to national 
banking associations; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire that we have the regular or- 
der. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand that the regular order is the 
call of committees. 

Mr. ROGERS. The object of my demand is that the committees 
be called in their order. ° 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn, un- 
less the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] withdraws it. 

Mr. MILLS. Ido s® 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees for reports. 

ABRAM C. MYERS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably joint resolution (S. R. 6) for theremovalof all political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States upon Abram C. Myers; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. MACKALL. 
Mr. CULBERSON also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 3) to remove the political disa- 
ilities of William W. Mackall, of Virginia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar,and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 
ROBBERY IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr, ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 

with amendments the bill (H. R. 1213) to punish robbery and horse- 
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stealing in the Indian Territory; which was referred te the House Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


FORT BROWN RESERVATION, TEXAS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendments House resolutiou in regard to Fort Brown res- 
ervation, Texas; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. : 

The call of committees was continued and concluded, no further 
reports being presented. 

Mr. MILLS. | I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 50 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILIS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 4479) to pay Aaron Friedheim the 
rebate due him under the act of March 3, A. D. 1883—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4480) to authorize the reissue of certain United 
States currency to Thomas C. Simpson, of Arkansas—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4481) for the relief of the estate of William Moss, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4482) for the relief of 8. H. Pearce—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. t 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4483) for the relief of M. W. Locke, deceased—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4484) for the relief of R. R. Tinsley—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 4485) to incorporate the Central Cable 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4486) granting a pension to Elizabeth Boydston— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4487) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay certain creditors of the Pottawatomie Indians out of the funds of 
said Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
carry out and perform the treaty obligations of the United States with 
the Pottawatomie tribe of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of J. M. Hogan— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BIGGS: A bill (H. R. 4490) for the relief of J. M. Hogan— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 4491) granting a pension to Ro- 
sanna Robey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4492) granting a pension to Ellen Nightingale— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 4493) for the relief of Kansas and 
New Mexico Land and Cattle Company, limited—to the Committee 
on Claims. s 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 4494) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 4495) granting a pension to Elias E. 
Peterson— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 4496) to authorize and empower the 
Mount Carmel Development Company to draw water from the Wabash 
River or its tributaries in the county of Wabash and State of Illinois— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 4497) for the relief of Frances Hay- 
maker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 4498) granting a pension to Alfred 
Cover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4499) granting an increase of pension to Jasper N. 
Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 4500) grantinga pension to Melvin 
Seward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stilwell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4502) to correct the muster of Lewis C. Keeler, and 
authorizing money due him paid to his mother, Rebecca Keeler, and 
pensioning his mother—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 4503) for the relief of Eli Hull— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy 
Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4505) granting a pension to Vincent Bowlin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 4506) granting an incease of 
pension to Frederick Hutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of L. J. F. Jaeger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. A. R, ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4508) for the relief of 
` Ransom L. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4509) for the relief of Charles Max 
Wittig—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4510) granting a pension to Thomas Fagan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4511) granting a pension to Fritz Roddewig—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4512) directing the Secretary of War to amend 
the record of Prentice Holmes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4513) directing the Secretary of War to amend 
the record of W. H. DeFreest—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4514) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Mississippi River at Clinton, Iowa—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 4515) for the relief of Jesse W. Will- 
iams—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Delilah Agard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R.4517) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4518) for the relief of Will- 
iam P. Madden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4519) to grant a pension to William J. Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 
By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 4520) for the relief of Patrick 
Cook—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 4521) for the relief of the Selma 
and Meridian Railroad Company—to the Committee on Claims. 
' By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 4522) to appoint Charles V. Petteys 
and William T. Ousley assistant surgeons on the retired-list of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4523) for the relief of 
the estate of William Emmert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4524) for the relief of Samuel Shultz—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4525) granting a pension to Mary F. Watts—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 4526) for the relief of Mrs. 
Eliza E. Hebert, widow of Jules J. Hebert, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Eph- 
raim Reynold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 4528) for the relief of the Conti- 
nental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Company, 
the City Fire Insurance Company, and the Commercial Mutual Insur- 
ance Company, all of New York City; the Western Nationdl Bank, the 
Merchants’ National Bank, and the Maryland Fire Insurance Com- 
pany, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 4529) granting a pension to Minnie C. 
Boucher—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 4530) for the relief 
of Mary E. Fields—to the Committee on Military Affairs. * 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 4531) for the relief of the Chesa- 
peake Bank, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 4532) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Payson Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 4533) for the relief of Leman D. 
Forrest—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4534) for the relief of Emily G. Mills—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4535) for the relief of Charles H. Shippey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4536) for the relief of George B. Capwell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4537) for therelief of Maurice Hogan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4538) for the relief of Wooster Manderville—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) for the relief of Joseph W. Parker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4540) granting a pension to John Lord—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4541) granting a pension to Hiram Pedrick—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4542) granting a pension to Henry D. Wheeler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4543) granting a pension to David Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4544) granting a pension to James D. Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 4545) authorizing the Secretary of the 


` Treasury to state and settle the account of James M. Wilbur with the |, 
United States, and to pay said Wilbur such sum of money as may be 
due him thereon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 56) authorizing the 


use and improvement of Castle Island, in Boston Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4546) restoring to the pension-roll 
Andrew Gillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 4547) granting a pension to Will- 
iam J. Lombard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 4548) for the relief of James 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 4549) for the relief of Francis B. 
Fritz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 4550) granting a pension to Chloe 
Quiggle, widow of Phillip Quiggle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 4551) for the relief of 
James Healy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN. A bill (H. R. 4552) for the relief of James W. 
Saunders—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 4553) for the relief of Francis Marion 
Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the heirs of 
Preston Beck, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 4555) for the relief of Daniel Mc- 
Bride—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4556) to confirm New Madrid loca- 
tion survey No. 2889, and to provide for issue of patent therefor—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 4557) for the relief of George F. 
Chilton--to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 4558) for the reliefof Henry J. Hew- 
itt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 4559) granting a pension to Samuel 
Galyean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4560) granting a pension to Harris Fulford—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4561) for the relief of Henry N. Deaver—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. k 

By Mr. LAIRD: A bill (H. R. 4562) for the relief of Thomas Fletcher 
Foley, alias Thomas Fletcher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 4563) directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to refund money wrongfully paid for duties on imports by 
Daniel Marcy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER (by request): A bill (H. R. 4564) granting 
a pension to Reuben C. Philbrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HIRES: A bill (H. R. 4565) granting a pension to William 
Gruff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4566) granting a pension to William P. Marsh—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 4567) granting a pension to Moses 
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 4568) for the relief of Hugo Wedeles—to 
the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 4569) for the relief of Lester E. 
Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4570) for the relief of Willian Harris—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4571) granting a pension to Jacob Shear—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 4572) for the relief of Franz and Charles 
Huning and others—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4573) to provide forthe adjustment of the accounts 
of Edwin A. Merritt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 4574) for the relief of Henry Moore— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 4575) granting a pension to Michael 

in—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENMAN: A bill (H. R. 4576) granting a pension to Al- 
bert Moses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 4577) paning a pen- 
sion to Newton Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 4578) granting a pension to Eve- 
line M. Alexander, widow of Bryt. Brig. Gen. Andrew J. Alexander— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4579) granting a pension to Mary G. Crocker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4580) granting a pension to Farnaren Ball—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Thomas Mathews and 
others—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 4582) for the relief of G. 
Kaemerling and others—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 4583) for the relief of Warren L. 
Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4584) granting a pension to Mary A. Wicks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 4585) granting a pension to W. T. 
clare the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 4586) granting a pension to Long- 
gc Middleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 4587) for the relief of Jonathan 
—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4588) for the relief of Darius Sibert—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. C. E. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to 
Andrew Gnopf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
“Also, a bill (H. R. 4590) granting a pension to Jacob Fry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension to Maria Beiser—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Besos GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 4592) to correct the muster of 
pec ER —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Robe ait R. 4593) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Cox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4594) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice A. Cun- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4595) RSE AE A Dae Ae ae te ee 
the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4596) panting a pension to William Lowe—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 4597) granting a pension to Lucinda 
Phifer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. Set aces o pon to Harrison Wagner— 
to the Committee on In 
By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 4599) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay the city of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, one-half the cost of co: pavements in front of the United 
States custom-house in said city and making an appropriation there- 
for—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 4600) granting anincrease of pension 
to Rosalie Bleeker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4601) to amend the naval record of Nicholas Leus- 
chen, Peter Leuschen, and Loth Possum—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. HARMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 4602) for the relief of 
William H. Yi to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HINSTAND: A bill (H. R. 4603) to refund to Joseph B. 
Burkholder the sum of $330—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 4604) to increase the pension of Annie 
Gibson Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 4605) granting a pension to Abraham 
B. Stricker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4606) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Butler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4607) granting a pension to David Sparrow—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4608) for the relief of Samuel Engle—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4609) for the relief of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company, and other claimants—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BAYNE (by request): A bill (H. R. 4610) granting a pen- 
sion to John D. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 4611) authorizing the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice of the Senate, to confer commissions by 
brevet in certain cases—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 4612) for the relief of Daniel O. 
Sullivan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LYNCH: A bill (H. R. 4613) granting a pension to Isaac 
Kishbough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 4614) for the relief of Lewis T. 
White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 4615) for the relief of Eliza McIntyre, 
administratrix of Robert McIn to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Samuel 
Hicks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4617) granting a pension to Margaret Mathers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4618) granting a pension to W. H. Obrin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4619) restoring to the pension-roll Eloy Madron— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 4620) forthe relief of J. W. Jeffer- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4621) forthe relief of the heirsor legal represent- 
atives of Claiborne De deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4622) for the relief of F. Louis Morat—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4623) for the relief of A. L. Davis—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill R. 4624) for the relief of the estate of 
John W. Whitfield—to the ittee on Claims, 


By Mr. J. W. STEWART: A bill (H. rley Se for the relief of Alex- 
ander Wilkie—to the Committee on Military Affi 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 4626) for the relief of Mary B. Kirby— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: A bill (H. R. 4627) to relieve certain soldiers from the 

of desertion—to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 4628) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of Samuel A. Morehead—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H R. 4630) for the relief of certain citizens of North- 
ampton County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 4631) to authorize the Court of Claims 
to take jurisdiction of and adjudge the claim of the Piedmont Railroad 
Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 4632) granting a pension to Archi- 
bald D. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4633) granting a pension to Morris T. Mantor— 
to the Comnti ie i T) Pensions, 

Also, a bil 4634) granting a pension to Henry Carpenter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FELTON: A bill (H. R. 4635) granting a pension to Charles 
B. Sears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 4636) for the relief of Seneca D. 
Marble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: A bill (H. R. 4637) to remove the 
charge of desertion from John B. Webber—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H, R. 4638) for the relief of Right 
Rev F. Jausseus, bishop of Natchez—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAYNER: T bill (H. R. 4639) for the relief of Rachel Wal- 
o To the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4640) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas W. 
Middleton—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 4641) for the relief of Frederick N. 
Perkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: A bill (H, R. 4642) granting a pension to Jacob 
Mayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and a ee laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as fo! 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition at Jaane Williams, for invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. €. L. ANDERSON: Papers in the claims of Dr. James Car- 
roll. of Yazoo County, and of W. A. Moore, of Scott County, Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. S. BAKER: Petition in behalf of the bill for the relief of cer- 
tain members of Companies G and K, Thirteenth Regiment New York 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of John Mullan, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of David M. Davis, of Alabama, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of John D. Reed, for an original pension— 
to Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., for 
an appropriation for the signal office at that place—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the same, relative to the reduction of the surplus 
in the Treasury—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Thomas J. Hickman, executor 
of E. Blanchard, of Grant Parish, Louisiana, forreference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., for the issu- 
ts of fractional currency—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


ee Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Jonathan Allspaugh and of Da- 
rius ” sibert, for removal of charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 


ey ne BOUND: Petition of divers citizens of Shamokin, Pa., for 
the establishment of a system of national telegraphy—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Papersin theclaim of Adolphus Goddin, of James 
City Sauni Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Franklin B, Fritz, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Petition of T. A. Walker and others, asking 
for the of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Longstaff Middleton, for original pen- 


Bad the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of citizens of Washington Territory, 
the reduction of the tariff on lumber—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
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Also, resolutionsof Southworth Post No. 222, Grand Army of the Re- 
ublic, for the passage of a service pension bill—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Charles Gallagher, for relief—to the Committee on 


Also, resolutions of the of Pennsylvania, for a bill to re- 
fund to the States and Territories and District of Columbia the tax 
collected under the act of August 5, 1861—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of Palestine Broughton, for an original 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the trustees of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Home, "for relief—to the Committee on the Di of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of J. W. Fanman and of Marl- 
borough, Mass., fora system of national telegraphy—to the Committee 

~ on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of N. B. Douglass and others, of Sherborn, Mass., for 
ere in postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Eloy Madron, for restoration to the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of James Lee, for removal of charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Dr. John W. King, of Warren 
County, Mississippi, to be allowed to sue in Court of Claims for pro- 
ceeds of his cotton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of John L. Hebron, and of 8. D. Clark, heir of 
A. T. Clark, of Warren County, Mississippi, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of 2,500 Good Templars, on temper- 
ance—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

- _ By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Austin Blair and others, for grant- 
ing a pension to the widow of General James B. Ricketts—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): Petition of Mary E. Fields, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONGER: Papers to accompany House bill 154, for relief 
s CnthiaJ. Carlton, and House bill 152,for relief of Theresa Gueliet— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for relief of Robert McNutt, 
and House bill 156, for relief of W. D. Clark—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 2213, for relief of Tellissa W. 
Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of Hugo Wedeles, Se parank of ee 
dation claim—to the Committee on Indian 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of i PESSA Conte ieh: 
igan, in favor of a postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Grand Traverse County, Michigan, for 
amendment to the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Remonstranee of 1,100 citizens of Idaho Territory, 
against any division of said Territory—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers in the claims of Walter L. Otey, of Sallie 
G. Ford, and of Frank Rhodes, of Phillips County; of Pleasant H. 
Thompson, of St. Francis County, and of ohn R. Semblen, of Forest 
ay, ae e Committee spin Claims, 

y ENLOE: Petition of Henry F. Bridges, of Huntingdon, 
Tenn., for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers in the claim of James A. Henry, of Henderson County, 
and of Henry Melton, of Henderson County, Tennessee—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Petition of 1,495 business men and citizens 
of Buffalo, N. Y., for the erection of a new post-office building in that 
Ge METS Oe See on Ena Buildings and Grounds. 

y etition of Charles B. Sears, for original - 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. fo 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of E. E. Caldwell, for reference of his claim 
to a oes Ki ee Si the Committee on War Claims. 

y RNEY: Papers in the claim of George P. Plowman, of 
Talladega County, Alabama. iai 

By Mr. FUNSTON. Petition of William Dorman, for an original 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, GALLINGER: Petition of Reuben C, Philbrick, foran origi- 
nal pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of James A. Mitchell, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Seneca D. Marble, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of James L. Marsh for an original 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial in favor of a pension for Catherine Fox—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of H. E. Soule and many others, of Wilkesville, Ohio, 


for the passage of a bill granting a pension to William Lowe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Robert'C. Berry, late lientenant Company H, Sev- 
enty-seventh Ohio Infantry, for relief—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial for a pension to Mrs. Alice A. Cunningham—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial for a pension to Gaston Winters—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of Andrew Gillan, for a special act of 
relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Charles M. Wittig, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of G. 8. Hubbard and 70 others, 
aking for an additional day for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of John W. Barrett, late of Com- 
pany I, Eighty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, for an in- 
crease of n—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Elias E. Peterson, for an original pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of B. R. Hackney, for reference of his claim— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOVEY: Petition of Vincent Bowlin, and of Nancy Bald- 
win, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William F, Gardner and 16 others, and of Clinton 
Jackson and 29 others, asking pensions for all honorably discharged 
soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDD: Petition for a preliminary survey of the harbor at 
Centreville, Manitowoc County, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of Johson Van Sickle, and of 


Robert B. panan DE for removal of charges of desertion—to the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES: Papers in the case of the Mobile Marine Dock Com- 
pany—to the Committee on War Claims. 

, papers in the case of the creditors of the Deposit Savings Asso- 
ciation of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Paper in the case of the Merchants’ National 
Bank of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., forrelief—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, papers relating to the claimof Charles Stobsbury—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Two remonstrances of citizens of the Twenty- 
first district of Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as aState— 
to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Nancy Riddle and of W. P. Barton, of 
Clark County, Arkansas, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of John W. Barton and of Nancy Riddle, 
of Clark County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Sallie Delling, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George P. Haven, for removal of charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers in the claims of Mary Chamberlain, of 
De Soto County; of Littleton Stokes, of Union County; of Daniel Pe- 
trea, of Panola County, and of John Price, of La Fayette County, Mis- 
sissippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John C. Julian, of Mississippi, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of A. J. Barnes, for relief, to accompany 
House bill 643—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Catharine Black, for a widow’s pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolutions of the State Viticultural Commissioners of Califor- 
nia, concerning the duty on imported brandies, and other matters—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ellen Nightingale, for a pension—to the Committee . 
seal 0s Invalid Pensions. 

tition of Rosanna Roby, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid ensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of J oseph Richardson and’ of, Alfred Blox- 
ham, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill appropriating $2,500 for the improvement 
or Bayou Bartholomew, in Louisiana and Arkansas—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill appropriating $20,000 for the improvement of Bœuf 
River, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of 48 citizens of the Twentieth district 
of Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition for the relief of J. W. Parish—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Oliver M. Farrand, for relief—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


> - 
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Also, petition of Margaret A. Rush, for restoration to pension-rolls— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of citizens of South Carolina, in reference 
to the improvement of the Congaree River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Jesse W. Williams, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, affidavits in support of the bill (H. R. 241) for relief of John 
Summers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Judson Kilpatrick Post, No. 36, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Newton, Kans., favoring a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of H. C. Dauntless and 295 others, citizens of Kiowa 
County, Kansas, favoring a postal telegraph—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of John W. Koen, administrator, of 
Shelby County, and of Charles W. Rich, and of James H. Cocke and 
F. A. Mayo, executors of Thomas R, Cocke, of Fayette County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr, PLUMB: PetitionofO. R. Adams and 29 others, business men 
and firms of Marseilles, Ill., for the sending of business cards to be sent 
through the mails on letter envelopes and circulars—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Daniel O. Sullivan, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, petition of Louisa S. Guthrie, widow and executrix of Capt. 
John J. Guthrie, for relief—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Dr. James Ray, administrator of 
Dr. George Hill of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of William J. Lambard, for an origi- 
nal pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr: ROGERS: Papers in the claim of Eli G. Collier, of Yell County, 
and of James M. Wood, of Crawford County, Arkansas—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Lydia Calhoun, asking to be restored 
to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of Mary A. Wicks fora special pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of Rosalie Bleecker, widow of John Van 
B, Bleecker, paymaster United States Navy, for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of citizens of Bedford County, Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of the reissue of fractional currency—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of William Smith and 96 others, citizens 
of Hancock County, Ohio, for a telegraph system under Government 
control—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. M. Allen and 55 others, citizens of Putnam 
County, Ohio, for a pension to William A. Brown—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. A. Valentine and 84 others, citizens of Hancock 
County, Ohio, for a system of national telegraphy—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Dr. S. T. Weirick for increase in pay of contract 
rie ea in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, memorial of citizens of Wise, respecting land grants—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of T. Weed and 11 others, citizens of 
Westville, Ind., in behalfof Lydia Wright, widow of John A. Wright— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Grand 
Forks, Dak., for the passage of an act to permit a bridge to be built 
across Red River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, memorial of the same for an additional associate justice for that 
Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition and papers in the case of Sam- 
uel Schiffer, of New York, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of E. D. Pirce, of Pennville, Ind., for 
compensation for services covering a period of thirty-five years—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition of Eliza Trefred, for a special- 
act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Papersin the case of Nicholas Dailey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SYMES; Petition of F. A. Laird, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Mrs. C. A. Urquhart, New York, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of John Dryman, for original pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of John M. Dale, for removal of charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, petition of Newton Wilson, foran original pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of J. H. Cook, of Giles County, 
Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petitionof Nathan R. Belt, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rey. T. W. Howe and 50 others, citizens of Patas- 
kala, Licking County, Ohio, relative to the Sunday law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of Jane M. Anderson, tutrix of 
minor children of John M. Farrell, for reference of her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition for the relief of per diem employés of navy- 
yards and stations—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Also, petition asking that salt be placed on the free-list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ` 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

Feats Mr. ABBOTT: Of Mr. Cony and 24 others, of Dallas County, 
exas. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Of R. W. Wilson and 68 others, of Leako 
County, Mississip ppi, 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Of W. R. Jones and 6 others, of Alabama; 
of S H. Williams and others, of Alabama; of H. Cullpeper and 47 
others; of H. G. Amerson and 50 others, and of A. A. Daniel and others, 
of Ramsey; of James Mills and 54 others, Sipsey Turnpike, and-of L. 
M. Allen and 22 others, of Allen’s Factory, Ala. 

By Mr. BARRY: Of A. C. Harris and others, of Sabougla, Calhoun 
County, Mississippi. s 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of citizens of Culmersville, Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BOUND: Of citizens of Hickory, North County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of Mill Creek and of Allenville, Per- 
son County; and of Oak Hill, Granville County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Of citizens and others, of Raven Run; of Hepler, 
Schill, Pa. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens and others, of Leona, Bradford 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Of Dawson Williams and others, of Madison 
County, ene: 

By Mr. COBB: Of J. G. Failey and others, of Verbena, Ala. 

By Mr. COOPER: Of Henry Shope and 72 others, of Jumbo, Hardin 
pea and of L. Gates and 42 others, of Pulaskiville, Morrow County, 

0. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of Watauga Falls, of Aho, of Penly, 
of Herton, of Mast, and of Deerfield, Watauga County; of Creston, of 
Berlin, of Nathan’s Creek, and of Grassy Creek, Ashe County; of 
King’s Creek, and Collettsville, Caldwell County; of Chambers, Burke 
County; of Byrd, Wilkes County; of Gray, Alleghany County; of Old 
Furnace, Gaston County; of Swangs, Cleveland County; and of R. F. 
Sachey and others, North Carolina. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Of 10 citizens of Clinton County, Missouri. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of R. C. Cotham and 39 others, of Denson’s Land- 
ing; of W. T. Daniels and 46 others, of Tom’s Creek, Perry County; 
of D. H. Smith and 51 others, of Roxie, Carroll County; of T. L. Sim- 
mons and 66 others, of Mixie, Carroll County; of Wm. Francisco and 
31 others, of Bilbrey, Carroll County; of J. C. Springer and 40 others, 
of Gravel Hill, McNairy County; of A. D. Barrett and 70 others, of 
Montezuma, Chester County; of Thos. B. Tidwell and 48 others, of 
Gillis’ Mills, Hardin County; of M. L. Crow and 48 others, of Pick- 
wick, Hardin County; of A. J. Crouch and 40 others, of Mount Vista, 
Henry County; of E. D. Sneed and 42 others, of Law, Henderson 
County, and of J. C. Fincher and 45 others, of Crucier, Henderson 
County, Tennessee. 

Also, of W. J. Hurst and 30 others, of Hurst, and of James C. McCon- 
nell and 37 others, of Stantonyille, McNairy County; of J. N. Penick 
and 65 others, of Crider, Carroll County; and of R. R. Burch and 65 
others, of Morgan, Henderson County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Of S. C. Beckley and others, of Ruben M. Linsly 
and others, of Fairfield County; of J. P. Walton and others; of Henry 
L. Howe and others; of Almon J. Beach and others; of Oliver D. Tay- 
lor and others; of E. Simmons and others; of L. H. Buley and others; of 
Henry Sedgwicks and others, and F. H. Griswold and others, of Con- 
necticut. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of John H. Taylor and M. J. Hunter and others, 
of Troupe County, and of H. vee auen and W. C. Brown and others, of 
State Line, Heard County, Geo 

By eN GROUT: Of C. P. Hollister and 57 others, of North Mont- 

lier, 

Ry Me. GROSVENOR: Of F. C. Richardson and 65 others, of Ed- 
ward Bairum and 65 others, of J. S. Vamlay and 31 others, of Lula 
Snyder and 17 others, and of W. H. Edmonson and 73 others, of Wash- 
ington County; of Hugh Daugherty and 31 others, of Woodyards, Athens 
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County; of T. W. Betts and 32 others, of Morgan County, and of T. N. 
Chalf and 42 others, of Hull’s, Athens County, Ohio. 

By Mr. HATCH: Of citizens of Chariton, Mo. 

RRi Mr. HERBERT: Of Josiah Snider and 30 others, of Little Oak, 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of citizens and others of Lovi, Beaver County, 
Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of le, of Blocker’s, of Ryle’s 
Landing, of Taylor’s Bridge, of Giles’ Mills, of Waycross, N. C.; ot 
postmasters at Red Hill, Locust Hill, Sloop Point, Topsail, Stump 
Sound, and Snead’s Ferry, N. C.; of citizens of Maple Hill, of Haw- 
ley’s Store, N. C. 

ay Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Ceylon, Greene County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens of Signal, Columbiana County; of 
Richyille, Stark County, Ohio. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Of citizens of Rock Creek, of Brocktown, of Mount- 
ain Fork, of Stephens, of Minneola, and of Willow, Ark. 

Also, of citizens of Picken, Ark. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of A. C. Milliken and others, of Trenton, Me. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of Gravel Springs, Frederick County; of Ark- 
ton, Rockingham County, Virginia. ’ 

By Mr. PEEL: Of Wiley’s Cove, Searcy County, and of Fallsville, 
Newton County, Arkansas, 

Also, of citizens of Cassville, Newton County; of citizens of Swain, 
Newton County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. PERRY: Of citizens of Dorroh, 8. C.; of Power, of Cross 
Anchor, of T. B. Franks and others, of Perry Cantrell and others, of 
S. W. Farr and others, of W. F. Jones and others, of B. F. Bobo and 
others; of citizens of Somford, S. C.; of John M. Spencer; of citizens of 
Trueman, S. C.; of Alston, 8. C.; of W. B. Sevain and others, of Cross 
Hill; of Switzer, of John B. Shockley and others, of P. P. Yarborough 
and others, of Spartanburgh County, South Carolina. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of J. Buckley and 43 others, of Lawson; and of 
E. J. Purcell and 8 others, of Conductor, Kans, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of J. C. Lincon and 50 others, of Molino, 
Tenn.; of F. M. Carlton and 75 others, of Rockvale, Rutherford 
County; and of G. W. Reilly and 50, others, of Elk River, Franklin 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of citizens and others, of Avilla, Saline County, 
Arkansas. : 

By Mr. SENEY: Of Benjamin J. Bright and 48 others, of Seneca 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. VANDEVER : Of many citizens of San Diego, Cal. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 11, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXPENSES OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report from 
the secretary and disbursing agent of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission showing the disbursements for all purposes since the organiza- 
tion of the Commission, together with a memorandum of outstanding 
and unpaid obligations; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
city council of Wilmington, Del., favoring the establishment of a per- 
manent exposition in honor of the four hundredth anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America by Christopher Columbus; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution and the Dis- 
covery of America. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Zanesville, Ohio, favoring the proposed world’s exposition in honor of 
the fourth centenary of the discovery of America by Christopher Colum- 
bus; which were referred to the Select Committee on the Centennial of 
the Constitution and the Discovery of America. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Jeannie Stone, widow of General 
Charles P. Stone, praying to be granted a pension, and a petition of cit- 
izens of Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, and Pennsylvania in 
support of her petition; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of citizens of the First, Fourth, and 
Twelfth Co: ional districts of Missouri, praying for the passage of 
the bill for the prohibition of the manufacture, sale, and importation 
of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of the Eighth, 
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Twelfth, and Thirteenth Congressional districts of Indiana, praying for 
the passage of the bill for the prohibition of the manufacture, sale, and 
importation of all alcoholic beverages in the Districtof Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of one-armed and one-legged 
ex-soldiers òf Newark, N. J., praying for the passage of Senate bill 913, 
to grant arrears of pensions in certain cases; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, SABIN presented a resolution adoptod by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the expedition of the fast mail from 
the East to the Northwest in its transfer at Chicago so as to obviate the 
present unnecessary delay of two hours; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented aresolution adopted by the St. Paul (Minn.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, favoring the creation of an independent collection dis- 
trict with port of entry and residence of collector at St. Paul; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 180 citizens of the First and Fifth 
Congressional districts of Minnesota, praying for the passage of the bill 
for the prohibition of the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of Co- 
anit ra which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

um bia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 495) for the relief of Albert H. Emory, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 396) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix 
of William Perine, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 660) for the relief of Charles Murphy, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executdrs of Donald 
ional reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1071) for the relief of A. B. Norton, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 388) for the relief of L. B. Townsend, Louis 8. Lovell, W. C. Page, 
Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, Harvey Harter, Benjamin Harter, 
and Peter Hackett, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 178) for the relief of William B. Groff, of Newport, R. L, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 309) for the relief of R. G. Huston & Co., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 102) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. z 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 77) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire, reported adversely thereon, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted a supple- 
mental report to accompany the report from that committee heretofore 
submitted on the bill (S. 257) granting a pension to Mary 8. Logan; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 348) for a publie building for a marine hospital at 
Gallipolis, Ohio, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 570) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent 
at_Grand Ronde agency, State of Oregon, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. . 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, asked to 
be discharged from the further consideration of a letter of the Secretary 
of State, addressed to the chairman of that committee, in regard to the 
desire of the Government of Spain that currants and raisins should pay 
the same duty in the United States, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1349) for the relief of John Melli- 
font and Ellen Riordon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1350) to establish two ad- 
ditional land offices in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1351) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the 
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probate courts in Wyoming Territory; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1352) to provide for a minimum invalid 


pension of $8 per month; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1353) for the re- 


lief of the legal representatives of Peter Lyle, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 2 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1354) granting a pension to Helen 
Randolph; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 1355) for the relief of James 
Gilbert; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1356) for the relief of the heirs of 
Miguel Salinas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. y 
` Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1357) granting a pension to Mary 
Bowen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1358) granting a pension to James H. 
Barbour; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1359) for the relief of Mary A. 
Doud; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. SABIN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1360) for the increase 
of ions for the loss of an eye; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1361) to provide for the reduction 
ofthe Round Valley Indian reservation in the State of California, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. s 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1362) to facilitate 
promotions by retiring from active service officers of the Army who 
served in the war of the rebellion as general officers of volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1363) for the re- 
lief of John A. Lynch; which was read twice byits title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1364) to declare the sense ofan act en- 
titled ‘An act to reimburse the State of Pennsylvania for moneys ad- 
vanced Government for war purposes,’’ and to authorize a re-examina- 
tion of the settlement made by the Secretary of War thereunder; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1365) for the erection 
of a public building for the use of the custom-house and post-office at 
Newport News, in the district of Yorktown, Va., and making appro- 
separ therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

mmittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1366) to regulate the compensation 
of watchmen in the War, State, and Navy Departments of the Govern- 
ment; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. Talso presenta memorial to presi nee the bill, signed 
by a committee in behalf of the employés of those Departments, which 
I am requested to have referred, with the bill, to the Committee on Ed- 


ucation and Labor. I move the reference of the bill and accompanying 
pa to that committee. 
e motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1367) to amend section 2805 of the 
Revised Statutesof the United States, so as to allow oaths to be admin- 
istered by notaries public; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 1368) for the relief of the widow of 
Lieut. John F. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanyin peper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAULS Y introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 30) relating 
to international coinage; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 


DISTRIOT STREET-RAILWAY TAXES. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; whiĉh was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and itis hereby, 
directed to inquire whether the street-railway corporations of the ict are 
paying a fair proportion of taxes, regard being had to the value of their fran- 

and property and the amount of their earnings; and also whether a just 
tax upon the gross earnings of said companiesis not, in the public interest, pref- 
erable to the present system of valuing and taxing such property. 

And the said committee may, in prosecuting such inquiry, send for persons 
and papers, administer oaths, and employ astenographer; said committee to re- 
port by bill or otherwise, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
ask for the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to my honorable friend from Wisconsin that 
under the rule such a resolution has to go to the Committee on Con- 


tingent Expenses, to be reported by them. 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand that a resolution which involves the pay- 
ment of money from the contingent fund of the Senate requires to be 
submitted to the Committee on Contingent Expenses before its final 


passage. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
under the rules. : 


PACIFIC EAILWAY COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed 1o: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit to the Senate the report 
of the commissioners appointed by him under the pe lapsie of chapter 345 of 
the Statutes of the second session of the Forty-ninth Con , entitled “An act 
authorizing an investigation of the books, accounts, and methods of railroads 
which have received from the United States, and for other purposes,” 


DISTRICT PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was consid. 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, directed to report to the Senate alist of the names of all the teachers em» 
ner in the topte schools of the District of Columbia, giving in connection 
with each teacher the toomine ‘ 

J. The grade of school in w: now ey ger 

2, Length of service in the grade of school in which now employed. 

8. Length of service in the public schools of the District of Columbia. 

4. Present salary. 

5. Increase in salary the present school year. 3 

6. What salary the teacher would be entitled to receive under the schedule of 
salaries in force prior to its re; by the establishment of the present schedule 
by an order of the commissioners dated July 1, 1886. 

Also to report tha amount expended and to be expended during the present 
fiscal n for the purpose of industrial education in said public schools, distin- 
guish: the amounts so expended respectively in white and in colored schools; 
and giving in detail the names of the teachers, janitors, and other employés, the 
salary of each, the place where employed, the kind of instruction given by each 
teacher, the buildings rented and the rent paid per annum for each, the cost of 
fitting up each buil pg, ineludin; 


the cost of tools and ray the cost of 
materials and supplies for each school, the number of pupils in each school, and 
the number of hours per week each pupil receives instruction. 


TRAVIS’S PORTRAIT OF LINCOLN. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Library are instructed toinquire into the 


advisability of the purchase of the life-size portrait of Abraham Lincoln nted 
by the late W. F. Travis in the winter of 1304-65. ag 


SCHOOL LAND GRANTS TO STATES. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, First. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to report 
to the Senate the number of acres of public land granted by the United States 
Government to the respective States to which grants of land have been made for 
school purposes; that said report be made by States. 

Second. That he alsoreport the number of acres of public land that would be 
necessary to place those States which have never received such grants upon an 
equal footing with the States to which such grants have been made. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The information called for in the first branch of 
the resolution can all be found in the book known as The Public Do- 
main, compiled by a committee appointed a few years ago. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, but I prefer to have it in an official form from 
the Department. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CONDITION OF THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. HALE. I desire to call up a resolution submitted by me before 
the holiday recess, for the purpose of submitting some remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If not, the orderof morning business isclosed. The Senator from Maine 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolution which 
will be read ye Chief Clerk. 

The Chief k read the resolution submitted by Mr. HALE De- 
cember 12, 1887, as follows: 

Whereas sections 11 and 14 of “ An act to regulate and improve the civil sery- 
ice of the United States,” approved January 16, 1883, provide as follows: 

“Src, 11, That no Senator, or Representative, or Territorial Delegate of the 
Congress. or Senator, Representative, or Delegate e or any oi! or em- 
ployé of either ofsaid Houses, and no executive, judicial, military, or naval offi- 
cer of the United pao and no clerk or employé of any department, branch 
or bureau of the executive, judicial, or military, or naval service of the United 
States, shall, directly or ind y, solicit or receive, or be in any manner con- 
cerned in soliciting or receiving, any assessment, subscription, or contribution, 
for an litical purpose whatever, from any officer, clerk, or employé of the 
United dtates, or any department, branch, or bureau thereof, or from an person 
pope Pr | oe or compensation from moneys derived from the ry 
Si “src, 14. That no officer, clerk, or other person in the service of the United 
States shall, directly or indirectly, give or hand over to any other officer, clerk 
or per8on in the service of the United States, or to any Senator or member of 
the House of Representatives, or Territorial legate, any money or other val- 
uable hiag on account of or to be applied to the promotion of any political ob- 

t ver.’ 
Jo Ti whoreas the spirit of said act has been interpreted by the President and 
by the Commissioners of the Civil Service Commission charged with its execu- 
tion as forbidding all officers of the General Government from offensively par- 
ticipating in political conventions and elections, the President, in his ads 
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dressed to the heads of the Departments in the service of the General Govern- 
ment, dated July 14, 1856, setting forth his reasons for the same, as follows: 


“EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washington, July 14, 1836. 
“To the Heads of the Departments in the service of the General Government: 


“I deem this a proper time to especially warn all subordinates in the several 
Departments and all office-holders under the General Government against the 
use of their official positions in attemptsto control political movements in their 
localities. Office-holders are the agents of the people—not their masters. Not 
only is their time and labor due to the Government, but they should scrupu- 
lously avoid in their political action, as well as in the discharge of their official 
duty, offending by adisplay of obtrusive partisanship their neighbors who have 
relations with them as public officials. They should also constantly remember 
that their party friends from whom they have received preferment have not in- 
vested them with the power of arbitrarily managing their political affairs. They 
have no right as office-holders to dictate the political action of their party asso- 
ciates or to throttle freedom of action within agi lines by methods prac- 
tices which pervert every useful and justifiable del Gag o y organization. 

“ The influence of Federal office-holders should not be felt in the manipulation 
he! arscronry trae meetings and nominating conventions. The use by these 
officials of their positions to com their selection as delegates to political 
conventions is indecent and unfair, and proper regard for the proprieties and 
requirements of official place will also prevent their assuming the active con- 
duct of political campaigns. Individual interest and activity k political affairs 
are by no means condemned. Office-holders are neither disfranchised nor for- 
bidden the exercise of political privileges, but their privileges are not e: s 
nor is their duty to y increased to pernicious activity by office-holding. A 
just discrimination in this rd between the things a citizen may properly 
do and the purposes for which a public office should not be used is easy, in the 
light of a correct appreciation of the relation between the people and those in- 
trusted with official place anda ion of the necessity under our form 
of government of political action free from official coercion. You are requested 
to communicate substance of these views to those for whose guidance they 


are intended. 
“GROVER CLEVELAND.” 


es handing over—to officers, clerks, or other persons in the service of the 
nited States, Zand these persons, acting as officers of the association, as the 
representatives of the associated officers, clerks,and other persons in the sery- 
ice of the United States, are receiving money for political purposes, money to 


Senators, be, and the 
nted, whose duty it shall beto examine 


further to fally examine and report as to the offensive participation of officers 
and employés of the General Government in political conventions and elec- 


ons, 

Said committee is hereby authorized to employa clerk and stenographer, and 
shall have power to administer oaths, send for persons and papers; to sit in 
Washington or such other places as may be necessary, and to conductits inves- 
tigations through subcommittees, the expenses of the same to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate; and a full report of its p ngs shall be 
made to the Senate at as early a day as is practicable. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

x KRELL. I intended to offer an amendment to the resolu- 
tion. Iwill not offer it at this time, as the Senator from Maine, I see, 
desires to make some remarks upon the resolution. I did not know 
that that was the intention for which it was called up. 

Mr. HALE. I will do whatever is agreeable to the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not offer the amendment at this time. 

3 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine has the 
` floor. 

Mr. HALE. This resolution, Mr. President, has been offered with 
the sincere purpose of securing such an investigation as will disclose 
to Congress and to the American people the present condition of the 
civil service of the Government, and the performances of high and Iow 
officials in that service, as bearing upon a subject which, of late years, 
has assumed in our polities a position of considerable importance. 

Since the establishment pf the Government of the United States the 
extent of its civil service has kept pace with the remarkable growth of 
the country in territory, wealth, and population. All the old Depart- 
ments have become swollen to an extent never dreamed of by the fathers, 
and new Departments have been created to meet the wants of the people 
in doing business with their Government. A hundred questions are 
passed upon every week by the Federal officials, touching the rights of 
citizens, the subjects of which had no being when the Government was 
inaugurated. In the customs, in the public lands, in patents, in the 
post-office, in the Territories, and in our foreign relations a hundred 
men are needed to-day to do the work which was formerly done by two 
or three clerks. All the great business of the internal revenue is a new 
creation, and the Pension Bureau is a little world of affairs in itself. 

With all this has come a vast increase of responsibility, resting pri- 
marily upon the head of the Government and upon those who are called 
by him to preside over the different Departments. 

The extent and power of patronage have increased, to the alarm of 
many thoughtful men. As the years have gone by the American peo- 
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ple have seen different changes of administration, and generally the 
rule has been that each administration during the last fifty years has 
filled the offices with its political friends. When Abraham Lincoln 
took the oath of office on the 4th day of March, 1861, I venture tosay 
that the proverbial hunting fora needle in a hay-stack would have been 
ano more futile effort than would have been the search for a Repub- 
lican holding office under the General Government. The Democratic 
party stood as the exponent of the proposition that “to the victors 
belong the spoils.” 

During the eventful years that rested with their solemn responsibil- 
ities upon Mr. Lincoln’s shoulders the vast concerns in which his ad- 
ministration became involved led to an equally vast increase in nearly 
every branch of the service, and to fill these new places, as well as the 
old ones, Mr. Lincoln’s administration looked to the loyal population 
of the country in making its appointments. The test wasnot so much 
politics as loyalty, and Republicans and war Democrats received ap- 
pointment and promotion both in the fieldand in the civil service of the 
Government. Nota few of these beneficiaries so selected have within 
the last three years been turned out, in many cases to the charities of 
a cold world, to make places for those who neither had in the war nor 
now have any sympathy with the cause that Mr. Lincoln so faithfully 


pame 

ing the time that has elapsed since the war the Republican party 
has held the reins, with the exception of the few years of Andrew John- 
son’s troubled and fractious administration, and, with the exception of 
those years, most appointments in the civil service have been of persons 
in political sympathy with the administration. 

We have all seen that in late years it became a grievance and a scan- 
dal in the minds of many sincere, earnest, and patriotic men that ap- 
pointments should be so made. Civil-service-reform associations took 
up the subject in all parts of the country and discussed it and formu- 
lated their views, demanding reform, which were submitted to the Pres- 
ident and to Congress, and to the legislative and executive branches of 
the governments in different States. 

Inseparably connected with this agitation, and, perhaps, in a large 
degree accounting forthe growing sentiment behind it, was the alleged 
offensive participation of men holding Federal office in the politics of 
the country. The men and the associations who brought forward this 
grievance and who abhorred this scandal declared that not only the 
elections but the primaries and the caucuses which selected candidates 
to be supported by the different parties were under the manipulation 
and control of those who were generally known as and called ‘‘ office- 
holders.” It was proclaimed everywhere by those who urged the re- 
form, and the cry was taken up by Democratic newspapers and orators, 
that the vast army of men holding office, numbering near a hundred 
thousand, stood as a menace, and might at any time stifle the expression 
of the people’s voice when a change of administration should be hon- 
estly demanded. 

Late Republican administrations have recognized the force of this 
sentiment, and General Grant and President Hayes, during their re- 
spective administrations, sought to conform as far as might be with 
the reasonable demands of this agitation, and during the second ses- 
sion of the Forty-seventh Congress, in 1883, a Republican Congress en- 
acted the statute from which I have quoted in my resolution, which 
statute was approved by a Republican President and became the law 
of the land. 

President Arthur honestly and faithfully set the machinery of this 
statute to work,and in all the appointments to the classes covered by 
its provisions strictly followed its directions. The comparison that I 
would suggest between President Arthur’s course in this matter and 
the course of his successor is that President Arthur, as in all thingsin 
which he engaged, made no proclamation of his superior virtue in start- 
ing out, but contented himself with modestly and earnestly doing his 
duty under the law. He was not claqued and applauded, but none 
the less he was a practical and earnest civil-service reformer. Ihave 
not heard the contrary asserted orclaimed. In transmitting the report 
of the Civil Service Commissioners, February 28, 1884, to he 
says: 

Upon the good result which this law has already accomplished I congratulate 
Congress and the people, and I avow my conviction that it will henceforth prove 
to be of still more signal benefit to the public service. 

The Republican party, which President Arthur represented, was con- 
tent to see the operation of the civil-service-reform statute carried out 
through the land. A noticeable change took place in the construction 
of its party organizations, both in national and State politics, and all 
men holding office under the Government or connected in any way with 
its executive or legislative departments disappeared from its national, 
State, and local committees, and the management of its organizations 
through such committees passed into other hands. Like the acts of 
President Arthur, this was done with no flourish of trumpets, but 
oe as a tribute of obedience to the spirit of the law which had been 
enacted. 

I have not yet seen any recognition of this action of the leaders of the 
Republican party from any of the organizations which assume to rep- 
resent civil-service reform throughout the country. 

It is but fair to say for the persons who constituted the civil service 
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of the Federal Government at the time when the statute was enacted 
that in a vast majority of cases no complaint was made against them; 
they attended to their duties faithfully; they were good citizens, ap- 
preciated by their neighbors and friends. The administration of the 
Government through their labors had been conducted under one party 
for nearly twenty-five years with unexampled success, The percent- 
. age of deficits, of defalcations and embezzlements and losses to the 


Government in all its vast transactions had steadily decreased, so that 
under the last Republican administration the rate of the losses was 
so small as compared with the corresponding rate in the last Demo- 
cratic administration that the general charges of inefficiency and cor- 
ruption were listened to by no well-informed man. It is worth the 
while here for me to read the tables showing the rates of such losses 
during the last forty years: x 


Ratios of Democratic defalcations compared with Republican honesty. 


8 Total. Recapitulations. 
A 
a 
Administration, z Toss 
E Receipts. Losses, on Aonais 
3 
rs. 

8 , 448, 721 $210, 551 

4 46, 085, 418 42, 249 

8 108, 238, 977 287, 260 

8 266, 246,514 204, 975 

8 178, 649, 964 629, 946 

4 97, 818, , 953 

8 255, 182, 1, 412, 387 

4 129, 948, 548 392, 328 

4 116, 736, 004 429, 981 

4 201, 857, 508 18, 109 

4 211, 908, 612 276, 270 194, 370, 493 

4 282, 179, 829 213, 001 285, 638, 875 

4 312, 359, 679 194, 003 828, 183, 268 

4 | 4,670,460, 137 508, 593 4, 667, 457, 921 

4| 4,042,316,438 | 2,562,721 3, 891, 576, 259 

8 | 5, 318,698,324 | 1,189,139 , 287, 604, 645 

2 ; 979, None. 1, 557, 034, 964 


18, 024,115,418 | 8,994,375 
Prior to June 30, 1861..........+. REN NETE ETETEA 2,263, 660,610 | 4,734,020 
July 1,1861, to June 80, 1879....sssssrss sorses sssseresssssens|resnsasesane| 15, 760, 454, 807 | 4,260, 355 


. In the great work of the Internal-Revenue Bureau, the astonishing, 
unexampled spectacle was presented of more than one hundred millions 
of dollars being collected yearly for seven years, through an army of 


employés numbering more than five thousand, every dollar of which 
had been turned into the United States Treasury, not even one cent 
being lost to the Government. 

In the national election in 1884 both parties recognized, in their plat- 
forms, civil-service reform. ‘The Republican declaration was straight- 
forward and explicit; that of the Democrats, evasive and meaningless. 
Here are the two: 

[From the Republican platform.] 

Reform of the civil service, auspiciously begun under Republican adminis- 
tration, should be completed by the further extension of the reform system, al- 
ready established by law, to all the grades of the service to which it is applica- 
ble. The spirit and purpose of the reform should be observed in all executive 
scogacuens. and all laws at variance with the objects of existing reform log 
islation should be re ed to the end that the dangers to free institutions whic! 
lurk in the power of official patronage may be wisely and effectively avoided. 

[From the Democratic platform.] 

We favor honest civil-service reform. 


But as the canvass progressed it was seen that a considerable num- 
ber of men, who had previously affiliated with the Republican party, 
were bent upon opposing its candidate, and it gradually became appa- 
rent that these men were not only opposing Mr. Blaine and urging their 
friends to oppose him, but looking about for reasons that would justify 
them in supporting his opponent, Mr. Cleveland. 

The Democratic candidate was not slow to ize this, and in his 
letter of acceptance, dated August 18, 1884, he takes occasion to express 
his belief that the misuse of patronage in the selection of officials who 
make it their business to interfere improperly in elections should be 
prevented, even at the expense of an amendment to the Constitution 
disqualifying the President for re-election. I quote from the letter: 

Wh nsider th f this toffice, the all ts of A 
the temptation to retain public pisces once gained, and, more than all, the 
availability a y finds in an incumbent when a horde of office-holders with 
a zeal born of efit received and fostered by the hope of favors yet to come 
stand ready to aid with money and trained political service, we recognize in the 
Fo iia of the President for re-election a most serious danger to that calm, 
deliberate, and intelligent political action which must characterize a govern- 
ment by the people. 


Warming to his subject, Governor Cleveland, a little further onin the 
same letter, announced his views as follows: 


The people pay the wages of the public employés, and they are entitled to the 
fair and honest work which the money thus paid should command. It is the 
duty of those intrusted with the management of these affairs to see that such 

ublic service is forthcoming. The selection and retention of subordinates in 

vernment employment should depend upon their ascertained fitness and the 
value of their work, and ars should be neither expected nor allowed to do 
f V aapa ean party service, e interests of the people will be better protected ; 
estimate of public labor and duty will be immensely improved ; public em- 


ployment will be open to all who can demonstrate their fitness to enter it. The 
unseemly scramble for place under the Government, with the consequent im- 
ee ae embitters official life, will cease, and the public departments 
will not be filled with those who conceive it to be their first duty to aid the 
party to which they owe their places instead of rendering patient and honest 
return to the people. z 


These utterances are clear and distinct, and may be presumed to have 
had their effect. The seceders from the Republican party voted the 
Democratic ticket, and in the close States their numbers were suffi- 
cient to decide the result, and Governor Cleveland was elected Presi- 
dent. If anybody doubts the moving consideration which impelled 
this seceding vote in the direction of the Democratic candidate, he has 
only to read the declarations of the leaders in the civil-service-reform 
movement made many times since the election. 

I am now approaching, Mr. President, the consideration of the course 
of President Cleveland's administration, elected upon the statements 
and pledges which I havejust quoted. These statementsand pledges, in 
connection with subsequent utterances made by the President, are the 
foundation for the declaration of Mr. George William Curtis in his ad- 
dress to the annual meetingof the National Civil Service Reform League, 
held at Newport August 3, 1886, that ‘‘ President Cleveland is identi- 
fied in the public mind with the cause of reform.” 

Subsequent to the election, and previous to his inauguration, on De- 
cember 25,-1884, Mr. Cleveland, in a letter to Hon. George William 
Curtis, among other things, enunciates the following propositions as 
covering his views: 

I am not unmindful of the fact to which you refer, that many of our citizens 
fear that the recent pety change in the national Executive may demonstrate 
that the abuses which have grown up in the civil service are ineradicable, I 
know that they are deeply rooted and thatthe spoils system has been supposed 
to be intimately related to success in the maintenance of party organization 
and I am not sure that all those who eager to be the friends of this reform will 
stand firmly among its advocates when they find it Senon res, their way to 


patronage and place. But fully appreciating the trust committed to my charge, 
no such consideration shall cause a relaxation on my part of an earnest effort 


to enforce this law. . 

If I were addressing none but party friends, I should deem it entirely pro 
toremind them that, though the coming administration isto be Democratic, adue 
regard for the people’s interest does not permit faithful party work to be always 
rewarded by appointment to office; and to say to them that while Democrats 
may ex all pre consideration, selections for office, not embraced within 
the eivil-service rules, will be based upon sufficient inquiry as to fitness, insti- 
tuted by those charged with that duty, rather than apon persistent importunity 
or self-solicited recommendations on behalf of candidates for appointment, 


Inhisinaugural address delivered March 4, 1885, the President makes 
the following declarations of his views as to reform: = 

The people demand reform in the administration of the Government and the 
application of business principles to public affairs. As a means to this end, 
ciyil-service reform should be in faith indorsed, Our citizens have the 
right to protection from the incompetency of public employés who hold their 


Jaces solely as the reward of partisan service, and from the corrupting influence 
Br those wae promise and the vicious methods of those who expect ah rewards; 
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and those who GETE Sess pcre ed wpe have the right to insist that merit 
and com ney shall n instead of party subserviency or the sur- 
render of honest political belief. ş 
. Searching through the President’s first annual message to Congress, 
delivered December 8, 1885, one finds, just before its conclusion, the 
following reform sentences: 

I am inclined to think that there is no sentiment more general in the minds 
of the people of our country than a conviction of the correctness of the princi- 
ple upon which the law enforcing civil-service reform is based, 

Experience in its administration will omy. suggest amendment of the 
methods of its execution, but I venture to hope that we shall never again be re- 
mitted to the system which distributes public itions purely as rewards for 
partisan service. Doubts may well be entertained whether our Government 
could survive the strain of a continuation of this system, which upon every 
change of administration inspires an immense aroy ofclaimants for office to lay 
siogo to the patronage of the Government, en; ng the time of public officers 
with their importunities, spreading abroad the contagion of their disappoint- 
ment, and filling the air with the tumult of their discontent., k 

e allurements of an immense number of offices and places exhibited to the 
voters of the land, and the promise of their bestowal in recognition of tisan 
activity, debauch the suffrage and rob political action of its thoughtful and de- 
liberative character, The evil would increase with the sex pt eriparia of offices 
consequent upon our extension, and the mania for office-holding, growing from 
its indulgence, would pervade our poreletcn so generally that patriotic pur- 
pose, the support of principle, the re for the panus good, and solicitude for 
the nation’s welfare would be nearly banished from the activity of our party 
contests and cause them to degenerate into ignoble, selfish, and disgraceful 
struggles for the possession of o and public place. 

Civil-service reform enforced by law came none too soon to check the progress 
of demoralization. 

One of its effects, not enough regarded, is the freedom it brings to the politi- 
cal action of those conservative and sober men who, in fear of the confusion and 
risk attending an arbitrary and sudden change in all the public offices with a 
. change of party rule, cast their ballots against such a change. 

Previous to this, on September 11, 1885, in his letter accepting the 
resignation of Mr. Eaton, the Civil Service Commissioner, the President 
took occasion to say: 

I believe in civil-service reform and its application in the most practicable 
form attainable, among other reasons use it opens the door for the rich and 
the poor alike toa cipation in public place-holding. 

You will with me, I think, that the support which has been given to the 
present Administration in its efforts to preserve and advance this reform by a 
party restored to power after an exclusion for many years from participation in 
the places attached to the public service, confronted with a new system preclud- 
ing the redistribution of such places in its interest, called upon to surrender 
advantages which a perverted partisanship had taught the American people 
belon. to success, and perturbed with the suspicion, always raised in such an 
emergency, that their rights in the conduct of this reform had not been scrupu- 
lously regarded, should receive due acknowledgment, and should confirm our 
belief that there is a sentiment pee the people better than a desire to hold 
office, and a patriotic impulse upon which pe safely rest the integrity of our 
institutions and the strength and perpetuity of our Government. 

In a personal interview published in the Boston Herald January 
30, 1885, the President makes the following epigrammatic utterances: 

No, I have tried to be true to my own pledges and the pledges of my party. 
We both poua to divorce the offices of the country from being used r A geo be 
service. I have held tomy promise, and I mean to hold to it, 

Also the following: ¢ 


What I understand by civil-service reform, as Iam carrying it out, is that the 
office-holders shall be divorced from politics while they fill their positions under 
this Government. This rule I have meant to stand by. 

Here, Mr. President, we have an administration pledged as strongly 
as words can pledge it to the cause of civil-service reform. It was an 
administration elected, as Mr. Curtis has said, because of such pledges 
and the faith that was based upon them. ‘To the vision of the reformer 
a brighter and better day was dawning in American politics, Appoint- 
ments to office were to be made on the Jeffersonian plan of fitness and 
character. There were to be no more sweeping removals. Nobody 
was to behold the spectacle of a horde of hungry office-seekers besieg- 
ing the capital upon a change of administration. The affairs of the 
Government were to be conducted upon business principles. The of- 
fice-holders were to be ‘‘ the servants of the people and not their mas- 
ters.” They were to be ‘divorced from politics.” They were not to 
seek to control conventions and elections. We were to have a ‘‘ pure, 
non-partisan civil service.” 

Let us now see, Mr. President, how these high-sounding pledges have 
been kept. Mr. Curtis declares that they attracted a sufficient number 
of independent voters to the standard of the Democratic party to elect 
its President. If this be so it is worth the while to bring to the minds 
of these ‘‘independent’’ men and to the attention of the country the 
real condition of affairs since the Democratic party, after gaining pos- 
session of the Government through the pledges of its candidate, came 
into full power. > 

Before going to this, Mr. President, I wish it distinctly understood 
that in any arraignment which I may make of the present Administra- 
tion touching its appointments and the participation of civil officers of 
the Government under it in politics I am uttering no complaint in the 
interests of Republicans who have been removed from Federal offices. 
These men have made no complaint, and will make none. In common 
with other Senators upon this side of the Chamber, I have made no at- 
tempt to retain them in office. Indeed, Mr. President, notwithstand- 
ing the platform of the Democratic party and the declarations and 
pledges of its candidate, I have never expected much less than a clean 
sweep at the hands of the Democratie party; for if there is anything 
that the leaders of that party and its masses believe in and mean to 
maintain it is the doctrine that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils;”’ 


and, Mr. President, it was not only that Mr. Cleveland was elected Presi- 
dent in November, 1884; but what was of much more importance to the 
country, the Democratic party, which Mr. Curtis declared was both 
‘hungry and thirsty for office,’’ was set up in power. 

The man is blind who does not see to-day that the spirit of that 
party upon the question of the distribution of the ‘‘spoils” is as pow- 
erful, as controlling, as dominant as it ever was in the days of Polk 
or Pierce or Buchanan. This is what, as we have all seen, has brought 
the President and party leaders together. This is what has made Sen- 
ators, who two years ago denounced and derided the President be- 
cause of his ‘‘impracticable civil-service reform theories,’’ his adyo- 
cates and apostles to-day. It is not that they have yielded, but that 
he has yielded. 

Whatever may have been the President’s intention in the beginning, 
however honestly he may have intended to carry out his many decla- 
rations for reform, the pressure from his party has been too great; the 
spoilsmen have captured the Administration, and now their talk is ot 
nothing but the renomination and re-election of the President. 

Ifthe fond dream ever d the mind of the civil-service re- 
former that under President Cleveland the Democratic party was to 
be transformed into a civil-service-reform party, that reformer has seen 
the baseless fabric of his dream vanish in a rude awakening. 

I invite the attention of these gentlemen to the following table, which 
was carefully made up to June 11, 1887, more than six months ago, 
from figures furnished by the Department, as showing how sweeping 
had been the change in all of the departments of the Government up 
to that date: ` ' 


Places filled} Whole 
Offices, by Cleve- | numberof 

land. places. 
Presidential postmasters foriras 2, 2,359 
Fourth-class masters (estimated)... 40, 52, 609 
Foreign ministers ........1...ccssserceee 83 
Sectetaries of legation 21 
COMBI i. acess oo verses 219 
Collectors of customs., 111 


Surveyors of customs . 
Naval officers of customs ,. 
Appraisers, all grades............:ccsce0 
Superintendents of mints and assayers. . 
Assistant treasurers at subtreasuries. .. 
Collectors of internal revenue 
I rs of steam-vessels, 


rshals, 
Territorial judges. 
Territorial governors.. 
Pension agents......... 
Surveyors-general 
Local land officers....... 
Indian inspectors and 
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be a Ea pen i =. 
Special agents, General Land Office. 
Total.. seiss S soesto REETIS R O NEE 42,992 56,134 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Allow me to ask whether those changes were 
all removals? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will take notice that I am speaking of 
changes. Iam coming afterwards to speak of the method of the 
changes. 

At the time to which this table comes the present Administration 
had been a little more than two years in power. 

The best comment, Mr. President, upon this remarkable table that 
I can make is to quote the editorial headings of a leading Democratic 
newspaper, when it exultingly published this sweeping list. Here they 
are: ‘‘The civil service;’’ ‘‘ Practical exclusion of Republicans from 
employment under the National Government; ‘‘Only a small class 
of public servants protected by the Pendleton act; ‘‘The changes ef- 
fected with as little derangement of business as possible;’? ‘‘Spoilsmen 
not satisfied.’’ 

Not “satisfied,” Mr. President, till they should have secured pos- 
session of the small fraction of offices remaining in Republican hands 
in June last. Since that time a large portion of the places represented 
by this small fraction have been filled by Democrats, and I hope in a 
few days to have the figures which will show how almost complete 
and exhaustive have been the changes. > 

This showing, Mr. President, is most amazing. I was not aware of 
the extent of the change till I looked up the figures; the country has 
not known or appreciated it. Certain incidents connected with these 
changes are startling. It can not be said in defense of the President 
and his party that in most cases the changes were made because of the 
expiration of the terms of the incumbents or of their resignations. In 
a very great majority of all these cases, probably nineteen-twentieths 
of all, the civil officers removed held under no fixed tenure of office, 
being removable at the pleasure of the President. So far as resigna- 
tions go, they have been comparatively few, and, in nine cases out of 
ten, have been extorted under the threat of removal. 


In the great Bureau of Internal Revenue, out of eighty-five collect- 
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ors eighty-four had been removed on June 11, and the other, I believe, 
has gonesince, Notoneof these held under afixed term of office which 
had expired. The same is true of that large number of officials who 
are employed in the Indian service as inspectors, in the Land Office, in 
the Pension Office, in the mints, and in the judiciary of the Territories. 

It is trueof that greatarmy of small officials whoare known as fourth- 
class postmasters; and this and its treatment deserve some special 
comment. This class includes the postmasters in the smaller towns 
and villages and cross-roads throughout all the States and Territories. 
They t, more than any other class, the men whose official du- 
ties bring them into directrelation and communication with the people. 
They are, in mostcases, poorly paid, and do their own work, Scarcely 
one of these places can be called a sinecure, and yet such has been the 

of the local Democratic politician for some kind of office that, out 
of fifty-two thousand six hundred and nine places in this class, forty 
thousand, as near as the estimate can be made, or as the Postmaster- 
General, in his report, nakes it, between thirty-six and thirty-seven 
thousand, nad been removed up to the early part of last June. I do 
not believe to-day, Mr. President, that ten thousand of the old incum- 
bents in this class remain in office. What is more tothe point, Ido not 
believe that out of those that are left three thousand are Republicans, 
or that, from all those that have been newly appointed, one hundred 
are Republicans. The Nasbys and the Bascoms and the Gavits of the 
Democratic party have been put into these places by this civil-service- 
reform administration. 

No man can say, out of this vast mass of patronage, how many local 
Democratic strikers, who have come to Washington seeking high places 
in the Government and have gradually beheld their hopes fading, have 
seen their application strained down from one grade to another till at 
last they have rested content as a fourth-class Democratic reform post- 
master in a grocery in some country corner. 

I commend this list to the special attention of the gentlemen of the 
civil-service-reform associations who still cling to the fond hope that 
Mr. Cleveland is a reform President. Not one of tlfese removals could 
have taken place if he had forbidden it. Indeed, between the adjourn- 
ment of Congress and his departure for the Adirondack Mountains’the 
President appointed two hundred and fifty-three postmasters, of whom 
but one was appointed to succeed himself and ninety-one were appointed 
to succeed postmasters who were removed. ; 

The difference between word and deed is clearly shown in the case 
of Secretary Lamar, who took occasion in April last to commend John 
C. Calhoun for his opposition to the spoils system, and to congratulate 
himself upon belonging to an Administration that was engaged in carry- 
ing out the policy that Calhoun advocated. 
~ ‘The stern facts are that in the service over which Mr. Lamar has 

presided every Territorial governor has been removed; sixteen out of 
eighteen pension agents; every single surveyor-general; four-fifths of 
the local land officers; nine-tenths of the inspectors and special agents 
of the Indian service; fifty-one out of fifty-nine Indian agents; seventy- 
nine out of eighty-three special agents of the General Land Office, and 
more than two-thirds of the special examiners of the Pension Office. 
But Secretary Lamar to-day stands on record as against the spoils sys- 
tem, and takes high rank as a reformer. 

If I were not consuming too much time, Mr. President, I could select 
from the figures which are before me other Departments of the Govern- 
ment, not covered by the table which I have presented, showing this 
conquering march of the Democratic party in pursuit of the offices. 

In all the Departments in Washington are found able and honest 
men, who have given their lives to the service of the Government. 
They have as clerks in the lower grades and have been man 
promoted until they have at last reached the highest places to whic 
they may reasonably aspire. They were found, when the reform Dem- 
ocratic administration came into power, as chief clerks and chiefs of 
divisions. ‘They made the eyes and ears of the Departments, and, one 
would suppose, should be considered as almost indispensable. In the 
‘Treasury Department there are seventy-nine chief clerks and chiefs of 
divisions, and up to June, 1887, sixty-six of these seventy-nine had been 
changed. In not more than a half a dozen cases the person appointed 
was a promoted clerk. The introduction into this force was almost 
entirely from the outside. Every deputy auditor, deputy comptroller, 
and deputy commissioner of tenet: revenue has been changed. In 
many cases chiefs of divisions have been reduced in grade, and new men, 
from the outside world, of the Democratic party, have been appointed. 
In more than one case the head of a division has been reduced to a 
lower clerkship and the Democratic politician has been appointed in 
his place, and the old incumbent, in his reduced grade and at his re- 
duced pay, is performing all his old work, and the new incumbent does 
practically nothing. But this is civil-service reform. 

Mr. President, there is but one thing about this showing that can be 
offensive to my friends on the other side of the Chamber whose constit- 
uents are following them in frantic pursuit for the offices. There are 
still here and there a few places worth the holding remaining in the 
hands of Republicans who, instead of ‘‘ fixing conventions’? and mus- 
tering the voters at the polls, are attending to the duties of their office; 
but these cases I must remind my friends are few and all the while be- 
coming less and less. 


My friend from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has seen to it that out of thirty- 
nine Presidential post-oflices in his State but one holds over. Iam not 
gure that he, perhaps the ‘‘late postmaster” at Somerset, has not gone. 

My brilliant friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in association with his 
indefatigable colleague [Mr. COCKRELL], has looked to it that out of 
seventy-nine Presidential post-offices in his State seventy-five were 
changed. Either of these Senators can tell better than I whether since 
October 28, to which time my figures come down, either of the other 
four has been allowed to stay. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], who marshals his party in 
the national elections, has been a little more forbearing in his treatment 
bach wid god for, in late October, I find that four of these places re- 

ined unchanged. Possibly this may have been in view of the com- 
ing election; since when reform may have exhausted itself by com- 
pleting the sweep. But he has looked more carefully after the Federal 
offices under the Secretary of the Treasury, as every Presidential ap- 
pointment, from collectors of the ports down to local appraisers, has 
been change with the exception of the collector of customs at An- 
napolis, 

My friend from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], who will have all the 
Presidential postmasters in his State, as I hope, in his Senatorial race 
next year, has quietly proceeded to have every one of them changed, at 
which none of us, of late, have heard any grumblings from his colleague 
[Mr. VANCE] as to the impracticable theories of the Administration. 

South Carolina, out of eighteen Presidential post-offices, had in Oc- 
tober but one holding over, and all of the customs and internal-reyenue 
officers in that State are new. . 

Louisiana has twelve Presidential post-offices, all being new ap- 
pointees. 

Indiana, under the charge of the eloquent Democratic Senator from 
that State [Mr. VOORHEES], has not been forgotten, and out of eighty- 
seven Presidential post-offices only those at Crown Point, Goshen, and 
Union City remained in October unchanged. 

The Florida Senators must be-surprised to learn that one se goon 
can postmaster was left at Eustis, out of seventeen Presiden post- 
offices. I commend this accidental escape to their immediate attention. 

How it has happened that in Delaware, with butsix Presidential post- 
offices, a Republican postmaster still holds at Newark is an anomalous 
condition yet to be explained. 

In the Northern States where there are no Democratic Senators and 
but few Representatives in the other branch of Congress, somebody has 
been equally effective in the cause of reform. 7 

Colorado has twenty-eight Presidential post-offices, only two of which 
remained unchanged in October. 

Iowa has one hundred and twenty-four Presidential post-offices, and 
of these seven remained unchanged. 

Kansas has one hundred and ten Presidential ffices, and out of 
these the postmasters at Augusta, Cawker City, Frankfort, Hays City, 
Humboldt, and Lindsborg haye escaped the ax. 

In my own State, out of thirty Presidential post-offices, five remained 
unchanged at the date already given. 

In Massachusetts the Democratic party has maintained an indiffer- 
ent, and indeed sullen, attitude toward the Administration, because of 
the fact that out of one hundred and twenty-six Presidential post-oflices 
twenty-three, up to the date of the last election, remained in the hands 
of Republicans. 

In Michigan, ont of one hundred and six Presidential post-offices, four- 
teen remain. ; 

In Minnesota, out of fifty-one, six remain. 

In Nebraska, out of seventy, six remain. 

In New Hampshire two Republicans, out of thirty-two Presidential 

ffices, remain as s monuments of mercy. 

In New York, out of two hundred and nineteen Presidential post- 
offices, forty-seven remain in Republican hands, or did previous to the 
last election. 

This is not so bad a showing, afterall, in the cause of reform, and for 
the further satisfaction of my friends upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber, and for the encouragement of the average Democratic politician in 
the country, I am glad to be able to say that the Administration has lost 
no vigor in this work of removal. Indeed, wherever an examination has 
been made, showing the rate of changes from month to month, it has 
been discovered that although the number of removals to be made is 
less th percentage of change is constantly increasing. 

The Civil Service Record, of Boston, a good authority upon this sub- 
ject, not long investigated the unclassified service in the Interior 
Department, pace the rapidity with which the changes have been 
made, as follows: ‘On October 1, 1886, the percentage of changes was 
71; on January 1, 1887, the percentage was 78}; on July 1, 1887, the 
percentage was 90.” 

At this rate it can be easily seen that the remaining small percent- 
age will soon be removed. The cry of ‘*Kill, kill,” as in the massacre 
of St. Bartholomew’s day, grows louder as the number of victims in- 


creases. 
Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. ) 
Mr. GRAY. Iask whether in the statement as to Presidential post- 
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- “offices the Senator allows for the number of new ee by reason 
of the expiration ofterm? I know that in my own State, where there 
are but a small number of Presidential post-offices, every one of the 
nore ng was made to fill a vacancy caused by the expiration of the term 
of office. 

Mr. HALE. There are tables which show that. Every Senator can 
see for himself, as to Presidential post-oflices running for four years of 
time as their term of office, that in two years of an administration, upon 
the doctrine of averages, the term of one-half might expire. I have 
been giving the record in these States where, instead of one-half of the 
number of postmasters being changed, the proportion ranges from five- 
sixths to nineteen-twentieths, or to a complete change, so that what- 
ever may be the fact in Delaware—and that I did not comment on— 
the Senator himself must see that removals accelerate these changes 
beyond what would naturally occur on the doctrine of averages. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not understand that the Senator insists that the 
President has done wrong in filling post-offices which became vacant 

by the expiration of the term of the incumbent, 

Mr. HALF. I have said before thatI did not claim that all of 
these changes had been by removals; but asignificant fact attending the 
pledges and promises of this civil-service-reform Administration is that 
as the terms have expired not one in five hundred of the old incumbents 
has been reappointed. It goes without saying, and nobody raises a 
question, that their successors will always be Democrats, notwithstand- 
ing the President has said that he will not encourage a horde of ofice- 
seekers to besiege the Departments of the Government and his door for 
+ rewards for partisan work. 

I have just given the instance, which the Senator did not hear, that 
in the little space of time between the adjournment of Congress and the 
Presidential visit to the Adiroridack Mountains, out of two hundred and 
fifty-three Presidential appointments that were made ninety-one were 
to fill Toan vacated by removals, and only one of a man to succeed 

Mr. GRAY. What officers were they ? 

Mr. HALE. Postmasters. 

Let us now, Mr. President, turn to the other side of this subject of 
reform in the civil service, that which relates to the offensive partici- 
pation of office-holders in politics. That this should not be itted 
in any well-regulated civil service goes withoutsaying. The President 
saw this clearly, and his utterances in relation to it are as clear and 
distinct as they were upon appointments and removals. 

I have already quoted from his letter of acceptance, in which he 
deprecated the existence of ‘‘a horde of office-holders, with a zeal born 
of benefit received, and fostered by the hope of favors yet to come, who 
stand ready to aid with money and trained political services” the party 
to which they belong. And we have seen further his declarations, after 
assuming his high office, of the things which he believed to constitute 
a true civil-service reform, namely: 


The separation of the offices from politics, the non-participation of office-hold- 
ers in elections and conventions. 


During the first year of the President’s administration, and as the 
time approached for the campaign which preceded the State and Con- 
gressional elections in 1886, it was discovered that things were going 
on in the ager ATOT after itsoldfashion. Themen in 
office were “‘manipulating conventions,” ‘fixing nominations,” and 
taking upon themselves the conduct of the campaign generally. So ap- 
parent was this in Maryland, in Indiana, in Kentucky, in New York, 
in Pennsylvania, and in other contested States, that a voice of com- 
plaint was heard, not from the Democrats, who desired this condition of 
things, nor from the Republicans, who expected it, but from the ‘‘In- 
dependents,’’ who had contributed to the President’s election, and who 
now were fain to admit that matters were not going to suit them. 

The President was ready, as usual, with letters of assurances and with 
Poora tending to appease the discontent of his ‘‘ Independent ” 

es. 


The statute which I have recited in the resolution upon which I am 
speaking is definitive and explicit in its terms, and its passage by a Re- 
publican Congress and approval by a Republican President, as I have 
said, was followed by a complete change in the organization of the 
party, all men holding Federal office disappearing from its committees 
and staff of political workers. 

On the 14th day of July, 1886, the President issued his famous or- 
der from the Executive Mansion in Washington, ‘‘To the heads of the 
Departments in the service of the General Government.” Asthis whole 
poelamaton has been read from the desk of the Secretary, I will not 

ere take up the time of the Senate by repeating it. In it the Presi- 
dent declares that his purpose is ‘‘ to warn all subordinates in the sev- 
eral Departments and all office-holders under the General Government, 
against the use of their official positions in attempts to control political 
movements in their localities.” In it he declares that ‘‘office-holders 
are the agents of the people—not their masters.” In it he warns Fed- 
eral officials against “‘ offending, by a display of obtrusive partisanship, 
their neighbors who have relations with them as public officials.” In 
it he declares that ‘‘they have no right as office-holders to dictate the 
political action of their party associates.” In it he declares that the 


duty of the office-holder to his party is not “increased to pernicious ~ 
activity by office-holding.”’ 

These plain declarations of the President form a policy under which, 
if properly followed, the civil service of the country would indeed be 
divorced from politics. The Independents felt this,and, taking new 
courage from the President’s declarations, and forgetting how far the 
performance had fallen short of his promises in appointments and re- , 
movals, still clung, in many cases, to the Democratic organization. 

The Civil Service Commissioners, or at least two of them, interpreted . 
the statute in accordance with the President's instruction, and this 
added weight to the Executive direction. But the leaders and the 
masses of the Democratic party felt by this time that they clearly un- 
derstood the situation, and at this point begins to be clearly marked 
the change of tone among these leaders in their comments upon the 
President. They realized fully that in view of coming elections the 
party must ride two horses; that the President was to steadily main- 
tain in all his public declarations the cause of civil-service reform, with 
the view of retaining the support of the Independents; but that, as in 
the case of appointments and removals, no real obstruction was to be 
placed in the way of any and every office-holder participating, when- 
on es chose, in caucuses and conventions and in the elections which 
followed. 

Whether the advantages to be derived from this double presentation 
first became clearly discernible to the President’s eye or to the eyes of 
his party leaders is not a matter of importance. The beauties of the 
situation, to a party which had straddled and presented two fronts upon 
almost every great question before the people, were at once apparent, 
and the President and his party, while speaking in different voices, were 
at once reconciled and came to bed together. 

The conventions in the different States and in the Congressional dis- 
tricts at once fell under the old management, and were conducted asin 
the palmy days of Democracy, previous to the war. 

1n the Indianaelection,in November, 1886, the participation of Federal 
oflice-holders in the primaries and subsequently in the election raised a 
scandal of which papers in that State, at the time and afterwards, were 
fall. In the cial EERE districts these men left their business and 
their homes and devoted themselves to securing the nomination and 
election of the members to whom they had owed their appointments, 
In the Matson district, in the Holman district, and especially in the 
Fort Wayne district the intrusion of Federal office-holders into every 
stage of the canvass previous to the nominating conventions and elec- 
tions was so offensive that honest e revolted and defeated the 
Democratic candidate. Whoever will read the testimony offered in the 
Lowry-White contested-election case will find ample proof of this state- 
ment. 

When 1887 came round the President’s declarations and proclamations 
were treated as waste-paper, and the President himself seems by this 
time to have fallen into such harmony with the spirit of his party that 
he not only acquiesced in this wholesale di of his spenouny ex- 
pressed sentimentsand directions, but himself joined in the movement. 
His most intimate friends, both in and out of office, took of the 
conduct of conventions and elections in the year which was considered 
ane close a bearing in its results upon the great coming battle 
o . 

At the Saratoga meeting of the Democratic State committee of New 
York, when the preliminaries of what then looked like the dawning 
contest between the national Administration and the State administra- 
tion were to be settled, Deputy Collector John A. Mason and Second 
Auditor William F. Creed, of the New York custom-house, were most 
prominent and active. 

At the Pennsylvania State convention more than forty of the Fed- 
eral officials of that State appeared to marshal the forces of the Admin- 
istration. Thenamesof some of these have been furnished me as taken 
from a Democratic newspaper: E. J. Bigler, collector of internal reve- 
nue; D. O. Barr, surveyor of the port of Pittsburgh; McVey and Ryan, 
special Treasury agents; Fletcher, chief clerk in % sureau of the Navy 
Department; Glozier, hull inspector; Guss, oleomargarine inspector; 
ee and Warren and Bancroft, from the Philadelphia mint, and many 
others. - 

In Baltimore the naval officer, the appointment clerk, Higgins, and 
Indian Inspector Thomas, Customs Agent Mahon, Postmaster Brown and 
his assistant, United States marshal and deputies, deputy collector of 
internal revenue, and a host of clerks, inspectors, and janitors monop- 
olized the direction of the entire campaign. 

I might go on and give like instances in other States, but I leave 
that to be more fully brought out by the committee which I hope will 
take this matter in charge. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I make an inquiry? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 5 

Mr. HAWLEY. - Isthe Senator certain that these men have not been 
indignantly and virtuonsly removed ? 

Mr. HALE. Not only have I yet to learn of a removal for such ac- 
tion, but I have yet to learn of any censure being visited upon one of 
these men. Ido not know of a case where the President has put his 
strong hand upon these men and made it seen that he meant to perform 
what he had promised. In fact, so gross was the violation of every 
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principle of reform and of the President’s directions and pledges that 
even the Evening Post declared that “this playing fast and loose with 
orders and promises, which the President is now permitting among 
those around him, will be used in the campaign with terrible effect.” 

But the President has not hesitated to deal deadly blows at reform 
with his own hand. A remarkable manifestation of the desire of the 
people for a practical reform in the selection of important officers was 
shown in the city of New York previous to the last election. Public 
suspicion had for along time rested upon officials in the municipal gov- 
ernment, and had at last demanded and secured an investigation, which 
disclosed the most corrupt and shocking practices on the part of mu- 
nicipal officials, implicating them and well-known parties outside in 
extensive schemes involving corruption and bribery. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Maine will be allowed to 


go on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the Senator from Maine be permitted 
to conclude his speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the unfinished 
business being informally laid aside, that the Senator from Maine may 
proceed? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HALE. Public indignation, expressed through almost the en- 
tire press of New York, was aroused, the intervention of the courts was 
sought, and from time to time trials of the accused had proceeded in 
some cases to conviction of the criminals. The work was by no means 
completed, and as the time for the election of a district attorney who 
should represent the State and the public in the conduct of these trials 
came near a pronounced and general'movement grew up in favor of the 
selection of Mr. Delancy Nicoll, an able and brilliant young Democratic 
lawyer, who had found thrown upon him, as an assistant in the district 
attorney’s office, the burden of largely managing and conducting the 
hitherto successful prosecution of these cases. 

Nobody claimed that the movement for Mr. Nicoll had its origin in 
any party preference. It came from the people, and the demand was 
taken up by the newspapers. With few exceptions the Republican, Dem- 
ocratic, and Independent press demanded the nomination and election 
of Mr. Nicoll in the interest of reform and good government. He was 
nominated by different independent organizations, indorsed by all of 
the civil-service-reform associations and newspapers, and, although a 
Democrat, accepted generally by the Republicans. 

Here was aplain, spontaneous, earnest, honest movement on the part 
of the people in the direction of reform. It would seem to have been 
political wit on the part of the Democratic managers in New York City 
to have accepted this movementand to have joined in the election of a 
man who had always been a Democrat, but whose character and serv- 
ices were so high that good men demanded generally that he should 
be retained in the public service. But, as I have said, long before this 
the Democratic leaders had found that in the practical management of 
politics they were in the saddle, and the nominating conventions of the 
two branches of the New York Democracy joined in rejecting Mr. Nicoll 
and in setting up as his opponent an old-fashioned, worn, bruised, and 
battered New York City politician, whose personal character was not 
high, and who had been a crony of and a beneficiary at the hands of 
Tweed in the worst days of New York City’s corruptions. 

The business men of New York, the Independents, the Reformers, 
and Republicans generally accepted the issue, and a contest almost un- 
equaled in intensity and bitterness ensued. Here, Senators, was the 
opportunity for the President not only to say but to do something for 
reform. If,in accordance with his declarations in favor of non-inter- 
ference of Federal office-holders in elections, he had, including himself 
as the head of all Federal official life, determined to keep aloof from 
the contest, he still might in many ways have breathed expressions giv- 
ing aid and comfort to the men in New York City who were fighting 
against thieves and robbers and bribe-takers and bribe-givers in the in- 
terest of good government. All of the so-called Reform elementin New 
York City that had hitherto adhered to the President looked to him for 
somesuchexpression. How bitterly weretheydisappointed! The Pres- 
ident was now completely in the hands of the party leaders in New York, 
whose stern rule had always been to support regular nominations and 
to shoot down bolters and deserters. 

While the contest was at its thickest, and men everywhere through- 
out the country turned their eyes expectantly upon the result, and 
when the battle had become one of national importance, and when the 
issues were, seemingly, well-nigh evenly balanced, a great Tammany 
Hall ratification meeting was held in the interest of Mr. Fellows, the 
Tammany Hall and County Democratic candidate for district attorney 
in opposition to Mr. Nicoll. I have before me a fall report of the pro- 
ceedings of this meeting and of the parties who participated therein. 
Their names have not been found upon the lists of any civil-service- 
reform association heretofore made known tothe public. General John 
Cochrane called the meeting to order; Congressman 8. S. Cox presided. 
State Senator Raines, of Monroe, was followed by the candidate, Colonel 
Fellows, and Hon. Charles A. Dana, editor of The Sun. Speeches were 
also made by George Blair and Congressman WILLIAM McApoo, of 
New Jersey. The following letter was read: 

It will be impossible for me to comply with your courteous invitation to meet 


with those who pro; to ratify to-morrow evening the nomination of the 
united Democracy. Witha hearty wish that every candidate on your excellent 
ticket may be triumphantly elected, 


lam, yours, very truly, 


Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HALE, I wish he would let me finish. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. However, I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I did not propose to say a word, but the Senator has 
attacked a gentleman with whom my personal and political relations 
are such that I should esteem myself a dastard if I did not say what I 
propose to say now. 

The Senator has spoken of Col. John R. Fellows as an old New 
York politician with a character none too high, to quote his own lan- 
guage, and he has notintimated, but has charged, inso many words, that 
his candidacy was in the interest of corrupt men and corrupt objects in 
the city of New York. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to ask that Senator—for this surpasses 
the bounds of political debate and enters npon that of personal char- 
acter—I want to ask him here, publicly, if Mr. Nicoll, the opponent 
of Colonel Fellows, whom he has eulogized here to-day as the repre- 
sentative of reform and honesty, did not in the heat of that contest ad- 
dress a letter to Colonel Fellows, and authorize its publicationin all the 
newspapers of New York City, in which he stated that he had been 
associated with Colonel Fellows in the prosecution of Sharp and the 
other men who were alleged to be criminals, and that as a tleman 
he took that occasion to say publicly that no man atthe New York 
bar stood higher than Col. John R. Fellows, and that he took that 
occasion to testify that in those prosecutions Colonel Fellows had done 
all that could be done by any man of the same ability? Yet, inthe 
face of that letter, Colonel Fellows is denounced here to-day as a par- 
ticipant in the criminal intents of those men, some of whom are fugi- 
tives from justice, and others are in the State penitentiary. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no knowledge personally of either of the candi- 
dates in that most important contest. 

Mr. VEST. Iask if that letter was not published? If not, I will 
have it read in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt whatever about the letter; there were 
many incidents in that campaign upon one side and the other. One 
thing came out clearly, and that was that whatever personal attach- 
ment might have been felt for the Tammany and County Democracy 
candidate on the part of friends who had known him in late years and 
in earlier years, he had been connected by close personal ties and had 
been the beneficiary of contributions at the hands of Tweed in the time 
which I have before characterized as the worst of New York’s corrupt 
days; that he wasold in political service; that, as I have said, his char- 
acter stood none too high. I repeat that the impression which I re- 
ceiyed from reading the papers upon both sides at that time justified me 
in that remark, withoutintending any assault upon Colonel Fellows. 
But I do not propose to leave it there. If the Senator had not inter- 
rupted me I was going on further to give testimony from parties in 
New York aboutthe effect of the indorsement by the President of this 
man upon men who were honestly fighting for good government. Let 
me continue the reading where I was interrupted. I have read the 
letter of Grover Cleveland. 

The report of the meeting further says that Governor Hill wrote that 
a previous engagement prevented his attendance, and said a good word 
for the Democratic State and local tickets, and that William M. Sprin- 
ger, of Illinois, telegraphed to Colonel Fellows that he hoped that he 
would be elected, as did also Senator GoRMAN, of Maryland. 

The ‘‘Reformers,’’ Mr. President, were out in great force that night. 
The extent of the President’s contribution in money to the election of 
the New York ticket I am not aware of. It has been stated to have 
been in the form of a check for $1,000, and I have neverseen the state- 
ment denied. 

Of this attitude of the President Mr. Carl Schurz said, only a few 
days later: 

What malignant enemy of President Cleveland was it that induced Mr. 
Cooper to extort from him that most unfortunate letter intermeddling in New 
York City politics on the side of the typical “‘ dead-beat"’ 

I was careful to use no such language as this— 
as a candidate for an office which is the guardian of the public honor? 

I leave the Senator from Missouri to deal with Mr. Carl Schurz in 
the selection he has made of the terms that he applies to the candi- 
date whom the Reformers were striving to beat. I do not select a vo- 
cabulary of such words as these, because I know nothing whatever about 
Colonel Fellows. The Senator must settle with Mr. Schurz, who has 
lived for years in New York, who has been in sympathy with him and 
this party, and who to-day, for aught I know, still represents the feel- 
ing of adherence to President Cleveland as a reformer. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator has certainly seen, whether a professional 
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lawyer or not, that when one puts a witness upon the stand he must 
indorse his general character for truth and veracity, in a political sense 
certainly. Now he brings forward Mr. Schurz as a witness in this case, 
If what Mr. Schurz says about Colonel Fellows is entitled to any credi- 
bility, to any weight whatever, what weight is to be given to what he 
has said of the party to which the Senator belongs and all of its leaders? 

I am not responsible for what Mr. Schurz has said. The State of 
Missouri, of which he and myself were once citizens at tht same time, 
has passed upon Mr. Schurz politically, and I was never his friend in 
any sense of the term. When the Senator from Maine produces Mr. 
Schurz here as.a witness he must take all his declarations; and he has 
never said one-half as much against Colonel Fellows as he has said 
against all the distinguished leaders of the Republican party. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not here espousing or defending the record of Mr. 
Carl Schurz, 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator ought not to put him on the stand as 
a witness. 

Mr. HALE, Wait amoment; as a lawyer I have gone into the other 
side, into their camp, and from their array of witnesses I have put him 
upon the stand; and the Senator, who is a good lawyer, knows that no 
court ever holds that a party calling up a witness under such circum- 
stances and conditions is responsible for the record of that witness who 
is extracted from the array that the other side has setup. That is how 
Tam quoting Mr. Carl Schurz. 

Mr. VEST. Is not Mr. Carl Schurz a Republican? 

Mr. HALE, I have seen nothing toindicate it for a numberof years. 

Mr. VEST. I positively and distinctly affirm that he is nota Demo: 
crat. 
Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, if acting in association with the 
_ Democratic party, writing and talking in favor of its candidate, if vot- 

ing for it on election day, and advocating all its cardinal propositions 
and doctrines do not make a man a Democrat, then the Senator from 
Missouri must furnish a list of qualifications which we will all declare 
at once entitle a man to full fellowship in that party. The Senator 
has had a good deal of Mr. Carl Schurz in the last few years, and is 
very likely to have still more of him, notwithstanding his repudiation 
of him now. At any rate, Mr. Schurz was entitled to speak upon this 
canyass, and upon the issue, and upon the candidates. Now let me 
read what he says: ’ 

What malignant enemy of President Cleveland was it that induced Mr. 

Cooper— 

He referred to Mayor Cooper, the old mayor— 
to extort from him that most unfortunate letter intermeddling in New York 
city politics on the side of the typical dead-beat” as a candidate for an 
office which is the guardian of the public honor? If the President had had a 
true friend in your councils that friend would have strained every nerve to con- 
firm his disinclination to descend from the high dignity of his office; that friend 
would not have failed to remind him of 1882, when the meddling of the national 
ndministration with New York State politics resulted in the most sweepin: 
opposition victory on record; that friend would have struggled to the bitter a | 
against the publication of the President's letter after the new revelations con- 
cerning Mr. Fellows's career, in ignorance of which, I have no doubt, that letter 
=. yasin, and after learning which I trust he would wish it never had been 
vi shall say nothing in extenuation of the fact that the President permitted 
himself to so misused. But certain it is that the bitterest enemies of the 
President and of the Democratic party could not have dealt them a more vicious 
blow. For more than thirty years I have been an attentive observer of political 
events, and never, never have I witnessed more wanton recklessness of party 
leaders, sacrificing the interests and good name of a t municipality, the 
character of a national administration, as well as the interests of their party 
and cause, to their blundering folly or their small selfishness, 

To set at rest in Mr. Schurz’s mind the question which he raises as 
to the President’s interference being deliberate and determined I read 
the following letter, which likewise appeared and was used in this re- 
markable campaign: 

New YORK, November 4. 

Ex-Mayor Edward Cooper has received the following letter from President 


Cleveland; 
“ EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washington, November 2, 1887. 

“My DEAR SiR: I do notthink the newspaper clippings you send and now be- 
fore me amount to enough to even raise a doubt conce my desire for the 
success of both the State and the New York local tickets in the coming election. 
You know that I am very much inclined to abstain from any interference with 
New York City campaigns, fully believing the people of that city to be quite 
competent to manage theiraffairs. It surely ought not to be considered any in- 
terference, however, when Isay in reply to your letter that the newspaper ex- 
tracts which you inclose totally misrepresent anf wishes and hopes in regard 
to the fate of your Democratic local ticket. Ishall be very much pleased to see 
it entirely successful. I know nothing which, if I were a voter in New York, 
would prevent my support of Mr, Fellows’s candidacy without the least misgiy- 
ings as to his fitnessand with considerable personal satisfaction. Please present 
my eonqretolastone to Mr. Hewitt upon his excellent letter published this 
morning. 

“Yours, very truly, , 


“ Hon. EDWARD COOPER.” 
~ In Massachusetts, where removals from office, though numerous and 
overn nearly all the important appointments, were not so sweeping 
as in other States, dissatisfaction existed in the Democratic party, which 
plainly manifested itself in the State convention. The President’s ap- 
pointments were criticised, the retention of a few Republicans in office 
was denounced, the platform was made to suit the spoilsmen, and in- 
stead of renominating Mr. Andrew, who had to some extent repre- 
sented the Reformers, in heading the Democratic ticket last year ex- 


“GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Congressman Lovering was set up in his place, and the convention ad- 
journed with a howl against reform and with the ayowed purpose of 
getting along without and snubbing the Reformers. So plain was the 
purpose and the bias of the Democratic party in the State that hun- 
dreds, perhaps thousands, of the so-called Independents who had voted 
the Democratic ticket in the last Presidential election determined to 
withhold their votes from Mr. Lovering, andin the end many of those 
yotes were cast for Governor Ames, his competitor. 

The President did not fail here to add to the discomfiture of his In- 
dependentallies. When Collector Saltonstall, who visited Washington 
a few days previous to the elections, where he had several interviews 
with the President, returned to Boston, he declared in an interview, 
which gave great hopes to the Democratic politicians of Massachusetts, 
that he had in his interviews with the President found him ‘‘to be a 
very close observer of events and thoroughly informed concerning the 
issues of the campaign in the State.’’ He said that ‘‘the President 
spoke in terms of praise of Mr. Lovering, whom he considered a perfectly 
honest man, who would make a good governor, and he hoped to see 
him elected;’’? and he declared that— 


Notwithstanding the attack in the Worcester convention upon the Federal man- 
agement of officesin Massachusetts, he had no doubt that the Massachusetts De- 
mocracy were in full accord with himself and his administration, and he ho; 
this might be proven by a majority the next Tuesday in favor of Mr, Lovering. 


Itis to the credit of the Massachusetts Independents that this indorse- 
ment by the President of candidate Lovering availed little; but noth- 
ing could have more plainly shown the entire abandonment on the part 
of the President of the positions he had previously taken in favor of 
divorcing the civil service of the Government from politics. 

Mr. President, I decline to go further in this direction. No observa- 
tions of mine are needed upon such a showing. Peter Bayne, in his 
new Life of Martin Luther, after describing the slaughter and destruc- 
tion of the peasants’ army at the hands of the armed horsemen who 
rode in upon them, says that “upon some things all comment is 
drowned in tears.” If it were not for the sadder consideration of 
broken promises and pledges that had come to naught, though made 
from the highest place in the land, all comment upon the record which 
I have tried fairly, though sueceediag but inadequately, to give would 
be drowned in derision. 

There is nobody, Mr. President, who is pleased with this situation. 
There is nobody that enjoys such an exposure. The Senator from 
Missouri, the Senator from Kentucky, the Senator from Maryland do | 
not enjoy it, because at the bottom of their hearts they believe that the 
old-fashioned Democratic way, without the pretension of anything to 
the contrary, is the best way of conducting a government. 

Mr. Schurz, and Mr. Curtis, and Mr. Dorman B. Eaton, and the se- 
lect body of Independents who are ranked with them in sentiment 
upon this subject do not enjoy this. Not one of these men who pos- 
sesses ordinary discernment can fail to see that the whole course of 
this Administration on this subject has been a delusion and a sham. 
With them the searching question that each man must put to himself 
will now be, ‘‘ How long shall I be constrained to minister to and up- 
hold this delusion, this sham ?’’ 

The President himself, who, I am bound to believe, is not a born hypo- 
crite, does not enjoy this cofdition. His only satisfaction must be that 
he is getting more clearly in line with his party and its leaders and 
the sentiments of its masses, and that in the time to come he will be 
called on to make no more professions, 

Another subject closely connected with this question and specially 
provided for in the statute is that of assessments for political purposes 
imposed upon the officers, clerks, and employés of the Government. 
The whole course of the Republican party upon this was thoroughly 
gone over in the debate which arose here in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
in which the distinguished gentleman now our minister at the German 
court, then a prominent member of this body and the author of the 
Pendleton civil-service bill, took part. 

In that debate the course of the Republican party was most fully justi- 
fied, and it was shownclearly that whatever contributions had been made 
by officials, clerks, and employés of the Government toward maintaining 
the organization and conducting the campaigns of the party had been 
yoluntary, and that no exactions had been laid and no threats or coer- 
cion resorted to to enforce contributions. The amount derived from 
all these sources in a single year was small compared with the entire 
expenses involved in a political campaign, But, Mr. President, a great 
hue and cry was raised throughout the country because of these volun- 
tary contributions, and in the last years of the Republican administra- 
tion theysank to almostnothing. The law was regarded and respected. 
The present Administration stood pledged to resist and destroy this evil 
equally with its pledges which I have adverted to in other directions. 

I am consuming more time, Mr. President, than I ever intended in 
the present discussion of this subject, and my only comment upon the 
attitude of the Administration on this phase of the subject which I am 
discussing shall be to read the following: 

[Washington Post, November 1, 1887.] 
AMONG THE DEMOCRATS—MONEY FOR THE NEW YORK CAMPAIGN, 
A representative of the New York State Democratic committee opened head- 


quarters for the receipt of contributions for the New York campaign in the 
rooms of the Columbia Democratic Club, at No. 419 Tenth street, yesterday, A 
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ved, the first of which came from a 
Office signing herself “Sincerely a 
y at 4 o'clock, and remain open dur- 


large number of contributions were recei 


pons lady in the Government Print: 
ocrat.” Theoflice will be opened 


ing the evening. 

The following communication, which I read, appeared in the Wash- 
ington Republican of November 8, 1887. I have never seen any denial 
of the facts as therein given: 

CIVIZ-SERVICE REFORM. 

Eprror NATIONAL REPUBLICAN: The following is a true copy of a receipt for 
money solicited from the employés of the S ibrar en tapas y] Office, with the 
understanding that the names of the parties contributing would be furnished 
the head of the office for favorable consideration : 

New Yors, 10,31, 1887. 


Received from ——— fifty cents contribution to the New York Demo- 


cratic State Committee. 
$0.50, EDWARD MURPHY, JR., Chairman. 
G. P. O. Per C. V. H. 


The Government Printing Office was thoroughly canvassed. The cashier of 
the office went to every person entitled to vote in New York, and made it ap- 
it to them that they panes re home and vote, and on their return furnish 
name of the praan in which they voted. 


Never in the history of the office has there been such a complete system of 
obtaining money from both men and women for political and that in 
the request was 


a manner that left no doubt in the minds of the employés 
not complied with their places would be filled by others. 

The argument used to obtain money was about as follows: “If Grover Cleve- 
land, President of the United States, could contribute $7,000, certainly a poor 
Woman could pay 50 cents.” 

WASHINGTON, November 7. 

From ali this, Mr. President, something now ought to be plainly and 
clearly seen by every man whois notstone-blind. Thepolitical value to 
the Democratic party of the cry of ‘‘Civil-service reform” has, in the 
minds of the leaders of that party, ceased to be worthestimating. In 
all matters pertaining to the organization and management of the party 
and its conduct in political campaigns no further attention will be paid 
to this. The primaries, the caucuses, theconventions, and the conduct 
of elections all go on in the old-fashioned Democratic way. The 
penetrating and onwoniig mina of the Administration upon the 
management of the party, both in and in the broad battle- 
field before the American people, will beas marked, as dominant, as ever 
before. elding this influence, marking the paths of the party, shap- 
ing its course, breaking down oppositien, enforcing discipline, derid- 

and defying protest will be found the immense mass of Federal 
o holders throughout the entire land, as obedient to the orders of 
the Administration as the janizaries who do the bidding of an eastern 
despot. Some faint further note may possibly from time to time be 
heard in the form of a homily issued from the White House, descant- 
ing upon the merits of a civil-service reform, which the leaders of the 
Democratic have never believed in, which faint note will be 
drowned in the partisan roar that is heard all along the line of that 


y. 

ar year, Mr. President, the land will rock in the furious conflict 
through which will be settled all the issues involved in the next Pres- 
idential election. Istand here now to declare my belief and to pre- 
dict that, in the desperate effort which the Democratic party will make 
to retain on of the Government, no means or appliances that 
have ever been used in the long years past by that party will be left 
unresorted to, 

Intimidation, outrage, and murder will, if needed, again open a 
bloody grave, in which will be entombed anew the free ballot at the 
South. The vast army of office-holders will be marshaled in the con- 
flict, and will be seen, and heard, and felt everywhere. Nor will it 
stop here. Every piece of work performed by contract under the Gov- 
ernment will be levied upon for political contribution, and every man 
who labor, under these contracts, will be sternly called upon 
to add his ballot to the labor he performs as an offset to the wages 
he receives. No public building will be raised in the country whose 
work-shop will not be found the recruiting ground for the Democratic 
party. No war-ship will be built from whose yard will not issue, upon 
election day, its stream of Democratic voters. y 

I have, Mr. President, already seen-this illustrated in my own State. 

the post-office building which is now being built at Augusta, the 
capital of Maine, when the foundations had been laid in readiness for 
the structure to be imposed, as in all other like cases for years past, 
proposals were made for the farnishing of material and the erection of 
the building upon due schedule and invitation frem the Department 
having c of the work. Bids were made by several well-known 
and responsible contractors, and when it was discovered that the lowest 
bid was from a firm engaged in the granite business, at whose head was 
a prominent Republican, the Democrats of Augusta petitioned the De- 
ment to reject all bids and to allow the work to be done by the 
vernment, which, through its agent, should employ and pay the men; 
and, for the first time in the whole course of the business of erecting 
public buildings for the General Government, this was assented to and 
this course adopted by the Department. - 

It is not a great matter, sir; but I venture to say that the laboring- 
man of Augusta who will not vote the Democratic ticket next year 
will have as little chance for employment upon the publie building 
there as he would if he were an inmate of the State’s prison. 

The Secretary of the Navy is about laying the keel of two great war- 
ships to be built in two of the navy-yards under his management. 
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Whether he takes personal part in it or not, it will be seen to that every 
man who is given employment in the building of those ships contrib- 
utes not only his labor but his vote for retaining in power the present 
Administration. 

There is no device, no plan of campaign, resorted to by the Demo- 
cratic in the days of Polk, and Pierce, and Buchanan, to retain 
control of the National Government, that will not be resorted to this 
year. F 

I turn back to a volume lying before me and read the testimony 
that was taken as to the practices of Democracy in the last years of 
the administration of President Buchanan. In raising fands for the 
party, with which to fight its political battles, no possible place of re- 
source was left unvisited or untaxed. The clerks in Departments, the 
tide-waiters by the sea, the light-keepers along the coast, the postmas- 
ters, were all inexorably doomed. The navy-yards were a unit for the 
party, The contractors were assessed and reassessed and assessed 


ea cad of the corruptions attending the naval contracts of 
Live Oak Swift helped, no little, to swell the avalanche of public sen- 
timent that at last swept the Democratic party out of er. 

Mr. President, no matter what has been written and proclaimed by 
the head of the present Administration, no matter what may be here- 
after written and proclaimed from that source, these things which have 
been are the things which will be, and in the m. ent and prac- 
tices of the Democratic party there will be found no new thing under 


the sun. 

In the mean time, Mr. President, it is a fair question to ask, Where 
will the Independents be? P 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 


Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have read, in connection with what 
has fallen from the honorable Senator from Maine, a letter contained in 
the report ofa committee which I hold in my hand. Isend it to the desk 
to be read in connection with the remarks just made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if there be no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: Y 

[The circular is addressed “ Mr, W. A. Richardson, P, O., Providence, R. I.” 
and accompanied by an envelope addressed ‘Sidney F, Austin, -, treasurer 
Republican Cong. Committee, German-American National Bank, Washington, 
D. C.,” and is as follows :] 


EUGENE HALE, HEADQUARTERS 
Chairman. 
Gero, O. GORHAM, 
Secretary. OF THE 
Executive Committes; 


Bom: vas. Ig REPUBLICAN CON aT ONAL COMMITTEE, 
on. Stephen W. Dorsey, 7 

Hon. Blanche K., Bruce. pa 
Hon. Horace F. Page. 

Hon. Charles Foster. 

Hon. Jacob M, Cam 

Hon. Jay A. Hubbell. 

Hon. Charles H. Joyce. 1319 F Street, northwest, Washington, D. C. 


Hon, Frank H 
Wasurinceton, D. O., May 27th, 1878. 

Sm: This committee, ch: with laboring for the success of the Republican 
cause in the coming campa for the election of members of Congress, call 
with confidence upon you, as a Republican, for such a contribution in money as 
you may feel willing to make, hoping that it may not be less than $10, Thecom- 
mittee p Bases it proper, in thus ap) ing to Republicans generally, to inform 
those who happen to be in Fed: employ that there will be no objection inany 
official quarter to such yoluntary contribution. 

The importance of the pending struggle can not easily be exaggerated. That 
the Senate is to be Democratic the 4th of March, 1579, is very nearly a cer- 
tainty. In view of this, the election of a Democratic House of Representatives 
would precipitate upon the country dangerous agitations, which would inevit- 
ably add to present distresses. Foremost among their mes the ip rper 
already announce their intention to attempt the revolutionary expulsion of the 
President from his office. 

If, by the Paragraph neve of three candidates for the Presidency in 1830, the peo- 
ple Gaaraa to choose, the House must elect—each State delegation casting 
one Vo! 

what is now known, and with the growing dissensions in the camp of 
the enemy, committee have good reason to enter upon their work with 
courage. 
Please make prompt and favorable response to this letter, and remit at once, 
by draft or postal money-order, to “‘Sidney F. Austin, esq., treasurer, etc., Ger- 
man-American Natio Bank, Washington, D, 0.” 
By order of the committee: 


GEO, ©. GORHAM, Secretary, 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say as to that letter that I agreed to 
it with t readiness, and I am ready to indorse it at any time; but 
it was ost ten years ago; and it was a letter which directly and ex- 
plicitly excluded any idea of extorting contributions. Everything that 
came into that campaign fund ten years ago, before the agitation on the 
subjectof civil-service reform, camein voluntarily. The contributions 
were not great; and they were only expended for the legitimate pur- 
poses of the campaign, and nobody then was pretending to be repre- 
senting a great civil-service-reform party, 2s some are now doing. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not like to take the time of the Senator from 
Texas, who is entitled to the floor, by asking to have read, in connection 
with that letter, a letter from the President of the United States to the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the subject of civil-service reform. I should 
also like to make some extracts from the testimony contained in the 


1888. 
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report embodying that letter; but I will not take the time of the Sen- 
ator from Texas. . : - 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas is entitled 
to the floor on the unfinished business. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools. 

ir. COKE. Mr. President, I oppose this bill becanseitis palpably and 
ly violative of the Constitution, and because as a measure of policy 
itis unwise andinexpedient. The common schools of the States of this 
Union I hold to be solely and exclusively under the jurisdiction and 
control of the several States, and outside of and foreign to the juris- 
diction of the National Government. The proposition of this bill is, 
as its title and provisions import, ‘to aid in the establishment and 
support of common schools ’’ in the States and Territories, and for this 
purpose it appropriates $77,000,000, to be raised by Federal taxation, 
and expended over a period of eight years, under the control and sub- 
ject to the supervision and direction of Federal officials. If this bill 
becomes a law it will be an insidious, but none the less certain seiz- 
ure of the subject of education in the States to be controlled, regu- 
lated, and administered under Federal jurisdiction, whenever if may 
be the pleasure of the National Government to take of it. A 
brief reference to the provisions of the bill will establish this clearly. 
I read sections 4 and 6: 5 

Sec. 4. That no State or Territory shall receive any money under this act until 
the a eorerner thereof shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, 
certified by him, showing the common-school system in force in such State or 
Territory; the amount of money expended therein during the last preceding 
school year in the support of common schools, not including expenditures for the 
rent, repair, or erection of school-houses; whether any discrimination is made 
in the raising or distributing of the common-school revenues or in the common- 
school facilities afforded between the white and colored children therein, and, 
so far as is practicable, the sources which such revenues were derived ; 
the manner in which the same were apportioned to the use of the common 
schools; the number of white and colored children in each county or parish 


and city between the ages of ten and twenty-one years, both inclusive, as given 
by the census of 1880,and the number of children, white and colored, of such 


school age attending school; the number of schoolsin o ion in each county 
or and city, white and colored; the school term for each class; the num- 
ber of teachers employed, white apd colored, male and female, and the average 


compensation paid such teachers; the Sher y agen reg in each class, and the 
length of the school term. No money shall paid out under this act to any 
State or Territory that shall not have provided by law a system of free com- 
mon schools for all of its children of ool age, without distinction of race or 
color, either in the raising or distributing of school revenues or in the school 
facilities afforded : se te schools for white and colored chil- 
dren shall not be conside a violation of this condition. The Secretary of the 
Interior shall certify to the Secretary of the ee States and Territories 
which he finds to be entitled to share in the ts of this act and also the 
amount due to each. 

Seo. 6. That the instruction in the common schools wherein these moneys 
tear ey eae 
other branches of useful knowledge as inay be taught under losal laws; and 
copies of all school-books authorized by the school boards, or other authorities 
of the respective States and Territories, and used in the schools of the same, 
shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 

Section 10 forbids the erection of school-houses or the payment of 
rent out of this fand. Sections 4 and 12 define various grounds on 
which the Secretary of the Interior may declare forfeitures of the rights 
of the several States in the fund. 

Section 16 appropriates an additional sum of $2,000,000 for the con- 
struction of school-houses, to be built in accordance with plans to be 
furnished on application to the Bureau of Education at Washington, 
provided that not more than $150 shall be paid toward the cost of any 
one house; expenditures of moneys under this bill by the States to be 
fully reported by them to the Secretary of the Interior annually. 

Section 1 provides that in order to receive the benefits of this act, 
each State shall by bill or resolution of its Legislature accept the pro- 
visions of the same, and if any State shall fail to accept by such bill 
or resolution, that the share of such State shall be divided among those 
accepting. It is obvious that the purpose of the bill is not alone to 
provide aid for the common schools, but to follow the money and see 
to its application, and ponpe the methods, instrumentalities, etc., 
through whichjt shall be expended. It prescribes certain branches of 
study to be pursued in the schools. It asserts the right to supervise 
the selection of the text-books to be used, for what other conclusion 
can be drawn from the requirement of section 6, that ‘‘ copies of all 
school-books’’ authorized to be used in the common schools of the re- 
spective States shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior? 

It requires a full and detailed report from each State annually of the 
administration and operation of the common schools, and of the mode 
and manner of expenditure not only of the money to be furnished under 
this bill but of all furnished by the State, and a failure to make this 
report subjects the State to the penalty of forfeiture of its share in 
the fund. The Secretary of the Interior is invested with autocratic 
power in the administration of this fund, and may bring any State in 
the Union to his feet in order to avert the judgment of forfeiture he is 
authorized for many causes to pronounce. ‘That official is alsoauthor- 
ized to hear and determine charges against the several States, which 
under the provisions of this bill may be arraigned before him by any 
single individual or collection of individuals who may choose to pre- 


fera charge. The bill does not define what shall be the amount or 
quality of interest or title the United States Government shall own in 
the school-houses the two million building fund shall assist in con- 
structing, but can it be doubted that to the extent this fund defrays 
the cost of the school-houses the Government will claim a correspond- 
ing interest and title? 

These provisions aiid others to be found in the bill show conclusively 
the intention and animus and legal effect of the bill, if it passes, to be 
not to stop with handing over the money to the States and Territories, 
to be administered by them in their own way in accordance with the 
requirements of their respective school systems, but to assume juris- 
diction over the common schools of all the States, take hold of them, 
participate in their administration, and place them under the super- 
vision and greatly under the control of the Secretary of the Interior. 
The desires and intentions of leading Republican Senators and their 
estimate of the meaning and signification of this bill have never been 
concealed. The construction I have given the bill is fully in line with 
the views they have expressed on the subject. Who voices the senti- 
ment of the Republican party more thoroughly or with greater fidelity 
than the distinguished Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN ],and whohas 
a better right to speak for it than he? I read from a speech made by 
that Senator in a former debate on this same bill: 


If the United States have the right to appropriate the money, they have the 
right to say upon what conditions the money shall be expended. If they say 
we will aid the South, or the Southern SI to educate their illiterate children, 
then the United States have the power and right to set out the principles and con- 
ditions or limitations of that grant. The greater includes the less ; and if the 
pee is given to maké these appropriations atall, the power is also given to say 

or whose benefit the money shall be expended, how it shall be expended, where 
and when, and how apportioned, and for what purposes, Thisis as clear a prop- 
osition as can be shown in Euclid or any other mathematical work. 


The power to appropriate money in aid of common schools in the 
States carries with it the power, says the Senator from Ohio, to follow 
the money, see to its application, and prescribe the methods and in- 
strumentalities of its expenditure and disbursement. What does all 
this mean but that the National Government, if it has the power to 
appropriate the money, has also the power to control and regulate and 
administer the schools so far as the expenditure of this money is con- 
cerned? That the Senator’s proposition is correct can not for one mo- 
ment be doubted. 

On the same lineI read from a speech of Mr. Bayard made in the same 
debate: ` 

I bli of]. „bl d intelli ducted, of 
which Sab pap aba aat -ar s peng b pae PETET edito: magne Ange our most 
honored associates in this body, I mean the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mfr. Anthony) I find a careful editorial on the subject of this bill, which I com- 
mend to the consideration of the Senate. After di the Blafr bill, as it is 
called, after the distinguished Senator who presents it for the consideration of 
the Senate, the writer says: 

“The more honest, as the more truthful way of putting it, would, perhaps, beto 


say that the necessity has from the exercise of ultra-constitutional, but 


arisen 
necessary authority, and that it is a logical co: uence of the emancipation 
and enfranchisement of the negro, these being the inevitabie results of the war 
of the rebellion, It is not at all rrelevant. however, to inquire whether the 
means will securethe end. The committee finds that five-twelfths of the school 


ngress 
e Federal Government un- 


conceded that it has full and sovereign authority, it will be bound to look out . 

for the ‘ general welfare’ in this behalf, according to its best judgment and high- 

an sa, The schools must conform to its idea of virtue and its stan of 
ucation,"’ 


This extract from Senator Anthony’s paper, expressive of the views 
he entertained, and indorsed by Mr. Bayard in his speech against this 
bill, as a correct and logical exposition of the effect and results of its 
passage, shows so plainly that it can not be misunderstood the meaning 
and signification attached to the bill by Senator Anthony. It is un- 
necessary to consume time with other quotations to the same effect from 
speeches of Republican party leaders, for, with a possible occasional 
exception, it is well known that all of them entertain the views quoted 
from Senators SHERMAN and Anthony. The views of the Republican 
supporters of this bill, and the arguments they have made in advocacy 
of it, possess at least the merit of consistency, and from their stand- 
point are logical. They believe in a strong, paternal government. 
They doubt the capacity of the people of the States to manage 
their domestic concerns, and especially their common schools. They 


believe the people of the State are not willing to tax themselves at 
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home sufficiently to maintain a good system of common schools, and 
that Congress, knowing so much better what is needed in the States 
than the people and State Legislatures do, should take the matter in 
hand and regulate it. They see no constitutional objection to this 
course, and besides being favorable to a high protective tariff, which 
-necessarily piles up a vast surplus beyond the needs of the Govern- 
ment in the Treasury, they find in measures of this character the means 
of expending it and perpetuating a high tariff. Hence it is that we 
have before us a bill embodying the Republican idea of unlimited 
power in the National Government in the levy and collection of taxes, 
and equally unlimited power of appropriation; a bill which utterly 
ignores the difference between matters of State and of national juris- 
diction, and boldly seizes and proposes to control and administer a 
great subject heretofore universally conceded to be within the sole and 
exclusive jurisdiction of the States. It is true the bill proyides that 
no State shall receive its benefits, unless by legislative bill or resolu- 
tion they are accepted with the attending conditions, the share of non- 
consenting States in the appropriation to be divided among those which 
shall accept. 

Taxation under the Constitution must be uniform. The people of 
all the States must be taxed alike, and bear the burden of raising the 
money alike, whether the States of which they are citizens consent to 
accept the benefits of this bill or not. Soitis apparent that theStates 
are not free agents, and have not a free choice in determining whether 
or not they will accept the provisions of the bill. If any State shall 
decline to consent to an invasion of her jurisdiction in the mode pro- 
posed by this bill, a penalty amounting to the full sum paid by her 
people in raising the seventy-seven millions appropriated by the bill 
is laid upon her for the contumacy. The provisions of the bill are 
coercive upon the States. They mustaccept or be punished for refusal 
by a heavy fine in the shape of taxation from which they are to derive 
no benefit. The freedom of choice, the unconstrained exercise of vo- 
lition and discretion necessary to valid consent, are utterly wanting. 
But if every State in the Union should consent freely, voluntarily, and 
without compulsion to the terms of the bill, if the common schools of 
the State are exclusively within State jurisdiction, and outside that of 
the National Government, as I hold them to be, and as the Democratic 
supporters of this bill admit, this consent could not and would not 
rightfully confer jurisdiction over them on the National Government. 

The powers of Congress can not be enlarged by the consent of the 
States, nor can those of the States be diminished by the action of Con- 
gress. Anamendmenttothe Constitution alone can make these changes. 
The States can not consent to a usurpation of their powers by Congress 
any more than Congress can rightfully go into the reserved domain of 
the States” The powers granted to Congress and those reserved to the 
States are absolutely fixed by the Constitution beyond the reach or control 
of either, except by amendment of the Constitution in the mode required 
in that instrument. What the Constitution has ordained shall be kept 
separate and apart and distinct can not be mixed and mingled, even 
by the joint action and consent of both Congress and the States. To 
hold otherwise would be to confess that the Constitution may be nul- 
lified by collusion between Congress and the States, or changed without 
amendment in the mode prescribed by the Constitution. A Congres- 
sional majority through methods of this character would be omnipo- 
tent and the Constitution become a dead letter. 

I therefore hold, Mr. President, that the so-called option tendered to 
the States in this bill to accept or not its benefits, viewed from any 
standpoint whatever, fails to relieve it, if passed, of the character of a 
naked trespass upon the rights and a direct and open usurpation of the 
powers of the States in respect to their common schools. If the com- 
mon schools are under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction of the States, 

“as they have universally heretofore been held to be, and are generally 
now admitted to be, I hold it to be an indisputable proposition that 
the National Government has no constitutional power to tax the people 
for their support. In other words, I maintain that the power does not 
exist in Congress to levy and collect taxes from the people for the pur- 
pose of raising money to be expended on objects outside of the national 
jurisdiction. Taxation and appropriation, to be legitimate and consti- 
tutional, must be for a public purpose, a purpose which it is the right 
and duty of the particular Government which collects and expends the 
money to effectuate. 

Says Judge Cooley, in his great work on Constitutional Limitations: 

‘The purpose must in every instance pertain tothe sovereignty with which the 
tax originates; it must be something within its jurisdiction so as to justify its 
making provision for it. 


Again, in the same paragraph, and on the same subject, he says: 


State expensesare not to be provided for by Federal taxation ,nor Federal ex- 

mses by State taxation, because in neither case would the taxation be levied 
ee the Government upon whose public the burden of the expenses properly 
rests. To provide for such expenses would co uently not bs a purpose in 
which the people taxed would be legally interested. 

The same learned author declares that the object of all taxation is 
to raise revenue, and that ‘‘the burden would not be taxation if rev- 
enne were not the purpose.” What is revenue? It is money raised 
by taxation for the support of the Government, to enable the Government 
to carry out and execute its proper constitutional functions, powers, and 


duties. If it is raised for any other purpose, or to be expended on objects 
not within the jurisdiction or the fair scope of the powers of the Govern- 
ment, the process of raising it, says Judge Cooley, is not taxation, but 
confiscation. These are elementary legal principles, over which there 
is no dispute or controversy. All lawyers and judges concur in their 
correctness. -This bill tested by these principles is unconstitutional, 
from caption to conclusion. Is it proposed by this bill, which appro- 
priates $79,000,000 to be raised by taxation, to execute any of the 
powers, or discharge any of the functions, or operate on any subject 
within the jurisdiction of this Government? It is not; on the contrary, 
the money is to be expended on the common schools, confessedly outside 
of the jurisdiction and powers of the National Government, and exclu- 
sively within those of the States. 

If Congress can raise by taxation money to be expended on objects 
outside of the national jurisdiction, then the power of Congress to tax 
the people and appropriate money is as boundlessas the world. There 
is no limit to it. Ifa due execution of the proper powers and an en- 
forcement of the jurisdiction of the Government do not fix and pre- 
scribe the limits of¢he taxing power, nothing else does, and the power 
is without limit as long as a dollar is left in the pockets of the people. 
If Congress possesses this all-absorbing, unlimited, and universal tax- 
ing and appropriating power in order to pow for the “common de- 
fense and general welfare,” as claimed by the advocates of this bill, 
why did the framers of the Constitution, in Article I, section 8 of that 
instrument, enumerate and define thespecific purposes for which Con- 
gress should lay and collect taxes. It was utterly superfluous to do this 
under that construction of the ‘‘ general-welfare’’ clause. Mr. Madi- 
son, in an extract from one of his es read by me in a former de- 
bate on this bill, in a few words exposed the absurdity of the con- 
struction contended for. He said: 

There are consequences still more extensive, which, as they follow clearly 
from the doctrine combated, must either be admitted or the doctrine must be 
given up. If Congress can employ money indefinitely to the general welfare, 
and are the sole and supreme judges of the general welfare, they may take the 
care of religion into their own hands; they may appoint teachers in every State, 
county, and parish,and pay them out of their public treasury; they may take 
into their own hands the education of children, seabieting in like manner 
schools throughout the Union; they may assume the provision for the poor; 
they may undertake the regulation of all roads other than post-roads; in short, 
everything, from the highest object of State legislation down to the most minute 
objects of police, would be thrown under the power of Congress; for every ob- 
ject I have mentioned would admit of the application of money, and might be 
called, if Congress pleased, provisions for the general welfare. 

The consequences portrayed by Mr. Madison, as resulting inevitably 
from theonly construction of the ‘* general-welfare’’ clause upomwhich 
this bill can be justified, he says, ‘‘ must either be admitted or the doc- 
trine must begiven up,” and he groups them in the declaration that such 
a construction would throw under the power of Congress every subject 
of State concern, from the highest object of State legislation down to 
the most minute objects of police. Unlimited power to tax, coupled 
with unlimited power of appropriation, is the theory of this bill, and it 
can notstand for one moment on any other. The proposition that Con- 
gress is the sole judge of what the general welfare requires, and the dis- 
cretion of Congress the sole limit upon the power of Congress to tax the 
people and appropriate money for the promotion of the “‘ general wel- 
fare,” will place every dollar’s worth of property in this country un- 
der the dominion of Congress withouta single limitation upon the power 
of Congress to tax it not self-imposed. 

Judge Miller as the organ of the court, delivering the opinion of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the noted Topeka case reported 
in 20th Wallace, discussing the taxing power, said: 

It may well be doubted, if a man is to hold all he is accustomed to call his 
own, all in which he has placed his happiness, under the unlimited dominion of 
others, whether it is not wiser that this power should be exercised by one man 
tban by many. The theory of our Government, State and National, is opposed 
to the unlimited deposit of power anywhere. 

The same learned judge, in the opinion I have just read from, dis- 
cussing and denying the unlimited power of taxation and appropria- 
tion, also said: 

It must be conceded that there are such rights in every free government be- 
yond the control of the State. A government which recogni no such rights. 
which held the lives, the liberty, and the property of its citizens subject at all 
times to the absolute disposition and unlimited control of evén the most demo- 
cratic depository of power is, after all, but a despotism. It is true it is a despot- 
ism of the many, of the majority, if you choose to call it so, but it is none the 
less a despotism. 

It does seem that language so strong and warning so impressive ought 
to be heeded. The acceptance of this bill, if it passes, by the Legis- 
latures of all or a majority of the States will have all the moral effect 
of an amendment to the Constitution in that it will stamp upon that 
instrument the construction claimed for it by the friends of the bill, 
involving the consequences so graphically detailed by Mr. Madison, 
from whom I have just read, and which will strike down at one blow 
all the barriers erected by the fathers of the Republic for the protection 
of the States in the sole and exclusive right to manage and control in 
their own way their domestic concerns. No more far-reaching or rev- 
olutionary measure was ever before seriously considered in Congress. 

I grant that the power to appropriate money already in the Treasury 
is necessarily unlimited, except by the moral obligation resting upon 
our lawmakers to be economical and to confine its expenditure to le- 
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gitimate constitutional 
shown in which money in the Treasury 


and concede that instances may be 
has been appropriated by Con- 
gress for purposes not entirely in accord with this view, but affirm with 
entire confidence that in the rare cases where it has been done the de- 
bates show it to have been done with extreme reluctance, under ex- 


traordinary pressure, and frequently under circumstances where feel- 
ing and sentiment were admitted by the actors to have dominated 
judgment and reason; and the amounts appropriated in such instances 
have always been so small as to be comparatively insignificant. It is 
also worthy of ial emphasis here that in none of these cases, all of 
which have been industriously hunted up and paraded as precedents in 
former debates on this bill and are familiar to the Senate, has an ap- 
propriation been made and Gy pe in a way to trench upon or invade 
the prerogatives of a State or State jurisdiction over domestic concerns, 
as is done in this bill. Notone of themin the remotest degree touched 
the rights or the acknowledged jurisdiction of the States. 

The history of Federal legislation shows no instance where a system 
of taxation and appropriations has been deliberately formulated, involv- 
ing the raising and expenditure of money on objects confessedly outside 
of and beyond the national jurisdiction. This billis absolutely without 
precedent, as it is without constitutional sanction for its support. 

The friends of this bill, in order to escape the force of the argument 
against the power of Congress to tax the people to raise money to be 
expended outside of the national jurisdiction or to be given away in the 
form of donations, have Jaid great stress on the fact that the National 
Government since its foundation has been making donations of public 
lands to States for educational purposes, and these grants or gifts have 
been cited and held up as precedents for what they call the donations 
made to the States in this bill. They say, if the Government can give 
land, which is worth money, itcan givethe money. Theansyer to this 
is obvious and conclusive. Section 3 of Article IV of the Constitution 
reads thus: 

The Con; shall have power f and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the Petira A O TTA tothe United 


States, and no! ng in this Constitution shall be so construed as to prejudice 
any claims of the United States, or of any particular State. 


This clause has been the subject of repeated discussion and construc- 
tion in the Supreme Court of the United States, in actsof Congress, and 
speeches of leading statesmen, and by the various commentators on the 
Constitution of the United States, and thereis an absolute concurrence 
of opinion among all of them, unbroken by a single dissent, so far as I 
have been able to find, that it invests Congress with an absolute, 
plenary, and uncontrolled ownership and power of disposal over the 
poe lands. The term “‘ other » occurring in thesame clause 

as in the same way been held to refer to the ships, arms, and mu- 
nitions of war, which at the time of the adoption of the Constitution 
belonged to the State sovereignties. 

I read from Kent’s Commentaries on this subject. He says: 

Con; have the exclusive right of pre-emption to all Indian lands lying 
in the Territories of the United States. This was so decided in the case of John- 
son vs. McIntosh. Upon the doctrine of the court in that case, and in that of 
Fletcher vs, Peck, the United States own the soil as well as the jurisdiction of 
the immense tracts of unpatented lands included within their Territories, and 
of all the productive funds which those lands may hereafter create. The title 
is in the United States by the treaty of pence with Great Britain,and by sub- 
sequent cessions from nee and Spain, and by cessions from the individual 
States, and the Indians have bear’ thea right of occupancy, and the United States 


possess the legal title vere so to that occupancy, and with an absolute and ex- 
clusive right to extinguish the Indian title of occupancy by either conquest or 
purchase. 


Again, says the same author: 


The Constitution gave to Congress the power to dispose of and to make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property belong- 
ing to the United States, and to admit new States into the Union. Since the 
Constitution was formed the value and efficacy of this power have been magni- 
fied to an incalculable extent by the purchase of Louisiana and Florida, agd un- 
der the doctrine contained in the cases I have referred to Congress have a large 
and magnificent portion of territory under their absolute control and disposal. 


I now read from Judge Story’s Commentaries on the same subject: 


The power of Congress over the public territory is clearly exclusive and uni- 
versal, and their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and unlim- 
ited, unless so far as it is affected by stipulations in the cessions or by the ordi- 
nance of 1787, under which any part of it has been settled. 


Again, says Judge Story: 

In the view of this doctrine, what is to be thought of the recent purchases of 
Louisiana and Florida? If there was danger balore, how mightily must it be 
increased by the accession of such a vast extent of territory Sane in- 

no 
alarms on this subject from such a source. On the other hand, the joao lands 
hold out, after the discharge of the national debt, ample revenues to be devoted 
to the cause of education and to sound learning, and to internal improvements, 
without trenching upon the property or embarrassing the pursuits of the peo- 
ple by burdensome taxation. The constitutional objection to the appropriation 
of the other revenues of the Government to such objects has not been supposed 
to apply to an appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands, 

I call especial attention to the last sentence in this extract from Story’s 
Commentaries, where he says: ‘‘ The constitutional objection to the ap- 
propriation of the other revenues of the Government to such objects has 
not been supposed to apply to an appropriation of the proceeds of the 
public lands.” Congress having absolute power of disposal over the 
public lands, conferred by express grant of the Constitution, has made 


crease of resources? Hitherto the experience of the count 


donations of them to colleges and schools, to railroad corporations, to 
actual settlers, to immigrant foreigners, to soldiers and sailors as bounty, 
has promoted timber culture by donations of them, has sold them for 
money, has created reservations for Indians on them, and, indeed, has 
disposed of them in every way that lands can be disposed of, and no- 
body questions the power of Congress thus to dispose of them. 

In accepting donations of land for educational purposes the States 
have simply taken what Congress had a constitutional right to give. 
No implication of a right in the National Government to take charge of 
the schools of the States can arise from such donations, whereas Con- 
gress having no power to tax the people except to raise revenue for the 
support of the Government, and to execute the powers and enforce the 
jurisdiction of the Government, can not appropriate the revenues thus 
raised by taxation to thé support of common schools in the States, ex- 
cept upon the assumption that the common schools are within the juris- 
diction of the National Government, whose duty itis to provide for them. 
Those who support this bill are estopped from denying the jurisdiction 
of the National Government over the commonschools, because without 
such jurisdiction there is no power in Congress to raise money by tax- 
ation and appropriate it for their support, as is done in this bill. 

No such conclusion or consequence arises from a donation of land, 
because there is no such jurisdictional limitation on the power to ap- 
propriate or dispose of land which belongs to the Government as exists 
on the power to appropriate money taken out of the pockets of the 
people by taxation. Iam now and have always been willing to vote 
for donations of public lands, or the proceeds of sale of the public lands, 
to the States for educational purposes; not on the terms and conditions 
prescribed in this bill, because they assert for the National Government 
a power and control over the common schools, their administration 
and current management, utterly inconsistent with the exclusive juris- 
diction possessed by the States under the Constitution over them, but 
as pure and simple donations to be used by the States in their own way 
in carrying on in the mode which to them may seem best the school 
systems established and maintained by themselves. 

Wherever the power of the National Government can rightfully be 
exerted it is supreme and paramount. This power can be exerted no- 
where and on no subject unless the field of its exercise is within the 
legitimate jurisdiction of the National Government. The power of the 
States is subordinate and must yield to this superior power whenever 
and wherever it is met. The partial support and control of the com- 
mon schools of the States by the National Government provided for in 
this bill carries with it a clear, absolute confession by those who sup- 
port it that the subject is within the National jurisdiction, and, be- 
ing so, that the National Government in its discretion may, if it chooses, 
occupy the entire field, take full charge and control of and wholly 
maintain and support and administer the common schools of the States. 

If the duty rests upon the National Government to take hold of this 
subject, ‘‘and save the life of the nation” by “‘extirpating illiteracy,” 
as the friends of this bill claim, they must remember that if there be 
such duty, there must be a co nding power, for without the power 
there could be no obligation of duty, and the power existing, and being 
necessarily paramount and supreme, that the State jurisdiction must 
retire before it and yield the entire educational field to the national 
authority whenever it is claimed, The passage of this bill will bring 
this conclusion as inevitably as logic can do it, and its acceptance by 
the States will be the longest stride toward a centralized, consolidated, 
paternal Government ever taken since the Constitution was adopted. 
It is to be hoped that the good sense and patriotism of the people of 
this country will reject the glittering bribe it offers and avert the 
calamity of its passage. 

I oppose this bill, Mr. President, not only because of its unconstitu- 
tional interference with a subject belonging to the sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction of the States, and will establish a construction of the Con- 
stitution which, inthe language of Mr. Madison, will throw under the 
power of Congress every subject of State concern ‘‘from the highest ob- 
ject of State legislation down to the most minute objects of police,’’ to the 
utter overthrow of the theory of a dual government, an indissoluble 
union of indestructible States, with the jurisdiction, powers, and duties 
of each clearly defined and closely guarded, on which our Constitution 
is built, but because as a measure of policy it is unwise and inexpedient, 
hurtful to the cause of education, and full of mischief as a factor in the 
politics of the country, into which it will plunge the common-school 
systems of the States. 

The argument in support of the expediency of this bill is predicated 
mainly upon the census returns of 1880, which show 5,715,395 illiter- 
ates over ten years of agein the sixteen old slave States. 

These figures are harped upon unceasingly by the friends of this bill, 
but they do not allude to the fact that of this number 2,961,371 are 
adult whites and blacks over twenty-one years of age, who of course, 
being beyond the school age, should not be estimated in making pro- 
vision for the “‘ extirpation of illiteracy.” The number who might 
possibly be benefited are the illiterates between ten and twenty-one 
yearsof age, whonumbered, according to this report, 1,754,024. When 
from this number is deducted, as should be done, say one-fifth, to 
resent those who, between the ages of seventeen and twenty-one, would 
never have attended a school, we have in 1880, when this report was 
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made, 1,371,220 curable illiterates. This analysis gives some little 
idea of the extent of the exaggeration which has been indulged in by 
the advocates of this bill. 

Since 1880 the most marked and remarkable feature in the almost 
phenomenal development and progress of the South has been the growth 
and improvement of the common schools of that section. These have 
outstripped all the other evidences of advancement, and are to-day un- 
der the influence of a public sentiment more keenly alive than ever 
before to their importance, having a more rapid growth in excellence 
and extent thanat any former time. So far as illiteracy in the South is 
curable it is safe to say that it is rapidly decreasing under the benefi- 
cent infinence of a constantly improving system of common schools, and 
that in a few years it will substantially disappear, if these schools are 
not interfered with. 

I have before me a pamphlet issued from the office of the New York 
Evening Post,containing a number of able editorials which have ap- 
peared in the Post, from one of which I read. Says the writer: 


Less than 5 per cent. of all the inhabitants above the age of ten years in 
Maine, New Hampshire, or Vermont in either 1870 or 1880 were unable to read, 
and yet the official records show the average length of the school year be- 
tween 1860 and 1870 was only 119 days in Vermont, 99 in Maine, and 97 in New 
Hampshire, while in rg ay of the sixteen old slave States schools are now open 

100 or more days, and in only three States less than 75 days. 


If schools like these kept down illiteracy to 5 per cent. in those States, 
may we not reasonably hope with our schools to reach the same results, 
especially in view of the following statement, which I read from the 
same pamphlet: 

For example, South Carolina and Tennessee increased the amount devoted 
to this pu: (common schools) between 1880 and 1884 by nearly 33 per cent. : 
Gasset Aabeann, Virgi and West Virginia almost 40 per cent., and 
Arkansas and Texas i more than 100 per cent. 

The States of the South being agricultural and sparsely settled, can 
not, of course, show such results in their schools as densely populated 
and wealthy States, such as Massachusetts and some others, can show; 
but although their common schools were commenced only about twenty 
years ago, they will bear favorable comparison with the schools of Maine, 
New Hampshire, and Vermont, which, like them, are also agricultural 
States, whose school systems, however, have been in existence for three- 
quarters of a century. 

Our schools are growing, extending, and improving, not stationary 
as in many of the other States. The great mass of illiteracy in the 
South is among the adult negroes who can not be reached, but the gen- 
eration growing up, white and black, are being educated in some States 
perhaps better than in others, but. are being educated under a constantly 
improving system of schools in all the States. Thisis being done in the 
good old way—by local taxation self-imposed by the people. A system 
of schools thus planted and nourished into vigorous growth sends its 
roots deep into the soil, and becomes self-supporting through the crea- 
tion of a sustaining public sentiment which enjoys and appreciates its 
beneficent results. 

Already the pamphlet before me, from which I have justread, shows 
that more than two-thirds of all children of school age attend school 
in Delaware, West Virginia, Missouri, Florida, and Texas; almost two- 
thirds in South Carolina, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and more than 
half in Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and 
Arkansas. Such results in twenty years, considering the impoverished 
condition of the South when its school systems were begun, fully jus- 
tify thetribute of Dr. Mayo, the philanthropist and educator, that ‘‘no 
people in human history have made an effort so remarkable, all cir- 
cumstances considered, as the people of the South have done during the 
past fifteen years, and in what they have already done ‘for the school- 
ing of their children,’’ and that of General Armstrong, principal of the 
Hampton Normal and Agricultural Institute, in one of his late reports, 
that ‘‘the educational progressive movement at the South is, I believe, 
the most marvelous and the grandest fact or feature in this century of 
American life.” 

The people who, under the most adverse circumstances, have accom- 
plished such results and earned such encomiums from such sources may 
certainly be trusted to perfect their schools and extend their benefits as 
rapidly as is consistent with healthy growth. 

Still later statistics, which I read from a copy of the Nation now be- 
fore me, are even more satisfactory: z 

‘The latest 


localassessments. In West Virginia the av = 
is sop? five months, and the superintendent urges an increase, poten yi at 
“the additional tax for two months would scarcely be felt.’ In Tennessee the 
superintendent reported that “our public-school system is growing in favor 
with the people,” and the Legislature justified his statement by more than 
doublin school tax within a mon‘ 


prosperity of the State,” and adds 
in the of the State 


“we are mak- 
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ing id popests our educational interesis, and ina few more years Arkan- 
sas 1I stand side by side with the most favored of her sister States in the edu- 
cational advantages she offers to her children "—a statement wi is ly 
1 by the increase 1883 and 1886 from 2,462 1 
pupils, and $479,471 expenditure, to 3,691 teachers, 175,935 pupils, and $866,892 ex- 
penditure. In Geo the superintendent reported an increase within four 


$498,533 
small increase in the tax, which eould be laid 
od would enable the State to keep the 
e year. 


“without unduly burdening the 
schools in operation for six months 


Hampshire and 

advance in the cause of po 

throughout the State not be less than seven months.” 

A good common-school system is the growth of time. One can not 

be sprung into existence t with any amount of money. Trained 
ers are the great educational need in the South. The normal 

schools are slowly supplying this necessity. Without trained teachers 

good schools are impossible. The money resources of the South are 

ample for the supply of good teachers, and as this supply increases the 

fund Bo the support of the schools will increase. The two will grow 


er. = 

ia President, this method of building up and maintaining our 

lic schools is in line with the trađitions of our people, the theory of our 
Government, and promises the grandest results in the future. It nurt- 
ures a feeling of self-reliance, of individuality, and of self-respect. UI- 
timate success in the near future is assured by our achievements in the 
past, and when it is reached through the unaided efforts of the people 
of the States, the people will be stronger, the States will be more pow- 
erful, and the Union more invincible and enduring. 

Mr. President, ifthis bill becomes law it will be the beginning of the 
end of State jurisdiction over common schools. The theory of this bill, 
that at tlre end ofeight years aid will no longer be needed, is all wrong. 
From the first year that it goes into effect, if it ever does, relaxation of 
effort on the part of the people and the State governments will ensue, and 
will grow to the end, until it will be found, at the end of eight years, 
that aid will be more necessary than it has ever yet been su: to 
be. When it is found that the United States Government will, if the 
States will not, maintain the schools, the Government of the United 
States will have it to do, and will take charge of them and administer 
and maintain them. Then will be seen the consummate folly of hav- 
ing, by means of this measure, arrested and crushed out the magnifi- 
cently energetic spirit and enthusiasm of the people in the cause of pop- 
ular education—a spirit which to-day elicits the applause and commands 
the admiration of the world. 

Why the necessity for doing this thing? Is it more economical for 
the National Government to administer the common schools? The ap- 
propriation in this bill is called a donation, a gift, but the money is to 
be taxed out of the people; the very people to whom the so-called do- 
nation is to be made are to pay it first to the tax-gatherer, who is to 
pay it into the Treasury, whence, less the heavy cost of collection, it is 
to bereturned. Would it not be more economical for the people, at a 
much less cost, to tax themselves at home, retain their money at home, 
and manage their schools through homeinstrumentalities? 

This appropriation is no donation. The promise of the bill, if it is 
submissively aecepted by the States, is to return the money taxed out 
of the people, if not forfeited in one of the various modes provided for 
that purpose, with a large per cent. off, but in the operation the States 
are to lose and the National Government gain power and jurisdiction 
over the common schools, 

A gentleman in South Carolina, whose name I regret not to have, con- 
denses the argument against the expediency of the bill in a nutshell. 
He says: 


The high tariff, the great surplus which flows from it, and a deter- 
mination to that tariff and invent some means of getting 
rid of its surplus product is the prolific parent of this and other meas- 
ures of monstrous extravagance. 

But, Mr. President, this is not all. With the passage of this billour 
common schools will become matters of national interest and consid- 
eration, and legitimate subjects of party declaration and resolution in 
political platforms and debate in party canvasses. In other words, the 
common schools will become an felement in party politics, and will 
always be the prolific source of supply tothe demagogue of material for 
fomenting for political effect trouble between the races in the South. 
They will be an issue in every canvass, and will be the most potent 
means of inciting anew and keeping alive race issues now being so hap- 
pily solved under State jurisdiction. . 

Mr. President, having, in the long and exhaustive debates twice be- 
fore had in the Senate over this bill, more than once on the floor of the 
Senate declared my opposition to it, and the reasons therefor at length, 
I have, nevertheless, in view of the overshadowing importance of the 
bill, and its far-reaching consequences, deemed it my duty again to pro- 
test against it. 
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Mr. GRAY obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. As I understand that it will be more agreeable to 
the Senator from Delaware to proceed to-morrow, I move that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 44 minutes p. m.) 
a) Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 12, 1888, at 

o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 11, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of so much 
of the Journal as relates to the introduction and reference of bills and 
resolutions be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The residue of the Journal was then read and approved. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF COLOROW AND OTHER INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the , transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the In- 
terior of an appropriation to reimburse Colorow and other Indians for 
losses sustained in 1887; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATES OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

TheSPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney-General of 
an appropriation for the support, maintenance, and rtation of 
District of Columbia convicts, for criminal statistics, and for procuring 
information concerning penal institutions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BUILDING FOR ENGRAVING AND PRINTING BUREAU. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing of an appropriation for the erection 
of a necessary outhouse for the use of that bureau; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WOMEN’S SILK-CULTURE ASSOCIATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, transmitting the annual report of the Women’s 
Silk-Cultare Association of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a statement of the disbursing 
agent of the Interstate Commerce Commission of disbursements by and 
outstanding obligations against the commission; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

TILE FLOOR IN LABORATORY, BUREAU OF THE MINT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of the Treasury, transmitting estimate from the Director of the Mint of 
an appropriation for an encaustic floor in the laboratory, Bureau of the 
Mint; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DEFICIENCIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Secretary of State 
of deficiencies in appropriations for 1887 and prior years; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

; PRINTING FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BELMONT, by unanimous consent, presented the following reso- 
lution; which N brary 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to have printed 
and bound for its use such documents as it may deem necessary in connection 
with subjects referred to it during the present Congress, 


Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RESTRICTION OF OWNERSHIP OF REAL ESTATE IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. BELMONT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
4756) to amend an act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the 
Territories to American citizens, ete., approved March 3, 1887; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move its reference to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

The SPEAKER. That would seem to 


The to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. It covers alone the 


istrict of Columbia. 


Mr. BELMONT. Iask, then, that it be referred to that committee. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill was ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF DIRECT TAX. 


Mr. FULLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4757) to credit 
and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of 
Congress approved August 5, 1861; which was read‘a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FULLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4758) to 
amend section 3847, Revised Statutes United States, 1878, Title XLVI, 
chapter 1; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Enis SPEAKER proceeded to eall the select and standing committees 
reports. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not hear the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs called. 


The SPEAKER. It was called. 
CAPTURED FLAGS, ETC. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back a resolution in regard to captured flags, and to 
move its reference to the House Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam also directed to report back a resolution 
in relation to war records, and to move its reference to the House Cal- 
endar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the House will now proceed to 
the consideration of public bills for an hour. 

Mr. MILLS ask unanimous consent to dispense with it for this 
morning, and move to go into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for reference of the President’s annual message. 

Mr. REED. I understand a report has been made from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs in reference toa privileged matter whichshould 
not have been submitted during this hour. My colleague [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE] is absent on account of sickness, and I ask the gentleman from 
Illinois to withdraw his report for the present. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I did not understand it was a privileged mat- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. Itis, except during the hour when committees are 
called for reports. It must go to the Calendar if reported during that 
hour. Outside of that hour it is privileged. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw both rts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and they will be 
withdrawn. 

REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for reference of the Pres- 
ident’s message. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Mc- 
CrEARY in the chair. f 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, it has been the usual practice to dis- 
tribute the President's message to the different committees of the House 
in accordance with the subjects treated in the message, In the mes- 
sage to the present Congress there is but one subject, and that pertains 
to the business of the Committee on Ways and Means. For that reason 
the resolution has been presented in its present shape, and I ask its 
adoption. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying resumed 
the chair, Mr. McCreary reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
President’s message, had directed him to report back a resolution pro- 
viding for its reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. t 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the annual message of the President of the United States to the 
two Houses of Congress be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there is no Calendar ex- 
cept the Private Calendar printed so far, and the Chair is unable there- 
fore to lay before the House the business under the rule in its regular 
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order. There were in fact no reports from committees until yesterday 
afternoon. 

Mr. REED. Let us take up the private bills, then. 

Mr. BURROWS. If there is no business before the House I move 
that we adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is advised that the Committee on Ap- 
ys priations is in consultation, and possibly may desire the House to go 

to Committee of the Whole to take up the deficiency bill. The Chair 
will be informed in a few moments. 

Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw the motion. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be authorized to have printed 
and bound such papers and documents for the use of said committee as may be 

necessary, in connection with the subjects considered by the committee during 
the present Congress, 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is offered in pursuance of the unanimous 
request of the committee to-day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois to allow 
that to be amended to apply also to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. It is indispensable that printing should be done for that com- 
mittee also. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, will the House consider the 
resolution of the gentleman from Illinois at this time? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I then offer the amendment I have suggested. 

Mr. REED. What is it? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to amend by 
adding also the Committee on the Public Lands to the resolution. 

Mr. REED. Why not add all the committees at once ? 

‘The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to. 

a HATCH. I offer to amend by adding the. Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. REED. That is right. Put them all in, and then let us reject 
the whole lot. 

The amendment of Mr. HATCH was 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to amend by Eating ‘the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I accept that. 

- The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is this proposition? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is a proposition to reduce the reve- 
nues. 

The amendment of Mr. BLOUNT was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to insert the Judiciary Committee. 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the previous question now on the resolu- 
tion and amendments. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask that the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
serted first. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well; I will accept that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me first make a further amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not yield further. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ‘Then we will vote down the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and ona 
division there were—ayes 95, noes 108. 

So the previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Imovenow, in the absence of the chairman of the 
Committee on Labor, to insert the same privilege for that committee. 

The amendment was 

Mr. LAIRD. I do not see ihe chairman of the Military Committee 
present, and moye to amend by inserting that committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BREWER. I move to amend by inserting the Committee on 
the District of Columbia also. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 97, noes 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the previous question will not be ordered. 
This proposition has never had the consideration of a committee of this 
House, which it certainly should have before it is enacted into law. 

The SPEAKER. That does not prevent a motion to refer. 

Mr. RANDALL. With a view to havea proper committee of the 
House investigate the subject fully, I move that it be committed to the 
Committee on Printing, with leave to report at any time. 

co HOLMAN. Would it not be better to refer it to the Committee 
on Rules? 


Mr. RANDALL. I think not. The Committee on Printingis pref- 
erable, because it can give an estimate, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no preference. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not understand the gentleman from Illinois 
to object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the demand for the previous question, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to refer this subject to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, 

Mr. RANDALL. With leave. 

The SPEAKER. That can on woe done by unanimous consent. 
The Chair thinks, however, that is privileged under the rules of 
the House, relating, as it does, to the business of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask if the Committee on Appropri- 
ations have not this same order? 

Mr. RANDALL. They have; but so have all the committees which 
are charged with the preparation of appropriation bills, including the 
Post-Office Committee. But the-gentleman from Georgia will notice 
that this is a new plan of giving this privilege to all the committees, 
because if it is to be extended to those mentioned here, it had better 
gotoall. But at least it should be considered by a proper committee 
of the House before action is taken. 

. BLOUNT. The only reason why I asked the question was that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania suggested that the committee might 
furnish an estimate, and I thought he might appreciate the idea that it 
might be very difficult to form an estimate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to refer the resolution to the Committee on Printing, 

The motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED. 


Mr. RANDALL, I desire to submit a resolution under the consent 
of the Committee on Appropriations. When it has been read I will 
state the object of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol the Secretary oi Treasury rected to transmi 
House pagat iere liara of all claims Sre by the eara po Prd of ae mene 
ury under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried 
to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act approved June 
20, 1874, since the allowance of those which are embraced in House Executive 
Documents numbered 19 and 31, Fiftieth Congress, first session, 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state the object, of the resolution. It is to 
expedite the payment of claims due to various claimants by the Goy- 
ernment under provision of existing law. It embraces the following 
subjects: Pay of two and three year volunteers; bounty to volunteers 
and their widows; bounty under the act of July 28, 1866; conimuta- 
tion of rations to prisoners of war in Confederate prisons; for horses 
lost in the military service; compensation to postmasters readjusted 
under the act of March 3, 1883. The effect is to bring to the attention 
of Congress immediately all these classes of claims. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to say just a word in this ĉon- 
nection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. -This resolution is all right; but there 
should be an estimate made in advance for this class of cases, and an 
appropriation should be made in advance that would cover this class of 
cases, so that they would not have to be held back until included in 
appropriation bills. I desire to call the attention of the House to thatsng- 
gestion now, in the hope that we may reach a reform in that regard, so 
that all these claims that come from the different auditing offices may 
be estimated for, and so that they may be paid as they are allowed by 
the different auditing officers of the Government. 

Mr. RANDALL. For myself I can only say that the plan suggested 
by the gentleman from Iowa was formerly in practice, and was changed 
by the House, whether advantageously or not Congress can determine 
by its future course. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to say that the plan suggested by me is wholly imprac- 
ticable? 

Mr. ee I did not say that at all. Isaid the plan was for- 


merly in den 
te the gentleman from Pennsylvania to give us an op- 

E to vote on that in the appropriation bill by proposing an ap- 
ait are to pay future decisions? 

Mr. R ANDALL. I do not think the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has the power to prevent the vote being taken. 

Mr. REED. Ihave found the gentleman from Pennsylvania very 
often has the power. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL, I ask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the res- 
olution ? 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa—— 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to know if there is objection to 
the present consideration of the resolution. The Chair hears none, 
The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] a question. Is it not a fact that in the deficiency bill which 
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has been reported to the House there are a large number of claims 
therein appropriated for which were found to be due by officers of the 
Government more than a year ago? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand that to be true. . 

Mr. PETERS. I give as an instance the item on page 57 of the bill; 

For bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 and prior 
years, $283,956.56. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In reply to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas I will say the auditing officers of the Government are constantly 
allowing claims in advance of our ability to appropriate for them or in 
advance of their being appropriated for in fact. 

In my opinion that system should be remedied, no matter what the 
practice of the House has been, so that if these sums are allowed by 
the auditing officers the money should be appropriated. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 154) for the erection of 
a public building at Milwaukee, Wis.;in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. Cox in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee ofthe Whole Honse 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the title of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS (interrupting). At what time would it be in order 
to have the report read? 

‘the CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is now reading the bill by its title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4271) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes. 


Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
and formal reading of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURNES. It will be remembered that the general deficiency 
bill at the last session of Congress was perfected and passed through both 
Houses of Congress, but for some cause it failed to receive the Executive 
sanction. 

The Committee on Appropriations, after conference with othcrs who 
were engaged in the preparation and perfecting of the general defi- 
ciency bill of last year, came to the conclusion to adhere to the text of 
the bill which in the last session of the Forty-ninth Congress received 
the sanction of both the House and Senate and of the House and Senate 
conference committees. 

That much work having been done, completed, agreed upon by the 
committees of the two Houses, it was deemed best not to disturb it 
now, nor reopen the controversies concerning which both Houses had 
finally agreed. 

If the House will concur in this view and pass this bill, members may 
rest assured that it will be speedily followed by the usual urgent defi- 
ciency bill, in which every urgent public necessity can be provided 
for. Such a bill can be prepared, I am confident, within the next ten 
days or two weeks, and reported for consideration to the House. If 
these suggestions should prove satisfactory an immense amount of labor 
which we have once before performed will not have to be repeated. In 
the bill now under consideration we have adhered closely, and I believe 
entirely, to the text of the bill of the last year. Nothing new has been 
introduced. I hope that nothing new will be introduced, because ir 
introduced in this body it will be introduced elsewhere, and this bill, 
which ought to have been a law last year, may linger for months, tothe 
delay of payments justly due to thousands of our citizens. ‘ 

I hope therefore, and I am authorized to expressthe hope on the part 
of the Committee on Appropriations, that unless the matter be urgent, 
unless it be extremely urgent, no gentleman will attempt to ingraft 
upon this bill any new item that may properly be left to wait for the 
forthcoming urgent deficiency bill, to which allusion has been made. 
Then, also, the general deficiency bill will of course follow after the 
urgent deficiency bill; so that there will be two early occasions upon 
which everything can be provided for that ought to be provided for. 
With these words of explanation I submit the matter to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend yield to me for a moment? 

at BURNES. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
non]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES]. I wish'to ask whether this 
provision in the middle of the twenty-seventh page is not new legisla- 
tion. I understood him to say that there was nothing new in this bill. 


XIX——25 


Mr. BURNES. No new appropriation. In answer to my friend 
from Arkansas I will say that the provision he alludes to is not a new 
appropriation; itis alimitationuponanappropriation. It isa provision 
which the Attorney-General of the United States has suggested to the 
committee as a matter of great moment, intended to save large sums of 
money now being unjustly withheld or diverted from the Treasury. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is not, however, in the old bill. 

Mr. BURNES. It is not in the old bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman explain to the House the object 
of this provision? I have not had an opportunity of examining it at all. 

Mr. BURNES. The object of the limitation is this: Weare advised 
by the Attorney-General that a controversy has arisen between the 
Department of Justice and certain clerks in several of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States with regard to certain fees which 
those clerks refuse to recognize as any part of the official fees of their 
offices. I will instance cases of habeas corpus, arising perhaps more fre- 
quently in California than in any other portion of the country. Fees 
are charged there and elsewhere in cases of naturalization and in habeas 
corpus cases, which, as I am informed, go exclusively into the pockets 
ofthe clerks. It is believed by the Department of Justice that those 
are official fees, and the Attorney-General desires authority for the De- 
partment to refuse to approve bills in favor of such clerks until those 
fees, which he regards as official fees, shall be reported and accounted 
for. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. He simply desires that they shall be in- 
cluded in the emolument returns of the office. 

Mr. BURNES. That is it. They refuse to include them in their 
emolument returns. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a few words 
about this bill. The gentleman from Missouri in charge of the bill 
[Mr. BuRNEs] has substantially covered the ground. I think it is the 
desire of both sides of the committee that this bill shall pass substan- 
tially as it is, and pass speedily. As the gentleman from Missouri has 
well said, it was agreed upon in conference, with many items that are 
now omitted, just at the close of the last session of Congress. I do not 
think it would be profitable to occupy much time in an inquiry as to - 
why this bill, or a bill similar to this, failed in the last Congress. Sufi- 
cient is it to say that in perhaps the last hour before the Congress expired 
there was an agreement in conference upon the bill, but there was not 
time to write out that agreement and submit it to the House and the 
Senate, and have it adopted and signed by the President. 

Much criticism was indulged in at the time by this side of the House 
because of the delay in presenting the bill originally, and I believe that 
even more criticism wasindulged in by the then other side of the House 
on account of the same delay. The truth is that the items contained - 
in part in this bill appropriated moneys that were due to creditors of 
the United States, many, many hundreds of them, in sums of from $5 
to $1,000, those creditors being widely distributed throughout the 
length and breadth of thecountry. Many ofthe sums had been owing 
to these creditors for from twénty to twenty-five years. In several 
hundred cases they were moneys due to private soldiers, a part of the 
pay or bounty that had been owing them for over twenty years. This 
bill carries all those items which were due up tothe time it was agreed 
upon last March. z : 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] was wise, I think, in the 
question he propounded to the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions a few minutes ago, suggesting the propriety of an amendment of 
the law so as to make permanent appropriations to pay these claims as 
they are audited by the officers of the Government. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania well said in reply that formerly 
such was the case; and I was very glad indeed that he did not at this 
time give notice of any objection to the re-enactment of that permanent 
appropriation. The history of that permanent appropriation is that 
prior to the Forty-fourth Congress (which was the first Democratic Con- 
gress subsequent to the commencement of the war) there was a perma- 
nent appropriation for these purposes, and that as the claims were au- 
dited the money was promptly paid from the Treasury. But under the 
lead of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, then upon this committee, 
and others, that law was repealed; and from that time to this—from 
1875 to the present time—there has been an annual appropriation for 
this purpose. 

I do not wish to take further time in explanation of thisbill. I think 
perhaps our time would be better taken up in passing it promptly and 
letting these creditors of the Government receive the poor pittance to 
which they are entitled; for many of them, as we all know from letters 
which we have received, are absolutely suffering for want of these small 
appropriations, which might enable them to ‘‘keep the wolf from the 
door.” 

Mr. LAIRD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] a question. I understand from the public prints that this 
committee has stricken from the present bill an item of half a million 
dollars for the Post-Office Department. Now, in my State and in the 
States of Kansas and Michigan about 3,000 miles of railroad have been 
built during the year just closed; and upon those lines of travel there 
is either no postal service or the service furnished is indifferent. I 
therefore ask whether the omission from this bill of the item to which 
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I have referred will affect the condition of the postal service in our west- | bill, under a motion to suspend the rules and pass the same, which I 


ern country. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Nebraska that the 
bill as agreed upon in conference, and which failed in the last Congress, 
carried appropriations to the amount of $4,750,000; this bill carries 

950,000—$800, 000, in round numbers, less than the former bill. 

As to the postal service, it is true that this bill does not include 
items which were in that bill intended for the service of the last fiscal 

, which expired on the 30th of June, 1887; and they are not in- 
cluded for the reason that if we should give the money now it could 
not -be expended. I grant you that the money ought to have been 
given last March, and we ought io have had more efficient postal 
service in many portions of the country, as we would have had if that 
money had been given. But as it was not appropriated, the time in 
which the service could be performed has passed, so that it is not néces- 


sary to give it now. 
Mr. LAIRD. When was the bill reported from the committee to 
the House? 


Mr. CANNON. This bill was reported yesterday. ; 

Mr. LAIRD. I mean the original bill in the lastsession of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is that it was reported five or six 
days before the expiration of the Congress, and that many of the ap- 
propriation bills were presented for the first time in the House within 
the ten days immediately preceding the expiration of the Congress. 

Mr. PETERS. Isit not a fact that this bill did not reach the Presi- 
dent until fifteen minutes before the adjournment of the last Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. This bill never reached the President. 

Mr. PETERS. I mean the deficiency bill of the last session. 

Mr. CANNON. That deficiency bill never reached the President; 
the conference report, though agreed upon, was never written up, and 
was never adopted by the two Houses. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The difference, I understand, between the 
amount of this bill and that carried by the deficiency bill of the last 
session is over one million and three-quarters, 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; $800,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the difference is $1,800,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not see how the gentleman reaches that result. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. According to the figures I have here, this bill 
embraces appropriations of $2,951,000, against almost $5,000,000 em- 
braced in the bill of the last session. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. We took as the basis of this bill the matters agreed 
on in the conference report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What I want to know is, what are the items 

which were in the last deficiency bill and which are omitted from this 
bill, and why are they omitted? 
- Mr. CANNON. The gentleman, as I understand, is laboring under 
a mistake. The conference report agreed upon in fact between the 
conferees of the two Houses was never presented to either House; but 
that conference report is in existence. We took that report as the basis 
of this bill; and we have made this bill accord with it, omitting mat- 
ters for which appropriations, if now made, could not be expended. In 
other words, as the fiscal year expired without money having been ap- 
propriated for certain items, the money was not, of expended, 
and thereby the public service suffered; but the time for the expend- 
iture of that money has passed, and no good could be done by appro- 
priating for those items now. 

Mr. MORROW. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. - 

Mr. MORROW. Were not the services performed as intended by the 
original bill? 

Mr. CANNON. The original deficiency bill of last March? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. In many instances the services were not performed, 
and could not be without a violation of law. 

Mr. MORROW. Do the differences here relate simply to those serv- 
ices which were not performed? 

Mr. CANNON. Substantially so. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I had not anticipated the remarks 
which have just been made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. etal 
nor perhaps the inquiry of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD]; 
but, after what has been said, I feel sure it is my duty to remark in re- 
ply that there has been a great misunderstanding of the facts relating 
to the subjects which have been under consideration by those gentle- 
men. 

This deficiency bill in the last Congress was passed through the House 
of Representatives before someof the other general appropriation bills, 
before some of the most important appropriation bills that go through 
this House, went to the Senate of the United States. The same time, 
therefore, was given for its consideration elsewhere that was given for 
the consideration of other appropriation bills. Not only that, sir, but 
when there was a fear that the Post-Office service, to which allusion has 
been made, would not be provided for, that the payments to the honored 
soldiery of the country for lost horses and for bounty and back pay 
would not be made, I had the honor, taking the responsibility largely 
upon myself, but acting in accord with many of my colleagues on the 
committee, to state the circumstances to the House and introduce a 


now ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL, 
Mr. Burnes. I move to suspend the rulesand pass the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


“A bill to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the anpropnia 
tions for the service of the Goyerument for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes. z 
“ Be it enacted, ete., That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be nec- 

essary, be, and the same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 

Treasury not otherwise approp „for the objects hereinafter expressed f 


for 
the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, namely : 
“ Post-Office ent: 


“ Postal service: For the extension of the free-delivery service, under the act 
of January 3, 1887, to an estimated number of seventy-five offices, $55,000. 

“ For salaries for clerks in post-offices left unprovided for by the act of June 
29, 1886, consolidating money-order clerks with others, $250,000. 

“For manufacture of adhesive tage and special-delivery stamps, $5,000. 
a hap yd of stam envelopes, newspaper-wrappers, and letter- 

eel ’ 

ne re anes of registered-package, tag, official, and dead-letter envel- 
opes, „000. 
“For transportation of the United States mails and for foreign closed mails, 

00, 


Spe Treasury Department: 


“Silver certificates and l -tender notes: For printing and finishing addi- 
tional silver certificates and legal-tender notes of the denominations of one and 
two dollars,to be expended as follows: Under the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, for compensation of employés, $5,500; for plate-printing, $14,000; for 
materials and miscellaneous expenses, $3,700; under the office of the Treasurer of 
the United States, for materials needed in sealing and separating United States 


“ JUDICTAL. 


t Fees of jurors: For fees of jurors, United States courts, $50,000. 
“Fees of witnesses: For fees of witnesses attending United States courts, 
other than courts of United States commissioners, $135,000. 
* For fees of witnesses in attendance before United States commissioners, 
000. 


“Support of prisoners: For support of prisoners United States courts, $40,000, 
On = a of Territorial courts in Utah: Forexpenses of Territorial courts in 

tah, $5,000. ê 

“ For the payment of a portion of the claim certified to be due by the several 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department, and which have been certified 
to Congress and fully set forth in House Executive Documents numbered 49 and 
180and Senate Executive Document numbered 110, Forty-ninth Congress, second 
session, there is pas bcs as follows : 

“For all of the claims under * Pay of two and three year volunteers,’ 1871 and 


prior years, $250,979.08. 
* For all of the claims under‘ Bounty to volunteers and their widowsand legal 


heirs,’ 1871 and prior years, 750,22, 
“ For all of the claims under ‘ Bounty act of July 28, 1866,’ 1880 and prior years, 


218.56. 
“For all of the claims under ‘ Pay, etc., of the Army,’ 1854 and prior years, 


$14,052.37. 

“ For all of the claims under ‘Commutation of rations of Prisoners of warin 
rebel and to sailors on furlough prior to July 1, 1884,’ $19,093.19. 

** For all of the claims under ‘Horses and other property lost in the military 


service prior to July 1, 1884,’ $114,163.65.” 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to call attention of the Committee 
and of the country to the fact that neither the Appropriations Commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives nor the House itself was in default 
with regard to the presentation or passage of a prope bill for the pur- 
poses stated. In proof of it I have had that record read, in order that 
every gentleman might see how earnestly the House, at least, endeav- 
ored to provide for every im: t interest alluded to in this debate. 
That bill was passed through the House in ample time to have been 
fully enacted and made a law. 

Sir, I have no word of censure to utter against any gentleman on 
the other side of the House as to his course on that occasion, because 
we all united in the tendering of this important measure to the Senate 
for the benefit of the soldiers; for the purpose of enabling the courts 
to continue their sessions throughout the year 1887; for the purpose of 
paying these fice obligations; providing for the postal service 
and the extension of the free delivery, including the issue of the legal- 
tender notes of small denominations, to which my friend from Iowa 
[ Mr. WEAVER] had given valuable assistance and close attention. All 
these things, I say, were provided for in that bill which was sent in 
due season elsew 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. BURNES. Not now, butina moment. This bill,when it left 
this House left it freighted with the hopes and expectations of every 
member that it at least would be enacted into a law. Not oneitem in 
that bill was ever objected to by any gentleman either in the confer- 
ence or upon this floor. Each and every item had the sanction of every 
one. But notwithstanding all this it was never even considered at the 
other end of this Capitol, and of course failed to become a law. 

It is significant in this connection that the general appropriation bill 
providing for the executive, legislative, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year 1888 the House after the general 
deficiency bill had gone through and had been sent to the Senate. It 
seems there was time enough for that bill to become a law, perhaps be- 


cause it provided for the payment of our own salaries and those of 
Isit not true these bills, near the close of the short 


others. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MILLIKEN. 


1888. 
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session, were dumped all together upon the Senate, so thatit was possible 
to examine only most important? Was it not obliged to leave this 
or some other bill unexamined? 

_ Mr. BURNES. I beg to say to my friend from Maine the usual prac- 
tice in the Senate is supposed to be to commence the consideration of 
appropriations in the committee of that body just so soon as the esti- 
mates are received, and they come to each House at the same time, so 
that when the House bills come to them the whole matter will have 
been studied and understood, so that the work of the committee after 
the receipt of the bills will be brief and easy. Besides, the Senate 
committee have the advantage of the work, repor and debates in the 
House, which are generally very complete and exhaustiye on all im- 
portant subjects. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But is it not true that they can not all be exam- 
ined at the same time? 

Mr. BURNES. I have already answered the gentleman, I think, 
but I will simply answer his interrogatory in the affirmative. 

A word more. I am not making a general defense of the policy pur- 
sued in these matters, although I am prepared to do so on any proper 
and necessary occasion. While I blame no one here or elsewhere, yet 
I must state some facts of which the country seems to be ignorant. 
Now, while there was time to pass the executive, legislative, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill, and to have it approved by the President, yet 
it seems there was neither time to complete nor to have approved the 
general deficiency bill, nor the special bill wesent to the Senate. While 
there was not time to pass those bills, it seems there was time enough 
to take one special item out of the general deficiency bill which failed, 
and pass it in the shape of a joint resolution through both Houses and 
send it to the President for his approval. This bill, read in your hear- 
ing a moment ago, could not be we are told, but one of the other 
provisions contained in the bill which failed could be taken out, re- 
Tamo to the House, and sent to the President in time to become the 

W. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What item does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. BURNES. To the appropriation of $25,000 to pay the expenses 
of certain Senate committees which were incurred in the discharge of 
some public or outside duty. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What committees? 

Mr. BURNES. Committees of the Senate, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did not this bill go to the Senate as late as the 
ist of March, and did not Congress adjourn on the 4th of March? 

Mr. BURNES. I believe Congress did adjourn on the 4th of March. 
The record will show when the bill went tothe Senate. It went there 
before the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill did. 

When this bill, with all these appropriations for the postal service, 
for the benefit of the soldiers, to relieve the courts, went to the Senate, 
its consideration was objected to by the Senator from Vermont, and 
yet when a joint resolution containing a provision taken from the de- 
ficiency bill then pending, and appropriating $25,000 for the paymentof 
the expenses of certain committees of that body, was presented in the 
Senate, the Senator from Vermont, after demanding its reading, inter- 
posed no objection to its consideration and it became a law. 

I do not care about saying anything unkind, and I will not say any- 
thing unkind of any one. I see no need of any unpleasantness in this 
matter. I know we all here did our duty. If the committee did not 
report the bills to the House in time, my distinguished friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNon] is as much to blame as any one of us, because we 
are often indebted to him for his activity and the intelligence and re- 

tability which he lends to the subcommittee on the deficiency bill. 
Laughter.] Neitherhe nor my friend from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
ever fails us. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like, with the permission ot 
my friend from Missouri, to make a few remarks on this subject. 

Rt BURNES. I will yield to my colleague on the committee with 
pleasure. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not appreciate 
that it is the duty of any man to sit silent here after a bill is bronght 
in at such a late day in the session that it can not be fully considered 
and passed and receive the Executive approval, and then have a gentle- 
man of the distinguished character and ability of my friend from Mis- 
souri lecture this side of the House for any failure on its part in that 


respect. 

The record shows, Mr. Chairman, that this deficiency bill was passed 
by the House of Representatives on the Ist day of last March, just three 
days before the adjournment of Congress, having been in the hands and 
under the control of a majority of this House up to that late hour. It 

the House and was sent over to the other end of the Capitol to 

> considered. It was reported to the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of that body. I take it that no gentleman will 
deny the right and duty of the Senate Committee on Appropriations to 
investigate the items of that bill, which had been held back until the 
dying hours of the Forty-ninth Congress. That committee considered 
and reported the bill back to the Senate on the 3d day of March, thus 
doing in two days’ time what it took our Committeeon Appropriations 
practically the three months of the session to accomplish. The Senate 
then passed the bill on the morning of the 4th of March, the day of ad- 


journment. It will be borne in mind that we were working day and 
night at the lastof the Congress. Then commenced the various confer- 
ences upon the appropriation bills. 2 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it will not do for a claim to come from the 
other side of the House that they can strip that bill of matters of con- 
troyersy, and force upon the country only those things in the bill about 
which no controversy could possibly arise, and thus eliminate the ele- 
ments of the bill which did not meet the approval of the majority of 
this Chamber. 

T say, sir, that if criticism must come, let it come against that cus- 
tom which has prevailed here of holding appropriation bills back and 
back, and holding them back again, until it is impossible for the other 
branch of the National Legislature to give them consideration. It 
will not do to sustain such a policy as that, and then have the Repub- 
lican members on this floor arraigned because they do not accept an 
omnibus proposition which dropped a great many other features of the 
bill. Ido not think that is a proper presentation of the case before 
this House or the country. z 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that these appropriation bills might all be 
brought into this Chamber sooner than they are; and although I am 
a member of that committee, I say it, and challenge contradiction of 
any member thereof. If members of the Appropriations Committee 
would put the industry and energy and work into the appropriation 
bills early in the session that we have to do towards the close of it, 
full discussion, investigation, and light might be brought to each and 
all of these bills, and every member of this body enabled to give intel- 
ligent votes upon them. As it is, I submit that this is a proper occa- 
sion to condemn the custom which prevails in bringing these bills in 
at a late hour, and we might as well “‘talk out in meeting ’’ upon that 
question now. Icare not for what is known as the courtesy of the 
committee. As a member of that committee, I denounce the custom 
here and now; and it is due to the members of this body that it should 
be corrected. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ina few moments. Iam reflecting, 
sir, upon no individual member. Far be it from me to reflect upon 
my friend from Missouri, who has charge of the present bill—a gentle- 
man for whom I entertain the highest respect and the warmest friend- 
ship.. But we are all responsible; and I was glad to see the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] introduceanamendmentto the rules 
to bring this matter to the front and compel speedy action: 

They say you can not mandamus acommittee. ‘Well, if you can not- 

us acommittee then I would damn the committee [laughter] 
with public sentiment and let the committee stand in default, if it must 
be, before the judgment of their colleagues and the criticisms of the 
country. 

I now yield for a question to my friend from Maine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Inasmuch as my friend from Iowa seems to be 
talking out in meeting, I would ask him to inform the House what is 
the purpose of the Committee on Appropriations in holding these bills 
back until near the close of the session and then dumping them upon 
the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I discuss facts, and I do not enter into 
the methods or motivesof men. Let the facts be known to the country, 
and the intelligence of the American people will not fail to supply the 
motives. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I did not know but that,.asmy friend from Iowa 
had started in upon the subject, he was going to give us the whole 
apocalypse of the question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; my friend from Maine will always 
be swift enough to determine for himself the motives that influence 
members upon this floor. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. LAIRD]. 

Mr. LAIRD. I have no disposition to split hairs with gentlemen of 
the Appropriations Committee as to the question upon whose shoulders 
the grave responsibility of the defeat of this measure in the last Congress 
should properly rest. But before the House shall pass upon the ques- 
tion of ordering by a proposed rule some sort of limitation upon the 
action of the Committee on Appropriations, I beg to call its attention 
to a few items which concern the Western section of this country par- 
ticularly. Some $800,000, perhaps less, say half a million, was esti- 
mated as the anticipated expense of the postal service in the trans-Mis- 
souri country. There have been constructed in the States of Kansas 
and Nebraska in the past year enough miles of railway to haye absorbed 
this half million or $800,000—about 3,000 miles of railway. To-day 
members from that section are being appealed to by letter and petition 
from citizens of that country for some sort of adequate mail accommo- 
dations. The Government can not let the contracts for the railroads, or 
at least can not supply the money when the contracts shall be let. It 
has no money to carry on the offices, to provide the clerk-hire, the rent, 
the fuel, and other expenses of carrying on this branch of the business 
of the Government. 

Something like a half a million of dollars, by the failure of this bill, 
was taken from the pockets of men whose claims had been adjudicated 
by the auditing officers of the Government, and something like $300,- 
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000 to $500,000 was taken from the exchequer of the Department of 
Justice, and so witnesses were compelled to pay their own expenses and 
traverse that country or the acceptance of the service of the writ was 
refused, and justice, so faras the administration of it was concerned, lan- 
guished there. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to suggest to my friend from Nebraska [Mr. 

_Lamp] that there was nothing in the bill with regard to the transpor- 
tation of the mails. 

Mr. LAIRD. I understand there was nothing in the bill for trans- 
portation of the mails, but there was for postal-clerk hire. 

If I remember aright it was very near the close of that session when 
the gentlemen of the Appropriations Committee brought in the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. It was on the Ist of 
March—— 

Mr. BURNES. It was on the 3d day of February. 

Mr. LAIRD. The bill was reported on the 3d day of February, and 
passed this House on the Ist of March. 

Mr. BURNES. The record shows that that bill was reported on the 
3d day of February, and it was subject to any motion of the gentleman 
from Nebraska to call it up. [Cries of “Oh, no!’’] 

Mr. LAIRD. The committee had it under its control. It was whis- 
pered about that it would be necessary to suspend the rules to pass the 
great appropriation billof the Government. There was an attempt to 
gag it down the throats of the House under a suspension of the rules. 
Every gentleman remembers that it was whispered about that, in order 
to get that appropriation bill, containing a million and a half dollars, 
appropriated in violation of the rules, it would have to be crammed 
down our throats in that way; and that was the reason why it was not 
passed sooner, because you had to give it consideration under the rules. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps it is easier for a member who did not belong 
to the Committee on Appropriations to make the appropriate remarks 
upon this occasion. The candor of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BurNES], which just now enabled him to inform the gentleman from 

. Nebraska that any member could undertake charge of this bill when 
before the House, has not permitted him to state what was the actual 
condition of affairs connected with this deficiency bill which passed the 
House under a suspension of the rules. 

A general deficiency bill had been passed by the House,and wasin con- 
ference between the Senate and the House. There were disputes with 
regard to important matters—disputes which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri and his colleagues were unwilling to settle. They were equally 
unwilling to go before the country with the large number of items 
which are in this bill unsettled, unless they could make in the presence 
of the country an apparent movement to settle them. That gentle- 
man having delayed day after day to come to any conclusion in the 
conference committee on these subjects, and being unwilling to face the 
country with the rejection of the bills, adopted this arrangement for 
passing those things which he and his colleagues agreed to and avoid- 
ing the things which members in the other branch of the Legislature 
wished to pass; he adopted this arrangement under the stress of the last 
days of the session; in other words, instead of being an attempt to pay 
soldiers what was due to them, it was an attempt to avoid the appear- 
ance of being unwilling to pay them. It was anarrangement to avoid 
a difficulty, instead of a disposition to appropriate for the honest debts 
of the Government; and enough has been brought out here to-day to en- 
able us to call upon this House to be on the watch hereafter, to see that 
the legitimate appropriations which are due to pay the debts of the 
Government shall not be kept away from the creditors of the Govern- 
ment. 

The fact has been brought out here that a Democratic House changed 
the law whereby appropriations were made in advance, so that upon 
the decisions of the Auditors and their judgments rendered in favor of 
payment, under the law of the land these claims could be paid, and 
to-day we are all of usin receipt of letters from men whose claims have 
been adjudicated months ago, claims which, although they were adju- 
dicated only months ago, were due years and years ago, and have not 
yet been paid because the Committee on Appropriations have not pro- 
vided the ee appropriations to enable the Government officers to 
pay these debts as fast as theyare ascertained to be due. And this in 
the face of abundant money in the Treasury; this in the face of a sur- 
plus which we seem to be unable to find out what to do with. I 
should not allude to this matter if it was merely ancient history, for 
I am satisfied that the country cares very little about things which are 
a year old; but it is because of the opportunity to give a warning for 
the future that I take this occasion to express to the House the actual 
situation of affairs, A bill had been passed; it was in the conference 
committee. Gentlemen on the other side were unwilling to pass upon 
these matters, and sought to avoid it by presenting us, in the last days 
of the session, with many items which there was no opportunity for 
the other branch of Congress to consider; yet now they present them- 
selves to the country as the original and urgent movers, and our side 
as those who were obstructionists, and who prevented these honest 
debts from being paid. I must say that this seems to me to exceed 
even the regular courage of the gentleman from Missouri. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has eight minutes 
of his time remaining. To whom does he yield? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 11, 


Mr. BURNES. I will first occupy five minutes myself. 

Mr. Chairman, I trust it is not necessary at this day that the ques- 
tion of candor between the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] and my- 
self should be considered. I have never impugned his candor; he seems 
to impugn mine. Now, I simply place my assertion against his, and 
I say that, with all his prophetic vision, with all his wondrous judg- 
ment, with all his immense power, he has not divined aright the mo- 
tives which actuated me or those who served with me on the Appropria- 
tions Committee. This for that, and that may settle it. But, sir, if it 
be necessary to antagonize candor with candor, or the want of it with 
the want of it, I would ask the gentleman from Maine who it was that 
repealed the law with regard to the payment of these claims due to sol- 
diers? Was it a Democratic or a Republican Congress? How did that 
law get changed? Even the Republicans of the country saw that, un- 
der a law which authorized a clerk in a Department to andit these 
claims, innumerable frauds would spring up, and they repealed that 
law in the Forty-third Congress, in 1874. This for that also. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman desires to be accurate, I am sure? 

Mr. BURNES. I do, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. The permanent appropriation that had been made 
for the payment of these claims was repealed, and the practice changed 
in the Forty-fourth Congress, 

Mr. REED. Irelied uponthe statement of the gentleman from Mli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], who is generally accurate. 

Mr. BURNES. My friend from Illinois is mistaken. The repeal 
was made in the Forty-third Congress. But, no matter about that. 

Mr. REED: It is a very serious matter. 

Mr. BURNES. But even this I do not impute to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] as indicating a want of candor, because the 
House knows that he is the soul of candor, especially on political prop- 
ositions. [Laughter.] I attribute it to him rather as a mere act of 
forgetfulness. It was so easy to assume that this had been done by a 
Democratic House that it was thought well to consider that it was so 
done, and so, in that way, without consulting the record, the gentle- 
man has involved himself in this little difficulty. 

I now yield my remaining three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, for the purposes of this discussion 
I will not inquire which side of the House had to do with the repeal of 
the law which permitted appropriations in advance, in bulk, for the 
payment of these claims by the anditing officers without review by Con- 
gress. The repeal of that Jaw was a right step to take, and the Repub- 
lican majority, if it originated the change,are tobe commended. It had 
come to be a matter of criticism and scandal that the Gdvernment was 
paying money out of the Treasury in this way and making the audit- 
ing officers of the ent practically the legislators of the country 
instead of the two Houses of Congress, 

As to this deficiency bill, I would like to take away the mask and 
present the real, or other side of the case. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] tells us that a number of 
soldiers’ claims were not paid in consequence of the difficulty in seeur- 
ing anagreement between the two Honsesin the conference. That may 
be true, but, as one of the members of that House, I desire to commend 
the conferees on the part of the House for their stubborn refusal to per- 
mit the carrying through Congress, on the back of the claims of sol- 
diers, of two immense claims, one being the Choctaw claim, amount- 
ing to nearly $3,000,000, and the other the Pacific railroads claims, of 
about two millions; and, if I may be allowed to speak of the reasons 
why this deficiency bill failed, I could state it was because those two 
claims were insisted on by the Senate, which caused such delay in its 
passage through that body as to make its enrollment impossible before 
the final adjournment. 

I want to say a word in addition. Iam quite accustomed to this 
constantscolding which the Committee on Appropriations receives. As 
one of the members of that committee I have come to be absolutely 
patient and submissive in this particular. But I feel it my duty here 
to-day to say that there never has been any member of either side of 
the House on any Committee on Appropriations on which I haveserved 
who has been guilty of an improper motive in retarding appropriation 
bills; nor have I known any occasion when those bills ever were re- 
tarded through a motive other than that which was proper and hon- 
orable. 

More than once there have come to my notice criticisms directed 
against some member of the Committeeon Appropriations as having 
used these appropriation bills as a means of preventing legislation on 
revenue subjects. I wish tosay that the rules of the House gave pre- 
cedence, and still do so, to revenue measures over appropriation bills; 
so that, in order to have secured consideration of any revenue measure 
at any time, it was only necessary that a majority vote should bring 
into operation the rules of the House onthe subject. I look this mat- 
ter right in the face. The reason why revenue measures have not been 
considered heretofore has been because those which have been reported 
did not command the support of the majority of the House. That was 
the sole reason. Do not place the blame on the Committee on Appro- 
priations. It may be attributed to some of the individuals who have 
occupied places on that committee, å 
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I have feltit proper, Mr. Chairman, to make this statement. Ihave 
made it once or twice before; but as this subject is again under discus- 
sion I want to say deliberately that at no time, so far as I know, was 
there ever an improper motive in connection with the management of 
the business of the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent to have read the fifth sec- 
tion of an act approved June 20, 1874, this provision being known as 
the ‘‘covering in act,” of which Mr. Garfield was the author. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri hav- 
ing expired, he asks unanimous consent that this section of the law be 
read. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. §. That frm and after the Ist day of July, 1874, and of cach year there- 
after, the Secret: the Treasury cause all unexpended balances of ap- 

ropriations wh’ shall have remained upon the books of the Treasury for 

o fiscal years to be carried to the surplus fund and covered into the Treas- 
boat A Ppp anne , That this provision shall not apply to nent c appro- 

ons, appropriations for rivers and harbors, light-houses, fortifications, pub- 
ic buildings, or the pay of the Navy and Marine corps; but the appropriations 
named in this proviso shall continue available until otherwise orde by Con- 
gress, and this provision shall not apply to any unexpended balance of the 
appropriation made by the act approved December 21, 1871, for expenses that 
may be incurred under articles 1 to 9 of the treaty with Great Britain concluded 
May 8, 1871, which balance the act Fos aay March 3, 1873, authorized to be ex- 
pended to enable the President to l the stipulations contained in the twen- 
tieth, twenty-second, twenty-third, twenty-fourth, and twenty-fifth articles of 
said treaty: And provided further, That this section shall not pee to prevent 
the fulfillment of contracts existing at the date of the passage of this act; and the 
pezon of the Treasury shall, at the beginning of each session, report to Con- 
, With his annual estimates, any balances of appropriations for specific ob- 
fects affected by this section that may need to be reappropriated. 

Mr. REED. That did not prevent any Congress from making the 
roper appropriations, and the next Congress, which was Democratic, 
id not do so. 

Mr. BURNES. Under that law the Department certified 
these balances for appropriation and repudiated what seemed to have 
been sanctioned merely as a practice of the Department up to that 
time. Under the lead of that distinguished man, then a member from 
Ohio, Mr. Garfield, whose name is associated with this provision (for 
he brought in the measure), that law was passed to remedy the diffi- 
culty. Under that law these estimates, since the passage of that law, 
have been made and these claims reported to us. 

Mr. CANNON. According to my recollection, I am sMisfied that 
the law which the gentleman has had read did not repeal the pme 
nent appropriation which had been made prior to that time for the 


payment of this icular class of claims. 5 
r. BLO . Iwill ask the gentleman what has been the con- 
struction of the Treasury Department from the time of the passage of 


that act as illustrated in sending in estimates? 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to the gentleman that, according tomy 
recollection, estimates are sent in, and these appropriations are required 
to be made by’ virtue of legislation had during the Forty-fourth Con- 


gress. . 

Mr. BURNES. My friend from Illinois will allow me to say that if 
this is not the law under which we get these estimates and make these 
appropriations, it is his duty or the duty of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] to show us what law we have with re- 
gard to that matter. Isay that the law has been so recognized by 
every Republican and Democratic administration from that day to this. 
I challenge gentlemen to prove the contrary by citing some other pro- 
vision of law. 

Mr. CANNON. That is the gentleman’s assertion. 

Mr. BURNES. From a Republican administration the estimates 
came in under that law at the first session of the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, a Democratic Congress. 

Mr.CANNON. I say again Iam satisfied the gentleman is mistaken. 
But suppose that to be true, does the gentleman approve of the law? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir; Lapprove of it from the center of my heart. 

Mr. CANNON. Right there, then, we have at least an issue. I do 
not approve it touching this class of claims. 

Mr. BURNES. I am satisfied the name of General Garfield is not 
as influential on the other side as it used to be. 

Mr. CANNON. Thegentleman abounds in general statements. He 
seeks now to cover the weakness of his position by invoking the mem- 

- ory of Garfield. Garfield was but a man after all, but an eminent one. 
I admired him when he was a member of this House and voted for him 
for President. Possibly I can not now commend him that he is dead 
as strongly as the ponueman from Missouri, yet I stood by him much 
more closely when he was living than did the gentleman from Missouri. 
[Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, but allow me to finish this first. I state 
again my recollection, as I have not examined it for some time, that the 
legislation making permanent appropriation to pay soldiers of the late 
war, providing for the payment of such claimsas were audited, was re- 

led by the Forty-fourth Congress. I may be mistaken about that, 
ut I belieye—— 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me to complete my sentence before I yield. 


I may be mistaken; I have been mistaken frequently. I am not 
mistaken in one thing, however, and that is, from that time to this I 
have time and again sought to have that law re-enacted or enacted 
anew, if that will suit the gentleman better, making a permanent ap- 
propriation for the payment of this class of claims as they are audited. 
Whether the gentleman is right or I am right I stand here to-day and 
will stand here and so will this side of the House—I think I can speak 
for it in this instance—throughonut the balance of this Congress ready 
to change the existing law so as to give each creditor of the class re- 
ferred to the money promptly which the Democratic auditing officers 
of the Treasury, officers belonging to the gentleman’s own party, find 
to be due to him. But the gentleman from Missouri says be will not 
unite with me in such legislation. Therefore the question as to who is 
to blame for the repeal cuts nofigure. The only question is, shall these 
claimants be paid peaceably ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Isit not true that not one of these 
accounts has been thrown out of the Appropriations Committee in the 
last three Congresses ? 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is not that true? 

Mr. CANNON. No; itis not true. During the first session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] had 
charge of a similar deficiency bill, and in preparation of the same he ran 
his pencil through one-half of this class of claims. When I made an 
effort and moved an amendment in the Committee of the Whole House 
to provide for them, he opposed it; hour after hour and day after day he 
fought against putting them into the bill. He was sustained by his 
side of the House and the appropriation was not made for them during 
that session. 

_Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Have they not been appropriated for 


since? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; they were appropriated for the next ses- 
sion, but not for over a year after they were audited, and twenty years 
after they were in fact due. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is what I wish to bring to the 
attention of the House; that if fraud has been committed, the present 
system works delay and does not expose that fraud. That is what I 
wish to get before the House. 

Mr. BURNES rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill yield tothe gentleman such timeas he wishes, 
holding the floor myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ili- 
nois as having the floor for one hour. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. Inow yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri as much time as he wishes. 

Mr. BURNES. I rise for the purpose of correcting a statement of 
my esteemed friend from Illinois, and I am quite sure he wishes to be ac- 
curate in what he says. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. ' 

Mr. BURNES. I assert, and it is assertion against assertion, the rec- 
ord shows that since I have been on the committee more than $100,000 
of improper claims in the judgment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have been detected and rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. This class of claims? 

Mr. BURNES. Claims for horses lost in the service. 

Mr. CANNON. For horses claimed to have been lost in the service ? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, under that title—— 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman does not want a wrong impression 
to go to the country. 

Mr. BURNES. I do not. 

Mr. CANNON. And he and I can not afford to seek to obscure the 
fact with general statements. I ask him again if every claim that has 
been certified for horses lost, in fact—lost by individuals—in the class 
of claims to which he refers, has not been appropriated for ? 

Mr. BURNES. Every claim certified up for one horse, or perhaps 
for two horses, lost by soldiers, has been found correct and appropriated 
for. But the gentleman will understand me: every item of that class 
audited by the same Department, sent up in the same document, hold- 
ing a place alongside of meritorious claims, has not been paid. 

Mr. CANNON. But those items were not for horses, in fact? 

Mr. BURNES. No, they were not for horses, 

Mr. CANNON. That is just it. 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman from Illinois remembers the cases, I 
am sure. They aggregated nearly $100,000, and were certified. to Con- 
gress along with individual claims of soldiers for horses lost in the serv- 
ice, and under the general title of “‘ horses and other property lost in 
the military service.” Upon investigation and examination of the 
papers in the cases it was developed that the allowances were in fact to 
certain insurance companies forsteamboats destroyed while in the serv- 
ice of the Government. The insurance companies having made good 
the losses to the owners, sought to hold the Government liable to them 
for their losses, and obtained a settlement by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to that effect. 
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The Committee on Appropriations and the House did not regard these 
claims as just, notwithstanding the Treasury settlement, and refused 
to appropriata for them. Mr. Maynard, recently Second Comptroller 
of , re-examined these cases and reported against them 
during the last Congress in House, Executive Document 210, Forty-ninth 
Congress, second session, thus justifying the action of the committee 
and the House in refusing the appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. Resuming the floor for a moment only, Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire to say that it is true, whether right or wrong, that the 
Committee on Appropriations has failed to reeommend—and I want to 
be entirely frank about this—some items that have been certified from 
the Treasury Department for transportation. But it is not true, ac- 
cording to my recollection, that they have failed in the end to recom- 
mend appropriations for every item claimed of the class of which I 
have been ing. 

Now, sir, having said that much, I want to add one thing in reply to 
what was said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 
He said that the true matter at issue, which caused the failure of the 
deficiency bill at the close of the last Congress, was the matter touch- 
ing certain claims known, one of them as the ‘‘Choctaw claim,” and 
the other as the +‘ Pacific railway claims.’ I believe these items were 
in controversy in the conference. I believe the Senate receded upon 
both items, at least I did not find them in the conference report as it 
was writtenup. Butlet that be asit may, the gentleman can stand, if 
he chooses, upon that ground. Let us examine the question. 

What was the Choctaw claim? This Congress, or another Congress, 
the one before the last, a Democratic House and a Republican Senate, 
ee a bill allowing the Choctaw Nation to go into the courts of the 

nited States—the Court of Claims—and establish a claim they had 
presented, if they could, a claim that had been due for nearly two gen- 
erations, as they alleged. 

The Choctaw Nation did go into the Court of Claims; an appeal was 
prosecuted from the findings of the Court of Claims to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and the Supreme Court, after a full hearing, 
ordered judgment to be rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of the 
Choctaw Nation for something over $2,000,000. That finding stands as 
an unpaid judgment of the Court of Claims, approved and directed by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, to this day. It has been un- 
paid and bears interest. 

Now, then, it is true that the House committee refused to allow an 
item appropriating for that judgment. The Treasury full of money; 
the Democratic party and its Executive not knowing how to get rid of 
it, as they say; yet here is a claim in this condition of affairs bearing 
interest—a judgment of the highest court of the land—which is not in- 
cluded in the appropriation bill. ` 

I yield now to the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to add only a word to the 
subject under discussion. The House has not been considering the bill 
we are about to pass, bat we have been talking for nearly two hours 
about the bill we onght to have passed last year and are all sorry we 
did not pass. 

Various reasons are given here why that bill did not pass, and there- 
fore I shall not depart from the thread of the discussion to assign any 
reasons why this bill should pass. It is in substance the same, as has 
been said, which was agreed upon by the conference committee in the 
closing hours of the last Con, 

Gentlemen on this side of the House tell the new Congress that this 
bill and other bills failed to pass in the last Congress because of the fault 
of the Senate. Other gentlemen say that it was the fault of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in this House. We have heard and will hear 
again this sort of talk time and again during the session as a substi- 
tute for some resolute planand policy of settling the problem of the sur- 
plus advocated bya united Democratic majority. Gentlemen who have 
in vain urged upon their fellow-Democrats, upon the majority of this 
House, a proposition which uniformly failed to command a majority of 
the govezning body here, raise every now and then a vigorous cry against 
the great Pennsylvanian [Mr. RANDALL], and proclaim him as ter- 
rible as an army with banners, and more potent than forty, or even 
eighty, Democratic majority in this House. They have commenced 
again their habit of holding him up as an excuse for not passing a rev- 
enue bill. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has, 
in a sentence, disposed of that pretext when he says that by a majority 
vote of this Houseat any day, in either preceding Congress, the majority 
could have taken up a measure for the lessening of surplus revenue. 
The labor and business interests of this country will no longer excuse 
the majority for doing nothing by their own helplessness and discord. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, while these gentlemen were talking I recurred 
to a list of the appropriation bills of last session and their stages of 
progression through this House. I do not mean to inflict it on the 
members here by reading it. It is a significant fact that while there 
were in the last short session of the Forty-ninth Congress but forty- 

t working days there were on the Calendar a dozen appropriation 
bills at one time—that this Democratic House, with 40 majority, for 
twenty-three days out of the forty-eight did not consider or attempt to 
consider a single one of the appropriation bills in the last short session. 
This Fiftieth Congress is now here. We have now reached the 11th 


of January. More than thirty days of this Congress have passed, and 
no bill of a public nature has been passed; no business has been done 
by this House or by the Democratic majority inthis body. The bottom 
trouble in this House in the last Congress, in the one before that, and it 
seems that it will be the same in the coming history of this House— 
the bottom trouble is with the Democratic majority, which is inert and 
helpless, rather than with any committee, and the leaders seek to hide 
the incapacity of the Democratic House for affirmative legislation by 
specially berating the Appropriations Committee. It is the same old 
scape-goat for the same old sin of business incapacity. 

As a member of the Appropriations Committee, Iam frank to say that 
former appropriation bills and all appropriation bills ought to be more 
rapidly put before the House; but in fact in the last session for twenty- 
three days the House refused to consider a single appropriation bill; and 
now more than thirty days have passed of this Congress, and nothing 
has been done. ‘To find a scape-goat may be pleasant to the feelings of 
members and individual constituencies, but the burden is really on the 
majority of this Houseitself by reason ofits incapacity to speedily and 
orderly consider the business. 

What was the cause last year of these bills being piled on the Calen- 
dar? It was not only that they came in too slow, but even more that 
this House considered them all too slow, so that six of the appropria- 
tion bills were passed in the last hours of the session, most of them un- 
der a ion of the rolos soma 4E Shoni OER ATO heb, bon oi 

y. 

My distinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. Burnes] on the 3d of 
March introduced a bill which was read late in the night-time, within 
a few hours of adjournment, I then predicted on this floor, and there 
was no credit due me for the prophecy, that that bill could not possi- 
bly pass; and it did die because it came in on the last day, and of c®urse 
could not have any consideration by the Senators, already overwhelmed 
with our belated appropriation bills which this Democratic House had 
dumped on their heads, 

When we take up in this Congress this appropriation bill we find that 
the contested items of the Choctaw claim and the Pacific railroads 
claim—and I, as one member on this side of the House, along with many 
of my fellows, strenuously opposed then and oppose now these Pacific 
railway clgi we find that those items are omitted. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] errs, therefore, 
when he says these claims delayed the passage of the deficiency bill. 
Those were not the things which prevented the of the bill by 
the Senate. It was the long delay of the Appropriations Committee, 
added to the chronic, and, it seems to me, the characteristic delay of a 
Democratic majority, and when, on the morning of the 4th of March, 
our conference committee, of which I was a member, had agreed u 
a bill which omitted these very items, the last circumstance of delay 
was that the President of this nation had de from the custom of 
all who had gone before him, and had notified Congress @nd the confer- 
ences that he was too high to follow the path trodden by Washington, Jef- 
ferson, Lincoln, and Grant, forin advance he refused to come to the Capitol, 
and when he did surrender, it was too late for the clerk to enroll and 
for the President to sign the bill. It was the combined delay of the 
Democratic Appropriations Committee of the Democratic majority in 
this House, and again in control here, and, as the final capstone, the de- 
lay of the President himself, ill judged and too slowly retrieved at mid 
day op March 4, 1887, which caused all this confusion in the Depart- 
ments, now loudly complained of by the failure of this deficiency bill 
for 1887, now about to pass in, 1888. Now, let us take up this bill, so 
that the Departments and courts crippled for a whole year, so that the 
soldiers and other claimants here provided for may get the money long 
due them. Let us do this and talk no more about it, 

Mr. BURNES. I now call for the reading of the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read the following: 


ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 


ting, for compensation of employés, 
$6, 000; for plate-printing, fiz, - 
000; under the office of the Treasurer of the United States, for materials needed 
in sealing and separating United States securities, $500; for salaries for additional 
pressmen, feeders, and separators, $3,300; in all, $49,800; and the number of plate- 
printers and printers’ assistants may, on the passage of this act, be increased to 
the number provided for in the eonkeyalvil appropriation act for the fiseal year 
ending June 30, 1888, 


Mr. BURNES. On information received directly from the Treasury 
Department and from the Bureau of Printing and Engraving, I am 
instructed by the committee to offer the sicantciant which I send to 
the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: z 

On 4 strike out all after “ dollars,” in line 11, down to and including line 
15, and in lieu tbereof insert: 

* And the number of plate-printers and plate-printers’ ee may, by di- 


rection of the Secretary of the Treasury, be increased to two hundred and two 
hundred and thirty, respectively.” 
tion, 


Mr. BURNES. I wish to say only with regard to this p: 


that the necessity for engraving larger amounts than usual of internal- 
revenue certificates has made it necessary to give the Bureau of Printing 
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and Engraving an additional force; increasing it from one hundred and 
eighty-seven and one hundred and eighty-eight to the numbers stated, 
two hundred and two hundred and thirty. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to add, also, that the estimates by this 
bureau were given in full in the original act. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] cited a 
law which I would like to have him explain as to its bearings. I 
made the statement that the Democratic House of the Forty-fourth 
Congress was responsible for the change which was made. It is true 
that I made that statement upon the authority of the gentleman from 
Illinois. The gentleman from Missouri in reply has read a statute 
which he says prevents the line of action that I suggested ought to 
be continued. I shall quote from that statute a single sentence, 
omitting the provisos, which have no bearing upon this question. I 
expressed my opinion with regard to it as soon as I heard it read; but 
it was met with some incredulity on the part of the gentleman from 
Missouri, and it is possible his incredulity may be well founded. 

But upon examination of the statute I am utterly unable to see how 
itcan prevent from doing what I have suggested. The lan- 
guage of the statute is that ‘‘ from and after the Ist day of July, 1874, 
and of each year thereafter the Secretary ef the Treasury shall cause 
all unexpended balances of appropriations which shall have remained 
upon the books of the Treasury for two fiscal years to be carried to the 
surplus fund and covered into the Treasury.” Now, how it is possi- 
ble for that provisio to prevent this House from appropriating a sum 
to be applied to the payment of these debts as they are adjudicated by 
the officers of the Government Iam unable to see. We appropriate in 
every Congress sums to be expended in payment for printing, theamount 
of which can not be accurately calculated in advance, and so for many 
other purposes of the Government. How this law prevents such ac- 
tion on the part of Congress Iam quite unable to see, and I hope the 
gentleman will explain it, becauseif I have stated the law incorrectly, 
no matter how good authority I may have had, it is my duty to with- 
draw the statement. 

Mr. BURNES. As a matter of course, Mr. Chairman, it is competent 
for Congress to do that which the gentleman suggests, but it is scarcely 
profitable for him and myself now to discuss this question of law fur- 
ther than we have discussed it. I simply speak from experience and 
observation when I say that under this law the Treasury Department 
has been making these estimates for special annual appropriations. I 
know of no other law under which, in either the Forty-fourth or the 
Forty-fifth Congress, such estimates were made, and I apprehend that 
the gentleman will find it has been under the construction put upon 
this statute, which we need not now discuss. If the construction is 
wrong, then the gentleman is right. If the construction is right, then 
I am right; but I think wehad probably better examine this law ques- 
tion ‘‘off horseback.” 

Mr. REED. * Mr. Chairman, itis of very little consequence, of course, 
whether I have made an error upon a given subject or not, but it is of 
some consequence whether I have stated to the House what is not so, 
having the means of information. Now, it seems to me, and I submit 
to the House, that this act was intended for a particular purpose, which 
I will state. Ispeak solely from the language of the act, because it 
was passed before my time here. I think the purpose was to pre- 
vent the use by the officers of the Government of unexpended bal- 
ances of appropriations actually made, and to cause the appropriation 
of a year to be confined tothe year. If, under that use of unexpended 
balances, the Treasury Department was in the habit of paying claims 
like these, and they were cut off from that righteous and proper work— 
for there can be no more proper and righteous act than to pay the debts 
of the Government, ascertained by the proper tribunals—if, I say, the 
Department officials were cut off by this act from using unexpended 
balances for that purpose, it then became the duty of the first Congress 
under which this act wasin operation to provide for the changed condition 
of things; in other words, to make direct, estimated appropriations for 
paying the debts of the Government upon precisely the same basis 
and in the same manner that estimates and appropriations are made to 
pay the approaching contingent printing expenses of the Government. 

that be so, the situation remains precisely where I said it was, and 
the argument which I addressed to the House loses none of its force. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Missouri, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, strike out all after “dollars,” in line 11, down toand including line 
15, and insert “and number of plate printers and plate printers’ assistants 
may, by direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, be increased to two hun- 
dred and two hundred and thirty, respectively.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mail depredations and post-office inspectors: For fees to United States mar- 
shals, attorneys, and the necessary incidental expenses connected therewith, 
$1,104.50, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1886. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I desire to offer an amendment to that para- 
graph, which I send to the desk. z 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert, after line 23, page 25: 

“For ying expenses and actrued deficiencies in the mail service at post- 
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offices in Southern California, asthe Postmaster-General may direct, for the 
year ending June 30, 1887, $100,000.” 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
that amendment, that it is not the subject of any estimate and does 
not come before us in any regular way. We do not know officially 
that there is any such deticiency. It does not so appear,nor does it ap- 
pear that there is any law for this service. > 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will hear the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. VANDEVER] on the point oforder. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I fail to see the point of order 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, but I desire to say that I 
regard this case as somewhat exceptional. It is a proposition to pro- 
vide for a deficiency which exists in the postal service in certain por- 
tions of Southern California, where the population has been pouring in 
at such an unprecedented rate that since the last regular appropriation 
for postal service there the work has quadrupled in every one of the, 
leading post-offices, and to-day the receipts from those offices are four 
times in excess of the expenditures. In Los Angeles, in Santiago, in 
Pasadena, in San Luis Obispo, in half a dozen of the larger places in 
Southern California the inadequacy of the postal service constitutes to- 
day an almost insufferable grievance. If you go any day to any one of 
those post-offices you will find long lines of personsstanding from morn- 
ing until night waiting their turn to receive their mail matter, and 
sometimes, after remaining there for hours, they are turned away with 
the statement that there is stilla large amount of mail matter that has 
not been distributed. 

To some extent that has been the case for years, so that down to the 
close of the fiscal year 1887 the postmasters of those post-offices were 
obliged to pay out of their own salaries for competent assistants, and 
the people of the locality were obliged io supplement the allowances 
made in the regular appropriation bills for that service by moneys sub- 
seribed to pay the cost of additional clerk-hire. The gas bills, the 
water bills, and other necessary expenses of those offices have gone un- 
liquidated to this day, and the Postmaster-General informs me that he 
has no fund at his disposal to pay them. Nor has he any fund at his 
disposal under the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, that will enable him to meet these necessary expenses, and it is 
with his assent and approval that I make this proposition in the House 
to-day. There has been no opportunity of presenting this matter to 
the committee. In fact, as to the post-office at Santiago, when the new 
postmaster came into office there he found a large mass of mail matter 
that had accumulated and come over to him from the previous post- 
master. In order to get rid of this vast accumulation of mail matter he 
loaded it upon wagons; and four wagon-loads of it were hauled to the 
dump in the bay, this course being necessary in order to make room in 
the office for the handling of the current mails. 

This is the condition of the public service in that portion of the 
country. I irust, therefore, that the gentleman from Missouri will not 
object to the insertion of the provision I have submitted inasmuch as 
it proproses to cover the expenses which have already been necessarily 
incurred, and to permit the Postmaster-General in his discretion to 
apply the remedy. Of course it will be necessary to present this sub- 
ject in the regular appropriation bill or in the deficiency bill which - 
may be presented hereafter; but this is an appropriate time for call- 
ing the attention of this House to the inefficency of the postal service 
in that region. The present condition of affairs in these post-offices in 
Southern California is not due, I am free to say, to any fault of the 
Post-Office Department, but is owing to the failure of Congress to fore- 
see the increased appropriations which would be required by reason of 
the great influx of population into that country, which is almost phe- 
nomenal, as any gentleman who has recently visited Southern Califor- 
nia ean not fail to appreciate. I think there are gentlemen on this 
floor who from their own personal observation can corroborate the state- 
ments I now make. I therefore ask the gentleman from Missouri to 
consent to the insertion of this amendment in the present bill, so as to 
provide for a great public necessity and give to the people of Southern 
California the postal conveniences to which they are entitled. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the Jast word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is upon the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. Burnes]. 

Mr. CASWELL. I hope the gentleman will allow me a moment to 
make an explanation. = 

Mr. BURNES. [yield to the gentleman, reserving the point of order. 

Mr. CASWELL, Mr. Chairman, I simply want to corroborate by 
my testimony the statements which have been made by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. VANDEVER]. Just previous to the beginning of 
this session I visited the portion of country to which he has referred 
and witnessed the condition of things which he has detailed. In the 
city of San Diego I was obliged to wait five days for the distribution of 
mail matter which I should have received on the day ofitsarrival. I 
found the citizens of that place were contributing $5 and $10 a month 
each in order to assist in supplying the needed clerk-hire for transact- 
ing the business of that post-office. Such was the condition of affairs 
coming under my direct observation that I felt compelled as a disinter- 
ested party to write to the Postmaster-General informing him of the im- 
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mense amount of mail matter which was piled in the middle of the floor 
at that office awaiting distribution, and not distributed promptly be- 
cause of the insufficient clerical force. I was informed by the postmas- 
ter that he expended every dollar of his salary in hiring clerks to dis- 
tribute the mail matter, and that the office was then earning at the rate 
of $37,000 a year; yet he was allowed only the trifling sum of $2,300 for 
clerk-hire. > 

There is no necessity for such a state of things ; and if this House un- 
derstood the true situation of affairs, not only in San Diego, but in 
Pasadena, Los Angeles, and at other points in Southern California, an 
appropriation would be immediately made in this urgency deficiency 
bill to give those offices the force which the public business requires. 
I am informed that fifty thousand people have recently gone into the 
southern portion of California, so that post-offices which were previ- 
ously well supplied with clerical force are now inundated with the in- 
flux of mail matter which follows thisimmigration. There is an urgent 
demand that we should make an appropriation to supply the necessary 
service for these offices. 

Mr. STRUBLE. With the indulgence of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Burnes], I would like to say a word. 

The CHAIRM A point of order is pending. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to be heard on thesame basis of cour- 
tesy which has been extended to other gentlemen. 

Mr. BURNES. Reserving the point of order, I have no objection to 
the gentleman proceeding. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, from the town and vicinity in which 
I live have gone to Southern California during the last year about 
twenty of our prominent citizens, and within the last thirty days I have 
received from a number of them a telegram, and from a representative 
man among them two letters, presenting to me the state of the postal 
business at one place, Pasadena, and appealing to me to confer with 
the gentleman from California in front of me [Mr. VANDEVER], in 
order to effect, if possible, by application to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, an arrangement whereby the inconveniences which the public 
now suffer at that office may be remedied by an order of the Depart- 
ment. 

It seems to me, sir, it ought not to be expected that the citizens of 
any community in this country should put their hands in their pockets 
in order to assist in paying necessary expenses pertaining to the admin- 
istration of the Post-Office Department in any part of the country; the 
Government with itsimmense surplus is amply able to pay such and to 
relieve an existing emergency. There are thousands of people congre- 
gating in these cities—many as permanent residents, others for tempo- 
rary sojourn—and why should not the Congress of the United States, 
upon such a presentation as has been made to-day, recognize the emerg- 
ency of the situation and deal fairly and liberally with that section of 
country? They are certainly entitled to send and receive mail promptly 
and without such delays as they are now suffering, or any individual 
contribution to such unusual expense as may be necessary to facilitate 
ordinary mail conveniences. I hope my friend from Missouri will not 
insist upon his point of order, but allow the House, upon the statements 
_ of fact made by the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER] and 

the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] to vote upon the propo- 
sition which the gentleman from California has submitted. 

Mr. BURNES. I would not insist on the point of order if it were 
not so clearly apparent that it would be impossible for us to remedy the 
grievances complained of without assistance from the Post-Office De- 
partment, without official estimates and information, and without due 
consideration of the subject in thecommittee. I trust, therefore, I shall 
be excused for insisting on the point of order. ) 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iask the gentleman from Missouri to yield to me 
for the purpose of asking a question. 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Appropriations this question: whether the point is made 
that this amendment is subject to the point of order simply because it 
bas not been submitted to the committee, and if so, under what rule is 

t made? 

Mr. BURNES. I will answer my esteemed friend from New Jersey 
that we have a general law providing for the regulation of this entire 
service, and this amendment, if adopted, would have the effect to ex- 
tend the existing method of appropriating money under that law. It 
is not in order because it is not in accordance with the present law, 
vo on the contrary, is in direct conflict with it, andin making new 

wo 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is constrained to sustain the point of 
order, as the amendmentis not a deficiency within the legislative mean- 
ing of that term. There is no estimate for it, nor any law contemplat- 
Fn Beer action. The amendment is therefore ruled out. 

e Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to call attention of the House to the fact we 
find in the appropriation bill of last year some provisions which were 
under consideration by the last House not included in this bill. For 
instance, there was an item of $50,000 for fees and expenses of marshals, 
with a proviso, which I do not find in this bill. Why is it left out of 
the present bill? What necessity was there for that appropriation then 


which does not exist now? I inquire as a matter of information sim- 


ply. 

Mr. BURNES. I will answer the gentleman from Arkansas. Since 
that bill was under consideration by the last House the Department 
has sent in new estimates, including only those which experience has 
demonstrated to be now necessary to carry out the law and provide for 
the exigencies of the public service. We have, of course, followed the 
estimates and recommendations of the Department in that regard. 

Mr. ROGERS. What provision is there in this bill as a substitute 
for the one contained in the bill of last year, and to which I have 
referred ? j 

Mr. BURNES. There is no provision made in this bill, because 
there was no estimate or recommendation under that head. 

Mr. ROGERS. Do I understand the estimates upon which this bill 
is based take the place of the estimates upon which the previous bill 
was made up? 

Mr. BURNES. This bill was intended to cover every important 
item in the other bill under the estimates of the Department. It only 
omits such items which, by the lapse of time or for other reasons safis- 
factory to the Department, have not been estimated for. ; 

Mr. ROGERS. That is not sufficiently explicit. This bill does not 
touch the subject at all of the ed RR to which I have referred, 
of $50,000 for fees and expenses of marshals, included in the bill of the 
last House. Now, why is that omitted while other provisions of the 
bill last year are included? Why should that Be omitted while forty 
other provisions of the last billareincluded? Why does this bill strike 
that out and leave the others in? 

Mr. BURNES. According to the estimates of the Treasury Depart- 
ment it did not seem to be required, and therefore was omitted. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think you are mistaken as to that. 

Mr. BURNES. We are advised there is money enough in the hands 
of the United States marshals for all purposes, and it only requires the 
marshaling of the assets they have on hand to pay everything which 
may be due. Some marshals have too much, others too little, and 
when matters come to be adjusted no deficiency will exist for which 
appropriation is needed. Therefore, perhaps, no estimate has been 
made at this session and no provision has been included in thisbill. It 
has been nearly a year since the bill was under consideration in the last 
House, and since then settlements have been made. 

I will read, for the information of the gentleman from Missouri, the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury inclosing the estimates and rec- 
ommendations upon which the present bill is founded: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 21, 1887. 
Sr: I have the honor to transmit herewith revised estimates of deficienciesin 
appropriations required by the various De ments of the Government to com- 
plete the service of the fiscal rended June 30, 1887, and of prior years, for 
which no provision was e by the Forty-ninth Congress, amounting to 


ee respectful 
eet feet at ©. S. FAIRCHILD, 
Secrelary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Mr. ROGERS. Where did you get the basis for the item in the 
former bill? ' 

Mr. BURNES. From the estimate submitted during the last year. 

Mr. ROGERS. Why do you strike it out of this bill when it was 
included in the last bill? 

Mr. BURNES. Because no estimate came for it to us this year, and 
we naturally inferred that in adjusting the estimates and allowances 
to the various marshals the sums found due by the Government in 
1886 had been satisfied and paid. 

Mr. RANDALL. Since then, the Department having 
itself of balances on hand, had been able to pay what was due. Asno 
appropriation was required on this account, of course the Department 
submitted no estimate to the committee for any. 

Mr. BURNES. And as no estimate or recommendation was made 
by the Department, we have not included any appropriation in this 
bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask the gentleman from Missouri why it is that 
this bill does not include manyitems embraced in the bill of last year? 
Does itnot omitone-half of the items embraced in the bill of a year ago? 

Mr. BURNES. No, I think not. J 

Mr. ROGERS. I have one observation to make, with the permission 
of my friend from Missouri. We had the same explanation made to 
us last year about this marshaling of assets. I took occasion then to 
go to the Treasury Department and make some inquiries. 

I undertake to say, as a matter of fact, if you could go out and in- 
stitute suits to recover balances in the hands of defaulting marshals 
you would not get much. I take it we are not to look to recover 
amounts due by defaulting marshals for the purpose of providing for 
the expenses of the Government. I know from practical experience 
of them that defaulting marshals and their securities are wholly worth- 
less, and that the Government will never recover from them anything 
while the sun rises and sets. So I do not think the gentleman’s ex- 
planation is of the slightest value or use in the discussion of this ques- 
tion. 

What I wish to know, if possible, is whether the Committee on Ap- 
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propriations has received any information from the Department of Jus- 
tice or the Treasury Department, which has not been embraced in this 
report, to show why the provision of the last bill was not included in 
the present bill. If it was necessary then, and has not been provided 
for since, it occurs to me this same item should go into the present bill. 
In my judgment we have not sufficiently explicit information upon 
which to act. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Department not having sent in an estimate 
for that item at the present session of Congress, and not having made 
any recommendation in that behalf, as it has done in other instances, 
the committee have naturally concluded it was not required. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ithink the gentleman is mistaken. Of course I have 
not had the opportunity, not seeing the bill until this morning, to com- 
eo the items embraced, but from a cursory examination, hastily made, 

think the gentleman will find many items in this bill not included 
in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. Therefore I made the 
inquiry why one is included and another is left out. Unless they have 
some information extraneous to this report, I am not prepared, under 
the circumstances, to pass the matter, as it occurs to me we should have 
some reasonable explanation why certain provisions are omitted from 
this bill while others included in the last bill are again included in this. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no ot any appropriation made for judicial expenses of the United 
States be paid or in any way allowed to any civil officer who has neglected 
or shall neglect to make his emolument return under section 833, Revised Stat- 
utes, in such manner as the Attorney-General direct; and the Attorney- 
General is hereby forbidden to approve dn berg any account of such ofti- 


cer for fees and earnings, unless he is satis! the officer has faithfully ac- 


counted in his emolument return for all official earnings of whatever form or 


character that he thinks should be included in the return, and that for making 
dockets and indexes, taxing costs, and all other services on the trial, argument, 
or hearing of a question of personal privilege wherein a decision is rendered 
the fee shall be 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon this 
provision that it is new legislation, not only in reference to several ex- 
isting provisions of law, but it is in violation of the rules of the House. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask my friend from Massachusetts to reserve the 
point of order until the proviso is perfected. 

Mr. COLLINS. Very well. 

Mr. BURNES. In lines 16 and 17 of this provision I am instructed 
to move tostrike out the words ‘‘ he thinks,’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
“ the Attorney-General may determine.’ 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. COLLINS. I do. : 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think the adoption of the amendment alters 
the essence of the proviso or so changes it as to modify the objection I 
have already made to it. The statute provides very plainly what the 
attorneys, marshals, commissioners, and other civil officers shall do and 
how they shall make their returns to the Department; and these vari- 
ous statutes have been interpreted by every court in the Union. 

Now, this proposed provision not only does not relate to any statutes 
now in force, but it proposes to change them fundamentally; and in ad- 
dition to changing the statutes it vests in the Attorney-General the 
a in his discretion or caprice, if you will, to determine what the 

w is. 


The most dangerous power, I believe, that can be vested in any execu- 
tive officer of the Govenment is to permit him to determine not only 
what is the law, but what are the facts. Itis not that these officers, 
according to this provision, shall be obliged to make returns according 
to law, but if this be adopted they are obliged to make them in such 
manner as the Attorney-General shall direct; and not only that, but 
the Attorney-General shall determine other questions bearing upon the 
execution of their duties before their returns can be received according 
tolaw. His direction is to be according to his caprice, his judgment, 
or his understanding, and not as the law directs. 

Now, this may be a very good provision, but if it be to incor- 
porate it into the statute as a change of law, it should done in a 
proper way—deliberately, carefully considered—every element, both as 
to law and to fact, taken into consideration. That has not been done 
here, and if this provision be not in violation of the rules of this House, 
forbidding the interjection of any legislation changing existing law in 
an appropriation bill, then the rule is meaningless and is absolutely 
without avail. : 

Mr. KERR. Let me ask if the same objection will not apply to the 
last clause in the fourteenth line on page 5? 
termi It is too late to make that point now as we have passed 

on 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is too late to go back 
to that provision. It could only be done by unanimous consent, 

Mr. BURNES. I can only offer in opposition to the position taken 
by the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts the statement that 
this appropriates certain money for the payment of certain Govern- 
ment oflicers; and the provision which he calls in question is simply a 
limitation put upon the appropriation. I am certainly apprised of the 
fact that the point has been sometimes in the past determined here 
that it was competent for the House or Committee of the Whole to put 


. 


a limitation upon an appropriation of money, because it was a proper 
thing that the Congress which provided the appropriation should also 
say how it should be expended even if it involved a repeal of an ex- 
isting statute. 

The necessity for this proviso has been made manifest to the Attor- 
ney-General, and this provision was sent to the committee by him. 
He says that great losses of public money are occurring because of the 
want of such a provision of law, and that if this proviso is incorporated 
into the bill it would compel the clerks of courts to account for certain 
moneys they received. 

One thing more only. I do not wish to argue the merits of the ques- 
tion at all. My friend from Massachusetts alludes to the action or 
possible action of the Attorney-General as likely to be capricious, or, at 
least, that this places it within his power to have officers conform to 
his own will. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that that is 
the trouble in this case exactly that is designed to be remedied here. 

But it is not applicable to the Attorney-General, but in many cases 
to the judges of the district and circuit courts of the United States. 
These fees which are claimed by the clerks as private fees, and which 
are not accounted for, are in many cases going to clerks who bear the 
most intimate relations, either by blood or i with the judges 
themselves. Hence the necessity for it. I do not care particularly, 
however, myself. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, this is not merely a limitation of 
this appropriation, but if the committee will suffer me to call its atten- 
tion a little closer to the language, I assert that it is a repeal of exist- 
ing law and is not confined to this appropriation under the deficiency 
bill. If it becomes a part of this bill and passes into law it becomes a 
permanent provision of Jaw. 

It starts out by saying that no part ofany appropriation made for ju- 
dicial expenses—no matter when made, now or hereafter—shall be ap- 
plicable to pay men who have earned their fees according to law, if 
the Attorney-General does not think it ought to Be done. Now, if that 
is not a permanent change of law I must confess I do not understand 
the meaning of English words. I shall not undertake to argue the 
merits of the question. There may be, or there may not be, merit in 
the change; but the Judiciary Committee is the one to take up and as- 
certain the mischiefs to be remedied and the statute to be applied, if 
it be necessary to apply any. ‘This is not the way to make law here, 
and the rules of the House prohibit it. 

Mr. RYAN. This legislation does not merely operate as a limitation 
upon the expenditure of the moneys appropriated by this bill. You 
will observe that the language is: 

That no part of any appropriation made for judicial expenses of the United 
States shall be paid, etc, 

It applies to all appropriations now being made or that may bemade 
hereafter, Itis, in other words, permanent law, and goes into the stat- 
ute-book as permanent law, and, as has been stated, it repeals provis- 
ions of existing law. 

The law provides at present what fees shall be returned in the emolu- 
ment returns of certain officers. This provides that all civil officers 
shall make the returns provided for in section 833 of the Revised Statutes. * 
Another provision of law, section 834, excepts certain civil officers to a 
certain extent from the operation of that section,and to that extent this 
is a repealing proposition. Besides, it clothes the Attorney-General 
with the power of determining for himself what ought to be contained 
in an emolument return, regardless of the decision of any court in the 
United States. No matter what the courts may have decided on the 
subject, no matter what they have determined ought to be in the emolu- 
ment return of an officer, still, notwithstanding such decision, this prop- 
osition clothes the Attorney-General with the power of overruling the 
court and determining for himself what ought to be and what ought 
not to be in that return. It is subject to the caprice of an Attorney- 
General, who may make it more or who may make it less. Hemay de- 
termine that the emolument return shall contain compensation for cer- 


tain services or that it may not, and in that way regulate for himself 


what shall go to make up the maximum of the compensation that an 
officer shall receive and the amount that he shall return into the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

It makes his caprice a law, and his caprice may be one thing one 
day and another thing another day; but if his digestion will enable 
him to maintain uniformity in that respect his successor may rule very 
differently upon it, so that there shall be no permanent rule whatever. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me su to the gentleman from Kansas, 
whether he fairly states the attitude of the Attorney-General? The 
Attorney-General places this enactment upon the ground that every 
dollar of emolument received for any purpose whatever by an officer of 
the court shall be reported to the Attorney-General. 

Mr. RYAN. I will say in reply to the remark by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the courts of the country have already decided 
what ought to go into an emolument return, and it is the duty of the 
Attorney-General simply to respect the law. You undertake to legis- 
Jate here that he shall not respect the law, but be a law unto himself. 

Mr. RANDALL. What we want to provide, if we can get an oppor- 
tunity, is that every dollar which is taken by an officer of the court as 
an emolument shall be reported to the Government of the United States. 
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Mr. RYAN, I have no doubt that is the object; and if that is the 
object, as it certainly is-—— 

Mr. RANDALL. You approve of it? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes. I will approve it when it goes before the Judi- 
ciary Committee and is properly considered, so that it does not do more 
than we want to do or less than we want to do. Iwill favorit if it has 
that object, and that alone, in view. But if that be the purpose, then 
there is no question at all about the duty of the Chair in this matter, 
for then it is admitted this paragraph does repeal existing law. 

I want also to call the attention of the Chair to the last clause of the 
ep which provides $3 as compensation for certain services. 

ere is no law to-day for that service, so that here is unquestionably 
new legislation in violation of the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. By Rule XXI, third section, it is provided: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general aj 
propriation bill, ae any a E maam eyi 7s (a 


The Chair holds that though this may be a limitation on the expend- 
iture, nevertheless it is in the nature of new legislation in some respects, 
and changes existing law very materially in other respects. Therefore 
the Chair sustains the point of order made by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. The Chair understands the point of order to be made on 
the whole paragraph. 

Mr. COLLINS. Yes; from line 7 to line 20, inclusive. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


That the Clerk of the House be, and he hereby is, authorized to Lr Dvd Edwin 
L.Jewell thesalary mpeg for in the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation act approved July 31, 1886, for one assistant index clerk uring the ses- 
sion and three months after its close, from December 6, 1886, to January 15, 1887. 


Mr. GAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8 of pa, page 36, insert, after the word “to,” the words “the heirs of;” so 


that it will read: “ pay to the heirs of Edwin L. Jewell.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


To pay the sum of $71.25 each to J. A. Patterson, John T. Whitaker, W. E. Mil- 
ler, and John Talbert; $21.75 each to John A. non and A. M. Sprague; $21 to 
R. W. Simmons; $6.75 each to Russell Barnes and A. R. Hilton; an $41.50 to J. 
R. Francis, for services performed by them as employés of the Government 


Printing Office; in all, $367.50, 

Mr. BURNES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to move the insertion at this place ofa provision which was in the 
original bill and which was left out in the preparation of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS IMPROVEMENT, 


nt of judgments and awards recovered inst the United States for 
flowage damages caused by the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, 
in the State of Wisconsin, and reported to Congress by the Attorney-General in 
Senate Executive ent 94, Forty-ninth Congress, second session, as follows: 
Jona a Glatz, $112.50; Andreas Haito: ufus Lane, $200; RC. Ernst, 
$335; oun; r $082.66 E. B. Fisk, $458.33; William McLaren, $536.06; 
Federiee Nable, COREY Kuhn, $150; Eliza Clark, $50; Emily L. Stick- 
ney, $300; Henry Kempf, $250; John Kien, $317.33: Robert. Buckstaff, $650; 
Charles Mo , $905.83 ; Caroline Mitchell, Nellie Mitchell, Maiy Blackman, 
j, and Emma Mitchell, heirs of Samuel Mitchell, deceased, $341.66; 
Sarah P. Taka. $631.66; T. s TA N. sige $582. 50; Nelson Allen, 
B. $436.66; G. A. Randall, $280; 
` Balthazar Gallatin, $426.66; Charles 


George E Ties e 440; Commodore I 
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e 
$2,196. 96; Henry C. V 
mage $1,375; range, $1,290.66; A 
th, $170; Pauline Schaffer, s Pheteesed for A August Schaffer, $90; Fred- 
erick Webber, $75; Tred. a hn cea John F. Brown, $100; Ferdinand Fles- 
ter, $150; Ed. M. Brainerd, August Bedubn, $311.66; P. ©. Callup, $450; 
Wilhelmine Naffin, $453.33; eh R. Wheeler, 4 i George M. F. Arnold, 
$358.33; Hugh Gear, $483,883; Mary Dickinson, $625; A. Ackermann, $315.25; 
bert Jaen: cke, $162.50; A erton, $500; rk Laescher, $200; Lorenz Ken- 
heer, ; Robert Petzhiold Orson rye $840; Charles 
Steppers, Catherine § Shey perd, and Valter Shep 
a mene homas Davis, ero 
dore Grubbe, $1,300; Francis W r e urst, roy "Lucas M. Miller 
erick Malchow. $140; Ludwig Malchow, $300; Gottlieb Doehmel erao. pric. 
Sternau, Mahala Sturtevant, $1,000; Charles Robinson, $344; & Quil 
_ $100; G. W. SY. Washburn, $900; the Island Park Bo 


For pa; 


Rohr, $591 

a4 490 Martha E. Roberts’ $12 

gg eas ; L.O. aga $310; 
Ternou 


Theo: 


$1,144.72 Peter McCourt, A Porath, $480; John Winchlag, $210; John 
Behrand, $100; John Leonard, Sect. E. Wright, $1,300; William E. Mills, 
$660; Ed. athewson, $3,945; Geo prone execttor o = — last will and 
testament of Eliza Merritt. deceased. $784 Sedate D. Paddl rd, $2,400; John 


Sturm, $745; John Schroeder, $744; Hansa S. Bangs, as ATEN beter of the 
estate of Alexander Ban f 1,140; As. Tor em George Allanson, substituted 
for J. D. Harris, $1 Stow, $2,761.80; Benjamin F. Moore, $4, ey 
Heman Hodgkin, Tna White, §742; Joseph Kinsman, $4, 963.97; D. $ 
Trelevan, survivin: pauni Hez of last will and testamentof T. J. Wood, deceased, 
$1,466.49; Richard B. Charles, $960; William R. Tallmadge, as executor of the last 
wili and testament of William R. R. Tallmadge and Sarah J. Tallmadge, deceased, 
$320; Gustavus A.Bensom and Henry A. Geisse, trustees of the ports of F, Will- 
iam Geisse, $524; Kaena Whitton, $682; Dennis Ryan, $318; Nicholas Krebsbach, 
$417.90; Peter + $417.90; Mirton F. Mosher, as administrator of the es- 
tate of jeremiah M Mosher, ‘deceased, $1,477.52; L. H. Bishop, Luke W. Bishop, Lu- 
cerne Bishop, Lucretig Bishop, Louisa M. Bishop, a and perea A Bishop, $857; 
James A, Fisher, $1,260. 33; Ezra Peebles, $604.45; J.C. Robbins, $769.55; Cynthia 

; Isaiah B. Ri S iape $1,14 9.82: ‘Valentine nap GE Le 
roe Randall hy 


Taipa oO. Forma bd Edward M feCaffrey, 
fellow, $133.38 ; Cath ne Stilwell, $439. Frances E. 
Ennis and Samuel Ennis, $600; Martha J. Rundell, 

; R.S. Harrington, $125; Henry B. Basing, $50; in all; 


$107.20; James 

‘Aldrich, $120.70; Geo: 
$73.20; Joseph Yates, 
$100,024.53, 
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Provided, That the United States Government shall not be pangs liable for dam- 
ages the lands or other property 


or now caused by the overflow of 


of mere piots in the prosecution or maintenance by the United States Govern- 
ment of any of the works of pneri the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, 
in the State of Wisconsin, unless the action or proceeding to ascertain and de- 
termine the amount for which compensation rt now ar owing for the dam- 
ages occasioned by such overflow, and as contemplated by the act of Congress 
approved Mareh 3, 1875, entitled “An act to aid in the improvementof the Fox 
and Wisconsin Rivers, i n the State of Wisconsin,” shall have been or shall be 
commenced as ES rovided in said act, and the acts amendatory thereof, prior to 
the passage of this act; andall claims and causes of action now existing upon 
which no proceedin has been already or shall be taken within the time last 
A to enforce the same shall be forever barred. And the said act approved 
March 3, 1875, be,and the same is hereby, repealed, but no action or proceed- 
ing which shall be pending shall be in any way affected by this repeal: Pro- 
ed, however, ‘That appeals on the partof the United States to the courts from 
the awardsand determinations of any such eommission shall p 
manner as though said act had not been repealed. 

To pay amount of judgment in favor of Charles rr. for flowage damages 
caused by the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in the State te of 
Wisconsin, certified by the Attorney-General in House Executive Document No, 
207, Forty- ninth Congress, first session, $1,067.09, being in addition tothe sumof 
$114.65 appropriated for costs on appeal to the superior court in the deficiency 
appropriation act approved August 4, 1886. 

To pay the amounts due the several commissioners to ascertain SOAR SAN 
ages caused by the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in State 
of Wisconsin, as follows: To Commissioner J. V, Swetting, $1,173.25; to Com- 
missioner J.C. Burdick. $1.410.95; to Commissioner J.C. Thompson, $882.60; to 
Commissioner G. H. Buckstaff, $332.60; ps Commissioner E. M. Wadsworth, 
$255.15; to Commissioner G. H. Read, $357.30; to Commissioner J. C. Pinis 
$1,564; to Commissioner J. V. Swetting. $1, 561; to Commissioner B. L. Cornish, 
$1,495; to Commissioner G, H. Buckstaff, $1, 485; in all, $10,539.85. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, it is proper to say that there is 
an earnest minority of the Committee on Appropriations against this 
amendment. I need hardly go over the history of these claims, but 
I shall, as briefly as possible, state the main points which have given 
them asemblance of equity before the Congress of the United States. 
The Fox and Wisconsin Improvement Company originally secured a 
grant of land and proceeded to sell it and realize upon it and to enter 
on this improvement. Subsequently, from whatever motive I need 
not inquire, it was for the interest of that corporation to throw the 
completion of this great work upon the Government of the United 
States, and the Government has since appropriated, and there has been 
expended, nearly two millions and a half of money for that improve- 
ment. 

But when the corporation handed back to the Government the privi- 
lege—to speak ironically—of completing this great work, they reserved 
to themselves the right to the rentals, Iam advised that those rentals 
have not been excessive, but there are some of us here who have always 
resisted, upon principle, as we think, the payment of damages. The 
corporation left to the United States the completion of the work, re- 
serving to themselves, in part, the rentals received from those improve- 
ments; but they also left to the United States the payment of damages 
resulting from overflows caused by the improvements. There is, in a 
moderate degree, merit in the proposition contained in the amendments, 
for it is proposed now to repeal the act of 1875 under which these claims 
have been adjudicated, and I hope some gentleman on this floor will 
tell us, before we are asked to vote for this appropriation, when these 
claims for damages are to cease, and whether the repealing clause con- 
tained in this proposition will protect the United States from any fur- 
ther indebtedness or further claim for damages of thischaracter. After 
Ihave heard some gentleman enlighten us upon that subject I may 
have more to say in connection with these claims. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, in response to his question, that since the first ap- 
propriation to pay these damages was made, in the first session of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, no more awards have been made. I was this 
morning before the Committee on Appropriations, and I showed there 
that one hundred and twenty-three cases, aggregating about $375,000, 
had been rejected by: the commission that has the power to award 
these damages. I hold in my hand a letter which has just been handed 
to me by Senator SAWYER, a letter from the United States district at- 
torney, datedjJanuary 7, 1888, in which he says: 

I have just returned from Oshkosh, where we have been taking testimony in 
those flowage cases. The commissioners have nek por toa fall understanding of 
these claims, and are fearless in the disc! ir duty, as evidenced by are- 
port which I sent you along about the Ist mberlast. Outof12lawardsof 

‘no damages,” the claimants in 83 of them, aggregating claims to the “Thirty. 
of $265,115, have not from the awards of the commissioners. ‘Thirt: 
eight only, agrrogating $93,283 claimed, have been apppales. I don't think 
that in any of these the awards of the commissioners no damages" will be 
disturbed. The other cases pending—and there are quite a large number of 
raging ba fatten pa ton d repay 


in the same 


That is about the gist of the letter. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman that he incorporate in 
his remarks all of the letter that relates to this question. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I will doso. The writer proceeds, as follows: 

I think it would be advisable to put that amendment which I sent you on 
the bill, cutting off claims from and after pt of the appropriation bill, 
or what was embraced in the old defici annary 1, 1838, I madea full 
report to the Attorney-General of the con ition of each and ey ery claim pend- 
ing and undetermined up to the 1st day of January, 1888, except those that were 
in the deficiency bill last session, and —_ eras gw a lengthy letter in rela- 
tion thereto, explaining everything. I also called his attention to ex-clerk of 
the court Smith's account embraced in that bill, which has been paid by the 


pp or those who received their award bythe jo bry = pe of Soross ed 


ying the 6 


want to see is knocked ou snopes also call 


1886, which 
Mr. ’s attention to the urgent 


f 


1888. 
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bills, not ony those which had been heretofore certified upand embraced in the 


deficiency bill, but also their bills of last year up to January 1, 1888, which I cer- 
tified up to December 1, 1887,and which Sg aa during the past year, You 
know how they have worked, and so do I, having done nothing else during the 
past year, and then could not keep up with the ds of hungry claimants, 
who have shared, and will share, the fate, or a great majority of them, at least, 
of their “no damage” fellows. 


The remainder of the letter relates to other matters. 

Mr. RANDALL. Only one word farther. I desire it understood 
that so far as I in my representative relation am concerned I vote 
against the payment of these claims; but I highly approve that por- 
tion of the amendment which proposes to ‘‘ knock out,” in the lan- 

age of the gentleman from Wisconsin—— 

Mr. GUENTHER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. That is not my 
language, but the language of the United States district attorney. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, then, I approve highly that part of the 
amendment which, while providing for these claims, proposes, in the 
lan e of a law officer of the Government, to ‘‘ knock out’ every- 
thing else of a like character. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I feel it due to myself to say that I 
share with the honored chairman of our committee [Mr. RANDALL] 
all possible prejudices against these items of appropriation which have 
just been read —— 

„Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is mistaken; I haye no “‘preju- 


ces. 

Mr. BURNES. ‘‘Hostility’’ is the better word. I will not speak 
of the gentieman’s * prejudices,” because he is nota man of prejudice; 
but he has hostility sometimes. I share his hostility to these items of 
appropriation. I would no more vote for them than I would vote to 
tear down this Capitol, but for the fact that I believe, as I am advised 
by my esteemed friend from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] and other 
gentlemen more familiar with the facts than myself, that this is a most 
fortunate way out of a very unpleasant and unprofitable difficulty. - 

By the act of March 3, 1875—and there are many gentlemen prob- 
ably now on the floor who are not familiar with the history of this 
transaction—jurisdiction was given to a State court in Wisconsin to ap- 
point commissioners and ad libitum to award damages to everybody 
who might claim to have suffered injury from the overflow of the Fox 
and Wisconsin Rivers by reason of the construction of some public 
works, constructed no doubt for the benefit in the main of private indi- 
viduals. But many gentlemen here who feel an interest in this matter 
have read that statute, have looked through the records which have 
come to us from the co and remember the fight which was made in 
this House last year on this question when the distinguished gentleman, 
General Bragg, then a member from Wisconsin came down that aisle 
and carried the House with him upon this proposition. 

In view of all the circumstances, and with the knowledge that the 
Senate stands now upon this question as it stood then, that both Houses 
have been compelled, we may say, to agree to these appropriations, I 
am willing now to acquiesce, solely for the purpose of wiping out that 
legislation of 1875, which has involved us in this trouble. I take this 
position in view of the statements made in the committee by these distin- 
guished gentlemen that if appropriations are made to pay these awards 
and judgments, the original act being at the same time repealed, we 
need not fear any further calls upon us to pay for those over- 
flows, while, if the law should continue to stand, we may be involved 
in suits for damages from year to year, which I have heard through the 
newspapers are likely to amount to $2,000,000. 

Mr. GUENTHER. That is a highly exaggerated statement. 

Mr. BURNES. That, Iam informed by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, is a highly exaggerated statement on the part of the papers 

Mr. MCMILLIN. IfI understand, then, the position of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, he is willing to agree to this proposition to pay 
$100,000, in order to buy peace on this question. 

Mr. BURNES, Substantially to pay $100,000, in order-to get rid of 
obligations which otherwise may cost us something like $2,000,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And on that ground to pay claims which the 
Government does not in justice owe? 

Mr. BURNES. I can not go quite that far, for the reason—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In the discussion last year, as I think the gentle- 
man will remember, he went that far; and I am satisfied he was right 
in doing so. 

Mr. BURNES. It is simply a question of the meaning of words. 

I desire to say there is neither equity, nor justice, nor any sort of 
merit in these claims, but for the fact that they have met the approval 
of the courts under the law of 1875. In consequence of the action of 
the courts, I feel that, although there is neither merit nor justice in the 
broad sense of the term in these claims, there is imposed upon usa legal 
obligation which, sooner or later, we shall probably have to meet; and 
I think it better to meet it in this way, and at the same time get rid of 
the original law, than to take the chances of the claims which may 
otherwise be presented hereafter. è 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman will permit me to ask this ques- 
tion: When the act to which he bas referred was passed, was it not un- 
derstood that the final question of payment or non-payment of these 
claims was reserved for the consideration of Congress, and does not the 
duty of sifting these claims and deciding upon their justice rest upon 
us to-day to the same extent as if that act not been passed? 


Several MEMBERS. Oh, no, 

Mr. BURNES. I think not. The law gave the right of appeal to 
the Government, but not the power torefuse payment of thesums which 
might be found due. That is our condition. We are helpless. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has any appeal been prosecuted ? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Appeals have been taken in some cases. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘To the Supreme Court? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not know whether any cases have been finally 
determined upon theappeal; but theappeal, as I understand, is now pend- 
ing; and there is a reservation here that this provision shall not inter- 
fere with the appeal by the Government. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it will be too late for the appeal to do any 
good after we have allowed these people to obtainthe money. If they 
secure the money while we take an appeal, they no doubt have good 
reason to be satisfied with the situation. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN ] to what the Attorney-General of the 
United States says in regard to this matter: s 

These awards and judgments are final, and the liability of the United States 
for the amount of each is established in conformity to law. 

That is what your Attorney-General says in a communication to the 
Senate of the United States, dated February 18, 1887. Now, how can 
you get around this obligation? If your Attorney-General says the 
liability of the United States is established, how can an honest Goy- 
ernment refuse payment of these awards and judgments? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I agree with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BuRNES] that these works were originally constructed for private pur- 


poses—— 
Mr. GUENTHER. That has no bearing on this question of damages. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Not satisfied with having the Government build 
dans for private purposes, individuals bave flooded us with claims for 


mages. 

Mr. GUENTHER. These works were not built for private pur- 
poses, but to improve the navigation of those two rivers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no doubt the allegation was that the work 
was for public purposes; but no man has been discriminating enough 
to see the public good that has resulted. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, yes; Ilive there, and know something about 
the public benefit from these improvements. 

e CHAIRMAN. ‘The five minutes of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BURNES] have expired. The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that a 
court, in pursuance of law, was appointed to adjudicate these claims. 

Mr. GUENTHER. By act of Congress? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They have deen adjudicated. 

Mr. GUENTHER. By act of Congress? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, by act of Congress, They stand 
as the judgment of the court. They are drawing interest. The time 
for filing any further cases has passed. Where appeals have been taken 
the Government got the worst of it, and damages were increased, show- 
ing the original amounts were thought reasonable. And no more ap- 
peals were attempted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN rose. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now if Tennessee will suppress itself 
for amoment—— [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘Tennessee will take care of itself. [Renewed 
laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to take care of myself. I ap- 
preciate the activity and vigilance of the gentleman from Tennessec as 
the watch-dog of the Treasury since we sent brother HOLMAN to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. [Laughter.] Isay these claims are 
only for the amount awarded. Nothing is put in for interest, nothing 
for cost. The justice of it has been determined, and no power lies in 
Congress to repudiate that determination. Now what is there to do 
but pay them? 

In addition we put up the bars so that no other claim can hereafter 
be brought against the Government of a similar X 

Mr. RANDALL. Let meask the gentleman from Iowa whether that 
is not too broad a statement. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. To what extent? 

Mr. RANDALL. That nobody else can come in after we repeal the 
act. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; for weprovide a barshould be put 
up. 

Pre. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit meto ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, with great pleasure. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ifthese claimsare just, upon what ground can you 
justify the Government in putting up any bars to prevent their being 
determined and paid? Will the gentleman answer that question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. With great pleasure I will answer the 
gentleman from Tennessee. Representatives from the State of Wis- 
consin appeared before our committee and said the rest of these claims, 
amounting to one hundred and twenty-three, had been condemned by 
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the commission, and in order to guard the Treasury they themselves 
asked this bar be put up. Now this isa simple matter, and there need 
be no agitation about it 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question recurred on Mr. BURNES’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 159, noes 83. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I move toadd the following, to come in 
as an additional section: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. —. Thaton each and every item by which money is pores to any 
individual or individuals named in the foregoing sections of this bill there shall 
be paid to the several respective payees therein named, interest at the rate of 
6 per cent. per annum from the 4th day of March in the 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-seven, to the date of 
and the amount of said interest is hereby appropriated, payable out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. _ 


Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. The law now regulates the rate of interest to be al- 
lowed on judgments, but there is no law authorizing interest on claims 
adjudged by the accounting officers of the Treasury. For that reason 
it is not in order, 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I have 
offered, as will be seen, proposes to allow interest upon the claims re- 
ported in this bill from the 4th of March last. The law regulates the 
amount of interest which shall be paid on such awards, and that means 
nothing unless provision is specifically made by statute. 

On the general question, sir, as to whether interest is to be paid or 
not, I have only to say that to a freshman in thisschool there have been 
many revelations made to-day in respect to the way the public business 
was or was not done in the last term of Congress, and there might have 
been grave question as to which side was responsible for the delay and 
failure to pass a general deficiency bill. But one thing is certain, and 
that is, that it was not the fault of the creditors of this Government that 
they were not paid. If these parties stood in the position of debtors in- 
stead of creditors to the United States Government, it would follow them 
for the amount claimed with interest at 6 per cent. from that time on, 
even to the extent of taking their property by process of law at the hands 
of a United States marshal. Now, itseems to me that even-handed jus- 
tice, to say nothing of honesty, requires that this Government in its 
prea should doof its own free will just what it requires the citi- 
zen to do by the act of the judiciary. 

I therefore offer the amendment that to eachof the individual payees 
mentioned in the foregoing sections of this bill there shall be appropri- 
ated 6 per cent. interest q the amounts found due them from the 4th 
day of March, 1887, on which day the bill failed, certainly not by rea- 
son of the neglect of the creditors of the country, in order that justice 
may be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that there is no existing 
law as to the payment of interest except in reference to the judgments 
of the Court of Claims. If that be correct the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York is not in order, as it establishes interest for 
other judgments than those rendered by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I wish to ask the Chair if that is a 
constitutional provision or one of law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it to be a provision of 
law—a rule of the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Then, if it is a provision of law, let 
me ask if the same power that enacted it into a law has not the power 
to change it? Is it not in the power of Congress to pay interest? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be in the power of Congress, but not 
in this way upon an appropriation bill. 

The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the committee now rise and report the 
bill and amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the special 
deficiency bill, had directed him to report the same to the House with 
sundry amendments. 

Mr. BURNES. I demand the previous question upon the amend- 
ments and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon any of the 
amendments ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask a separate vote on the amendment relating 
to the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers. 

There being no separate vote demanded upon the remaining amend- 
ments, they were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire to 
have the amendment read? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not wish to detain the House by having the 


ear of our Lord one 
e passage of this bill, 


amendment read again. It has just been read in the hearing of the 
committee, and I only ask a separate vote upon it. 
The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


p ; 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MILLS (at 4 o’clock and 29 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 


FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 4643) to authorize the Choctaw Coal 
and Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 


By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 4644) for the relief of Joseph H. 
Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 4645) for the relief of Valincia C. 
Hutchinson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4646) for the relief of Hannah Sims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 4647) for the relief of Leonora W. 
Marshall and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 4648) granting a pension to Jemima 
Sterling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 4650) for the relief of Charles C. 
Penniman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 4651) granting a pension 
to Hamilton Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4652) granting a pension to Richard Butler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4653) granting a pension to Joanna Barry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4654) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Jackman and 
the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha Vaughn—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pension to Mary 
J. Francis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 4656) for the relief of Joseph D. Mc- 
Clure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4657) granting a pension to Wilhelmine C. Dru- 
schel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4658) for the relief of Henry Gumberts, sr.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 4659) for the relief of George M. Och- 
iltree—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4660) for the relief of James 
Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4661) for the relief of Samuel Wheeler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4662) to correct the military history of Joseph D. 
Lester—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 4663) for the relief of James Clark 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4664) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton 
Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 4665) for the relief of Anthony L. 
Woodson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4666) for the relief of John W. Rowlitt—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 4667) for the relief of Weissinger 
& Bate, Edward Holbrook, and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 4668) granting a pension to Eme- 
line Knowles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 4669) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah Frost—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4670) granting a pension to Arthur D. and Al- 
fred A. Lyford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 4671) for the relief of Commander George 
M. Bache, United States Navy (retired)—to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 4672) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Emily M. Wyman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 4673) for the relief of Thrintje Ver 
Mulen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 4674) to remove the charge of 
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desertion from the military record of Reuben P. Lamb—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 4675) for the relief of Charles A. 
Ruffee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 4676) for the relief of Sarah D. Her- 
rod, of La Fayette County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4677) for the relief of 
Jesse M. Blue—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUTTON: A bill (H. R. 4678) for the relief of William I. 
Kinion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of William A. 
Dorner—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at some accessible point in the county of St. 
Charles, in the State of Missouri, below the city of St. Charles—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLAND: Abill (H. R. 4681) for the relief of John W. Reid— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4682) for the relief of Joseph Nopsinger—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4683) for the relief of George Barron—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) granting an increase of pension to Eben Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 4685) granting a pension to 
Lizzie F. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 4686) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 4687) granting a pension to Celia 
L. Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Amelia 
Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 4689) granting a pension to Electa D. 
Bloomer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 4690) granting a pension to 
Jennie Kent—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 8. T. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 4691) for the relief of John 
P. Hageman—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 4692) for the relief of Capt. Henry 
S. Pratt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELMONT: A bill (H. R. 4693) for the relief of Margaret 
Madden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: A bill (H. R. 4694) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of Paul F. Faison—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 4695) to place the name of 
Eason Pate on the muster-rolls Company M, Eighth Tennessee Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4696) for the relief of W. B. Ferguson and Fred. 
C. Fisher—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4697) to place the name of Cornelia C. Hughes on 
the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 4698) for the relief of C. J. 
Cowles—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4699) for the relief of George B. Hanna—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 4700) to restore the name of 
Henry J. Barton to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINS: A bill (H. R. 4701) granting a pension to Linus 
Fessenden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4702) for the relief of R. G. 
Huston & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 4703) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas J. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 4704) granting a pension to George L. Riker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4705) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4706) for the relief of Thomas H. -Norton and 
James McLean—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Rebecca Strait—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4708) for the relief of David Viers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4709) to pension William W. 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4710) to pension John T. Kyniston—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4711) for the relief of R. G. Combs and others— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) for the relief of Chauncy M. Lockwood or 
his legal representatives—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 4713) for the relief of Capt. Martin 
Hammer—to the Committee on War Claims. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4714) granting a pension to Col. Ambrose A. Lech- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, abill (H. R. 4715) granting a pension to Anna Matheson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4716) granting a pension to Margaret Stewart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4717) granting a pension to Alex- 
ander H. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4718) granting a pension to William Ruhe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4719) granting a pension to Joseph H. Mason—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4720) granting a pension to Emma I. Reynolds— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4721) granting a pension to William Mackenzie— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4722) granting a pension to Isabella Anderson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4723) to increase the pension of Sarah B. Young—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4724) restoring the name of Benjamin Strang, 
deceased, to the pension-roll, and granting’ pension to Patience Strang, 
widow of Benjamin Strang, late private of Company F, Ninety-first 
Regiment Pennsylvania Vol unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. JR. 4725) restoring to the pension-roll 
Charles Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4726) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Keith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 4727) granting a pension to Edward 
Carl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: A bill (H. R. 4728) granting a pension to Israel 
Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 4729) for the relief of Mary E. Da- 
vis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 4730) forthe relief of William J. Plank— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4731) for the relief of John Masoner, assignee of 
Isaac Masoner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill (H. R. 4732) forthe relief of Edward Braden 
and Job W. Angus—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J.W. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 4733) for the relief of Phebe 
S. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. W. L.WILSON: A bill (H. R. 4734) for the reliefof Walter F. 
Halleck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. r 

By Mr. MeRAE: A bill (H. R. 4735) for the relief of Douglas Chap- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 4736) for the relief of Laban 
Heath & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 4737) granting a pension to Micah 
French—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4738) granting a pension to 
T. J. Hurlbut—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 4739) for the relief of Calvin 
Cheairs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) for the relief of Samuel Gibbons and Emily 
Gibbons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 4741) for the relief of William 
H. Huls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 4742) granting a pension to Anna 
Matheson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 4743) granting pensions to Ada Piatt, 
Leota Piatt, and Jessie Piatt-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Huff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 4745) for the relief of Hayden Rey- 
nolds, Newton, Jasper County, Iowa—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr, ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 4746) granting a pension to David 
D. Mentzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: A bill (H. R. 4747) for the relief of James A. 
Dumbolton—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) granting a pension to Henry Feustermacker 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 4749) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to John McFarland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 4750) for the relief of John 
Farrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4751) to increase the pen- 
sion of Alexander Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4752) for the relief of Joseph B. 
Hull—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

. By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 4753) for «he relief of Mary C. 
Henderson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4754) granting a pension to Ann E. Day—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4755) for the relief of 
Susan V. Hedderman—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of D. L. Quirk, Hemphill, Batcheder 
& Co., and others, of Ypsilanti, Mich., for favorable action on Senate 
bill to prevent fraud in the sale of lard—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

By Mr. ©. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Ira A. Sprouce, of Robert 
B. A. Meador, of T. M. Patrick, of Wright A. Moore, of Moses H. 
Luck, of Robert H. Bustin, of Scott County, and of Susan Day, late 
Boyd, administratrix of Corolinus Boyd, Newton County, and of James 
B. Box, of Newton County, Mississippi, for referrence of their claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of Daniel D. Mentzer, for an original 

ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of W. Schaus, for the remission of duty 
on works of art—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of- Margaret Madden, widow of Christopher Madden, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Fanny A. Boyd, for an increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Adolph Olwie, late sergeant Company G, Ninety- 
Say New York Volunteers, fora pension—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, letter from Secretary of State indorsing dispatch of United 
States minister at Madrid in regard to discriminating duty against 
Spanish raisins and currants—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Eben Taylor, for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of C. F. Lewisand 80 others, citizens 
of Weston, Wood County, Ohio, for restoring Henry J. Barton, late of 
Company I, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, 
to the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition for increase of pension for 8. Boliver 
Wiggins, late lieutenant Company B, Twelfth Regiment Maine Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Edwin Carl, for an original pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition in reference to granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

+ Also, petition of William Van Brunt, for special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Papers in the case of David N. Heath, of Granger 
County, and of Nancy H. Rayl, of Hamblen County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Newton White, of Walker County, 
and of John H. Hedford, of Catoosa County, Georgia, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. DAVIDSON: Petitions of Elizabeth Neel, of Dallas 
County, and of Jeremiah Johnson, of Dallas County, Alabama, for refer- 
ae of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of Ann E. Day, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBBLE (by request): Petition of Hiram C. Rucher, and of 
Mathias J. Rucher, of Lexington County, South Carolina, for reference 
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Sons of Temperance, representing 
85,000 members, for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the man- 
ufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors as a beverage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Protest of 4,500 citizens of;Idaho Territory, against 
any division of said Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, protest of the. governor, chief-justice, United States marshal, 
attorney-general, and all Federal and Territorial officials of Idaho Ter- 
ritory, against any division of said Territory—ito the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, protest of 250 citizens of Kootenai County, Idaho, against join- 
ing Idaho to Washington Territory, orany other Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of William J. Verdier,-administrator of 
Paul F. Chaplain, of Beaufort County, South Carolina, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Mrs. F. A. Lea, of Madison County, 
Tennessee, forreference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Preamble and resolutions of the Merchants’ 
Exchange, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the enrollmentof anayal militia— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. . : : 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of William Gunnell and 50 others, foran 
act granting $13 per month to all who served in the late war for the 
ey time of service, less all bounty paid—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of Thomas Cocke, executor of Mrs. Martha 
Cocke of Prince George County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the common council of Grand Forks, 
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Dak., for theright to construct two free bridges across the Red River—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GLOVER: Memorial of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., asking 
as the duty be taken off of salt—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HALL: Remonstrance of citizens of Sharon, Pa., against the 
admission of Utah with polygamy—to-the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of Charles P. Patterson, for amendment of 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from G. A. Stone, of Mount Pleas- 
ant, Iowa, in relation to national banking—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Also, paper from P. G. Freeman, of Independence, Iowa, in relation 
to oleomargarine act—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from C. M. Wyth and 117 others, citizens of Cedar Falls, 
Iowa, fora national telegraph system, to be operated in connection with 
the postal service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of Israel Alexander, for an original pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOVEY: Petition of Wilhelmina C. Druschel, for a widow’s 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of 150 citizens of Indiana, againstthe 
admission of Utah asa State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Anna E. McKennon and 83 others, 
citizens of Washington County, Pennsylvania, against the admission of 
Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of George W. Cole,of North Car- 
olina, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. i 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Papers in the case of Joseph Adams—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of Charles Wilson and 2,845 others, citizens 
of Lynn, Mass,, for a public building at Lynn—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Benjamin R. Pool, of Montgomery 
County, Indiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of John D. Baum, of James Keiger, 
administrator of James Glover, of C. P. Thorp, and of Michael F. 
Woods, of Marshall County, and of Sarah Campbell, administratrix of 
John G. Campbell, of De Soto County, Mississippi—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also papers in the claim of Bettie D. Anderson and Eliza J. Dough- 
erty, of De Soto, Miss.—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Robert W. Dunbar, of San Fran- 
cisco, California, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of citizens in behalf of Jeannie Stone, 
widow of General Charles P. Stone, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of William J. Plank, late acting quarter- 
master Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OATES (by-request): Petition of Henry Sterne, of Bullock 
County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. 0’FERRALL: Petition of William C. Harrison, of Rocking- 
ham County, and of Thornton O. Wyndham, of Berryville, Clark 
County, Virginia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. -~ 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of George Searles, for restoration and in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William J. Eyer, for an original pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of heirs of Isaac 8. Conner, of Washington 
County, Arkansas, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition ot Charles Dressel, late second lieuten- 
ant Company I, First Regiment, Kansas Volunteers, for certain relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Papers in the case of R. D. Jordan, guardian 
minor children of Clairborn Deloach, of Shelby County, Tennessee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Daniel Tanner, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, petition of Jemima Sterling, for a mother’s pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Johnston and 26 others, citizens of Peoria, for 
a postal telegraph system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Mrs. Mercy Knight, of New Gloucester, 
Me., for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of J. D. Wilson, heir of Mary A. Wilson, 
of Sebastian County; and of H. P. and Rufus Regan, heirs of W. S. 
Regan, deceased, of Sebastian County, Arkansas, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Petition of George W. Rouse and 97 others, 
of Voluntown, New London County, Conn., for the repeal of the pro- 
vision of the pension laws limiting time for making application—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of Charles Hoover, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth A. Keith, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of D. B. Shalee and 101 others, citizens of 
Hancock County, Ohio, for a national telegraph system—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of numerous citizens of Red Key, Ind., 
for a pension for Elmira L. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition of F. A. Morse and others, cit- 
izens of Vermont, for prohibition of the manufacture and sale of in- 
toxicants in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 2 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Testimony in support of bill for the 
relief of Jesse M. Blue—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: Petition of Thomas J. Gray, for an increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition for the relief of Joseph McSwain—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of David Biers, for removal of 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Rebecca Strait, for a widow’s pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of citizens of San Luis Obispo, Cal., 
for an appropriation to improve their harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. -` 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Elizabeth Shirkey, of New Madrid, 
Mo., for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of G. E. and Catherine Parish, 
heirs of M. E. Parish, of Nashville, Tenn., for reference of their claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of M. C. Wheat and 90 others, citizens 
of Jasper County, Iowa, for a national telegraph system in connection 
with the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


~ and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of T. M. Helm and 160 others, citizens of McCook, 
Nebr., favoring the Oklahoma bill, and opening said country to home- 
stead settlement—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WEST: Petition of citizens of County, New York, 
for amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Absalom Coffey, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of Mary Ellen Laffold, of Dallas County, 
Alabama. 

Also, petition of Mary J. Cameron, of L. C. Huckworth, of Jackson 
County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Memorial of George William H. Caslett and 
162 others, citizens of the Seventh district of Michigan, for a national 
telegraph system in connection with the Post-Office Department—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of M. V. Smith, widow of J. F. 
Smith; of John P. Madry, and of John P. Madry, administrator of 
Elizabeth Madry, of Giles County, Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of John McFarland, for the passage of 
a bill granting him an honorable discharge, with papers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Resolutions of Zanesville (Ohio) Typographical 
Union, signed by T. V. Ment and others, committee, relative to the 
wages of employés in the Government Printing Office—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Lewis Fessenden, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of James A. Watson, of Thomas 
West, and of Aryana Hughes, of Jefferson County, and of Joseph West, 
of Berkeley County, West Virginia, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: . 

By Mr. ATKINSON; Of citizens of Keatzerville; of Dutton and Neely- 
ton, of New Franklin, and of Rowzersyille, Pa. - 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of William Bonner and 24 others, of West 
Hope, Henry County, and of D. W. Wallace and 35 others, of Roach- 
ton, Wood County, Ohio. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of citizens of Maine. 


By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of Culler, of McNeely, of Adelaide, 
and of Stoneville, N. C. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of 8S. B. Chapman and others, of Glou- 
cester County; of T. C. Tull and others, of Accomac County; of J. C. 
Burton and others, of King and Queen County, and of Marlborough 
Balderson and others, of Westmoreland County, Virginia. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of citizens of Head’s Ferry, Ga.; of Towns 
County, and of Rabun County, Georgia. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Of J. G. Carty and 22 others, of Missouri. 

ny Mr. CROUSE: Of J. Curtiss and 47 others, of Medina County, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Of citizens of Guthrieville, Chester County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of citizens of Meckville, Berks County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. GAINES: Of John Y. Richards, B. A. Roberts, and 254 others, 
citizens of the Fourth district of Virginia. 

Also, of R. W. Meenlon and others, of the Fourth district of Virginia. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of R. L. Christopherand others, of Troupe County; 
H. J, Anderson and others, citizens of Vernon, Ga. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of L. E. Simpleton and 57 others, of Vermont. 

By Mr. HATCH: Of citizens and others, of Central City, Mo. 

By Mr. §. I. HOPKINS: Of A. E. F. Price and others, of Mont- 
gomery County, Virginia. 

; y Mr. HOWARD: Of citizens of Creek Valley, Washington County, 
ndiana. ‘ 

2d Mr. JACKSON: Of citizens of Sparta, Washington County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: OfS. O. Griffith, postmaster, and others, 
of Micaville ; of C. L. Bailey and others, of Brummett’s Creek; of 
John M. Anderson and others, of Paint Fork; of Thomas J. Payne and 
others, of Persimmon Creek; of W. W. Proffit and others, of Bald 
Creek; of A. P. Monday and others, of Aquone; J. R. Long and others, 
Tuscola; of J. C. Buchanan and others, of Frank; of Lina Venson and 
others, Pigeon River; of postmaster and others, of Verner; of postmas- 
ter at Starsburgh; of postmaster at Peace; of J. C. Griffin and others; 
of citizens of Myrtle, of Fair View, of Pink Bed; of Merritt Randolph 
and others; of John D. Patten and others, of South Poe; of W. R. 
Murray and others, Busbee; of J. C. Reener and others, of Elsie; of 
M. L. Hecke and others; of Wade Hollifield and others, Meca; of E. 
A. Rupell and others, of Lynch; of D. M. Duncan and others, Bee Log; 
of Roanis Mills, of Whittier; of S. B. Briggs, postmaster, and others, 
of Burrisville, N. C.; of D. L. Clements and others, Broad River; of 
Thomas Wilson and others, Bay Ridge; of Y. N. Seraney and others, 
of Nina; of M. J. Fox and others, of Flinty Branch; of John W. Mce- 
Farland and others, of Poor’s Ford; of S. J. Cummins and others, of 
Grassy Knob; of E. W. Logan and others, of Chimney Rock; of post- 
master and others, Balsam Fork; of M. P. May and others, Flats; of J. 
A. Morrison and others, Etna; of Charles E. Bacon and others, of Grape 
Creek; of Emily Allen and others, Horseshoe; of Miss H. M. Henven 
and others, Denver; of T. M. Burgess, Cove Creek; of Stephen Waller, 
Big Laurel; of Joseph R. Bynum and others, Flat Creek; of T. H. Cal- 
houn and others, Wayside; of Stone Mountain; of Uree; of M. C. Cole 
and others, New Found; of J. P. Thompson and others, Spear; of post- 
master and others,of Dimsdale, N. C.; of Avery’s Creek, of Poplar Grove; 
of R. W. King and others, of Delmont, of May Hill, N. C.; of Emma, 
N. C.; of Western, of Maxwell, N. C.; of W. G. Dotson and others, of 
Gypsey, N. C.; of Hollow Poplar, of Jupiter, of England Point, of 
Sylva, of Cullasaja, of Bondsville, of Pond post-office, of Hazel post- 
office, of Tuckaseigee, of East Le Port; of John H. Murray, of Boils- 
ton; of Edwards and others, ot Ivy post-office; of J. R. Hyatt, Wolf 
Creek, N. C.; of J. C. Mull and others, of Congress Creek; of postmas- 
ter and others, of Stockyille; of J. L, Gailes and others, Clotho; of 
J. M. Buchanan and others, Plain Tree; of M. B. McDaniel and others, 
of Butler; of E. M. Jones and others, of Foxville; of E. J. Sparks and 
others, Friedberg; of Mollie E. Jones and others, of Garnett; of post- 
master at Hillgirt; of Harkins, of Jones, of Elk Park, of Dills, of post- 
master at Cherryfield; of Wilmott, of Z. Young, postmaster, and others, 
Avery, N. C.; of Daniel F. Young and others, of Day Book; of W. L. 
Runeon, of Walnut Run; of J. R. Bancorn and others, of Armstrong; 
of postmaster at Sandy Marsh; of P. L. Pusley and others, Oscar post- 
office; of P. P. McLean and others, West’s Mills; of C. J. Ferguson and 
others, Ferguson post-office; of L. M. Dillard and others, of Georgetown; 
of L. W. Peck and others, of Peck post-office; of T. J. Johnson and 
others, of Tusguntly; of Thomas L. Dillingham and others, of Dillughan, 
N. C. ; also of M. C. Shope and others, of North Carolina; and of E. R. 
Treadway and others, of Bee Bald, N. C. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Of Daniel Campbell and others, of Northyille; 
of W. H. Reflogal and others, of Mufual, Champaign County; of cit- 
ou and others, of Eagle City, and of Lawrenceville, Clark County, 

o. - 
By Mr. LATHAM: Ofcitizens and others, of Tulls, Currituck County, 
North Carolina. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Patterson’s Bridge, and of 
anaes Moore County, and of Bolton, Columbus County, North Car- 
olina. 
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By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Manor Station, Westmore- 
land County, Pennsylvania. 

Also, of citizens of Greene County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McRAE: Of citizens and others of Big Bend and of French 
Point, Ark. 
z By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of citizens of Happy Creek, Warren County, 


irginia. 

By Mr. PATTON: Of 69 citizens of Patchersonville, Pa. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Of John Straley and others, of Trout Run, Ly- 
coming County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. REED: Of A. 8. Holden and others, of Maine. 

Hed Mr. SENEY: Of W. T. Sherman and 64 others, of Seneca County, 

0. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Of J. D. Kibler and 47 others, of Oswego, Ind. 
Reid Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Of sundry citizens of Grimes County, 

xas. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: OFf citizens of Boydsville, Ky. 
eh ns H. G. TURNER: Of E. A. Milligan and others, of Moul- 

e, Ga. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Of S. S. Woodwin and others, of Una, 
Davidson County; of Pleasant Mound, Montgomery County; of Ardee, 
Montgomery County; and of Weaver’s Store, Stewart County, Ten- 
nessee; of S. 8. Woodwin and others, of Tennessee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of citizens and others, of Dug, Ala.; of J. W. 
Miller and others, and of J. K. Bolton and others, of Daily, Ala. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of E. W. Smith and 30 others, of Paint Valley, 
and of Carr O’Neal and 20 others, of East Greenwood, Ohio. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens and others of Snake River, Alleghany 
County, Virginia. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, January 12, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commani- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from 
the Secretary of State, enumerating certain estimates of deficiencies in 
appropriations which it is desired shall be included in the deficiency 
billnow pending before Congress; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was So to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Pork Packers’ Associa- 
tion of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for legislation to prevent the sale of 
adulterated lard as pure lard; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

He also presented the petitionof John McFarland, late private Com- 
pany E, Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, praying for an honor- 
able discharge from the Army; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of C. F. Hovey & Co.; Jordan, 
Marsh &Co., and various others, large importing merchants of Boston, 
praying that the provisions of section 977 of the bill to regulate the im- 
portation of foreign merchandise, ete., which prohibits them from hav- 
ing a right to judicial determination of the tariff classification of rates 
of duty, be not enacted. The bill has been reported, but the point 
which these gentlemen suggest isa very grave one, and I therefore move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance, instead of 
taking the usual course, under such circumstances, of lying on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Rev. O. P. Gifford, D. D., Rev. 
Joseph Cook, D. D., and 153 other clergymen of various denominations, 
of Boston, Mass., and vicinity, praying for the passage of the Blair 
educational bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a vote of the Evangelical Alliance, now in 
session in Boston, passed January 9, 1888, unanimously petitioning the 
Congress of the United States to pass the Blair bill, providing Federal 
aid to commonschools. Thisis certified by Rev. George S. Chadbourn, 
D. D., president of the association, and Rev. N. B. Jones, secretary. 
I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of Anne Lucas, of Washingten, 
D. C., praying for the payment to her of $156 claimed to be due her 
for services rendered the Government during the war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Wolff, of Washington, 
D. C., praying that an investigation be had in the case of the rejected 
pension claim of Capt. A. W. Hicks, late of the Mississippi ram fleet; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensious, 

He also presented the petition of John B. Wolff, of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the payment to Mrs. M. A. Krechman ofa sum 


claimed to be due her for board and lodging furnished certain Chero- 
kee Indians in the year 1876; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Denver (Colo. ) Cham- 
ber of Commerce and Board of Trade, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the erection of a building for Government purposes in the city 
of Denver; which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of H. P. De Graaf, president of 
the Bowery National Bank; Peck, Martin & Co.; Brick Union India 
Rubber Company, W. S. Vermilyea, treasurer, and 304 other business 
men and capitalists of New York City, praying that Congress at this 
session authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stough- 
ton and his associates for the entire work of improving Harlem River, 
New York; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT. I present the petition of H. B. Sargent and others, of 
New Haven, Conn., and the petition of C. Rogers & Bros., of Meriden, 
Conn., praying that the law prohibiting advertisements on third and 
fourth class mail matter be abolished. 

In presenting these petitions I desire to say that I do not think the 
law as it now stands prohibits any printing upon third-class matter on 
the envelope which containsit. I think in that respect the Postmaster- 
General has not correctly interpreted the law, and that the difficulty 
which business men have experienced arises, so far as third-class mat- 
ter is concerned, not from any fault of the Jaw, but from an incorrect 
interpretation of it by the Postmaster-General. 

I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. £ : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of B. S. Hinman and others, pray- 
ing that seeds, plents, bulbs, and scions be classed as third-class mail 
matter; also, that the limit of weight of these articles be made 8 pounds; 
also, that money-orders for $5 or less be issued for 3 cents; that postal- 
notes be abolished, and that fractional paper currency be issued for use 
in the mails; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of H. C. Miles and others, citizens of 
Milford, Conn., praying that fractional currency be issued and postal- 
notes abolished; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 73 citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, praying for the passage of the bill prohibiting the manufacture, 
sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I present a petition of citizens of Frankfort, 
Ky., and as it relates to the jurisdiction of Federal courts, I move that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 24 citizens of Samoth, Massac 
County, Illinois, praying that Hugh B. Glass, a citizen of that county, 
be granted an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of citizens of 
Altoona, Pa., favoring the erection of a public building in that place; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of W. J. Moberley, late first lieu- 
tenant Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry, praying to be allowed 
a sum claimed to be due him on account of unpaid rations and salary; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SABIN presented a resolution adopted by the State Grange of 
Minnesota, remonstrating against any modification of the present oleo- 
margarine law, and against the repeal of the tax on that article; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of G. B. McMahan and other 
citizens of Sevier County, Tennessee, praying that increased compensa- 
tion be allowed fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a petition, numerously signed by citizens 
of the Eighth Congressional district of Tennessee, and another, numer- 
ously signed by citizens of the Fifth Congressional district of Tennessee, 
asking for the passage of a bill prohibiting the manufacture, sale, and 
importation of alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia. I move 
their reference to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was 4: to. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of 69 citizens of the Sixth Con- 
gressional district of Arkansas, praying for the passage of the bill to 
prohibit the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of Fernando I. Moreno, of Key West, 
Fla., praying to be allowed compensation for certain services he alleges 
were rendered by him to the Government in 1860; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
State Temperance Union of South Carolina, praying for asubmission to 
the States of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
prohibiting the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 


1888. 


Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 52 citizens of Anacostia, D. C., 
praying for the passage of the bill prohibiting the alcoholic liquor traffic 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth G. Elder, 
widow of the late Lieut. Col. Samuel G. Elder, praying to be allowed 
an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 23) to authorize Dallas City to construct a bridge across the 
Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory of Washington, 
reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
322) to authorize the Southwest Arkansas and Indian Territory Rail- 
road to build a bridge across the Ouachita River, in Arkansas, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1227) authorizing the appointment of a superin- 
tendent of Indian schools and prescribing his duties, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 358) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands reserved for 
the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 45) for the relief of Col. James C. Duane, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 498) for the relief of Frank Della Terre and Susan F. Della Terre, 
heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 180) for the relief of Washington L. Parvin and Henry A. 


Greene; 
A bill (S. 927) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others; 

A bill (S. 670) to increase the efficiency of the infantry branch of the 
Army; and 

A bill (S. 939) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1003) granting the right of way to the Duluth 
and Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pembina military 
reservation, in Dakota Territory, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. VEST. I am authorized by the Committce on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 274) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible pointin the county 
of St. Charles, in the State of Missouri, below the city of St. Charles, 
to report it favorably with sundry amendments. 

I ask for the present consideration of the bill, because there are pe- 
culiar reasons why it should be at once acted upon. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the report I now make 
from the Committeeon Commerce, I believe heis interested in the bill, 
as the company that proposes to construct the bridge is an Iowa com- 
pany, The company are ready to commence the construction of the 

ridge, but the whole process of construction by the company is stopped 
until this matter can be disposed of. For that reason I ask for the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Commerce will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was in section 2, line 19, after the word ‘‘ loca- 
tion,” to strike out the words ‘‘ to the bottom chord of the bridge” and 
insert ‘‘to the lowest point of the superstructure; ’’ so as to make the 
proviso read : 

Provided, That if the said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous 
spans, itshall have three or more channel spans, and shall not be of less elevation 
in any case than 50 feet above high-water mark, as understood at the point ot 
location, to the lowest pos of the superstructure, nor shall the spans of said 
bridge be less than 300 feet in length, and the piers of said bridge shall be paral- 
lel with the current of said river, and the main span sha 
channel of the river, and not less than 300 feet in length. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 17, after the word ‘in,’ 
to strike out the words ‘‘which district and State” and insert the 
words ‘‘whose jurisdiction ;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, upon receiving 
such plan and map and other information, and upon being satisfied that a bridge 
built on such plan and with such accessory works and at such locality will con- 
form to the prescribed conditions of this act, to notify the company that he ap- 
proves the same; and upon receiving such notification the said company may 
proceed to an erection of said bridge, conforming strictly to the approved plan 


and location; and should any change be made in the plan of the bridge. or said 
uceessory works, during the progress of the work thereon, such change shall 
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val of the Secretary of War, and in case of an 
liti on arising from any o! ction or alleged obstruction to the free navi- 
ation of said river, caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case may 

> brought into the circuit court of the United States of the eastern district of the 
State of Missouri, in whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or bridge 
may be located. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

The next amendment was in section 4, line 10, after the word ‘‘ privi- 
leges,” to strike out the word ‘“‘or” and insert ‘‘of;’’ so as to read: 

And said bridge shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-routes in 
the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reported by the committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, at the end of line 10, the word 
‘and ” is duplicated. £ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The superfluous word will be strick- 
en out. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
DANIEL B. LUCAS. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, reported 
the following resolution, and moved its reference to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate; which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be paid to Daniel B. Lucas, of West Virginia, out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, as compensation for expenses incurred in con- 
testing the seat of Hon. CHARLES J. FAULKNER in the United States Senate, $1,000, 
the same to be in full for all claim for such expenses, and also for any claim to 
salary as Senator. 


be subject likewise to the a 


This completes the amendments 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1369) for the re- 
lief of Joseph B. Hull, commodore United States Navy (retired); which 
wasread twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1370) for the relief of Assistant En- 
gineer Howard D. Potts, United States Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1371) for the relief of Alfred Hedberg; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1372) granting an increase of 
pension to Maria Hunter; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1373) granting a pension to William B, 
Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1374) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Will- 
iams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. : 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 1375) for the relief of Gallatin, 
Bureau, and other counties in the State of Illinois; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1376) for the relief of John W. 
Blake; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1377) for the relief of Henry Pickett, 
of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

Mr. HOAR. The bill proposes to grant relief toa person who served 
the United States as a teamster, was ex to military danger, and 
received an accident which made him totally blind. Isupposeit should 
go to the Committee on Pensions, and not to the Committee on Claims, 
as itis a gratuity and not a right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the indorse- 
ment on the bill to be ‘‘the Committee on Claims.” It will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1378) directing the prosecution of 
inquiries by the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries in respect to the 
destruction of oysters in the natural oyster-beds lying within the wa- 
ters and jurisdiction of the United States by star-fish, etc., and mak- 
ing an appropriation for such purpose; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1379) to increase the pay of chap- 
lains in the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1380) to amend sections 1847, 
1852, 1857, 1862, and 1885 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1381) for the relief of purchasers and 
other grantees of the United States of certain swamp and overflowed 
lands, and to reimburse and indemnify certain States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1382) granting a pension to Mrs, Cath- | Harlem River navigation; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


erine F 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1383) granting a pension to Isabella W. 
Adduddell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Margaret J. 
Cash; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1385) granting a pension to 
Hezekiah Cardwell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1386) to regulate the practice and pro- 
ceedings in the Patent Office, and to amend existing laws; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition to accompany the bill, which 
I ask may be printed and referred, with the bill, to the Committee on 
Patents. The petition is a very short one, and it will take but a few 
lines of pani 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred, with the 
waiving aad ing petition, to the Committee on Patents, and an order to 
print the petition will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1387) authorizing the ap- 
porna of James S. Jouett to a first lieutenancy of cavalry in the 

nited States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to.the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1388) for the relief of W. L. 
Adams, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to introduceseveral bills, and I wish to have 
it noted that I introduce all of them by request. I hardly know to 
what committee they should be referred. They propose to make com- 
pensation for depredations committed by Navajo Indians. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such bills have usually been referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. ; 

The bills were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1389) for the relief of José Pablo Madrid, of San Miguel 
County, New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 1390) for the relief of Juan José Nieto, of San Miguel 

County, New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 1391) for the relief of the legal representatives of José de 
Jesus Lujan, of Mora County, New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 1392) for the reliefof Apollinario Almanzar, of San Miguel 
County, New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 1393) for the relief of Ignacio Sanchez y Ortiz, of San 

el County, New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 1394) for the relief of the legal representatives of Dolores 

 Butierrez, deceased, of San Miguel County, New Mexico; and 

A bill (S. 1395) for therelief of the legal representatives of Augustin 
Gonzales, deceased, of San Miguel County, New Mexico. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1396) to extend the provisions 
of section 4631, Title LVI, Prize, of the Revised Statutes, and of the 
act of June 8, 1874, in relation to prize-money, to fleet officers; which 
‘was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. C 


Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1397) for the relief of A. L. Shot- 
well; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1398) to prohibit book-mak- 
ing, pool-selling, or bling on races within the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bili (S. 1399) for the relief of the State 
of Illinois; which.was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1400) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the mili record of John W. Penwarden; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1401) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of D. Thomas Andrews; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1402) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of A. M. Stratton; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1403) granting a pension to Daniel 
Shack; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 31) for the 
relief of the personal representative of William R. Brick; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a joint resolution (S. R, 32) authorizing 
and requiring the Secretary of War to contract for the improvement of 


; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SPANISH-AMERICAN CLAIMS, 

_ Mr. HISCOCK submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in his jud 
ment it be not inconsistent with the publicinterests, tocommunicate to the Fb A 
the names of all persons who recovered judgments before the late Spanish- 
American Claims Commission provided by the convention with Spain of Feb- 
ruary 12, 1871; the form of the said judgments, i. e., whether in terms in the name 
of claimants in each case, or in that of the United States, as against Spain; the 
amount of each judgment; the respective dates of payment by Spain; the 
amounts paid to the respective claimants by the Secretary of State, with the 

thereof; the amount reserved in each case, and the duration of such re- 
serve; whether the same was invested in United States or other securities, and 
the total increment thereon arising from such investment; the ratable propor- 
tion of such increment to the amounts reserved from each claimant; the 
eo, “if any, why the said increment has not been paid to the respective 
imants. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, it was. 


Ordered, That Richard L. Rotchford have leeve to withdraw the papers in his 
case from the files of the Senate. 


JACKSON (MISS.) MUNICIPAL ELECTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a former day, to which he calls the atten- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER January 10, 1888, was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire into 

the suppression of the votes of the colored citizens of Jackson, Miss., at recent 

municipal election in that city,and into the alleged participation in such sup- 
ression by the United States district attorney and by a deputy collector of in- 

mee reese and a deputy United States marshal; and to report the facts to 
e Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I offered this resolution partly 
in consequence of the reception of a telegram from Jackson, Miss., 
dated January 7, addressed to myself, as follows: f 


We respectfully ask thata Senate committee be appointed and sent here to 
investigate the recent occurrences here in reference to our municipal election 
and the disfranchisement of the colored vote thereat. The facts can be fully 
proven by the testimony of the best men of both political parties, 


I have not asked in the resolution that power be given to the com- 
mittee to send for persons and papers, because I apprehend it may be 
found that the facts already upon the records of the Department of Jus- 
tice will be sufficient for the committee, with such information as they 
may obtain, withoutsending for persons ‘and papers. If, however, this 
should prove not to be the case, I should desire that power be given to 
the committee to make a complete investigation. 

I have asked that the Committee on the Judiciary be requested to 
make this investigation, because the inquiry will involve the partici- 
pation in the suppression of the colored vote of a United States dis- 
trict attorney and a deputy United States marshal. 

I only desire to briefly bring to the attention of the Senate the in- 
formation which has come to me which seems to justify and require 
the inquiry proposed, and I think I can best state that information by 
causing to be read letters which I have received, and which concisely 
state the occurrences that call for the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the let- 
ters, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Jackson, Miss., December 29, 1887. 


DEAR Sim: We are here, in Jackson, Miss., just now going through a revolu- 
tion somewhat Mexican in its characteristics. The following are the facts: We 
have had a mayor here, McGill, in office for fourteen years past, who is a Re- 
publican, and have had, as nearly every one agrees, a most excellent city gov- 
ernment. The city election is held on the first Monday of January next. No 
opposing candidate had offered, and he was about to be unanimously re-elected, 
when on Christmas evea neony arose between some young white men anda 
negro butcher in the city, in which the negro and one of the young white men 
were almost instantly killed. The nents of the ay administration in- 
stantly seized upon this, and called a little meeting for Monday night, which 

journed to Tuesday night, when a much larger meeting was held, at which 
William Henry, a son-in-law of Governor Lowry, was nominated, resolutions 
were passed, and a committee of one hundred were appointed who should see 
that the election was carried. ‘The chairman of this committee was Mr. J. B. Har- 
ris, the United States district attorney of the southern district of Mississippi, 
who made a blood-and-thunder speech, in which he advocated the forcible pre- 
vention of the negroes voting, and stated that he was willing to lay down his 
life to accomplish it, if necessary. 

Matters at length became so warm that the colored people, ata gree held 
by them, decided not to vote, and issued a notice to that effect. MoGill then 
made the other party a proposition to settle it by the votes of the white voters, 
This was declined by Henry. Then a subcommittee of the committee of one 
hundred made a proposition that it be decided by a p: election, at which 
should be allowed to vote not the registered white voters of the city, but all 
white men resident in the city eligible to register and yote. This would let in 
many fraudulent votes, and McGill co: uently declined. He afterwards 
agreed to go intoa primary at which the white re; red voters only should 
vote; but this was declined, and the election will be held on Monday next, and, 
I presume, will be decided entirely on white votes, as I do not think the negroes 

attempt to vote, and the Henry party are loud in their declarations that they 
will not allow them to do so. 

The men most prominent in these moves are R, H. Henry, the State printer, 
John and Ed. Martin, of the New paar: “er and R, E. Wilson, a brother- 
inlaw of Henry. Wilson is the deputy United States internal-revenue col- 


1888. 
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lector for this district. He has been training with the cro’ but has been 
ly using his best endeavors for a peaceable and quiet election. Mr>Har- 
treuble F I sl eeainget est fe ob ne rn t the Batir eanna aa To 
uble. Isend you cop pers coni pi ings, *' the y 
manifesto,” and the notice of the D „and will send you more to-morrow. 
Yours, respectfully, 


JACKSON, Miss., December 31, 1857. 


DEAR Sm: I send you by this mail all further literature of the local campaign 
going on here which I have been able to gather up, consisting of to-day's and 

esterday’s Advertiser, yesterday's New Mississippian, and three Democratic 
hand-bilis. They are somewhat frightened at what they have been doing, and 
are now hard at work to make the Democratic party back them up, and seem 
to be succeeding pretty well; “Private” John Allen addresses them to-night. 
They wereexpecting to havea general demonstration to-night, but the inclement 
weather has prevented, er re eee frightened somewhat at the pees 
of being prosecuted by a Dem e Department of Justice, under the nth 
amendment enforcement act, with which I have been threatening them. I have 
had the amendment and the act published in the Advertiser, which will be out 
in the morning. I have also been after the Federal officials who have been en- 
gaged in it—J. B. Harris, the district attorney; R. E. Wilson, the collector ofin- 
ternal revenue, and Samuel Livin; n, the resident deputy United States mar- 
shal. The marshal himself, W. L. Dinkins, does not reside here, has not been 
here, and knows nothing about it, In my former letter I wrote you that I 
thought Wilson was training with them to restrain them. On further investi- 
gation I find this is not so, but that he is as determined asany one of them, He 
and Livingston are both of the committee of one hundred. 

Now, can not you push them up to noticing the conduct of these officials? 
Here is a district attorney chairman of a revolutionary conspiracy, the mem- 
bers of which it is his sworn duty to prosecute. Surely the Democratic party, I 
should think, can not afford to tolerate such actions on the part of their office- 
holders and continue them in office, There should be some quick removals 
and some vigorous prosecutions for what has been done, and if the Adminis- 
tration will not do it the country should know it, and I think would findsome 
one who would at the next election, 

The negroes are leaving town fast, most of them temporarily, until after the 
election, some for all time, d at the measures which have been taken. 
We are going to make a bold fight with the white vote, and with a fair hope of 
coe stra at they try any bulldozing on white men you will hear of some one 

ng hu 
Yours, respectfully, 


JACKSON, Miss., January 3, 1888. 
Dear Str: McGill ran the race through and was defeated by a majority of 93 
out of about 360 votes polled. None but whites voted. The registered negro 
vote is about 340, none of which voted. Of these at Jeast 300 would have voted 
for McGill, as would at least 75 of the white men who did not vote for him, but 
who were, as they openly themselves state, whipped in to vote for Henry in 
one way and another, Oliver Clifton, the editor of the Clarion, who, at the 
business men’s meeting last week, in a speech denounced the proceedings of 
the Henry faction as revolutionary, yesterday openly announced his intention 
to vote for McGill, and did so, and was thereupon immediately deposed from 
the eiitorship of the paper by Colonel Power, its publisher. Clifton is also 
clerk of the supreme court, and they are to-day trying to contrive some way to 
get him out of that position. He is firm and defiant, and has made a noble rec- 
ord for himself. The newspaper reporters are commencing to quietly gather 
in, and the country will have the full story shortly. ‘The local reporters are all 
in the Henry faction, and keep the truth well concealed. At the.election one 
negro attempted to vote, but was fired out of the room in short order. 
At one of the last of the Henry meetings our circuit judge made a very in- 
flammatory speech. Knowing that the judge would give him no show what- 
_ ever, McGill will not take any steps to contest, and anything that is dono about 
it will have to be done either in the United States court under the fifteenth 
amendment act (which they are very much afraid of or before a Senate com- 
mittee (the prospect of which they do not relish at all). A 
R would puegest that you senda committee down here immediately, before 
ngs cool, 
Yours, respectfully, 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield a moment to have a telegram read in this same connection from 
say Attorney-General to the district attorney, to whom the letter re- 
ates? ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I decline to yield, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from New Hampshire 
declines to yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In addition, I have a telegram dated January 2, 
from the same person who wrote the letters, stating: 

Henry elected by 93 majority. Only whites voted. One negro offered to yote 
and was put out. 

The letters which have been read distinctly state who were the Fed- 
eral officers engaged in this business. I repeat their names for distinct- 
ness. J. B. Harris, district attorney. He was on the committee of 
one hundred appointed at the Democratic meeting referred to. He 
heads a letter, December 29, to McGill, proposing a settlement of the 
controversy by a primary election in which only whites shall partici- 
pate. R. E. Wilson is the deputy collector of internal revenue. He 
was on the committee calling the mayoralty caucus, and was also on 
the committee which reported the so-called White-Line resolutions of 
December 27. Samuel Livingston, the deputy United States marshal, 
was on the committee calling the mayoralty caucus, and was also on 
the committee on the White-Line resolutions of December 27. 

The manifesto which first conveyed to the colored people of Jackson, 
Miss., the notice that they would not be allowed to vote, I have in my 
hand, At the head is displayed an engraving [exhibiting] of a couple 
of pistols, a couple of shotguns, and a powder-flask. It is printed in 
sida Task the Chief Clerk to read this notice to the negroes of 

ackson. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
A BLAST FROM THE YOUTH. 
THE YOUNG MEN OF JACKSON UTTER THEIR ULTIMATUM. 


Monday night at the second meeting of the Young White Men’s League of 
Jackson, which comprises almost every white man of Jackson from nineteen 
to twenty-nine years of age, unanimously passed the following resolutions, with 
the order that a thousand copies be printed and distributed as soon as a nomi- 
nation was made: < 

“We, the young white men of Jackson, having seen one of our number coldly, 
cruelly, and hellishly murdered in the dark by a negro bully set on by a negro 
policeman of this negro-cursed city, do hereby resolye,in solemn and awfal 
earnestness, that the corrupt, Radical, negro government of our city should, 
must, and shall be wiped out, cost what it neg 

“ We have earnestly believed in peace and law and order, and we hope now 
that this government of negro butchers may peacefully yield to defeat, but we 
pear no peace bought at the price of our manhood and of our companion’s 


“Driven by no sudden passion or blind impulse, but actuated by a firm and 
deliberate sense of the duty we oweto ourselves and to our race, we hereby warn 
the negroes that if any one of their race attempts to run for office in the ap- 
proaching municipal election, he does so at his supremest peril, and we further . 
warn any and all negroes of this city against altempting, at their utmost hazard, 
by vote or influence to foist on us again this black and damnable machine mis- 
called a government of our city. 

“And we call on all the young men of our city and region country 
who do not sanction the fiendish murder of a white boy by a negro bully—upon 
all who love the white race better than they love negro assassins—upon all who 
have courage in their hearts or manhood in their soujs to bitterly remember the 
blood of the murdered McWillie Mitchell from now until the election day, and 
sweep away this infamy of government with its black and brutish hands stained 
and wet with blood of a brave and noble boy.” x 


Mr. CHANDLER. Following up that manifesto a mecting was 
called on the 27th of December of the Democracy, The call is headed: 


DEMOCRACY! 
There will be a meeting at the house of representatives to-night, at 7.30 p. m., 
for the purpose of ee cag P| a Democratic candidate for mayor, and taking 
such other action as the situation demands, A 


E. O. RYAN, a 
FRANK JOHNSTON, 
DECEMBER 27, 1887. 


Wilson was deputy collector of internal revenue, Livingston the dep- 
uty marshal. Ihavea subsequent call for a meeting in the State house 
of representatives on December 29, which contains the resolutions passed 
at the meeting of December27. Thishand-bill is headed ‘‘ Democratic 
White-Line resolutions.” 


DEMOCRATIC WHITE-LINE RESOLUTIONS! 


Adopted by the Democratic convention at Jackson, Tuesday night, Decem- 
ber 27, 1887. 


_ Mr. Chairman: Your committee on resolutions ask to present the follow- 


ing: 

Geroa the Democracy of this city, recognizing the justreproach upon them , 
for so long suffering a Republican administration in the capital city of a Dem- 
ocratic State, and having determined to no longer submit thereto : Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Democrats of the city of Jackson, in mass-meeting a 
That we to-night nominate candidates for mayor and aldermen, and hereby 
avow our purpose to elect them. 

Resolved, That, in general terms, we assert that the present city government 
has been inefficient, unsat ry, and objectionable; and especially has its 
police department been inefficient tn the protection of both life and property, 
and we refer to the occurrences of the past few days in proof thereof. * 

Resolved, That the chairman of this meeting appoint a committee of one hun- 
dred to see that the ticket is elected. 

Resolved, Thatall citizens of Jackson, without regard to past political affilia- 
a pa invited to ¢o-operate in the election of the candidates nominated by” 

meeting. 


R. E. WILSON, 

SAML LIVINGSTON, 

D. P. PORTER, 

JOHN T. TAPLEY, 

THOS. P, BAR 

ane JOHNSTON, 
Let every Democrat of Jackson attend the Democratic meeting at house of 

representatives to-night, December 29. 
And here is the call for the meeting of Democrats of December 29: 
COME OUT, DEMOCRATS, 


Hon, O. B. Mitchell, 
Col, 8. M. Meek, Hon. A. J. McLaurin, 
Hon. James T. Harrison, General J. H. Sharp, 
Maj. Patrick Henry, 
and others will address you at the house of ri phe eres to-night at 8 o'clock. 
Be present, and hear what these distinguished Democrats have to say about 
the municipal ticket as nominated by the Democratic convention, 


As the result of all these preparations forthe suppression of the negro 
vote, as stated in the letters of my informant which were read by the 
Secretary, the colored voters of the city decided that it would be unsafe 
for them to participate in the election, and a meeting was held on the 
evening of December 28 at which the following resolutions were passed: 

A MEETING OF THE COLORED VOTERS, 
At a meeting of the colored citizens of Jackson, held in West Jackson on 


Hon. John Allen, 


404 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 12, 


Weanendey. evening, December 28, 1887, the following resolutions were unani- 
mously ado; : 

Whereas the coléred people have been reliably informed that the Democratic 
club or committee of Jackson have invited Democrats from various other places 
and adjoining counties to be here on election day for the purpose of preventing 
the colored voters from voting or participating in the city election next Monday, 
January 2, 1888: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That in the interest of peace and harmony and the protection of 
life and property, that the colored people refrain from voting orin any way par- 
ticipating in said election. 

Resolved further, That the colored candidates for aldermen are hereby with- 


ELIJAH ROBINSON, Chairman. 


drawn. 
H. T. Risuer, Secretary. 


I also read from the Memphis Avalanche of December 31 the following 
resolutions, which were passed at the meeting of Democrats on Decein- 
ber 29: 


Resolved, That this convention having received the assurance that hereafter 
no negro aldermen or negro policemen will be a part of the city government, 
and that in the election to be held on Monday next none but white men will 
vote, negroes having voluntarily agreed to stay away from the polls: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, The arig ay the city of Jackson pledges that, so far as it 
can govern, the election shall be fairly and peaceably conducted. 


I do not desire, Mr. President, to prolong the exhibition of the many 
incidental reasons proceeding from the newspapers of Jackson, pub- 
lished about this time, which induced the negroes to realize that it 
would be necessary for them to stay away from the polls. I wish, in 
addition to what I have stated, only to call the attention of the Senate 
to the ostensible cause for this decision at the capital city of the Demo- 
cratic State of Mississippi that there should be no participation in the 
municipal election of any but white voters, and the reasons why the 
election should be carried solely by the votes of white men, although 
the candidate for mayor of the Republicans was a white man, had been 
mayor for years, and, I think, had been a Confederate soldier. 

I find that the Daily Mississippian of the 30th of December thought 
it advisable to state the reasons why the Democracy of Jackson had seen 
fit to deliberately predetermine the abstention of the negro voters from 
the polls at the approaching municipal election. The article is headed: 


MURDER OF M WILLIE MITCHELL—WORK OF A NEGRO DESPERADO. ' 


Set on by a radical negro policeman—Ifow he stole up behind his victim in 
the dark and severed his throat. 


Never before bave we seen the white men of Jackson so filled with astern 
fearful indignation as they now are over the dastardly murder of MeWillie 


ene? as we have learned it, is briefly thus: A large number of 
oung men, including the best there are in Jackson, were enjoying themselves 

turday night marching around blowing tin bugles. As they wentdown Pres- 
ident street they Pare the burly negro bully, Bob Whitesides, who was half 
drunk,and manifested a disposition not to have any white men around him 
making a fuss, and began cursing the crowd, 

MecWillie Mitchell took Percy Gambrell’s pistol from his (Percy’s) overcoat 
pocket and told the negro if he cursed him he would killhim. They werethen 
near Newman’s corner, on President street, and the negro turned and left, going 
to Hayne’s butcher shop. 

The white boys thought it was all over, and all started away, the others hay- 
pe api the corner up Pearl street considerably ahead of Mitchell and Gam- 

rell. 
Young Gambrell stopped a moment with his face towards the street, and the 
negro, who arm self with a tremendous butcher-knife, came out and 
passed rapidly by Percy, at his back,on to where Mitchell was walking slowly 
along, some 12 feet beyond him. 

When Percy heard the negro walking, and turned his head, he was just 
zerine Mitchell. As Percy rushed towards them the negro gras Mitchell 
from behind, pinioning his arms with his own left arm, and with his right be- 
gan making terrible slashes in his throat. 

Percy Gambrell rushed upon them, and grasping the wrist of the negro’s right 
arm, tore them apart. The negro began endeavoring to cut Gambrell,and 
ergo i his wrist was held, succeeded in making two deep gashes in his right 


and, z 

Mitchell had fallen to his knees, and three shots were fired into the negro in 
an instant; the first shot straight through his bowels, another through his right 
lung, and another through his thigh. 

The pae was right against him, and around each bullet hole there was a 
larger hole burned some distance in the flesh. 

Then the negro groaned and made a death struggle, and all three fell together 
in a bloody heap on the sidewalk, the knife striking into young Mitchell again, 

Percy swung onto the arm of the negro, and putting his foot on the wrist got 
the knife from his death-clutch, while the pistol fell on the sidewalk, Three 
other negroes, including Julius Allen, one of our Radical negro policemen, sur- 
rounded the scene of battle, and seemed about to attack Percy. Finally some 
whites came upon the scene, 

The negro continued to groan, and soon expired without sayin, 
Mitchell was lifted to his feet, and with the help of a man at side part 
walked and was partly carried to Ledbetter’s drug store, where he soon expired k 

It is charged by the enemies of Gambrell that he was the one who did the 
shooting, but before he died Mitchell stated in the presence of several witnesses 
that he did the shooting himself, and asked if the n was dead. 

And itis the universal sentiment of the white men (that is, the real white men 
of Jackson) that if Gambrell did do the shooting, he was justified perfectly and 
completely in morals as in law. 


I leave that statement without further comment, and the Senate can 
judge whether or not the occurrence thus narrated in the Mississip- 
pian as the excuse for this deliberate decision that the Constitution of 
the United States should be violated in one of its most important pro- 
visions at the approaching municipal election was justified. 

I submit, Mr. President, that this question, although it affects only 
for the time being a municipal election in the city of Jackson, is one 
of national importance. The country this year is to enter upon a Pres- 
idential election, an election which is to decide the Presidency and also 
the complexion of the National House of Representatives. In that 
election at least 12,000,000 voters, representing 60,000,000 of American 


anything. 


people, will be entitled to participate. Amongst those voters are prob- 
ably a millionanda half of black men, representing six or seven millions 
of their own race; and it is an important question whether or not this 
million and a half of black men are to be allowed to vote or are not to 
be allowed to vote. 

It is a matter that concerns those of our citizens who desire to pro- 
tect the tariff whether the question is to be settled, so far as the House 
of Representatives and the Presidency are concerned, by a fair vote of 
all those who are entitled under the Constituffon to vote, or is to be 
settled with a million and a half of those voters disfranchised in pur- 
suance of this policy which we have seen deliberately adopted in the 
capital of the State of Mississippi, which State seeks to-day to furnish 
an associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States to aid 
in passing upon the validity of the constitutional amendments. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, there can be no longer any 
coneealment as to the purpose of the debate that has been commenced 
here in open session, any more than there can be a misunderstanding 
of statements made by Senators on this flooras to what they did or did 
not intend to do in reference to matters that can alone be considered 
properly in executive session. The Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER] has no more concealed his purpose than the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] did when he wrote to a club in his State. He 
has no more concealed his purpose than the Senator who presides over 
this body [Mr. INGALLs], and I know he did not intend to conceal any- 
thing. If it be allowable to have this kind of debate in open session, 
then it becomes me, sir, to say that I will vote for Lamar. That isthe 
entirety of it, sir. No man ever made a greater mistake than he who 
contends that there is a universal purpose to suppress the negro vote in 
the South. Let the man who will vote for the Democracy of the South 
do so if he wishes, and he will find that we have a Republican party 
there that does not subsist on the misrepresentation of others. 

Mr. President, if the Senate will agree to-day that this shall be an 
open debate no man will be more glad ofit than I. But we have had 
open sessions debating every day what was peculiarly executive busi- 
ness. We can have a chance, in my judgment, this day in this session 
to settle the matter, notwithstanding all the allegations that have been 
made. But I do want, if there must be asseverdtion made in open ses- 
sion, that it shall be subject to denial in open session. Ihave not for- 
gotten that this gentleman was my political foe when he was here; 
but he was confirmed for a high position in the executive government. 
I propose that gentlemen who are opposed to his confirmation shall 
open the doors and let us havea full, free, and fair debate, or that they 
will make no more speeches which lead up to the confirmation or re- 
jection of Mr. Lamar. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
offering any objection to the proposed investigation. On the contrary, 
so far as I am concerned, I not only desire but I am extremely anxious 
that the pending resolution should be passed by those whose views of 
the constitutional powers of this body are different from my own. > 

If the proposition were to investigate a mere town election in the 
State of New Hampshire by the Senate of the United States, I shonld 
vigorously oppose it; but I court the fullest investigation of the alleged 
occurrences at Jackson, Miss. ; but I do protest against any prejudgment 
of the case. ~ 

I desire, instead of mere anonymouscommunications, that the motives 
and the provocations, the grievancesand the surroundings of the people 
at Jackson, along with their actions, shall be laid bare before the coun- 
try, and that the verdict of the country may be had upon them. 

Mr. President, we must assume, whatever the fact may be, that 
the real object of this resolution is to ascertain the actual facts of the 
matter to which it relates, and to have them reported for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. When that is done there may be something be- 
fore the Senate for discussion which relates in some way to the subject- 
matter of this resolution. But, sir, in advance of the very report 
which the resolution calls for, and in the absence of the very facts.which 
the resolution professes to seek to elicit, the discussion of the matter 
here can serve no other purpose, if, indeed, any other be intended, 
than to affect other questions and other interests which are not em- 
braced in the resolution. 

Therefore, sir, though at the proper time there is much that I may 
say on this subject, I propose to defer the discussion of it until the 
coming in of the report which the resolution calls for shall furnish an 
appropriate occasion for such discussion. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I cameina few moments ago, just asthe 
Secretary was reading anonymous letters which I thought conveyed some 
sort of criticism, or a suggestion of criticism, on the present Administra- 
tion with regard to the action of some Federal officers in Jackson, Miss, 
I supposed at the time that the object of having those letters read was 
perhaps to present all the facts for the consideration of the Senate, and 
not for the pu of presenting a one-sided or distorted view of the 
case to accomplish partisan pu . Conceiving that to be the pur- 
pose of reading the papers at the desk, I asked permission of the Sen- 
ator who then occupied the floor to haveread at the desk, in connection 
with those letters which seemed to reflect on the Administration, a tel- 
egram sent by the Attorney-General of the United States to the dis- 
trict attorney at Jackson, Miss., which was refused by that Senator. I 
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had no purpose of entering into this discussion, or of undertaking to 
throw any light upon it other than what this telegram showed. 

The suggestion afterwards made by the Senator that there was a 
Presidential election to come off some time during this year, and the 
idea that there might be some great public excitement and a necessity 
for all this talk being thrown in for the purpose of exciting prejudices 
and blackening the fair name of a State and people, had not occurred 
to me atthe time. But.for the purpose of making the record complete, 
and that the Senate may understand what action was taken by the 
Administration as soon as the rumor reached the executive officers of 
tlre Government, I send to the desk that telegram, which I ask to have 
read 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if there be 
no objection. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Wasurncron, D, C., January 3, 1888. 


I notice in the papers you are mentioned particularly as participating in 
political meetings recently at J. n to suppress the colored vote in that cit 
and to prevent colored people from running for office, by violence and intim 
dation. Report fully to me at once the whole proceeding and your connection 


with it. 
A. H. GARLAND, 
Attorney-General, 
J, B. Harris, Esg 
United States District Attorney, Jackson, Miss. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My only purpose in having the telegram 
read is that the country and the Senate shall know in connection with 
the anonymous letters that have been read to the Senate what steps 
have been taken by the Administration in ascertaining the facts of the 


case. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have no desire now to enter into 
a discussion of the matters involved in this resolution. I have up to 
this time, since I have been a member of this body, endeavored, so far 
as I could do so, to avoid sectional debate. My firstimpulse when this 
resolution was introduced was to let it pass, as I knew it would pass, 
without any debate on my part. I believe now that I shall not vote 
against the resolution. I believe I would vote for it, if it were not for 
an insuperable objection in my mind, and that is,that it embraces mat- 
ters entirely without the competency or jurisdiction of this body. 

If the resolution were confined to an investigation of the conduct of 
the two Federal officials named in it, I would vote for it; but as it goes 
beyond that and undertakes to draw within the jurisdiction of this body 
a municipal election, over which we have no control, I feel that Iought 
to ask the privilege of the Senate, as I can not vote for it and do not 
desire to vote against it, that I be excused from voting at all. 

I will make only one remark, Mr. President, about the state of facts 
which are the subject of inquiry. The Senator from New Hampshire 
seems to be very well satisfied as to the facts which he seeks to elicit 
by his resolution of inquiry. I do not understand the facts as fully 
possibly as heseems to, though I understand them somewhat differently. 

I do not propose to go into the facts now, except to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate and the country to one or two important cireum- 
stances disclosed by the papers presented by the Senator; and those 
facts are that for fourteen years a Republican municipal administration 
has existed in the city of Jackson without difficulty, without protest, 
except a silent protest, without any violent method being used for the 

of overturning it; that up to Christmas eve, the election for 
the mayoralty being set for the first Monday in January, there was no 
regular party opposition to the Republican ticket, the people acqui- 
escing in its election, or at least being content tomake no regular con- 
test about it; that on Christmas eve an occurrence took place which 
stirred the blood, excited the passions, and caused fears and apprehen- 
sions in the community, which resulted in the proceedings about which 
we are asked to inquire. 

I desire the Senate and the country to understand, therefore, that 
whatever of irregularity, whatever of irritation and passion may have 
been exhibited was the result of thatoccurrence. The people were quiet, 
the Democrats were quiet, the white people were quiet. The white 
people had submitted to this administration for fourteen years, and 
whatever transpired which has excited the feelings of Senators took 
place only after an occurrence which deeply stirred the passions of the 
people, the murder of a reputable, popular, respectable young man, in 
the presence of a police officer of the city, who by some it was supposed 
abetted it, and it is agreed, I believe, on all sides, he took no steps to 
prevent it. Now, Iam not going to say that a brutal murder of any 
sort justifies any irregular stepsin violation of law, if any such has oc- 
curred, but I willsay that a murder of that sort, perpetrated under the 
circumstances connected with this one, is well calculated to excite pas- 
sion and to produce irregular and illegal action. 

With these remarks, Mr. President, and asking the Senate to excuse 
me for not voting on this resolution, because in my opinion it contains 
matter over which this body has no jurisdiction, I leave further dis- 
cussion until the facts shall be fully investigated. 

_Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, in order to quiet the apprehen- 
sion of Senators who may hesitate to vote for or against the resolution 
because they think that the Government of the United States has noth- 
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ing to do with a municipal election in Jackson, Miss., I will take oc- 
casion to read an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
which is somewhat in danger in these days and in this year 1888 of 
being forgotten. The fifteenth amendment is: 


The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude. 


I conceive that it isa proper matter of investigation for the Senate of 
the United States whenever at any election within any State the right 
of any man to vote is denied because he is black. Wheneverthat right 
shall be denied or the right of any citizen to vote for any cause denied 
at an election in any city or town of New Hampshire, as the Senator 
has suggested might be the case, I shall be found ready to vote for in- 
vestigation, and shall believe in the jurisdiction to investigate. So I 
hold that this investigation should be made irrespective of the partici- 
pation in that election of the Federal officers whose names I haye given; 
but that any Senator should hesitate to vote for a resolution to investi- 
gate the question whether a district attorney appointed by the United 
States to enforce law and enforce the Constitution has deliberately en- 
gaged in an attempt to violate law and destroy the Constitution is a 
wonder to me. 

Mr. President, I find I have here, bearing upon those aggravating 
circumstances to which the Senator from Mississippi who last spoke 
alluded, which are the excuse or the apology or the alleged justifica- 
tion for the determination by the white Democrats of Jackson that 
the negroes of Jackson should not vote, an account which I desire to 
read. The paper is the Brandon Republican, published at Brandon, 
Miss., on the 5th of January, 1888. Itis, however, a Democratic paper, 
and it gives an account of the events which the Senator has set up here 
as the cause of the singular proceeding which took place on the 2d of 
4 Anaa in Jackson, the capital city of a Democratic State. It is 

ed: 


JACKSON. 


Drunkenness, Rowdyism, Fighting, Shooting, Cutting, and Killing—Munici 
> Plestion-—-MeGill Defented for Mayor. s pal 


From Christmas eve up to Monday last Jackson was one seething pool of ex- 
citement. Though a prohibition town, almost the entire male population got 
drunk Christmas eve, if reports be true. ‘ Little brown jugs” came in from all 
directions, for whites and blacks, old and young, Prohibitionists and anti-Pro- 
hibitionists. Armed with tin horns, triangles,tamborines, French harps, tin cans. 
fire-crackers, Roman candles, torpedoes, "pega and everything else that woul 
make a noise, the young men paraded the streets, yelled like Indians, threw 
bricks through plate-glass doorsand windows, smashed show-cases, - 
into the muddy streets, and played the devil generally. 

MeWillie Mitchell, a young man who was universally beloved, and in com- 

ny with Percy Gambrell, proprietor of the State temperance organ, and a 
rother of Roderick Dhu Gambrell, deceased, got into a difficulty with a negro 
named Whiteside, which ended in the death of Mitchell and Whiteside and the 
severe cutting of Gambrell. ‘Two negroes got into a fight and one was very se- 
verely cut. A young man named Nettles, who was drunk, was run over and 
kille a the cars, and at least twenty fist a Fs were reported, 

The killing of young Mitchell by a colored desperado created intense excite- 
ment inst the colored i eave ance also against the city authorities, and 
as an election for mayor and aldermen was to come off onthe 2d of January 
and there were no candidates in the field against the old mayor and board of 
aldermen,a meeting was called and a full Democratic ticket nominated, headed 
by General William Henry for mayor. A committee of one hundred was ap- 
pointed to carry the election, and that committee adopted some very rash and 
unfortunate resolutions. When these resolutiéns were published, the negroes 
held a meeting, withdrew their candidates for aldermen, and resolved not to 
attempt to vote. The colored fire company then met, dissolved organization, 
and offered their property for sale, declaring that they would never go to an- 
other fire. On Sunday nighta large number of the negroes left the city, and 
none attempted to vote on Monday. General Henry was elected by a majority 
of 93 votes, and all the Democratic candidates for aldermen, except Clingham, 
were elected. The Democratic victory was complete, but we fear it was a 
dearly bought victory, as the unfortunate resolutions ae by the commit- 
tee of one hundred, and published in the city papers, will be used with great 
effect by our northern Republican enemies. McGill had held the office of 
mayor a long time, and in some respects made a good officer. General Henry 
is a young gentleman of sterling qualities, and we believe he will make an ac- 
ceptable mayor, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lution? 
+ Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask that I may be excused from voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
to be excused from voting on this resolution. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. He is excused. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I pray the same courtesy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will be excused, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply want to state that I shall vote against 
the resolution because I think the Senate has no more to do with that 
than it has with any other town election. I think from the newspaper 
extracts read by the Senator from New Hampshire the State of Missis- 
sippi has taken care of the matter quite sufficiently, and I do not want 
to interfere with that State. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 


threw goods 


Will the Senate agree to the reso- 


On this question I am 
If he were 


paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 
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Mr. CALL (when Mr. Pasco’s name was called). My colleague [Mr. 
Pasco] is paired generally. If he were here, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] is paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired on all party 
questions with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL]. Ifhe were 
here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired on all polit- 
ical questions with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. Isup- 
pose, if present, he Would vote in the affirmative on this resolution, and 

should vote in the negative. $ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). On all political questions 
I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. Were 
he here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name wascalled). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. WILSON, of Iowa] is paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with theSenator from Maryland [Mr. GOR- 
MAN] on all political questions, and as this seems to be one I shall not 


vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] having 
come in, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FARWELL (after having voted in the affirmative). My col- 
league [Mr. CULLOM] has paired me, and I withdraw my vote. 
Peta PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s vote will be with- 

wh. 


The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—29, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blair, Evarts, Paddock, Stanford, 
ae i al art 
ero! wiley, att, tockbr z 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Teller. 
Cullom, Hoar. Quay, 
Davis, I ngalls, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Manderson, Sh 
NAYS—23. 
Bate, , Harris, Reagan, 
Coke, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Berry, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Vance, 
Brown, Gray, Morgan, Vest. 
Butler, Hampton, Ransom, 
ABSENT—21. 

Aldrich, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Kenna, Turpie, 
Chace, Frye, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Pasco, Walthall 
Colquitt, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Edmunds, rman, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. VANCE. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning, or as 
soon thereafter as may suit the convenience of the Senate, I shall ask 
indulgence to call up the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr.{Brown] January 4, in order that I may address a few 
remarks to it. 

COMING OF CHINESE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If none, the order of morning business is closed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 582. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 582) abrogating all treaties 
heretofore made and now operative between the United States Govern- 
ment and the Chinese Empirein so faras they, or any of them, provide 
for, recognize, or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States 
and in so far as they, or any of them, inhibit the United States from’ 
saeco aig pronikne the coming of Chinese to the United States; and 
repealing all acts of Congress in so far as they, or any of them, recognize 
or pei the coming of Chinese to the United States; and absolutely 
prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States, excepting only 
diplomatic, consular, and other officers, and prohibiting the landing of 
any Chinese therein, excepting only such diplomatic and other officers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, whatever doubts may have ex- 
isted heretoforein any unprejudiced American mind in reference to the 
imperative necessity and absolute propriety of some plain, unambiguous, 
and positive provision, either by treaty or legislative enactment, whereby 
all Chinese persons of whatever citizenship, save and except perhaps goy- 
ernmentofiicials, should be forever excluded from entering this country, 
whether here formerly or not, should, by the history of Chinese affairs 
on the Pacific coast for the past three years, as well also as by the alarm- 
ing increase of the arrivals of various classes of undesirable immigration 
at all our principal ports during the same period, be forever dissipated. 

African slavery was a curse from the beginning; a dark blot on the 
. Constitution;a detested stainon our statute-book; a constantly threaten- 


ing cloud in our national firmament for a period of more than half a cen- 
tury. The speculative benefits it promised fed the cupidity and avarice 
of men. It evoked a social, monetary, and political power that grew 
strong, aggressive, dcfiant, and finally involved our nation in civil war. 
Blood flowed like water, and millions of treasure were consumed. A 
ghastly sacrifice of a million human lives swelled the awful aggregate 
of the terrible cost, and slavery and the slave power perished. Na- 
tions like individuals should learn wisdom from experience. The sac- 
rifices of one generation should stand as the great historic lessons to 
guide aright those who succeed. These sacrifices in the past for the 
preservation of human liberty and free government should be the mute 
but eloquent instructors of the generations that follow. 

Our soil is again polluted with the curse of human slavery. The 
domestic tranquillity, the public peace, the general welfare are again 
menacéd in a double form, not by our own people through a permissive 
government, not this time by a domestic, but a foreign foe, who not 
only seek to occupy this country as the locusts occupied Egypt, but 
also aim to establish, and who have established within our borders, 
without our consent, in violation of our fundamental law, in defiance 
of municipal regulation, in direct antagonism to right, justice, order, 
and decency, a system of human bondage, more detestable, more degrad- 
ing, more blighting, and more destructive, morally, socially, physically, 
and politically, than was ever that of African slavery in its palmiest 
days. 

Professing to proceed under the solemn guaranties of tréaty stipula- 
tions, these representatives of over 450,000,000 people, with all the 
sagacity, shrewdness, and perseverance, as well as ability, that char- 
acterize their leaders and masters, are gradually and rapidly possess- 
ing themselves of this country, bringing with them their systems of 
laws, their own imperial customs, their own peculiar vices, their own 
pagan institutions, and the chief corner-stone of all which, as has 
been and is now being abundantly demonstrated, is the very worst 
form of human servitude. All theirimpuritiesand disgusting criminal- 
ities, including all those offenses known to the American criminal cal- 
endar, and many others of a nature too depraved and disgusting to find 
mention in either the moral or political codes of civilized men, they 
seek to establish here. Already they have established an imperium in 
imperio in our very midst. 

To enable them to carry out their evasions of law, to defeat justice, 
to establish and perpetuate crime, to destroy innocence, to canonize 
prostitution, to defy the executive officers of the Government, to de- 
ceive and hoodwink courts of justice; in a word, in order to enable them 
to cheat and swindle the Government in every essential icular, 
perjury is a crowning virtue, while hypocrisy, deception, fraud are 
instrumentalities in constant use. 

Yet, notwithstanding all this,-we must be told from year to year, in 
Congress and elsewhere, that we are powerless as a nation to put an 
end to this prodigious evil, because, forsooth, in order to do this it may 
to some extent perhaps become necessary to modify our treaty stipula- 
tions with China. 

Mr. President, rather than to permit this oriental octopus to fasten 
its disgusting and poisonous tentacles upon us more firmly than they 
already are, it were better that every line of treaty stipulation with 
the Chinese Empire that obstructs the way should be swept from the 
statute-book. All will concede, however, and none have denied, that 
the proper course to be attempted first in reference to this matter was 
for this Government to have made an earnest, honest effort to secure, 
if possible, by friendly negotiation,such modification of existing treaties 
with China as would forever exclude further Chinese from coming to 
this country, as well those now here who may voluntarily leave as 
those who have never been here, with the exceptions before stated. 
And in view of the concessions heretofore made by that Empire in ref- 
erence to the restriction of Chinese immigration, it is not a matter of 
much doubt that this Government, if the proper effort had been made 
at the proper time—an effort characterized by that earnestness and 
good faith that its importance demanded—could have secured such 
modification of existing treaties. At least such modification doubtless 
could have been secured as would have prevented the return to this 
country of such as were formerly here, or who may hereafter leave the 
United States. 

But hasthisbeendone? Whateffort has been made by the Administra- 
tion in power, or those preceding it, for that matter, to secure this end ? 
What steps have been taken by the President or Secretary of State to- 
ward negotiations with the Chinese Government having in view sucha 
result? We hear rumors of treaties with Russia having reference to 
the extradition of political offenders; with England in reference to cer- 
tain classes of offenders against the laws of the respective countries; 
we hear of commissions sitting in high council week after week, and 
month after month, over certain disputed questions relating to our 
fishery interests; we have a renewal of treaty stipulations with Hawaii 
covering certain commercial and political matters of some importance, 
itis true; but in reference tothis most herculean of all gigantic evils that 
is being imposed upon and impressed upon us, from the shores of Asia, 
this evil, which embraces within it explosives more deadly than dyna- 
mite, an evil that depresses labor, corrupts morals, debases youth, makes 
merchandise of personal freedom and female virtue, mocks at justice, 
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defies law, dwarfs enterprise, obstructs development, chains personal 
liberty, destroys personal freedom, menaces the public peace, invades 
domestic tranquillity, endangers the public welfare, converts whole sec- 
tions of beautiful American cities—the homes of civilized, cultivated, 
and refined people—into squalid, wretched, crime-smitten, and leprous- 
spotted habitations of the lowest and most debased classes of the pagan 
Mongol—in reference to all this, in reference to ridding this country 
of such an evil, for the purpose of saving it from a deadly assault upon 
its most vital parts, and securing it from becoming the pest-house and 
criminal receptacle of pagan and debauched people of a tabooed race, 
numbering one-half the population of the globe, the Administration, 
so far as we are advised at present, has made no effort whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator will suspend. ~The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business; on 
which the Chair recognizes the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] as 
entitled to the floor. ; 

Mr. STEWART. I hope, by unanimous consent,the pending meas- 
ure will be laid aside temporarily, so that the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MITCHELL] may finish his speech. 

My GRAY. Ihave no objection to that. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business be laid aside temporarily, 
and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the bill on which 
the Senator from Oregon is addressing it, Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Nor is this all, Mr. President. During the pro- 
ceedings of the last Congress, when the question of the adoption of some 
measure looking to the absolute exclusion of Chinese was pending here, 
it was given out in Administration circles that negotiations were pend- 
ing, and that there was a strong probability that a treaty would be con- 
summated between the two Governments which would exclude abso- 
lutely the coming of Chinese in the future, with certain exceptions, to 
which we all agree; but as at present informed, not only nosuch treaty 
has been consummated, but no effort apparently to secure one has been 
made, In other words, the Eastern idea has prevailed; and engrossed 
with minor affnirs, it seems the Administration has not yet awakened 
to the importance of the subject or the magnitude, in a national point 
of view, of the questions involved. 

The advance, Mr. President, being made by the Mongolian armies 
of Asia on and over American States and Territories, cities, towns, and 
hamlets, although not yet perhaps sufficiently large to justify the asser- 
tion of the existence of present multitudinous invasion, is nevertheless, 
when critically viewed, of a character to excite the deepest apprehen- 
sion as to the future. When, fifteen years ago, the subject of the pro- 
priety of restricting Chinese immigration was first seriously brought 
to the attention of Congress by Senators and Representatives from the 
Pacific coast, there was only here and there a nomadic Chinaman to be 
found in any city or town east of the Rocky Mountains. 

Then this species of objectionable foreign immigration was located 
mostly in the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada, and in the Ter- 
ritories of Washington, Idaho, and Arizona; but how is it to-day? 
Gradually and almost imperceptibly, like the coming of a cold wave 
or the rising of the tide, they have crossed the Great American Desert, 
the Rocky Mountains, the Missouri and the Mississippi Rivers, and the 
Alleghany Mountains, and to-day there is scarcely acity, town, or ham- 
let, either large orsmall, not excepting the capital of the nation, in which 
there are not more orless, and in many of them a very considerable num- 
ber of Chinese persons, employed in part in competition not only with 
honest white labor, but also with the thieves and outlaws of these va- 
rious places in the practice of all the different artifices and devices so 
well understood and so successfully practiced by the criminal portion 
of this peculiar and objectionable race. 

There are to-day in the city of New York alone 2,175 Chinese laun- 
dries, to say nothing of the innumerable opium joints, gambling dens, 
brothels, and other sinks of vice and iniquity in that modern Bedlam, 
carried on by Chinese. Thore are nearly as many more in the city of 
Brooklyn, on the other side of the East River. These people take ont of 
New York and Brooklyn alone annually $1,000,000 in money. There 
are to-day, according to the best estimates, over 300,000 Chinese, all 
told, in this country. There are, it is believed, notwithstanding reports 
to the contrary, as many as 150,000, perhaps more, in the State of Cal- 
ifornia, 30,000 in Oregon, 10,000 in Washington Territory, 5,000 in 
Montana and Idaho, to say nothing of those scattered over all portions 
of the country. 

INCREASED FACILITIES FOR INVASION, 

But the facilities for celerity of invasion have been vastly multiplied 
within the past year by the completion of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
road along the entire distance of our northern frontier, and the placing 
of a subsidized line of British steamers between its western terminus 
at Vancouver, in British Columbia, and Hong-Kong. At present the 
only real impediment or restriction in the way of Chinese entering the 
Canadian provinces in unlimited numbers is a head tax of $50 per tapita. 
This amount is a mere bagatelle to the Chinese slaye-dealers, the im- 
mensely wealthy Chinese Six Companies of San Francisco, and others 
equally influential and financially strong in China engaged in the 


slave-trade. Therefore, even should the head-tax law remain on the 
statute-book of the Dominion Government, it may be said there would 
be really no serious restriction upon Chinese immigration to that coun- 
try; but already the same influences that have established steamer and 
railway connection between Canada and China and which are looking 
forward to this great passenger traffic from China over this line in the 
future, are moving for the repeal of the Canadian head tax. Already 
the bill for the repeal has passed one branch of the Canadian parlia- 
ment, and it is likely to pass the other this winter. 

And then what will inevitably be the result? Hundreds of thou- - 
sands of Chinese will, by way of the British line of steamers and the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, reach British Columbia and other sections of 
our northern frontier. They will be scattered all along the boundary 
line, but their ultimate destination will be the United States. Like 
water from a sieve they will be showered upon us from every conceiy- 
able point on Puget Sound, and all along the line from Victoria to Hal- 
ifax. As against such an invasion as we will be then subjected to, 
what will restriction acts as construed by our Federal courts amount to? 
What would they avail in such a case, even should the construction of 
existing laws given by the judges not prevail finally, and that given by ` 
the collector of customs in San Francisco be aflirmed as the correct in- 
terpretation ? 

As the means of travel between nations and across empires are im- 
proved, as the cost of travel is materially diminished, just in the same 
ratio is the danger which threatens this country through a superabun- 
dance of undesirable immigration increased. If it is true, and history 
affirms the fact, that long prior to the invention of the steam-engine, 
centuries before steamshjps and railways had an existence, nations were 
invaded, peoples overrun, principalities destroyed, not by any superior 
intelligence or military skill, but solely by reason of the force of num- 
bers, how much more likely are such things to occur in the present life 
of nations when through the instrumentality of steam, and electricity, 
and all the allied powers of scientific achievement, oceans are brid 
with palatial homes, distances between the empires, kingdoms, and 
republics of earth, Christian and pagan, free and despotic, enlightened 
and barbarous, are annihilated, andall these are brought intoimmediate 
physical union; and when the continents of earth and the islands of the 
seas, the various hemispheres and the different zone belts of the earth, 
with their strangely complex, diverse, and non-homogencous and non- 
assimilating millions, are brought into immediate and dangerous con- 
tact! s 
FORMER CHINESE INVASIONS UNDER TAMERLANE AND OTHER GREAT PAGAN 

LEADERS, 

If the Chinese pagans, led on by the great Mongolian leader, Timur, 
or Tamerlane, over five long centuries ago, overwhelmed the principal- 
ities and peoples along the Tigris, the Euphrates, the Volga, the Ganges, 
and the Nile, and lefta track of desolation through Russia, and Turkey, 
and Egypt, aud India, which required centuries to efface; ifthe Chinese 
five hundred yearsago proved themselves, under great leaders like Tamer- 
lane, to be conquerors of vast extents of territory, and victorious over in- 
numerable strong and intelligent principalities from the Tigris to Mos- 
cow and from Moscow to the shores of the Ganges, what may not with 
reason be feared from them and their countless millions in the future. 
Russia has felt the terrible shock of Chinese invasion, and to rally and 
fully recover from which it required the vigorous assertion of all her en- 
ergies for centuries after. The present Czar of all the Russias isnot un- 
mindful of the great dangers to surrounding nations from vast numbers 
of Chinese invaders, if he is correctly reported. Itis stated he recently 
declared that ‘‘ the greatest danger to the western world existed in the 
ChineseEmpire. It only needed,” said he, ‘‘ another Tamerlane to set 
in motion another invasion, comprising perhaps twenty million of the 
hardier races of Northern China, to overwhelm Europe, not by their mil- 
itary strength or skill, but by mere force of numbers. If twenty mill- 
ion,” said he, ‘* were not enough to do the work, then twenty million 


-more might follow, drawn from a population that is to all intents and 


purposes numberless.?? 

Those who believe, or who profess to believe, that the Chinese have lost 
orabandoned their idea of conquest and invasion of adjacent states are 
wild of the mark. Their attempt within the last year to absorb Co- 
rea, although futile so far, is ample evidence to the contrary, It is an 
open secret that the Chinese representative at Seoul, the Corean cap- 
ital, within the last few months laid a conspiracy to depose the king, 
which included in its diabolical plans riots, bloodshed, and, ifn 
be, covert assassination; which involved, moreover, incendiarism as 
a pretext for starting the riot, which was, when consummated, to be 
laid at the door of the Corean king. The premises to be fired were 
those of the ex-regent, the king’s father, who has a large and influential 
following in Corea, but which is arrayed against the king because of 
their hatred of the present queen, whom it is said the ex-regent hates 
with a cordiality that is refreshing. Soldiers were sent to be drilled at 
Kangwha, to be commanded by the Chinese representative, who were 
to be conveniently near the palace when the riot broke out, and who 
were to be used ostensibly to put down the riot, but in reality to enable 
the Chinese to get possession of the person of the king for the purpose 
of carrying him off in the same manner they did the king’s father three - 
years ago, and then in the midst of this anarchy and confusion to de- 
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clare the king’s young brother heir-apparentand appoint the ex-regent 
regent until his majority, which would have enabled the Chinese to 
abserb Corea without opposition, or at least with the assent of the 
governing power, as the ex-regent.seems to be in favor of the Chinese 
programme. 

apers covering this plan were actually drawn up by the Chinese rep- 
resentative at Corea, to be submitted to the head of the Chinese Govern- 
ment, and all that prevented this wicked scheme from being carried into 
execution was the loyalty of Prince Min Yong, a cousin of the queen, 
and the alertness and diplomacy of the representatives of the Corean 
king at Seoul. 
WHAT EFFORT HAS BEEN MADE TO SECURE A MODIFICATION OF TREATIES 50 AS 


TO ABSOLUTELY PROHIBIT FURTHER IMMIGRATION—THE TREATY-MAKING 
POWER AND CONGRESS BOTH DERELICT, 


But recurring to the failure of the President and Secretary of State to 
negotiate a new treaty, it may well be remarked that the whole responsi- 
bility of failure upon the part of the United States up to the present 
time to meet this great question in a manner commensurate with its 
, magnitude and befitting the wisdom and dignity of the Republic and 

the protection and preservation of all its vast interests does not rest 
wholly with the treaty-making power. Neither the Congress noreither 
of the two great political parties of the country can escape a large share 
of just responsibility upon this important subject. 

For the reluctant, careless, dilatory, and absolutely inefficient man- 
ner in which the question of Chinese immigration has been treated by 
Congress there is not to be found, either on thescore of comity between 
nations, upon the grounds of exalted statesmanship, upon the principles 
of the individual rights of man, personal liberty, or the doctrine of the 
right of expatriation, cithershadow of excuse or semblance of palliation. 

The voice of the people of the Pacific coast, who, irrespective of 

y, creed, or sect, and as the unified voice of many men, are now, and 
ve been for years past, in favor of the absolute exclusion of further 
Chinese immigration to this country, has been and is stifled and, in a 
great measure, suppressed in both branches of Congress. It has been 
smothered in committees; it has been virtually treated with little less 
than contemptuous scorn; first, by failing by proper, courteous, but 
emphaticand unmistakable expression by resolution or otherwise, to 
indicate to the President and Secretary of State the desirability of im- 
mediate and earnest efforts upon the part of the Administration to secure 
by negotiatjon such modification of our treaties with China as will for- 
ever hereafter exclude the coming of Chinese to this country, whether 
coming for the first time, or seeking to return on the ground of prior 
residence, or on the false pretense of prior residence; and, second, by 
omitting, on the failure of the treaty-making power to secure such mod- 
ification of treaties, to strike at the heart of this great evil with all the 
incisive force and effect of legislative enactment and Congressional 
power by the passage of an act of absolute exclusion, and thus to this 
extent, whatever may be the consequences, abrogate, if necessary, the 
provisions of existing treaties between the United States and the Chi- 
nese Empire which now stand in the way. 

That there may be no ground for assuming that the criticisms just 
suggested are not well founded it may be proper to attract attention to 
certain historical facts and circumstances. So long as there was any 
probability that the modification of our treaties with China could or 
would be secured, it was of course not deemed wise by any one to strike 
down any treaty stipulation by an act of Congress. Common prudence, 
wise statesmanship, and justice to all would indicate this much. Al- 
though the attention of the President of the United States and the 

` Secretary of State had, prior to February 11, 1886, been frequently at- 
tracted, not only to the absolute inefliciency of the present legislation 
as a means of enforcing treaty stipulations in reference to Chinese im- 
migration, but also to the state of public opinion on the Pacific coast 
at least, which demanded in earnest and unmistakable terms a modi- 
fication of our treaties so as to absolutely exclude the coming of Chi- 
nese in the future as the only real remedy for this great evil, no effort 
ap tly had been made to secure such treaty modification. 

Then it was, in obedience to what was believed, and which fact has 
since been absolutely demonstrated, was the earnest desire of at least 
95 per cent. of the people of the Pacific coast, irrespective of party, I 
presented to the Senate the absolute exclusion bill now under discus- 
sion. Scarcely had this bill been referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations when it was given out semi-ofticially, not only that negotia- 
tions had been entered upon by the Executive with the Chinese min- 
ister at Washington, with a view of securing a modification of existing 
treaties, so as to exclude the coming of Chinese in the future, with 
certain exceptions as to government officials, students, etc., to which 
no objection would be made by any one, but also that there was every 
reasonable probability to believe that if Congress would not be too 
eres such moditication of our treaties would be secured atan early 

These assurances, doubtless, induced the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to hesitate and proceed with moderation. Consequently, on April 
29, 1886, that committee, through its chairman, the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], reported a bill to the Senate entitled 
“A bill supplemental to and amen 


amended by an act to amend said act, approved July 5, 1884.” This 
bill passed the Senate June 1, 1886, during the first session of the Forty- 
ninth Congress, and was sent to the House of Representatives and re- 
ferred, as the record shows, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of that 
body, where it was soon cold in the icy sleep of death. In so far, how- 
ever, as any good it would have accomplished had it become a law, its 
efficiency in that appropriate tomb is quite as effective as it would have 
been had it become a part and parcel of the legislation of the country. 

This bill, as will be seen by its careful examination in the light of 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in re Cheow 
Heong (112 U. S., 540), and the history of Chinese affairs in the San 
Francisco Federal courts during the past three years in the matter of 
hearings on habeas corpus, and of the serious and radical conflict of opin- 
ion between these judges and the executive officers of the Government, 
was a mere inefficient attempt, futile in every particular, and wholly 
barren of any good, to provide morestringent means of identification of 
such Chinese persons as were in this country on the 17th day of Novem- 
ber, 1880, or who came here prior to August 5, 1882, and who were about 
to depart subsequent to the date of such bill becoming a law, and who 
might wish to return. And while that bill did, in its fourth section, 
provide, as does the existing law, that the return certificate for which 
it provided should be the on/y evidence of the right of any Chinese la- 
borer to return to and re-enter the United States, it provided in the 
ninth section as follows: 


But the provisions of this act shall not preclude a judicial inquiry into, anda 
determination of, the right of any person to come into the United States. 


Here, therefore, was a step backwards, as neither the act of 1882 
nor the amendment thereto of 1884 contained any such provision. 

Moreover, that piece of legislation did not apply to or affect any 
Chinese persons whomsoever, excepting only such as might depart from 
this country after that bill should become a Jaw. The truth is, the 
Senate bill to which allusion has just been made, so far from giving 
farther security against Chinese immigration was, in fact, an afirma- 
tive extension of privileges to Chinese, a modification of existing legis- 
lation favorable to the claims of Chinese seeking to return on pretense of 
prior residence. It in terms did that which most assuredly is not 
done in terms or by necessary implication by existing law; it recog- 
nized the right upon the part of such Chinese to the writ of habeas 
corpus, while under existing legislation, if such right exists at all, it 
does not attach by reason of any provision of existing Chinese legisla- 
tion, but solely from the general statute on the subject of the writ of 
habeas corpus. 

But waiving for the moment, promising to return to it before closing, 
a discussion of the defects and ambiguities in existing legislation look- 
ing solely to the restriction of Chinese immigration within the provis- 
ions of the treaty, and the conflict of opinion as to its proper construc- 
tion waged between the executive offi of the Government and the 
Federal courts in California with so much earnestness and ability, and 
with no small degree of acrimony on both sides, leading up to the very 
verge of collision of authority in the execution of the law, I desire to con- 
clude what may very properly be said in reference to the absolutely care- 
less, indifferent, and neglectful manner in which both the Administra- 
tion and Congress have dealt with this subject. 

The report having been given out, as stated, that the Administration 
was desirous of securing a modification of existing treaties, so as to ex- 
clude the coming of Chinese in the future, as a means of support in that 
direction, and for the purpose of encouraging and sustaining the Ad- 
ministration in what I believed to be a move in the right direction, and 
one dictated by a high order of statesmanship, I, on May 12, 1886, pre- 
sented to the Senate a concurrent resolution, which on my motion was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. That resolution was 
as follows: 

Whereas the experience of the past has fully demonstrated the fact, viewed 

from whatever standpoint, that further Chinese immigration to the United 
States is undesirable, and that the best interests of this country, of modern civ- 
ilization, of the Chinese themselves, the vindication and integrity of free labor, 
and its just. protection from the degrading laber of Asiatic coolyism, the preser- 
vation of domestic peace, and the promotion of the general welfare, demand the 
absolute prohibition in the fature of the coming of Chinese to the United States, 
excepting only duly commissioned dipiomats and other government officials, 
and their necessary body-servants and attendants: Therefore, 
Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That it is the sense of the Amer- 
ican Congress that it is advisable that negotiations should be entered into with 
the Chinese Government without delay the proper executive officers of the 
United States Government with a view of securing such modification of the ex- 
isting treaties with China as will either in terms absolutely prohibit, or author- 
ize the United States to absolutely prohibit, in the future the coming of Chinese 
to any port or place within the United States,excepting only duly accredited 
diplomatic, consular, and other government officials and their necessary body- 
servants and attendants, and excepting further only those driven into or seek- 
ing any port or place of shelter within the United States by or on account of 
storm or shipwreck. 

That resolution was, by the Committee on Foreign Relations of this 
body, treated as though it never had been. It was never considered nor 
acted on by that committee so far as the Senate is advised. The com- 
mittee gave no sign, either by action on that resolution or in any other 
mannér whateyer, that it was favorable to or against the absolute ex- 
clusion of Chinese, either by a modification of our treaty or through any 


tory of ‘An act to execute certain | other means or instrumentality, although there were on the records of 


treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’ approved May 6, 1882, as | that committee, or, if not actually before that committee, certainly be- 
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fore Congress with the full knowledge of every member of that commit- 
tee, petitions respectfully and with great earnestness and ability pray- 
ing for such action, signed by over one hundred thousand men, includ- 
ing many, in fact nearly all, of the most distinguished and leading citi- 
zens of this Republic residing in the States and Territories of the Pacific 
coast; and although there was also before that committee one of the 
ablest memorials ever draughted in these United States or elsewhere upon 
the subject of Chinese immigration, specifying fully and in detail its 
great evils and the dangers it involved tothe general peace and public 
welfare of this country, and unanimously adopted by the ablest and 
most thoroughly representative convention ever held in theState of Cali- 
fornia, composed of the leading representative men of that State of both 
political parties, held at Sacramento on the 11th day of March, 1888, 
and strongly urging the passage of this very bill. Notwithstanding all 
this the committee remained silent as the grave on this subject, except 
as to the bill to which I have attracted attention. 

It was in obedience to these respectful and earnest demands that I, 
as one of the representatives in this body from that section, called upon 
the distinguished Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senatein what 
I then thought, and still believe, was a dignified, entirely proper, and 
respectful manner, for someexpression of opinion from that committee 
on this important subject in favor of a modification of our treaties with 
the Chinese Empire, looking to the strangulation by negotiation of an 
evil then and now threatening this country, and which, unless it is 
strangled, will in time, and at no distant day, involve this country in 
more serious convulsions and misfortunes than did ever that of African 
slavery. 

Why, in the presence of such a demand from one great section of 
this country, did that distinguished committee remain silent? What 
objection could there be to either that honorable committee, this Sen- 
ate, as a co-ordinate branch of the treaty-making power, or of the Con- 
gress expressing an opinion one way or the other on this important 
question? Simple courtesy, it seemed to me, required that a demand 
of this character, in the form of a memorial from such a representative 
body and by petitions signed by over one hundred thousand law-abid- 
ing citizens, should have received some recognition. If that honorable 
committee, or a majority of it, held to the opinion that no modification 
of our existing treaties with China was either necessary or desirable, if 
the judgment of this important mouthpiece of the Senate upon subjects 
relating to immigration was opposed to the exclusion of Chinese either 
by treaty or otherwise, then why not say so, and by an adverse report 
give this Senate and the House of Representatives an opportunity to 
either concur in or dissent from such judgment, and thus give the peo- 
ple of the Pacific coast, so vitally interested in this question, so thor- 
oughly aroused in reference to it, to understand precisely where Con- 
grees stands upon this subject? 

It will not do, Mr. President, to say that a suggestion of this charac- 
ter to the Executive in a respectful and dignified form would be either 
indelicate or discourteous or in any sense improper. The records of 
the Senate since its organization are full of precedents. It may have 
been, probably was, somewhat presumptuous in one not a member of 
the committee to have suggested it, but the fact that such committee 
had then no representation from the Pacific coast may, to some extent, 
palliate the offense. Iam glad to know that the experiment has been 
repeated at the present session by the distinguished Senator from Ne- 
vada [ Mr. STEWART], who on Monday last, the 9th instant, introduced 
a similar resolution. I trust the committee will give it that considera- 
tion its importance demands, : 

But what has been the result? Notwithstanding the fact thatall leg- 
islation looking either to more adequate and severe restrictive measures, 
or absolute exclusion, was defeated during the Forty-ninth Congress, 
mainly through statements emanating apparently directly and author- 
itatively from the Secretary of State, that a treaty was under considera- 
tion and would undoubtedly be negotiated, which would go further, 
perhaps, in the direction of exclusion than would probably any legisla- 
tion under existing treaties that could receive the assent of the two 
Houses and the Executive, and notwithstanding this same argument 
was used most effectively in Congress to secure the passage of the Chinese 
Warm Springs indemnity, giving the Chinese Government $150,000 out 
of the national Treasury, which bill, by the way, was promptly and en- 
thusiastically reported favorably from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of this body and passed by both Houses of Congress, itis a fact that 
no sooner had the Forty-ninth Congress adjourned than all talk about a 
new treaty immediately ceased, and the country from that day until the 
present has not heard a single word or intimation in that direction. 

But not only so. It now transpires, so far as one may judge from ex- 
isting facts and past performances, that all this report about pending 
negotiations during the last Congress, and which was used so effectively 
for the purposes suggested, was not of course exactly false in the ordi- 
nary acceptation of that term, but simply a piece of well-planned di- 
plomacy, having in view the accomplishment of two purposes: first, 
the defeat of legislation affecting Chinese immigration, and, second, the 
passage of the Chinese indemnity act. The diplomatic ruse, whether 
originating in the fertile. and able brain of the Chinese minister at 
Washington, or in that of some of his associates and friends, patrons 
at his sumptuous and generous dinner-table, and whereby our distin- 


guished and ableSecretary of State was overreached and Congress hood- 
winked, it is now quite immaterial to inquire. 
It is enough to know all legislation in the interest of the people of 


this country in connection with Chinese affairs was defeated, while the ` 
enterprising Chinese Empire, through its able and highly diplomatic _ 


minister at Washington, pockets the snug little sum of $150,000 in cash 
of the people’s money taken directly in coin from the people’s Treas- 
ury, and uses it for what purposes no one knows, save the few dollars 
recently so diplomatically returned by the Chinese minister to the 
Treasury of the United States simply for the purpose of constructing a 
cunning diplomatic hook upon which to hang arguments and appeals 
in the future in the interest of the Chinese Empire and its subjects in 
this country. ` 

This, then, being the state of the case, and inasmuch as it has been 
truthfully stated recently by Judge Hagar, collector of the port of San 
Francisco, and which assertion has been verified in a thousand waysin 
the past few years, ‘‘that the restriction act as now administered 
is an utter failure,’’ I have ventured to once more present for the con- 
sideration of the Senate the pending bill, which provides in plain, un- 
ambiguous, positive, and unmistakable terms for the abrogation of all 
treaties heretofore made and now operative between the United States 
Government and the Chinese Empire in so far as they, or any of them, 
provide for, recognize, or permit the coming of the Chinese to the 
United States, and in so far as they, or any of them, inhibit the United 
States from absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United 
States, excepting only diplomatic, consular, and other officers, and pro- 
hibiting the landing of any Chinese therein, excepting only such diplo- 
matic and other officers. 


HAS CONGRESS THE POWER TO ABROGATE A TREATY, AND IS IT NOT ITS DUTY 
TO DO SO WHENEVER SUCH TREATY OR ANY OF ITS PROVISIONS BECOMES PER- 
NICIOUS TO THE STATE? 


And this leads me to consider this double or compound question: 
First, has Congress the power, by an act of Congress, to abrogate the 
provisions of an existing treaty with a foreign government; and, sec- 
ond, is it not the duty of Congress to do so whenever it is clearly ap- 
parent that such provisions are prejudicial or-pernicious to the state? 

It is occasionally suggested by leading journalists and jurists claim- 
ing to be learned, from whom better opinions should be expected, that 
Congress has not the power to abrogate or repeal the provisions of a 
treaty. This is an entirely mistaken notion, and no jurist, either on 
the bench or off, would now risk his reputation as such by asserting such 
a doctrine. When this bill was under consideration in the last Congress 
I took occasion to discuss this constitutional question at some length, 
and I now beg to incorporate into my remarks what I then said on that 
subject. 


And in this connection I assert it as a fact that the doctrine that a subsequent 
act of Congress in so far as it conflicts with the provisions of a prior treaty with 
a foreign power or an Indian tribe abrogates the treaty to that extent, is one that 
has received the unqualified sanction of every department of this Government, 
legislative, executive, administrative, and judicial, and no man but an igno- 
ramus in the pranan; and I might perhaps say with propriety in every other 
respectas well, would expose himself or his paper to ridicule by asserting tothe 
contrary. 

True, article 6 of the Constitution provides that— 

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 
pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the au- 
thority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land.” 

Even though the doctrine that a subsequent statute in direct conflict with a 
prior statute, whether purporting to repeal the former, or that otherwise opere 
ates as such repeal, could not be properly applied to a case of a subsequent 
statute coming in direct conflict with a prior treaty, the contention can be suc- 
cessfully maintained, and has been time out of mind, that for certain great pur- 
poses for which the Constitution was ordained and established by the le 
of the United States, such as the common defense and general welfare, includ g 
the power to declare war; to regulate commerce with foreign nations an 
among the several States; tolevy and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; 
to coin money and regulate the value thereof; to raise and support armies; to 
borrow money on the credit of the United States; to establish a uniform rule of 
naturalization; to promote the Progress of science and useful arts; to provide 
and maintain a navy; and in fact all the powers vested in Congress by the Con- 
stitution, the powers so vested can not be taken away, impaired, or in any man- 
ner abridged by the Execytive and the Senate in pursuance of the exercise of 
the treaty-making power. 

The supreme right on the part ofthe Government to exercise at all times and 
under all circumstances through the Congress any paws delegated to it by the 
Constitution, and the exercise of which in its judgment may become neces- 
sary to the vindication ofthe greatrights which pertain to the common defense 
and the general welfare, stands pre-eminent above and beyond the reach or 
assailment of any other power, whether executive, judicial, or administrative; 
and the treaty-making power, although guarantied by the Constitution, is lim- 
ited and subordinated to the exercise by Congress of those supreme powers nec- 
essary to the execution of the general pu specified, for which the Consti- 
tution was ordained, and the right to exercise which are by the terms of the 
Constitution, specifically or inferentially granted to Congress. 

Story in his Commentaries on the Constitution, yolume 3, section 1502, makes 
the following statement: 

“The treaty-making power is necessarily and obviously subordinate tothe 
fundamental laws and constitution of the state, and it can not change the form 
of the Government or annihilate its constitutional powers.” 

Story in his Commentaries on the Constitution again in section 1508, volume 
2,in speaking of the treaty-making power, remarks as follows: 

“The power to make treaties is by the Constitution general, and of course it 
embraces all sorts of treaties—for peace or war, for commerce or territory, for 
allowance or succors, for indemnity for injuries or payment of debts, for the rec- 
ognition and enforcement of principles of public law, and for any other pur- 
poses which the policy or interests of independent sovereigns may decide in 
their intercourse with each other. But though the power is thus general and 
ene it is not to be so construed as to destroy the fundamental law of 
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~ A power given by the Constitution can not be construed to authorize a de- 
m of other powers given in the same instrument. It must be construed, 
therefore,in subordination to it,and can not supersede or interfere with any 
other of its fundamental provisions. Each is equally obligatory and of para- 
mount authority within its scope, and no one embraces a right to annihilate 
any other. A treaty to change theo ization‘of the Government or annihilate 
its soversignty, to overturn its republican form, or to deprive it of its constitu- 
tional or would be void, because it would destroy what it was designed 
merely to fulfill—the will of the people.” 

Inasmuch, therefore, as the Con; has by virtue of an express grant in the 
Constitution the “ power to commerce with foreign nations,” and inas- 
much as the Burlingame treaty is in all its essential culars nothing more 
nor less than are; on of commerce between the United States and China, and 
asan act of Congress inhibiting the coming of Chinese to this country and abso- 
lutely excluding them from it would be the exercise of the power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, it therefore followsthat the making of the treaty 
did not, and constitutionally could not, in any manner or in any respect, impair 
the power of Congress to pass a prohibitory act whenever in its judgment it be- 
came necessary to do this; and to hold that the Burlingame treaty and the treaty 
supplementary thereto should be construed as an inhibition on the power of 
Congress to pass a prohibitory law, would be simply to declare that the treaty 
itself was absolutely void, because in such a case the effect of the treaty would 
be to deprive Congress of its constitutional power. 

But the doctrine thata subsequent act of Congress abrogates a prior treaty in 
so far as it conflicts with its provisions is one that has been recognized in this 
Government since the matter was first discussed or the question raised nearly 
ninety years sago; and it has received the sanction of every department of the 

lative, executive, administrative, and judicial—commencin, 
with its exercise by Congress, when on July 7, 1798, an act of Congress was 
ein ting our treaties with France. Thatact declared among other things.as 
OWS: 
“Thatthe United States are of right freed and exonerated from the stipulations 
of the treaties and of the consular convention heretofore concluded between the 
United States and France; and that the same shall not henceforth be regarded 
= cong Obli zi tory on the Government of the United States or citizens of the 
nit 5 ‘ 


one or the other. The last expression of the lawgiving power must preyail; 
for the same reason and on the same principle 


Choctaw Indians (see Opona Attorneys-General, volume 13, page 357), said: 
e Constitution which assigns different ranks to treaties 


nstitution, seem to upon the same level and tobe of equal validity ; and 
as in the case of all laws emanating an equal authority, the earlier in date 
yields to the later,” 


go ed to place 
our country in this helpless condition is a ye TEREP] wholly iibl. It 
a nation, but negatived by the 


of war. 
“To refuse to execute a treaty for reasons which approve themselves to the 
conscientious judgment of a nation is a matter of the utmost gravity, but the 
wer to do so is a prerogative of which no nation can be deprived without 
ply affecting its independence. That the people of the United States have 
rived their Government of this power I do not believe; that it must reside 
somewhere and be applicable to all cases lam convinced, and I feel no doubt 
that it belongs to bed : 

But the Supreme Court of the United Slates, the supreme arbiter in all ques- 
tions of this character, finally settled the doctrine beyond the power of future 
controversy in this country in the case known as ““‘The Cherokee To 7 
reported in 11 Wallace, page 616. The court in that case (opinion by Mr. Justice 
Swayne) uses the following language: 

“ The effect of treaties and ofacts of Congress, when in conflict, is not settled 
by the Constitution. But the question is not involved in any doubt as to its 
proper solution. The treaty may supersede a prior act of Congress (2 Peters, 

we act of Congress may supersede a prior treaty (2 Curtis, 454; 1 Wool- 
wo K 

“In the casesreferred to these principles were applied to treaties with foreign 
nations. Treaties with Indian nations can not be more obligatory. They have 
no higher sanctity, and no inviolability or immunity from legislative 
invasion can be claimed for The act of gress must prevail as if the 
treaty were not an element to be considered. If a wrong has been done the 
power of redress is with Congress, not with the judiciary.” 

This doctrine, so well settled that it is a matter of amazement that any one. 
much less the constitutional expounders of metropolitan journals, should 
assert to the contrary, was fully recognized by President Hayesin his veto mes- 
pry of March 1, 1879, wherein he gave his reasons for withholding his approval 

the bill passed by both Houses of that Congress restricting the immigration of 
Chinese to the United States; although on the ground of policy solely he vetoed 


the bill, he in terms recognized the power of Congress to abrogate the Burlin- 
game treaty in these words: 

“The authority of Congress to terminate atreaty with a fore power, by ex- 
pressing the will of the nation no longer to adhere to it, is as from contro- 


versy under our Constitution as is the further perona that the power of 
making new treaties or modi g existing trea’ is not l by the Consti- 
tution in Congress, but in the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, as shown by the concurrence of two-thirds of that body.” 

A further declaration is made in this message: 

“A dem ion of any treaty by any government is confeasedly justifiable 
only upon some reason, both of the hest justice and of the highest necessity.” 

And in this connection it may not be out of place to attract attention to the 

e 


fact that in th of the bill in the Forty-fifth Con; abrogating the 
riea ym the two Houses of Congress by a most vote 
not only in favor of the power of Congress to abrogate a treaty with a foreign 
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power, but did actually in that particular instance, in so faras the Congress could 
do it in the absence of executive approval, absolutely abrogate, set aside, and 
repeal the Burlingame treaty, The vote on the passage of that bill was in the 
House of APEPRE 155 yeas, 72 nays, not voting 6l, and most of whom 
were paired. 

But not only so, A doctrine akin to this has been recognized time and time 
again by Congress in the passage of revenue laws, In 1857 the United States en- 
tered into a treaty with Denmark in which there was a provision to the effect 
that “no higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the 
United States of any article, the produce or manufacture of the dominion of the 
treaty-making power, than are or should be payable on like articles, being the 
produce or manufacture of any other foreign country.” 

ae mee ef in 1875, the United States entered into a treaty with the Ha- 
waiian Islands in which certain products were admitted free of daly and it was 
insisted upon the part of the exporters in Denmark that by virtue of the provis- 
ion in the Danish treaty similar products to those admitted under the Hawaiian 
treaty should come in free of duty, but the circuit court forthesouthern district 
of New York held as follows: 

“The stipulation in a treaty with a foreign power to the effect that no higher 
or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the United States of 
any article, the produce or manufacture of the dominion of the treaty-making 
powes than are or shall be payable on the like articles the produce or manu- 

acture of any other foreign country, does not prevent Congress from passingan 
act exempting from duty like products and manufactures imported from any 
particular foreign dominion it may sce fit.” 

And although we have similar provisions to that contained in our treaty with 
Denmark, in our treaties with Prussia, Sweden and Norway, the Two Sicilies, 
Portugal, Nicaragua, Hayti, Honduras, and Italy, yet none of these provisionsin 
these several treaties has ever stood in the way of Congress enacting such tariff 
laws as were deemed necessary and proper. 

In fact, the national House of Representatives solong ago as on the 7th day of 
April, 1 adopted a resolution declaring that when a treaty depended for the 
execution of any of its stipulations on an act of Congress, it was the right and 
duty of the House to deliberate on the iency or inexpediency of carrying 
such treaty into effect. And though it is a fact that President Washington in 
his message of 30th of March, 1796, denied this right on the part of the House of 
Representatives, it has been exercised time and time again during all the ad- 
mini ions of the past. 

It is true a doctrine contrary to that which has become firmly settled in this 
country as applicable to treaties between certain nations, and to which the 
United States is not a party, has sometime been asserted but not maintained b 
these foreign nations; as, for instance, the congress of Paris in 1856, in whi 
Great Britain, France, Prussia, Sardinia, and Freiburg were represented by min- 
isters plenipotentiary, declared it to be an essential principle of the law of nations 
that “‘none of them can liberate itself from the engagements of a treaty nor 
modify the stipulations thereof unless with the consent of the contracting par- 
ties by means of an amicable understanding.” 

But this doctrine has never received the sanction of either the executive, ad- 
ministrative, or judicial authorities of this country; nor has the doctrine been 
practically acted upon, carried out, or enforced by any of the governments rep- 
resented in that congress; but, on the contrary, a notable example of an entire 
repudiation of this doctrine by Great Britain is to be found in the passage by the 
British Parliament of the act of 1870 abrogating in part our extradition treaty 
with that Governmentof 1342, Andit may aswell be remembered by those who 
are so Pere ons upon the subject of interference with treaty stip’ ons that 
Great Britain in the passage of that act did so without making any inquiries 
whatever of the Government of the United States, and without soliciting its con- 
sent, and without giving any notice whatever of its iittention to modify the pro- 
visions of the extradition treaty by an act of Parliament. 

During the discussion of the Chinese question in the Senate in May, 1876, this 
very question as to the power of Congress to abrogate a treaty came up and 
was alluded to as follows: | 

“Mr, Oaiessy. I should like to ask the honorable Senator from Vermont, as I 
do not know myself, whether any conflict exists or not on the point concerning 
which Iam about to inquire. Suppose under the treaty-making pone a treaty 
should be made with a which should contain certain specific regulations 
u this very question, and it should be duly ratified by the Senate, and a law 
of Congress under the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations should 
be passed upon the same subject, general but internal in its application,and yet 
in conflict with the terms of the treaty, I should be obliged to the Senator from 
Vermont to state if he knows whether there has been any determination by the 
Supreme Court as to how that conflict would be regarded under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. Would the law passed by Congress regulating com- 
OLOR conflict with a treaty upon that subject prevail or would the treaty 

reyni 
r “Mr. Epmunps. As I understand it, the Supreme Court of the United States 
bas two or three times (but once is enough, it being a unanimous opinion) de- 
termined that under the Constitution, just as it se A , the laws passed by Con- 
and treaties are both of them equally the mpeane law ofthe land, any 
Es or regulation of a State to the contrary notwithstanding. I do not quote 
the words, but that is the substance. Now, that being the state ofthe Constitu- 
tion, the Supreme Court has decided unanimously more than once, and I think 
upon perfectly impregnable grounds, that, if a law isin conflict witha treaty that 
existed when the law was made, the treaty, to the extent that the law does con- 
flict with it, is abrogated by the general sovereign power ofthenation. Whether 
that abrogation would be an act of injustice or of war, or whatever it might be 
called, toward the foreign nation with whom we the treaty, is a question 
with which, of course, the courts have nothing todo. On the other hand, ifa 
law as a commercial lation, to say nothing about the right of the House of 
Representatives to originate revenue bills and tariff bills—waiving all that—if a 
law about the introduction of persons should be passed, and the Presi- 
dent and the Senate should conclude a treaty with a foreign power which con- 
flicted with the law, then in the same way the treaty would override the law 
and abrogate the law to that extent. In other words, the last act of the sover- 
eign power exercised in cither way under the Constitution, being a complete 
exercise of sovereign power, would prevail.” 
But, again, in 1879, when the act abrogating the Burlingame rare Agta finally 
through both Houses of Congress, Senator Thurman, of Ohio, expressed 
is views upon this question as follows: 

“Tt has been said,” referring to the prohibition of Chinese immigration, 
“that it ean only be done by the negotiation of a new treaty. Ido not know 
that that proposition has been distinctly advocated upon this floor; but if it 
does lurk in the mind of any Senator I beg him to listen to the very few ob- 
servations I haye to make upon it. 

“To me it seems perfectly clear that the proposition can not for a moment be 
sustained, and that it would be ruinous to this country, or to any country, to 
hold that a treaty can only be put an end to by the negotiation of another, for 
that would put you completely at the mercy of the party with whom you had 
negotiated the treaty. Take, for instance, this very case. If we can only put 


an end to this treaty by negotiating a new treaty with China, then it is in the 
power of China, by refusing to negotiate a new treaty or such a one as we de- 
sire, to hold us to this treaty, however detrimental to our interests it may be. 
“Mr, Hamr. Will the 
doctrine ? 
. Isaid I did not know; but it has been said and it has been 


mator allow me to ask him if he knows of any one 
ber gee that 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ALI 


argued, and the Senator from Maine knows very well that when he and I were 
members of the other House, in the celebrated O; n discussion, it wasstoutly 
maintained then that the convention with Great Britain, known as the Oregon 
eonvention, could not be put an end to by an act of Congress. 

“Mr. President, I said that the very necessity of the case st trp that this 
ag should reside in Congress. Itmust reside somewhere, and it must reside 

that department of the Government which can judge for itself, irrespective 
of what any foreign power may say. The very existence of the Government 
itself might depend upon the ex: of this power. It is very true that if we 
were, without cause, to put an end to a treaty and thereby prejudice the other 
party to it, we should, in morals and according to the law of nations, be respon- 


sible in damages for such abrogation; butstill the power to do soexistsinevery | 


pey to a treaty. In the nature of things it mnst be so. Treaties arè like part- 
nerships. There is no such thing as an indissoluble partnership; there is no 
such thing as an indissoluble treaty. Either party may declare it ab: ted, 
being responsible if itabrogates it withont due cause; but the treaty itself is at 
anend. And that Congress is the right department of the Government to put 
an end to it follows, as a matter of course, if it be admitted that there is some 
other mode of puing an end to it than by the negotiation of a new treaty. If 
it does not belong solely to the treaty-making part of the Government to putan 
end to it by the negotiation of a new treaty, then, ex necessitate, it must belong 
to the legislative department of the Government, and thisis perfectly consistent 
with the declaration of the Constitution in article 6: 

“* This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 
pursuance thereof, and all treaties , or which shall be made, under the au- 
thority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land,’ 

“A treaty is a law according to the Constitution, and its modification or its ab- 
Aione n belongs to that department of the Government which makes and un- 

es laws. 

“Mr. President, in pursuance of this view we have again and again modified, 
or even abrogated, or put an end to treaties. The most notable case—one that 
excited this country very greatly at the time it happened—was the action of Con- 
gress in 1798 in regard to the treaties made with France, including that celebrated 
treaty of the Revolution with France, to which we owed so much in achieving 
oer independence. In 1798, by act approved July 7, Congress declared as fol- 

ows: 

“t * Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembl 
That the United States are of right free and exonerated from the beeka peraga 
tho treaties and of the consular convention heretofore concluded between the 
United States and France, and that the same shall not henceforth be regarded 


ing to our own opinion of what was right and Mink 3 bes that we have that 
n 
clusively shown Si the Senator who last spoke on this bill.” 
Mr. Justice Field, 


time, an act of 

to its manifest intent, and, so far as the courts are 
concerned, must be enfo: . A treaty is in nature a contract between two na- 
tions, and by writers on public law is generally so treated, and not as having of 
itself the force of a legislative act. The Co tution of the United States, how- 
ever, places both treaties and laws made in pursuance thereof in the same cate- 
gory, and declares them to be the supreme law of the land. It does not give to 
either a paramount authority over the other. So far as a treaty o; its 
own force without legislation, it isto be rded by the courts as equivalentto 
a legislative act, but nothing further. If the subject to which it relates be one 
upon which ace ee act, that gi may mape ee rovisions or super- 
sede them entirely, The immigration of foreigners to United States and the 
eet ie u 

ects o! 


pes eee n that respect. "An sald by Mr. Justice Curtis in 
orton : 


ing these 
ust m; 
sesses it, then legislative pones eee to such Jaws whenever they relate 


Mr. Justice Field in discussing this question in Chew Heong vs. The 
United States, supra, uses this language: j 
If, however, the act of Con 


wers of Congress a 
by the courts as equivalent to a | 
nary statute, modify its 
ion of foreigners to country, and the conditions upon which they shall 
“permitted to come or remain. are proper subjects both of ag eee and of 
treaty stipulation. The power of Congress, however, over subject can 
neither be taken away nor impaired by any treaty. 


18 THE TREATY PERNICIOUSTO THE STATE, PREJUDICIAL TO ITS REST INTERESTS, 
AND SHOULD IT BE ABROGATED? 


The power of Congress, therefore, to abrogate these treaties being beyond 
a, the next proposition to which I desire to attract attention isi this. Do 

e admitted facts, read and known by all men, either demand or justify its ex- 
ercise in the manner proposed by this bill? LI insist, without fear of successful 
contradiction, that they not ba Justify but imperatively demand it. And in 
this connection I concede that abrogation of a treaty with a foreign power 


er, 


by Con; ional enactmentshould never be attempted,much less consummated, 
except for the vest, most ry, and conclusive reasons. But if from 
its inception it been, or has for any reason since become, either contrary to 


the fundamental law, DS appr to the state, or in its operation or effect perni- 
cious to the commonwealth, and initstendencies violative of the public peace or 
subversive of public justice, then no higher duty could possibly devolye on the 
American Congress than that of striking it down and wiping it out, cither on 
account of its illegality or because it was from its inception, or has me, & 
vicious enemy of the state. Indeed, writers on international la’ 


n: agree 
declaration thata treaty that is prejudicial or peal on E 


void, just as a treaty is that is in conflict with the fundamental law. Vattel, in 
his Laws of Nations, section in discussing this subject, says: 

“ Every treaty prejudicial to state or contrary to herfundamental laws be- 
ing in its own nature void, the that may have beenadded to such treaty is 
void likewise and falls to the ground together with the covenant which it was 
intended to confirm.” 

And continuing further he says: 

“A peed pernicious to the state is null and not at all obligatory.” 

And fi er, page 259: 

“Though a simple injury or disadvantage in a treaty is not sufficient to render 
it invalid, the case is not the same with those inconveniences that lead to the 
ruin of the state.” 

While Grotius, the great author of international law, states the following rule: 

“The natural law, by which every nation is bound to maintain its own exist- 
ence, is not abdicated by treaty.” 

In this connection I shall assume that it is conceded by over 95 cent, of all 
intelligent, reasoning men of mature years in the United States who havegiven 
to this subject any consideration, whatever may be their opinion as to the ab- 
stract — of the proposition as to whether their coming should be absolutely 
excluded by law, that the presence of Chinese in this country is an evil colossal 
in character, insidious in its operations, pernicious in effect, provocative of dis- 
sension and strife,the corruptor of public and private morals, a blight upon 
American labor, an obstruction to the rightful demands of honest toil, a distur’ 
of the public peace, a restraint on desirable European immigration, a common 
enemy of the toiling millions of our land,a gradually and rapidly 
and fearfal menace to the best interests of our Republic, and a poisonous cup to 
the lips of Christian civilization. 

Whatever may be the sentiment on this subject east of the Rocky Mountains, 
where the shadows of this great scourge have as yet com) yso any 
fallen, there is among the people west of the Rocky Mountains but one sen 
ment, but one mind, but one judgment on this great and all-absorbing question, 
if we may except an occasional peer fag whose yenal proprietors at- 
tach more value to the patronage of the Chtnese Six Companies they do to 
the rights of the masses of the people or the best interests of the State, or an oc- 
casional corporation whose interest is to degrade labor, cheapen the price of 
donee toil, and obtain the services of the laboring man at the lowest possible 

ce. 

F As bearing upon this question of unanimity of opinion on the Pacific coast in 
opposition to Chinese immigration, it may be well toremember that eight years 
ago, through the action of the Legislature of the State of California, the question 
was submitted to a vote of the ple of that State. The whole vote cast was 
155,521—a full vote. Of these 154,638 were cast in opposition to Chinese immi- 
gration, while only 883 votes were cast in favor of it. And it isan unquestion- 
able fact that public opinion on this question in the infected districts—and by 
this is meant the whole Pacific coast, including, as I bel also the State of 
Colorado and the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Montana, and Dakota— 
has ever since been becoming more soli , more robust, more aggressive, 
and is now more determined and emphatic than ever before. 

To-day there is butone voice on the Packhionoaston this question, poanto alike 
from the field and the workshop, the bench and the bar; the rostrum and the pul- 
pit, while the irrespective of party, with but an occasional exception, as 
stated, is indefatigable and able not only in itsattacks on the dreadful invasion, 
but also in insisting that the real remedy is that proposed by the bill I have pre- 
sented. As evidence of my statement in this regard, I attract attention to the 
following editorials and extracts from some of the leading journals of San Fran- 
cisco, that have fallen under my notice the past few days, 


Mr. President, I also,when this bill was under consideration in the 
Senate in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, cited various 
articles from the leading journals of the Pacific coast, showing clearly 
the state of public opinion at that time in reference to this whole sub- 
ject. I now reproduce these articles, as follows: 


I find in the San Francisco Evening Post of the 15th instant the nateg bees 
Ne 


country. d the 
time had come when the pulpit could no longer be silent, but must show equal 
interest with the press in affairs of this character. Self-protection was always 
justifiable, and if so in individuals why notin pul asn rhe Inyasion, he re- 
marked, was not immigration. If one inyites a stranger to share a meal, and 
he proposes not only to take his portion, but that of the family and turn them 
out of doors, should the host submit? There was no question that the Chinese 
its, and the laws human and divine entitled us to praa 


ea 
Chinese 


s country come 
directly under Christian influences—therefore, Chinese immigration should be 


man 
rel 


pany the advent of the pic- 
turesque heathen from Asia into American communities, It is significant of 
the changed attitude of the church that the anti-Chinese convention held re- 
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cently at San José selected a Ba 


ptist clergyman of that city as its agent and 
representative to travel through the State and panus anti-cooly clubs. 

*How can our esteemed con rariesof the reconcile these facts with 
their theory that hostility to the Chinese is confined on the Pacific coast to the 
ignorant and the vicious? We should like to see the sermons of Dr. Barrows 
and Rey. Mr. Gray printed in pamphlet form and sent to every newspaper 
office in the Union ially to every religious newspaper office.” 

The San Francisco Evening Post in its issue of the 12th instant, in referring 
2 the introduction of the bill now under discussion, speaks editorially as fol- 
ows: 
“THE MITCHELL BILL. 


“Senator MITCHELL, of Oregon, hasintroduced a Chinese bill ofa much more 
opein f character than y that has yet been offered by a responsible states- 
man. It abrogates all existing treaties with China so faras they yape the 
United States in dealing with immigration ; forbids the entry of any Chinese 
peredes except government officials and their servants; provides punishment 

or any master ofa vessel who brings Chinese in violation of the law ; prohibits 
the naturalization of Chinese, and makes due provision for the execution of the 
act. No chance is left for the courts to nullify the law. The prohibition of im- 
migration, with the one exception named, is absolute. In express terms, it ap- 
plies to all persons ofChinese race, whether subjects of the Chinese Empire or 
not. The amiable witness, who appears with mechanical regularity to swear 
that the petitioner once lived on ‘ Dupon’ stlee’,’ would, under this measure, 
find his occupation gone, for previous residence is not recognized by the bill. 

“As to the rea of this proposed act there can not be two opinions on the Pa- 
cific coast, It is precisely what the Post has been recommending for months, 
and what will have to come, sooner or later." 

The Daily Evening Bulletin ofthe same issue said, among other things, in its 
leading editorial, the following: 


“SENATOR MITCHELL'S PROPOSITION. 


“ Senator MITCHELL,of O: n, bag introduced a bill in the Senate to abrogate 
all treaties which give the Chinese the right to enter this country and then ef- 
fectually exclude them. There is not much doubt but that is a step which will 
have to be taken sooner or later. The movement against the coolies which is 
now so general throughout the Pacific coast goes by different names. As amat- 
ter of fact it is merely a popular effort more determined than anything that has 
yet been attempted toshake off Mongolianism. Its object is nothing more than 
the full and complete re-Amcricanization of the Pacific States and Territories, 
which are about the only areas not well filled up in the United States at this 
time. It might as well be understood by ali those who give any thought to the 
subject, East or West, that this movement is not going to come to a t, or that 
there is not going to be a reaction of any consequence. The conflict is as irre- 
pressible as that between free and slave labor formerly in the South. It will 
proceed until the only logical solution possible under the circumstances is 
reached—that is to say, the absolute, pora gress and eternal exclusion of the 
servile and disturbing Chinese element. If there is not legislation wise and 
broad to facilitate and guide the movement, it will, before long, assume another 
more ultra and less manageable form. 

“To Senator MITCHELL'S proposition, therefore,Congress will in time have to 
come. No doubt the wisest oct to do is to acceptand enforce it now.” 

The San Francisco Morning Call of the 13th instant said editorially in refer- 
ence to this question and this particular measure: 


“MU TCHELL’S ANTI-CHINE3E BILL. 


“Senator MITCHELL has begun where other anti-Chinese legislators will end. 
The present Congress may not be prepared for the bill Mr. MITCHELL has pre- 
sented, but the next aai my will be. The people of the United States appear 
to have made up their minds that Chinese immigration must be stopped, thè 
only question now being as to the necessity of an act of 1 tion which abro- 
gates existing treaties. The Mitchell bill will be op in Congress on the 
ground that it is a discourtesy to the State Department to give notice of the 
abrogation of a treaty through Congressional action. It will be held by some 
that the State Department should exhaust diplomatic resources in the effort to 
obtain such a treaty as we want before Congress shall declare a treaty abrogated. 
It seems to us, however, that time enough has been wasted in waiting for the 
State Department to act, There is much reason to doubt if that Department is 
intensely interested in keeping Chinese out of the country. It is certain that 
the Treasury Department has construed the present law to admit Chinese in 
transit without assuming the duty of ascertaining if the Chinese so admitted left 
the country as they reported their intention to do. 

‘In various ways the Departments have done much to render the present law 
ineffective. There is some excuse, in consequence, ingress, representing 
the people, takes the task of getting rid of Chinese into its own hands, Nine 
years ago, in the early part of Mr. Hayes's administration, an exclusion law 
was passed which did not pretend to conform to existing treaties. The Presi- 
dent vetoed it on the ground that it would be discourteous to China to an- 
nounce through Congress the abrogation of a treaty. Under the stimulant of 
this Congressional act the State Department set its intellectual forces at work, 
and in the course of time the treaty of 18850 was agreed upon. By that treaty we 
agreed to allow all Chinese then in the country to go and come at pleasure. 
The go-and-come clause in the treaty has proved fatal to its usefulness. The 
‘go’ was all right, but the ‘come’ was a mistake. Senator MITCHELL'S bill 
eliminates the word ‘come’ wherever it occurs. The facilities for going are 
not in the least impaired, but we do not want any one Chinaman to go but 
once, The Call has frequently expressed the belief that the present act might 
be made effective by literal construction and rigid enforcement. 

“ But the courts say that literal construction violates the spirit of the treaty. 
Rather than violate the spirit of the treaty the courts have so construed the act 
that it serves but little purpose. It increases the cost of landing Chinese in the 
country, but it does not apear materially diminish the number landed. 
Now, if we must disregard the treaty, let us do so in an open and manly way. 
Let us say to the Chinese Government that on and after a certain date no Chi- 
nese laborers will be allowed to land in the United States, The stupendous folly 
of permitting a Chinaman to return and repeat his raid should openly re- 
vounced. Provision cin be made for the migration of recognized merchants 
whose business uires an occasional trip to China. But when a Chinese la- 
borer goes he should be denied the privilege to return. The Call favors all leg- 
isintion which will strengthen the presentlaw. If the Morrow bill can be 

the Mitchell bill can not, let us have the Morrow bill, If it does not work 
better than the present law, Congress will be ready for the Mitchell bill before 
its fiftieth session expires.” 

The Call, in another recent editorial, said: 


“MAKE IT TIGHT. 


“A Washington pp oan says it is thought that all the anti-Chinese 1 la- 
tion the Pacific coast desires will be conceded by Congress, The anti-Chinese 
legislation which the Pacific coast ly di is an enactment which will 


keep Chinese out of the country. ur experience convinces us that this can 
ony be done by the enactment of a law forbidding Chinese laborers to return 
atall. When they go, letthem asa, So long as we undertake to provide for the 
return of the Chinese Ja! on; fresh Chinese be sent in the place of 


borers, so g will 


departed. We donot ignore the provision in the last treaty which all 
Chinese then in the country to go and come of theirown accord. It is, however, 
e constitutional power of Congress to notify the Chinese Government 


within th 


that this provision of the treaty can not be observed without abandonment of the 
purpose for which the treaty was made, We have tried during four years a re- 
striction law which carefully observed the provisions of the treaty. Between 
Department decisions and judicial decisions, all intended to carry out the spirit 
as well as the letter of the treaty, this law has been made ineffective. We now 
want a law that can not be construed away. The bill Representative Morrow 
has introduced limits the time within which a Chinese laborer may rémain in 
China without forfeiting the right to return to two years. This is a disre; 

of the treaty, which makes no limit atall. An air-tight and water-proof Chi- 
nese exclusion law is what the Pacific coast now desires.” 

The Chronicle, in discussing the pending bill editorially, said: 

“He [MITCHELL] has gone further than the most strenuous opponents of the 
Chinese have thus far gone, but it is just as well for Congress to face it now. 
MITCHELL will doubtless furnish reasons to justify the legislation he proposes, 
and show that the trade with China is not worth considering.” 

But the San Francisco Daily Evening Bulletin, returning to the subject in its 
issue of the 15th, publishes the following editorial under the head of 


“THE RISING TIDE OF PUBLIC OPINION. 


“If Senator MrrcHEe 1's bill, with some modifications, or any other bill havinga 
like pu: in view, can be passed, the Chinese question will be solved for all 
time. That bill rises fully to the gravity of the case, If the question of our re- 
lations with China were broadly and ably presented, there is not much doubt 
that his proposition will become the law of the land. Mr. Morrow’s bill wasin- 
trodu early in the session. Itwentas far asit was thought it was possible to 
goatthattime. But since then the Chinese question has undergone an entire 
change on the Pacificcoast. One whole stage in the natural process of its solu- 
tion been jumped over. There was no one who favored Morrow's bill who 
did not know that at some future time some other and more ultra measure would 
have to be adopted. By the act of the people in every city and town of im 
maoe on the whole coast the question has adyanced one step on the calen- 

r, so to speak. 

“Revolutions neyer go backward, A social, moral, industrial, hygienic, finan- 
cial, and ethnological revolution is now in progress in Californiaand the other 
States and Territories of the Pacific. The general and, in many respects, lawful 
uprising of our people has stripped the question of the falsehoods by which it 
was surrounded. Itis not the revolt of one class against another, however jus- 
tiflable, but of a unanimous people determined to prevent the further defile- 
ment of this fair land by a heathen horde. It is Americanism asserting itself 
against the debased and servile Mongolism of Asia, For the time being the 
Pacific coast is fighting on the forepost of civilization. The movement is one 
which will occupy a arane space in history than the small souls who are now 
seeking to dwarf or divert it for gain imagine possible. It will rank second in 
the great moral and philanthropic movements of the epoch, The overthrow of 
black slavery was the first. The extinction of the more subtile coolyism of the 
present day is the second, 

“Senator MITCHELL'S bill is necessarily more in accord with the rising tide of 
popular determination to ey agen the Chinese evil once for all than any pre- 
vious measure. There ought, in the present condition of Wrage OnO hry 
about accepting it. There is no reciprocity at all in our dealings with China. 
We have received no reciprocal adyant The case can be summed up in a 
few words: We enjoy no more rights in China than any other civilized nation ; 
but our country alone has been opened up for the t c of the man-dealers of 
Canton. That traffic is ay. carried on with Cuba, Brazil,and Asia, and is 
sanctioned by treaty. Here it is cloaked and d ised because our laws forbid 
forced labor. Some pene do not believe that Chinese are held to service 
and Jabor in the United States because they do not see them driven about in 


ga. 

ihe chains which bind these slaves are invisible. They were forged out of 
their religion and their civil polity. The relatives of the Chinese peon are mort- 
gaged at his home for the faithful performance of his contract. If he fail they 
are sold into slavery. He goesabout apparet a a freeman, but his acts show 
the collar on his neck. Expensive lawyers are hired to represent coolies in the 
efforts to evade the restriction law, but in nothing else. Colles move in obe- 
dience to orders issued by a central authority. They can not leave the country 
without the permission of their owners. If they attempt to do so they are re- 
moved from the steamer under trumped-up charges of felony. By cutting the 
Gordian knot as proposed by Senator MITCHELL we bring this slave incursion 
to an end. There is no reason to believe that such a summary method of 
proceeding will result in commercial loss of any kind. Even if it did, every 
consideration of patriotism, morals, geek CE and civilization would re- 
quire that the sacrifice should be made. But China has too good a thing in the 
trade with the United States to relinquish it. Besides, we are masters of the sit- 
uation, By discriminating duties on tea and silk we can build up Japan at the 


expense of China. 
“Nor is there any necessity for diplomatic delay. No nation is bound to con- 
tinue a treaty that is working it a constant and manifest injury. Great Britain 


did not ask permission when it modified by act of Parliament the extradition 
treaty which it had with us. It was enough for it that, in its opinion, that treaty 


Chinese can not be admitted to this country. There are millions of them stand- 
apr to overwhelm us if the gates are not finally and firmly shut.” __ 

ut the sentiment expressed in these editorials and on the bill under discus- 
sion is not confined by any means to the Pacific coast, and as a sample I attract 
attention to the following editorial found in the Philadelphia Press in its issue 
of the llth instant: 


“POTTERING WITH A GRAVE QUESTION. 


“The anti-Chinese outbreak at Seattle, Wash., is the first exhibition only of a 
hostility which has long been growing. During a year past there has na 
manifest increase in the aversion to this class of immi, ts on the Pacific slope, 
and the determination to be rid of them is now much stronger than ever. A 
trial of nearly four years of the restriction act has shown that it is little better 
than a rope of sandas a bulwark against the Mongolians. The frauds that can 
be practiced under it are numerous, and the wily Chinese were not slow to find 
the loopholes and to take advantage of them. The knowledge of these facts 
has aroused the people of the Pacific slope as they were never aroused before on 
the subject. Numerous meetings have been held to interchange opinions on the 

uestion, and two State conventions have been called to insure united action in 
lealing with the evil. One convention will assemble in Portland, Oregon, next 
Saturday, while the other will meet in San Franciseo March 10. 

“These events ought to impress upon Congress the nooi, for taking this 
matter into serious consideration at once. The legislation of the past has been 
mere pottering and was enacted evidently in the hope that the question would 
settle itself in time. Tie BON it has not done, and to-day the situation is 
more ve than ever. e great shame of the whole business is that it has 
been viewed more in its political aspects than in any other light, As the great 
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reside on this side of the Rocky Mountains 
have no personal know! of the subject, they have taken that view of 
it which was likely to benefit their party most. Meanwhile the evil has gone 
on increasing. Instead of diminishing under the restriction act, the number of 
Chinese is believed to have steadily increased. According to the census of 1880 
there were 73,548 Mongolian immi, ts in California, 9,472 in Oregon, 3,166 in 
Washington Territory, and 104,000 in the whole country. California now esti- 
mates its Chinese population at 75,000, and the other States and the Territories 
in that vicinity admit no decrease. The frauds practiced on the custom-house 
ee and the ease in crossing the British Columbia border will account for 
ncrease. 

“It is evident that some other policy must be tried. Itis unjust to one ofthe 
fairest portions of the country for the rest of the nation to sit by supinely and 
see its prosperity retarded, its labor demoralized, and its people contaminated 
and refuse relief.” 

It will no longer do, therefore, to urge here or elsewhere in all this broad land 
that it is the irresponsible hoodlum element of the West only that is inveigh- 
ing against Chinese immigration and crying out against theirinfectious, demor- 
alizing, and pernicious presence. 

This cry, always unfounded in has in the face of events 
transpiring become obsolete. The voice of honest labor, the intelligentdemand 
of vital industries, the piteous wail of indigent toil—struggling for life in the 
unequal and unfair contest of competitive trial with the servile labor of Asia, 
transplanted, unfortunately, as it has been in American soil with all its tragic 
train of degradation, its ruinous tendencies, its debasing practices, its revolting 
customs, and nameless crimes, are practically a unit on this great question in 
dignifying the movement on the Pacific coast in opposition to the Chinese as 
one in the interest of the general welfare, the conservation of public peace, the 
preservation of domestic tranquillity the unfettering of public and private justice, 
and the vindication of the rights of American labor on American soil. 

In view of the fact that the discussions of this question in Congress during 
the past fifteen or twenty years, and of the investigations that have been made 
under the direction of the two Houses of Congress, and the reports that have 
from time to time been submitted, with volume after volume of accompanyin 
testimony, whereby have been spread upon the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD an 
before Congressional eyes evidence without limit and in its character over- 
whelming and conclusive. showing in all its horrid phases and in its real, ab- 
horrent ¢ cter the evil nature, the contaminating tendencies, and horrible 
results of Mongolian life and habits on American soil, it would seem superflu- 
ous to waste the time of the Senate in a repetition of the disgusting facts or in 
toes Reig! the many arguments that have been made bearing upon this great 
question. $ 


THE UNITED STATES CAN NOT BE CHARGED WITH BAD FAITH, SHOULD UNDER EX- 
ISTING CIRCUMSTANCES THE TREATIES BE ABROGATED BY ACT OF CONGRESS, 
But returning to the proposition as to the right, and not only the 

right, but, under all the circumstances of the case, the absolute duty 
upon the part of the United States to strike down at once and forever, and 
without further hesitation or delay, every barrier in existing treaties 
that interferes in the slightest degree with the absolute exclusion of 
Chinese from this country in the future, it may be said that the Chi- 
nese Empire has in divers respects willfully, and without any cause or 
excuse, violated material provisions of existing treaties, both by com- 
mission and omission, but more especially by omission, in not perform- 
ing their several requirements, and therefore, according to every we- 
spectable writer on public law, according to the decisions of all 

able courts, the United States is justified in doing precisely what is 

proposed to be done by the pending bill, without being subjected in the 

slightest possible degree to the charge of Punic faith. Although the 

Burlingame treaty provides in terms for like privileges, immunities, and 

exceptions on both sides to our people going to or residing in China, and 

to its people coming to reside here, is it not a fact that our people re- 
siding in China are absolutely denied the rights and privileges guaran- 
tied by such provisions of the treaty? 

No American citizen— 

As was stated by Mr. Justice Field in his able dissenting opinion in 

Chew Heong rs. The United States, 112 U. S., page 567— 

can enjoy in China, except at certain designated an; bl 

Soran Taea, or exemptions. He can trade att those p oe Deana pM 79 

can not go into the interior of the country and buy or sell there or engage in 

manufactures of any kind, A residence there would be unsafe, and the crowded 
millions of her people render it impossible for him to engage in any business of 
any kind among them. * * * Reciprocity in benefits between the two coun- 
tries in that respect has never existed. There is not, and never has been, 
any “mutual” advantage in the migration or emigration of the citizens or sub- 


E ively, from one country to the other, which the treaty, in cordially 
recognizing, assumes to exist. 


But not only so. By the Burlingame treaty everything in the shape 
of emigration, except that which wasentirely voluntary, was denounced 
and reprobated. And not only so, but by the provisions of that treaty 
the Chinese Empire covenanted to pass laws making it a penal offense 
for a citizen of the United States or Chinese subject to take Chinese 
subjects to the United States without their free and voluntary consent. 
Mr. Justice Field, in referring to this provision of the treaty, remarks 
in the case referred to: 

In the face of this explicit 


er. of the members of Con 
an 


t and now 


rovision large numbers of them, more than one- 
half of all who have come to the United States, have been brought under what 
is termed the contract system; that is, a contract for their labor, In one sense 
they come freely, because they come pursuant to contract, but they are not the 
free immigrants whose coming the treaty contemplates, and for whose protection 
the treaty provides, They are for the time the bond-thralls of the contractor— 
his cooly slaves, The United States had already legislated to prevent the 
ri EAS be Sucks pence yd th a nie from Side 1 any peek port Paced 
no law has ever been passed na revent its subjects, thus bound, from 
being taken to the United States. i : 5 


Mr. Justice Field in further discussing this important question in 
oem Heong vs. The United States, before referred to, further remarks, 
as follows: 


The consideration, therefore, for allowing free emigration from China to this 
country has fail and it may be affirmed with much justice that by reason 
of this failure there would haye been no breach of faith China had the 


stipulation on our part been disregarded by the legie uno of Congress. Ifthe 
treaty had stipulated for the like admission to each country of the goods of the 
other, and China excluded our goods, or her condition was such that they could 


not be landed, it would seem that no one could pretend that the stipulation on 
our part to receive her goods would continue obligatory. It can not make any 
difference that the stipulations relate toemigrants instead of goods. So of afy 
other mutual ee ras ons; when on one side they are not observed, or become 
incapable of enforcement, they cease to be binding on the other. And surel; 

it could never have been contemplated that an unlimited immigration of je 
nese, with all the privileges of subjects of the most favored nation, should be 
continued without receiving corresponding benefits for which the treaty stipu- 


While, therefore, Mr. Justice Field, in the dissenting opinion re- 
ferred to, held, with the majority of the court, that the restriction laws 
were within the provisions of the treaty, although giving to them a 
different construction and application from that given by the majority of 
the court, he held, nevertheless, that even had such legislation not been 
within the proyisions of the treaty, but antagonistic to the same, in so 
far as to exclude further immigration to this country absolutely, that 
even in such an event the power of Congress to do so would be un- 
questioned, and not only so, but that such an act under existing circum- 
stances of the various violations of the treaty upon the part of China 
could not justly subject the United States to a charge of bad faith or 
of unwarrantably violating the provisions of a treaty with a friendly 


power. 

While the majority of the court in that case did not discuss this lat- 
ter proposition, they conceded in the strongest possible manner, as all 
jurists must concede, that as to the prx of Congress to repeal a treaty 
by an act of legislation there could be no kind of question. 


THE RESTRICTION ACTS AN UTTER FAILURE. 


That the present Chinese restriction acts, as at present administered, 
are worse than a pretense, is conceded by all familiar with their oper- 
ations. And why is this so? What is the difficulty aside from the 
fundamental objection that must stand good now, and at all times, 
against mere restriction acts of all kinds as a real remedy for the evil 
complained of? It may be summed up briefly in these words: By the 
terms of the treaty of November 17, 1880, and of the restriction act of 
May 6, 1882, and the act amendatory thereof of July 5, 1884, consid- 
ered, as they must be, in pari materia, as construed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, it is provided that all Chinese persons 
who were in the United States at the date of such treaty, November 
17, 1880, or who came here within six months after the date of the 
approval of the restriction act of May 6, 1882, which leads up to Au- 
gust 5, 1882, were permitted to depart from and return to the United 
States at their discretion. The amendatory act of May 6, 1882, as 
amended by the act of July 5, 1884, while recognizing the right of Chi- 
nese who were in this country prior to August 5, 1882, to go and come 
of their own free will and accord, provided that the certificate provided 
for in the acts of 1882 and 1884 to be issued to Chinese departing from 
this country should be the only evidence considered in determining th 
question as to their right to return. ~ 

A conflict of opinion at once arose. The executive officers of the Gov- 
ernment insisted this provision was retroactive and applied as well to 
such Chinese persons as were here at the date of the treaty or who 
came subsequent to the treaty and departed from this country prior to 
August 5, 1882, as to all others. On the other hand, it was contended 
that as to such Chinese persons as were here at the date of the treaty, 
November 17, 1880, and departed from this country prior to the date of 
the restriction act, or within ninety days thereafter, or who came here 
subsequent to thetreaty and prior to August 5, 1882, and departed prior 
to the latter date, the provision of the act of 1884 providing that the 
certificate should be the only evidence of their right to return did not 
apply. 

PThis was the first serious conflict ofopinion as to the proper construction 
of the treaty and the restrictionactsof 1882and1884. Thiscontroverted 
point was brought before the courts for solution in re Chew Heong on 
habeas corpus. is cause was heard in the first instance before Mr. 
Justice Field, of the Supreme Court of the United States, United States 
Circuit Judge Sawyer, of the ninth circuit, and United States District 
Judges Hofiman, of the district of California, and Sabin, of the district 
of Nevada, sitting in banc in San Francisco. Mr. Justice Field held 
in that case, and sustained his position with his usual great ability and 
learning, first, that the provisions of the treaty of November 17, 1880, 
guarantying to certain classes the right to go and come of their own free 
will and accord should be construed to apply only to those here at 
the date of the treaty who afterwards continued their residence in this 
country and who may during such residence desire to be temporarily 
absent, and that in such view of the case there was no conflict be- 
tween the provisions of the treaty and the provisions of the restriction 
acts; and, second, that the provision of the act of May 6, 1882, as 
amended by the act of July 5, 1884, providing that the certificate of 
departure should be the only evidence of the right of a Chinese person 
to return, applied as well to those who were here at the date of the 
treaty, and who had left the country prior to the date of the passage of 
the restriction act, as to those who departed subsequently. Mr. Justice 
Field further maintained that conceding that his construction of this 
provision of the treaty was not correct, that then there was in such 
event a direct conflict between the treaty and the act of Congress, and 
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the act being the last expression of the sovereign will on the subject 
operated asa re) of the provisions of the treaty pro tanto. The circuit 
and district ju dissented, however, from these views. This case is 
fully reported in 10 Sawyer, 361. On certificate of division of opinion 
among the jndges to the Supreme Court of the United States, a major- 
ity of that court (Mr. Justice Field and Mr. Justice Bradley dissent- 
ing), in 112 U. S.,536,opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan, affirmed the view 
in the main held by the circuit and district judges. 

So now it is unquestionably the law of the land, as settled by a 
majority of the justices ef the highest judicial tribunal in the country, 
that all such Chinese persons as were here on November 17, 1880, the 
date of the treaty, or who came here prior to the date of the 
of the restriction act of May 6, 1882, and who prior to this latter date had 
departed from the United States by sea, have the right guarantied by 
both treaty and statute to return to the United States at pleasure on 
a proper showing to the satisfaction of the collector by. any competent 
evidence of the fatt of prior residence within the time specified, and 
that as to such Chinese persons the provision in the act of 1884, to the 
effect that the certificate shall be the only evidence of their right to 
return, does not apply. 

The effect of this final decision of the Supreme Court upon this im- 
` portant controverted question, it will be observed, was to open at once 
a wide door to the perpetration of the most tremendous frauds upon 
the law, upon the part of the Chinese or those interested in their coming 
to the United States. The records disclose the fact that nearly 13,000 
Chinese who were in this country on November 17, 1880, had left it 
through the port of San Francisco alone prior to the passage of the re- 
striction act of May 6, 1882, the exact number being, as shown by the 
steamship passenger-lists, 12,726. Under this decision, therefore, of the 
Supreme Court of the United States all these, as well as all citizens of 

ese parentage, irrespective of the question as to when they left 
this country, are under the treaty, the restriction acts, and the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States entitled to 
return at will, provided they can prove the fact of prior residence or 
citizenship, as stated, to the satisfaction of the collector, or the court in 
the event that the writ of habeas corpus can be held to properly issue 
in such a case, irrespective of the question as to whether they can or 
can not produce the certificate required by the restriction acts. 

Conceding then this to be the present law of the case, and having been 
so declared by the final judicial arbiterof theland it must be accepted 
as such, all will rightly agree that the efficacy of the restriction acts is 
absolutely destroyed by this judicial construction. As to whether this 
construction is in truth and in fact the proper construction of this leg- 
islation and the one that should have been appligd to it, it is immate- 
rial now to inquire. r 

It is, however, enough for us to know, first, that Mr. Justice Field 
and Mr. Justice Bradley both dissented from this view in opinions of 

t ability, which fact in and of itself is sufficient evidence that there 
at least serious cause to question the correctness of the construction 
given by the majority of the court; and, second, that it is very evident 
that Congress in the passage of the act of 1884, however far short it may 
have fallen in giving proper legal expression to it, intended that no 
Chinese person, whenever residence here first attached, who sought to 
enter this country under a plea of prior residence should be permitted 
to doso, except on presentation of the return certificate provided in the 
restriction acis. 

But the controversy as to the proper effect of, and the manner in which 
the restriction acts should be administered did not end here. A more 
serious conflict impended, and has for over three years last past been 

with great ability and no inconsiderable amount of feeling be- 
tween the Federal courts in California and the collector and other cus- 
toms officers of the port of San Francisco. The vital question at issue 
now in this conflict of jurisdiction is as to whether the right to the writ 
of habeas corpus and bail attaches in favor of a Chinese person seeking 
to enter this country under claim of prior residence, and who departed 
from the United States previous to August 5, 1882. It is insisted by 
the collector of the and with much reason, as it occurs to me, that 
he alone is thesole judge under the restriction acts as to the right of a 
Chinese person toenterthiscountry. On the contrary, a different view 
has been taken by the United States judges, and that view has been 
maintained by them with much earnestness and ability also, and it has 
been the practice of the Federal courts in California to extend not only 
the right of the writ of habeas corpus but also that of bail to all Chi- 
nese persons arriving at the port of San Francisco and who may be 
temporarily detained on shipboard pending an investigation by the col- 
lector of the port as to their right to enter the United States, or after 
his decision against their right to enter, whenever complaint has been 
made by such Chinese persons of unlawful restraint of their liberty. 

In maintaining his position the collector of the port has insisted, 
and still insists, as I understand it, with much earnestness and vigor, 
first, that the question as to the right of a Chinese person to enter this 
country is one to be determined exclusively by the executive officers of 
the Government, and that the writ of habeas corpus can not rightfully 
issue in any such case, and even conceding that it may rightfully issue 
in such a case, that it does not follow that the person so claiming to be 
restrained of his liberty shall be entitled to bail; and it is said in this 


connection with much force, that if all seeking to return, whether under 
any real claim of right or not, should be brought before the court on 
habeas corpus and then before a hearing admitted to bail, that then, in 
each and every such event, such persons might, by simply forfeiting ` 
their bail to appear in court, remain in this country not only in abso- 
lute violation of the law and of the treaty, but also without having 
the question as to their right to return adjudicated or passed upon 
either by the collector or court, or any other administrative, executive, 
or judicial power. j 

And this view of the case is illustrated by the suggestion that under 
such a rule all the prisoners in the California penitentiary by the com- 
plaint of unlawful restraint of their liberty might be brought before the 
court on habeas corpus and set at largeon bail. While, therefore, hav- 
ing the very highest regard for the personal integrity and great judicial 
learning of Circuit JudgeSawyerand District Judges Hoffman and Sabin, 
I can not agree, for one, until the matter has finally been determined 
at least by the Supreme Court of the United States, that a Chinese per- 
son brought before the court under the circumstances indicated on a 
writ of habeas corpus, even conceding the very doubtful power of the 
court to issue the writ in such a case, is entitled to bail. And it is 
with me, as at present advised, a matter of the gravest doubt as to 
whether the courts have the right or power on a writ of habeas corpus 
to pass upon the question of fact as to whether a particular Chinese per- 
son has had a prior residencein this country, and departed from it prior 
to August 5, 1882, and on such finding permit such person to enterthe 
United States; the more ially if in the same case the collector of 
customs has previously decided to the contrary. 

May it not be insisted with reason that the question as to the right 
of a Chinese person to enter this country, under the treaty and re- 
striction acts, is a political and not a judicial question? That the de- 
termination of this question is one that belongs to the executive au- 
thority exclusively, and not the judicial; that to the collector of the 
port as the immediate and direct representative of the Executive in 
respect of the execution of this great function belongs exclusively this 
right and duty, under the treaty and Jaw, and not to the judiciary, to 
determine the questions arising under the treaty and the restriction 
acts, as to what Chinese persons shall or shall not enter our jurisdic- 
tion and become denizens of our country, and subject to our laws; 
and until this question, in one sense quasi-political, has been deter- 
mined by the collector of customs, and the person in question has act- 
nally been admitted to our jurisdiction, he is not and can not be enti- 
tled to the benefit or protection of our laws, or any of them; and 
hence may it not with force be insisted that the statutory right to the 
wgit of habeas corpus can not in such a case attach in his favor? He 
can not, in other words, may it not be said, be unlawfully restrained 
of his liberty, within the meaning of the statute relating to habeas 
corpus, until he has been admitted to our jurisdiction, to a territory 
covered by our laws, in such a manner as will cause the right of the 
writ to attach in his favor. 

In such case the petitioner must necessarily rest his case, as to un- 
lawful restraint of his liberty, on the sole ground that he is an alien, 
that he is not a denizen of the United States, but that he is by treaty 
stipulation, entitled to enter this country, and the only restraint of lib- 
erty of which he can complain, is the refusal upon the part of the exec- 
utive officers of the Government, representing in one sense the political 
power ofthe Government, and to whom by special mention is committed 
the jurisdiction of determining who shall or who shall not enter the 
territory of the United States, to permit him to enter our country. 
The treaty between the Chinese Empire and the United States looking 
to the restriction of Chinese immigration, and the restriction acts of 
Congress, are, taken together, great political measures, intended to limit 
the coming to our shores of a class of immigration deemed inimical to 
the public peace and general welfare. For the purpose of the proper 
execution of these measures, a special jurisdiction is established, a 
cial tribunal is designated. The questions to be determined are notin 
their essential natures judicial, but executive. Hence their decisions 
are reposed not in the judiciary, but in the executive, represented by the 
collector of customs, and from his decisions there is no provision in the 
law for either review orappeal. His decisions, therefore, under the law, 
must, whether right or wrong, necessarily be final and conclusive on all 
concerned, and on every question involved, whether of fact or law. 

The question involved in this conflict of opinion and of jurisdiction 
has not yet been decided by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
A case is, however, now pending in that court, and I believe has been 
submitted, that of Jung Ah Lung, in which this very question is in- 
volved. Should a majority of that court sustain the position assumed 
by the circuit and district judges, as, in view of their previous decisions 
in cognate questions, they very probably will, then it is safe to say the 
existing legislation on the subject of restriction of Chinese immigra- 
tion is an absolutely dead letter upon the statute-books, a sublime pretense, 
a stupid make-believe, a legislative delusion, and- a snare. In other 
words, it will then be by established law, as it is now amid the whirl- 
pool of continued controversy, an absolutely inefficient and worthless 
enactment; and not only so, but a piece of legislation that can not under 
such a decision of the court be amended so as to be effectual and at the 
same time keep within the limits of the treaty. Therefore the only 
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remedy is that proposed by the pending bill, and, as heretofore, the 
false report given out as to the probability of a new treaty was used to 
defeat legislation on this important subject in the Forty-ninth Con- 
the pendency in the Supreme Court of the United States of the 
beas corpus case of Jung Ah Lung is being used by the same parties, 
and witb the same practical effect now, to delay and perhaps finally 
defeat all appropriate and effective legislation on this subject at the 
present session of Con; 

But in any event, and however this controversy may be ultimately 
determined in the Supreme Court of the United States, the very fact 
of the existence of such a wide difference of opinion as to the construc- 
tion and administration of existing law, is the most effective argument 
that could possibly be adduced in favor of the imbecility of mere re- 
striction acts, of the absolute impotency of such measures to meet and 
cope in an efficient and effective manner with this great evil, and of 
the unquestionable propriety and absolute necessity of such legislation 
as will forever exclude in unambiguous and unmistakable terms the 
coming of Chinese to this country in the future, as well those who had 
been here and returned, as those who are seeking to enter the United 
States for the first time. > 

The universally conceded high character of the judges of the Federal 
couris who have dealt with this topic, and of the present collector of 
customs at the port of San Francisco, as well personally as jurists of 
acknowledged ability and large experience, and the fact of such radi- 
cal diversity of opinion between them as to the proper construction of 
the restriction acts, and the manner in which they should be adminis- 
tered, but adds another powerful argument in opposition to measures 
merely restrictive in their character, and in favor of the only real and 
effective remedy equal to this great emergency thatis upon us, namely, 
that of absolute exclusion. 

THE CHINESE SLAVE-TRAFFIC AND THE MANNER IN WHICH THE RESTRICTION 
ACTS ARE AVOIDED. 

That a slave-trade in Chinese women for immoral purposes, more 
abominable than was ever that of the African slave-traflic, has been 
for years past and is now being carried on between China and San 
Francisco and on the Pacific coast generally has been demonstrated by 
the most conclusive proofs. In recent investigations at San Francisco 
numerous written slave contracts have come to light and been pub- 
lished; also various villainous papers, evidencing the perjury and sub- 
ornation of perjury that are resorted to for the purpose of evading the 
restriction acts. 

I have a few sample copies—a number of specimens—of these which 
I will read and incorporate into my remarks. ‘They are as follows: 

A SPECIMEN CONTRACT REQUIRED BY DEALERS IN FEMALE SLAVES. 

This is to certify that I, Lin Choy,am indebted to my creditors for passage 
money, board, ete. and finding no means to pay my indebtedness, I came to Mrs. 
Chow Quai and borrowed $562.50,and agreed to work for her four years and a 
half as a common woman. No jnterest to be charged, and the said sum to be 
considered paid at the expiration of said period. Then Lin Choy is to be con- 
sidered free, and is allowed to marry any one she may Mrs. Chow Quai 
has no more control of her after that time. But if before thattime Lin Choy 
tries to desert from Chow Quai, Chow i lao shall have the power to sell Lin 
Choy forever, and Lin Choy shall not make any complaint. Lin Choy should 
be sick over fifteen days,one month shall be added to her period, and if sick 
less than fifteen days no charge will be made. If she contracts before one hun- 
dred days any disease of le „her former master or mistress shall he held 
responsible. Lin Choy should die before the expiration of the specified time, 
Orne Senso ies naa iio ae pga gi receipt is hereby acknowledged. This 

e . 
agreement shall be the proof of this contract. neste 

Signed in duplicate. 

LIN CHOY. 
[With her finger-mark.] 

Dated the 3d day, 6th month, and 12th year of Kwong Sui. 

JULY 3, 1886, 

The following account, published in the San Francisco Call, one of 
the leading journals of San Francisco, in its issue of December 6 last, 
tells the terrible story in part. It is as follows: 

Slave trafiic.—Wong Ah Hung’s papers reveal some startling facts.—Chinese 
contracts which force women into lives of slavery.—How the restriction act 


incite it costs to land a Chinaman.— Valuable evidence.—A tell-tale 
er. 


Among the passengers who arrived in this city from China on the Oceanic, 
November 17, was a roy. Chinese merchant named Wong Ah Hun, He 
had long been suspected Ai e customs officers of being implicated in the femal 
slave trade, and on his arrival what baggage he had wasseized. A trankful of 
the most important documents yet discovered by the customs authorities was 
found. These valuable papers were gradually translated, under the direction 
of Deputy Collector Scott, by four men, and have now been completed. Before 
the contents of the papers were entirely disclosed enough evidence was gath- 
ered about this merchant’s business to warrant the United States jury finding 
an indictment against him for unlawfully importing slaves for immoral pur- 


poses, 

The translations of the captured documents have progressed slowly in con- 
sequence of their great number and the tedious nature of the work, which, 
however, has been done carefully, 


SYSTEMATIC FRAUD DISCLOSED. 


‘The papers disclose the systematic methods resorted to in evading the re- 
quirements of the restriction act, and show that in the face of the most careful 
efforts on the part of the customs officers fraudulent Chinese succeed in passing 
into the country on purchased certificates. 

Not less interesting is the disclosure which is made as to the manner in 
which “guaranty-letter” men, without a shadow of right, resort to the courts 
to effect a landing. 


The material that Deputy Collector Scott has gathered is the most important 
thus far uncovered, and will go a long way to convincing the eral 
we: oa they are being constantly imposed upon by the Mongolian fiesh 


Deputy Collector Henry H. Scott yesterday morning transmitted to Collector 
Hager a report of the work thus far accomplished, which is the most com- 
plete pon é of the Chinese slave-trade yet made. The full text of the report is 
appen $ 

DEPUTY SCOTT'S REPORT. 

“In accordance with your instructions to search the baggage and persons of 
all Chinese arriving at this port suspected of being connected with theslavering 
for documentary evidence of their complicity in the business, I caused diligent 
search to be made of the and persons of the female passengers on the 
steamship City of Peking, from Hong-Kong on the 26th ultimo,and of the male 
passengers suspected of being engaged in the traflic in women for immoral pur- 
poses; and I herewith submit translations of the seized documents, which con- 
vey some idea of the enormity of the slave-trade. 

“In the baggage of Lee Ming Hing a Chinese merchant, holding merchant’s 
certificate No. 1023, the papers mark ‘Exhibit 1 were found. They contain four 
instructions, marked 1 to 4, for girls who arrive on the same steamer with him; 
also a general letter (No. 5), applicable to all the letters of instruction, giving the 
names of persons who, they say, returned with them to China in certain steam- 
ers, One jal (No. 6) contains the name of seven other girls in his charge for 
whom no letters of instruction were found. There are also two letters of goods 
purchased for women (Nos. 23 and 24), and three memoranda (21, 22, and 25), No. 
21 showing the purchase and sale of two girls in 1884 and profit therefrom, and 
No. 22 showing the expenses incident to their landing. No. 35 exhibits the 
pone price and expense of bringing girls from Hong-Kong to San Francisco 

March, April, and May of 1883, the amount set opposite each month at that 
time, and the price and expense of landing a Chinese woman.” 


PAPEES DISCOVERED, 


This man, it is known, has made repeated trips to during the past year, 
and from envelopes found in his ion to Lee Shuey, a notorious 
paved er and broker, there is no doubt that he is one of the leaders of the 
ring. 


“The papers marked ‘ Exhibit 2’ were on a woman, Chue Ching Shue, hold- 
ing custom-house ficate 55,069. Paper No.8 of this exhibit is an account of 
money paid for six girls. No.9 is a letter informing her grandmother of the re- 
mittance of a draft for the purchase of ‘nice young giris.’ No.10 speaks of a 
party having called to look at a girl, and probably has some bearing on the con- 


tents of No.9. Nos. 11, 12,13, 14,15, 16, 17, and 19 are bills of women’s clothing. 
A GUARANTY RECOMMENDATION, 


“ Exhibit 3 was taken from a Chinaman without a certificate, whose name on 
the nger list is Pang Wong Kue. Itap to be a letter written to him 
in China from his brother here, who evidently had through the n- 
ty-letter process and was recommending that mode of entry, which advice had 
been accepted, as the man is here on a guaranty letter. A perusalof this letter 
will nopen some idea of the way the courts are being imposed upon by the 
cool ers. 

“The remaining papers are being translated, and when ready will be handed 


to you. 
“TI take this opportuni 


to pay a well-deserved compliment to the officers of 
the Chin ddell, 


ese bureau, A. J. the officer in charge; A. A. Bailey, W. P. John- 
son,and Laperpesten J. E. Kipp, to whose zealousness in carrying out your in- 
st: uctions on this and other occasions is due, in a great measure, the unearthing 
of ae mysteries of the slave-trade and the many startling revelations recently 
made. ? 
THE EXHIBITS. 
men TinS this letter are the three exhibits referred to. Exhibit 1 is as 
ows: 

* No.l.—Chow Tai Dow, born in Colusia. My motheris living in San Fran- 
cisco now. When I was thirteen years of age I went to China with my father, 
mother, and sister on the 23d day of the third month,in the seventh year of 
Kwong Sui. My father’s name was Chow Ah Lee. My mother’s name was 
Chun Shee (fat girl). She has returned to San Francisco now. My father died 
three years ago. Iam nineteen years of age. My mother sent me $67 for me, 
and $83.50 for my sister, to come to San Francisco. My sister’s name is Choy 
Hee. When she was six years of age she went to China, She is now twelve 
years of age, and returned with me to San Francisco. 

“No. 2.—My name is Lee See. Wentto China attheage of twenty-two. Iam 
now twenty-eight. My husband’s name isChun Ah Lee. He isa business man; 
a merchant. My youngest sister, Tong He, went with me when she was four 

years of age. She isnow ten. We were born in Portland, Oregon. My fatherdied 

n Portland, Oregon. Came to San Francisco from Portland in three days. M 
mother, myself, and my sister went to China on the thirteenth day of the sevent! 
month, in the seventh year of Kwong Sui, by the steamship Tokio. There was 
also with us a man, Wong San Tick. My mother died in the second month of 
last year. If Tong Heeshould be asked some questions she should say she went 
to China with her mother and sister, and when she was four years of age. She 
is now returning.” 

DOCUMENTS OF INSTRUCTION. 

“No. 3.—My nameisChun Kum Fung. I wasbornin San Rafael. My father’s 
name is Chun Choy. Iwent to China with my mother at the age of nine years, 
in the fifth year of Kwong Sui, by the city of Peking. My mother died in China 
three yearsago. Iam seventeen years old now andcoming back to San Fran- 
cisco to my father. ‘ 

“No. 4.—My name is Chow Ngon Fung; was bornin Sacramento. When Icame 
down to San Francisco on the rail-car I arrived early in the morning. In the 
first year of awe oS my father, mother, and myself went to China by steamer, 
My father’s name is Chow Mow. Ny mother’s name is Cheng Shee, When I 
went to China I was twelve years old; now I am twenty-four.” 


HOW CHINESE ARE LANDED. 


“No. 5.—When your case comes up in courtand questions are asked, say that 
when you went to China who was with you—who went down with you to the 
steamer. After you answer in court you have to find out from the company on 
such a day, month, and year the steamer left, and the name of the man who was 
then on the Belgic. He is named How Kung Suen. On the seventeenth day 
of the second month of the seventh year of Kwong Sui the Belgie left; on the 
twenty-third of the third month of the seventh year of Kwong Sui the Gaelic 
went to China, and How Loi Shew was a passenger, also Chow Pak Cheong. 
On the seventeenth day of the eighth month of the seventh year of Kwong Sui 
the Oceanic went to China, and Se Toe Chun was a passenger. On the thir- 
teenth day of the seventh month of the seventh year of Kwong Sui the steam- 
ship Tokio sailed for China, and Wong Lan Yick wasa pamane On the thir- 
tieth day of the seventh month of the seventh year of Kwong Sui, the Belgic 
returned to San Francisco, and Wong Loi wasa passenger. Ontheseventhday, 
fourth month, seventh year of Kwong Sui, the Oceanic returned to San Fran- 
cisco, and Tam Ah You was a nger. All the above statements you will 
find in the book of Shew Hing Company. 

“HOW PAK SHUN, 


“No.6,—Lee See,age 27; Lee Tung Hee, age 10; Chum Kum Tung, age 17; 
Koong Tai Yow,age 19; Cho 
Chun Ah Yee, age —.”” 


w Ngon Fung,age 24; Chow Choi Hee, age 12; 
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MONEY PAID FOR GIRLS. 


“No. 21.—Tai Choy and Chun Ting each paid $540 for two girls, or $1,090. They 
sold them for $1,410, and made a profit of $30. 

“ No. 22.—(No date)—December 1, 1887: 
Paid to Quan Hoy (bondsman)..... 
Paid counsel fees......ss isses rss see 


ee, e 


Owe counsel for fees (not paid) ... 
Owe Ng Fook to visit the jail (not paid)... 
“There is some more Chinese writing which is indistinct, but Lee Kan, the 
custom-house interpreter, says it does not appear to be of any importance, 
“No. 23.—Mrs. Sam Ong bought of Shew, Lun & Co., Hong-Kong: 
One light silk woman's coat.. 
Two silk women’s coats ..... 
One gray silk woman's jacket.. 
Two cotton women’s coats.. 
One cotton woman's coat..,....... 
One dark blue woolen woman’s coa 
One yellow silk bed cover ..........+08 
One Cotton bed COVE... sec veceee ee 
‘Two dark blue silk women’s trousers 


teen a nen eeeereeerenees 


sof 


eeboee 
SSSSSLESRRSSESLSSSSER 


One deep blue silk woman’s coat... 2. 
One gray woolen woman's coat...... 4. 
One blue raw silk woman’s coat.. 3. 
Two pairs raw silk trousers...... 2. 
Two dark blue woolen coats.. 13. 
Two white woolen coats.... E 


Two pairs white silk trousers... 4. 
Two white silk trousers......... 7. 
Two blue silk coats.......... 6. 
One raw silk woman's coat ........ 5. 
Two gray woolen women’s coats...... 6. 


TOtRal...eoeseeccececceesessoorneeocesoiopsseepesacoeossocossnoesesenenonpo:sesacoongessasssesososessosssese. 120, 40 


“No. 24 is a bill for similar goods, bought of Kwong Wah Loong, in Hong- 
Reg oh Lee Yick Sun, The amount is $224.80, , £ 
“No. 25; 


THE SECOND EXHIBIT, 


Exhibit 2 consists of papers taken from Chue Chung Chee, who is thirty-five 
hayes old, and holds ticket 137 on the City of Peking, which arrived on August 
1887, The are as follows: 
“No. 8.—Money paid for the following girls: 


For Ah Poi..... 


sarres 


FERE 
882323288 


Total... 
Taken away 


35/28 


Balance.. 
Paid for sundry 


WANTS A NICE GIRL. 


“No. 9.—Certificate 55069. 

“To Sur YouK AND GRANDMOTHER: I hope syon arrived in China safel 
enjoying good health, Inow send you a, is mail a draft for $300, local cur- 
rency, through the firm of Chun Tuck Wing & Co. I send this money to the 
care of grandmother for you. When you receive this money I want you to 
buy me anice Cp ly bene anice-looking one, If the money is insufficient, 
you upian pay the ce for me. 

“Weare all well here. Liu Ho ee with Ah Chuck now. I have heard of 
Sun Low disposing of a girl for $800. I think the price will be agreeable. 

“P, S.—Sun Low and Fan send their compliments to you and hope you are 
all well. Tam Fan’s disease isa carbuncle (or abscess) and is a little better ; 
attended by a distinguished physician, 

“ CuvE NG (writer), 


“For Tam Fan and Sun Low. 
“Date, sixth day, seventh month, thirteenth year of Kwong Sui [August 23, 


“No, 10.—Certificate 55069. 
“ Ah Kew is at Hong-Kong. Lai Kum has seen her and her youngest sister. 


and are 


She thinks that her sister suits her. She comes to talk about the price, and Lai 
Kum agrees to pay all the expenses of passage and to send her to San Francisco, 
“ [Not signed.] 
“No. 11.—Certificate 55069. Miss Ah Choy bought of Tuck Lum Yee Kee: 
One black woman’s cloak ...s.essssessessssse akg OSa piii 
One Woman’s trousers ....ssssssssssesers 
TORAN nc cavivescedonsshiavesesnsrsayresstsssbncsonmcie pion SAA tksabstesi esses E + 7.60 
“Stam. id. Date, twelfth day, ninth month, thirteenth year of Kwon 
Sui jOctcber D7 1887) i : y s 
“No, 12.—Certificate 55069. Mrs, Lin Oi, bought of Lun Lee Kee: 


m silk coat ......0 
lue silk dress....... 


One woman’s 
One woman’s 


Two woman’s red cloth coats...... 
One woman’s black cloth coat...... 


TORI aeesssscosotsscecsessvósocesorisosocessososesososoeoosossöseocosseso>scesesossscosososssseoósossess 400 


“ Exhibits 13, 14, 15, 16, 17,18, and 19 consist of similar bills to those just given, 
ranging in amount from $19 to $321.18.” 


IMPORTANT EVIDENCE. 


By far the most important of all the evidence captured is that contained in 
Exhibit 3, which is an explanation of the methods adopted by the Chinese to 
effect their Janding in this country. 

The letter is dated twentieth day, fifth month, thirteenth year of Kwong Sui 
(July 9, 1887), and is annexed. 

“My DEAR BROTHERS, SAI CHING AND SA1SumM: Since I left you I haye arrived 
safely on the ninth day of the fifth month (June 28), and I have landed all right. 
Sai Wo and Fun Wing are luckily landed. In my opinion Ithink the white men 
(officers at the custom-house) are strict and not strict. If the certificate appears 
to be all right, and the description on the same tallies with the man presenting 
the same, he is easily landed and no questions are asked. If any discrepancy 
appears in the description the officers are very particular in asking questions 
and making the examination.” 


THE CUSTOMS EXAMINATION, 


“ They (the officers) try them by showing pieces of American money and asking 
them the value of the same and what they are called. Ifthecertificate (is made 
or issued atthe port of San Francisco) shows that the applicant was formerly a 
resident of this city, the officer will ask what street and number of the house he 
formerly lived in. But if the certificate shows that the applicant resided in an- 
other place the officers will ask questions about that place. They will ask how 
you came from that place, how much fare yon paid, and other questions con- 
cerning the location and situation of that p ce. 

“If the answers are not correct, they will refuse to land the applicant. There 
were oversixty men with me on the same ship who! ought their certificates in 
Hong-Kong. Forty of them were luckily landed, and the othertwenty were 
refused a landing. They had to get out writs of habeas corpus, and during the 
time they were released on bonds they try to get others to substitute themselves 
in their places.” 

USE OF SUBSTITUTES, 


“ The substitutes, being familiar with the questions that are likely to be asked, 
readily answer the questions propounded in court, and consequently they are 
immediately Janded. These twenty men were obli; to go into court because 
the description of their certificates did not tally with those presenting them, 

“There are about ten men on the ship who claimed prior residence, After I 
was landed I found out that they were ea t to proceed in the same manner 
as I was told before leaving Hong-Kong. They proved by the Chinese compa- 
nies’ books that they left here for China in 1881. It cost each one of them $100 
for lawyers’ and brokers’ fees before oer were landed. The Chinese brokers 
agreed to land each man for $100, I thinkit is best to pay $170 for a full guaranty 
in Hong-Kong. If they are not landed the money will be refunded.” 


BEST PLAN TO LAND WOMEN. 


“Those who come without inetr Erbey will lose their money both 
ways if not landed here. The best plan to land women is to claim they were 
born here, and returned to China in 1881 with their parents. When they return 
here they have to get outa writof habeas corpus, and then can be easily landed, 
It costs about $50 or $60 to land each child. 

“Ting Lun, one of my friends, told me if any ofmy acquaintances should go to 
China to send some sort of a guaranty paper to bring my brother, Chee Choy, 
here. Itold i P to hurry Te get the paper ready to send back for my 
brother. I wish him to come with Chum Yue Mue, but he is afraid that Chum 
Yue Mue has already started before the paper can get there, and he will then be 
disappointed. However, Ting Lun says he will make out some sort of a paper 
ready for him to come, I don’t know what plan Ting Lun is going to get up.” 


PURCHASE OF CERTIFICATES. 


“If both of gon make up your mindsto come, you better buy certificates. Get 
certificates with the correct measure and description of marks, and learn the 
questions to answer, and learn the streets of the city in Chinatown, and the 
“house” and number of the street; and if you buy the certificate stating you 
lived in the country, you must learn how much the fare is, and what kind of 
work os did there, and learn some English words. 

“When you come, have courage and don’t be afraid, then the officers will not 
be suspicious nor detect you. Be cautious and you will be passed and Janded, 
and save you one year's trouble. In case you do not get landed,we will try the 
best we can to assist you, but I can not tell exactly what the cost will be. If your 
statement in court is good the cost will be a good deal less; but if your statement 
is bad it will costmore. If youcome you had better come by the new company’s 
(O. & O. S. 8. Co.) The old company is too strict.” 


SAMPLE AMERICAN COINS, 


“I now send you $10, and I also send you $1 in small denominations, and you 
better learn this—what the half dollaz is, what the quarter dollar, ten cents, and 
five cents are in English, so you will know when the officers ask you. If you 
have not money enough to come you to Sai Yungand he will advance you 
money on my account and I will remit it to him. 

“ I (myself) and Sai Wo will go back to the ship and work as part of the crew. 

“Lai Jim Choy, Chun Kow Ling, and Chun Leong did not have satisfactory de- 
seri acne or measure. The first one spent $300, and the other two $100 each to 
get lan : 

“ When you come to Hong-Kong you better write to me before you start, so I 
can get ready for he when you ve. If you don’t come this year I will send 

fo) 


steamer. 


you.some money for your ex to come next year, 
“I will zeip you all I can on account of a brother’s affection, 
“Your brother, 


“WONG SAI CHOW.” 
Chinese contracts. 


SOME VALUABLE EVIDENCE OF THE CHINESE SLAVE-TRADE. 


During the t week Deputy Collector Scott and his officers have been 
deeply Arp in seeking furtherinformation aboutthe slave-trade. At present 
Mr. Scott has in detention over fifty women, from whom considerable evidence of 
adocumentary character has been obtained relative to the importation of females 
for immoral purposes. ‘These have been translated, a number of them provin, 
to be contracts which have been entered into by the females. The amount o 
money. ined for them is stated, and their course of action, including minor de- 
tails, losed. 

The girls, by these contracts, for a sum of mone bind themselves for four 
years, and covenant that for every fifteen days of s they will serve an 
additional month. A number of other conditions are attached to these con- 

When this evidence is offered in court it will probably surprise the 
Federal officials to an astonishing degree. 

For the present the customs officials are attempting to prevent the importa- 
tion of women, and when they shall succeed in this, altention will be bestowed 
upon the males who are swarming into the country upon the previous-residence 
plea. 

Some startling evidence of Chinese depravity is held in reserve by the oM- 
cials and will be disclosed on the trial. 
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Another account, as follows, appeared in the Call in its issue of No- 
vember 23 last: 


Traflic in women.— aging evidence found in Fong Chun Shee’s box.—Cus- 
toms officers obtain confessions from three Chinese women on the Belgic who 
were sold to slavery. 


The increasing efforts of Deputy Collector Scott to stop the infamous trafficin 
Chinese women brought to this country for immoral purposes have su ed 
in stemming the human tide of female immigration to some extent already. 
But the indefatigable customs officer is not satisfied with the results thus far 
obtained, and has expressed a determination to prosecute his labors until the 
nefarious trade ceases altogether. 

-Theefforts of officials have been redoubled since the testimony of Consul Bee, 
in the United States district court, was given, strongly corroborating the oft- 
asserted but little-heeded statements of the customs authorities. 

Another gratifying encouragement has been given to the collector and as- 
sistants by Judge Hoffman, who has awakened to the gross frauds which are 
daily being perpetrated by the Chinese upon the courts, and decided to lend 
sid ma n his power tocircumyent the outrageous proceedings of the Chinese 

ve ring. 
A FEMALE AGENT CAUGHT. 


One of the many wretches engaged in procuring recruits for the female por- 
tion of the Chinese colony is Fong Chun Shee. She is not in the business for 
herself, but actsin the interests of the ring. Several months ago she went to 
China for the purpose of purchasing a lot of girls, 

She succeeded in buying a number of unusually fine specimens of Celestial 
beauty and arrived with her charges on the 17th instant by the Belgic. The 
number of these is not known. 

On the same vessel were two other intermediators, and all three received or- 
ders from a Chinaman who, it will be remembered, was described by Mr. Handy, 
a a by ne same steamer, as the owner of all the girls. The statement 
of ar andy been fully substantiated by the confessions of three of the 
rls. 


A RICH FIND. 


When the customs officers boarded the Belgic, on herentry into port, a box 
claimed by Fong Chun Shee was seized. In this were found a number of let- 
ters of instructions which had evidently been used for the purpose of coaching. 
These were translated, and on Monday proved more than serviceable. In ad- 
dition to the letters there were documents conveying a complete description of 
this city and vicinity. 

After some trouble the girls whose names were mentioned in the letters were 
found. One of these was Chun Sing Gum, a pretty little dame. She told the 
officers that she was born in this city twenty-two years ago, was a seam- 
stress by occupation, and had resided over Sam Choy’s on Dupont street. The 
date_of her departure for China, she said, was October 24, 1881, by the Tokio. 
She could not speak English. Further questioning brought out the fact of her 
marriage in China inher eighteenth year, which was two years after her return. 
Her husband's name was Low Ah Yee. At present he was in New York. 

When the photograph of. Fong Chun Shee and the statements found in the 
box were shown to her, she began to cry and pleaded that if she spoke the truth 
she would be killed. After a time she made the following confession to Inter- 
preter Kipp: . 

THE CONFESSION. 
“I was born in China, and never was in this country (San Francisco) before. 
This woman (Fong Chun Shee), ticket No. 260, bought me. Idonot know how 
_much she paid forme. She bought me from my mother. Please do not arrest 
this woman, as I will be killed sure. I was bought in Hong-Kong, my home. 
¿I will be killed now if ever I go back to China.” 

For the -purpose of procuring corroborative evidence, Rey. F. J. Masters, of 
a Methodist Chinese Mission, obtained another statement from the woman. 

t reads: 

“My name is Chun Sing Gum. Iwas bornin China,in Canton. Iam twenty- 
two yearsold. Cameto Hong-Kong when I was five yearsold. My own mother 
took me down to Hong-Kong. I lived there with her till I came to California. 
The woman in the pho ph (Fong Chun Shee) bought me from my mother 
and brought me over. I have never been in California before. I have no cer- 
tificate. Noone taught me on board the steamer. I want to go back to my own 
mother in Hong-Kong. I know where she lives. Let no one go with me.” 

Lee Sing Choy was another bewitching female who arrived on the tra r- 
ent guaranty-letter route. She was told to say that she was twenty-three, had 
resided on spons street, and was a seamstress. The time ofher departure was 
set down as November 8,1881, but she could not remember when she first ar- 
rived in the United States, but recollected that her panos brought her when 
she was five years old. She could not speak English, and lived on Washing- 
ton alley with her parents before being married. This event occurred in this 
city March 27, 1880. Her husband’s name is Kong Ah He, and he is connected 
with the Gum Kuk Uen Hong restaurant on Jackson street.’’ 


CONFRONTED WITH THE LETTER, 


Interpreter Kipp read these instructions to the woman, who broke down com- 
pletely, and wept piteously, believing her life in danger. She finally consented 
to tell her story, and said: 

“I never was inthis country before. This woman (Fong Chun Shee) ticket No. 
260, bought me and paid $625 for me at Ho Lou, China, and taught me the in- 
structions in this letter (No.1). Please do not arrest this woman, for if you do I 
will be killed. I will die sure. My fate is sealed now.” 

To Dr. Masters she stated: e . 

“ My name is Lee Si: hors I was born in Canton on Honam (on the south 
side of the river) in the Lun Chee Lee street. Iam twenty-three years old. I 
was only a little thing when my motherdied. I don’tremembermy mother’s 
name. My father’s name was Lee Shun Cheong. He died the year before last. 
Before my mother died she sold me because she was poor and wanted money. 
I passed hands, and then the woman in the photograph (I don’t know her 
name), she bought me and brought me over to this country. She paid $620 for 
me to my adopted mother. I had no certificate, for I never been in this 
country ore. > 

“The woman in the photo is my mistress. She taught me what to say and 
a ar me to say what was written in the paper marked No.1. I wantto go 
back to China on this steamer. I want to get back to an frionas Tam not 
ae of any one. When once I get back to China I can find my friends my- 
self, R 

THE THIRD GIRL'S STATEMENT. 


The same process was pons through with the third female. She stated that 
she had been born in China, was a menas and resided at 714 nt street 
with San Gum Wah. She left this country July 11, 1881, on the Belgic. Her 
father, Chun Ah Dai, bought her ticket, He is a shoemaker, employed by 
Kwong Sam Lung & Co. In 1878 she first arrived in the United States. 

Continuing she said: “I was marriedin San Francisco to Fung Ah Sam, who 
has an interest in San Gum Wah & Co.'s, My parents are both dead in China. 
I was sixteen years old when I was married.” 

When confronted with the proofs of her perversity she set up a how], and be- 
tween her sobs and moans she made this confession to Interpreter Kipp: 

“T never was in this country before. My mother sold mein China, but I do 
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not know for how much. My mother told me that I was to go to America, but 
where I do not know, with this woman Fong Chun Shee, who tanght me, ete. 
All that I have said in the above statement is not true. My mother took me 
from Heongshan, my home in China, to Hong-Kong, where I was sold.” 


AN ADDITIONAL CONFESSION. 
es addition to this, the woman made the following confession to Rev. Mr, 
ers: 

“ My name is Chow Ming Chee; I was born in China, but do not know where; 
I am twenty-three years old; my parents are dead; my mother sold me to be 
a slave girl; I was a slave girl in Canton for two years; my mistress sold me to 
a woman who handed me over to the woman in the photograph to bring to Cal- 
ifornia; I do not know how much was paid; my mistress paid for my ticket; 
I had no certificate, for I have never been here before; a man on board 
steamer taught me what to say on my arrival; while teaching me his hand 
held a paper; I do not want to go back to China; I want to remain here in Cal- 
ifornia; Ido not know what the woman wants of me who brought me over; I 
am under her orders.” 

As soon as the facts detailed above were ascertained the three women were 
separated from the othefs on board the steamer. Every assurance was given 
them of entire protection pending their return to China. f 

The woman Fong Chun Shee has been detained on the ship bý the customs 
officers and will be arrested for importing these women in violation of the law 
and for questionable purposes. 

The Call, speaking editorially on this subject, in its issue of Decem- 
ber 7 last, says—and all the leading San Francisco journals are equally 
outspoken and emphatic on this question, and all unite in insisting 
that absolute exclusion and not restriction is the only real remedy for 
the great evil. The Call says: 

CALL A HALT. 

It is time that Colonel Bee should point out to the Chinese merchants of this 
city the necessity of calling a halt among their countrymen. They are trying 
American patience about as far as it will r. 

The unfortunate girl Kwok Ah Sip has been rescued from the life of infamy 
to which she was destined and will be sent back to China. But the examina- 
tion of the baggage of the passengers who arrived in the City of Peking estab- 
lishes the fact that her case was only one of many and that an elaborate system 
is in force for the purchase of young girls in China, The girls are purchased 
either directly from their parents in China or from some one who obtained them 
from their parents. The price appears to vary from $400 to $600. For this sum, 
which the girl does not touch, she covenants to serve ina house of prostitution 
for four years and a month extra for every fortnight she is laid up by illness. 
On her arrival here she is taught to swear that she was born here and went to 
China on a visit, in proof whereof she produces a certificate purchased in Hong- 
Kong. Witnesses are forthcoming to testify that they knew her here. The girl 
is supplied with a smattering of information regarding our money, our streets, 
and our climate, to corroborate her theory that she was born here. It illustrates 
the terrorism with which contracts are enforced among the Chinese that hardly 
any of the girls evince a tendency to rebel against their doom. 

The men who furnished the money for the infamous traffic are known, and 
so are the women who keep the establishments to which the Chinese girls are 
consigned. They ought to be punished with the utmost severity which the law 
allows. Nor should the steamship companies which transport these slaves from 
Hong-Kong to this port be allowed to escape. It is intolerable that a company 
which is asking Con; for a subsidy should be earning dividends by the 
wholesale transportation of these Chinese females, 

But this is not all. The strife which is pending between two Chinese clang 
bids fair to reproduce in this city the vendettasof Corsica. On Wednesday last 
a member of the See Yup clan was killed by a Leong over atan game. The 
See Yups determined on vengeance, and a day or two afterward they killed by 
mistake one Lee Way, who was taken for a Leong. When they discovered 
their error they shot at and nearly killed Leong Chee. It is understood that 
they are not satisfied, as Leong Chee was not killed outright. -They propose to 
go on with the vendetta until a Leong really bites the dust, and meanwhile the 
Leongs pro to avenge the attempts made by their enemies, 

Any intelligent Chinaman must realize the effect of such conductas this. We 
can not tolerate the deliberate nullification of our laws by a race whom the peo- 
ple of this State have deliberately declared to be unfit immigrants. ‘The worst 
that could be said against the Chinese by the most prejudiced of their enemies 
will not hurt them as much as the exposé of the Chinese prostitute business or 
the strife of the hostile Chinese clans. There is no argument left for them to 
urge, no plea in mitigation. The facts are beyond excuse. 


And again, another editorial reads as follows: 


IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION. N 

Congressman Morrow states that the California delegation will ask Congress 
to pass a bill which will provide for the abrogation of that portion of the Bur- 
lingame treaty which permits the entrance of Chinamen into America. This is 
a step in the right direction ; but it would not have great pan results unless 
the clause in the ge savin pant which permits Chinese in the country 
when the treaty was signed to go and come at will is also repealed. Mr, MOR- 
ROW says that the bill he introduced last winter pone that Chinese who 
have been absent more than two years should not be readmitted would y 
reduce the number who could come in fraudulently, either on bogus certificates 
or under the prior-residence plea. Of course there would be some advantage 
in limiting the period ofa naman’s absence without forfeiture of his right to 
return. But the courts would doubtless find as much difficulty in a 
the period of a Chinaman’s absence as they now have in arriving at the truth 
his representations that he has been in the country before. Chinese un- 
forama Avie a people who have no for truth. They approach our 
courts with the idea in their minds that there is no harm in trying to deceive 
them. Their experience has taught them that perjary could be committed with 
impunity. The case of the Chinese cigar manufacturer who swore that an ap- 

licant to land under the habeas corpus process had been in his employ, when 

t was afterward shown that the applicant had never been in the country, is but 
one among many. This Chinese business man committed flat perjury under 
Judge Sawyer's nose, but the judge did not grant a warrant for his arrest. The 
Call would suggest to Mr. Morrow and others of the California delegation that 
there is but one bill that covers the ground, The Chinese, with the aid of the 
courts, will get round any bill but an absolute exclusion bill. 
The Portland (Oregon) Daily News, in its issue of January 5, re- 
marks as follows editorially: 
EXCLUSION OF CHINESE, 

The bill for the exclusion of Chinese, introduced in the Congress now in ses- 
sion by Senator MITCHELL, of Oregon, was published in the News yesterday 
morning. It is worthy of careful perusal. It will, if passed into a law, effectu- 
ally exclude from the United States the Chinese. This is the thing that is 
wanted. The Federal courts can not twist it into practical evasion, as the Fed- 
eral courts in San Francisco have done with the present restriction law, which 
is now, through the practice of these courts, of no value or force whatever. Sen- 
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ator MITCHELL'S bill does not trifle with the important question. It fae 
definitely for the exclusion of the hordes from China; not restriction. ‘The par- 
s of Chinese who may be permitted to come are s iy men- 
tioned, and only these shall be permitted. This exactly meets the wishes and 
wants of the people of the Pacific coast. It will receive the approbation of the 
people of the States across the continent who know of or contemplate the harm 
and as ba which Chinese inpouring has upon our country—theirs the same as 
ours, © bill ought to be passed. 


Aft a mass-meeting held at Metropolitan Hall in San Francisco late 
last month, not a mass-meeting of hoodlums or anarchists orcranks, but 
of leading representative men of the city and State, presided over and 
addressed by Mr. Pond, present mayor of the city, letters from the 
governor of the State and other distinguished citizens being received, 
and enthusiastically read, Governor Waterman stating in his letter that 
the ‘*‘ danger [referring to the Chinese] is only equaled or surpassed by 
that from an influx of anarchists or socialists,” and stirring addresses 
from leading orators delivered, a series of resolutions were unanimously 
adopted. They read as follows: 


in our communities; 

Whereas this evil consists of the presence in our midst of a people distinct 
in their civilization, un-American in their habitsand customs, in , religion, 
and Jan; , as entirely distinct as it is possible for two peoples to be—one 
hoary with age, the other a youth full of life and hope; one a democrat, the 
other a slave—a people whose mode of living enables them to successfully com- 
pete any other human labor, displacing, therefore, and ruining all who 
come in contact with them; and 

Whereas as a result of this competition low wages must prevail, preventing 
a civilized people from living in comfort, respectably rearing their families, 
giving their children a proper education, making them good citizens and pro- 
viding for themselves in old age; and 

Whereas this competition furthermore deprives thousands of our people of 
legitimate employment, and robs our children of an opportunity of earning an 
honest living, driving many of them to crime andshame; and 

Whereas the present laws respecting the admission of these b popin (the Chi- 
nese) pac rey as a compliance to our many petitions, are so inefficient as to not 
materially impede theiradmission and to o wide the doors to fraudulentand 

making the intent of the law a mere s ; and 

Whereas the class of Chinese thus admitted, contrary to the intent of our ex- 
isting laws, consists largely of coolies imported substantially as slaves, of crim- 
inals of the most vicious and brutal kind, and of prostitutes or young women 
sold into slavery to become such; and 
a reboncaesonrtely diciary cS oo on Sy held aos Ghinea wihtie thor: 

ecen: eeps our own judici m having any on them, while they 
maintain a system of Jurisprudence of their own among us, enforcing their own 
illegal edicts by blackmail and murder, and resorting toevery device and trick- 
ery that their low punning 20 Toae of devising to frustrate and resist the 
successful prosecution of criminals in our own courts; and 

Whereas their gambling hells, opium joints, and dens of iniquity and vice 
serve to entice our boys and girls, prom; inducements too to resist, 
offered by the wily heathen, while our laws seem powerless to suppress them, 
and yet the entire taxes by the Chinese population are insufficient to cover 
the cost of maintaining Chinese prisoners of the State; and 

Whereas the resources of the ic coast are so great that millions may be 
furnished homes where now there are but thousands, but by reason of this terri- 
ble Asiatic curse our progress is retarded, our development checked, our indus- 
tries dwarfed and a healthy increase of our American population discouraged, 
while at the same time weer oe and liberal institutions are menaced by the 
unwholesome and corrupt uences at work by these people, who are deter- 
mined to maintain the foothold they now have in this country: Be Se 
epee neat ia peter ans Seren oe ee 

ngress of the ereby y and urgently requ to 
at once either so modify the existing laws on Chinese immigration or else toen- 
act such new laws as most effectually “exclude” the Chinese from any 
entrance whatever in the United States. 

Resolved, That we consider ‘‘exclusion” the only practical remedy, the pres- 
ent restriction laws probe g resented no bar to their entrance. 

Resolved, That a copy o! this reamble and these resolutions, to be signed by 
the chairman and secretary of Riis Sa be transmitted to the President of 
the United States, to the President of the United States Senate, and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives. 


Men hold up their hands in holy horror at the suggestion that we 
„must not under any circumstances legislate in such a manner as to in- 
terfere in the slightest degree with any of the provisions of existing 
treaties between the United States and the Chinese Empire. It is said 
to do so is a deliberate insult to a friendly power with whom we are 
on terms of amity and peace. It is said, moreover, to do so is to turn 
aside from an important trade, from a growing commerce which we are 
now reaping, as it is said, from this source. We are told, furthermore, 
that we have a right to look in the near future to China as a market 
for our surplus wheat; that the Chinese will soon become a wheat- 
eating peopie. Answering the last suggestion first, I venture to sug- 
tin the first place that the Chinese never will in all human proba- 
ility become a flour-eating people to any extent whatever. Certainly 
not so long as rice and vegetables continue to. grow, and fish continue 
toswim. But in the second place, should they do so, then following 
along with the same advancement in the line of civilized life China, 
like its neighbor, India, would become a great wheat-growing country, 
sọ that so far, in such an event, from China becoming a market for the 
surplus wheat of the Pacific coast, or elsewhere, it will only be a coad- 
jutor with India, and Russia and other European countries, in glutting 
the wheat markets of the world, and thus, instead of being a benefit to 
our wheat-producing people, will in the end be a positive injury. 
And as to our commerce with China, what docs it amount to? The 
balances are all against us, and the benefits are all with China. 
I hold in my hand astatistical statement showing the kind, qualities, 
and values of the imports into the United States from, and the exports 
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of the United States to, China during the year ending’ June 30, 1885, 
which I ask the permission of the Senate to incorporate in my remarks 
without stopping to read it. 


Statement showing the quantities and values of imports into the United States 
from and the exports from the United States to China during the year end- 
ing June 30, 1885. 


IMPORTS. 
Articles. Values. 
FREE OF DUTY. 

$124, 524 
AA en 26,872 

Farinaceous substances, 
elsewhere specified 65, 698 
Hair, not elsewhere specified...... 65, 366 
Hides and skins, other than fur-skins....... 388, 544 

Silk, unmanufactured: 

POR a ccegisd wencencs’ oo anne gee seacescecevasseces ess 1, 256 
Raw, or as reeled from the cocoon........ S1 851 
SANESA aes 0,711 
Spices, unground... 42, 860 
Tel... en Pee See - 8, 038, 896 
Wood, unmanufact 33,429 
All other free articles... 52,761 


Total free of duty........ ó Sho ppecee seas 
SUBJECT TO DUTY. 
Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines, not else- 
specified: 


Opiotn, Cred r E E ENS su.. pounds 21,811 
ium, prepared for smoking. 182,186 
E LSI I R TE OAE I E ER ENSA 27,740 
Cotton, manufactures of......... 128, 752 
aoe sonei and china ware 83, 662 
ish, note! ere specified. 57,075 
Furs, on the skin, and of fur.. 221, 956 
Hats, bonnets, and hoods, z 879, 869 
Oils, vegetable, fixed, or expressed, other than 
OVO onic pectepmteceebubacecnsd hon sateedll norisi OMS... 188, 880 
FRO WMO, TIRE PE V mesved bepstacsensseo’ denver 42,742 
Rice, not elsewhere 974 


Sugar, brown 
egetables: 


All other dutiable articles........ 
Total subject to duty.........cccscrsesssesssecersersesesee}ores 


Total imports of merchandise. .......0.......:s-escersones sens ifran 
Total imports of gold and silver coin and bullion......}... 


(e 
Total port. sisieuisssajqusoa yonni piina wisn i 


Books, ar engravings, and other printed matter... 
tuffs: 


7,060 


ancosasesbseqaa nesso 51,819 

EREN ONN ATALII E EIRETAT, S BA 74,446 4, G44 

Uncolored .. Sse yards... 6,132 3, 400, 339 

All other........... EPR EE NEEN ES 9,531 

Gunpowder and other explosived,......0.0-p.cereesesssscesers| eoscasneeseenessennes 419, 361 
Tron and steel, manufactures of: 

Firearms .....000reeereeree 768, 076 

38, 329 

1, 455, 234 

35, 977 

25, 667 


neren 


All other articles... omer seecreesseces oseese cspesseseeceseecoosse mesos 


Total exports of domestic merchandise...........!...+. 
Total exports of foreign merchandise. 


Total Exports, ...ccssssenceecreermesess 


Aseheneee Gbenaepnneee | enwensarecsnaeeeeares 


From this statement, it will be seen that the whole amount of mer- 
chandise imported from China to the United States during this period 
amounted in value to the sum of $16,292,169, of which amount only 
about one-fourth, or $4,241,401, was subject to duty, the balance being 
on the free-list; while the sum total of our exports to China on do- 
mestic commodoties during the same time was $6,396,178, our total 
exports of foreign merchandise but $322, making our total exports 
$6,396,500. 


1888. 


The port of San Francisco alone exported merchandise to all foreign 
countries during the year ending June 30, 1885, more than six times 
the amount in value than did all the ports of the United States, San 
Francisco iicluded, export to China during the same od, her ex- 

rts of merchandise for that year being $38,115,624, while the port of 

ortland, Oregon, the next nearest port of consequence to China, if we 
may except Astoria, Oregon, exported in all that year merchandise 
within $2,000,000 of the amount sent to China by all the ports of the 
United States, San Francisco and Portland included. “ 

Nor has our export trade with China increased, but on the contrary 
largely decreased, during the past few years under the operation of the 
Burlingame treaty. Our total exports to China for the year ending 
June 30, 1885, were less by nearly $500,000 than they were seven years 
ago. In that year, ending June 30, 1878, they were $6,867,255, and 
our exports to China during the year ending June 30, 1885, were less 
by $1,968,036 than they were in 1881, and, small as it is, less than 
double that when the Burlingame treaty was ratified. But, not only 
£0, it requires a drain of our gold and silver of nearly $10,000,000 an- 
nually to square our account with China, to say nothing of the immense 
drain of many millions annually sent out of the country through the 
operations of the Chinese. 

But another consideration of immense importance must not be lost, 
sight of in the consideration of this question. Prior to the existence 
of the Burlingamę treaty Americans on the Pacific coast and elsewhere 
within the limits of the United States carried on whatever trade we 
had with China and received the benefit of it. How is it to-day? 
Over 95 per cent. of the whole trade is monopolized and carried on by 
Chinese. The chimera, therefore, in reference to our t commerce 
with China and its alleged immense importance to this country can 
not delude much longer, and when putin the balance against the great 
evils that are resulting to this country and to our people from the presence 
of the Chinese, it should not be considered for one moment, even though 
the effect of the abrogationof the treaty might be to deprive us wholly 
of this trade, which, as I have endeavored to show, it most certainly 
will not; for, even conceding the importance of that trade and the de- 
sirability of retaining it, China will never close her ports against it, 
treaty or no treaty. . The advantages are too greatly in her favor; the 
profits are all on her side of the ledger. The benefits inuring from it 
are in favor of China and not of the United States. 

With Great Britain her account stands quite differently. England 
is not compelled to go down in her exchequer every year to the tune 
of many millions as have we in order to settle a balance of trade with 
China. Her opium from India alone very nearly pays for the Chinese 
produets purchased by her, 

It was proclaimed with a flourish of trumpets when the Burlingame 
treaty was consummated that a new market for oursurplus wheat was 
to be opened up to the producers of this country; that the rice-eating 
millions of China would at once become a bread-eating people. But 
what is the result? Eighteen years have passed away and our annual 
total exports of breadstuffs to China, including wheat and flour, are of 
the value of less than $40,000, the exact amount for the year ending 
June 30, 1885, being $35,734—a mere bagatelle. And so with our pro- 
visions, comprising meats and dairy products; $35,977 in value is the 
sum of all they purchased from us in the last year. 

Tn fact, if we may except the two products of uncolored cotton manu- 
factures, the value of our exports of which to China during the year 
1885 was $3,400,339, or considerably over one-half of all our exports to 
that country, and refined petroleum, amounting to $1,455,234, our ex- 
pos trade with China amounts to absolutely nothing; while from her 

list she, through her importations, is tted to enter into com- 
petition with our producers of hides and skins, chemicals, drugs, and 
dyes, unmanufactured rare woods, hair, and other of our productions. 

But again, recurring to the immense drain of specie from our country 
inyolved in this trade, I submitthe following statement from the Bu- 
reau of Statisti Department, showing the value of the for- 
eign trade with China and Hong-Kong and our annual total exports of 


gold and Silver to China during the fifteen years, including 1885: 
Value of the foreign trade of the United States with China and Hong-Kong. 


Year ending eè 
June 30— 


Domestic. | Foreign. 


ee ee S S 


MERCHANDISE, 
1870... «| $3, O51, 616 $64,765 | $3,116,381 |$14, 565, 527 | $17, 681, 908 
1871. 2, 041, 836 28,996 | 2,070, 832 | 20,064,865 ; 22,135,197 
1872 2, 915, 465 21,370 | 2,936, 835 | 26,752,835 | 29,689, 670 
1873.. „| 2,547,085 8,885 | 2,555,970 | 27,191,759 | 29,747,729 
1874.. .| 2,078,565 55,096 | 2,133,661 | 18,668,940 | 20,702, 601 
1875. 8,551,083 15,710 | 8,566,748 | 14,676,416 | 18,243,164 
1876 4,715, H5 14,777 | 4,729,892 | 12, 847,633 | 17,577,525 
1877 4, 908, 075 34,631 | 4,937,706 į 12,301,684 | 17,239, 890 
1878... | 6,850, 931 16,824 | 6,867,255 7 18,120,483 | 24, 987,788 
1879... 5, 930, 954 11,245 | 5,942,199 | 18,084,694 | 24,026,893 
1880 8, 974, 447 4,328 | 3,978,775 | 24,020,707 | 27,999,482 
1881 8, 361, 949 2,585 | 8,364,534 | 24,717,557 | 33,082,091 
1882, 9, 106, 902 16,978 | 9,123, 880 | 22,638,433 | 31,762,313 
1888... 7, 845, 753 12,328 | 7,858,081 | 22,060,225 | 29,918, 306 
1834... 7,705,022 5,405 | 7,710,427 | 17,121,373 | 24,831, 800 
1885... 6, 396, 178 822 | 6,396,500 | 16,292,169 | 22, 688, 669 
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Value of the foreign trade of the United States with Chinaand Hong-Kong— 
Continued. 


Year ending 
June 30— 


| $3,369,547 | $2,554,138 | $5,923,655 | $62,980 | $5,986, 645 
| 1,878,880 | 1,693,207 | 3.571, 647 1,950] 8,578,597 
‘| 4,799,470 | 1,199,865 | 5, 999,335 700 | 6,000, 085 
4,739,608 | 2364,91 | 7,154,549 181 | 7,154,730 
6,621,400 | 2,759,641 | 9.381, O41 39,772 | 9, 420,813 
5,210,966 | 1,302,408 | 6, 603.369 6,810 | 6,610,209 
| 5,842,947 | 2,086,642 | 7,929,589 6.908 | 7, 936, 497 
“| 12) 255,259 | 3,175,606 | 15/430, 855 10,952 | 15; 441,817 
13,200, $25 | 3,011,650 | 16,212, 575 7,559 | 16, 220,134 
4,413,618 | 3,017,744 | 7,431,302] 1341695 | 7,565,997 
4.282 381 | 2' 230,442 | 6512, 823 90,991 | 6,603,814 
1,367,084 | 2,111,568 | 3,478,602 41,179] 3,519,781 
"| 2,307,620 | 2,142,500 | 4.450.210 36,005 | 4,486, 215 
4,168,786 | 2,971,744 | 7,140,480 | 192,801] 7,333. 281 
4,936,985 | 4,40574 | 9,341,559 5,200 | 9,346, 819 
5,188,705 | 9,384,528 | 14, 573, 233 1,529 | 14,574,762 


From this it will be seen we have in that time sent to China in gold 
and silver to balance our account $131,134,815. In the four years and 
seven months ending July 31, 1879, we exported from San Francisco 
alone, to China, specie to the amount of $49,848,918. This immense 
sum of over $131,000,000 in gold and silver isin small part the tax that 
has been levied on the white labor of the Pacific coast and handed over 
to the Mongols of Asia. But to this add not less than from $75,000 to 
$100,000 per day that is daily being absorbed by the laboring Chinese 
of the Pacific coast, and only a very small fraction of which finds its 
way back into American life and industries, and the balance of which, 
amounting to untold millions, is sent out of the country, and then 
some adequate conception may be had of the enormously bad bargain 
this country struck with China when the Burlingame treaty was made. 

RESTRICTION ACTS DO NOT RESTRICT. 

Itis now, Mr. President, nearly six years since Congress passed the 
first act having for its purpose the restriction of Chinese immigration 
to this country, and what has been the result? Commencing with the 
year 1852, when the first Chinese immigration of any consequence en- 
tered this country, and ending with and including the year 1880, or at 
least up to November 17 of that year, the date of the treaty, in all a 
period of twenty-eight years ten months and seventeen days, the average 
number of Chinesearrivals annually at the port of San Francisco alone 
was 8,772, or a monthly average of about 731, or a total during that pe- 
riod of 253,085; whereas in the six years and seven months and thirteen 
days commencing with November 17, 1880, the date of our treaty with 
China having for its main purpose the restriction of Chinese immigra- 
tion, and ending with June 30, 1887, the average number of arrivals an- 
nually at the port ofSan Francisco has been 12,414, or an average month- 
ly installment during that period of 1,034 and a fraction, aggregating in 
that period of restriction by treaty and restriction acts 82,229, or an ex- 
cess in that time of average monthly arrivals over that of the pont 
years mentioned of 303, an excess annually over the arrivals of previous 
years of 3,636, or nearly 50 per cent. 

But not only so. How has it been since the restriction act of 1882 
went into operation? From August5, 1882, to June 30, 1887, a period 
of four years ten months and twenty-five days, the whole number of 
arrivals at that port by steamer alone was 36,564, or a yearly average 
of 7,462 and a monthly average of 621 and a fraction, being an annual 
number of arrivals of only 170 less and an average monthly arrival of 
only about 14 less than the arrivals for the three years of 1877, 1878, 
and 1879, the three years prior to the date of the treaty. The average 
annual arrivals at that port by steamer during those three years imme- 
diately prior to the adoption of restriction measures were. 7,633, or an 
aggregate of 22,898 in those three years. 

But the folly and inefficiency of the restriction acts have been dem- 
onstrated beyond all question during the past two years in various 
ways, and especially by the increased number of Chinese in this country. 
Never in the history of Chinese immigration to this country, with a 
single exception, not excepting the year 1852, when 20,076 arrived at 
the port of San Francisco, or 1875, when 18,021 came, has the average 
number of arrivals of Chinese by steamer at the port of San Francisco 
been so great as in the first six months of the year 1887. According 
to the steamer er-list the arrivals at the port of San Francisco for 
the six months ending June 30, 1887, were 11,147, or at the rate of 22,294 
annually, or 1,857 and a fraction per month. Never but once before 
in the history of Chinese immigration to the United States was this 
class of immigration so large, and it is a fact not to be forgotten that 
that exception included a period since the existence of our latest treaty 
with the Chinese Empire and covered the time from November 17, 1880, 
the date of such treaty, to August 5, 1882, a period of one year, eight 
months, and eighteen days, when the arrivals by steamer alone at San 
Francisco reached 45,665, or an average of about 2,225 per month. 

Butnotonlyso. In these figuresnoaccountw: wer is taken of hun- 
dreds and thousands in the aggregate that enter at other ports of the Pa- 
cific either lawfully or by being smuggled into this country by the scores 
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and hundreds from the Canadian provinces along the line of theCanadian 
Pacific and across the waters of Puget Sound from British Columbia. 
And still another fact must be taken into account, and that is that ves- 
sels on the route between San Francisco and China ports are as a rule 
manned by Chinese crews, many of whom are constantly deserting and 
remaining in this country; in fact, that is one way in which hundreds 
and perhaps thousands constantly evade the law and violate the treaty; 
none of these are included in the figures just given. It isa fact, more- 
over, asserted by the customs officers at the port of San Francisco, that 
it is in but the fewest number of cases that Chinese departing from San 
Francisco do not secure return certificates, and it is a notorious fact that 
these certificates are sold by the wholesale in the Chinese market for 
an average of about $40 for each certificate; and it is a further fact, of 
the arrivals during the past couple of years and at present, more came 
without than with certificates, and are permitted to enter this country 
on habeas corpus on ashowing of testimony, mainly and of necessity of 
a Chinese character, of prior residence and departure prior to the 5th 
of August, 1882, and under which the most tremendous frauds have 
been committed through the wholesale perjury and artifice of the Chi- 
nese, whereby the courts have been cruelly imposed upon and justice 
thwarted. 

It must therefore be remembered that the rate ofarrivals from China 
in San Francisco annually has never been so large as since the date 
when the United States sought by treaty to restrict this class of im- 
migration, thereby conclusively proving that restriction treaties do not 
restrict, and restriction acts, so far from restricting, have actually in- 
creased Chinese coh ety to this country. 

The testimony of Hon. F. A. Bee, the Chinese consul at San Fran- 
cisco, ought to have weight on this question as to the effect of restric- 
tion acts. He is reported in the San Francisco journals as having tes- 
tified in a recent Chinese investigation in that city, that ‘‘ within the 
last six months more Chinese women had arrived, and been landed by 
the courts as previous residents, than ever departed between 1849 and 
1887; and furthermore “‘ that all the women brought into this country 
were brought here for immoral purposes.’’ 


THE LABOR QUESTION; THE GREAT ISSUE IN THE NEXT PRESIDENTIAL CONTEST. 


Recent events indicate in unmistakable terms that the great over- 
shadowing issue in the next Presidential campaign is as to whetherthe 
rinciple of protection to American labor and American industries shall 
be maintained in the administration of the affairs of this Government, 
or whether it shall be abandoned and the laboring and industrial classes 
of America shall be compelled to enter a competitive and forlorn race 
with the cheaply-fed, low-priced labor, not only of Europeans on Euro- 
pean soil, but what is infinitely worse, that of Asiatic labor also, on our 
own shores. 

All New England is in convulsions with fear lest some interference 
with the existing tariff laws shall cripple the manufacturing industries 
of that great section of the country,and the alarm is sounded by the dec- 
laration that there areone thousand million dollars of capital invested 
in manufacturing establishments in New England, that nearly 600,000 
(584,495) wage-workers earned in 1880 over $200,000,000 ($200,054,- 
194.70), and the appeal is made to these nearly 600,000 employés in 
these words: ‘“‘Do you want to have your earnings put upon an Euro- 
pean basis and cut down more than one-half by free trade?” 

I tell our friends from New England, or rather the six hundred thou- 
sand wage-workers of that section, as well as the laboring classes gen- 
erally in every State and Territory of the American Union, not only 
in New England, but throughout the length and breadth of this broad 
land, that there is a more destructive element menacing them than free 
trade, although that is full of danger. By the latter it is true they 
will: be brought in ruinous competition to a certain extent with the 
servile labor of Europe on foreign soil, and hence it is a state of affairs 
to be dreaded and avoided; but there is an impending danger threatening 
the wage-workers of this country more to be feared, more to be dreaded, 
more to be shunned than the low wages paid by European nations in 
foreign lands. 

That danger is the actual presence in this country, at our own doors, 
in the factories, at the furnaces and fo: the looms and spindles, in 
the mines and vineyards, in the laundries and shops, in the hotels and 
boarding-houses, in the kitchens and dining-rooms of men of moderate 
means, as well asin those of the palaces of the millionaires, and in 
every department of manual labor, of millions of the cheaply fed and 
still cheaper paid serfs of Asia. That is a competition whose evil effects 
will not be shared, as in the former case, in the same proportion by cap- 
ital and labor, but is one that must be borne silently, exclusively, alone 
by the laboring classes of this country. The capital of the country, 
the great manufacturing establishments, the powerful corporations of 
the land, who always purchase labor at the lowest possible figure, may 
not suffer so much from the actual iatroduction into this country of 
cheap labor when it can thus be secured by them and utilized in their 
own interest, in their own workshops, and in their own factories, but 
to the laboring classes the blow is terrible. 

Free trade may,and doubtless will, reduce the price of wages in this 
country, while the introduction of the slave labor of China will abso- 
lutely paralyzeand effectually destroy the interests of the laboring man. 


If, as stated very truthfully, recently, by Senator FRYE, in a very able 
speech in Boston, ‘‘ free trade would simply drag wages in this coun- 
try down to Euro wages,” what, I would inquire of that eminent 
Senator, would be the effect on wages in this country by the introduc- 
tion here, not merely of the products of this European cheap labor, but 
what is infinitely worse, the actual servile labor on our own soil, in our 
own shops and factories, brought in sharp and direct and ruinous com- 
petition with the labor of this country, of the cheaply clothed, cheaply 
fed, low-priced rice-eating Asians? 

If the low-paid labor of the Italian, the German, the Frenchman, the 
Belgian, in lands across the seas where the products of that labor alone 
are to affect us here, is to be dreaded by the American wage-worker, 
then that of the still lower-priced labor of the more cheaply fed Mongo- 
lian inour very midst is to be forever shunned as absolutely destructive 
of the rights of the American laborer. 

The following table, giving the rates of wages paid whites and Chinese 
respectively in the city of San Francisco, in the various employments 
mentioned, will give a pretty clear idea of the effect of the introduction 
into this country of Chinese labor in reducing to ruinously low rates 
the wages of the American laborer. It is as follows: 


Chinese. 


Occupation. White. 
Bakers (country only) per WeeK......0.cosssseeseeeesereecsecenseeanes $8 to $15 8 to 9 
gar-makers: 
os ey ARAN EE 8to a $ to 3 
eekly wages—avera; to 12 to 
Weekly wag irls... 10to 12 [acina 
Migein wages—boys ...... O e DBE p ccrcnrconcere 
as ` 
City, per month............ 55 20 
Country, per month ..... 55 25 
Kitchen help, per month.. 20 12 
Confectioners (country only), 45 22 
Clothing : 
Men's shirts, etc., por Week............cssrscccessseesesssevesss -eeses 6to 10 5to 8 
Women’s underwear, per week. 5to 8 4to 7 
Tweed suits, eto., per week 18to 20 9 to 13 
Coat-makers, per week ... 18to 24 9 to 15 
Trousers-makers, per wee l4to 18 8 to 12 
Harness-makers, per week... 9to 18 Sto lt 
Paper-bag makers, per week Sto 12 8to 9 
Paper-box makers, per week. 6to 15 4to 12 
Shoe-makers: | 
Lasters, per week.. il 8 
Fitters, per week.. 15 1 
Machinists, per week .. lito 25 9tol7 
Nailers, per week..... 12 9 
Trimmers, per week. 17 12 
Girls, per week . 7j. : 
Boys, per week, 5f. 


Permit the present immigration of Chinese to go on as it has been 
going on ever since the passage of the restriction acts, increasing both 
in numbers and in baseness of character, and it will not be long until 
every department of labor in every city and hamlet on the Pacific coast 
at least, if not elsewhere, will be monopolized and controlled by the 
Chinese laborer, and the wages of the white wage-worker will be regu- 
lated, fixed, and controlled by Asiatic prices. 

Hon. John S. Hager, formerly a member of this Senate from the State 
of California, and now collector of the port at San Francisco, ina letter 
recently addressed to the Hon. W. W. Morrow, amember of the House 
of Representatives from that State, concludes as follows: 


There is a prevailing impression that the objections among our ple to Chi- 
nese immigration are solely on ethnological and physiological grounds; 
but, as you well understand, this does not correctly present the question, There 
nay be a race prejudice against the servile labor R e but this does notextend 
to those who come among us for purposes of trade and commerce, nor is it the 
controlling influence. 

It is the opinion of many that next to the African slave-trade this so-called 
Chinese immigration is the most importafit event that has shadowed our polit- 
ical horizon. Itis not the immigration of a ple seeking a home in a new land; 
it is the gradual introduction from an inexhaustible source of supply of servile 
labor imported, owned, controlled, and directed by powerful and wealthy Chi- 
nese gapan China might spare from her vast population millions of her 
people without experiencing the sensation of a vacuum; and if the importation 
of this laboring class be unchecked they will come and continue to come. In 
Jaws, habits, dress, religion, and language they are a distinct ple; unaffili- 
ating, unassimilating, they are notof us and never will be. They are always 
Chinamen, never Americans. ‘They can live cheaper, clothethemsel ves cheaper, 
and in the fields of labor our people can not compete with them; they underbid 
our race. 

The Six Companies located in this city are ready to supply by contract one or 
one thousand or more of these laborers for any parson Sear wherever labor is 
wanted. In rewarding labor, as capital generally gravitates towards the infini- 
tesimal in compensation, the Chinaman will have the preference. If the im- 

rtation of this servile class is unchecked, it remains to be disclosed in the 
Future which, on this coast, will be the numerically preponderating race—the 
Mongolian or the Caucasian. . 

As you are aware, the Chinese question is not with usa party question, but pub- 
lic sentiment being uniform, it is to be hoped the delegation from the Pacific 
coast, with like unanimity and by harmonious action, will be able to accomplish 
some beneficial legisl@tion that may be satisfactory to our entire people. 


Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], 
in a very interesting and able speech made by him at the Home Mar- 
ket Club banquet, Hotel Vendome, Boston, on October 19 last, upon 
the general subject of the tariff, and especially on the subject of protec- 
tion to New England homes, and in which he discussed ably and truth- 
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7 fully the evil effectsof cheap European labor on the interestsof the labor- 
ing man of New England, used these eloquent and truthful words: 

Ishould not myself, for one, think this a matter ef the greatest public im- 
portance if it affected merely, or affected chiefly, the interests of the gentlemen 
whom I see about this table. I take it you could get your living comfort 
somehow if.every Massachusetts factory were to be closed to-morrow. But to 
me it is a question of the very life of the American people. It is a question 
whether henceforth and in the future the American home shall be overrun and 
supplanted by the squalid population whom my honorable friend has so elo- 
quently described. We do not care toemulate England, or France, or Germany 
in any of the things which make up their glory. They may have the glory of 
war and of peace. They may have the splendors of art,and architecture, and 
music. I do not care for the galleries which Raphacl or Angelo have adorned. 
I do not care that domes shall rise here which Wren has builded. Ido notcare 
for the music of Handel or Beethoven. But Ido mean that health shall paint 
with her roses the cheeks of the factory girl. I do mean that we shall improve 
the architecture of the people’s dwellings. I do mean that we shall, if we can, 
hear the music of children’s voices in the well-paid workman’s home. When 
you determine the question whether you shall pay a shilling or $2 a day toa 
workman, you are not dealing with the condition of a serf; you are fixing the 
salary of your monarch. If these men can be educated and be happy, can dwell 
in comfortable homes, can know the pleasure of church, and of lecture,and of 
town meeting, and of social gatherings, the American Republic will go on in its 
pe way of honor andof glory. But if European policies, European principles, 

uropean examples, European wages shall eyer come here, you may not lose 
your capital—it will be but a trifle—but the American Republic will go down. 

I tell the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts who uttered these 
eloquent, truthful, and prophetic words, and who heretofore, I regret 
to say, has given no aid or comfort in this Chamber to those protesting 
against the invasion of this country by Chinese laborers, he might in 
that same speech have added with equal truth, and with that sublime 
eloquence of which he is so distinguished a master, that if Asiatic poli- 
cies, Asiatic principles, Asiatic examples, Asiatic wages, shall ever come 
here, then, while capitalists may notlose their capital, the American Re- 
public will go down. 

Mr. President, I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STEWART. If I can have unanimous consent, I should like to 
have an opportunity to make a few remarks on this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPOONER in the chair). The bill 
will lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand that the Senator from Nevada has 
asked unanimous consent of the Senate to supplement what I have said 
by a few remarks, if agreeable to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY], who has the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STEWART] wishes 
to make some remarks on the pending question at this time, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Nevada will sus- 

d for a few minutes, the Chair will lay before the Senate a message 

m the President of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 


INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION AT PARIS IN 1889, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: * 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in relation to the in- 
vitation from the Government of France to this Government to participate in the 
international exhibition which is to be held at Paris in 1889. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXEcuTIVe MANSION, 


Washington, January 12, 1888. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


F Mr. HOAR. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that there are some matters which I think it important the Sen- 
ate should look toto-morrow. There areseveral Senators on thisside, 
I know, who greatly prefer that the Senate should meet to-morrow in- 
stead of adjourning over. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no choice about it, except I know that there is 
a great deal of committee work required to be done; and I know that 
some Senators have made arrangements for committee meetings to- 
morrow and Saturday. I thought probably the public business would 
go on better by adjourning over. However, I shall not make any ques- 
tion if there is any doubt in the minds of Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

COMING OF CHINESE, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the consid- 
eration of the bill which has been before the Senate will be resumed, 
and the Chair will recognize the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 582) abrogating all treaties heretofore made and now 
operative between the United States Government and the Chinese Em- 
pire in so far as they, or any of them, provide for, recognize, or per- 
mit the coming of Chinese to the United States, and in so far as they, 


or any of them, inhibit the United States from absolutely prohibiting 
the coming of Chinese to the United States; and repealing all acts 
of Congress in so far as they, or any of them, recognize or permit the 
coming of Chinese to the United States; and absolutely prohibiting the 
coming of Chinese to the United States, excepting only diplomatic, 
consular, and other officers, and prohibiting the landing of any Chinese 
therein, excepting only such diplomatic and other officers. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the question of Chinese immigra- 
tion is much broader than any of us supposed years ago. It is now 
about forty years since the Chinese commenced emigrating to the Pa- 
cific coast. They first attracted the attention of our people on account 
of their peculiar appearance and habits, but at that time occasioned 
very little inconvenience, because there was then room for all, and 
they confined themselves principally to the placer mines, which had 
already been worked over by the whites. We were then wholly igno- 
rant of the real character of the race that was invading our country. 
They were peaceable and quiet, and had not then obtruded themselves 
into the industrial pursuits of our people. The population of our 
coast at that time consisted almost exclusively of adult males, who 
were engaged in mining and furnishing supplies to miners. For this 
reason the Chinese did not interfere with the institutions of our peo- 
ple. Since then they have gradually and persistently obtruded them- 
selves into every pursuit in life. We find them in the mines, in the 
vineyards, in the fields, on the railroads, in our kitchens, doing every 
description of household work and supplanting and excluding white 
men and white women from employment and the means ofa liveli- 
hood. We find them in every workshopand manufactory; the tailors, 
the shoemakers, the cigar-makers, the manufacturers of every variety . 
of clothing, for both males and females, are supplanted by them. 
The white man, the white woman, the white girl, and the white boy | 
are driven by them from every industry. 

I have no feeling of resentment against the Chinese. I have always 
been in favor of treating them kindly while they are here. I have met 
the opposition of my own people in defending the Chinese from violence 
which naturally arises from race hatred and prejudice. 

But I have long since seen that we can not live with the Chinese. 
Seventeen years ago last July the question arose in this Senate Cham- 
ber as to whether the Chinese should be naturalized.” It was a fierce 
and protracted discussion; it continued over the 4th of July; and after 
the subject was fully discussed, the Senate almost unanimously de- 
cided that it would not allow them to become citizens, while in the 
beginning of the discussion Senators were nearly unanimous the other 
way. Since that time [have had an opportunity to observe the Chinese 
and to reflect upon the question, and I find that it is an all-important 
and a new question, so far as the people of the United States are con- 
cerned; but so far as our race is concerned it is but the renewal of the 
conflict which commenced at the earliest period of history. 

It is a curious fact that the races of Western Europe havenever been 
able to wrest one acre of ground from the Asiatics, while the Asiatics 
have always been advancing upon the Europeans. They have several 
times invaded Europe and supplanted large sections of its population, 
but Europeans have never supplanted the inhabitants of Asia at any 
point. ‘The descendants of the armies of Genghis Khan and Tamerlane 
are still in Europe. The descendants of the vast hordes of Huns who 
overran Europe centuries ago still occupy the Jands they gained by 
conquest. Ten millions of Turks remain in Europe in possession of 
the lands they acquired by arms from the Christians. 

Great Britain has overrun 250,000,000 Asiatics, but she has yet to 
acquire the first farm in Asia. The natives are there. She may over- 
tun them with her armies, butshecan notsupplant them. Englishmen 
can not live among them. ‘There are less than 250,000 Englishmen in 
all Asia. After more than a century of conquest and dominion, she has 
been unable to colonize a single village in all India. France has tried 
the experiment in Cochin-China with the same result. Other powers 
of Europe have vainly attempted to plant colonies in Asia, but none of 
them have succeeded. Wherever the Asiatic has acquired possession 
he holds the fort, so far as occupying the soil and excluding the races of 
Western Europe is concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator if what he says applies 
to the Moors in Spain? 

Mr. STEWART. The Moors in Spain were nearly all slaughtered 
before they were driven out, but they were of the Caucasian race, not 
the Mongolian. 

Mr. HOAR. They were Asiatics. 

Mr. STEWART. They came from Circassia. They did not belong 
to the Asiatic race. 

Mr. TELLER. They were not Mongolians. 

Mr. STEWART. No, they were not Mongolians. If they had been 
Mongolians the Spaniards would have been forced to kill them all to rid 
the soil of their presence. The Mongolians would not have left even to 
save their own lives. Their dogged perseverance in holding to their 

ions and remaining where they have once located, surpasses the 
comprehension of the tenacious and persevering Anglo-Saxon. IfChina 
had been in the condition she now is in, if she had heen waked up, if 
she had known of modern means of transportation before this continent 
was discovered by Western Europeans we should never have been here. 
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On the Pacific coast, wherever the Chinaman goes there our civiliza- 
tion stops; there can be no such thing as school-houses or churches in 
their presence. All that you see that is beautiful in your New Eng- 
land homes, or your Southern homes, vanishes before the Chinese. 
It is impossible for our race to live upon the same allowance that they 
live on. We never can be reduced to the standard of food on which 
they subsist. 

" Itis impossible for our race to labor asincessantly as they do. Their 
habits of industry are the inheritance of all the ages, There are more 
than three times as many of them as there are of the white race, per- 
haps four times; the census has not been accurately taken. Their per- 
sistence in maintaining existence, their tenacity of life, their industry 
so far surpass ours that wherever they come we must go. I do not 
pretend to say that China has capacity to conquer us with arms. That 
is impossible; but if you will open the doors and let the Chinese come 
they will supplant the people of this country, occupy it and take it as 
oe as the Hindoos hold Hindostan, notwithstanding the Eng- 

e. 
If allowed to come the Chinese will be the laborers of this country, 
and the laborers must be the people who occupy the soil. 
In every neighborhood where they have gone on the Pacific coast the 
Chinese have driven the whites before them. In towns, in parts of 
towns which they occupy, they exclude the whites—by their habits, 


by the contrast between their civilization and ours, by their industry, - 


and by everything that separates a people and makes it impossible for 
them to commingle together. 

I say that opening our gates to Mongolian immigration means noth- 

. ing more and nothing less than the occupancy of this country by Chi- 
nese. You already find them in every town in the United States. 
You can hardly pass through a town and notsee signs of Chinese wash- 
houses. They will do all your washing, and they will do all your 
manufacturing, and they will do all your work so much cheaper and 
live on so much less than white people that competition with them is 
impossible. 

I do not wish toinjure the Chinese; Iam not unfriendly to them, be- 
cause I do admire a race which has as old a civilization as they have 
and which med Pesca such philosophers as Confucius. Those who 
= and contro? China are as strong as any men onearth, intellectually, 

mean. 

I recollect meeting General Grant in San Francisco after his tour 
around the world. Whatever may be said of him, there are few men 
who ever lived who saw what was iring around them more clearly 
than he did. I inquired of the general what was the most remarkable 
characteristic of all the people he had meton his travels. He said that 
the superiority of the Chinese as traders over all others was astonish- 
ing; that no race could compete with them in the East where they were 
engaged in business; that even the Jow, with his sagacity for trade, 
was forced to abandon every field where he came in competition with 
the Chinese. 

A race of men of that kind can not be supplanted. Ido not relate this 
anecdote in can. ep, siserrged of the Jew; his superiority in trade must 
be admired by the Gentile, who is compelled to do his bidding. Ido 
not want to place my race in competition not only with the servile la- 
bor of the cooly slave, but with the overreaching avarice and patient 
cunning of the wily Chinese. The Mongolians already occupy two- 
thirds of the globe, and number two-thirds of the people. 

Wherever they come in peaceable competition with the white race 
they must prevail. If we open our country to them, with our rate of 
‘wages, our laborers can not exist. The only way that the people of 
‘Western Europe can maintain themselves against Asia is hy superior 
physical power and the use of arms, They can not maintain them- 
selves on the field of industry, they can not supplant Asiatics, but will 
be supplanted by them everywhere. That is my experience from a 
careful observation of these people for the last forty years. 

I have offered a resolution calling on the President of the United 
States to negotiate a treaty with China excluding Chinese altogether, 
except embassadors and diplomatic agents and merchants engaged in 
foreign trade. Iama little doubtful about making even that concession. 
1! a treaty of that kind can not be negotiated, if China refuses to 
treat, the resolution will give them notice that we intend to legislate. 
There is no use in discussing our power to legislate withont China’s 
consent; we have that power, and I believe it to be an imperative duty 
to legislate, and to legislate effectually, so as toexcludethem from com- 
ing. They will come in some way; no restriction act can keep them 
out. We must also make a treaty with Great Britain, so that the 
Chinese can not come into the United States through British Colum- 
bia, and also one with Mexico, so that they shall not come into this 
country from the south. The United States must take this matter in 
hand and preserve this continent to white men. We have possession, 
and weought not to give it up. We can do it peaceably now. 

I can give you an illustration which every farmer will understand. 
You might as well try to fatten cattle in a sheep pasture as to raise 
white men where Chinese live. The Chinese will five while the whites 


starve, as the sheep will live while the cattle perish. It is possible for 
us to prevent the calamity of Chinese immigration without doing any 
harm, without having unfriendly relations with China. Wemuststate 
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to them frankly the reasons why we can not live together. We must’ 
tell them that their institutions are so different from our institutions, 
their habits so different from our habits, that it is impossible for us to 
tolerate them. Every nation and individual hasthe right of self-protec- 
tion. Selfdefense is among the first laws of nature; and if the Anglo- _ 
Saxon race does not protect itself from the Chinese by force, it will perish 
by starvation and become extinct. ` 

I had no conception originally of the power of the Chinese race to 
overrun and destroy, which is now demonstrated on the Pacific coast 
See the towns they occupy, see the plague spots where they are, and 
behold civilization absolutely blotted out. Would you subject any 
portion of this country to such degradation? Would you thus give it 
up? 

I say it is the duty of Congress to pass at an early day an absolute 
exclusion act. I shall vote for the bill of the Senator from 
We have tried various means and find that nothing else will do, and in 
an emergency like this where there is so much at stake it will not do 
to parley with the question. We must act at once. I shall on all 
proper occasions ask leave of the Senate to press this matter until we 
get rid of the Chinese, and have them not only excluded from our ports, 
but have them prevented from invading the country through either 
British Columbia or Mexico. This continent must forever remain dedi- 
cated to the Anglo-Saxon race. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). The 
question is on the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask leave also torefer the concurrent resolution 
in relation to the admission of Chinese, submitted by me on the 9th | 
instant, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Nevada moves that 
the resolution submitted by him be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to; and the following resolution, submitted 
by Mr. STEWART on the 9th instant, was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations : 


the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
nited States be requested, at the earliest practical moment, to ne- 
gotiate a treaty with the Emperor of China containing a provision that no Chi- 
nese shall enter the United States except embassadors and others en; in the 
diplomatic service of the Chinese Empire and merchants engaged in trade be- 
Aween the United States and foreign countries, and providing further that the 
United States shall be at liberty to ascertain, by such officers or tribunals as Con- 
gress may di ther Chinese offering to enter the United States are of 


ate, whe! 
the excepted c 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before putting that motion the Chair 
will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 
371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools. The Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. - 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirty-eight minutes spentin exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 13, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. j 


Resolved 
dent of the 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 12th day of January, 1888. 
COINER OF THE MINT. 

Henry Leffmann, of Pennsylvania, to be coiner of the mint of the 
United States at Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, in the 
place of William 8. Steel, removed. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF NEVADA. 

Charles W. Irish, of Nevada, to be surveyor-general of Nevada, in 
the place of C. C. Powning, removed. 

e nomination of Charles W. Irish, of Towa City, Towa, to the above- 
named office, which was delivered to the Senate on the 4th instant, is 
hereby withdrawn. 

CONSULAR. 

Joseph Black, of Cleveland, Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Buda-Pesth, vice Henry Sterne, recalled. 

George Osgood Prince, a citizen of the United States, and late vice- 
consul-general at St. Petersburg, to be consul of the United States at 
Moscow, to fill a vacancy. 

POSTMASTER. | 

Joseph Haussler, to be postmaster at Hoosick Falls, in the county of 
Rensselaer and State of New York, in the place of Anna L. Chapman, 
whose commission expired January 7, 1888. : 

ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY. 

Edward S. Bragg, of Wisconsin, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Mexico, in the place of 
Thomas C. Manning, deceased. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 9, 1888. 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 
Benton J. Hall, of Burlington, Iowa, to be Commissioner of Patents. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Frank G. Hoyne, of Illinois, to be appraiser of merchandise in the 
district of Chicago and State of Illinois. 


UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


R. W. Loughery, of Marshall, Tex., to be corsul of the United States 
at Acapulco. 
POSTMASTERS. 


LouisaT. Long, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of But- 
ler and State of Alabama. 
» Mary L. Clay, tobe postmaster at Huntsville, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of Alabama. 
Maurice B. Throckmorton, to be postmaster at Birmingham, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Alabama. 
William N. Conoley, to be postmaster at Tampa, in the county of 
, Hillsborough and State of Florida. 3 
Henry Gailard, to be postmaster at St. Augustine, in the county of 
St. John’s and State of Florida. 
John J. to be postmaster at Sanford, in the county of Orange 
and State of Florida. 
James De Laney, to be postmaster at Orlando, in the county of Or- 
ange and State of Florida. 
David C. Lee, to be postmaster at Kissimmee, in the county of Or- 
ange and State of Florida. 


ohn C. Luning, to be 

Sumter and State of ae 

Horace A. Tanner, to be postmaster at De Land, in the county of 
Volusia and State of Florida. 

Cyrus J. Carle, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of De Witt 
and State of Illinois. 

Allison M. Cavan, to be postmaster at El Paso, in the county of Wood- 
ford and State of Illinois. 

George W. Nott, to be postmaster at New Orleans, in the parish of 
Orleans and State of Louisiana. 

8. Wright McCollum, to be poeu at Lockport, in the county of 
Niagara and State of New York. 

Gustav Dangeleisen, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the connty of 
Huron and State of Ohio. 

Charles E. Kinder, to be postmåster at Miamisburgh, in the county of 


Montgomery and State of Ohio, 

Joseph L. Deaton, to be ter at Pocahontas, in the county of 
Tazewell and State of Virginia. 

John 8. Grayson, to be postmaster at Luray, in the county of Page 
‘and State of Virginia. 

William F., Fisher, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of 
Bedford and State of Virginia. 

Samuel B. McKinney, to be postmaster at Farmville, in the county 
of Prince Edward and State of Virginia. 

Morris S. McCoy, to be postfhaster at Polo, in the county of Ogle and 
State of Illinois, 


David L. Young, to be postmaster at Winona, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Mississippi. 


at Leesburgh, in the copnty of 


` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 12, 1888. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

REVISION OF TARIFF LAWS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting copies of co mdence relating to the re- 
vision of the tariff laws; which was refi to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SPRING CREEK, NEW YORK, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 

tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, a 


8 upon the preli examination of Spring Creek, New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REPORT UPON MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the president of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, plate 2 of the illustrations of Captain Leach’s 
report upon the works at Memphis to accompany the report of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission from July 1 to November 1, 1887; which was 
Teo to Committee on Rivers and and ordered to be 
P 5 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 154) for the 
erection of a public building at Milwaukee, Wis.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


NICHOLAS LOCHBOELER. 


On motion of Mr. DALZELL, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
towithdraw from the files of the House she papers in the case of N 
Lochboeler, without leaving copies thereof. 


CONSTITUTION OF UTAH. 


On motion of Mr. CAINE, by unanimous consent, the constitution 
and memorial adopted by the late constitutional convention of Utah, 
which accompanied the bill for the admission of the State of Utah into 
the Union, was ordered tobe printed as a document, and referred to the 
Committee on the Territories. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call the standing 
and select committees of the House for reports. ; 


ROBERT JOHNSTON. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
a bill (H. R. 4811) for the reliefof Robert Johnston, of theState of New 
York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


L. A. MORRIS. 


Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 76) for the relief of 
L. A. Morris; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ‘ordered 
to be printed, 


PRESENTATION OF CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill Mis R. 1346) limiting the 
time for the presentation and payment of claims agaiyst the United 
States; which was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


PERMISSIBLE MARKS ON POSTAL MATTER. 


Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3318) relating to per- 
missible marks, printing or writing, on second, third, and fourth class 
matter, and to amend the twenty-second and twenty-third sections of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act making ce sae igs rn for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for 
other purposes;’? which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘I ask leave to present the written report hereafter. 

‘There was no objection. k 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


“The SPEAKER. The Chair under the rales will call the commit- 
tees for one hour for the consideration of bills heretofore reported. 


ROBBERY AND HORSE-STEALING IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. ROGERS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 1218) to 
punish robbery and horse-stealing in the Indian Territory which was re- 
ported the day before yesterday by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it en ete, That any person hereafter convicted in the United States 
courts having jurisdiction over the Indian Territory or parts thereof, of steal- 
ing any horse, mare, gelding, filly, foal, ass, or mule, when said theft is commit- 
ted in the Indian Territory, shall be } sso ahevenore by a fine of not more than $1,000, 
or by imprisonment not more than five years,or by both such fine and impris- 
onment, at the discretion of the court. 

Src, 2. That any person hereafter convicted of any robbery in the Indian 
Territory shall be punished by a fine of not exceeding $1,000, or imprisonment 
not ex g ten years, or both, at the discretion of the court: Provided, That 
this act shall not be so construed as to apply to any offense committed by one 
Indian upon the person or property of ano’ Indian, or so as to repeal any 
former act in relation to robbing the mails or robbing an: in of property: 
belonging to the United States: And provided further, TI this act shall not 
affect or apply to any prosecution now pending, or the prosecution of any of- 
fense ccmmmeiied, 

Src. 3. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
ee but said act shall remain in force for the punishment of all toe who 

ve heretofore been guilty of the crime of larceny in the Indian Territory. 


Mr. ROGERS. I send to the Clerk’s desk the report which I think 
will be sufficiently explanatory of the purposes of the bill. - 
The report (by Mr. ROGERS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, having had under consideration House bill 
1213, report the same back with the following amendments, and recommend its 


1. Insert after the word “mule,” in line 6 of the first section of the bill, the 
words “or other domestic animal.” 
2. Strike out the word “five,” in line 8, same section, and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ fifteen.” 
8. Insert after the word “ robbery,” in line 2 of the second section, the words 
“or burglary; and in line 4ot said section strike out the word “ten” and in- 
fifteen.’ 


sertin lieu word * R 
The committee find that section 5356 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
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States prescribes the punishment for larceny. The maximum punishment is 
$1,000 fine and one year’s imprisonment. This has been found inadequate to 
suppress larceny in the Indian Territory. The States surrounding that country 
have found it necessary to inflict much severer punishment—the maximum 
apr angnete in one State, and penapi others, being fifteen years’ imprisonment 

nthepenitentiary. The resultis, the thief follows his vocation in the Territory. 
is pha peaks the passuge of this bill will go far toward deterring his operations 

t country. x 

There are statutes of the United Sfates punishing the robbing of the mailsand 
the robbing of persons of property belonging to the United States, and alsoina 
few other instances robbery is punishable under existinglaw. Itisnotintended 
by this bill to interfere in any way with any existing statutes relating to the: 
crime of robbery. 5 > 

There is no statute punishing robbery in the Indian country except as stated. 
This crime is not Jatecar yey & committed in that country. Sometimes the rail- 
road trains are stopped and the railroad companies and express companies and 
passengers robbed, and the perpetrators can only be punished under the gen- 
eral statute for larceny, the maximum punishment for which is $1,000 fine and 
one year's imprisonment. This punishment the committee think incommensu- 
rate with the character of offenses stated. The surroundingStates have found 
it necessary to punish this offense much more severely, and the committee think 
a severer punishment should be inflicted for this class of crimes committed in 
the Taans Territory, where lawless and bad men have congregated in great 
numbers. 

The committee have been unable to find any statute punishing the crime of 
burglary in the Indian Territory, and have therefore recommended an amend- 
ment of the second section of the bill, so as to embrace that offense and inflict 
an appropriate punishment therefor, 

The committtee also recomniend amending the title of the bill by striking 
out the words “and horse-stealing,” and inserting in lieu thereof the wo! 
“burglary and larceny.” 


Mr. ROGERS. I have discovered since the Clerk read the bill that 
it isnot the print containing the amendments reported by the commit- 
tee; but the amendments are so simple that I think there will be no 
difficulty in having them considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill which has been read is the bill as origi- 
nally introduced by the gentleman from Arkansas. The bill as re- 
porten bf the committee has not yet been received from the printing 
office. 

Mr. ROGERS. I presume we can get along with this print. The 
amendments are indicated in the report which has been read. 

The SPEAKER. By consent the gentleman can proceed in that way 
and offer the amendments in the House. The gentleman from Arkan- 
sas asks unanimous consent to proceed with the consideration of this 
bill, stating that he will propose in the House the amendments reported 
by the committee. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask, then, that after the word ‘‘ mule,” in line 6 
of the first section of the bill, the words ‘‘or other domestic animal ”’ 
be inserted, in conformity with the recommendation of the report. 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, those words will be incor- 
porated in the bill. , 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to amend by striking out the word ‘“‘ five,” 
in line 8, and inserting in lien thereof the word ‘ fifteen.” 

The amendment was to. . 

Mr. BROWNE, ofIndiana. Mr. Speaker, I would be pleased to know 
something of the significance of these amendments as we pass along. 
I understand that the effect of the one just adopted is to strike out five 
years as the maximum punishment and insert fifteen. 

_Mr. ROGERS. Yes, fifteen years as the maximum; no minimum 
being fixed. i 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to insert in line 2 of section 2, after the 
word ‘‘robbery,’’ the words “‘ or burglary;’’ which will make the sec- 
tion embrace the crime of burglary as well as that of robbery. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ROGERS. Also, in line 4 of section 2, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘ ten” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘fifteen;’? making the maxi- 
mum punishment fifteen years, there being no minimum fixed. > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS, That, Mr. Speaker, embraces all the amendments of 
the committee, and now, unless some gentleman desires to discuss it, 


Imove the of the bill. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the bill as amended be reported to the 
House. 


The bill as amended was read, as follows: 


“Be it enacted, elc., That any person hereafter convicted in the United States 
courts having jurisdiction over the Indian Territory or parts thereof, of stealing 
ay horse, mare, gelding, filly, foal, ass, mule, or other domestic animal, when 
said theft is committed in the Indian Territory, shall be punished by a fine of 
not more than $1,000, or by imprisonment not more than fifteen years, or by both 
such fineand imprisonment, at the discretion of the court. 

Sec.'2. That any person hereafter convicted of any robbery or burglary in the 
Indian Territory shall be punished by a fine of not exceeding $1,000, or Tipis- 
onment not exceeding fifteen years, or both, at the discretion of the court: Pro- 
vided, That this act shall not be so construed as to apply to any offense com- 
mitted by one Indian upon the person or property of another Indian, or so as to 
repeal npg be poorer act in relation to robbing the mails or robbing any person of 
property longing to the United States: And provided further, That this act 
shail not affect or apply to any prosecution now pending, or the prosecution of 
any offense already committed. 

Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
pees but said act shall remain in force for the punishment of all persons who 

ve heretofore been guilty of the crime of larceny in the Indian Werritory. = 


Mr. WEAVER. I wish toask the gentleman from Arkansas a ques- 
tion. By the use of the words ‘‘ or other domestic animals,” is it in- 


tended that imprisonment for fifteen years shall be the punishment for 
stealing a‘cat, for instance, or adog? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. No, not necessarily a cat or a dog; buta pig, of course. 
That is a domestic animal. 

Mr. WEAVER. So isa cat. + 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to make an inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. Why is it that the act is not made operative as 
to a crime committed by one Indian against another? I suppose there 
must be some good reason for it, but I confess I do not know whatit is. 

Mr. ROGERS. I supposed everybody understood that under the 
existing treaties and laws of the United States the Federal courts do 
not take jurisdiction of any offense committed by one Indian against 
either the person or property of another Indian. ‘That is the reason 
for the proposition. ‘This bill is not intended to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the Federal courts so as to interfere in any way with the Indian 
government or with the enforcementof their own laws. Itis designed, 
to apply only where an offense is committed by an Indian upon the 
person or property of a white man, or by a white man upon an Indian, 
or a negro, who is not a citizen of the Territory. - ý 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Well, I have learned something that 
I would not have known if I had not made the inquiry. A 

Mr. ROGERS. I supposed that was generally known. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Arkansas that perhaps the committee intended also to strike out the 
word ‘‘or’’ before the word “‘ mule” in the first section. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir; and I move that that amendment be made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. f 

Mr..PERKINS. I did not hear this bill read, and therefore I ask 
the gentleman what is the maximum punishment fixed by the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. The maximum punishment is imprisonment for fif- 
teen years; but no minimum is fixed. _ 

Mr. PERKINS. No minimum? 

Mr. ROGERS. No; that matteris left discretionary with the court, 

The question being taken, the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the title of the bill will 
be amended, as recommended by the committee, 

There being no objection, the title of the bill was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘ A bill to punish robbery, burglary, and larceny in the Indian 
Territory.” 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ;and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 


Mr. WILKINS (when the Committee on Banking and Currency was 
called) said: Iam directed by the Committee on Banking aùd Currency 
to call up for consideration House bill No. 1733, reported to the House 
a day or two ago. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to reserve a point of order on that bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will ask whether there is a report accompanying 
the bill? If so, I call for its reading. © 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILKINS], on be- 
half of the Committee on Banking and Currency, calls up for consid- 
eration, under the rule, a bill the title of which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; . 

A bill (H. R. 1733) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to national bank- 
ing associations. 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to raisea point of order, but before doing so 
I would like to hear the reading of the report, if there is one. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. WEAVER. My point is that no such report as is contemplated 
by the rules of the House has been made upon this bill. 

Mr. WILKINS. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: > 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, submitted the 
following report, to accompany bill H. R.1733: 

“ The Committee on Banking and Currency, to which was referred House bill 
No. 1733, report the same back, and recommend its passage.” 

Mr. WEAVER. I make the point that this is not such a report as 
is contemplated by the rules. Rule XVII provides, in clause 2, that— 


No bill, petition, memorial, or resolution referred toa committee, or reported 
therefrom for printing or recommitment, shall be brought back into the House 
on a motion to reconsider; and all bills, petitions, memorials, or resolutions 
SL chara committee shall be accompanied by reports in writing, which 
s printed. : 


Clause 2 of Rule XXIV provides: 

On all days other than Monday as soon as the business on the Speaker’s table 
has been disposed of, and on all Mondays (except the first and third in each 
month) after the call of States and Territories, there shall be a morning hour 
for reports from committees, which shall be appropriately referred and printed, 
and a copy thereof mailed by the Public Printer to each Member and Delegate, 

Now, sir, the rules contemplate, I submit, that every bill on being 
reported shall be accompanied by a statement on the part of the com- 
mittee of the provisions of the bill, with their scope and effect. A mere 
recommendation that the bill pass does not satisfy the requirements of 
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the rule. Here is a bill the possible effect of which will be to increase 
the national-banking circulation more than $400,000,000. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, I am speaking advisedly. The certain effect 
of the bill will be to increase that circulation $20,000,000 beyond the 
present amount of bonds deposited to secure the circulation of the na- 
tional banks. These banks will have the right to increase their circu- 
lation to a maximum corresponding with the amount of their capital 
stock paid in. The aggregate amount that they have paid in is $500,- 
000,000; and if this bill should pass, the banks are to have the right 
to increase their circulation to the par value of their bonds, provided 
this does not exceed the amount of capital stock paid in. This may 
lead, as the Comptroller of the Currency says, to a possible increase of 
the national-bank circulation to the extent of over $400,000,000 beyond 
the present amount. ‘ 

A bill of this vast importance is hurried in here without any printed 
report having been distributed among members, and before we have 
had an opportunity to inquire into the effect of the measure should it 
become a law. My point of order is that this bill is not accompanied 
by a carefully considered and intelligible report such as the gravity of 
the bill and the plain requirements of the rule demand. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that this bill should re- 
ceive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILKINS. Iam quite willing to submit both points of order 
to the decision of the Chair without discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] isen- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. Under clause 3 of Rule XXIII it is required that 
“all motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the peo- 
ple” shall be first considered in Committee of the Whole. It is very 
true that this bill does not make a direct appropriation; but it does pro- 
vide that the Comptroller of the Currency shall issue to these banks 
circulating notes which may increase their circulation up to the par 
value of the bonds deposited by them. The increased amount of notes 
which will thus be issued to these banking associations is, I submit, in 
a fair and reasonable sense, an appropriation of Government money; for 
the bonds of the Government are held as security for the circulation 
of these institutions, and these bonds are a tax upon the people. These 
national-bank notes are redeemable in legal-tender notes, and the Gov- 
ernment is responsible for the redemption of the legal-tender notes. 
Therefore, there is in this case, under a fair construction of the rule, a 
tax upon the people. A bill of such character, involving the issue of 
a large amount of circulating notes, so that practically there is an ap- 
propriation of money, resulting under the law in a tax upon the people 
of the country, ought, within the spirit of the rules, to be considered 
in Committee of the Whole, where it can be properly discussed and 
amended. 

Yesterday this bill had not been printed. Isent for acopy of it, and 
all I could get was the bill printed at the Jast session of Congress. It is 
only this moment that printed copies of the bill are furnished to mem- 
bers of the House. 

It seems to me that we should have some opportunity of considering 
this matter, within the spirit and rule of the House, in Committee of 
the Whole; and I make that point of order. 

Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill does not contemplate the ap- 
propriation of any money ont of the ; and at the ion 
of gentlemen around me I submit the question to the Speaker of the 
House without further discussion. 

The SPEAKER. As to the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], the Chair can only say what has been fre- 
quently said before upon similar points, thatit is not within the prov- 
ince of the Chair to decide upon the sufficiency of a report made by a 
committee of the House. All that the rule requires is that a report 
shall be submitted in writing, without specifying the nature of the re- 
port, and if that provision of the rule is complied with the Chair must 
entertain the report. 

The argument of the gentleman from Iowa may be a very proper one 
to address to the House itself upon a motion to recommit the bill for a 
report containing further and more specific information. But the gen- 
tleman will see at once that if the Chair should undertake to decide 
such questions, the reception of all reports would depend upon the 
judgment of the Chair as to whether they were full or sufficiently ex- 
planatory of the measure to which they referred. So that point of order 
must be overruled. . 

The point of order made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
is also overruled. This bill does not make an appropriation or require 
any appropriation of money, as the Chair understands it; and, as here- 
tofore decided, unless the bill itself does make an appropriation or nec- 
essarily require an appropriation to be made in order to executeits pro- 
visions, it does not come within the provision of the rule which requires 
its first consideration in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. This bill simply gives to the national banks, as the Chair 
understands it, the privilege of issuing circulation to the amount of the 
par value of their bonds. Whether they will or will not make such is- 
sue of additional circulation depends upon their own judgment, to be 
exercised hereafter. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to know whetherit is in order 
at this time to move to recommit the bill to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, with instructions to present a report setting forth the 
effect of the bill, its intent and purposes, and the reasons forits passage. 

The SPEAKER. That will be in order whenever the gentleman 
from Ohio shall have relinquished the floor. Under the practice of 
the House the gentleman is entitled to the floor in the first instance, 
having made the report and called up the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire at the proper time to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to give notice that the motion 
will be made. 

Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, during the Forty-eighth Congress I 
had the honor to introduce this measure. It went to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and was reported back to the House. In 
the Forty-ninth Congress this measure was again introduced, went to 
the same committee, and came back on a report from the committee 
and was considered in the House. è 

It may not be improper for me to say that the same measure passed 
the Senate of the United States, introduced originally by a Democratic 
member of great ability, and was ađvocated by him up to its final pas- 
sage. 

This proposition contains but a singlo clause. It provides that the 
circulation of the national banks may be increased from 90 per cent., 
which is the present law, up to the par value of the bonds deposited 
to secure their circulation. It is such a simple proposition that it did 
not seem to me or to the committee to be necessary to make any more 
elaborate or further report to reach the ordinary intelligence of the av- 
erage member of Congress. e 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. WEAVER] both know, I hope, the importance of the passage 
of a such a measure. Believing that they know it, I am constrained 
to regard their objections this morning as rather in the nature of fac- 
tious opposition than otherwise. 

But I repeat, sir, if the measure becomes a law it increases the cir- 
culation of the national banks, if they see fitto avail themselves of its 
provisions, only to the extent of 10 per cent. 

There are deposited in the national Treasury to-day one hundred and 
eighty-nine millions of Government bonds to secure the circulation of 
$167,000,000. If this shall become a law, then, Mr. Speaker, the cur- 
rency of the national banks will be increased to the extent of the dif- 
ference between these two sums, and no more. 

I have no desire to take up the time of the House this morning with 
further discussion of the bill, and I am in hopes that we can reach a 
vote upon it without delay. I would like to know, therefore, who 
rises upon the other side in opposition. ; 

Mr. BRUMM. I give notice to the gentleman that I rise for that 
5 Mr. COX. Let me ask the gentleman from Ohio if he can give the 
exact amount of the increase in circulation if his measure shall be 
adopted. 

Mr. WILKINS. It would be an increase of the difference between 
$189,083, 100 and $167,283,343, or in round numbers $21,799,000. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WILKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman intimates that he would like to 
know something about whether there is to be opposition to this bill. 
I say to him most emphatically that there will be, and that we want 
time. I would like to know how much time he is willing to accord 
before the debate proceeds further. 

Mr. WILKINS. Iam quitewilling to accord all the time necessary 
for a full ventilation of the opinions of the gentleman from Iowa. I 
turned to the other side of the House, hoping that if objection came at 
all it would be from over there. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. You turned to the wrong side. 

Mr. WILKINS. I rather think so, but the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BRUMM ] has emphatically stated his opposition. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WILKINS] yield? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman from Ohio yields the floor I 
suggest to him, as a number of gentlemen desire to speak, that some 
arrangement be reached now as to the extent of the debate. 

Mr. WILKINS. I was for that reason asked the question. 

The SPEAKER. To whom doesthe gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILKINS. I do not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to occupy the floor for 
one hour, and under the practice of the House has the right to yield 
part of that time, if he sees proper, to other gentlemen. 

Mr. WILKINS. No gentleman has indicated his desire to speak on 
the pending proposition. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isimply desire to call attention to the parliament- 
ary situation. Under the rule this committee would occupy the re- 
mainder of the hour to-day, andanother hour to-morrow; and after that, 


if not disposed of, the bill would go on the Calendar of unfinished busi- 
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ness. But so long as the House has no other business before it at the 
present time, it appears to me we would expedite matters by coming to 
an agreement by which the debate might run on, and at a certain hour 
wA poet pace or to-morrow the previous question should be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. WEAVER. I prefer not to make any agreement until we test 
the sense of the House on a motion to recommit. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All right, then. 

Mr. WILKINS. If no gentleman desires to speak on this question, 
I move the previous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That will not do. 

Mr. WILKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas as much time 
as he chooses to indicate. Will ten minutes be suflicient?_ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I prefer to have my time in my own 
right. If the gentleman from Ohio wishes to explain the billand tell 
the House the necessity for bringing in this measure at this time he 
has the right now to do that. I wish to oppose the bill, and do not de- 
sire to use Betyg eet time. 

Mr. WIL I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. ` 

Mr. WILKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Brum]. 

Mr. BRUMM. I do not want the gentleman to yield tome. Ipre- 
fer taking time in my own right. As a member of the committee I 
claim I have that right, and I see no necessity for this hurried and im- 
petuous action. This is a matter of vital importance to the people of 
this country, and one that ought to be considered immediately, and I 
certainly hope there will be no effort made to gag members on this 
question by calling the previous question. I insist upon my hour in 
my own time. ' 

Mr. WILKINS. Thereis no desire to gag any member of this House 
who desires to s on this question. I will ask unanimous consent 
that the di of this measure go on until 4 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. WEAVER objected. 

Mr. WILKINS. Then I insist on the demand for the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the discussion go on to-day, and the question 
will then come u in to-morrow under the rule. 

Mr. WILKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the diseussion shall 
proceed to-day through the entire day. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WILKINS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move torecommit the bill, and upon that motion 
I move the previous question; and I call for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to recommit. 

Mr. BLAND. _Is it in order to move to recommit with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It is. i 

Mr. BLAND. Then I desire to amend the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Iowa has demanded the 
eTa question on his motion to recommit, which cuts off all amend- 
men 

Mr. WEAVER. I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri to al- 
low him to offer his amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to make a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state rua sai 

Mr. SPRINGER. Rule XVII provides : 


It shall be in order, pending the motion for orafter the previous question shall 
have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and submit amo- 
tion to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select committee, 


The motion for the previas question made by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WILKINS] is not on the phssage, but on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is 
correct. The Chair had failed to make the distinction between the de- 

“mand for the previous question on the engrossment and third reading 
and the demand for the previous question on the ofthe bill. The 
motion now is for the previous question on ordering the bill to be en- 

and read a third time; and it is not in order under the rules of 
the House at that stage to move torecommit. The question is now on 
ordering the previous question on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. 

The affirmative vote was taken, being—ayes 113. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the question is not understood on account 
of so much confusion prevailing. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has already stated the question twice, 
but will again state it. The question is on thedemand by the gentle- 
man from Ohio for the previous question on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Allow metosay at this point that there is an honest 
desire on the part of several gentlemen to occupy some time in the dis- 
cussion of this measure. The gentleman from Ohio, I think, will ac- 
complish his object better by allowing the discussion to run for some 
time. 

. _Mr. WILKINS. Ihave been quite willing to agree to any reason- 

able proposition having that object in view. ` j 


Mr. McMILLIN. While the vote is being taken debate is not in 
order. I call for the regular order. 

The negative vote being taken, there were—noes 59, 

Mr. BRUMM. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 28 members voting therefor—not one-fifth 
of a quorum. 

Mr. BRUMM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 45 members voting in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. BLAND. _Is it in order now to move to recommit? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The question is on ordering the bill to 
be en; and read a third time, and upon that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WILKINS] demands the previous question. This vote is to 
Pe ae upon ordering the previous question. The Clerk will call the 
roll. ‘ 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker.declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND called for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 132. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand tellers. 

‘The question was taken upon ordering tellers;and they were refused— 
only 26 members voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. BRUMM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and they 
were refused—only 20 members voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. WEAVER. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and tellers were refused—only 18 members 
voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion now pending. [Laughter.] 
Tellers are refused; the yeas and nays are refused; the vote on the 
motion to adjourn is, ayes 55, noes 132; the noes have it, and the House 
refuses to adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that when the House adjourns to-day, it ad- 
journ to meet on Saturday next. 

The question was taken on Mr. BLAND’s motion; and the Speaker 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 114. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. BLAND], and 
the gentleman from Ohio, Pate. WILKINS] to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 3, noes 161. 

So the motion was not agreed to. } 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House take a recess until 20’clock. 

The question was taken on the motion for a recess; and the Speaker 
declared that‘the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILKINS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILKINS. Is it in order to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question ? 

The SPEAKER. If the order made by the House directing the yeas 
and nays to be called is set aside, rescinded, or reconsidered, the gen- 
tleman can withdraw his demand; but the House has taken possession 
of the question, and ordered the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit me, I think I 
can make Steg SR which may possibly facilitate this matter. Ido 
not think there is a disposition on the part of what seems to be the mi- 
nority here now, the opponents of this bill, to prevent a vote bein 
taken upon it. The disposition is simply to have a fhir discussion o 
the bill and an agreement to have a yea-and-nay vote upon it, and, 
while I am not prepared to make any proposition to-day, I think that 
there will be no difficulty to-morrow in arriving at a conclusion that 
will be fair to both sides, if the gentleman will allow the matter to lie 
over until that time. 

The SPEAKER. The hour will expire in one minute. This mat- 
ter will come up to-morrow during the morning hour, and in the mean 
time gentlemen may come to an understanding. Does the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] withdraw his motion for a recess? 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. There is no unfinished business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the hour expired? á 

The SPEAKER. The hour has expired, and unless there be some 
motion to gò into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, the next business in order is the consideration of bills on the 
House Calendar. : 

WAR RECORDS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged re- 

rt. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs to report 
back with amendments the resolution referred to that committee some 
days ago with reference to the compilation, etc., of the war records, I 
send the report to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that it be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution eall- 
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m the Secretary of War for information in relation to the war records, 
Fespeuully report th same back, and recommend its adoption with the follow- 


ing Strike out the word “directed” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ re- 


a ir resi words “ lately involved in the rebellion” the words “ or any 
other 542 

8. Strike out the word “ nde cow and insert in lieu thereof the word “colors.” 

4, Add after the citation of the States these words: “Looking to the preser- 
vation of said property as provided by law.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Unless some gentleman desires to discuss the 
resolution or the amendments—— 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has not yet been read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution. 

The Clerk read, as follows: > 

That the of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 

to the House a full statement of the plan and scope of the compilation of the 
official changes, 
he arrangement or subject-matters to 


providing for thet publication. > 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now ask the Clerk to read’ the amendments 
pro by the committee. 

e SPEAKER. Those amendments have already been reported. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order that the House may understand their 
effect, I ask that they be read again. Š 

Fue ee as embraced in the report of the committee were 

read. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, unless some one desires to dis- 
cuss Arse resolution or the proposed amendments, I move the previous 
question. : 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, thirty minutes are allowed forde- 
pete, fifteen minutes in support of the proposition and fifteen minutes 

opposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no wish to make any remarks in refer- 
ence to the resolution or amendments, and unless some other member 
desires discussion I call for a vote. š 

The SPEAKER. If no gentleman desires to speak, the Chair will 
put the question. [A pause.] The first question is upon the amend- 
ments. Isa separate vote demanded on any of them? In the absence 
of such demand, the question will be taken upon the amendments in 

- 


gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was ad 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


` A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
CAPTURED BATTLE-FLAGS, ETC. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to submit from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs another i iai report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Mili , Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution 

als u praca Bee a. ar for information zessin to the flags, saad 
, an , respectfully report same back 

ommend that it be adopted with following Pris overt = Se 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the Clerk read the resolution be- 
fore reading the amendments, so that the effect of the amendments 
may be better understood. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of W: dh hereby, 
Gils Hones whether Soi iuo tines the dae tans ome and 
the enemies of the United States have been rem: 


directed 


have been at any 


States Government, for the 
surrender or delivery of any portion of said and trophies to any oi or 
person in any of States lately involved in rebellion, and, if so, by whose 


218, 428, 1554, and 
Sie following amendments reccommended by the committee were 


First. Strike out the word “ directed” and insert in lieu thereof the word “re- 
quested.” “ 


Second. Insert after the words “lately involved in the rebellion” the words 
“or any other State.” 
y Ae EA out the word “trophies” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

co; 

Fo Add after the citation of statutes these wo! a to the 
vation G paid property as provided by law.” sir eee PENET 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. $ or À 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This resolution has been reported without ma- 
terial modifications. Ihave no desire to make any remarks at this time 
on the merits ofthe resolution, but I trust the chairman of the commit- 
tee will allow me to say a few words in regard to the amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Two or three minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the first amendment reported by the 
committee proposes to change the phraseology of that portion of the reso- 
lution which calls for this information, by striking out the word “ di- 
rected” and inserting the word ‘‘requested.’? On this point I wish to 
say that in framing the resolution I had no desire to make the wording 
especially imperative or to depart from the custo phraseology of 
the House in resolutions of this kind. I consulted what I believed to 
be the uniform precedents of this body and the Senate in making requi- 
sitions upon the various heads of De ents for information. 

Without going into any elaborate citations, I may say that I have here 
references taken at random from the proceedings of the last session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress, embracing ten or fifteen cases in which, by 
resolutions of the House calling for information, the head of the Depart- 
ment has been “‘ directed’? to furnish such information. 

I will detain the House only by referring toone Ihavehere. Inthe 
House of Representatives, on the 21st of December, 1885, Mr. Morrison, 
of Tiinois, chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, and the leader 
of the majority side of the House, asked unanimous consent that a res- 
olution be now considered by the House in these words: 

Resolved, That the Secretary 


I cite that as an illustration to show that the leader of the Demo- 
cratic side of the House certainly would not be likely to go out of his 
way to employ an unusual method of calling for information. 

I cite further the fact that in the exhaustive report of the Senate Ju- 
diciary Committee, made February 17, 1886, in the celebrated dispute 
between the Senate and the Executive in regard to the production of 
certain executive documents, the only contention made on the part of ' 
the minority was that the Senate had no right to demand the pro- 
duction of documents in possession of the President himself; but so 
far as the public archives were concerned and documents in the various 
Departments, there was no contention on either side against the right 
of either branch of Congress to demand their production. On that point 
those eminent lawyers composing the Senate Judiciary Committee say 
in the majority report: 

The early Journals of the Senate show a great number of instances of direc- 
tion to the heads of De ents, as of course, to furnish papers and reports of 
all sorts, both executive and legislative. 

But they make the distinction of requesting the Executive and com- 
manding the heads of Departments. Each House of ip Dee, from the 
early days until now, in calling for papers and other information, has 
followed that formula, as is shown by instances innumerable. I leave 
that point with these brief citations of the usage of Congress. 

Iam not at all tenacious about phraseology. If the House chooses 
to request the Secretary instead of using the ordinary phraseology, it 
is perfectly satisfactory to me. Ihave been led to believe that these 
forms and phrases which have come to us through the precedents of 
years had some meaning and were based on a deliberate conception of 
the relative positions of the different branches of the Government and 
its o! and I am firm in the belief that the proper phraseology 
of the House of tatives of the United States in requiring the 
production of public documents of this Government, or information in 
regard to public affairs from the heads of Departments, is to ‘‘direct,”’ 
as always has been done, ~ 

in regard to the next amendment, which is the substitution of the 
word “colors” for ‘‘trophies,’’ of course that is immaterial. 

A further amendment provides that the inquiry shall be extended be- 
yond the original terms of the resolution, which required information . 
as to any proposition to return flags or colors captured from the enemies 
of the United States to any persons representing any of the States lately 
involved in rebellion, so as to include the inquiry whether any flags or 
colors had been returned to anybody in ‘‘any other State.” I haveno 
objection to that, although, Mr. Speaker, I may be permitted to say it 
has no point of bearing on the purpose of the original resolution. No 
troops from any of those ‘‘ other States,” to which reference is made in 
this amendment, ever had any colors, standards, or banners captured 
from, them as enemies of the United States. In those ‘‘other States” 
the were organized into regiments under State classifications and 


titles, as the First Maine, Tenth Massachusetts, and Fourth Michigan 
Volunteers, etc., and as they brought their own banners when they were 
mustered into the United States service, they carried their banners with 
them when they went home to be mustered out after having aided in 
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suppressing the rebellion. No banners or trophies could have been capt- 
ured from them as enemies of the United States. 

I presume, therefore, that the only purpose of this amendment may 
possibly be to call into prominence the fact which has been alleged in 
some of the newspapers, that in some instances where troops from the 
loyal States had their colors captured from them on the field of battle 
by rebel organizations, and afterwards the Army of the United States, 
or some portion of it, captured such rebel organization with its banners, 
and also with the Union banners they held as trophies, and brought 
them to Washington, that in some of those instances, requests from 
loyal regiments in the North—regiments whose organization has been 
still kept up—regiments recognized to-day as part of the militia of the 
United States as they were when they enlisted—that on the request of 
persons connected with those regiments, the Secretary of War or some 
other official has returned to such regiments of loyal soldiers the colors 
which they bore into battle in defense of the Union, and which had 
been captured from them on the field by the enemies of the United 
States, and afterwards recaptured from those enemies of the United 
States and sent to Washington. 

Now, if the Committee on Military Affairs, or any portion of the 
members of the House, think that the citation of any possible instances 
where banners have thus been returned to Union troops who originally 
carried them in defense of the Government is pertinent to this inquiry, 
relating solely to propositions to transfer the banners and colors capt- 
ured from the armed enemies of the United States back to persons 
claiming to be the representatives of those military organizations which 
were at the time enemies of the United States, I do not think that I 
shall care to antagonize it. 

With this brief explanation I desire to say to my friends on this side 
of the House, and to gentlemen on both sides of the House, that I am 
very glad to find that the Committee on Military Affairs by reporting 
back with unanimous vote this resolution, without substantial modi- 
fications, have so fully vindicated the belief I expressed when I intro- 
duced and asked immediate action upon the resolution, that there really 
would be no serious objection upon either side of the House to its 
adoption. ; 

Mr, COX. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the gentleman from 
Illinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND], I beg to say to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE] and to the House, that I have no doubt he is in 
the main correct as to the form of expression ordinarily used in such 
resolutions. It has always been the custom, in the phraseology of 
resolutions of this character, when addressed to the head of a Depart- 
ment, to use the word ‘“‘directed,’? but when such a resolution is 
addressed to the President of the United States we employ the word 
“requested.” I never could see any special reason for adkéring to 
that form when asking information of the De ents, ‘True, the 
heads of Departments are the clerks of the President—his subordinates 
—for the transaction of the operations of theGovernment. But we, as 
a body representing the people, are possibly somewhat superior to the 
mere Cabinet officer, and perhaps we do not treat him with the same 
deference as we treat a co-ordinate branch, to wit, the Executive. I 
think there would be no objection possibly to the use of either word in 
connection with such a resolution; but I am told by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND], chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, that the committee has made a unanimous report, and 
perhaps it could not now be amended in that respect without a new 
meeting of the committee and further delay. 

Having made that unanimous report which so pleases my friend from 
Maine, I am glad to know that we have unanimity at last in this busi- 
ness; for it indicates that there has been a ‘‘ growth in grace’’ towards 
all our States, North and South, in relation to our late troubles, or 
rather our remote troubles, for they are now remote. So we ought to 
congratulate ourselves and the country that a resolution of this char- 
acter, which touches the public sensibilities so greatly, has been arrived 
at, and has received even the appreciation of my friend from Maine. 

Mr. BO . If my friend from New York will permit me to 
reciprocate his very pleasant expressions, I will only emphasize them 
by saying that I am sorry the gentleman did not take the same position 
a few days ago, when I requested immediate action upon this matter. 

Mr. COX. But the gentleman from Maine will recollect that he was 
entirely out of order, as he generally is. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the Committee on 
Military Affairs I desire to say that the action of that committee was 
entirely unanimous upon all the amendments to this resolution. The 
reason the first amendment was adopted was because there was no ap- 
prehension in the mind of any member of the committee that the Sec- 
retary of War would be disinclined to answer promptly and fully any 
of the inquiries addressed to him by this resolution, and therefore, as 
a matter of taste, every member of the committee felt that it was bet- 
ter to use the more courteous term ‘‘requested”’ in lieu of the more 
imperative and commanding term ‘‘ directed.” - 

t was also thought by some members of the committee that the 
House alone has no power to compel any Cabinet officer or a co-ordinate 
branch of the Government to respond to any inquiry. They are of the 
opinion that you can not direct or compel a Cabinet officer except by 
an act of Congress, which, of course, requires the co-operation and ap- 


proval of the Senate at least. As this resolution simply addresses in- 
quiry to the head of a Department in a co-ordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment, it was deemed proper by every member of the committee, 
Republican as well as Democrat, that a more courteous term should be 
used than the one employed in the original resolution. 

Now as to the second amendment. ‘The resolution, as it was sent to 
the committee, confined the inquiry to the action of persons or officials 
in States which had lately been involved in the rebellion. The com- 
mittee, by a unanimous vote, without one single discordant voice, either 
Democrat or Republican, deemed it perfectly proper and right that the 
inquiry should be broadened so as to ascertain whether persons or of- 
ficials in any State, North or South, had asked for or obtained the cus- 
tody of any of the captured flags, standards, or colors which, under the 
law, are required to be preserved in the War Department at Washing- 
ton. 

- The third amendment was adopted for this reason: The language of 
the original resolution requires the Secretary of War to furnish ‘‘ infor- 
mation as to what measures, ifany, have been taken to comply with the 
requirements and obvious intent of sections 218, 228, 1554, and 1555 of 
the Revised Statutes.” The amendment offered by the committee is 
to the effect that the words be added ‘‘in so far as it relates to the 
preservation of these flags, ete.” 

This wasdone because, upon anexamination of these sections, it was 
seen that but one of them relates to the War Department. The others 
relate alone to the Navy Department and to matters over which the 
Secretary of War has no control, and who it can not be assumed is as 
well prepared to advise us as the Secretary of the Navy. In order that 
we might adhere as much as possible to the language of the gentleman 
from Maine as expressed in the original resolution—for we desired that 
he shall solely enjoy the fame and origin of the language of this reso- 
lution—it was suggested that we make the modification in the form I 
have quoted and therefore obviate the necessity for striking out the 
sections of the statute mentioned, although they have no relation what- 
ever to the question before the House, which is an inquiry addressed to 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. Speaker, it will be premature to discuss the merits of this resolu- 
tion in advance of the answer of the Secretary of War. I shall there- 
fore refrain from saying anything whatever in regard to its merits until 
the answer of the Secretary of War has been received. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me a word in regard 
to the statutes which have been referred to? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will be brief. I merely 
want to economize time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Onlya moment. Iam perfectly well aware and 
was so when I drew the resolution, that three of those statutes referred 
to were not directed specifically to the Secretary of War; and if the 
gentleman will examine the resolution he will see that it asks the 
Secretary of War what measures have been taken to comply with the 
requirements and ‘‘obvious intent’’ of sections so and so. 

The statutes are these: The first two are in the organic acts creating 
the War and Navy Departments. Those require the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the aey to collect all flags, standards, and colors 
captured by the Army and the Navy, respectively, from the enemies 
of the United States. Those are in the original acts creating those 
Departments. 

Farther on in the Statutes—sections 1554, I think, and 1555—there 
are provisions, first, that the Secretary of the Navy shall cause to be 
collected and transmitted to the national capital all standards and 
colors captured from the enemies of the United States by the Navy; 
and section 1555 requires the President of the United States to cause 
those colors to be properly displayed at some place at the seat of gov- 
ernment. 

Now, there is no specific provision of that nature addressed by a 
statute to the Secretary of War. But I included those in my resolution 
because it did not seem to me that the War Department or the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs would desire to plead that the plain and clear 
intent of the instruction of Congress to the Secretary of the Navy in re- 
gard to the proper disposition of trophies captured in battle by one of 
the great branches of the military arm would not properly apply in its 
intent and spirit to the War Department in its dealing with the same 
subject. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move the adoption of the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Areseparate votes demanded on the amendments? 


No separate vote was demanded. 
The amendments were agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. : 


Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of privilege. I offer for 
present consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


, That the standing committee of this House on printing be 


Resolved, uested 
to inquire into the reams. it any exist, why the daily CONGRESSIONAL 
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is not furnished to members at an earlier hour, and report their finding in the 
premises to the House. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed te. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNN. I ask the Chair if it is now in order to move to go into 

Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
of considering bills on that Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. DUNN. I make that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman please state his object ? 

Mr. DUNN. My object is to call up for consideration the bill re- 
` lating to a Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; the Senate bill No. 261. 
The motion was agreed to. 


COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills on 
the Calendar of that committee. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The first bill on the Calendar was read, as follows: 

Aaah (S. 261) to amend the law concerning the Commissioner of Fish and 
is es. 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 4395 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, a person of scientific and practical uaintance with the 
fish and fisheries to be a Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and he shall re- 
ceive a salary of $5,000 a year, and he shall be removable at the pleasure of the 
President. id Commissioner shall not hold any other office or employment 
under the authority of the United States or any State.” 


The report (by Mr. DuNN) was read, as follows: . 


The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries{to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 261) entitled *“ An act to amend the law concerning the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries,” have considered the same and report it back to the 
House without amendment, and recommend its without delay. 

The United States Fish Commission was established by actof February 9, 1871, 
which provided for the appointment, by the President, with the consent of the 
Senate, of a Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries from among the civil officers 
or employés of the Government, whoshall serve withoutadditionalsalary. The 
act contemplated simply an investigation * with the view ofascertaining whether 
any, and what.diminution in the number of food-fishes’ had taken place, 
and also what “ protective, prohibitory, or precautionary measures should ve 
adopted, and report upon the same to © ingress,” 

© act of March 3 of the same year, to provide for deficiencies, ete., appro- 
priated $5,000 for the Sp ary of the inquiry ordered. 

Professor Spencer F. rd, then assistant secretary of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, and an employé of the Government, he having charge of the National 
Museum, was appointed Commissioner. He prosecuted the inquiries with so 
much zeal, energy, and ability that the act of 1871 was re-enacted, and the de- 
ficiency bill of May 18, 1872, made an additional appropriation of $3,500 to con- 
tinue the inquiry and $500 for the reparation of illustrations, tables,and report. 

So impressed was Congress with the wisdom of Professor Baird’s recommen- 
dations, based on the investigations he had made into the condition of our fish- 
eries, that the act of June 10, 1872, contained an appropriation of $5,000 to con- 
tinue those oe during the fiscal pA, and $15,000 was provided “for 
the introduction of shad into the waters of the Pacific States, the Gulf States, and 
of the Mississippi Valley; and of salmon, whitefish, and other useful food-fishes 
into the waters of the United States to which they are best adapted.” Each suc- 
ceeding year appropriations have bee as the work was extended 
under the wise and successful management of the Commissioner. 

The act limiting the appointment of the Commissioner to a detail of some one 
at the time in the employ of the Government appears to haye contemplated only 
an inquiry occupying perhaps a few summer months. 

At the time of the selection of Professor Baird his duties under his salaried 
position were comparatively light, as he was charged with the administration, 
under the Secretary, of the Museum, which was in those days contained in the 
small i ser which could be allowed in the Smithsonian building. Under Pro- 

ird’s masterly, wise,and energetic management, both the Fish Com- 
mission and the National Museum have grown to large proportions, so that at 
his death the work of the Fish Commission had developed from an inquiry in 
1871, on an appropriation of $5,000, to the progona AnA rtation, and distri- 
bution of over 100,000,000 young fish, and the administration of some sixteen 
hatching and rearing stations: two in Maine, at Grand Lake Stream and Bucks- 
port; twoin nsetts, at Gloucester and Wood's Holl; two in Michigan, 
at Northville and Alpena; one at Duluth; one on the Columbia River; two in 
California, on the Sacramento; one on the Susquehanna, at Havre de Grace; one 
at the mouth of the Potomac; two within the city of Washington; one at Fort 
Washington, and one at Wytheville, Va., besides the administration of scientific 
investigations and fish hatching done by three steam and one sailing vessel, and 
of three transporting cars specially designed to transfer fish from one end of 
the country to the o! ý 

The National Museum has had a corresponding expansion, for in addition to 
the hall of the Smithsonian, which held the collections in 1871, and whose ad- 
ministration cost $20,000, a building covering 3} acres has been builtand equipped, 
and it has been found necessary to appropriate $168,000 for their care this year, 

The necessity arose for husbanding and increasing our food resources, and Pro- 
fessor Baird created and expanded the FishCommission, and although the act ot 
1871 may have been prudent and a wise measure at the time it was enacted, and 
although the work of the Fish Commission as well as that of the Museum was 
well done by him, perhaps at sacrifice of some years of his valuable and hon- 
ored life, it is to be doubted if, at the time of his appointment as Fish Commis- 
sioner, the Smithsonian, the National Museum, and the Fish Commission had 
i ieee present zangado; Con ess would ere abate for their con- 

u ng placed even on road shoulders, an: e work of three assigned 
to his well-trained and cultivated intellect. re ia 

‘The work of the Fish Commission has become so extensive, and the results 
so important to the country, that it should be made, as this bill pro the sole 
Sees of the Commissioner—it should occupy all time, is bill, therefore, 
while giving the President the greatest latitude in making his choice, takes away 
the limitation that that choice shall be confined tothose who may be otherwise 


Syper by the Government. This hill repeals the provision of the act of 1871, 
which requires that the now important and all-engrossing duties of the Fish 
Commissioner shall be performed at the expense of some other department and 
some other appropriation, 

Under the present law the Commissioner must either holda sinecure, receive 
a Government salary which he does not earn, or he must neglect duties for 
which he is paid in order that he might perform others for which he is not paid; 
or perhaps, as in the case of Professor Baird, devote hours which nature demands 
for rest and recreation to Government work without compensation. The first 
two alternatives are neither right nor proper, and the Government is not so im- 
pecunious or needy that we should ask for it or accept such gratuitous services, 

The rate of salary named in the bill is the same as has been fixed for and paid 
to the assistant commissioner for years. 

With a Commissioner charged, as his sole duty, with the work of the Fish 
Commission there will be no further need for an assistant commissioner. The 
bill, therefore, does not contemplate any additional expense. The further de- 
ae! of the administration will be looked to when the appropriation bills are 
mit te beat not to incumber the present bill with other matter than the provis- 
ion for the head of the Commission, as it is of the first importance that a per- | 
manent head of the Commission should be provided forat once. Assoon asthe 
new Commissioner Bed Sore for by this act shall have been appointed and in- 
stalled, he can be called before the committees of the House, and if further leg- 
islation be needed it can be predicated on his reports, and after a revision of 
any projects for the prosecution of the work which he may submit, * 

Mr. DUNN. I do not’know of anything that I can add to the ex- 
planation given in the report if members have attended to the reading 
of it. Thesimple question is whether the Fish Commission shall be re- 
tained and given a thorough business organization, with a distinctive, 
independent, and responsible head to it, or whether it shall be aban- 
doned. 

I presume that members generally know that it originated at the in- 
stance of Professor Baird in the institution of a mere inquiry in 1871, 
and that it has grown now to be one of the most important bureaus of 
the Government in the estimation of a great many thoughtful and con- 
siderate people. Appropriations have been made from year to year 
and placed at the disposal practically of Professor Baird almost with- 
out limitation, and I believe during most of the time without detailed 
report as to the manner of their expenditure, so great was the confi- 
dence which Congress and the country had in his wisdom and in his 
integrity, and the results have justified that confidence. 

But Professor Baird is dead, and thereis now no practical head to that 
bureau. And it is thought wise and to be best that an independent 
head be created, in order that the bureau may be administered on a 
basis of responsibility, as the other departments or bureaus of the Gov- 
ernment are and should be. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit me a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman inform us what authority Con- 
gress has for legislation creating this bureau? 

Mr. DUNN. Well, Mr. Chairman, that isa very large question, un- 
doubtedly, in the estimation of my friend from Alabama; but it seems 
that Congress created this bureau in 1871, and has maintained itsince. 
It was perhaps unfortunate that my friend from Alabama was not here 
just then to intercept it; but we have the bureau in existence, and it is 
for Congress to determine now not whether it will create such a bureau, 
but whether or not it will retain it. Really, time would fail me to 
undertake to go into a general disquisition as to the exact authority of 
Congress to do or not to do a great many things which it has done in 
the past. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman answer another question ? 

Mr. DUNN. IfI can. 

Mr. OATES. Was not the origin of this bureau merely a resolution 
authorizing the detail of an officer of the Government to inquire into 
the destruction of fish along the coast? - 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir; that was its origin, as is stated in the report of 
the committee. Inquiry made under that authority led to the making 
of the appropriations by Congress from time to time for the creation of 
hatching-stations, for the construction and equipment of vessels, forthe _ 
construction and maintenance of railway cars to t rt spawn and 
young fish, and distribute them over the country, and for doing all the 
things that the Fish Commission has done. There has been created 
and brought into existence a plant costing the Government perhaps 
more than a quarter million dollars, possibly a half million. Wenow 
have sixteen hatching-stations, several vessels with their equipments, 
and some railway cars constructed for the express purpose of trans- 
porting spawn and young fish to different parts of the country, where 
they are deposited in the water fordevelopmentand propagation. That 
is the situation. The bureau is now actuallyin existence. Heretofore 
the appropriations have been intrusted to Professor Baird, but, unfor- 
tunately for science and the good of mankind, Professor Baird is no 
longer alive, and it now devolves upon the Government to put that bu- 
reau upon a business basis or else toabandonit. It isnot believed that 
there is any strong sentiment in the country in favor of abandoning it, 
because everybody is aware of the great benefits that have resulted 
from its establishment. 

Mr. STEELE. Can the gentleman inform us whether Professor 
Baird’s successor has been appointed? ° 

Mr. DUNN. There has been designated an officer to take charge of 


that bureau temporarily, Professor Goode, who is now away on leaye 
of absence, I believe. By reference of the question to the Solicitor-Gen- - 
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eral, it was found that the assistant commissioner, who had been really 
the administrative officer of the Government, was not eligible for ap- 
pointment to the position of Commissioner. 

Mr. STEELE. Is Professor Baird’s successor at the head of the 
Smithsonian Institution? - 

Mr. DUNN. Professor Goode? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes. 

Mr. DUNN. I can not answer that question. Professor Baird, I 
believe, was one of the secretaries of the Institution. 

Mr. COX. Professor Goode is assistant secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, but he will probably be compelled to resign by reason of 
ill health. 

Mr. STEELE. Professor Baird’s successor, ifappointed, will receive 


Oh, no. 

Mr. STEELE. Professor Baird received that. 

Mr. DUNN. Professor Baird received nothing as Fish Commissioner, 

Mr. STEELE. But in connection with the Smithsonian Institution 
he received $8,000. 

Mr. DUNN. He received $8,000 for perferming the duties of that 
office and of two others. 

Mr. COX. But not from the Government. 

Mr. DUNN. Not from the Government. 

Mr. STEELE. I want toask the gentleman from Arkansas whether, 
within his knowledge, the President of the United States has canvassed 
the country to find a man who can perform the duties which Professor 
Baird performed as Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution and as 
Fish Commissioner. 

Mr. DUNN. I must respectfully refer the gentleman to the Presi- 
dent himself. The question would not be a respectful one for me to 
ask, and I must decline to make the inquiry, and, in the absence of 
any information on the subject, I can not undertake to answer the gen- 
tleman’s question, 

Mr. STEELE. Do you not thinkit would be possible for the Presi- 
dent to find a suitable successor to Professor Baird? 

Mr. DUNN. I have never doubted the President’s ability to dis- 

all the duties devolving upon him by law as Chief Executive 
with great ability and great benefit to the country. 

Mr. STEELE, As I understand it now, the party of ‘‘ economy and 
reform ’’ propose to pay $13,000 to some one for performing the same 
duties that were porran by Professor Baird for $8,000. 

Mr. DUNN. ‘The gentleman is greatly in error. Isympathize with 
him, and I shall be patient in enlightening him. [Laughter.] The 
Government has never paid one dollar as a salary to any person for 
acting as Fish Commissioner. 

Mr. STEELE. Professor Baird did ‘that work in addition to his 
other duties ? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes; Professor Baird was a great naturalist and sci- 
entist and an enthusiast about this particular matter. He rendered the 
Government a very valuable service as a labor of love, and his labors 
produced such valuable results that it is now deemed wise for Congress 
to preserve and extend them by preserving this bureau and leaving the 
President to find a fit successor to carry on Professor Baird’s work. 

Mr. STEELE. Would it not be economy to defer this matter for 
awhile in order to see whether a successor can not be found to perform 
the same duty that Professor Baird did and for the same pay? 

Mr. DUNN. ‘The President will scarcely ‘‘search’’ for a Commis- 
sioner, for he is authorized to appoint one. 

Mr. STEELE. He has already made a designation, as I understand. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Dunn] yields to me for a few moments. 

As to the’question of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], I 
will simply make this explanation, that the salary of Professor Baird 
‘was never paid out of the Treasury or by the Governmentofthe United 
' States. As Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, elected by the re- 

gents of that Institution, not appointed by the President, he was paid 
out of the income of the Institution. He was designated as the head 
of the Fish Commission, and for his services in that capacity he received 
no salary whatever. ; 

Professor Baird’s successor as secretary of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion has been selected by the regents, and is performing his duties, 
This Fish Commission has grown to such an extent that the adminis- 
trative work requires an executive flicer at the head of it. It will 
be no longer proper to devolve the duties of the head of this commis- 
sion upon an officer paid out of a private fund, and who, having been 
selected for his high scientific abilities and attainments, can not prop- 
erly bò required togiveto the administrative duties of an office like this 
the time and attention which they demand, and who is not expected’ 
to vations special qualifications which would fit him for work of this 


While on the floor I will say only one other word with reference to 
the arpoo of a head for this commission, By the language of 
the bill it is provided, I observe, that the President shall appoint as 


Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries a person of scientific and practical 
acquaintance with the fish and fisheries of the coast, The gentleman 
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from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] informs me that this language has been 
modified so as to include the inland waters of thecountry. With the 
respect which I have for Professor Baird’s memory and which I had for 
him while he was living, I would be the last man to make any criti- 
cism upon the past management of the Fish Commission; but I think 
there is danger that the scientific side of this question may be given a 
prominence not designed by Congress in the establishment of this com- 
mission. I do not understand that the appropriations made by Con- 
gress for this work, amounting to several hundred thousand dollars per 
annum, and increasing from year to year, are given for the purpose of 
investigations in natural history. In my view, the work of this com- 
mission is designed to be economic and practical, looking to an increase 
of the food supply in the fisheries of the United States. The practical 
and economic side of the work of this commission is the one which 
should have prominence, and thescientific work should be only an ad- 
junct. I think the danger to be apprehended in the future, especially 
if we should have a purely scientific man at the head of this commis- 
sion, is that he will consider the appropriations given by Congress as 
designed rather for the purpose of conducting scientific experiments 
and investigations than to be applied to the actual economic work con- 
templated by Congress in the creation of the commission. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does not the gentleman’s argument 
apply more to the question of the appointment which may be made by 
the President than to the phraseology of the bill? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Iam not objecting to the phra- 
sony of the bill, for it includes both terms—‘‘ scientific’? and “ prac- 
tical. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Ofcourse the appointee must have some 
special knowledge with reference to the subjects intrusted to the com- 
mission. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. If I were going to write the bill 
I would give the word ‘‘ practical’’ preference over the other. 

Mr. DUNN. LI yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from California [Mr; FELTON]. 

Mr. FELTON, wish tostate for the information of gentlemen here 
that while Professor Baird received no salary other than that paid from 
the funds of the Smithsonian Institution—— 

Mr. STEELE. A salary of $8,000. 

Mr. FELTON. He had an assistant who performed, under the super- 
vision of the professor, most of the duties connected with the work of the 
Fish Commission, and this assistant was paid for hisservices $5,000 per 
annum. It is now proposed to dispense with this assistant and to put at 
the head of this commission some competent gentleman who will receive 
the salary of $5,000. Co; uently there will be no increased expendi- 
ture in the matter of salaries for conducting the work of the commission. 
This work having grown to such magnitude as to justify the creation 
of a distinct bureau with an official head, itis important that this officer 
should give to the work of the commissioh his entire time, instead of 


attending to matters connected with two or three different institutions. 
There will be no increase of salary and no additional expenditure of 
money. 


Mr. STEELE. Does the gentleman refer to Mr. Ferguson ? 

Mr. FELTON. I do refer to Mr. Ferguson, a gentleman as to whom 
Professor Baird is upon record as saying that there was not in the United 
States a man who was his equal in knowledge of these fish industries. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I think I can answer satisfactorily the 
queries which have been propounded on the other side. I would not 
obtrude myself in connection with this matter but for some relation 
which I had in the early days tothe Smithsonian Institution and my re- 
gard for the gentlemen who have been associated through that Institu- 
tion with the Fish Commission. 

Professor Baird, as weall know, became, after the death of Professor 
Henry, the Secretary ofthe Smithsonian Institution. He receivedasal- 
ary, butnot from the Government. He wasa beneficiary under the will of 
an Englishman—James Smithson. When we undertook, through the 
agency of the Government, toinvestigate the propagation of food-fishesin 
America, a measure was passed by on the 9th of February, 1871, 
authorizing the President to appoint, for the purpose of taking charge 
of this work, some one connected either with the Smithsonian In- 
stitution or with the Government. Professor Baird at that time was 
connected with the Government National Museum, He was an em- 
ployé ofthe Government. Being an enthusiast in relation to the propa- 
gation of food-fishes, having a thorough scientific training, he entered 
upon these con amore. He was selected by the President to 
undertake it, He undertook it without pay. 

The pay he received as Secretary was perhaps adequate for his run- 
ning as a citizen of Washington, in such an eminent position, 
but he died a comparatively poor man, and his family, consisting of an 
infirm wife and an infirm daughter, are living in a house which they 
must sell or give up, unless they are more or less supported from some 
other source than remained to him at his death, After all his gratui- 
tous and beneficent services for the Government, they must d up 
that comfort which they enjoyed while the husband and father, was 

the Government. But of that I may speak on another and 
more fitting occasion. 
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I do not wish to discuss the question whether there is any necessity 
for this bureau. It exists. The only question now is, whether we 
shall sustain it in its present efficiency. 

Professor Baird inaugurated the inquiry to which I have adverted, 
in 1871. He continued his service until the last year, when he died. 
On his decease Professor Goode was called to take his place. He was 
and isin frail health. He had been an assistant to Professor Baird and 
has been receiving $5,000 as such assistant fish commissioner. Pro- 
fessor Goode, at the express request of the President, took charge of 
this trust temporarily, as understood. He is not able to keep up his 
relation with the Smithsonian, and the Museum, and with the Fish 
Commission dlso; so that he is likely to resign that position as Fish 
Commissioner. 

Now the question comes up, whether we shall continue this bureau. 
It does not call on us to pay any more money out of the Treasury as 
salary than has been paid to the assistant commissioner. This was well 
stated by the gentleman. We propose to give the same sum to the of- 
ficer created under this act, as was paid to the assistant, namely, $5,000. 

' This business of propagating our food-fishes is well appreciated by 
the people all overourcountry. Since Professor Baird began this work 
there has been sent out by tank, cans, and otherwise, throughout the 
land, from Texas to Maine, and from the Columbia River to the St. 
John’s, one hundred millions of young fish, or spawn, for the propaga- 
tion of this food. 

The report of Professor Goode (House Miscellaneous Document No. 
39) to the present Congress shows the cost during the last fiscal year 
of theproduction, transportation, and distribution ofthese hundred mill- 
ions from their sixteen hatching and rearing stations. The propaga- 
tion expenses were $130,000, the cost of fish-ponds and distribution was 
$45,000; and the same sum for vessels engaged in the service. There 
are existing other appliances for the forwarding of this extensive and 
humane object, which I will not now dwell upon. 

The time has almost come prophesied by Professor Huxley, when an 
acre of water will almost produce as much food for the support of human 
life as an acre of land. 

The science of fish propagation is one of the marvelsofourtime. It 
is one of the miracles of physical culture. We haveunderstood, appre- 
ciated, and encouraged by law this wonderful multiplication of food- 
fishes. 

If I am permitted to refe» modestly to my travels, I will say that 
when I was coasting around Norway ascientist informed me—pointing 
out over the Arctic Ocean, which we were inspecting—that there had 
been the year before a shoal of codfish near the Loféden Islands 1 mile 
in superficial extent, containing one hundred and fifty millions of cod; 
and that those codfish had fed on four hundred and twenty millions of 
herring. There is no limit to the wonderful infinitude of these finny 
. creatures of the deep. 
~ Professor Baird saw with generous vision this result of natural law. 
Although I believe the invention or discovery of this remarkable fe- 
cundity and mode of propagation in fish was made at an earlier date 
than 1871, still he utilized it. To be just in this connection, I may 
remark that before Professor Baird undertook this service, Dr. Gar- 
lick, an Ohio man, discovered the process, His is not a happy name, 
but his discovery was felicity itself to millions. Is it not a curious 
fact that Ohio always seems to be a little ahead of other States in cer- 
tain affairs—political or otherwise? [Laughter.] Excuse my seeming 


forwardness in speaking of Ohio products, for I was born there myself. 
[Langhter-| 
Nevertheless, Mr. Chairman, there never was an interest in this coun- 


try so cared for by the Government as this of fish. Our first efforts, 
at least in New England, with fish. When our ancestors—I re- 
fer to New England where I was educated—when our ancestors went 
to King James for a charter to go across seas and colonize Massachu- 
setts, the king asked the Puritans, ‘‘ What is your object? What do 

ou intend?’ Their answer was, ‘‘To worship God and catch fish !” 
Tianan. Then the king rejoined, “I give you the charter. Fore 


Gad! it isthe Apostles’ own Y? [Renewed laughter. ] 
Why, sir, even in the early ch es of New England the early and 
pious Puritans used to sing: 
Ye monsters of the bubbling deep, 
Your Maker’s name upraise; 
Up from the sands ye codlings peep, 
And wag your tails always, 
[Laughter and applause. ] i 
So that in early New England the cure and care of fish was concom- |. 


itant with commerce, liberty, and sanctity. In later times New Eng- 
Jand has obtained Congressional enactments giving free salt for her 
fish, while the miserable man in Chicago can not get free salt for his 
pork. [Laughter.] Congress has always had a kindly word for the 
fishermen. For many deeades it gave bounties at so much per cod. 
These fishermen have not become less tenacious of their rights since 
the bounty ceased. They are a power in numbers and influence. They 
number a million or more of men constantly engaged in their hardy 
and hazardous occupation. Their calling is associated at the present 
But 
be cared 


time with some curious wriggling in diplomacy. [Laughter. 
wherever they are, and wherever they adventure, they should 
for by the fostering arm of the Government. 
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The main objectof this bill, sir, is not toassist the fishermen so much 
as the consumers of fish. It would send out the seed broadcast, that 
food harvests may grow in all the waters of this land. I trust there 
will be nothing done here to impair the usefulness of this bureau. I 
trust, as this bill takes no money out of the Treasury, that no further 
objection will be made to its passage; that the President may be able 
to select a good practical man of science and energy, whether he be a 
Democrat or not, to occupy and honor the position. I am not sure but 
that there may be found some good scientific Democrat in this country 
to administer this office, [Laughter.] Al thesciences cannot be mon- 
opolized by the Republican party. There may bea Democrat discovered 
with the qualities of a good scientific fisherman. The President will 
find him, The President himself is somewhat of an expert in that line. 
[Laughter.] At alleventslet us by thisenactment enable him to select 
‘the right man for the position. So far as I am individually concerned 
Iam not over eager whether he selects a Democrat or a Republican to 
carry out the humane and beneficent provisions proposed by this bill 
reported by my honored friend from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn], to whom I 
ane my thanks for the privilege of these desultory remarks. [Ap- 

use, 
a Mr. don: Mr. Chairman, I trust that the committee is now in the 
humor to rise and report this bill to the House; and I make that mo- 
tion unless some other gentleman desires to be heard upon it. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill S. 261, had directed him to report the same to the House without 
amendment. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
posed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, PARIS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in relation to the in- 
vitation from the Government of France to this Government to participate in 
the international exposition which is to be held at Paris in 1889. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
WASHINGTON, January 12, 1888. x 


And then, on motion of Mr. MILIS (at 2 o'clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and.joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 4759) authorizing the Little Rock 
and Alexandria Railway Company to build certain bridges in the State 
of Arkansas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 4760) for the relief of Mary E. For- 
rester and Alexander B. Duncan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 4761) granting a pension to Samuel 
Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4763) to grant a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: <A bill (H. R. 4764) granting a pension to Mary Hol- 
lis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4765) for the relief of G. W. McAdams—to the 
Committee on Clai 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4766) for the relief of 
John H. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4767) for the relief of W. H. Vaughan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4768) for the relief of James 
Mahaffey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4769) granting a pension to Amanda F. Wood— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 4771) for the relief of the South- 
ern Exposition at Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 
By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 4772) for the relief of Patrick H. Phil- 
bin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 4773) for the relief of John Griffitt— 
. 


to the Committee on Claims, 


By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 4774) granting a pension to Mathew 
H. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICE: A bill (H. R. 4775) for the relief of Abbie Sharp, 
formerly Abbie Gardner—to the Select Committee on Indian Depre- 
dation Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 4776) referring the petition, ete., 
of George T. Swan, administrator, for cotton seized to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4777) in reference to the restoration of James S. 
Jouett to military service in the Army of the United States—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 4778) for the relief of James S. 
McGee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 4779) grantinga pension to John L. 
Conklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4781) granting a pension to Wealtha Young—to 
the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R, 4782) for the relief of the Sisters 
of the Holy Cross in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 4783) granting a pension to Henry 
Reynolds—to fhe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBER: A bill (H. R. 4784) granting a pension to Richard 
Toll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to 
Rosanna K. Griflin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 4786) granting to the Billings, 
Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company the right of way 
through the Crow Indian reseryation—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBER: A bill (H. R. 4787) for the relief of Daniel Hawes, 
dependent father of Lieut. Edward S. Hawes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension 
to William Winans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 4789) for the relief of George W. Samp- 
` son and Benjamin Henricks, of Austin, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 4790) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of A. R. Smith—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4791) granting a pension to Archibald Downey— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 4793) for the relief of Francis J. 
Conlan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 4794) for the relief of John Mont- 
gomery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 4795) for the relief of 
Kate A. Cronin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4796) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Von 
Kusserow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4797) granting a pension to Caroline Motz—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 4798) for the relief of Thornton 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 4799) granting a pension to 
William A. Harper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) granting a pension to Margaret O’Connor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: A bill (H. R. 4801) granting a pen- 
sion to Georgianna Showers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 4802) granting a pension to James 
Kreps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 4803) for the relief of Bird L. 
Fletcher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4804) for the relief of Matilda Caldwell, late Ma- 
tilda Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 4805) for the relief of A. B. Norton— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 4806) granting a pension to Joshua. 


Pritlow—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 4807) for the relief of R. N. 
Drake—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of I. Kropp, administrator of 
Christian Kropp, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 4809) for the relief of James White 
and the legal representatives of William White, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 4810) for the relief of James 
Groves of Robertson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Memorial of Joseph Francis in behalf of the 
Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of John J. Jones; of James E. Coving- 
ton, administrator of Nathaniel J. Cook; and of Winfield S. Edwards, 
administrator of William A. Edwards, of Georgia, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of D. A. Ward and others, of Camargo, 
if, for the issue of fractional currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Mrs. Mary Deen, of Bolivar County, 
Mississippi, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Papers in the claim of John H. Wedford, of 
Catoosa County, and of Newton White, of Walker County, Georgia— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Mrs. Walton K. Knowlten née Mary 
A. McKeever, daughter of Charles McKeever, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON : Papers in the case of Thomas R. Johnson, ad- 
ministrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of F. R. Reitch, Lizzie V. Boyle and others for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX: Papers in the case of Richard Atkinson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolutions of the National Sheep Breeders’ 
Association, in reference to the duty on wool—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. A. C. DAVIDSON: Papers in the claim of Jeremiah John- 
son, and of Mrs, Elizabeth Nell, of Dallas County, Alabama—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Papers in the claim of Hiram C. Rucker, and of 
Mathias J. Rucker, of Lexington County, South Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of A. M. Penley and others, of Auburn, 
Me., for a Jaw requiring all contractors on Government work to pay 
their workmen at least once in two weeks—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of purchasers of land of Omaha Indian 
reservation in Nebraska, for extension of time—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. : 

By Mr. FORNEY: Memorial of citizens of Marshall County, Ala- 
bama, praying that the grant of lands to the Tennessee and Coosa Rail- 
road Company be not forfeited—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers in the case of Sam Noble—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. ` 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of F. Mansfield and others, of New Haven, 
Conn., for an appropriation to remove shoal in the Quinnipac River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of 86 citizens of the Second district of 
Kansas, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. y 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Papers to accompany House bill 3850, grant- 
ing a pension to Moses F. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- - 
sions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the gold and silver beaters of the 
United States, for increase of duty on certain articles—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition in relation to compensation of letter-car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rudolph Morand, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Huldah A. Dorr, for a widow’s pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of citizens of Independence, 
Towa, for a special act ganag a pension to Sarah M. Jewell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of 
Tiskilwa, Bureau County, Illinois, for the reduction of the revenue and 
favoring the placing on the free-list of lumber, salt, sugar, coal, wool, 
and copper, and protesting against the removal of taxes on liquors and 
tobacco, or any part of the same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Papers in the'case of Wiley N. Nabors, adminis- 
trator of William Lasley, of Itawamba County; of Anna Hunt, of Jef- 
ferson County; of Henry Baden, of Pike County; of Andrew Kremen, 
of Tishomingo County; of Mrs. Sarah Cagle, of Charles Weil, and of 
Benjamin M. D. Mason, of Rankin County; of Jacob Suratt, and of 
Joseph C. Spright, of Tippah County; of C. L. Kidd, Mrs. Kingson 
and daughter, of Thomas Kidd, of Thomas Kidd, executor of Samuel 
R. Bolls; of Joseph J. Drumgoole, and of John M. H. Martin, of Hinds 
County; of James A. Mahom, of Hardin Patterson, of Zachariah Belue, 
of Jefferson Burnett, of Richard H. Willett, and of Mrs. Mary A. Har- 
ris, of Tishomingo County; and of Rowena Clarke, and of William 
Whitaker, of Warren County; of Dury Couch, of James Morrison, of 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


433 


William M. Rowles, of Drury Robertson, of J. R. Nunnery, heir of 
Thomas Nunnery, and of William T, Lamb, of La Fayette County; of 

John McKinne, of Emanuel County; of Phil Davis and of John White, 
of Chickasaw County; of John T. Bill, of D. A. Browder, and of James 
H. Leigh, of Panola County; of J. A. Parker and of Harriet Langston, 
of Union County; of John Jones, of Aleorn County; of Mrs. Temperance 
J. Herd, of Newton County; of Albert and Mary E. Jones,of Kossuth; 
of Antonet Walsh, of Warren County; of Susan S. Merrill, of Lee County; 
of William S. Bunch, of Caldwell County; of Jacob C. Peebles, of Adams 
County; of Christopher Burton, of Tallahatchee County; of Martha R. 
Blanton, of Washington County; of Mrs. M. R. Poll, widow of Miguel 
Poll, of Jackson County; of Charles Kramer, and of F. W. Volkening, 
of Clarke County; of John Young, of B. R. Boydstum, administrator 
of H. U. Kerr, of William Taliafero, of Samuel H. Miller, and of Hettie 
E. Ladd, of Yalobusha County; of Thomas Ryan, of L. G. Aldrich, ex- 
ecutor of L. D. Aldrich, of Natchez; of John R. McAlpine, of Tenor 
Brabay, of Elizabeth McArthur, of Georgia A. Doyle, of James H. 
Maury, of Mrs. Sidney Farding, administratrix of Richard Farding, and 
of Mrs. Anna M. Ragsdale, and of Margaret D. Leonard, widow of Alex- 
ander Leonard, of Claiborne County; and of John A. Browning, of Tay- 
lor’s Depot; of Benjamin F. Shelby, executor of Levi Shelby, and of Ed- 
ward Jack, of Rankin County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Petition of J. E. Hudduston and others, citi- 
zens of Virginia, for the passage of the Colquitt bill for the suppression 
of the traffic in intoxicating liquorsin the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JACKSON; Petition of E. W. Lubendorf and 32 others, cit- 
izens of the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania, against the admis- 
sion of Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of William Crabtree, of Lafayette County, 
Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Papers in the claim of Benjamin F. Misis, of 
Dayidson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Petition to provide for the reimbursement of 
costs and expenses in certain judicial proceedings, and for the relief of 
George C. Ellison—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 14 citizens of Nantucket, Mass., for an 
appropriation for the maintenance and repair of the military telegraph 
line on the Atlantic coast of the United States—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill making an appropriation of $500,000 for the 
improvement of the Tennessee River below Chattanooga, and for the 
completion of improvements at Muscle Shoals—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation of $2,500 to continue the improve- 
ment in the Hiwassee River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation of $30,000 to continue improve- 
ments in the Tennessee River above Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to appropriate $5,000 to continue improvements in the 
Little Tennessee River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O'FERRALL: Petition of Rohr & Brothers and others, 
praying that salt be placed on the free-list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of Georgiana Showers, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Kate H. Cronin, for removal of charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of the Second district of Pennsylvania 
against the admission of Utah as a State, with polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, petition for the appointment of a national commission to in- 
quire into the alcoholic liquor traffic, and report—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Caroline Motz, widow of John Motz, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Mrs, Mary Von Kusserow, for an increase of her pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, papers in the claim of John A. Wagner, and of Bryson & Son, 
of Philadelphia, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Mary Beers, widow of Robert B. Beers, Company A, 
Seventieth Pennsylvania Volunteers, for a pension—to the Committee 
‘on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PEEL: Papers in the claim of IsaacS. Conner, of Arkansas— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

_ By Mr. PHELAN: Papers in the case of D. W. and Minnie H. Glas- 
sie, and J. C. Nash; of Thomas Chadwell, administrator; of Cummings, 
Doyle & Co., and Doyle & Co.; and of Mary C. Buchanan, administra- 
trix of A. H. Buchanan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Union, of 
Plainfield, N. J., for the better legal protection of young girls—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Hannah H. Latham for restoration to the 
pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. SAYERS: Resolutions of the Falls County (Texas) Farmers’ 
Alliance, for a distribution of the surplus to secure a more adequate 
circulating medium—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition and affidavits to accompany House bill 
4061—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Memorial in favor of law equalizing extra- 
dition of fugitives from justice—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of M. A. Everest and 30 others, citizens of Addison, 
Vt., relative to pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Papersin the case of Agnes and Maria 
De Leon, heirs of Rebecca L. De Leon—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of the Lewis County (Kentucky) 
Ex-Prisoners of War Association, for certain pension legislation—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas H. Bruce, for relief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of citizens of the Sixth district of 
California, for the establishment of Government postal telegraph—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers`in the claim of Daniel Cameron, and 
of Lydia C. Hackworth, of Jackson County, Alabama—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Samuel E. Young, of Samuel Hendrix, of Sarah 
Townsley, administratrix of Stephen Townsley, deceased, of Lauderdale 
County; and of S. P. Woodall, and of P. W. Barber, administratrix of 
James Campbell, of Jackson County, Alabama, for reference of their 
claim to the Court ot Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers in the claim of John P. Madry and 
of Elizabeth Madry, of Giles County; of Andrew H. Russell, of Lin- 
coln County; and of D. B. Stamps, of Franklin County, Tennessee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. . 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
tmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of E. V. Deblieux and others, of Willow 
Post-Office; of J. C. Brown and others, of Louisiana; of J. W. Hutchins 
and 52 others, of Louisiana. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Of citizens of Silverton, Southampton County, 
Virginia. 

By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of the Fifth Congressional district, 
North Carolina; of citizens of Danville, Person County, and of citizens 
of the Fifth Congressional district of North Carolina. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of citizens of Lucians, Floyd County; 
of citizens of Oneil, Floyd County; of citizens of Moores Mill, Henry 
County; of citizens of Stanley, Henry County; of citizens of Beanford, 
Floyd County; of citizens of Morotock, Pittsylvania County; of citizens 
of Meadows of Dan, Patrick County; of citizens of Farkiln, Patrick 
County; of citizens of Cabell, Carroll County; of citizens of Junta, 
Franklin County; of citizens of Fallville, Grayson County; of citizens of 
Red Planis, Franklin County; of citizens of Guizot, Franklin County, 
Virginia. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Of citizens of Fullen’s, Greene County; also a pe- 
tition of the citizens of Hopson, Carter County; of citizens of Chimney 
Top, Hawkins County; of citizens of Hypatia, Claiborne County; of citi- 
zensof Jarmine, Grainger County; of citizens of Midway; also of citizens 
of Douglass Shed; of Iron, Johnson County; of citizens of Ampo, Grainger 
County; of Shady, Johnson County; of citizens of Powder Spring Gap, 
Grainger County; of citizens of High Heath; of citizens of Brownsho- 
rough, Washington County; of citizens of Van Hill, Hawkins County; 
of citizens of Maltsberger, Greene County; of citizens of Nellie, Wash- 
ington County; of citizens of Free Hill, Washington County; of citi- 
zeus of Fry, Hawkins County; and of citizens of Surgoinsville, Hawk- 
ins County, Tennessee. : 

Also, of citizens of Wahoo, Sullivan County; of citizens of Swanay, 
Greene County; of citizens of Pilot Knob, Greene County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of citizens of Cherokee County, Georgia; of cit- 
izens of Banks County; of citizens of Banks County, Georgia. 

By Mr. CANNON: Of citizens of Camargo, Douglas County, Illinois. 

By Mr. COOPER: Of citizens of Bennington, Morrow County, Ohio. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of F. E. Barger and 45 others, of Abbeyville, Me- 
dina County, Ohio. ; 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of R. L. Christopher and other citizens of Troup 
County, and of H. L. Henderson, W. H. Dickerson, and other citizens 
of Vernon, Ga. 

Also, of B. C. Jones, W. R. Lord, and other citizens of Troup County, 
Georgia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of citizens of Bingham, Monroe County, 
Ohio; of citizens of Green River, Monroe County, Ohio; of citizens ot 
Federal, Athens County; of citizens of Ward, Washington County; and 
of citizens of Irish Ridge, Monroe County, Ohio. $ 

By Mr. HOWARD: Of citizens and others of Jackson County, In- 
diana. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of citizens of Yellow Creek, Grabam 
County, and of citizens of Wampler, Yancey County, North Carolina, 
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By Mr. McRAE: Of citizens of New London, Union County; of citi- 
zens of Jordan Brook, and of citizens of Arkansas. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of citizens of post-office at Beagley, Greens 
County,. Virginia. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Of Albert Weare and others, of Rockbridge, 
Hocking County, Ohio. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Dry’s Mill, Cabarrus County; also, 
of citizens of Norwood, Stanley County, North Carolina. : 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Of Josephus Freeman and others, citi- 
zens of Missouri. 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Valley Centre, Highland County, Vir- 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 13, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
| ‘THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s p: i read. 

Mr. STEWART. There isa slight inaccuracy in the Journal. Yes- 
terday I reported the bill (S. 498) for the relief of Frank De La Terre 
and Susan F. De La Terre, heirs of Peter De La Terre, deceased, with 
an amendment in the natureofa substitute. That fact is not noted in 
the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The correction suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada will be made. If there be no further correction or 
amendment, the Journal will stand approved as read. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro ‘tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Public Printer; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying report, referred to the Committee on Printing: 

a GovERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 12, 1888. 

Sm: In obedience to statute, I herewith transmit to Congress the annual 

report of this office for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 


Respectfull, J 
ae TH. E. BENEDICT, Public Printer. 
Hon. J. J. INGALLS, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
city council of Springfield, Ohio, and resolutions adopted by the Balti- 
more (Md.) Corn and Flour Exchange, in favor of the world’s exposi- 
tion in honor of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus; which were referred to the Special 
Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution and the Discovery of 
America. 

He also presented a petition of 35 citizens of the Fourth Congres- 
sional district of Kansas, and a petition of 87 citizens of the Second 
Congressional district of Kansas, praying for the passage of a bill to 
prohibit the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic bev- 
erages in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. § presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Toledo (Ohio) Association of Union ex-Prisoners of War, favoring the 

of some measure for their relief; which were referred to the 
Coarse on Pensions. s 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Stephen D. Redfield, of Vin- 
ton, Benton County, Missouri, praying to be allowed an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Seward County, 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of an amendmentof the postal laws 
concerning the transmission of seeds, bulbs, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the gold and silver beaters of the United 
States, praying for relief, in consideration of the deplorable condition of 
their trade, suggesting as a remedy that an increased duty be levied on 
gold leaf, bronze, etc. ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition of gold and silver beaters of the 
United States, similar to the one just presented by the Senator from 
Nebraska, which I move be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the board of super- 
visors of Bureau County, Illinois, favoring the passage of certain legis- 
lation concerning swamp lands; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Connecticut, praying for a national 
commission of inquiry in reference to the alcoholic liquor trade; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Connecticut, praying for the submission to the 
States of a national prohibitory constitutional amendment; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition of officers of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Arkansas, praying for the ap- 
pointment of a board to investigate the alcoholic liquor traffic, its rela- 
tions to crime, pauperism, etc., in the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Arkansas, praying for the submission to the States of a con- 
stitutional amendment to prohibit the sale and manufacture of alco- 


bolle Mees which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Mr. QUAY presented the petition of George W. Stare and 56 other 
citizens of Emigsville, York ty, Pennsylvania, praying for the en- 
actment of the bill providing temporary aid for common schools; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of North Carolina, praying for the submission to the States 
of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of gold and silver beaters of 
the United States, praying for relief in consideration of the deplorable 
condition of their trade, with a view to the adoption of a remedy by an 
increased duty on gold leaf, bronze, or Dutch metal, in leaf and powder; 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SABIN, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 512) ting the right of way and other privileges 
to the Southern Street Railway and Iaproremeni Company, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 


TREASURY ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There came to the Committee on Printing a 
communication from the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting 
copies of the accounts rendered to and settled with the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, in pursuance of section 311 of the Revised 
Statutes. Iam instructed by that committee to report back the com- 
munication, with the accompanying papers, with the recommendation 
that the accompanying papers be not printed. They are very volu- 
minous, and we can gee that no good purpose would be subserved by 
their printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be agreed to, if there 
be no objection. f 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 1404) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River, and to establish it as a 
post-road; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction ofa 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in 
the State of Ilinois, and to establish it as a post-road; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1406) to amend an act to provide for 
the ascertainment of the market value of certain property in the city 
of Chicago, and to authorize the Secretary of the to sell and 
convey said property, approved May 27, 1886; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee-on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S.-1407) for the relief of Sallie Carroll; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. : 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1408) to authorize the Inde- 
pendent Automatic Portable Gas Works of Washington, D. C., to con- 
struct gas works, lay down pipes,.manufacture and sell and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. t 


He also introduced a bill (S; 1409) providing for the payment of the 
amounts due tle employés in, and the contractors who furnished cast- 
ings to, the United States Armory at Harper’s Ferry, Va., from Jan- 
uary 1, 1861, to April 19, 1861, inclusive; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 1410) for the relief of Mary 
Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1411) for the relief of Margaret Enge- 
nock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr, BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1412) granting increase of pension 
to Mary B. Hook; which was read twice by itstitle, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1413) to increase the pension of 
James Cpey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1414) granting a ion to Sedg- 
wick H. Gold; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1415) for the removal of the charge 
Praa from the military record of Charles L. Ballis; which was 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. AP = : 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1416) for the relief 
of Harriet A. Womack, administratrix; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (8. 1417) for the relief of Mrs. Jane 
Ismon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1418) granting a pension to David 
Peterson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittée on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1419) for the relief of Samuel G. Smyth; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1420) to extend the act of Con- 
gress entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed clerks, 
marshals, and attorneys of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” approved February 26, 1853, and sec- 
tion 837 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to the Territo- 
ries of New Mexico and Arizona; which was read twice by its title,and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a biil (S. 1421) for the relief of A. F. and N, C. 
St. John; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee en Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1422) to provide for paying certain ad- 
‘vances made to the United States by the States of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its tifle, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1423) authorizing the President to ap- 
point Wiliam English an officer in the regular Army of the United 

tates; which was read twice by,its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1424) to amend the act of August 
4, 1886, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the pension laws by increasing the 

sions of soldiers and sailors who have lostan arm or leg in the serv- 
ice;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1425) to amend section 
2931 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1426) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Young; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to 
Elnathan Meade; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

„Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1428) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of a hydrographer and assistant hydrographer of the Navy; which 
a read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 

airs. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1429) granting a pension to Jane 
B. Dunn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of rail- 
roads, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, CALL introduced a bill (S. 1431) making an appropriation for 
the erection of a light-house at Boca Grande Pass, Charlotte Harbor, 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1432) for the removal of all political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States upon William S. Walker; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 33) to provide for 
a settlement of the controversy between the United States and the 
State of Texas relative to the claim of said State to the territory known 
as Greer County, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

AMENDMENT TO URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Joseph G. Swank be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
there having been no adverse report in the case. 


On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Isabella W. Adduddell and the accompanying 
paves be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee om 

ensions, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Caroline F, Ferguson be taken from 


the files ofthe Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 261) to amend 
the law concerning the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1213) to punish robbery, burglary, and larceny in the 
Indian Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 4271) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 


RETURN OF DIRECT TAX. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempoie. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, the morning business is closed, and the Chief Clerk 
will report the first bill on the Calendar of General Orders. 

The bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, was announced 
as first in order, and the Senate resumed its consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask for a vote on the pending amendment. I 
trust Senators are ready to vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment-will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 11, after the word ‘‘thereof,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘or any other person,” so as to read: 


Mr. SHERMAN. While I do not wish to occupy any time, I desire 
to state to the Senate again that this bill was carefully prepared by 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury some years ago. It has twice, I 
think, passed this body just as it stands. Every word has been care- 
fully studied by the Committee on Finance in all its details. The 
amendments which were put on the bill the other day Ido not think 
are necessary. Still they are amendments I object to merely because 
they are surplusage. 

It seems to me that it would be better for the Senate to take the bill 
precisely as it stood, precisely as it has passed this body before, and 
as it was framed by the Comptroller who has to pass upon these ac- 
counts and to execute the law, and as it has beenrecommended by two 
or three Secretaries of the Treasury. Still I can not say anything 
against the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont except 
that it is surplusage; it does not seem to be necessary. 

This money is to be deposited with the States in trust, where it has 
been paid by private individuals, for the States to pay back to them the 
money. Asa matter of course we are to assume that the State as a 
trustee would carefully perform that trust. Itis a trust for the benefit 
of their own people, and we have no right to assume that any State in 
this Union would do an injustice to its citizens in the distribution of 
the money. 

* Mr. HARRIS. I will ask the Senator from Ohio if the amendment 
now under consideration does not simply express what we construe the 
bill to mean without the expression? _ . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. The amendment simply declares 
what is the actual result of thelanguage used in the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I would prefer that we adopt the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isaid that I would not delay the Senate on the 
matter; but I merely make the suggestion so as to avoid such amend- 
ments on a bill which has been so carefully prepared. 

Mr. GRAY. IJ ask that the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 11, after the word ‘‘ thereof,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘or any other person;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That where the sums, or any PASO, credited to bro | State, 
Territory, or the District of Columbia, have collected by the Uni States 
from the citizens or inhabitants thereof, or any oth 


by sale of property, such sums shall be he! 
the District of Columbia. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say that, asa member of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, I agreed to the bill in charge of the Senator from Ohio, 
and I agree with him that it accomplishes the purpose we desire; but 
as some Senators have a doubt whether it does or not, I voted the other 
day for this amendment, and I think it just as well to adopt it. Al- 
though I have no strong conviction that it is absolutely necessary, it 
will relieve the doubts of many, and it can do no harm and may do 


good. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the Senator from Indiana is under the im- 
pression that the amendment now pending is one on which a vote was 
taken the other day. That isa mistake. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


er person, either directly or 
Id in trust by such State, Territory, or, 


The Senator’s amendment is not 


| | 
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now in order, an amendmentin thesecond degree being pending. The 
question recurs on the amendment just read at the desk. 

Mr. HALE. Ido notknow whooffered the amendment that has just 
been read, but I should be glad to have the Senator, whoever he may 
be, explain just what he intends as the effect of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], the Chair understands, 

Mr. HARRIS. No; the amendment was proposed, I think, by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], who is not now present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifso, the Chair was misinformed by 
the clerks. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the obviousintentand purpose of the amend- 
ment is that the funds paid to the governors of the States or Territories, 
if originally collected from individuals and not paid by the States or 
Territories, shall be held in trust by the governor of the State for the 
benefit of the persons who actually paidit. Thatis the intent and pur- 
pose of the amendment, and I think it fully accomplishes its purpose. 

Mr. HALE. But what particular force, let me ask the Senator 
from Tennessee, is there in the words of the amendment ‘‘ or any other 

?”? What ‘‘ other persons” could be comprehended ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It refers to persons owning property in but living 
outside of the State where the tax was collected. 

Mr. SPOONER. Land in the State might be owned by a citizen of 
the State, or an inhabitant of the State, or a non-resident of the State. 
A non-resident may have paid the tax, and it should be refunded to 
him as well as to a citizen of the State. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the bill as originally drawn cover that? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; it does not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We think it does, but others think not. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is one class of persons, I will state to the Sen- 
ator from Maine, that would not be included by the words “‘ citizen or 
inhabitant.” If the property of a non-resident of a State had been sold 
he would be a person not included by these other terms. The whole 
object of the measure is that the money, when paid to the governor of 
a State, shall be held in trust for the benefit of the persons who actu- 
ally paid the tax. 

Mr. HALE. I see the force of the last suggestion of the Senator from 
Tennessee. The words added by the amendment might be needed to 
include a non-resident. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I inquire whether in case this amendment is 
adopted, it will be in order to move to strike out the whole proviso and 
insert other matter? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to movesuch an amendment atthe proper 
time. 

Mr. HALE. It will be in order after the proviso is perfected. 

Mr. HARRIS. TheSenator from New Hampshire asks a parliament- 
ary question of the Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether after the proviso has been per- 
fected it will then be in order to move to strike it entirely out and insert 
a substitute ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY], if the Chair correctly remembers, was to strike 
out the proviso. À i 

Mr. HARRIS. That motion was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But under the rule the part pre- 
posed to be stricken out is always subject to amendment before that 
motion is put. . 

Mr. HARRIS. But the motion to strike out was withdrawn. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware said he 


was willing to withdraw it. The Chair does not understand that it 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood him to withdraw it. However, the 
Senator is present and can say whether he withdrew his motion. 
` Mr. GRAY. I think I withdrew the motion for the purpose of al- 
lowing the proviso to be perfected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not necessary that the Sen- 
ator from Delaware should withdraw his motion in order to allow the 
proviso to be perfected. The Chair therefore understood it was not 
withdrawn. 

Mr. GRAY. I was content with the proviso after it had been amended 
dy the suggestions of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], so 
that I was willing to withdraw the motion to strike it out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to send to the Secretary’s desk 
an amendment which I desire to propose, and have it read for infor- 
mation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amend section 1 by inserting, in line 6, after 
the word ‘‘from,’’ the words ‘‘the treasuries of.” 

Amend section 3 by striking out the proviso beginning in line 8 and 
inserting the following: 

Sec. 4. All moneys assessed as a part of said direct tax and collected by the 
United States from individuals, either directly or by sale of property, shall be 
refunded to such individuals or their lawful representatives who may bring suit 
therefor in the Court of Claims. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 13, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move to recommit the bill, if that motion 
is in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it may be somewhat sacrilegious 
to venture to criticise the provisions of a bill which has hitherto passed 
the Senate or a bill which has been approved by two Secretaries of the 
Treasury. Nevertheless, bills are not immaculate, and they may pos- 
sibly be improved by a careful consideration of them. 

I find that the case is much worse than I supposed the other day 
when this subject was under consideration. Of course, I know very 
well that as there is something in the bill for every State in the Union, 
it would be very difficult to prevent its passage, if I desired to prevent 
it, which I do not; and it would be very difficult also to interpose any 
objections which would materially delay the passage of the bill, which 
I do not desire to do; but I do wish that the Senate should understand 
exactly what is proposed to be done. 

I find that there has been collected of the direct tax imposed by the 
act of 1861 from the following States the sums I shall read: 


Alabama. “ 
Arkansas z 
Florida . k 
Georgia. |, 963. 
Louisiana, „515, 
Mississippi .... 101, 717. 04 
North Carolina.. 385, 194. 45 
South Carolina 377, 961.30 
Tennessee.. 387, 734. 31 
Texas.,.... 130, 008. 06 
Virginia.. 515,569.72 
Making the sum Ofis...srssssscosscsssacosooe cossit angers tss oróone es cepnnse esspensan 2,520, 560.19 


which the Government of the United States, through the direct-tax 
commissioners, has taken directly from individuals, either by forcing 
them to pay it in money, or by selling their real estate in order tocom- 
pel its payment. This sum of money has been exacted from private 
citizens through the agency of Federal officials collecting the money di- 
rectly and without the intervention of the State in any way or manner. 

I submit that while it is just and right, in order to equalize the bur- 
dens of this direct tax, to release to the States the sums which they 
have failed to pay, and to refund to the treasuries of the States the 
moneys which were taken from those treasuries and paid into the United 
States Treasury, it is not wise or expedient to pay into those treasuries 
of the States moneys which never came from them, but which the 
Government of the United States exacted from individuals. 

I take occasion to warn the Senate that this bill will prove a Pan- 
dora’s box; that if it passes and this money is paid over to the States, 
and the individuals to whom it belongs go to the States and make de- 
mand for it and do not succeed in getting satisfaction, they will come 
to Washington, to the National Government, to the Congress of the 
United States, and demand that the governmental organization which 
took the money from them and has now declared a trust in their favor 
for that money shall pay it to them, and not send them to the States 
to collect it. 

Only one idea more, Mr. President, and that is this, that all the 
evidence upon which these individuals will be able to collect this 
$2,500,000 is on file in the Treasury Departmentin Washington. I un- 
dertake to say that there is not within the States one particle of evi- 
dence, one single record of any kind whatever to show the individuals 
in those States what money they are entitled to receive back from the 
Governmentasapartofthedirecttax. It is all here innational custody. 
The books and accounts of the direct-tax commissioners were brought 
to Washington; they are now at the Treasury Department; and yet it 
is proposed to send these individuals to South Carolina, to Virginia, to 
Arkansas, to Tennessee, and to seven other States to make demand for 
this money from their State treasuries, and to require them to come 
back again from those States to the Treasury Department to get the 
evidence upon which their claim is based, and then to take it to the 
States and get their money, if that evidence is satisfactory to the State 
authorities. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I hope the motion to recommit 
the bill will prevail; and I should be glad, if it is recommitted, that the 
committee would take into consideration the propriety of appropriating 
this amount of money to the States which paid it for the improvement 
of the rivers and harbors in those States. 2 

I do not believe that we have the right to take money out of the pub- 
lie Treasury and pay it back to the States or to the individuals who 
paid the tax. Such was the doctrine held in 1836, Nota single Sen- 
ator at that time on the floor of the Senate believed that without a cun- 
stitutional amendment we could make such an appropriation of the 
public money; and hence the Congress of that day passed an act depos- 
iting with the States the surplus revenue at that time, because they 
did not believe there was power to distribute it among the States. 

I concur in what the Senator from New Hampshire has said, that 
if this money is given to the States in trust for the parties who paid it, 
it will lead to great trouble in all the States. In my own State the 
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tax was collected by Federal authority; not a dollar of it was paid by 
the State. It was collected by the collector of internal revenue under 
Federal assessments. The Federal assessments were doubtless made 
up from our local assessments, but the tax was levied by Federal ma- 
chinery, the records of which are now in the Treasury Department, 
and it was collected by the collector of internal revenue. Now, if you 
send that money back to be given to the individuals who paid it, it 
will lead to complicationsin my State as wellas in every State which 
paid the tax. 

The reason why my State did not pay the tax at that time was be- 
cause it had no money on hand, and we had a considerable war debt 
-which we had created tor the relief of persons who were drafted into 
the service and did not want to go, and for bounties to soldiers who 
did want to go. Therefore we did not have any money in the State 
treasury at the time, and we did not see proper to issue bonds to raise 
the money, -so we let the Federa] machinery collect this tax. 

I hope if the bill is recommitted to the committee, they will take 
into deliberate consideration the question as to whether we have the 
right to appropriate money out of the public Treasury for any such 
purpose. Itis not the money which was paid by theindividuals. That 
was paid and expended twenty years ago. Itis not the money held in 
reserve in the Treasury for the persons who paid it, but it is proposed 
to take out money paid by the whole people, paid by men who were 
not the holders of real estate, and take that money paid into the Treas- 
ury by everybody and give it back for the benefit of the persons who 
were the holders of real estate. 

I hope that the bill will be recommitted and that the matter will be 
properly considered before it is brought to a final vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, Senators seem to forget the main 
object of this bill. The direct tax was levied at the beginning of the 
war. Under the Constitution it was apportioned among the States 
aecording to the population, and each State was charged with its proper 
apportionment according to representation. The amount stands as a 
debt against the State. Most of the States, under the law of Congress, 
assumed the payment of the debt without having the tax collected 
from the people. They paid it and were allowed a discount of 15 per 
cent, Now there is a controversy and a continual source of irritation 
between the several States and the National Government in regard to 
this tax. Whenever any money in the course of business inures to the 
benefit of a State, it is not paid to the State, but it is placed to the 
credit of this charge. This is a source of irritation. Perhaps the 
money is due to an individual rather than the State, the State being a 
mere trustee. These complicated accounts between the State and the 
peal Government have been the source of infinite antagonism and 
trouble. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him in that 
connection—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have but five minutes, but I will answer the 
question. What is it? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understood the Senator from Ohio to say that 
this tax was on the States. I do not know of any provision of the Con- 
stitution that allows the Federal Government to assess a tax on a State. 
It was a direct tax upon the holders of real estate, apportioned among 
the States according to the population of each State. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idid not say anything to the contrary. Isimply 
said that this tax was apportioned among the States, to use the lan- 

of the Constitution, according to representation. 
Poe CHANDLER. Will the Senator object to my asking a ques- 
on 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator said that it became a debt of the 
State when it was apportioned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iagain repeat that this law containeda provision 
that each State might assume its proportion, that is, the proportion al- 
lotted to it by the Constitution, on certain terms which allowed the 
State a rebate of 15 per cent., and some States did assume it under that 
law—nearly all the loyal States, as they were then called, did assume 

.it; but the whole amount was charged against the people of the several 
States where it was not thus assumed by the States, and this stands on 
the books as a disturbing element, as a disturbing controversy, inter- 
a with the friendly relations between the States and the United 

tates. 

It has been the desire, I believe, of every one connected with the 
Treasury Department since that time to get rid of these accounts, and 
the only way in which it can be done is to refund to the States the 
amount they had actually paid, not including the 15 per cent., give to 
those States the money which they had paid confessedly out of the 
treasuries of the several States that paid it, and to give to the States 
whose citizens had been ealled upon to contribute in the ordinary course 
of the collection of taxes under the direct-tax-commissioners act the 
money collected from their people, whether real-estate owners or not. 

The only point in controversy between the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and myself is this: Shall we allow those States whose citizens have 
paid a portion of this tax to assume the control, the custody, and the 
managementand disbursementof thismoney? Thecommittee thought, 
in the first place, that there is no obligation on the part of the United 


States to pay back thismoney toanyone. Nobody has contended that 
the United States is indebted either to these States or to the citizens 
who paid the tax; itissimply a voluntary movement on the part of the 
United States to pay back this money out of the Treasury, to place that 
which has been paid by the States themselves in the treasuries of the 
States, and to pay to the States whose citizens have contributed toward 
this direct tax the amount that they have paid, leaving it to the States 
to say whether or not this payment to the State whose citizens have 
paid a portion of the money creates a trust oran obligation which they 
will be bound to provide for and see to the distribution of. 

Now, sir, to require the United States to hold this money in its 
Treasury until all this trust is settled by the United States would be 
simply to defeat the object of this bill, which is intended to be a peace- 
offering to settle controversy in regard to this money; and therefore the 
money paid by these citizens is pro tobe paid back to the States, 
with the expectation that each State will do justly and honestly and 
properly by its citizens. - 

There is no obligation against the Government or against a State to 
pay back to the particular individual the tax paid by him—not the 
slightest legal obligation, scarcely a moral obligation; but that is a 
question for the State to determine. Some of its citizens have paid this 
tax and some have not. To the extent that that creates an obligation 
on the State in receiving this money to its citizens, it isin the nature 
of a trust or duty; no obligation, however, because the money was 
legally paid and each citizen only paid his share of the tax levied under 
the act of the United States through the direct-tax commissioners. - 

I think, therefore, that this proposition, which has been submitted by 
several Administrations, to close these ry accounts, leaving to 
each State the proper application of this money, ought to be adopted. 
As a matter of course, where the State has paid the money it will be 
reimbursed in gross and the fund will go into the treasury of the State, 
being paid to the governor or proper executive officer of the State. 
Where the tax was paid by individuals, then it is for the State itself to 
determine whether it will undertake to do equal and exact justice by 
paying back to each individual the amount so paid. 

As to the records spoken of, as a matter of course these are public 
records, just as public to the people of any State as they are to the peo- 
ple of the United States, for they are all the same thing. To speak of 
the records of the United States as being Government records, as being 
beyond the reach of any State or the power of any State to get them 
in order to carry out its equitable obligation, isa misnomer. The gov- 
ernor of any State may go to any office in the United States, any Gov- 
ernment office anywhere, and on a proper showing demand and receive 
a copy of these papers. Indeed they are all in print; they are all the 
reports of the direct-tax commissioners. These are public records, 
open and accessible to every citizen of the United States or every citi- 
zen of the Southern States who paid this money. Thereisno difficulty 
in getting at the proof. The only question is whether we shall keep 
this account open on the Treasury books until the last claimant shall 
have come forward and demanded his part of it, and undertake, our- 
selves, through our organization, to deal out justice between the indi- 
viduals of these several States. í 

It seems to me that is a task imposed on the Treasury Department 
as difficult and much more difficult even than to collect the tax in the 
first place. It was a very difficult and expensive operation. We can 
not do it. 

Then, besides, the great body of these people are dead; their estates 
have been settled. How will you get at it, and what will you do with 
this money that has been collected from the people of these States ? 

It will be seen that if there is any surplus after the States have pro- 
vided for those who are living, the balance should go to the people of 
each State, because they have a greater claim upon it than the whole 
people of the United States. Therefore this distribution which has 
been wisely made and proposed in order to settle these accounts and 
distribute this money, it seems to me, is as fair as it can be made. 

As a matter of course, if the proposition of the Senator from New 
Hampshire is adopted and the bill recommitted, the Committee on 
Finance will regard it as an instruction to provide that the United States 
shall become the trustee for the payment of money that it does not 
owe, that it should undertake to deal out all these little sums of money, 
from 5 cents to $5 or $50, to the people of the different States, and then 
without any provision being made for the disposition of the balance, 
which can not be called for, because twenty-five years have swept away 
a whole generation, and in undertaking to carry out this trust we shall 
be called upon to deal with the dead, the buried, their children and 
widows, a task that is utterly impossible for the United States to un- 
dertake. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has not removed the difficulty in my 
mind. I will take for illustration the State of Pennsylvania, which 


paid its whole quota, say a million and a half of dollars, to the General 
Government, the government of the State assuming the obligation in 
behalf of its citizens. That sum was collected by general taxation, as 
a matter of course. It is a simple transaction, so far as Pennsylvania 
is concerned, to give back the million and a half. In that way the 
account with Pennsylvania is satisfactorily closed. + 
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But suppose Pennsylvania were Th this condition: that her people 
were in insurrection, that she had no State government that we could 
treat with, and we, by reaching certain of her citizens individually, 
had collected $200,000 of the money? The proposition of the Senator 
is, in a case like that, to begin by throwing a donbt upon the legal ob- 
ligation—or denying in toto the obligation—to repay anybody anything, 
and saying that the whole thing is very difficult to deal with, and pro- 
ceed to put it off on somebody else. He would say, ‘‘ Very well; give 
Pennsylvania the $200,000, but with the intimation that she need not 
try to pay any individual unless she chooses.” If she did not choose 
the result would be that a mere fraction of the people of Pennsylvania 
would have paid $200,000 toward a State obligation of $1,500,000, and 
would be without remedy, though the United States had professed its 
desire to repay them. 

It seems to me in a case like that, we having all the evidence, having 
the account here, the names and sums all upon our books, the proper 
thing would be, if we are going to take up the equitable obligation, to 
say to individual tax-payers, ‘‘ You are persons whom we caught when 
we could not find the State; we will pay you directly from our own 
books here if you present your claim within six years, and if you do 
not we will then give the balance left over to your State.” Thatis the 
safe and equitable way. The Senator acknowledges the difficulty of 
settling these accounts, but he turns the trust over to the States with 
the intimation that they need not pay anybody anything, afid though 
they have not a page of accounts to govern them in paying. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I wish to say particularly to my friend 
from Delaware that the question presented by this bill is not that or 
donating a surplusin the Treasury to States or people. In 1861 an act 
was passed imposing a tax of $20,000,000 upon the real estate of the 
citizens of the various States and Territories of the United States. There 
remains unpaid of that tax by the people of the several States and Terri- 
tories the sum of $2,646,314.42. That act authorized the various States 
to assume the payment of this tax, and gave to the State that did assume 
and pay it a discount of 15 per cent. for such payment. 

Now, I would ask my friend from Delaware what he proposes? Most 
of the States assumed and paid the entire amount of the tax imposed, 
but a portion of them failed to assume it, and their citizens were com- 
pelled to paya given amount of the tax so imposed. Buta balance re- 
mains due and unpaid of two million six hundred and odd thousand 
dollars, as I stated a moment since. Does the Senator from Delaware 

that we shall proceed now, with an overflowing Treasury, to com- 
pel the payment of that $2,646,314; or does he propose that it shall be re- 
mitted, notwithstanding the fact that other States have paid the assess- 
ment in full? 

One or the other of these alternatives, it seems to me, the Senator 
is brought to. He must either compel the payment of the balance re- 
maining unpaid'and due, or, if it be remitted, he must permit the State, 
at least, to be the trustee for those who paid. This bill is simply in 
effect a repeal of the law that imposed this tax that has been partially 
but not completely executed. It remits the unpaid tax, and it refunds 
to the States who paid the amount they so: paid under that act, and 
proposes, through the several States and Territories, to return the 
money received to the citizens where the citizens have paid it. 

In respect to my own State, the assessment amounted to six hundred 
and sixty-nine thousand and some odd dollars. The citizens of that 
State have been compelled to pay and have paid $392,904.48, leaving 
a balance of that assessment of $277,493.52. This bill proposes to re- 
mit that unpaid balance, to pay into the hands of the governor of the 
State the amount already paid, and to give it to him in trust for the 
benefit of the citizens who were compelled to pay and who did pay it. 
That is all of it. It isa repeal of the act imposing this tax, refunding 
to the States and refunding to the people who have partially paid the 
tax and relinquishing the balance to the States. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I suppose the Senator from Tennessee is aware 
that there is no power in the General Government to collect any appor- 
tionment of that tax which has not been paid. There is a limitation, 
I understand, in the act itself. ‘Those unpaid balances were in the 
Southern States, and I say to the Senator from Tennessee that the as- 
sessment was made on the property in those States, because the Con- 
rei i of oon Lom hese sda e ID all pias taxes, as well as 
o es, ap oned equally amo; e. 

Ms. SHERMAN ids. Pedang o S San Papi 


Only fora moment. I wish toinform the Senator 
from Delaware that itis being collected constantly. Whenever any 
money is due to the State of Delaware, for instance, itis charged on 
this account, and that is one of the troubles involved in this matter. 
The law requires that now. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask the Senator from Ohio if he does not know 
that the poses Court of the United States, on this very question, has 
held that the General Government had no right to set up that tax 
against any claim which a State had against the General Government, 
for the reason that there was no tax levied upon the State, but upon in- 
dividuals in the State? The Supreme Court has so held. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I know that, but still the act of Congress requires 
to be done just what I say. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That may be, for I am aware that it has been 
done by the Treasury officials. ‘The valid claims of those States that 
were in default in the payment of the tax have been set off against this 
tax, and valid claims which they had against the Treasury have been 
refused payment on this account. Butthatquestion hasbeen brought - 
to the attention of the Supreme Court, and that court has decided that 
it can not bedone. So, then, to the Senator from Tennessee I say, first, 
there is no tax against the Southern States, because under the opera- 
tion of the law no such tax can be to-day collected in those States that 
did not pay, and the Federal Government has to-day no power to col- 
lect it under the law of 1861. y 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to say to 
him that in every instance where, by act of Congress or by decisionof 
the accounting officers of the Treasury, there is an amount of money 
due to any one of the States of this Union, no matter on what account, 
and there remains a balance of this tax unpaid by that State or its citi- 
zens, the Treasury has held and holds to-day that the claim of the State 
should be set off against the amount of the tax, and no money is paid 
to any of the States upon any such allowance of a claim. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam aware that that has been the practice of 
the Treasury officials; but that very question has been tried in the 
Supreme Court, and that court, the highest court in the land, has de- 
cided the question, and if the Treasury officers to-day are pursuing that 
practice towards the Southern States they are doing it in violation of 
ar and contrary to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. 4 

So, then, while there may be a nominal relinguishment by this bill 
of taxes to the States that were in default, there is in fact no remission 
of any tax, because under the operation of the act of 1861 itself the 
Government has now úo right to collect it. Every Southern State that 
has a claim against the Treasury of the United States may resist, and 
successfully resist by appeal to the courts, any attempt to set off the 
assessment of 1861 against it. : 

Now, Mr. President, I for one would be glad, if there is a disposi- 
tion to take this money out of the Treasury and divide it among the 
States, that it should be done under some power which Congress has, 
Make appropriations of these amounts respectively to the States for 
pu of improvement of rivers and harbors, if you please— 

Mr. HARRIS. I would be glad to ask the Senator if he proposes to 
compel the collection of the balances that stand against the land of the 

e of these States ? 
r. SAULSBURY. Ido not propose it. I prefer to let it remain 
in the Treasury, where it is. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does not the Senator know that the Constitution 
requires that this tax shall be equally apportioned, and does the Sen- 
ator intend to acquiesce in this unequal adjustment of the question, 
where the majority of the States have paid every dollar of the taxation, - 
and where the minority of them have fallen short to the extent of 
$2,600,000 ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I would say that, in my opinion, in 1861, when 
that tax was levied, there was not the most distant idea that there 
would be any portion of the money collected unless there was an ad- 
justment in a very short time of the difficulties existing between the 
Southern States and the Northern States. It is true the apportion- 
ment was made on the Southern States as on others at that time, be- 
cause the Constitution required that all taxation should be equal. 
That being the expectation at that time, as I have no question it was, 
J should think it not at all inequitable now that the Government, if 
it had the power to remit that taxation, should do so, because it was 
not expected to be paid. Everybody knows the condition of affairs in 
the country at that time. 

But my especial objection to the proposed measure is that, in my 
opinion, there is no constitutional warrant for taking the money paid 
by the le into the public Treasury and using it for distribution 
among the several States of this Union oramong the people of the several 
States ofthis Union. Itis, in fact, a new policy s in this country. 

In 1836 this very question was discussed, not in this Chamber at that 
time, but in the old Senate Chamber—thoroughly discussed. Mr. Cal- 
houn expressed himself on that question. General Jackson, in his mes- 
sages of 1829 and 1830, called the attention of Congress to the necessity 
of providing some mode to get clear of the surplus, but suggested that 
there must be a constitutional amendment. Mr. Calhoun introduced 
a bill to provide for an amendment to the Constitution to meet the con- 
tingency; but under the tariff compromise of 1832 it became apparent 
that the revenue would be cut down, so that there would probably be 
no surplus, and consequently Mr. Calhoun’s bill was not acted upon. 


Finally: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Dela- 
ware has expired. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to finish my sentence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will proceed, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. After full discussion Congress came to the con- 
clusion that there was no constitutional warrant for a distribution among 
the States, but adopted the plan of a deposit with the States on certifi- 
cate to be issued by the State’ governments to return the money when 
called for. ‘Those certificates were made, on the motion of Mr. Tall- 
madge, of New York, to be enforced by the Treasury without recourse 
to Congress whenever the money should be needed by the United States. 
These certificates are in the Treasury to-day, and if the Secretary ofthe 
Treasury thought proper, thought there was a pressure on the Treas- 
ury, he could realize on them. Of course he will never do it. Nobody 
expects him to do it; nobody wants him to doit. That was the condi- 
tion of affairs in 1836, but we have gone away from that. The Consti- 
tution has not the same respect to-day in the Senate of the United 
States that it had at that time. Whenever an appeal is made for an 
oypropriakion of money, the Constitution is obliterated to the extent of 

e amount of the appropriation of money. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio, who has 
of this bill, just as he took his seat adverted to certain conditions which 
to me disclose the weakness of the committee’s bill. In speaking of 
the claimants, those representing the property taken by the Govern- 
ment to securethe collection of this tax, he said that naturally many of 
them had disappeared, they had died, they had removed, the tooth of 
time had eaten them away; and the Senator said that in such case, af- 
ter the State had been made a trustee of the fund returned to it by the 
general Treasury, after the State had paid the claims of those living, 
of those existing and ting their claims to the State authorities, 
the balance should go to the States. 

Task why? Here was an act levying a tax directly upon the prop- 
erty of the citizens. Asa matter of convenience it was declared that 
the States might assume it, and most of them did assume it, and as 
has been said by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] there is 
no difficulty in dealing with such a case. Another State, for one reason 
or another, declines and refuses to assume it either in-whole or in part, 
and the Government sets its machinery at work to collect the tax or a 

rtion of it of A, B, C,and D, has got their money in the Treasury and 

lds it now, and the theory of the bill is that, whatever the legal 
obligation, restoration should be made. 

Mr. President, I fail to see why the State which declined or refused 
to assume this tax as a State and allowed its citizens to suffer, should 
be put in the same attitude here as the State that did assume and pay 
the tax from its treasury and relieve its citizens. There is no reason, 
if there is an overplus after these private claims have been paid, why 
the State should be increased one dollar from the National 
cane and, as I have said, that discloses the fatal weakness of 
the bill. 

Now, sir, to me it is plain and clear that in the cases where the States 
assumed the collection of the tax and depleted their treasuries to that 
extent, the Government should deal with them and should restore the 
money actually or in accounts; but in cases where there is a claim, a 
good claim, by the individual for property that has been taken, I deny 
the right; I deny that it is reputable for this Government to undertake 
to discharge itselfof its obligation by setting up statehood as a trustee- 
ship. The Government ought to deal directly with the individual. 

Pass this bill and the amount going to each State goes at once to its 
governor; but can any citizen of that State support his claim against 
that State over which that governor ides, without legislation on 
the part of the State prescribing the processes and giving limitations 
and making it difficult perhaps to secure an allowance? In the mean 
time the money has gone; and when at last it is seen that one-half of 
all these claims, one-half of all these payments either by money or land 
taken have been destroyed by time, then why should the State that 
declined to assume this tax receive the benefitof the fund and retain it 
in its treasury or expend it for other purposes? No, sir; the placefor 
the sag nary re 2o = te cue treasury to be expended for other pur- 
poses, bu e Uni tates Treasury, until proper personal appli- 
cation is made from the who have suffered. = 

Mr. RIDDLEBERG. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope not; let us get through with this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia. 
oe igi being put, it was declared that the negative appeared 

pre 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ishall insist to the point of asking for the 
yeas and nays. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks for 
the yeas and nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Virginia to withdraw that mo- 
tion for a little while, say half an hour. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I had the floor when I made the motion, 
and it is not a debatable motion, so I understand; but I will say that 


I did understand the Senate of the United States to agree yesterday 


that there should be, after 1 o'clock to-day, an executive session. The 
motion was made to postpone the consideration of executive business 
until Monday and it was beaten. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
Senator from Virginia that the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask pardon of the Chair while I make 
tis statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must suggest that the - 
motion is not debatable, and the Senator can only by unani- 
mous consent. Is there objection to the Senator from Virginia proceed- 
ing to debate his motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I only ask for the yeas and nays on this 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks for 
the Yeas and nays on the motion to proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. Is the demand sustained by one-fifth of the Senators 
present? y 

The question being put on seconding the call for the yeas and nays, 
it was declared that a sufficient number were apparently not up. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I wish the Chair would count and see. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will count. 

A count was made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A sufficient number rising, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. i 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this motion I am 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I do not know how he would 
vote if present. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. HastheSenator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon has not 
voted. 

Mr. BERRY. If at liberty, I would vote ‘‘yea;’’ but Iam paired 
with him. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson] is paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Has a pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr, 
PuGu] been announced? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that no pair 
with the Senator from Alabama has been announced, 

Mr. WALTHALL. I wish to state that I have anote from him say- 
ing that he is confined at home by illness. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pucu] is 
paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I make the point that there is no pair to be 
announced after the roll-call by the Secretary, and my friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM] had already announced pairs when the affirmative 
vote was taken. I think that that was not in order, and certainly no 
pair made by my friend can now be in order after the roll-call. 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 26; as follows: z 
Bate, Farwell, Jones of A 
Beck, Faulkner, McPherson, Tapie, 
Blackburn, rge, Palmer, V 
Gorman, Ransom, Voor 
Brown, Gray, r ry Wal 
Cockrell, Hampton, Riddieberger, 
Coke, Harris, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Allison, Davis, Manderson, Sh 
Blair, Dolph, Paddock, Spooner, 
Bowen, Frye, Platt, 
Cameron, ae Soria Teller, 
Chace. aw usy, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Sabin, 
ABSENT—24, 
é, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Payne, 
Butler, Eustis, Kenna, Pugh, 
Call, Evarts, Mi 3 Stanford, 
Colquitt, Gibson, Mo: Stewart, 
Daniel, Hearst, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hoar, a Wilson of Md. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Now, Mr. President, I ask the Chair to 
say whether the pair announced after the afirmative vote by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois was in order? 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I see no ground of public policy why 
this bill should be passed by the Senate. The Supreme Court has de- 
cided in the case of the United States vs. Louisiana: 


That act imposed an annual direct tax of twenty milliens “upon the United 
States,” and portioned it to the several States of the Union. Itdirected that 
the tax sho “be assessed and laid on the valueofall lands and lots of ground, 
with their improvements and dwelling-houses,” It was assessed and laid upon 
the real property of private individuals in the States. Public property of the 
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States and of the United States was exempt from the tax. * * * The provis- 
ions of the act are inconsistent with any theory of the obligation of the States 
to pay the sums levied. - 

The court in its opinion further declares: 

The liability was upon the individual land-owners within her limits. 

That the State had no obligation, never paid any money by virtue of 
this law. She was permitted toassume it, and did assume it. Thetax 
* when paid by individuals was paid under the Jaw, and the law ex- 
hausted itself in two years by its own limitation. The United States 
bought the property sold under the law, or individuals boughtit. The 
citizens.of the State did not buyit; as a general rule speculators bought 
it. Ihave here a list of the names of rs, and in the large ma- 
jority of instances they were men buying a tax title on speculation. 
What became of it? They either compromised with the owners or sold 
the property under the tax title; and the United States, where it ac- 
quired valid title, still hasthe title tothe property bought at the difect- 
tax sales in all cases where it has neither been released nor redeemed. 

Now, there is no ground whatever in anything that has been alleged 
for the of this bill. The Senator from Tennessee says, shall 
this tax be enforced? _ The answer is, there is no law toenforceit. The 
law exhausted itself in two years after its The lien on prop- 
erty was limited to two years. It created no liability on individuals 
thereafter and provided no means for euforcing it, and it never had any 
obligation on the States. We have been dealing with this question 
upon fictitious ‘and imaginary grounds which ought not to have been 
stated in the Senate, There never was an obligation on the States 
under the law. As the Supreme Court states, it could not be imposed 
on States. In the apportionment of direct taxes under the Constitu- 
tion, to which the Senator from Tennessee refers, there is no obligation 
upon the States. The apportionment is between the States according 
to porer, meaning, of course, that the tax rests upon the people, 
and is a direct tax on them by the United States, apportioned between 
them to secure equality. 

Now, upon what ground of public policy, because peoplein the in- 
surrectionary States failed to pay their portion of the tax which was 
required by the excise laws during the war, could the matter now be 
reopened? Why should that be a ground for now collecting from 
these States this great sum? Why, you should refund the whole taxa- 
tion paid by the Northern people during that period of time, if the 
reasons on which this bill is founded are correct. 

If such a law be passed as suggested by the Senator from Ohio, be- 
cause the States are charged with this money on the hooks of the Treas- 
ury Department, and in the settlements between the States heretofore 
sums of money have been withheld belonging to the States, it is easier 
to correct that method of keeping the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment than it is to tax the people of this country fifteen or twenty mill- 
ion dollars to be refunded to the tax-payers of the last generation. 
There is nothing in that argument, and it remains true that this law 
never was an obligation on the States, but it was a voluntary assump- 
tion by them; and the law executed and exhausted itself within the 
two years to which its force and effect was limited by its provisions. 
Then upon what ground of public policy shall we restore to the tax- 

yers, or the people, or the State, the extra amount of taxation paid 
a them because of the failure of the Southern States to pay their pro- 
portion in the prosecution of the war? 

That is a proposition utterly untenable and impracticable, and yet 
thatis the proposition upon which this bill is based, forthe other ground 
stated is entirely unreal. 

Yon can not equalize the burdens of the war porod. Why attempt 
it? Itis nothing buta scheme to pay back the money imposed for 
the prosecution of the war to the extent of this direct tax, and why 
should that money be returned any more than any other money paid 
by the people of the Northern States in excess of their proportion dur- 
ing the time when the war was flagrant and it was impossible for the 
people of the Southern States to have contributed their portion to the 
prosecution of the war, which was an obligation upon them equally 
with the others under the Constitution as it is now interpreted and as 
it was settled by the war? 

I will add to my remarks, without troubling the Senate to read them, 
some extracts from the opinion of the Supreme Court in the case of the 
United States vs. Louisiana, decided at the October term, 1887, While 
I do not acknowledye that the Supreme Court hasa right to say to Con- 
gress what it shall or shall not do, yet it is a correct interpretation of 
the law manifestly, and, therefore, is of force in a consideration of this 
direct-tax law and the extent of its present obligation. The law has ex- 
pired by its own terms, and nothing remains but the question whether 
the money collected under it should be returned to the people who paid 
it, and for this there is no reason more than for any other tax collected 


during the war. 
OPINION OF SUPREME COURT. 


Nor do we regard the unpaid portion of the direct tax laid by the act of Con- 
of A st 5, 1861, which was apportioned to Louisiana, as constituting any 

ebt to the United States by the State in her political and corporate character, 
which can be set off against her demands. (12 Stat., 292. chap. 45.) That act 
imposed an annual direct tax of twenty millions “ upon the United States,” and 
apportioned it to the several States of the Union, It directed that the tax should 
“ be assessed and laid on the value of all lands and lots of ground, with their im- 
provements and dwelling houses.” (Sec, 13.) It was assessed and laid upon the 


real oper of private individuals in the States. Public property of the States 
and of the United States was exempted from the tax. Its apportionment was 
Pani by designation of the amount which was to be levied upon and coll 

from this property of individuals in the several States, reaps: The pro- 
visions of the act are inconsistent with any théory of the obligation of the States 
to pay the sums levied. It provides for the appointment of officers to assess the 
property to the different holders, and to collect the tax,and directs with minute 
detail the proceedings to be taken to enforce the collection, either by a distraint 
and sale of the personal pay of the owners, or, that failing, by a sale of 
the real property taxed. It allows, it is true, the different States to assume the 
amounts apportioned to them, respectively, and to collect the same in theirown 
way by their own offi . Many of the States did thus assume the amounts, and 
ins cases it may well be considered that for the sums assumed they became 
debtors to the United States,and,so far as any portion of those sums has not 
been paid, that they still remain debtors. But, unless such assumption was had, 
no liability attached to any State in her political and corporate character. The 
liability was upon the individual land-owners within her limits, The act declares 
thatthe amountof the taxes assessed “shall be and remain s lien upon all lands 
and other real estate of the individuals who may be assessed for the same durin 
two years after the time it shall annually become due and payable.” (Sec. 33. 
Louisiana never assumed the paymentof taxes apportioned to her, or of any por- 
tion ofthem. She allowed the Government to proceed by its officers to collect 
the tax from the property-holders, The amount apportioned to her was $385, 
886.67; the amount collected from the owners of land was $314,500.84; leaving 
only a balance of $71,385.83. It is not for us to suggest in what way this balance 
may be collected. After the war, the Secretary of the ury was authorized 
to suspend the collection of the tax in any of the States previously declared in 
insurrection, until January, 1868, and subsequently this authority was extended 
to January, 1869. (14 Stat., 331, sec. 14; 15 Stats., 260, chap. 69.) The Secretary 
acted upon this authority, and suspended the collection, It is stated that, since 
1869, no attempts have been made by the executive department to enforce its col- 
lection in those States. Be thatas it may, it is enough for the disposition of the 
present case that the unpaid balance of the tax apportioned to Louisiana consti- 
tutes no debt on the part of the State in her political and corporate character to 
the United States. 


Stalement of the condition of the direct-tax accounts of the several States and Terri- 
my and the District 


Columbia, under acts of August 5, 1861, and June 7, 


Fifteen Balance 
Amount 
r cent, due United 
paid, aera: States. 


$529, 313. 33 
261, 836.00 
254, 538. 67 
22, 905, 33 
308, 214. 00 
3, 241.33 
74, 683, 38 . 
49, 437, 33 49, 437. 33 |... 
77, 522. 67 43,529, 81 
` 584, 367.33 71, 407. 75 |.. 
1, 146, 551. 33 974, 568. 63 
904, 875. 33 769, 144, 03 
452, 088. 00 384, 274.89 
71, 743. 33 71, 743. 33 
713, 695. 33 606, 641. 03 
385, 886. 67 268,515, 12 
pees 420, 826. 00 357, 702, 10 
436, 823. 33 371, 290. 83 
824, 581. 33 700, 894 14 
Michigan 501,763, 33 726, 498. 83 
Minnesota. 108, 424. 00 92, 245. 40 
Mississipp 413, 084. 67 ‘TA, 742. 57 |.. 
Missouri. 761, 127.33 646, 958, 23 
Nebraska 19, 312. 19, 312,00 
Nevada .....s000. 4, 592. 67 4,592, 67 
New Hampshire .. 218, 406. 67 185, 645. 67 
New Jersey....... , 134. 00 382, 614. 83 
New Mexico... 62,618. 00 62, 645, 00 
New York... 2, 603, 918. 67 | 2, 213,23), 86 
North Carol 576, 194. 67 386, 194. 45 |.. 
Ohio 1,567, 089, 33 | 1, 332, 025. 93 
Oregon ... 85, 140. 67 35, 140, 67 |.. 
Pennsylvania. 1, 946, 719.33 | 1,654,711. 43 
Rhode Island, 116, 963. 67 99, 419. 11 
Tennessee .. 669, 498.00 387,722. 06 
855, 106. 67 130, 008, 06 098, 61 
2B, 982.00 | E SESS oo 
211, 068.00 179, 407. 80 
2729,071.02 | 515,569.72 |.. 
2208, 479. 65 181, 306. 93 
Washington.. 7, 755, 33 4, 268.16 |.. 
Wisconsin.,.... 519, 688. 67 429, 196. 68 
South Carolina. a 363, 570. 67 877, 961. 30 


*Included on compromise, 
7 Nebraska : 
Amount collected ....,..<csscsoseocsssceecrscescoscence mebenscotscnecssnesss boven a 
Amount allowed by act of August 7, 1882 (22 Stat., p. 314)... 


I New Mexico: 
Amount allowed by act of July 1, 1862 (12 Stat., p. 489).........2...... 62, G48. 00 
? Joint resolution February 25, 1867, authorized the retary of the Treasury 


to transfer $208,479.65 to the amount originally appropriated to Virginia to the 
State of West Virginia. - 

| Overpaid. t . 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 29, 1884. 

The PRESIDENT ro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired, 
under the rule, 

Mr. CALL. I will not trespass further on the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Remarks having intervened, I presume it 
is now in order, under the rule, to again move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia movez 
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that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
om yon and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e ro > 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Benator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. Iam informed that he would 
vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

While on the floor I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
Pasco] with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 


Mr. PAYNE (whenhis name wascalled), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. ° 


The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I should like to ask whether the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] has voted ? 

Mr. CAMERON. I did vote. 

Mr. HAMPTON, I thought the Senator was paired with my col- 
league [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have-no recollection of having paired with him 
on this question. Idid pair with him on party questions. If that 
pair applies to this motion, I shall withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is 
paa with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PucH]. The Senator from 

ew York [Mr. EvARTS] is paired with the other Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr, MorGAn]. The Senator from Iowa[ Mr. W1Lson] is paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. The Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. Jonxs] is generally, as I understand, paired with the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. Hearst]. I do not see either of them here. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There was that understanding between the Sena- 
cea Nevada and the Senator from California; I have knowledge of 

at fact. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Illinois, as he made 
his statement very generally, is the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Jones] 
paired with the Senator from California [Mr. HEARST]? Otherwise 
those votes stand off. I should like the Senator to state explicitly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have only announced what I have understood to 
be the case, that when one of those Senators is absent the other usually 
declines to vote, if it is a party question. In this case neither of these 
gentlemen is present so far as I know. I simply announce it as a fact 
to go into the RECORD, without affecting the vote. 

Mr. BERRY. As the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] has 
voted, I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have tosay that yesterday the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. BERRY] and myself were paired for that day. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—26, 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Vance, 
Beek, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Herati iel, McPherson, oorh 
pa born; Toukan Ransom, - komen a 
ge 'eorge, ETS son oi . 
Brown, Gray, Rid eberger, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Cullom. Ingalls, Quay, 
Allison, Davis, Manderson, wyer, 
Blair, Dolph, Mitchell, Sherman. 
Bowen, Frye, Paddock, Spooner, 
Cameron, Hale, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Hawley, Platt, Teller. 
Chandler, Hi A Plumb, 
ABSENT—23. 
Butler, Farwell, Kenna, Sabin, 

HM, ibgon, Mo Stanford, 
Dawes, Gorman, Morrill, Stewart, 
Edmunds, Hearst, Pasco, Turpie, 
Eustis, Hoar, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 


x So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of executive 
usiness. 

Mr. VANCE. I gave notice yesterday that I should ask the consent 
of the Senate this morning, during the morning hour, to submit some 
remarks tọ the Senate on the resolutions of the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown]. I believe this would bean acceptable time to be heard 
on that question; and if so, I ask that the pending order be laid aside 
for the purpose of my proceeding with my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the pending order be dispensed with, and 
that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the resolutions sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The pending bill retaining its place on the Calen- 
dar, I suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the resolutions offered by the Senator from Georgia will be read. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


The bill (H. R. 4271) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and, on motion 
of Mr, HALE, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 3318) relat- 
ing to permissible marks, printing or writing, upon second, third, and 
fourth class matter,and to amend the twenty-second and twenty-third’ 
sections of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1880, and for other purposes;’’ in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION, 

The Senate preceeded to ‘consider the resolutions submitted by Mr. 
Brown January 4, 1888, relative to internal-revenue taxation. 

Mr. VANCE Mr. President, the issue has at last been made up for 
the American people. It has been tendered by the President of the 
United States as the accredited head of the Democratic party. I have 
long desired to see it; and to see it insuchashapeascould;not be evaded. 
The contest must now be fought out squarely and the question decided 
unequivocally on its merits. That question is, shall taxation be en- 
forced for the support of the Government or for the enrichment of indi- 
viduals? Shall money be collected from the people for public purposes 
or for private use? ; 

In the situation in which we find ourselves there can be invented no 
respectable hypothesis which shall present any other phase of the ques- 
tion. The revenues of the Governmentare largely in excess of its ex-. 
penditures, therefore those who oppose a reduction of the revenues openly 
declare that the power of taxation is given to the government of a free 
people for the purpose of putting money in the pockets{of allsuch as can 
secure the necessary legislation, at the expense of allsuch as can not help 
themselves; and those who reluctantly admit the necessity of reduction 
propose to do so upon those objects of taxation which yield pure rev- 
enue and retain it on those which for the most yield private wealth. 
The difference is only in degree; the principle is the same, that A shall 
be taxed to support B, and A in turn must look for recompense to the 
generosity of B and the unlimited mercy of God. ‘ 

In vain is the effort to fix the responsibility for this surplus on a Dem- 
ocratic administration, as was attempted by the Senator from Ohio. 
The truth will not be put down, that the imposition of war taxes by 
the Republican party in times of peace, not for the needs of the Gov- 
ernment, but for the greed of the protected classes, has brought this — 
surplus into the Treasury; and it is asking too much of the business 
common sense of the country to expect people to believe it was the 
President's duty, under a doubtfal authority, to pay a premium of 25 
to 30 per cent. on the undue public debt to avoid all occasion for re- 
ducing taxation and lessening manufacturers’ profits. That would have 
been neither wise nor honest to the people. Now there can be no dod 
ing, and the thing to be dong is to reduce this taxation until thereshall 
be nothing left in the Treasury beyond the requirements of the Goy- 
ernment. Nearly all agree that this must be done, but the question is, 
where shall we begin? For the most part the propositions of the Dem- 
ocratic members of this body, following the lead of the President, are 
to begin and end with the tariff. The Republicans, onthe other hand, 
propose to begin by reducing*in part internal-revenue taxes, and by add- 
ing to the free-list those things coming from abroad which can not be 
produced in this country and which do not compete with our own man- 
ufacturers. I prefer to begin with both the internal revenue and the 
tariff on the necessaries of life. Sofar as they affect my people there is 
cause of complaint against each as to the tax itself, but far more as to the 
method of collection, against the revenue taxes. So great offense has 
this system given to the people of North Carolina that they have again 
and again, through their accredited political agencies, demanded its 
total repeal. In vindication of the reasonableness of that expression of 
their will, I propose before dealing with the more universal evil of the 
pos tariff, to give some of the grounds on which their demand is 

It will be remembered that under the old Articles of Confederation, 
which preceded the Constitution, all taxation for the support of the 
Government was to be levied and collected by the States, in such man- 
ner and upon such objects as they saw fit. Theapportionment of these 
taxes among the States was made the duty of Congress by the eighth 
article; and that was all Congress had to do with taxation, except that 
the States were forbidden to enforce any customs duties which might 
interfere with any treaty made with foreign powers. I believe it is 
admitted that the defective arrangement for securing sufficient revenue 
was the main cause for the effort ‘‘to form a more perfect union,” 
which resulted in the Constitution, and the chief of these defects was 
the absence of the power to levy customs duties. When this power was 


442 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


- JANUARY 13, 


conferred by the Constitution and surrendered by the States it was 
objected by many at the time that by granting to Congress the right to 
levy direct and excise taxes also, the States would be left helpless as 
being excluded from the usual sources of revenue. Some of the ablest 

of Mr. Hamilton in the Federalist were devoted to combating 
this idea, and to-showing that whilst it was absolutely necessary that 
Congress should have all taxing power to enable the common Govern- 
ment to avail itself in cases of emergency of the utmost resources of the 
country, yet in regard to everything but customs duties the power of 
the States to Jevy and collect taxes was coexistent and coequal with 
thatof the Government. He admitted, indeed, that whilst there was 
no repugnancy in the coequal power, there might ibly be in its ex- 
ercise. That is, one government might tax a given article to an ex- 
tent that would render it ‘tin ent’? for the other to tax it at all, 
This, of course, would enable the General Government to practically 
deprive the States of revenue from any objects of taxation it might see 
proper to tax to such extent. 

To quiet all such apprehensions Mr. Hamilton declared that ‘‘we 
must for a long time depend for the means of revenue chiefly on such 
[customs] duties. The genius of the people will illy brook the inquisi- 
tive and peremptory spirit of excise laws.’! On all sides similar as- 
surances were given by theadvocates of the Constitution; and itappears 
to have been conceded that, as well because of the unpopularity of such 
asystem as because of its restriction of the field of taxation by theStates, 
the General Government would rely mainly on customs duties as the 
source of its revenues, and would resort to excise duties and direct 
taxation only in extraordinary emergencies. Accordingly, such’has 
been the course of taxation inour history. The first excise taxes were 
levied in 1791, to meet the war debt of the struggle for independence. 
Before 1805 the necessity for their continuance had ceased, and Mr. Jef- 
ferson, in his second inaugural address, said: 


The suppression of unnecessary offices, of useless establishments and ex- 
penses, enabled us to discontinue our internal taxes. These, covering our land 
with officers and opening our doors to their intrusions, had already begun that 
— of domiciliary vexation which, once entered, is scarcely to be restrained 

reaching successively every article of produce and property. 


In order to meet the extraordinary expenses of the war of 1812-15 
excise taxes were again resorted to, which were again reduced, and re- 
pealed, finally, within a few years after the close of the war which oc- 
casioned them. From that time until'1862, a period of more than forty 
years, no excise taxes were levied. Then was begun that enormous sys- 
tem of tariffand internal taxation which has had no parallel in all mod- 
, ern history, which drew from the people within ten years the incredible 
sum of $3,739,136,870, or an average of $374,000,000 perannum. And 
though we are now in the twenty-third yearsince the warclosed, and the 
necessity for extraordinary taxation which closed with it, yet no part of 
the tariff taxes have been reduced to any considerable degree, but, on the 
contrary, many have been increased; and while many ‘items have been 
relieved from internal taxation, the chief objects, spirits and tobacco, 
have been retained, and the proceeds of income therefrom are almost 
equal to the average of war times! : ` 

Now why should not this tax be repealed? The emergency which 
called it into existence has longsince passed away. Itis a violation of 
the popular understanding that excise taxes shall be resorted to only 
in emergencies, to say, as the Senator from Alabama said, that the war 
debt still remains, in and therefore the tax must remain. At 
that rate it never could be repealed during this generation. The test 
is not, have we had a war, or any other great emergency ? but do we 
need to resort to this odious system anylonger? The answer furnished 
by the Treasury Department is that we do not. In round numbers, 
and approximately, the surplus coming into the Treasury is just about 
equal to the receipts from internal taxation. So that if those taxes 
were abolished to-morrow not another dollar would be required to re- 
place them for the ordinary purposes of the Government. i 

The increase in population would naturally bring’increase of con- 
sumption, and, of course, of revenuealso. It isnot necessary that we 
should at any time keep a surplus in the Treasury, however slight. 
Unless there be an abnormal increase of our expenditures, the growth 
of population and wealth will always keep our receipts ahead of them. 

The dislike to these taxes evinced by Hamilton, Madison, Jefferson, 
and the other great fathers was not an ungrounded prejudice. They 

ve voice to the public sentiment then, and the same voice seeks to be 
ett to-day, and, sooner or later, will be heard. I beg'to assure Sena- 
tors that there is more in these complaints than the money which is col- 
lected. It involves other and far more important results, much as that 
money is to a poor people. It involves the right of a man to do what 
he may please with his own within the bounds of the law of liberty. 
It involves the right of a farmer to sell the lawful products of his law- 
ful labor to any purchaser who may offer him the highest price. It 
involves the right of the husbandman to utilize the fruit of his orchards 
which is rotting upon the ground. Itinyolves the still more moment- 
ous question whether the poor man’s cabin be indeed his castle, pro- 
tected from intrusion by organic law and sacred tradition, or whether it 


may be broken open and ransacked at any hour of the day or night by. 


a petty official dressed in a little brief authority in search of tribute 
for an overflowin . Itinvolves the question of a large por- 
tion of the people of this country being subjected to that ‘‘domiciliary 


vexation” mentioned by Jefferson, the ‘‘inquisitive and gin ha 
spirit of excise laws’? deprecated by Hamilton, in a time of profoun 
peace, without any emergency calling for such invasions of their rights. 
I claim, sir, that the longer continuance of these taxes, with the oppress- 
ive and undemocratic methods of collecting them, is a needless out- 
rage upon a free people. I claim that American citizens have the right 
to demand that the taxes which they are required to pay should be 
levied only for the support of their Governmont, adjusted upon princi- 
ples of equity and fairness, and should be collected hy methods most 
in conformity with liberty and least offensive to their sensibilities. 

The good people whom I represent care little or nothing for the tax 
on spirits and tobacco; they would cheerfully pay it, and more, if they 
could be spared the oppressive and vexatious methods and machinery of 
its collection. Make the tax a reasonable one on spirits and assess it 
upon the capacity of the licensed distilleries, leaving a margin for reve- 
nue to the States from the same source, and I am quite sure all com- 
plaints will cease in North Carolina. It is easy tọ sneer at these com- 
plaints and call those who make them ‘‘moonshiners.’? Isubmit that 
it would be more statesmanlike to listen to them, and more manly to 
give an argument when freemen ask redress, than to call them names. 

. Here Iam met by the suggestion that if the internal taxes be repealed 
or reduced it will force an increase, or at least prevent a reduction, 
of the tariff duties; and the question is triumphantly asked, ‘‘Do you 
prefer free whisky to free blankets?” Generally this appears to the 
questioner so unanswerable as to end the argument. It only appears so, 
however, to those who have not examined the present tariff laws in de- 
tail, and who are unacquainted with its practical operations. There is 
much more to besaid. Were the question onein reality between cheap 
whisky and tobacco and cheap articles of prime necessity, a Christian 
man could not hesitate one moment as to his choice. But it is not so 
by any means. 

in the first place, as I have said, should the entire internal tax be re- 
moved, the revenue accruing from other sources would suffice for ordi- 
nary expenditures. Not another dollar would be required. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday, being the bill (S. 371) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr, GRAY. I ask thatit be laid aside temporarily, that the Senator 


from North Carolina [Mr, ME hd Bet Sheet 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ere g no objection, that course 
will be taken. 

Mr. VANCE. But granting that there would be a deficit, the way to 
raise thatsum would be to lessen, not i the tariff duties. Does 
any one seriously doubt that? Surely there is no fact more clearly estab- 
lished in political economy than that as to the great mass of items of 
human wants the lessening of the price will increase the consumption 
and consequently the importations of the things consumed. This, of 
course, will increase the sum total of duties received; and this increase 
will continue the lower you place duties until the revenue point is 
passed. 

The duties on many articles of general use are now practically pro- 
hibitory, and of course they must be lowered to produce revenue. A 
few articles will serve to illustrate this. 

There is no one thing of prime necessity in more universal use than 
blankets. Of all sorts and sizes there were imported in the year 1887 
as follows: 7,570 pounds; worth $3,886.52; duty thereon, $2,789.25, ` 
the average duty being 71.62 per cent. I have no later statistics of the 
amount made and sold in the United States than the census of 1880; 
naturally the quantity made and sold in 1887 would be much larger. 
In 1880 there were produced in the United States 1,083,617 pairs and 
1,114,827 single blankets. Estimating the foreign blankets at five 
pounds to the pair, would give about 1,500 pairs, on which the Treas- 
ury received $2,785.29, as against about 1,500,000 pairs made and con- 
sumed here, the duty on which went into the pockets of the manufact- 
urers, though paid by the people all the same. 

Of flannels there were imported of all qualities in 1887, 219,334 
pounds; value $185,203; duty paid, $129,624, being an average of 70 
per cent. In 1880 there were made and sold in the United States 
70,923,196 pounds; worth at an average 60 cents per pound—$42, 553, - 
917.60. On this a heavy duty was paid by the people, but the Treas- 
ury got only $129,624. ‘ { 

In the article of hats made of wool the nce posed between imports 
and domestic manufacture is still more marked. 

In 1887 there were imported into the United States 3,273 pounds 
wool hats; value, $6,594.98; duty paid, $3,561.77, being at the rate of 
54 per cent. 

In 1880 the number of wool hats made and sold in the United 
States was 1,391,862 dozens, worth, at an average of 60 cents per 
pound, $2,783,664. y 

Small as was the reduction on wool by the act ef 1883, the increase 
of duties received on wool itself and four articles of its manufacture 
in three years was $11,465,503, under that law. 

And so with many other items in the tariff lists; but these will suf- 
fice as illustrations of my position. No sane man can suppose that 
more revenue could be obtained from these articles by increasing the 
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duties thereon. Common sense teaches that the only way to do that 
would be to lower the duties to the point where the importers could af- 
ford to éompete. The proposition is too-plain to require elaboration. 
It will hold good as to every item on the dutiable list on which the 
duty is now above revenue point. It can not beotherwise. Irespect- 
fully suggest that Senators who favor an indefinite continuance of excise 
taxes should spare us their taunts that those of us who favor a modifi- 
cation or repeal of the system prefer free whisky and tobacco to free 
blankets, clothing, and other necessaries. It is a false clamor. We 
have high intemal taxes now, but no free blankets. The duty on them 
is prohibitory. It could be no worse if internal taxes were abolished. 
So it is with nearly every article of prime necessity. I challenge Sen- 
ators to point out any considerable item in the whole dutiable sched- 
ule from which increased revenue could be raised by increasing the 
duties. 

If proof of this were really required, I need furnish none other than 
extracts from various protection journals demanding that revenues be 
reduced by raising the tariff so that it would prohibit. 

Such being the fact, it is not correct to say that the repeal of internal- 
revenue taxes would force an increase or prevent reduction of tariff 
taxes. On the contrary, I firmly believe that their repeal would tend to 
force a reduction of tariff duties to secure the needed revenue. And I 
further believe that so long as these taxes remain, furnishing over one- 
third of the revenues of the Government, the protectionists will keep 
the duties on woolen goods, metals, and other necessaries so high as to 
yield little or no revenue. They will, in fact, put in their pockets an- 
nually from their profits on those items a sum equal to the internal 
taxes. Virtually that tax is levied for their benefit. Hence the shrewd 
protection leaders oppose the repeal of internal taxes, and I suspect the 
sincerity of those who profess to favor it. They are profuse with their 
intimations of favor for the simple poe of creating dissensions and 
diversions in the ranks of the low-tariff people of the South, who desire 
at the same time relief from the vexations of the internal-revenue sys- 
tem. ‘That sincerity will be tested when a vote is reached ona propo- 
sition to repeal or reduce,and I shall be only too glad to find myself 
mistaken. They know as certainly as they know anything that but 
for the one hundred and eighteen millions of the internal taxes they 
could not resist for one day the popular demand for reduction. Their 
object, even when sincere, is only to reduce revenue. My object is to 
reduce taxation also, as well as to distribute it with more equity be- 
tween producers and consumers and between rich and poor. This never 
will be done so long as the internal taxes remain, in my opinion. 

Of all the excuses, however, for refusing to repeal or reduce internal- 
revenue taxes thé one least entitled to is that which affects to 
treat the tax on spirits asa moral agent. Several Senators, among 
them the Senator from Ohio, have intimated quite a readiness to re- 
move the tax on tobacco, but hang back on the other branch of the prop- 
osition with vague intimations of eminent temperance virtues latent 
within the tax. I must decline to participate in the effort to create so 
cheap a reputation for Christian virtue. 

The Government of the United States has nothing whatever to do with 
such amatter. The restraints upon the manufacture and sale of ardent 
spirits wholly pertain to the police powers of the State; and the ad- 
visability of the adoption of amping laws, partially or altogether 
prohibitory, is to be determined by their priori alone. Even if |5 
we did possess such power here I should doubt the propriety of the 
Government legalizing a traffic which people think to be injurious and 
wicked and making itself a partner and participator in that wicked- 
ness. -As a man of ordinary prudence and friend of temperance, I 
shouldalways be suspicious of a temperance movement which met the 
unanimous approbation of the great whisky ring of the United States, 
as does this present excise law.. Whenever the distillers of land 


sit in the amen corner of the congregation, applauding the temperance 
lecturer, and meckly insist on being taxed for their own suppression, 
I must confess to some degree of doubt as to the saving efficacy of the 
scheme thus indorsed by saint and sinner. I am happy to see that 
many leading temperance people of the @ountry take the same view and 
decline the unholy alliance. 

The inequalities of the present tariff duties and their discriminations 
in favor of the rich and the , in favor of the luxuries and 
against the necessaries of life, are such as should condemn the scheme 
in the estimation ofall just men. How the party which inaugurated 
and continues these outrages upon justice and fair dealing in matters 
of taxation has been able to sustain itselfand its work solong in power, 
is a mystery to the ordinary understanding. It can only be solved by 
recurring to the fact that these duties were mostly enacted in a period 
of war, and that since that war ended they have falieticanly keptalive 
its bitter memories, behind and under cover of which they have done 
their nefarious work, artfully di public attention by sectional 
appeals from the fact that they were permitting favored classes to form 
a partnership with the Government in the taxation of the other classes, 
and were dividing the proceeds at the rate of one dollar to the Govern- 
mens and oar for themselves. 

t us look at the articles taxed by this tariff, first in groups, and 
then examine those groups in detail. te 


IMPORTS Ix 1887. 


ee Day E A a a EESE EE A YT 
Being an average of 67.21 per cent. 
Second, Silk goods... ARENDS AE EAR a 
Duty paid Fi ALR OOE ES LENTES PEE EE AR 15, 540, 300 
Being an average of 49 per cent. 


Here it will be seen that goods of wool, which are the principal wear 
of the poor, are taxed about 18.25 per cent. more than goods of silk, which 
are almost exelusively the wear of the rich. 

Now let us see what difference is made in this tariff between the raw 
material from which the two kinds of goods are manufactured. In 1887 
there were imported of all kinds wools to the value of $16,351,369, on 
which a duty was paid of $5,899,816, being an average of 36,8 per cent. 
In the same year there were imported raw silk, cocoons, etc., to the 
value of $19,640,397, on which was paid no duty ‘whatever. Thus we 
see that whilst the raw material for the manufacture of clothing for the 
poor and the great mass of the people was taxed over 36 per cent., the 
raw material for the manufacture of silks, for the use of the rich, is per- 
mitted to come in free. 


SUGAR AND ITS MANUFACTURES, 


Imported in 1887, in value,...us.scecssesssscsscssescosssssnsocneesnesesssatecesesnessenes 868, 882, 884 
Tax paid on the SAamce...............cccsssrcesesseosvcens necsonseveseoeneceneoasocesen tee ane 56, 507,405 

nee SA ee 

SALT. 

Imported in the year 1887 to the value Of..,........:sccesseecneetesneneeasenenes . $1,455,585 
Duty paid on BANC, ..000cecesercdsccccesesvecsesseas copesenscenovonossvoeanenvenss coves 676, 865 

Being in even numbers 50 per cent. 

LEATHER AND ITS PRODUCTS. 

reper in 1887 to the value of .... sss. S10, = `: 
Duty paid thereon 3,285, 


Being at the rate of 30 per cent. 


-HATS, BONNETS, STRAW GOODS, WILLOW, GRASS, ETC. 


Amount im: a. 


Duty paid thereo 


A rate of 21 eae. being 9 per cent. Tan Se Body skins goods 
than for the leather which protects the feet. 


IRON AND STEEL. 


Amount imported in 1887 .....scccsssmseeessssssenessessssenseetssenseseeasemesanssesses S00, GLS, 955 
Duty paid thereon wn...casccenccsscs- curscscs sosevscovcowessevessvegosoucessvoucssonsceet susese 20, 713, 233 
Being an average of 41 per cent. 
JEWELRY AND PRECIOUS STONES, 
Amount imported in 1887..... 


+» $10, 981,191 


Duty paid thereon 1,162, 300 


Being a duty of 10} per cent. 

This shows, whatever be the excuse for it, that iron and steel, with- 
out which no industry can move, and which are an absolute necessity of 
life, are made to pay four times as much as the adornments of the rich. 

GLASS AND GLASSWARE. 


pennies sat fy sede AIL DBT EREDE RESE PESARE OTS sesse. $7,301,339 
Duty pai gissat 4, S10, SIZ 


Aen ennee naseneaneneeeeneeeeneseetes cteseccnerananeene s 


Dang aine of OO pa coos. 
FUR GOODS, 


Amount imported in 1887. 
Duty paid thereon. 


Being a little over 20 per ae and one-third of the duty upon the 
glassware, which constitutes an article of prime necessity. 


EARTHEN, STONE, AND CHINA WARE. 


Amount imported in 1887... sesessuepcesosedeiesssceesetbbebe-mevyastprearesssconcesed) y S 
Duty paid thereon i... .....0:...:ccsceconeecnsovssscospesovsopeevsee edabeeavenstakeudetebedses ky Mik, OTL 
Being a tax of 57 per cent. 
FRUITS AND NUTS. 
Amount imported E LGR E REEE sseeresererersenre S15, 088, 073 


Duty paid thereon . soosnbcakabepecabeisansesbee beeen 
Being at the rate of 27 per ae 
By this it will be seen that the common stone and earthen ware in 
the poor man’s cottage paid more than double the tax upon the fruits 
and ats which formed The dessert on the rich man’s dinner table. 


COTTON GOODS, 


esorenseeseccesscesces 4210; 098 


Amount Fy gobo fn 1887... .cecceoves. RA sserensesaeseserserece S29, 150, 058 
Duty pai MN eA ar A Easa AD TAG, TUS 
Being a duty of 40 per cent. 
FANCY ARTICLES. 


Amount yr octane in 1887... 
Duty paid thereo 


Bane Ai per aon 


sic nabeptaenacocebiseasorsss na essesece tg LO; GOR 
soe essees — 2, 949, 360 


eee eerereerererseten 


444 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 13, 


Amount imported in 1887. 
Duty paid thereon...........000« 


Being a duty of 35 per cent. 
FLAX, HEMP, JUTE, AND THEIR MANUFACTURES, 


* Amount imported in 1887. 
Duty paid t sessa 


Being 28 per cent. 


Amountim 


Duty paid thereon... mýsicosossósssosósisíógsáposss verses meyascoueesesussne 


NUTS, BANANAS, COCOA, PINE-APPLES, OLIVES, ETC, 


Amount imported in 1887 
Duty paid thereon 


In the foregoing the discriminations of the tariff against the common 
necessities of life and articles most in use by the poor would be made 
still more apparent if stated more in detail. For example, the aver- 
age price on wools is put at 36 per cent,, whereas the duty on clothing 
wools is fully 56 per cent. ; the average being reduced by the lesser duty 

. on carpet wools, The clothing wools being used for the raiment of the 
mass of the people; the carpet wools being designed principally for the 
service of the rich. 

The tax upon wool is evidently designed for the purpose of making 
a necessity dear, whilst the tax on raw silk serves to make a luxury 
cheap. The impolicy as well as the injustice of it would. seem to be 
evident when wool and leather goods are contrasted. Everything con- 
sidered, perhaps no country has cheaper or better leather than 
ours, and yet the duty is but 30 per cent., with the raw material free. 
The home market is more nearly possessed by our own manufacturers 
in this article than any other, our exports being fully equal to our im- 
gabe But in the case of woolen goods, where the raw material is 

eavily taxed and the duty on the manufactured articles is double that 
of leather, our exports are next to nothing and our imports are more 
than one-third of our whole consumption. 

Whilst this grouping shows conclusively a discrimination against the 
necessaries of life in bulk by a considerable average per cent. of duty, 
when we come to examine the separate items of each group it will be 
seen that these discriminations against the poor amount to positive in- 
humanity. Inalmost every department and almost without exception 
the things used by them are made to pay the highest duty. Let us 
look at some of the items: 


‘Wool hats: 


Valued at 40 cents per pound and UNnder,,..........ssereecsreeeseeseresseensesssones 75.00 
Valued at from 40 to 60 cents per pound.... s.. 73,00 
Valued at from 60 to 80 cents per pound. 66. 00 


Valued at above 80 cents per POUNd,......sceccceeeceseererseesseseeeseeney cesses sem ae 


As the article rises in value it decreases in duty or tax. 


Knit $ 
Worth not exceeding 30 cents per pound.. 
Worth from 30 to 40 cents per pound., 
Worth from 40 to 60 cents per pound... 
Valued at 80 cents per pound and up 

Woolen shawls: 

Valued at 80 cents per pound and under.......... 
Valued above 80 cents per pound........... 

Woolen goods, dress goods, etc, : 
Valued at 80 cents per pound or under... 
Worth over 80 cents per pound. 

Worsted, alpaca, and so on: 

Valued at 30 cents per pound or Under. .........sccsscessseeresecrsecsscesseneeeseeens 
Worth from 30 to 40 cents per pound.. 
Worth from 40 to 60 cents per pound................ 

Flannels: 

Cheapest, valued at 30 cents or under per pound, 
Valued from 30 to 40 cents per poòound..........ssessrissresssserresssnsran ie 
Valued at above 60 cents and not exceeding 80 cents per pound.......... 

Women’s and children's dress goods, Italian cloths, ete. : 

Worth 20 cents per square yard or under 
All above 20 cents per square yard..... 

All woolen goods or mixtures of alpaca ai 
Weighing 4 ounces or less per square yard... ae 
Weighing over 4 ounces per square yard......s.ersessessrsssssessrseseressnssssnssus 

Blankets: 

Worth 30 cents per pound or under 
Worth from 30 to 40 cents per poun 
All worth above 80 cents per pound. 
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Whilst the woolen shawl of the poor woman is taxed 88 per cent., 
the silk shawl of her wealthier sister is taxed only 50 per cent. 

Whilst the cheap alpaca of the laborer’s wife is taxed 83 per cent., 
the silk or velvet dress of his employer’s wife and the laces and ribbons 
with which it is trimmed are taxed but 50 per cent. 

Whilst the plow-boy’s coarse wool hat is taxed 75 per cent., the 
shining silk beaver of the dude is taxed only 50 per cent. 

When the overworked banker or mefchant refreshes himself with a 
pint of sparkling champagne he pays a tax of 50 per cent. thereon, and 
when the tired drayman comforts himself with a glass of beer at the 
close of the day he pays a tax of 63 per cent. thereon. In the matter of 
strong spirits it is still worse. If the poor man drinks foreign whisky 
he pays a tax of 394 per cent., if domestic whisky about 400 per cent. ; 
— the i man can drink French brandy with a tax ofonly 

per cen , 


Files are taxed 56 per cent.; trace-chains, 47 per cent.; horseshoe- 
nails,76 per cent.; whilst sporting fire-arms, pistols, etc., are taxed only 
35 per cent., and iron rails continue to pay 93 per cent. and steel 
rails 84. 


Window-glass: Per cent. 
Cylinder, crown, and common window, unpolished, not exceeding 
10 by 15 inches square......... à 


Above and not exceeding 16 by 24 squar 

er al sna crown, polished, unsilvered : 
y 

Not exceeding 16 by 24...sssssssss rerne ‘ 
Plate-glass, rough: 

Not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square. 

Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square 
Plate-glass, polished, unsilvered : 

10 by 15 inches square....... 

16 by 24 inches square..., 
Plate-glass, polished and sil 

10 by 15 inches square......... 

16 by 24 inches SQUATE...........seersessosreees sresosogecaroes son vecnen cs sossen 


poverty.” These discriminations against the cheap goods of the poor 
are to be found all through the schedules, and time would fail me to 
point them out. Let the sram 2 given suffice. 

And yet the Senator from Ohio, in his elaborate speech, on the 4th 
instant, used the following language: 

After deducting the free-list, we import of the value of $450, , upon 
which we levy duties. Shall this be a uniform rate? We say no; but by a care- 
ful discrimination and classification of rates depending upon the nature and 
quality of the goods, who are to be the consumers, and the effect the rate pro- 
posed will have upon domestic industry; we therefore say that articles of vol- 
untary use, of luxury, ornament, or appetite, not in common.use among the 

ple, and which are purch: almost exclusively by the wealthy, should 

ra high rate of taxation—the highest rate that experience shows can be col- 
lected without excluding them or inducing smuggling. This is founded upon 
the admitted maxim of political economy that taxes should be assessed upon 
those best able to pay. 

When we look at these beautiful words and flowing sentences rippling 
sweetly with the virtues of charity, patriotism, and the milk of human 
kindness, and then look at the fact that by this same tariff the poor wom- 
an’s woolen shaw] and alpaca dress pay nearly twice as much duty as the 
silk and satin of the rich man’s wife, and the plow-boy’s wool hat al- 
most twice as much as the dandy’s silk beaver, and the common win- 
dow-glass of the cottage pays five times as much as the plate-glass of 
the mansion, we can form some judgment of the value of mere words, 
and we may conclude without looking into the schedule that empty 
declamation at least is on the free-list. 

No wonder that the Senator favors putting everything on the free-list 
that can not be produced here by réason of climate, declaring, as he does, 
that because they do not come into competition with domestic industry 
"a tax upon them would be simply a burden without any redeeming 
benefit.” That is to say, that a tax paid into the Treasury, and which 
is not divided with the manufacturers, is of no benefit whatever. In 
other words, it is no benefit to a people to support their Government 
alone, the ‘‘ redeeming benefit” of taxation being the support of a 
privileged class. 

Such is the tariff or schedule of customs taxes imposed upon the 
American people, which its authors and supporters propose to continue 
without regard to the necessities of the Government. Yielding, as it 
does, very little revenue in proportion to the magnitude of the tax by 
reason of its prohibitory character, they propose to let itstand upon all 
the necessaries of life, and to reduce revenue without reducing taxes by 
adding to the free-list only those articles the duty on which is pure 
revenue, or nearly so, and goes into the Treasury. As to those items of 
prime necessity which, coming from abroad, compete with our manu- 
factures here, and the duty upon which, more or less, goes into their 
pockets, and not to the , they refuse to touch them. They 
put this on the ground of the preservation of American industries, alleg- 
ing that to reduce duties on any of these items would destroy every 
industry engaged in the manufacture of them, and all who are depend- 
ent thereon. 

The Senator from Ohio, as the leader of his party, blows the usual 
signal trumpet of distress and rings the annual alarm bell that Ameri- 
can industries are about to perish and labor is about to be pauperized 
on this continent because a Democratic President recommends a reduc- 
tion of the tariff in the face of an annual surplus of more than one 
hundred millions, and advises that that money should be left in the 
hands of the people who earned it and who sorely need it, by reducing 
taxation. That distinguished Senator thinks evidently that the class 
of our fellow-citizens engaged in manufactures which come in compe- 
tition with similar articles of foreign make are alone entitled to the 
first care and consideration of this Government, though they be not 
more than a-tenth of the entire population; that for them, and them 
alone, laws are to be made, governments are to be administered, and 
taxation levied and collected. The President’s proposition being that 
no taxation shall be levied except for the use of the Government eco- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


445 


nomically administered, the converse is the proposition of the Senator 
from Ohio—that taxation shall only be levied for the suppert of manu- 
facturers; and their necessities, real or pretended, shall be the meas- 
ure of the taxes imposed by the American Congress. No sophistry can 
avoid this. 

The excuse given always for high customs taxés has been that in the 
long run, if the productions of the foreigner were kept out, domestic 
competition would becomeso tas to bring down prices to their normal 
figures. But as the natural laws of political economy were not allowed 
free scope by these tariff restrictions in the exclusion of foreign com- 
petition, so they are not allowed their natural tendencies in the do- 
mestic competition. Vast combinations or conspiracies against public 
pur have been formed among the manufacturers to keep up prices. 

hey are denominated trusts, wherein all the manufacturers of a given 
article pledge themselves to sell not below a minimum price. To en- 
force the stipulations of these trusts, oaths are exacted from all sales- 
men and proprietors, and finesand penalties areimposed. Each mem- 
ber of the trust is required to contribute an amount of money in pro- 
portion to the extent of his business, to be forfeited and confiscated in 
case he is found guilty at any time, without consent of the combina- 
tion, of selling below the minimum price. This price is always regu- 
lated by the tariff, and is kept as high as the tariff will permit. In the 
face of all this, which is and should be indictable at common law as a 
conspiracy against the public, these shameless cormorants appear before 
the Congress of the United States and demand that these tariff duties 
be maintained in the name of American industry and American labor, 
behind which they may conspire to plunder the American people. 

Mr. President, the whole scheme of the present tariff is wrong, un- 
just, unfair, and unconstitutional. The central theory of it isiniquity, 
supported, as it needs must be in the fitness of things, by falselogic and 
false assertions of facts. I am opposed to its arrangements out and out. 
I shall vote to put nothing more on the free-list the tax on which is pure 
revenue. I shall strive earnestly to reduce taxation on the necessaries 
of life, discriminating only againstluxuries and in favor of the helpless 
and unprotected. 

Mr, BLAIR. Icall for the regular order, the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will present some House 
bills for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1213) to punish robbery, burglary, and larceny in the 
Indian Territory was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3318) relating to permissible marks, printing or writ- 
ing, upon second, third, and fourth class matter, and to amend the twenty- 
second and twenty-third sections of an act entitled ‘‘An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes,’’ was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 1216) providing for the investment of certain funds 
in the Treasury; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask that the consideration of the unfinished business 
be resumed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. P 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] is entitled to the floor on this bill. - 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, to talk about the Constitution of the 
United States, its limitations, and the obligations that it imposes upon 
Senators and Members of Congress would seem to be anatural, a highly 
proper, and a constantly recurring duty, and yet, sir, I know from my 
short experiencein this body that it is a thing at which some Senators, I 
fear too many on both sides of this Chamber, shrug their shoulders and 
show impatience. But I think I can appeal to some at least of those 
of the same political faith with myself, nay, I think I can appeal to 
all Senators who regard the obligation of the oath they have taken, 
when a measure like the one now pending before the Senate is proposed 
and urged with zeal and ability, and, I must admit, with great sincerity 
by the gentlemen who are advocating it; I say I think I can hope- 
fully appeal for a candid consideration of the objections that lie on the 
surface to its e. 

When we hear in this Chamber this new power that is sought to be 
ingrafted upon the Constitution of our country, advocated, enlarged 
upon, and referred to as the fruitful source of legislation, I mean the 
power of money that has been discovered by these interpreters of the 
Constitution within the four corners of that sacred instrument; when 
we hear on this floor that the Congress of the United States, nay, that 
one branch thereof, the Senate of the United States, is invested with 
power to go into the States and investigate the results of a municipal 
election, then I say it is time for those who profess to be the friends of 


the Constitution to examine anew the tenets of their faith and bring 
to the test of the obligations they have taken upon themselves this 
or any other measure in which it is proposed that the Federal Govern- 
ment shall concern itself with the functions reserved to the States. 

Mr. President, I should content myself with a silent vote against 
the passage of this bill, resting my justification on the reasons given 
by me nearly two years ago, when this bill or one similar in its provis- 
ions was before the Senate, were it not that the persistence with which 
it is again urged, and the renewal, Congress after Congress, of what 
seems to me an attempt to break over the lines of partition between 
State and Federal authority established by our constitutional scheme 
of government, demand renewed protest at least from those who believe 
that the maintenance of those lines is essential to the permanence of 
our free institutions. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that it matters much to some Senators 
whether constitutional warrant be found for this legislation or not. 
They believe in a law higher than the Constitution, and, of course, I 
doubt not their sincerity, they are relieved from any scruples on that 
score. Salus populi suprema lex, or some other vague and general phrase, 
satisfies their conscience, and it is always possible for them to conjure 
up sentimental fears for the safety of the Republic. But to those who 
recognize the supreme obligations of the Constitution and are governed 
by its requirements, I address myself when I ask where within this in- 
strument do you find the sanction for Congress, as the depository of 
the legislative power therein granted, to enter upon this field of legis- 
lation. 

This matter of education and the common schools is confessedly one 
belonging to the States, as much so as their roads and highways, their 
penitentiaries, asylums, corporations, or other institutions which con- 
cern their organized societies and are within the purview of that great 
mass of reserved powers not granted tothe Federal Government. This 
I believe will be denied by no one. The Senator from New Hampshire 
and those whosympathize with him and the higher-law school to which 
he belongs, boldly avow that the General Government has the inherent 
power to enter upon the discharge of any of the functions of the State 
which Congress may think are not performed, or not properly performed 
by the States, when the public safety or general welfare demands that 
it should do so. As these phrases, ‘* public safety ” and ‘‘ gencral-wel- 
fare,” are not capable of precise definition, this is of course tantamount 
to saying that Congress may enter upon the domain of State activities 
and duties whenever in its discretion itsees fit to do so. In other words, 
that the Constitution, with its carefully enumerated powers, granted by 
the States, and its express reservation to the States and the people of 
powers not granted, is only after alla provisional scheme of government, 
and the Congress which it created can at any time supersede its provis- 
ions and assume powers reserved to the States at its pleasure. A doctrine 
so monstrous as this is overthrown by its own statement, and needs no 
argument for itsrefatation. 

But looking at the Constitution itself, the whole scheme of govern- 
ment that it establishea, ‘n its spirit and genius, to what provision can 
you refer the legislation proposed in this bill? In its essential features, 
it is the undertaking to supply +o the States out of the taxes laid upon 
the people by the Federal Government annually a sum of money to 
be applied to the maintenance o“ common schools therein, upon the 
condition that the States accept the trust,shall not discriminate in their 
schools between white and blacks, file their acceptance with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, that their governors shall make annual statements 
to the Secretary of the Interiorshowing in detail the application cf the 
money, the amount raised by the State, the numberof children, white 
and black, attending the schools, compensation of teachers, length of 
school terms, ete., and file copies of all school-books authorized by State 
boards of instruction with the Secretary of the Interior for examination 
and approval. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLAtr in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I suggest that the Senator is mistaken in his suppo- 
nines i tint there is any approval of any Federal officers provided for in 

e bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not find in the bill any express phrase that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior is required to approve, but I do find as a condi- 
tion precedent to the employment of any of this bounty for school pur- 
poses in a State that the school-books authorized by State boards of in- 
struction shall be submitted to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. GEORGE. And no action of his is contemplated. 

Mr. GRAY. No action of his, as I said a moment ago, is expressly 
provided for in the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nor by implication. 

Mr. GRAY. Itake issue with the Senator there, and I ask why this 
provision is in the bill at all, why these books or copies of them are to 
be sent from the State of Texas and from the most remote parts of this 
Union, to be filed here in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, un- 
less it was meant to accomplish something which the advocates of the 
bill have at heart? 

Mr. GEORGE. Will you allow me to answer? 
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Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. My answer to that question is, that that provision 
in the bill was inserted in it by the Senate against my vote. I see no 
motive in putting if in the bill, and I will add that I see no special 

in it. 

Mr. GRAY. Then the Senator so far agrees with me that he has 
found this provision of the bill objectionable. I am glad that there is 
something in the bill that will plant a thorn in the pillow of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi. I am his friend, but I wish him to take no com- 
fort from the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. GEORGE, Ithink I can manage to get along with the bill with- 
out the sympathy of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt of that. But to resume the line of 
the remarks that I was making when I was interrupted —— 

Mr. BLAIR. Willthe Senatorallow me to interrupt him just there? 

Mr. GRAY. In one moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is in direct connection with what he has said. 

Mr. GRAY. In one moment. To resume the line of remarks I was 


making when I was interrupted, I say that these conditions or these” 


terms of the general condition precedent thatis imposed upon the States 
before they can enjoy this bounty, do make this bill something more 
than a mere gift of money to the States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ionly wish to state that the requirement of filing 
with the Secretary of the Interior all the school-books used by the 
States in their common schools was inserted upon the motion of an op- 
ponent of the bill, and was not in the original bill or thought of or 
suggested by any ofits friends. It was inserted on the motion of a vio- 
lent enemy of the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. What was the purpose of the amendment, mayI ask? 

Mr. BLAIR. There was nothing on that point whatever in the orig- 
inal bill itself. It was inserted on the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and found its way into the bill contrary to the 
su; ons of any friend of the bill, so far as I know. 

. GRAY. Itis sufficient for my purpose that I find it in the bill 
that is proposed to be passed, and is advocated by the Senator from 
New Hampshire and the Senator from Mississippi. In pursuing the 
inquiry as to what the p of that provision was and is, I should 
like to know what action should be taken by Congress when the Sec- 
retary of the Interior reports to this body that the history of the United 
States used in the common schocls of the State of Alabama or the State 
of Texas described with the bias and natural affection that those people 
have for their own blood and kindred the great struggle through which 
we twenty years ago, and did not refuse the meed of praise that 
all the world is willing to pay to brave men fighting for a mistaken 
cause—I would ask the Senator from New Hampshire whether he will 
sit quiet and content that the youth of the South shall learn from such 
books the lessons that they teach—— 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg not to be interrupted now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought the Senator asked me a question. 

Mr. GRAY. I willyieldina moment. Orif, forsooth, they find in 
some of those lately rebellious States that the assassination of the mar- 

President, Mr. Lincoln, is ascribed in a history of the United 
States to so-called rebel leaders, as I have seen it ascribed in a school- 
book in common use throughout the States of the North, I ask whether 
when that book is discarded on account of the falsehood that it teaches, 
the State board of a Southern State is to receive the commendation of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? It may or may not receive it, butit 
is one of those questions which can be thrown in here by any report of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the yeasty waves of sectional debate 
will run high here many and many a time, if this bill passes, over just 
such questions as that. 

Mr.GEORGE. WilltheSenatorallow metointerrupt himjustthere? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have found it to be a very safe rule of conduct in 
all my life never to cross a bridge until I got to it, and never to trouble 
myselfabout difficulties which have not arisen. Wheneveran improper 
school-book is attempted to be forced upon the people of Mississippi 
under this or any other measure, it will be time enough to take steps 
against that measure when the evil is threatened or done. 

Mr. GRAY. No, no; that is just the point to which I would direct 
the attention of Senators, I will show further on, I think to the sat- 
isfaction of some, that one year or two years hence, when the poison 
of this bill has been instilled into the veins of the people who have re- 
ceived this money, it will be too late to take the backward step. Nulla 
vestigia reltrorsum. 

Here in this bill, with these conditions plainly written upon its face, 
is a proposal, I submit, to participate not only in the support but in the 
management and control of the common-school system of the States, 
It is idle to say that it is only a giftof money with conditions attached 
to the gift, which may be accepted or not by the States. It is undoubt- 
edly the assumption by the Federal Government of a concern in and a 
care over an institution that belongs to the State exclusively, and with 
reference to which we seek in vain in the Constitution for any grant of 
legislative power. > 

The friends of the bill on this side of the Chamber, I know, refer to 


the eighth section of the first article of the Constitution, and claim that 
the first clause of that section is a sufficient warrant for the proposed 
legislation. What is that clause? 

The Congress shall haye power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
ria ie to puy the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 

I do not waste time in showing, for it has been shown abundantly al- 
ready, that the words ‘‘to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare”? do not confer a general or specific power in Congress to pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare, but only —— 

Mr. GEORGE. No Democrat who sustains the bill contends that 
they do. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam justsaying that very thing—that no one contends, 
if that Janguage is universal enough to suit the Senator from Missis- 
sippi; but that the words merely indicate the object orintent with which 
the power to tax was conferred. Mr. Jefferson early pointed out that 
the clause was equivalent to, and should be read, ‘‘ Congress shall have 
power to lay and collect taxes, etc.,in order to provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States,” and Mr. Justice 
Story, in his Commentaries, as every othercommentator and court since 
then, has adopted this very obvious construction. In that, I suppose, 
the Senator from Mississippi will agree with me., At section 906 Judge 
Story says: 

If the clause “to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States" is construed to be an independent and sub- 
stantive grant of power it not only renders wholly unimportant and unneces- 
sary the subsequent enumeration of specific ers, but it plainly extends far 
beyond them and creates a general authority c ponts to pass all laws which 
they may deem for the common defense and gen welfare. Under such cir- 
cumstances the Constitution would practically create an unlimited national 
government. The enumerated powers would tend to embarrass and conf 


since they would only give rise to doubts as to the true extent of the gene 
power or of the enumerated powers. 


Story calls it a limitation on an otherwise general power to tax. I 
think that it is more consonant with the structure of the sentence and 
with the plain natural meaning of the whole section, which contains 
specific grants of power to Congress, to say that these words declare the 
general intention in the minds of the framers of the Constitution when 
they conferred this power upon Congress. They had established a 
Federal Government, giving to it certain enumerated and specified 
powers relinquished by the States, and which concern the common de- 
fense and general welfare. It was an obvious thing that the taxing 
power, so necessary and important, but still subordinate and ancillary 
to the other legislative powers, should be fully given to the legislative 
body upon which they were conferred. 

I call attention to the essential character of this taxing power. It 
differs from all the other powers conferred upon Congress. It is nota 
power to be exercised for its own sake. If there were noother powers 
enumerated there would have been no taxing power. In its nature it 
isa subordinate, incidental, ancilliary power. I say thatit was an ob- 
vious thing that the taxing power, so necessary and important, but still 
subordinate to the other legislative powers, should be fully given to the 
legislative body upon which those other powers were conferred, and it 
was so done with the declared intent to provide thereby for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare, which necessarily depended upon the 
efficient and plenary exercise of the great powers of government which 
had been granted. How did the convention that framed the Constitu- 
tion undertake to provide for the common defense and general welfare ? 
They tell us; we are not left to speculate about it, for in the preamble 
to the instrument itself they say that in order to ** provide for the com- 
mon defense” and ‘‘ promote the general welfare” we do ‘‘ordain and 
establish this Constitution,” with its enumerated and specified and lim- 
ited powers. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is an interpolation. That is not in the pre- 
amble. 

Mr. GRAY. What is not in the preamble? 

Mr. GEORGE, The phrase, ‘‘with its enumerated and specified 

WETS, 

Mr. GRAY. Idid not say it was. I think the Senatoris barking 
up the wrong tree when he accuses me of interpolating anything into 
the preamble of the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Did you not quote the 3 grepe as saying, “we do 
ordain and establish this Constitation, with its enumerated and speci- 
fied powers”? 

Mr. GRAY. I did not, nor did I use language that would justify 
the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I withdraw what I said about it. I simply 
meant to say that those words are not in the preamble. 

Mr. GRAY. Isaid that the preamble to the Constitution declared 
its purpose to “' provide for the common defense’? and ‘‘ promote the 
general welfare’? by ordaining and establishing ‘‘ this Constitution of 
the United States of America,” adding in my own words, with all its 
enumerated powers, specified and limited as we find them in that in- 
strument. That is the mode which our fathers took to provide for the 
common defense and promote the general welfare, that nothing should 
be left for construction in the emergency when it arose, but that by 
plain and specific grants of power, written down in that instrument 
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beforehand, there should be for each emergency as it arose the consti- 
tutional rule which was to govern. - 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Suppose the fathers had ordained this instrument and inserted within 
it the various enumerated powers, and had omitted to provide thus for 
the existence of a government; and suppose the clause in the tenth sec- 
tion of the first article had been omitted entirely, which in express 
terms specifies the power of taxation. If the Constitution had been 
identical with its present language, save only that clause being omit- 
ted, would there then have been any power whatever of taxation, or 
would the Government have fallen for the lack of an express provision 
to exercise the vitalizing power of raising money to carry the Govern- 
ment into effect? 

Mr. GRAY. It has become a trite saying that the fathers builded 
more wisely than they knew. The hypothesis of the Senator from New 
Hampshire would have us assume that they might have built with 
more ignorance and with more stupid want of perception of the needs 
of civilized government than was ever shown, or could be shown, by 
any body of intelligent men who could come together for such a pur- 


POM. BLAIR. Will the Senator then say that the British Govern- 
ment, which has no written constitution, has no inherent power for the 
reason that there is no written constitution; or is the power of taxation, 
the power to carry other powers conferred into effect, necessarily im- 
pli by reason of the express provision of enumeration of those other 
powers 

Mr. GRAY. The question of the Senator from New Hampshire only 
illustrates the difficulty of arguing with that school of politics which 
makes the Constitution of the United States subordinate to a law higher 
than is found written within its four corners. There is no more com- 
parison to be made between the British constitution and the Constitu- 
tion of the United States than is ever to be made between things which 
are utterly dissimilar. 7 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwish merely to disclaim that I belong to the ‘‘higher- 
law” school of politicians, orstatesmen, or citizens, or whatever classifi- 
cation of individuals you choose to adopt. I hold that the power which 
is claimed to be exercised or which will be exercised if the bill becomes 
a law is within the express provisions of the Constitution itself, notin 
written words, but as a necessary and inevitable implication from the 
written powers which are given in their aggregate; for the Constitu- 
tion is ordained and established asa whole, and if there were no power 
of taxation conferred in express terms, necessarily the power of taxa- 
tion would be implied, and implied for all those purposes which are 
indispensable to the existence of the Government itself. 

Mr. GRAY. That will be the argument of the gentleman when he 
comes to advocate the bill. It is rather beside the argument which I 
am making atthispoint. Itisalmosttoo general and not specificenough 
to the point I am making for an answer. 

Mr. BLAIR. TheSenatorhasnot answered my question. 
I do not wish to press it. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not understand that the Senator asked me a ques- 
tion. I understood that he was making a speech. 

Mr. BLAIR. Notatall. I asked a question, which the Senator, I 
understand, has evaded. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought he evaded it. 

Mr. GRAY. No; I did not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very likely it was for the reason that I did not make 
my question understood. I asked him, had the Constitution contained 
no clause expressly, that is, in written language, conferring the power 
of taxation, whether there would have been no power of taxation in 
the Government of the United States? 

7 REAGAN. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to saya 
wo 

Mr. GRAY. In one moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator from Delaware can not answer, then I 
suggest that the Senator from Texas be allowed to do so. 

Mr. GRAY. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire that his 
question is founded upon the hypothesis that there was no specific grant 
of power of taxation conferred by the instrument we call the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and he asks whether in that case there 
would not have been an implied power to tax. Iam not prepared to 
say that where the enumerated powers of legislation are specific, di- 
rect, concerning matters of government which require the expenditure 
of money, there might not have been an implication that would convey 
the power of taxation. Iam not prepared tosay; I am only answering 
for myself; but I think that to answer the question makes nothing 
for the position of the Senator from New Hampshire. We are talk- 
ing about the specific powers conferred upon Congress. I have tried 
to show that the power of taxatjon, expressed as it is, differs from all 
the other powers conferred in that section, and that it is a subordinate 
power, incident to the other powers, and ancillary, to use the phrase of 
the books, to their exercise, and is a power which would never stand 
alone. Imagine a constitution of government which gave the power to 
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tax and no other power in written words! Taxes are not a thing to be 
desired in themselves. As they are possessed by government they are 
only to be exercised for the carrying into effect of those other great 
governmental powers which concern the happiness and welfare of the 
citizens of the country. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. With the Senator’s consent, I will still hold him to 
answer my question. 

Mr. GRAY. I have yielded to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to call attention to the fact that the hypo- 
thetical question presented by the Senator from New Hampshire con- 
templates a government where there is no grant of power for taxation, 
and he offers as an illustration the British Government. That govern- 
ment has no written constitution and it exercises all the legislative 
powers which the needs of the country call for. In our Government 
we have written constitutions and dual governments, with powers dele- 
gated to the General Government by the written Constitution and with 
certain rights reserved to the people which are not delegated at all. 
So there is no analogy between the hypothetical case presented by the 
Senator from New Hampshire and the case which the Senator from 
Delaware is discussing. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to reply to 
the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the answer of the Senator from Texas to 
the question which I propounded to the Senator from Delaware to be 
equivalent to saying that unless in the Constitution of the United 
States which provides in writing for a government, there shall be a 
written provision granting the power of taxation, the Government of 
the United States would have no such power. Do I correctly under- 
stand the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave not assumed to pass upon that question at all, 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator does not assume to pass upon that ques- 
tion, he certainly does not answerit. If he can not answer the ques- 
tion, that is another thing, as the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
BUTLER] suggests to me. 

Mr. REAGAN. If I did answer it I do not know what application 
it would have either to the bill before the Senate or to the question 
now being discussed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will endeavor to show some application —— 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. The time is advancing 
and I do not want to trespass on the patience of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the question can not be answered, I will waive it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator’s pardon. I mean no disrespect to 
him, but perhaps I can not answer satisfactorily a question which seems 
to be absurd. Ido not think that the Senator and I would ever agree 
as to the nature of this dual Government of ours, I rather apprehend 
that we argue from different standpoints; that he does not recognize 
the settled doctrine that the Federal Government is a government of 
limited and enumerated powers, while the government of each State, 
or its people, has the great residuum of powers; that to find a power in 
the National Legislature you must go to the Constitution and see where 
is the specific grant; while when you go to the Legislature of the State 
and ask for legislative power, you go to the State constitution and see if 
there is any restraint, see whether the power is expressly denied to the 
Legislature. In the States we exercise all the legislative powers that 
are not expressly prohibited. In this Federal Government we exercise 
only those which are granted, differing in that respect from the States, 
which exercise all legislative powers that are not prohibited. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if there were no 
written provision in the Constitution granting the power of taxation to 
the General Government, would there be any such power? 

Mr. GRAY. I answered that question a while ago. I stated I was 
not prepared to say that when a Constitution like that of the United 
States confers specific enumerated powers of legislation and also grants 
all powers necessary to carry into effect those which are ted, there 
might not have been a power of taxation incidental to the exercise of 
the govermental powers that would be inefficient without it; but it 
makes nothing for the position of the Senator from New Ham be- 
cause that only admits that the taxing power would be incidental and 
attendant upon the great powers of government, as I contend that it is 
here, whether an express grant or not. 

This power was added to the great governmental powers and is asub- 
ordinate power, granted with the declared intent to provide thereby 
for the common defense and general welfare, which n ily de- 
pended upon the efficient and plenary exercise of the great powers of 
government intrusted to Congress by this section. If the power to lay 
and collect taxes, etc., had been given without more, no one, I think, 
who brought an unbiased mind to consider this section, would fora 
moment contend that the power to tax was other than I have stated. 

If there had been in the Constitution but the simple phrase ‘‘ the 
Congress may lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,’? no 
one would contend, I think, that the power to tax was other than I 
have stated; an ancillary and attendant power, one subordinate to and 
limited by the other powers. 

The power to tax never existed in any civilized government, cer- 
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tainly in no American government, except with reference to the pow- 
ers and jurisdiction of that government. The statement, therefore, of 
the general intent with which the taxing power is conferred can not 


enlarge that power, which is shown by its nature to be incidental and 
subordinate, because even the most latitudinarian constructionists ad- 
mit that these words are qualifications and limitations on the power. 
They are a renewed and express injunction upon Congress that in ex- 
ercising this ancillary power of taxation, so important and so delicate, 
with reference to subjects within their jurisdiction, they shall keep 
carefully in view the ‘‘ general welfare of the United States’’—that is, 
of the Government, the organized body-politic created by the Consti- 
tution. It is this portion of the general welfare which is committed to 
its keeping. i 

The words ‘‘the United States” are used throughout the Constitu- 
tion to denote the body-politic or governmental organism. In this 
same section Congress is empowered ‘‘to borrow money on the credit of 
the United States.” ‘‘The United States shall guaranty to every 
State in this Union a republican form of government.’’ ** This Con- 
stitution, and the laws of the United Stateg which shall be made in 
pursuance thereof; and all treaties made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land;’’ so that the 

hrase “‘the United States” is used throughout this Constitution in 
ieu of the corporate nameand style of *‘ the United States of America,” 

It is, therefore, with reference to that part of the general welfare which 
is committed to the keeping of the Government of the United States, 
and with reference to that part alone, that Congress may, under this 
section, lay and collect taxes. 

Here it may be instructive to refer again to that admirable exposition 
of this subject made by Judge Cooley in his work on taxation. It has 
been already read several times in the Senate, and I will only detain 
Senators by a phrase or two, which carries out my contention that when 
you speak of the ‘‘common defense and general welfare of the United 
States” you are speaking of the general welfare of the body-politic that 
is described by that phrase. 

Mr. TELLER. And not of the people? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir; and not of the people, except so far as the 
welfare of the people is wrapped up in the welfare of the Government 
they created. That is my answer to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, until I read the extract I was about to 
commence. 

In considering— 


Says Judge Cooley— 


the legality of the purpose of any icular tax, a question of first importance 
must always concern the grade of the government which assumes to levy it. 
The “public” that is concerned in a Jegal sense in any matter of government 
is the publicthe particular government has been provided for; and the * public 
purpose” for which that government may tax is one which concerns its own 
people, and not some other people having a government of its own, for whose 
wants taxes are laid. There may, therefore, be— 


I call the attention of the Senator from Colorado to Judge Cooley’s 
language— 

There may, therefore, bea public purpose as regards the Federal Union, which 
would not be such asa for’State taxation, and there may be a public pur- 
pose which would uphold State taxation, but not the taxation which its muni- 
cipalities would be at liberty to vote and collect. 

Though the powers granted to Congress are limited in number and 
specific, they are all plenary,and all paramount and exclusive, when ex- 
ercised by Congress, of power on the part of the State relating to the 
same subject-matter. If they have the power to lay and collect a tax 
for any purpose that they think necessary for the public welfare, the 
power and the purpose must go together, they can not be divoreed, and 
that purpose can not be interfered with by any lawful authority in the 
States. There are no imperfect or incomplete powers placed in the 
hand of the Federal Government. It can not lay a tax withouta pur- 
pose, and if that purpose be one lawfully within the domain of Federal 
power it may ponor to its accomplishment over every obstacle, and 
march through the length and breadth of your States to enforce it. 

It is not necessary to say anything further as to that remarkalbe 
“ power of appropriation”? which, originating with Mr. Monroe, though 
inconsistent with all the teachings of his life, has been nursed into a 
pe of such formidable proportions as to threaten to destroy all the 

dmarks of constitutional government. This indeed would be a 
solvent of all the limitations which restrain the exercise of unlimited 
power. _ Against this poison let us again and again apply ourselves to 
the antidote supplied by those words of wisdom and of warning uttered 
by Mr. Madison in the debate on the fishing bounty bill so soon after 
theadoption of the Constitution by the convention in which he sat as 
a conspicuous and laboriousmember. Speaking of this general-welfare 
phrase, he says: 

Taking these terms as an abstract and indefinite grant of power, they com- 
prise all the objects of legislative regulations, as well such as fall under the ju- 
diciary article in the Constitution as those falling immediately under the legis- 
lative article, and if the partial enumeration of objects in the legislative article 
does not, as these gentlemen contend, limit the general power, neither willit be 
limited by the partial enumeration of objects in the judiciary article. 

There are consequences, sir, still more extensive, which, as they follow clearly 


from the doctrine combated, must either be admi or the doctrine must be 
given up. If Congress can employ money indefinitely to the general welfare, 


and are the sole and supreme judges of the general welfare, they may take the 
care of religion into their own hands; they may appoint teachers in every State, 
county, and parish, and pay them out of their yablic Treasury; they may take 
into their own hands the education of children, establishing in like manner 
schools throughout the Union; they may assume the provision for the poor; 
they are undertake the regulation of all roads other than post-roads; in short, 
everything, from the highest object of State legislation down to the most minute 
object of police, would be thrown under the power of Congress; for every object 
Ihave mentioned would admit of the application of money,and might be called, 
if Congress pleased, provisions for the general welfare. 

The partition of powers between the Federal and State governments 
was made with distinct and broad lines of demarkation. Congress can 
not enter the domain of powers reserved to theStates, and prohibited to 
it, by force. Ithink the Senator from New Hampshire will agree to that. 
Neither can it enter the prohibited domain by buying its way there. 
There is no power in this Federal governmental agent to bargain with 
the States for a surrender of any of their reserved powers and functions, 
States can not, by consenting, or failing to resist, confer power when 
there was none before. Only in one way can the States authorize this 
new purpose of taxation in the General Government, and that is by 
ratifying an amendment to the Constitution when properly submitted 
to them by Congress in the mode pointed out by the Constitution itself. 

To show how the view I have taken of the object and effect of this 
phrase ‘‘to provide forthe common defense and general welfare’’ con- 
sists with the views of those who framed the Constitution, I will read 
what is given us by Mr. Madison of the history of its incorporation in 
the convention very briefly, but sufficient to throw very much light, I 
think, upon the intention that was in the minds of the framers of the 
instrument when that phraseology was adopted. I read from volume 
5 of Elliott’s Debates after the Constitution substantially in its present 
outline had been agreed upon and when a committee of style had been 
appointed. I find that on August 25, 1787, 

Mr, Sherman— 
A member ofthat convention— 


thought it necessary to connect with the clause to lay taxes, duties, ete., an ex- 
press provision for the object of the old debts— at 

I should preface what I am going to read by the remark that the 
sketch of the Constitution as practically upon had simply the 
power ‘‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,” without 
more. 

Mr. Sherman thoughtit necessary to connect with the clause for laying taxes. 
duties, etc., an express provision for the object of the old debts, ete., and moy 
to add to the first clause of article 7, section 1, “for the payment of said debts, 


and for the defraying the expenses that shall be incurred for the common de- 
fense and general welfare.” 


The proposition was rejected on the ground that it was not nec- 
essary, that it added nothing to the meaning of the grant of power to 
lay and collect taxes, that the implication went with it and followed 
that power wherever it was attempted to be exercised, and governed 
its application. That propositien was rejected on the ground I have 
stated. The committee on style was then appointed and ten days after 
Mr. Sherman had suggested this addition to the taxing power clause— 
: bee Brearly, from the committee of eleven, made a further partial report, as 

oliows: 

“The committee of eleven, to whom sundry resolutions, etc., were referred 
on the 31st of August, report that, in their opinion, the following additions and 
alterations should be made to the report before the convention, namely : 

“1. The first clause of article 7, section 1, to read as follows: ‘The Legislature 
shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to 
dpa and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 

A! . 

And that wasadopted. So, then, the inference is very plain, I think, 
that -the gentlemen who composed that convention considered this 
phrase, ‘‘to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States,” as exactly equivalent to the lan- 
guage of Mr. Sherman, that it was to pay the debts and defray the 
expenses incurred for the common defense and general welfare. 

Now, I wish to add to this the high authority of the great Chief-Jus- 
tice, in the case of Gibbon vs, Ogden, where he uses the language I shall 
read. Chief-Justice Marshall, in that celebrated case, speaking of this 
very clause, that Congress is authorized to levy and collect taxes to pay 
the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 
the United States, says: 

Nor is the exercise of that power by the States an ‘exercise of any portion of 
the power that is granted to the United States. In imposing taxes for State pur- 
poses they are not doing what Congress is empowered to do. Congress is not 
empowered to tax for those purposes which are within the exclusive province 
of the States. (Gibbon vs. Ogden, 9 Wheaton, page 199.) 


I request the gentlemen on the other side of this question to make 
their contention with Chief-Justice Marshall. 

Aside from the question of the constitutionality of the bill, the 
policy of such a measure is vicious in the extreme, violative of the 
best traditions of our history, and full of danger to those principles of 
home rule and local self-government which have found their highest 
development and best expression in.the rights of the States. What 
truth has been so clearly established during the last century, a cen- 
tury of such enormous political activities, as that the greatest measure 
of liberty and the highest types of citizenship and civilization are 
achieved and maintained by self-government, by a distribution of 
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power and its responsibilities among the people of comparatively small 
communities? This isthe goal of the aspirations of the wisest political 
philosophers everywhere. What have the centralized governments of 
the world to show in the way of results that concern human happiness 
and well-being, enormous as the exhibition of their power and resources 
has been, to compare with the achievements that have been wrought 
out on this continent under our American system of home rule? Eu- 
ropean governments have recognized the beneficence of the principle, 
and have tried to realize for themselves its advantages by grants of 
local, municipal, and communal power, but they have fallen short of 
a full fruition of its blessings from the fact that the right was bestowed 
from above, and the nexus of dependence was still preserved. 

The happy accident in our history of the separate colonies and the 
independent States has made the difference for us. Our local rights and 
statehood were not conferred by a central government, but that Govern- 
ment is the creation of the States whose common agent itis. Our local 
rights are our birthright. They can not be taken away nor be impaired 
nor diminished by any paramount authority. Force might put them 
in abeyance, but could not destroy them. Itremains to be seen whether 
they will be surrendered, as the Senator from Texas said the other day, 
for a mess of pottage. 

And so it is that on this continent grew up a new political philosophy 
whose maxims have for a hundred years been household words: ‘‘The 
Federal Government is one of specified and granted powers.” “AN 
powers not granted are reserved to the States and the people.” No 
mystery about this, This philosophy is not the tradition of school- 
men, but the common possession and priceless inheritance of the people. 

Who shallestimate the value of the results of thissystem? Who shall 
measure the extent of the development among the people of intelli- 
gence, character, and manhood, or the educating force which the expe- 
rience and practice for more than a century of the civic virtues of self- 
control, self-help, and self-respect have exercised ? 

Here is an educating influence that this bill ignores, and tends to de- 
stroy, to which we owe the best fruits of government by the people that 
ever resulted in blessing mankind. Indeed, I do not go too far when I 
say that we owe the common-school system itself to this principle of 
local self-government. Where on the face of the earth is there such a 
system of common schools as has grown up in the several States of the 
Union under the fostering care, under the life-giving influence of the 
free institutions that are cherished and nurtured and protected by the 
system of local self-government? ? 

It had no precedent in older civilizations. This common-school sys- 
tem born in one small State, it might have been sttangled in its birth 
had it depended upon a consensus of all the States. Fostered by the 
intelligence, independence, and patriotism of the separate States, it 
grew by their generous rivalry and competition among themselves, each 
stimulated in the pathway of progress by the achievements of a sister 
Commonwealth, until in all the States the system of public education 
is firmly established upon the solid foundation of self-interest and State 
pride. The forces which created it will sustain, nourish, and 
it, until the most backward State will have stepped to the side of her 
most advanced sister. With these splendid results of local self-govern- 
ment, why should the Congress of the United States step forward to 
meddle in a matter that is not within the domain of Federal power? 
Why should it be believed, in the face of the facts of our history, that 
this great work can be helped or promoted by Congressional interfer- 


ence. 

If the people of the States find that the money necessary for the sup- 
port of the school system will be provided in large measure out of the 
Federal Treasury, without effort on their part, will they not lose some 
of the interest which responsibility and the necessity of endeavor and 
self-sacrifice tend to create? And with the loss of that interest, and 
the absence of motive for endeavor and self-sacrifice, will there not be a 
relaxation of the energy and civic courage which have heretofore char- 
acterized the citizenship of the State? Buray there is ground to fear 
this result. We are dealing with the forces by which human nature is 
influenced and affected. Like causes will produce like effects, and we 
are not without experience and warning as to the effect produced by 
oandiene similar to those that would obtain if this bill should become 
a law. 

The New York Evening Post in one of itsexceedingly able discussions 
of the bill cites an episode in the history of Connecticut which is worth 
producing here. I ask that the Secretary read what I have marked in 
the paper which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if there be no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ~ 


One fact counts for more than a volume of theorizing, and it is therefore 
most fortunate that the demoralizing infiuence of outside school funds can be 
conclusively demonstrated from the experience of one of the oldest States in 
the Union. When Connecticut sold her Western Reserve lands, the proceeds 
were devoted to a school fund, in the expectation that this assistance would 
serve materially to elevate the standard of public education. The fund proved 
goe productive, the income during the early part of this century v: ng from 

70,000 to $100,000 a year, which was a large sum of money for a small State in 
those days, when the cost of maintaining schools was so much less than now. 

Before they had this outside incame the people of Connecticut supported their 
schools entirely by taxation, just as the people of the South are doing now. 
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What was the effect of recet thisassistance? The answershall be furnished 
by Mr. C. D. Hine, secretary of the State board of education, whois recognized as 
an authority in the matters of which he speaks. In ; 
the Evening Post for a succinct statement of the facts, Mr. Hine writes: 

"The school fund derived from the sale of western lands yielded an income 


The avi expense of Saunsiing Saon of these persons throughout the State is 
$10.31, so that the fund now furnis. In 

towns and cities where the ple insist upon good schools no reliance is placed 
upon these permanent pa ie Indeed, the history of our State shows conclu- 


, and when towns depended upon it, as 
themaeteos were 


of income was ope 
months, or just time that this fund would maintain the schools. The sums 
which came as gratuities relieved the people of responsibility and deadened 
their interest, until the schools were continued only so long as the charity 
lasted. Happily, the danger from this on is passed and can not return. 
The fund has probably reached its greatest productiveness, and the per capita 
will constantly decrease. The public schools must draw their sustenance from 
the people who are directly or indirectly benefited by them.” 

The Blair bill simply proposes to do for the whole South what the Western 
Reserve fund did for Connecticut. Human nature is much the same everywhere, 
and if one were totry S uagh newest ot he certainly would not find the Snan ° 


Mr. GRAY. Senators of the South, representatives of the States to 
whom the greatest share of this largess will come, I beg you to heed 
the warning. Does your knowledge of human nature, your experience 
in life, instruct you that there is any reasonable hope that the people 
of your States, after eight years of demoralizing dependency upon this 
golden stream from the National Treasury, will declare again for their 
independence, or will thrust away the hand that feeds them if it be 
still held out? The distinguished Senator from New Hampshire, who 
has so persistently and ably and sincerely pressed this bill, has beliefs in 
regard to the right and duty of the General Government in relation to 
this subject of education which differ widely from those entertained on 
this side of the Chamber, and are startling enough to us now. Hear 
what he says in his report accompanying a similar bill in the last Con- 
gress. It has been quoted before, but I will recur to a sentence or two 
from it again: 

Still in. The whol le of the United that is to , the nati 
try the Ainar neh Of tue vanes and by the ach of inet Stake poveruinentn 
have commanded in the written terms of the constitutional law of the land that 
“the United States shall guaranty to every State in this Union a republican 
form of government.” How is that obligation to be fulfilled? Mustits perform- 
ance await revolution, and must destruction precede preservation? Is it a 
guaranty of possession to stand by while war and tempest obliterate, and then 
endeavor to restore? Is reconstruction the only or is it the better way in which 
the obligation to guaranty a government republican in form to the States of this 
Union can be discharged? Is not the ounce of prevention still worth the pound 
of cure? Does not the hee dhe guaranty imply the right to prevent and to pre- 
serye even more strongly to restore? vention t be possible w 
restoration would prove to be impossible. 

It is a conceded proposition that where a duty— 


And the Senator has argued that the duty is imposed on Congress— 


where a duty is imposed all the power necessary to its performance is conferred, 
and the ae of means, so far as there is no prohibition, goes with the power, 

If all this be so, what doubt can there be, not only of the power but also of the 
absolute duty of the National Government to form its obligation of guaran- 
ty in the only effective way in which it is possible? When does the obligation 
to guarant¥ attach? Did it not commence with the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, and is it not continuous in its operation? Does it not attach as a right in 
the Territories, which are inchoate States? Does it not follow every movement 
of the concurrent life of the nation and of the States, and enter into all their 
constitutional and inseparable relations? 


Mr. President, it is upon grounds like these, it is upon the assertion 
of a power in Congress such as I have read from the report of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, that this bill is advocated and pressed. It 
is claimed not only that this gift, on condition, may be made, but it is 
claimed by him and by the committee, by leaders of their party, by 
men high in reputation, of recognized and deserved position, that this 
duty implies the power to enter a State and impose upon it, whether 
it will or not, just such a scheme of education as may be prescribed by 
the peculiar notions of the public demand entertained by the Senator 
from New Hampshire and hisassociates. I beg gentlemen on this side 
who are willing to take from those who are willing to give this bounty 
of the Government, to take heed when once they have become snecess- 
ful, whether this claim of power will not grow and grow until it over- 
shadows all others. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] did not dissent from 
this view. On theother hand, he used language which I will not now 
detain the Senate by reading from the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, stat- 
ing that he did not stand upon the general-welfare clause. He said 
in substance, though of course I am not giving his very words, ‘I do 
not stand upon any refined construction of the general-welfare clause; 
I claim that here is a great national danger that overshadows the land, 
and there must be power in any government to meet it and overthrow 
it.” Whata position! Does it not distinctly set up for the observance 
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of the people of your States this great higher law through which they 
would have all pores surrendered to National Government? I 
know you [the tor from Mississippi] repudiate it. I do not do 
you the injustice of saying that you are bound by such an assertion and 
claim of power, but as I said before—and pardon me if I again use the 
language of warning—beware lest the benefaction, as it appears to you 
now, received under an assertion and claim of power like this, may not 
w into a curse instead of a blessing. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator mean to say as to the Democratic 
Senators who repudiate that view of the Constitution and find in that 
instrument ample ground on other reasons for supporting the bill, that 
because he finds these extraordinary and objectionable grounds we are 
to abandon oursupport? In other words, does the Senator mean to say 
that when we are on a good sound vessel whose prow is directed to a 

roper Fae) we should abandon the vessel because a part of the crew 
Past t they have a right to take it to some other port to which it 
is not directed ? 5 $ 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is dangerous to dealin metaphorsand 
figures of speech in the presence of what one knows to be a great pub- 
lic danger. When such a disposition is manifested by part of the crew, 
it is unwise to embark on such a voyage. I did not mean that the 
Senator or those who with him, either now or hereafter, will 
give their consent to this doctrine, but I do repeat that it isdangerous 
to admit within your States a Trojan horse so filled with the destruc- 
tive elements that this bill contains, on any plea that you repudiate 
that doctrine. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to see several Trojan horses come into 
the State of Mississippi, with a million dollars apiece in their bellies. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave nodoubt ofit. The Senator would liketo have 
the dollars expended, as has been said over and over again on this floor, 
but if this new power that has been discovered in the Constitution, 
and which I have called the money power, is to become recognized as 
properly belonging to our scheme of Government, then I doubt not 
that the Senators will have more occasions than they think to exercise 
their powers of resistance to gifts that are accompanied with degrad- 
ing conditions, but of which no refusal will be allowed or taken. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator deny that the power to appropri- 
ate money by the General Government outside of the subsequent lim- 
itations of the power—I use the word ‘‘subsequent”’ to designate what 
follows the first clause—is not now followed in the settled practice of 
this Government, the practice of every day and every Congress? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do deny that there is any settled prac- 
tice while there is a constant protest against that practice. I deny that 
there is any precedent established by the former history of this country, 
which we here to-day have the right to protest against, that can be re- 
ferred to as authority binding upon my conscience or upon yours. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is not money appropriated to maintain the Geologi- 
cal Survey? 

Mr. GRAY. Imight name,a great many things in that category 
that the Senator refers to with so much unction; but whether I choose 
to answer such instances in detail or not does not affect the argument 
Iam now making. 

There are others who entertain the views I am combating, distin- 
guished, earnest, and influential members of this body, and of the same 
ee faith asthe Senator from New Hampshire. He is not singular 

y any means in the beliefs he entertains. I referred awhile ago to the 
pac taken by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 

OAR] in the debate in the Congress to which the report of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire from which I have read a choice sentence or 
two was made.. I haveadverted to the fact that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts did not dissent from the propositions of that report, and used 
lan; which I could not quote exactly, as I could not lay my hand 
on the record; but I have it now, and here is what the distinguished 
Senator said : 

If it be a matter of national concern to provide by national authority that the 
American people shall be fit in intelligence for a Pos aga government; if 
we bave the right, as we have the right to defend Constitution in war, to 
defend it against the greater of jorance in cases where the local in- 
strumentalities, through their own fortune or through theirown fault, are 
unable to do it, then this bill is an exertion by national authority of a proper 
national constitutional function. 

It is hardly necessary to remark that when a duty isimposed by the 
Constitution on the General Government its exercise does not require 
the assent of the States. My design in citing the opinion of these dis- 
tinguished Senators and leaders of their party is not now to combat 
their views or denounce the doctrine of the old Federalist school to 
which they belong, but to call attention to the danger that lies in the 
acceptance by the States, from such a quarter, of the aid offered in 
this bill. There are conditions accompanying the gift, as it is called, 
which are sufficient now to hand over the practical control of the 
schools to the Federal Government, but are there any so fond as to be- 
lieve that when once a foothold is obtained by Federal power for the 
management of this important function of the State, that new de- 
mands will not be made upon the States tosurrender more completely 
their schools to the supervision and control of the Government? 

And this demand may come long before the expiration of the eight 
years provided for inthis bill. Itmay come next yearor theyear after. 


What moral tonic do Senators propose to administer to their people that 
will enable them to resist the debilitating effects of pecuniary depend- 
ence? The temptation will again and again be presented to the people 
of the States as their powers of resistance become enfecbled. Ifwe find 
the blandishments of the money power of this great central Government, 
rich in the spoils of unnecessary and unjust taxation of the people, so 
alluring now, what will be their potency when presented to peoples de- 
bauched with their own gold and enervated by the habit of dependence? 
No, sir; they will be powerless to refuse the imposition of new condi- 
tions to their further enjoyment of this rich subsidy, which will have 
been coming without effort or sacrifice on their part. 

A new Congress will more easily than now buy a new surrender, a 
further abdication of the functions of the State. And I venture topre- 
dict that before five years have rolled away we will have a complicated 
Federal school system in all the States, with superintendents of edu- 
cation in each State appointed here in Washington, the teachers gp- 
pointed or their appointments supervised by Federalfauthority, school- 
books prescribed, and all the features of Prussian bureau government 
fully developed. 

Obsta principiis isa maxim as wise as it is ancient. Oppose the be- 
ginnings of this new crusade under the old Federalist banner against 
the rights of the States. Do not trust to the specious and ingenious 
reasoning which has discovered a power of appropriation as a distinct 
and substantive grantof power toCongress. Let us listen rather tothe 
teaching of Jefferson, who from the shades of Monticello on June 16, 
1817, with the ripened judgment of a mind unclouded by ambition or 
passion, for his long career of public service was then all behind him, 
wrote thus to Albert Gallatin: 

You will have learned that an act for internal improvement, after passing 
both Houses, was negatived by the President. The act was founded, avowedly, 
on the principle that the phrase in the Constitution which authorizes Congress 
“to lay taxes to pay the debts and provide for the general welfare,” was an ex- 
tension of the powers specificilly enumerated to whatever would promote the 
general welfare; and this, you know, was the Federal doctrine. Yhereas our 
tenet ever was, and, indeed, it is almost the only landmark which now divides 
the Federalists from the Republicans, that Congress had not unlimited powers 
to provide for the general welfare, but were restrained to those specifically enu- 
merated, and that, as it was never meant they should provide for that welfare 
but by the exercise of the enumerated powers, so it could not have been meant 
they should raise money for purposes which the enumeration did not place un- 
der their action. 


That was Mr. Jefferson’s opinion on the power of appropriation which 
has been so much refined abont in this argument. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the date of that? 

Mr. GRAY. June 16,1817. Mr. Jefferson never for a moment en- 
tertained the idea that there was any power in the Constitution to do 
such a thing as this bill contemplates. 

But the advocates of the bill say that it isdemanded by the startling 
and alarming condition of illiteracy obtaining in the old slave States; 
that it is necessary ‘‘to preserve the nation;’’ that the power to pass 
this bill is the power of self-preservation and the right to save the life 
of the nation. 

How absurd is. all this in the face of the facts? Those States have 
grown from thirteen to thirty-eight, and population has increased from 
three to fifty millions, and wealth in a greater proportion, until we are 
the foremost nation in the world in power, intelligence, and natural 
resources, With this remarkable growth the common-school system 
of the several States has kept That generous rivalry and com- 
petition among the States to which we owe so much, of which I spoke 
awhile ago, has produced this result. The States most backward are 
advancing to the front, and illiteracy, even where most prevalent on 
account of the newly-enfranchised slaves, is rapidly disappearing. 
Where, then, is this appalling danger which is to fright us from propriety 
and sense of constitutional obligation ? 

Thelately seceded States have passed through the darkest period oftheir 
depression, and are now building up their waste places and displaying 
powers of recuperation that are the admiration of the world. All the 
functions of statehood are again in active operation. Thrown back on 
their own resources, they have asserted the highest qualities of American 
citizenship and are working ont their own salvation, and will continue 
to work it ontifletalone. The great principle of local self-government 
as displayed in the States of this Union, has never failed to vindicate 
itself, and we need not to fear that it ever will fail to do so. 

What are the facts which are the excuse for all these hysterical and 
exaggerated statements of dangers that menace our future? Why, 
simply that the census shows that in the late slave States, owing to the 
enfranchisement of the colored people, mostly those who had been 
slaves, an enormous mass of illiteracy was thrust into political power. 
This was the real danger that menaced our future twenty years ago. 
And gentlemen who are advocating this bill might well then have 
paused and appreciated the danger, and delayed the conferrence of the 
suffrage until this illiteracy wasremoved. But that burden was placed 
on those States, and the party in power did not so much as touch it 
with its little finger. Happily, and thank God, that danger is largely 

The adults who came out of the old state of things compose 
the mass of illiterates, and for them this bill has and can have no pro- 
vision. That tage of illiteracy is passing away with the genera- 


tion that was on thestage fifteen or twenty years ago, and the illiterates- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


451 


whom this bill will affect are those who will always be with us North 
and South alike—I mean the children between the ages of -five or six 
and eighteen or twenty. Does any Senator pretend to say that there is 
any alarming disproportion between the Northern and Southern States 
as to the illiteracy of the children? In the nature of things it can not 
be. And the figures obtainable prove that itis not so. I submit the 
tables prepared by the heads of the educational department in certain 
States, at the instance of the New York Evening Post. ‘These show 
the percentage of school population enrolled as scholars in each of the 
States named, and the percentage of average daily attendance. 
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So there is not enough difference to talk about between the percent- 
ages of children of school age who attend school North and South. In- 
deed, the percentage of children of school age enrolled in the State of 
Florida, 93, is far above that of any Northern State. We are now 
dealing with the only class who can be reached by this bill, not with 
illiterate adults, most of them born in slavery and passing away with 
the generation to which they belong, and hopelessly beyond the reach of 
any educational system, State or national, Yetit is this class of adult 
illiterates which swells the census reports, and on which is based the 
proportion that is to govern the distribution of this magnificent appro- 
priation out of the common Treasury to and among the States. 

What warrant in the Constitution, in fair dealing, or in precedent for 
thus taxing the people of one State for the benefit of another? Why 
should money be taken from the people of Maine or Massachusetts or 
Minnesota to be given to the people of Texas to cure an illiteracy of 
the children of that State not greater in proportion to population than 
exists in the States just named? 

Taking States nearly equal in population, we find that the aggregate 
of the sums appropriated by this bill for eight years will at the end of 
that period have been distributed thus: West Virginia, with a popula- 
tion of 618,457, will get $1,057,893, and Maine, with a population of 
648,936, only $274,708. Georgia, with a population of 1,542,180, will 
get $6,448,482, while Michigan, with a population of 1,636,937, will get 
only $789,592. Minnesota, with a population of nearly 800,000, gets 
sn pea eo’ while South Carolina, with a population of 990,000, will 
get 94,994, 

I would call the attention of Southern men to the fact, which was 
made so plain by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], that for 
every dollar received by them under this bill, they will have to pay 
two in the shape of indirect taxes. Florida, with a population of 269,- 
493, gets $993,548, while Rhode Island, with a population of 276,531, 
es $307,210, and Vermont, with a population of 332,286, gets only 

196,236. And yet Florida, as shown by the table to which [have re- 
ferred, has 93 per cent. of her children of school age enrolled, and 73 
per cent. average attendance—a higher ratio than either of the other 
States. And, to display the inequity of the proposition still further, I 
quote from the last message of Governor Perry, of Florida, to the State 
Legislature, which convened in April last, After stating that the pub- 
lic debt had been decreased by $126,800 during the past two years, and 
that the taxable property had during the same period increased from 
$60,000,000 to $76,641,409, he goes on to say: 

The cause oi 
Son aes onnan — public schools in our State has kept pace with, if 

Again he says that— 


In the matter of public schools Florida is fast taking rank with 
foremost States. p z eek 


All hail to Florida! I honor her noble sons and daughters whò are 
willing to endure the sacrifice and make the exertion to accomplish 
these magnificent results. They do not need any help. They have 
asserted their self-reliance and manhood, and illusjrated anew the ca- 
pacity of our American system of local self-government to answer its 
great ends, and shame and confusion be on the efforts to take one leaf 
from her well-earned crown of American statehood. 

But whatofthe Statesof Vermontand Rhode Island, with nearly equal 
population, who get of this just about one-ninth or one-eighth as much 
as Florida, who bear their own burdens of taxation for the education 
of their own children? On what just ground shall these toiling masses 
be asked to contribute of their hard-earned dollars to support a school 
system for the children of Florida? Is thisan equal administration of 
the great powers of this Government, or one that is demanded by any 
considerations of justice? Is it such a dealing with the common fands 
of all the people as they all and singular have the right todemand? Is 
it not forbidden by those principles which control the relation of the 
States to the Federal Government, and a violation of the fundamental 
maxims that in our American systems at least lie at the foundation of 
all just taxing laws? 

We are the trustees of an express trust, and have no right to thus 
prefer one cestui que trust to another. 

The financial ability of those Southern States to meet and grapple 
successfully with the question of education has been, I submit, misrep- 
resented. They are making, as all know, marvelous growth in ma- 
terial prosperity, and the new generation that has come on since the 
war have felt the stimulus of necessity and have seized with rare en- 
ergy and courage the opportunities that the abundant natural resources 
of their States have presented. They have, indeed, ‘‘set their faces 
toward the morning,” and the new South, with the lusty strength of a 
young giant, has responded to the quickening impulse of restored free- 
dom and local self-government, so long in abeyance. 

What more magnificent illustration of the beneficence of this great 
American principle? Pause, and pause long, I beseech you, before you 
thrust these States back from the high and gloriously-earned plane of 
self-sufficient statehood to the enervating vassalage of de- 
pendence. Look at the facts and say whether there is anything in the 
work done and being done on an increasing scale by these States in 
the support of common schools to justify this extraordinary and extra- 
constitutional measure. 

In support of the general position I am taking, I read the following 
article from the New York Evening Post: 

The vital question is whether the South is now herself educating her children 
so that they will not be illiterates when they grow up. Advocates of the Blair 
bill always insist that it is not, because the South does not have as good schools 
as cities in the North have, The Evening Post has pointed out that the proper 
comparison is with thinly settled agricultural States, like Maine, New P- 
shire, and Vermont, and has shown that illiteracy has been avoided in these 
New England States by a school system no better than that which many South- 
ern States already have, and which the others will soon have at their present 
rate of progress. It was a great surprise to Northern pats le when we on- 
strated that a number of Southern States keep their children in school more 
days in the year than New Hampshire does hers; but the truth is at last ac- 
cepted, even by New Hampshire, and the Concord Monitor, last April, told its 
readers that ‘New Hampshire has less schooling than Delaware, Maryland, 
Virginia, West Virginia, or Missouri ”—to which it should have added Texas 
and Kentucky, while Florida and two or three others are within a few days of 


po aew Hampshire average. In like manner the Monitor ht have shown 
tala 


percentage of the children of school age are enrolled in the public 
schools of some Southern States than in New Hampshire, while even South Car- 
olina, which has the largest proportion of negroes, falls only a trifle behind New 
Hampshire in this respect. 


I refer Senators also to the significant statements of General S. C. 
Armstrong, which I read from the Lynchburgh Virginian of January 9: 
A CHANGE OF FRONT. ` 


General S. C. Armstrong, principal of the Hampton Normal and Agricultural 
Institute, who was formerly an earnest adyocate of the Blair educational bill, 
has changed his opinion as to the practicability of Federal aid to education in 
the South, and now comes out against the proposition. In his nineteenth an- 
nual report of the operations of the iy 3 fe School, General Armstrong says: 

“Many have looked to Government aid as the only relief. I long had that 
feeling, but since the marvelous educational progress of Virginia and other 
Southern States, my opinion has changed. The argument for national educa- 
tional aid for the ex-slave States has unquestionably w s ee OM 

“T believe that two millions, or perhaps more, of our negro popaleson have 
still very inadequate school privileges, are wretchedly taught, if at all, and are 
suffering terribly from mental and moral darkness, helpless victims of others’ 
avarice and of their own ignorance. We should hasten to help them, Can it 
be done? National aid is certainly of doubtful wisdom, if it must extend toall 
for the sake of reaching these, for it might do more harm than good. Ido not 
believe in the “ Blair bili ” as a wholesome measure, and indeed donot sec how 
the needed aid can now be given, the crying evils remedied, by any national 
measure. Every year, however, will brighten the outlook. The educational 
progressive movement at the South is, I believe, the most marvelous and the 
grandest fact or feature in this century of American life.”’ 


As showing also the effect on reflective minds of the longer considera- 
tion of the policy of this measure, I ask to haye read the following let- 
ter from A. P. Marble, superintendent of the public schools in Wor- 
cester, Mass.: 

Massachusetts and the Blair bill.—A leading educator declares that the people 
do not favor the scheme. 
To the Editor of the Evening Post: 


Sm: I was at first favorable to national aid to Southern schools in some form, 
but the more I watched the educational sentiment and the activity of the new 
South, and the more I reflected upon the history of assistance from large fun 
instance, the pernicious effect of the Connecticut Western Reserve school fund— 
the more I came to doubt the wisdom of Federal aid. 
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JANUARY 13, 


Tn the first piace, the 
public education; and they are at work actively and successfully in the right di- 
rection. It is only throngh this public, active interest that a good system of 
schools can be either established or maintained, 

Secondly, the people of the Southern States are asable to establish their schools 
as any of the new Western States have been, or are t y, and as well able also 
as any of the older States were at the beginning. The argument that those 
States formerly slave are poorer than they were before the war, by the value 
of the slave, is fallacious, since a free man is worth more,and not less, than a 
slave to any community. 

Thirdly, I feel sure that a large distribution of money from the surplus in the 
Treasury would not all find its way into the school rooms, but would be to a 
large extent frittered away in the course of the distribution ; and that instead of 
a healty emulation to see who will do best in establishing schools of their own, 
and thus attracting business and population, as they do in the West and are 
doing in the South, there will arise a pernicious strife to see who can gobble up 
the largest share of the loaves and fishes, 

Lastly, I oppose this move, as I do other innovations of similar injurious char- 
acter, on the general pe that in this country it is the duty and the privi- 
lege of the individual to provide for himself and take care of himself; and it is 
not the duty of the Government to act the fond parent towards the people of this 
country. If the people can not take care of themselves, and if the Government 
must then take care of them, we reduce ourselves to an absurdity, since the Goy- 
ernment is nothing but the expression of the people's will. 

Theyg is no foundation for the statement that the people of Massachusetts fa- 
vor this bill. They have never expressed themselves. People actively inter- 

in the measure have indeed secured the Foseee of "resolutions ” commit- 
ting, apparently, large bodies of influential citizensin its favor. Thisissoonly 
in appearance, To illustrate: The Massachusetts Teachers’ Association met in 
the fall of 1886. This subject was not discussed by the 800 or 1,000 members at 
all, Butata meeng of the directors the last day, near the close òf the meet- 
ing, when all but a dozen or twenty had left the hall; some one introduced a 
resolution in favor of national aid. Objection was made that the subject had 
not been discussed, and that the few remaining members were not authorized to 
act in this matter for the association, I have forgotten whether or not the res- 
olution was adopted, If so, it represents nothing but the hasty opinion of a 
majority of a dozen or two of men. 

Last Saturday there was a meeting of the directors of the American Institute 
of Instruction, a New England body of great antiquity. An indorsing resolu- 
tion was introduced and lost by a vote of 16to 11. Subsequently, after a large 
part of the membership had gone home, it was brought up again and carried 
against a vigorous protest, This resolution will doubtless be paraded to do duty 
as the expression of the American Institute of Instruction. That body has not 
spoken at all; for the directors, even if they had been unanimous, have not 
been authorized to act in this matter; and what they may say carries with it 
only the weight which the movers have as individuals, 

The department of superintendence of the National Educational Association, 
composed of State, county, and city (ad > aye th earhaey from, generally, three- 
fourths of the States in the Union, met in Washington last February. Thissub- 
ject was assigned to an evening discussion. The programme was made out, and 
all the time was occupied by the speakers—selected in advance because they ap- 
proved the measure in almost, if not quite, every case. No free expression of 
opinion was had, But atthe close, in a promiscuous audience, the resolution 
was presented and declared adopted. Thereis no other evidence that it ex- 
pressed the opinion of the members of that body. 

No one has the right to say that the teachers of Massachusetts favor the 
Blair bill, or any other bill on that subject. And the people of the State have 
not ex themselyes on the question. 

Yours truly, 
A. P. MARBLE. 

OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 

Worcester, Mass., January 9. 


Let us not hear after this showing anything more of the extraordi- 
nary emergency arising from the inability of the Southern States to 
deal with the illiteracy of their people. I do not believe that the self- 
respecting and intelligent people of those States would hear withouta 
blush the appeals in formd pauperis made in their behalf. 

Mr. President, there is in truth and reality no occasion for all this 
talk about the safety of the Republic being menaced by either the illit- 
eracy of the Southern States or their helpless poverty. Southern Sen- 
ators, I know, would resent these imputations on their States did they 
not believe that their people demanded of them not to stand in the way 
of this magnificent subsidy. 

No, sir; the real danger lies in another quarter. It is the harmony 
of our dual system of government and the experiment of self-govern- 
ment by the States that are really menaced by a danger which threatens 
all alike—the States that pay as well as those that receive. 

Mr. President, I believe myself to be as good a friend of education 
and the common schools as the Senator from New Hampshire. They 
have grown up and expanded under the benign influence of our systems 
of local self-government as they have done nowhere else in the world. 
While educating the mental faculties they have also taught the re- 
sponsibilities and duties of citizenship by the efforts and sacrifices nec- 
essary to their support. They are valued because they are attained by 
effort and sacrifice. Who shall say that a hardier manhood and a higher 
conception of citizenship have not been the result of leaving this matter 
to the States? 

Letitsoremain. Teach the children the history of their country, and 
imbue them with the spirit of her institutions. Let this Constitution 
be carried in the memory of every child that goes out from the portals 
ofa common school. Let him be taught that the Government that it 
establishes is as strong in its limitations as it is in its powers; that the 
structure reared by our fathers, that has withstood the shock of for- 
eign war and the tempest of civil strife, will survive to protect them 
and their children’s children so long, and only so long, as they are true 
to the principles on which it is founded, and the genius of its structure. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not design, of course, at this time 
to enter upon any reply to the Senator from Delaware, or to any other 
Senator who has adi this body against the bill under considera- 
tion. I wish merely to place on record the statement of fact that the 
Southern States contain more than 20,000,000 people, more than one- 


ple of the South have awakened to the necessity of | third of the population of this country. The latest, and, so far as I can 


judge, the most reliable, statistics of the amount of expenditure in the 
whole country for the support of the public schools fixes that amount 
at about $102,000,000, of which $17,000,000 is the highest estimate I 
have seen as being expended in the Southern States, where over 20,- 
000,000 of the 60,000,000 of our population reside. In regard to the 
other statistics from the New York Evening Post, presented by the 
Senator, I shall at the proper time have something to offer. 1 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that thé Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 16, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, January 13, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ww. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. ‘ 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL, ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney-General of 
an appropriation to pay Barton Atkins, United States marshal of Alaska, 
for expenses incurred in guarding the Chinese quarters in Juneau, 
Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

= ROBERT F. ARNOLD. . 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of an estimate to pay Robert F. Arnold for services in prosecuting 
mail-robbers in the district court at Graham, Tex.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


BUREAU OF LABOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury,transmitting a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of Labor, submitting an increased estimate of appropriations for 
rent of buildings for that bureau for the fiscal year 1889; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON M’COY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of an appropriation to pay Newton McCoy for services and expenses 
as counsel for the United States in the prosecution of fraudulent tim- 
ber-land entries; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES CONSUL, MANILA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosures, an estimate of the Secre- 
tary of State for salary to the consul of the United States at Manila, 
Philippine Islands, and for clerk-hire at the same post; which was re- 
fe to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL-EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported a bill 
(H. R. 4881) making an appropriation to carry into effect the provis- 
ions of an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to establish 
agricultural-experiment stations in connection with the colleges estab- 
lished in the several States under the provisions of the act approved 
July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary thereto ;’? which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of thé Union, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HATCH. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that if this bill sha] come 
back to-morrow from the Government Printing Office, I will ask the 
House to go into Committce of the Whole for its consideration imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not know what the bill is, but reserve all points 
of order upon it. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. FRENCH 

until Monday, on account of important business. 


DUTY ON SCIENTIFIC AND EDUCATIONAL BOOKS. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Iask unanimous consent to present a petition 
of the faculty of Vanderbilt University, Nashville, Tenn., asking that 
the import duty be taken off all scientific and educational books, Iask 
that the petition be read, and that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The petition will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The petition was read. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
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Mr. BURROWS. Why should not this petition take the usual course | unanimous consent to take up for consideration at this time the bill 


of petitions, and go into the petition-box? I object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I call for the order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports of bills of a private nature. 


BENJAMIN M. SIMPSON. 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 48) for the re- 
lief of Benjamin M. Simpson; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calandar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 


- Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, rted back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1406) to provide for the sale of certain 
Indian lands in Kansas. 

TheSPEAKER. This is a public bill, but if there be no objection 
the report will be received. s 

There was no objection; and the bill was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLOTTE CAROLINE HACKLEMAN. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R.120) for the relief 
of Charlotte Caroline Hackleman; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY C. KNIGHT. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 440) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Knight; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

. MRS. ELIZA L. MACE. 


Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, te- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 263) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza L. Mace; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. P. L. WARD. 


Mr. GAINES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 611) for the relief of 
Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FOURTH REGIMENT IOWA INFANTRY. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1387) for 
the relief of volunteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN M. HONEYCUTT. 


Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 481) for the relief of 
Stephen M. Honeycutt; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

LEVI JONES. 


Mr. BROWER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 482) for the re- 
lief of Levi Jones; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees for reports of a’ private nat- 
ure is completed. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to me fora 
moment? I wish to ask unanimons consent to allow the consideration 
at this time of the bill relating to permissible marks, printing or writ- 
ing, upon second, third, and fourth class mail matter. 

Mr. LANHAM. Is the bill likely to create discussion? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think not. It is unanimously reported by the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Its is desired 
by the Department, and I trust the gentleman from Texas will allow 
it to come up for consideration at this time. 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas withdraws his motion 
for the present, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] asks 


the title of which will be read. 


PERMISSIBLE MARKS ON POSTAL MATTER. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H, R. 3318) relating to permissible marks, printing or writing, upon sec- 
ond, third, and fourth class matter, and to amend the twenty-second and 
twenty-third sections of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year Ing? une 30, 1880, and 
for other purposes,” 


Mr. BAYNE. I wish to inquire how much time the consideration 
of this bill will take. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not answer that question. Itis a bill recom- 
mended by the Department and unanimously reported by the commit- 
tee. I have no doubt the gentleman from Pennsylvania has considered 
it as we all have, and I think it will not take up much time. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the Clerk will 
report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That mailable matter of the second class shall contain no 
writing, print, or sign thereon or therein in addition to the original print, ex- 
cept as herein provided, to wit, the name and address of the person to w 
the matter shall be sent; index figures of subscription book, either printed or 
written; the printed title of the publication and the place of its publication; the 
printed or written name and address, without addition of advertisement, of 
the publisher or sender, or both, and written or printed words or figures, or 
both, indicating the date on which the subscription to such matter will end; the 
correction of any bag ee tee peer error; a mark, aia by written or printed 
words, to designate a word or passage to which it is desired to call attention; 
the words ‘‘ sample copy,” when the matter is sent as such; the words * marked 
copy,” when the matter contains a marked item or article; and publishers or 
news agents may inclose in their publications bills, receipts, and orders for sub- 
scription thereto, but the same shall be in such form as to convey no other in- 
formation than the name, place of publication, subscription price of the publi- 
cation to which they refer, and the subscription due thereon. Upon matter of 
the third class, or upon the wrapper inclosing the same, the sender may write 
his own name, occupation, and residence or business address, preceded by the 
word “from,” and may make marks other than by written or printed words to call 
attention to any word or passage in the text, and may correct any typographi- 
cal errors. There may be placed upon the blank leaves or cover of any book or 
printed matter of the third class a simple manuscript dedication or inscription 
not of the nature of a personal correspondence. Upon the wrapper of third-class 
matter may be printed any matter mailable as third class, but there must be 
left on the address side or asi or face of at least 3} inches in length and 
2} inches in width on which nothing shall be placed but the name and address 
of the person to whom the matter is sent. With a package of fourth-class mat- 
ter, prepaid at the proper rate for that class,the sender may inclose any mailable 
third-class matter, and may write upon the wrapper or cover thereof, or tag or 
label accompanying the same, his name, occupation, residence or business ad- 
orra procedan by the word “from,” or may print thereon the same, and any 

rinted matter notin the nature of a bere correspondence, but there must be 

eft on the address side or face of the package a space of at least 3} inches in 

length and 2} inches in width in which nothing shall be placed but the address 
of the person to whom the matter is sent. In all cases directions for delivery, 
foxwerding. or return shall be deemed part of the address. 

Sec. 2. That matter of the second, third, or fourth class containing any writing 
or printing in addition to the original matter, other than as authorized in the 
preceding section, shall not be admitted to the mails, nor delivered,except upon 
payment of postage for matter of the first class, deducting therefrom any amount 
which may have been prepaid by stamps affixed; and any person who shall 
conceal or inclose any matter of a higher class in that of a lower and de- 
posit or cause the same to be deposited for conveyance by mail, at a less rate 
than would be charged for both such higher and lower class matter, shall for 
every such offense be liable to a penalty of $10. 


The SPEAKER. The bill is reported with amendments which the 
Clerk will read. ‘ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 1, line 24, after the word “‘ wrapper,” add the words “ or envelope.” 

In the same line, afler the word “same,” add the words “or the tag or label 
attached thereto.” 

In line 33, after the word “wrapper,” add the words “or envelope.” 

In the same line, after the word “matter,” add the words “ or the tag or label 
attached thereto.” ‘ 

In line 35, strike out the words “ or face.” 

In line 36, after the word “space,” insert the words “sufficient for a legible 
address and necessary stamps;*’ and strike out the words “or face of at least 
3h inches in length and 2} inches in width, on which nothing shall be placed 
but the name and address of the person to whom the matter is sent.” 

In line 45, after the word “from,” insert “and any marks, numbers, names, 
or letters for purpose of description.” 

In line 49, after the word “space,” insert the words "sufficient for a legible 
address and necessary stamps;” and strike out these words: “of at least 3} 
inches in length and 2ł inches in width, in which nothing shall be placed but 
the address of the person to whom the matter is sent.” 

In line53, after the word “for,” insert the word “ transit,” 

In line 54, after the word “ address,” insert the words "and the Postmaster- 
General shall prescribe suitable regulations for carrying this’section into effect.” 


In section 2, line 7, after the word “affixed,” insert the words “unless by di- ~ 


rection of the Postmaster-General such postage shall be remitted.” 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk to have read 
to the House sections 22 and 23 of the act which prescribes the writ- 
ing, printing, and other marks which may be placed upon mail matter 
of the second, third, and fourth classes. After the House shall have 
heard those sections read it will be easier to explain the reasons for 
this bill. 3 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Sec, 22, That mailable matter of the second class shall contain no writing, 
print, mark, or sign, thereon or therein, in addition to the original print, ex- 
cept as herein provided, to wit, the name and address of the person to whom 
the matter shall be sent, and index figures of subscription book, either written 
or printed, the printed title of the publication, the printed name and address of 
the publisher or sender of the same, and written or printed words or figures, or 
both, indicating the date on which the subscription to such matter will end. 
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pon matter of the third class, or upon the wrapper inclosing the same, the 
sender may write his own name or address thereon, with the word “from” 
above and preceding the same, and in either case may make simple marks in- 
tended to designate a word or passage of the text to which it is desired to call 
attention. There may be placed upon the cover or blank leaves of any book 
or any printed matter of the third class a simple manuscript dedication or in- 
scription that does not partake of the nature of a personal correspondence. 
Upon any package of matter of the fourth class the sender may write or print 
his own name and address, preced the word “from,” and there may also 
be written or printed the number and names of the articles inclosed; and the 
sender Senne may write or print upon or attach to any such articles, by tag 
or label, a mark, number, name, or letter for the purpose of identification. 

Sec. 23, That matter of the second, third, or fourth class containing any 
writing or printing other than indicated in the preceding section, or made in 
the manner other than therein indicated, shall not be delivered except upon the 
payment of ‘postage for matter of the first class, deducting therefrom any 
amount which may have been prepaid by stamps affixed to such matter; and 
any person who shall conceal or inclose any matter of a higher class, and de- 
posit or cause the same to be deposited for conveyance by mail, at a less rate 
than would be for both such higher and lower class matter, shall, for 
every such offense, be liable to a penalty of $10: Provided, however, ‘That nothing 
herein contained shall be so construed as to prevent publishers of the second 
class and news agents from inclosing in their publications, bills, receipts, and 
orders for subscription thereto; but such bills, receipts, and orders shall be in 
such form as to coivey no other information than the name, location, and sub- 
scription price of the publication or publications to which they refer. 


Mr. BLOUNT. The House will observe the terms of the statute and 
will see that there is great pacienty in prescribing what may be put 
upon the wrappersand envelopes of second, third, and fourth class mat- 
ter and what may be placed therein. Therehave been heretofore regu- 
lations in conflict with the statute. There have been practices in con- 
flict with it. It did not, however, lie in the power of a Department 
recognizing the authority of law over it) to provide relief for any cases 
of hardship which had been ignored by the law-making power. Iwish 
at this point to call attention to the definition of the several classes of 
matter to which this bill relates. Matter of the second class, whichis 
entitled to the pound rate, consists of newspapers or periodicals sent 
from offices of publication or by news agents for distribution to subscri- 
bers, or for sale. The cheap rate of 1 cent a pound is chargedin such 
eases. When otherwise transmitted, matter of this class must pay at 
the rate of 1 cent for four ounces. Matter of the third class comprises 
documents, circulars, printed matter, proof sheets and accompanying 
manuscript copy, and the rate is 1 cent for two ounces or 8 cents for one 
pound. Matter of the fourth class is all such as is admissible to the 
mails and not within the other classes; chiefly goods, merchandise, and 
samples of goods. The rate for this class of matter is 1 cent per ounce or 
16 cents per pound. It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that second- 
class matter is carried at an exceedingly low rate, and that exact con- 
formity to the provisions of the statute in relation to such matter was 
absolutely necessary in order to avoid a large reduction of revenue. 

In reference to the inclosure of any third-class matter in matter of 
the fourth class, it is observed by the Postmaster-General that there 
can be no objection to this, because the matter inclosed would thereby 
pay a higher rate. Still it appears that by the express terms of the 
statute thisisnotnow allowable. So likewise in regard to merchandise, 
advertisementsand directions for use printed on the same are not allow- 
able under the statute. The Postmaster-General, commenting upon 
this, says: 

The law a: to upon v ni 

permitted Seam ented oF kame T S E r gta ge inet ede 
sound obj mto this privilege, if theadvertisement be so limited as to leave 
a sufficient space for the address, for post-marking and rating, and for refor- 
warding or return ad Such printing adds nothing of burden to the 
mails, and can not be thought to limit their employment otherwise. More 
probably it increases it. 4 

In reference to violations of the statute, however, he says: 


Itappears that envelopes have been frequently printed by those who habit- 
ually send circulars or merchandise samples, with advertisements ranging 
from simple additions to the sender’s name descriptive of his business pursuits, 
to very a ppano representations, sometimes pictorially illustrated; and that 
wrappers of me: dise sanp occasionally bore printed communications 
asexplicit in direction as could be desirable in a written personal communica- 
tion to accompany them, and such as would dispense with necessity for any 
other first-class correspondence in that connection, 


Here is where the complaint comes: 


* _ The suspension of the use of these prepared envelo and wrappers ren- 
dered them magne magn in Maea for their objects, and ARAA much annoyance 
andirritation with those who had been in the practice of using them. 


This “‘ practice of using them” is, by reference to the statute, clearly 
unlawful. 


Appeals from to the Department have presented almost every 
of these cases. Some are exceedingly trivial in so far as real importance 
attaches to the added matter, but many are obviously abuses, and between the 
two extremes the range of transgression extends over innumerable different 
instances. The majority of wrappers appear very harmless, and no injury to 
the revenue or the service can be likely to result from their use. With few ex- 
ceptions all would have been admitted if any rightful power to dispense with 
the statute were vested in the Department. The want of it has been somewhat 
painful, because it would have relieved substantially all complaint could the 
use of only such envelo) and wrappers as had been already prepared have 
been authorized, the public generally manifesting no unwillingness to comply 
with the requirements of the law. No such authority could be discovered, nor 
any line be drawn other than that drawn by the explicit statute, and the De- 
partment has been compelled to inaction, except to relieve from penalties in 
Some proper cases, 


With the view of meeting these objections, the original bill contained 
several provisions to which I will eall attention; and to these, amend- 
ments, which are printed in italies, have been added by the committee. 


In line 8 of the bill the words ‘“‘and the place of its publication,” 
are an addition to the statute. In line 9, after the word “‘ printed” 
have been inserted the words ‘‘or written.” After the word ‘ad- 
dress,” in the same line, there have been inserted the words ‘‘ without 
addition of advertisement.” In lines 12 and 13, the words ‘‘the cor- 
rection of any typographical error ™ have been inserted. In lines 15 
and 16 there has been this insertion, ‘‘ the words ‘sample copy’ when 
the matter is sent as such.’’ The practice of placing upon this class of 
matters the words ‘‘ sample copy ” has grown up undera regulation of 
the Department, but is contrary to the statute; and it has been thought 
proper by the Department that these words should be inserted in order 
that there may be no room for criticism on this point. The same re- 
mark may be made in regard to this addition, ‘‘the words ‘marked 
copy’ when the matter contains a marked item or article.” 

In line 24 the words ‘‘or envelope ” are an addition made by the 
committee to the bill. In lines 24 and 25 the words ‘‘ or tag or label 
attached thereto” are an amendment of the committee. This modifi- 
cation is in the nature of an addition to the privileges allowed under 
the existing law. In lines 25 and 26 the words ‘‘ occupation and resi- 
dence or business address’? have been added. Heretofore the sender 
has been allowed simply to write his own name and address. 

In line 29 there have been added the words ‘and may correct any 
typographical errors.” This has been a matter of practice, but with- 
out authority of law. In lines 33 to 36 the following provision is new: 

Upon the wrapper or envelope of third-class matter or the tag or label at- 
tached thereto may be printed any matter mailable as third-class, but there must 
peda s on the address side a space sufficient for a legible address and necessary 

The following, in lines 40 to 44 inclusive, is also new: 


With a package of fourth-class matter prepaid at the proper rate for that class, 
the sender may inclose any mailable third-class matter, and may write upon 
the wrapper or cover thereof, or tag or label accompanying the same, his name, 
occupation, residence, or business address, 


In lines 45 and 46 there have been inserted the words ‘‘and any 
marks, numbers, names, or letters for purpose of description.” This 
is an amendment to the bill as originally introduced, but corresponds 
with the existing law. The words imnttdiately following, ‘‘ or may 
print thereon the same or any printed matter not in the nature of a 
personal correspondence,” are also new. 

Further on we have an addition in this clause: 

But there must be left on the address side or face of the package a space 
ficient for a legible address and necessary stamps. ae 

The original bill, it will be observed, proposed to fix by law the space 
allowed for this purpose, which was to be determined with reference 
to the size of the packages in which merchandise might be contained. 
The committee thought it best to insert this provision, allowing the 
matter to be regulated by the Postmaster-General. 

In lines 54 to 56 the committee have amended the bill by inserting 
these words: 

And the Postmaster-General shall prescribe suitable regulations for carrying 
this section into effect. 

This is designed to cover the whole subject of space. 

Section 2, which has been read, contains an amendment to this effect: 
That where mail-matier has been improperly inserted under cover, the 
effect of which would be to defraud the Government, it may be deliv- 
ered to the person to whom it is addressed upon payment by him in 
stamps at the highest rate. In the following terms there is a provis- 
ion for remission in certain cases: 

Unless by direction of the Postmaster-General such postage shall be remitted. 

This, sir, covers, as I understand it, the whole ground of complaint 
throughout the country. It places the legislation in accord with the 

ractice before the recent rulings. Unless some gentleman desires to 
be heard, I shall ask the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire to be heard? 

Mr. BINGHAM, A few words. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How long? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Five minutes. A 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill yield the gentleman five minutes of my time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was not able to catch, from the reading of the 
bill, exactly what it does provide. I desire, therefore, to ask the gen- 
tleman whether by this bill, which relates to the sending of fourth-class 
matter, the sender is allowed to write his name and address on the 


n es 
. LONG. The bill is printed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have not yet received a copy of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask whether by this bill the sender of 
fourth-class matter is allowed to write on the wrapper his name, resi- 
dence, and business. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no question about that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. The sender is permitted to write his 
name, ad and business. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am sure had the remarks of the 
gentleman from Georgia[Mr. BLOUNT] in charge of the bill been heard 
on this side of the House there would be no necessity for any further 
discussion of this proposed legislation. While I take exception to the 
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eee Hae, statute of 1879, I wish å sag Pe that 
at the opportunity, in presenting Te- 
port mgress, certified his willingness from his standpoint of consid- 
eration to broaden and widen the legislation covering the second, third, 
and fourth class mail-matter. The proposition made in this bill is 
simply to have the eflectof meeting the requirements of every business 
firm to send through the mails second, third, and fourth class matter; 
not only to write the name and address, butalso the indication of the 
profession, occupation, or business of the sender. 

The amendments of the gentleman from Georgia, contained in this 
bill, will also cover all the matter which, under the ruling of the Post- 
master-General, has either been subjected to fine or rejected from the 
mail. The law now allows the indication upon the envelope, tag, or 
label of the name and address ofthe sender. ‘Thislaw broadens it, and 
allows the profession, occupation, and the business, and the indication 
of the contents of a third or fourth-class bundle or package. 

This bill comes recommended by the Postmaster-General after careful 
revision of the law by the law officer of the Department. It embodies 
the substance of the bills presented by other gentlemen representing 
large constituencies who have felt the severity of the judgment of the 
Department. It comes with the unanimous consent of your Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and will cover the demand of 
every interest which seems to have been severely affected by the de- 
cision of the Postmaster-General. Therefore I hope the bill will pass 
without further debate. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I desire tosuggest an amendment to my colleague, 
to insert the word ‘‘knowingly’’ in the second section after the word 
“shall”? and before the word ‘‘conceal.’? As iù is, you impose pen- 
aiy for a mistake where the party may not intend any violation of the 


W. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does my colleague suggest an amendment? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Yes; I move to insert the word *‘ knowingly” 
in the second section; so it will read: ‘‘no who shall knowingly 
conceal or inclose any matter of a higher in that of a lower,” etc. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I see no objection to my colleagne’s amendment. 

Mr. NORWOOD. As the bill now stands, any one who may unwit- 
tingly inclose any matter which ought not to be inclosed is made sub- 
ject to the penalty here provided. n 

Mr. PETERS. That is provided for by the words in the bill, leav- 
ing such matters to the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to taking a vote on my col- 
leagne’s amendment, if he desires to have it voted on. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Yes, I desire to have a vote on it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the previous question. 

‘The amendments of the committee were severally to. 

The question next recurred on the amendment of Mr. Norwoop; and 
it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time $ and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. z 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I now renew my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before that motion is submitted I desire to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As our Calendar is paged it contains two lists of 
poe bills. One of these contains the bills coming over from the 

Congress, reported from the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the Bowman act, and the other such bills as are reported from the 
committees of the House at this session. What I wish to inquire is, 
which class of bills will take precedence? 

The SPEAKER. The bills will be taken up in the order in which 
they appear on the Calendar. ‘ 

Under the provisions of what is known as the Bowman act, all re- 
ports from the Court of Claims upon matters referred to that court by 
the committees of the House, and not disposed of, are continued from 
Congress to Congress, and go over, standing first, as a matterof course, 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But as the Calendar is printed the bills reported 
from the different committees of the House are put first. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Calendar is wrong. These bills which 
came over from the last Congress will take precedence, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman from Illinois is mis- 
taken in saying that they come first. They are printed upon one page 
of the Calendar; but those which came over from the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress are under a separate heading on another page. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘That is true; but I always read a book from left 
toright. [Laughter.] . 

The SPEAKER. On page 5 of the Calendar, as printed, the bills re- 
ported from committees of the House at the present session appear in 


i 
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the order in which they were reported to the House, and on page 6 will 
be found the bills which come over from the last Congress. This order 
of paging should be reversed. The reports which come over from the 
last Congress should ‘be first considered. 

- The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar. The Clerk 
will read the title of the first bill. š 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4956), Forty-ninth Congress, first session, to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of James H. Ayres. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to James H. Ayres, of Baltimore, Md., $945, being the amount due 
him upon a contract with the United States for expenses incurred in carrying 
out the same, as found by the Court of Claims. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the report of the Commit- 
tee on Claims of the last session, together with the views of the minor- 
ity, read on that bill. 

The report (by Mr. SHaw) was read, as follows: 


This case was, during the Forty-eighth Congress, referred by resolution of 
the House of Representatives, March 28, 1884, to the Court of Claims for a find- 
ing of facts under the act of March 3, ‘1883, commonly called the Bowman act, 
On the lith of December, 1885, the court transmitted its findings of fact to the 
House, from which the following facts appear: 

In the spring of 1862 a light-boat, belonging to the United States, and under 
the control of the Light-House Board, lay stranded at Lynnhaven Bay, about 
160 miles south of Baltimore, 

James H. a phn the claimant, and a resident of Baltimore, was a rigger and 
see ES and captain of the Exchange, a schooner of 75 tons burden, duly en- 
rolled. 

W. J. Newman was the acting engineer in charge of the light-house district, 
which embraced Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries, including Lynnhaven 


Bay. 

Said Newman attempted to contract with several es to go down to Lynn- 
haven Bay and remove from the beach the stranded light-boat. The lowest 
terms offered by others than the claimant amounted to $2,000. 

He finally contracted with the claimant to undertake the work for $1,500. 

In making this contract he represented to the claimant that the bottom where 
the light-boat was stranded was hard, and it was upon this representation that 
the claimant entered into the contract at that price. 

The claimant collected the necessary apparatus, hired six riggers at $3 a day, 
and four othermen at $1, sailed down to Lynnhaven Bay, and entered the 
work. The bottom, instead of being hard, as represented, was found to be com- 
posed of quicksand, in which the lightbont was deeply embedded. This quick- 
sand was constantly moved about by the action of the waves and tides, and the 
labor of Caye vas often obliterated in a single night. After working diligently 
for a long time they were penes togive up the undertaking. The quick- 
sand bottom was the cause of the failure. 

Including the time occupied in going and returning, the claimant and his men 
were en, upon the undertaking about three weeks. 

During this period the claimant's daily expenses were as follows: 


Pay of six riggers, at $3 a da; 
Four other men, at $1 a day. oon 
Services of claimant, each day, 
Services of schooner and apparatus, CAch day......s.ssssrssssssisssorosese senese sennee serene 


Total per ABY....ccccrscosssesscercseresenscssesy-eee) seses onssia snbecesvateotsvvoevorsovsuasta cess . 
Making a total expense for twenty-one days of $945, a 
On these findings there is clearly no doubt that the claimant etal fran era in 
equity and justice to be reimbursed the expenses actnally incu by him in 
the work in question. The ob of the contract made by the en; 
ch: of the district with this claimant was simply to preserve the public prop- 
erty by, getting this light-boat from its stranded position into a place of safety, 
These light-boats are floating light-houses, quite as important in their positions 
to the safety of navigation as are the more permanent and expensive ones. The 
absence of any one of them from its accustomed and known position may oc- 
casion the destruction of thousands of dollars’ worth of propecty and of any 
number of human lives, perhaps in a single night. It is of the last importance, 
therefore, to the safety of navigation that prompt measures be taken to place 
them in position when they have been disturbed or removed from their proper 
places. At no time was this of greater importance than in 1862, when the trans- 
actions in question occurred, at a time when it was extremely necessary for the 
numerous vessels en, in the public service to have proper beacon-lights 
to guide them on their way. This claimant, it appears by the ffhdings of the 
court, entered into a contract on terms 25 per cent. lower than anybody else 
could be induced to undertake the work ; took the most prompt and vigorous 
measures at his own expense, for whigh he has hitherto remained without re- 
imbursement, for carrying it out and in every reasonable human probability 
would have succeeded in doing all he undertook to do but for the facts corgi J 
been misrepresented to him (no doubt innocently) by the engineer. For a fai 
ure to perform the contract under such circumstances no possible fault can at- 
tach to the claimant. The contract was for the Government; it was made for 
a just and proper purpose, and there should be no hesitation in repaying to this 
claimant his actual expenses incurred in his effort to execute it. It would be 
unworthy the character of a great and generous Government, which has been 
so promptly and energetically served at a time of necessity, torefuse repayment 
of money thus advanced for its interest. 

A copy of the findings of the Court of Claims is sppraded to this report. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill H. R. 4956, and recommend 
the same do pass. 

[House Mis. Doc. No. 17, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a of the order 
Te e e aan E tn the aaas of Seance TE. Ayres agotan the Untied Seat. 


UNITED STATES COURT OF CLAIMS, 
James H. AYRES 


neer in 


Congressional Case No. 79. 


CLeRrxK’s OFFICE, Washington, December 11, 1885.- 


Sim: Pursuant to the order of the court, I transmit herewith a certified copy 
of the said order and of the findings of fact by the court in the aforesaid cause, 


vs. 
Tue UNITED STATES. 
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which case was referred to this court by the House of Representatives under the 
act cs pia 8, 1883. a ms 
am, very respectfully, yours, ete., 
JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


IN THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


James H. AYRES 
~ C0 Congressional Case No. 7%. 
Tue UNITED STATES. 


At a Court of Claims, held in the city of Washington on the 27th day of April, 
A. D, 1885, in the cause aforesaid, the court filed findings of fact, and it was or- 
dered that a copy, duly certified, be reported to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, together with a copy of this order. 

y the court. 
COURT OF CLAIMS. 


James H, AYRES 
vs. Congressional Case No. 79. 
THE UNITED STATES, 
This case was transmitted to the Court of Claims by the authority of the House 
a earn as appears by the following resolution, adopted March 28, 


Mr. Holman submitted the following resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the pending bill be referred to the Court of Claims, under the 
act entitled “ An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Execu- 
tive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Gov- 
ernment,” approved March 3, 1883. 

FINDINGS OF FACT. 

This case having been heard by the court (George A. King appearing for the 
claimant, and the Attorney-General, by his assistant, F. H. Howe, for the defense 
and protection of the interests of the United States), the court, from the evi- 
dence, finds the facts to be as follows: 


I. 

In the spring of 1862 a light-boat, belonging to the United States and under 
the control of the Light-House Board, lay stranded at Lynnhaven Bay, about 
160 miles south of Baltimore. 

James H. van foe the claimant, and a resident of Baltimore, was a rigger and 
pene and captain of the Exchange, a schooner of 75 tons burden, duly en- 
rolled. 

W. J. Newman was the ne ener in charge of the roe tag pate district 
——— embraced Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries, including Lynnhaven 

y- 


z i. 

Said Newman attempted to contract with several parties to go down to Lynn- 
haven Bay and remove from the beach the stranded light-boat. The lowest 
terms offered by others than the claimant amounted to $2,000. 

He finally contracted with the claimant to undertake the work for $1,500. 

In making this contract he represented to the claimant that the bottom where 
the light-boat was stranded was hard, and it was upon this representation that 
the claimant entered into the contract at that price. 


mm. 
The claimant collected the necessary apparatus, hired six riggers at $3 a day and 
entered upon the 


four other men at $1, sailed down to Lynnhaven Bay, an 
work. The bottom, instead of being hard, as represented, was found to be com- 
posed of quicksand, in which the light-boat was deeply embedded. This quick- 
sand was constantly moved about by the action of the waves and tides, and the 
labor of days was often obliterated in a single night. After working diligently 
for a long time they were compelled to give up the undertaking. The quick- 
sand bottom was the cause of the failure. 
Iv. 

Including the time occupied in going and returning, the claimant and his men 
were en; upon the und ng about three weeks, 

During this period the claimants’ daily expenses were as follows: 
Pay of six riggers, at $3 a day 
Four other men, at $1 a day .. 
Services of claimant, each day 
Services of schooner and apparat 
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Making a total expense for twenty-one days of $945. 


Ordered, That the clerk of the court transmit to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives a duly certified copy of these findings of fact and of this order. 


CourT or CLAD, 
Washingto: 


m, D. ©.: 
I ripe eper the forgoing are true transcripts of record. 
Test this llth day of December, 1885. 
JOHN RANDOLPH, 


[sau], A 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


This case has been before the Court pf Claims for its findings of fact. The 
only finding of that court upon which any pretense of obligation on the part of 
the Government to pay this claim can be based is, that Acting Engineer New- 
man, representing the Government, “in making the contract, represented to the 
claimant thatthe bottom where the light-boat was stranded was hard, and it was 
upon this representation that the claimant entered into the contract at that 
price,” and that “the bottom, instead of being hard, as represented, was found 
to be composed of quicksand, in which the light-boat was deeply embedded,” 
which quicksand prevented the clafmant from carrying out hiscontract. Itdoes 
not ibe? but that the claimant had ample opportunity to examine the bottom 
for himself; certainly such examination was open to him. Butif he relied npon 
this representation, and was deceived by it, and was the victim of a fraudulent 
representation made by the Government official, he had the right upon discover- 
ing the fraud, as he must have done, bad any existed, upon arriving with his 
men upon the ground, to at once abandon the work. He chose not to do this, 
but, affirming his contract, kept on with his work for twenty-one days, and then 
abandoned the undertaking. Had he succeeded, and at a profit, no one doubts 
that it would have been the last of the matter. He took his chances, and lost. 


Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I-donot know that I can add anything 
to the facts beyond those which are embodied in the report accom- 
panying this claim and which has just been read. 

The claimant undertook this contract, or was induced to undertake 
it, upon the representation of Mr. Newman, the Government engineer in 

He represented that the bottom where this boat was stranded 


was solid? It turned out to be composed of quicksand, whereby, as 
the report says, ‘‘the labor of days was obliterated in a single night.” 

The claim was referred to the Courf’of Claims in the Forty-eighth 
Congress for a finding of the facts, which findings were reported by that 
court to Congress for consideration. 

If the gentleman from New Jersey, who signs the minority report, 
desires time, I shall be glad to yield to him. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to have five or ten minutes, and a 
short time also for the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], who 
also signed the minority report. 

Mr. SHAW. I yield to the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the case before us is simply this: 
A Government vessel stranded; proposals for floating her were adver- 
tised for, and the claimant was the successful bidder. He entered into 
the contract with the Government to float this vessel for a compensa- 
tion of $1,500. He did notsucceed in his undertaking. He abandoned 
the project, left the vessel lying where he found her, and comes to Con- 
gress for his compensation for such abandonment. 

He comes up before the Court of Claims, and the only allegation 
which that court finds to be true in the case, or that looks at all 
towards any equitable obligation on the part of the Government to 
pay one penny to the claimant, is founded upon the fact that the Gov- 
ernment engineer represented to him that the stranded vessel rested 
upon a solid bottom, whereas in fact she rested upon a quicksand. 

The moment that man went there to execute his contract it was pos- 
sible for him to ascertain whether that representation of the Govern- 
ment engineer was or was not correct. When he began to carry out 
his contract, or his attempt to carry it out, he could ascertain by five 
minutes’ examination whether the bottom was hard sand or quicksand. 
He kept on at the work for some time, and then abandoned it, and the 
bill that is brought in here, which he desires the United States Gov- 
ernment to pay, is for the service of wreckers, for the service of other 
men, for his own services at $3 per day, and for the services of a schooner 
and apparatus at the rate of $20 per day. He not only failed in his 
undertaking, but he desires the Government of the United States to 
pay him for that faliure. 

The minority of the committee, in submitting its views, uses tlie fol- 
lowing words: 

It does not appear but that the claimant had ample opportunity to examine 
the bottom for himself: certainly such examination was open to him, But if 
he relied upon this representation, and was deceived by it, and was the victim 
of a fraudulent representation made by the Government official, he had the 
right upon discovering the fraud, as he must have done had any existed, upon 
arriving with his men upon the ground, to at once abandon the work. Hechose 
not to do this, but, affirming his contract, kept on with his work for twenty-one 
days, and then abandoned the undertaking. 

He chose not to do this, but, proceeding to carry out his contract, 
kept on with his work for twenty-one days, and there is no pretense 
but what the bottom was just as much of a quicksand on the first day 
as if was on the twenty-first. 

Mr. LONG. Is there any recommendation from the Department 
about this ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. None whatever, and the Court of Claims only 
find the facts; and the minority of the committee say farther that had 
he succeeded and had a profit no one doubts that would have been the 
last of the matter. He took his chances and lost—no, he lost so far as 
the Department was concerned, but he did not lose his chance to come 
into this House and endeayor through the medium of Congress to have 
the Government pay him for work he failed in doing. 

Mr. LONG. Did the Government derive any benefit ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The Government derived no benefit whatever. 
He left the vessel stranded as hard as on the day he undertook to re- 
move her. His attempt was an utter and absolute failure in every re- 
spect; just as complete as I hope hisattempt to obtain compensation 
from Congress will be. How much time have I remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I reserve that time. 

Mr. SHAW. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill involves only a small amount, less than 
$1,000—$900. If it were not for the important principle involved I 
would not offer any opposition at all to the bill, for I have no doubt 
this gentleman did sustain the losses which are specified init. But 
there wasa public work here to be performed; advertisements were made, 
he put in his bid, and when he came to do the work he found the con- 
ditions were not as he supposed they were, to wit, he supposed the 
ground upon which this boat was stranded was hard clay and could be 
easily removed; on the contrary, he found it was quicksand, and as fast 
as he removed it it was washed back to the same place again. He 
worked twenty-one days under these conditions and then gave up his 
contract and abandoned the work entirely. He now wants the Gov- 
ernment to pay $45 a day, which was the amount of his actual expenses 
during the time he was endeavoring to carry out his contract. 

I believe the whole contract amounted to $1,500. If the claimant 
had succeeded in doing what he contracted to do the Government would 
have paid him $1,500. He failed to do any good to the Government, 
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and now he desires the Government to pay him about $900 for failing 
in his contract. f 

If there was anything in the work which it was not possible for the 
contractor to know for himself the Government ought to reimburse him; 
but as this was a matter that he ought to have discovered before he put 
in his bid, or which he ought to have discovered immediately after he 
began the work, it seems to me the Government ought not to reimburse 
him. He must have discovered the first day he began this work that 
the bottom was quicksand. Notwithstanding this discovery he pro- 
ceeded in carrying on the work for twenty-one days; and he statesin his 
application that the sand was replaced by the waves about as fast as he 
could remove it, so that he was carrying the dirt up a hill and it was 
immediately washed down again. 

According to his own statement he ought to have discovered the ab- 
solute certainty of failure a little sooner, at least; but he kepton, per- 
sisting for twenty-one days, and wants to be paid about $900 for fail- 
ureto carry out hiscontract. Asa member of the Committee on Claims 
in the last Congress I had intended to unite with the minority in this 
report, but by some inadvertence I failed to sign the papers. 

Mr. SHAW. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] states 
that the claimant in this case asked the Government to pay him $900 
for having failed to perform his contract. It seems to me that he 
ought to have gone a little further than that, and that he ought to have 
inquired into the cause of the failure before determining the equities 
in the case. This claimant failed, it is true, but he failed, in the lan- 
guage of the Court of Claims in their findings of fact, because the 
bottom where the light-boat was stranded was represented to him by the 
agent of the Government to be hard, and when he got there he found 
it to be composed of quicksand. 

The place where this boat was stranded was about 160 miles from Bal- 
timore, where the claimant resided, and he was at considerable expense 
in going to the place. Iam not a sufficient expert in these matters to 
determine how long it would have required after his arrival on the 
ground to determine whether the bottom was quicksand or solid, as was 
represented to him. If no representationsas to that had been made to 
him by agents of the Government, and the bottom had been represented 
to him as it was, he would not have failed in his contract and he would 
have been entitled to his $1,500 in pursuanceofit. It seems to me on 
every principle of justice, when an agent of the United States Govern- 
ment authorized by law to make contracts of this character represents 
that a bottom is of a certain character, or, in other words, represents a 
certain state of facts, and a contract is based on such representations 
and they turn out to be misrepresentations, and the party making the 
contract loses because of these misrepresentations, the United States 
pore is bound by every rule of justice and equity to reimburse 

im. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if no other gentleman desires to be heard upon 
this question, I move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. u 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who believe that 
in matters of contract the Government should act precisely upon the 
same.principle as an honest citizen would act; that it should pay its 
honest debts, and if professing to have superior knowledge of the facts 
in any given matter it has made misrepresentations, and another party 
had entered into a contract relying upon the truth of these representa- 
tions, the facts not being open to his inspection, then, as a matter of 
justice and right, the Government should pay to that citizen the dam- 
ages that he has sustained by reason of the false representations made to 
him. Itseems to me, Mr. Chairman, that that is a matter of justice 
and equity, and certainly it is a principle that is recognized by the law 
as between citizen and citizen. 

But I submit, sir, that in this case there is no finding of the Court 
of Claims, there is no statement which authorizes this House to find 
that the engineer did represent to this claimant that he had such 
knowledge as to the character of the bottom where this boat was stranded, 
nor does it appear that the claimant himself was ignorant of the char- 
acterofthe bottom. Itis true, sir, that he went there and that he worked 
twenty-one days and expended, as he claims, $945; but I claim, Mr. 
Chairman, that there is nothing in the finding of the court which 
makes the Government liable in this case, as one citizen would be lia- 
ble to another, and I think we should be governed by that principle. I 
am aware, sir, of the difficulties that beset claimants, and I fully sym- 
pathize with parties who have claims against the General Government. 
Usually they might as well have a claim against a pauper as to attempt 
to get their pay out of the surplus in the Treasury, especially after a 
claim has becomea stale one; but while that is true, it does not justify 
us in paying a claim like this, which, as I conceive, has no valid foun- 
dation in law or in equity. 

SHAW. I now yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. RAY- 
NER]. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman, if this was a case between individ- 
uals there would be no difficulty whatever about the individual who 
has been misled or defrauded recovering inst the other party, but 


against 
the trouble with this caseis that it isthe claim of an individual against 


the Government. If this claimant had made a contract with an indi- 
vidual, based upon false or erroneous statements made by that individ- 
ual, and had gone to work to execute his contract, he would certainly 
have a right in law and in morals to recover back the money that he 
had expended in pursuance of the contract. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Is not thegentleman wrong inhis prop- 
osition of law? 

Mr. RAYNER, I think not. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Before a man can be held responsible 
for misrepresentations, must it not be shown that they were such as 
to mislead a party acting with reasonable care and prudence in the 

remises ? 

Mr. RAYNER. It must. 

Fre HOPKINS, of Illinois. Was not your statement broader than 
that? 

Mr. RAYNER. Notatall; because the party in this case acted with 
all the prudence that any reasonable man could be expected to exer- 
cise. The engineer was in charge of the district where this vessel was _ 
stranded; he was a Government officer, the agent of the Government; 
he made this erroneous statement in his character as the agent of the 
Government. It Was his duty as engineer to examine the bottom and 
to find out whether it was hard or was of quicksand; he did examine 
it, or at least he ought to have done so, and whether he did or not, he 
reported to this poor man that the bottom was hard, and upon the basis 
of that report, or that statement, by an officer of the Government, this 
man went to work and expended his money. Now, I say that comes 
within the general principle of law that unless there has been some 
gross negligence on the part of the party who has suffered he is enti- 
tled to recover. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RAYNER. I will. 

Mr. WARNER. Do I understand the gentleman to lay it down as 
a proposition of law that it was the duty of the engineer to have ex- 
amined this bottom? Does he take that ground in view of the facts 
found by the Court of Claims, the only facts before this House? There 
is nothing here to show that this party went to work relying upon the 
representations of the engineer, nothing to show that he had not as 
much knowledge of the nature of the bottom there as the engineer had. 

Mr. RAYNER. I think the gentleman does not draw the distinction 
between a proposigion of law and a proposition of fact. What I say as 
to the duty of the engineer is not a proposition of law. That is a 
presumption of fact. When a private party is invited to make a con- 
tract of this character, and the Government engineer in his official ca- 
pacity makes a statement to him that the bottom where the boat is 
stranded is solid and is not quicksand, the party has a right to rely 
upon that statement. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. RAYNER. I will. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does he believe that when a man is engaged in 
pulling off a vessel under such circumstances it will take him twenty- 
one days to find out whether the bottom is hard or soft? s 

Mr. RAYNER. I do not; but it may have taken him so many days 
to determine positively whether the boat could be lifted. There is 
nothing in the report of the minority to show this House that he could 
have found out before the expiration of twenty-one days whether he 
could relieve the vessel or not. Whereis there anything in the report 
to show that he did not stop at the first moment when he ought to have 
stopped ? 

I come back now to my original proposition—that if this wasa case 
between individuals there would be no trouble about it. If A makesa 
‘contract with B, and makes either a false or an erroneous statement, 
upon the basis of which B goes to work; if, as a matter of fact, that 
statement is found to be fraudulent or misleading, A can recover the 
money he has spent or the value of the work that he has done in pur- 
suance of thecontract. While Iam as much opposed as any man upon 
this floor to opening the flood-gates of the Treasury to all these private 
claims, I do hold that the Government pano be put precisely in the 
same position as an individual, and that if this claimant would be en- 
titled to recover against an individual he should have the same right 
of recovery against the Government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee 
on Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, I have a very distinct recollec- 
tion of the facts of this case; and I joined with the majority in report- 
ing it favorably. It will be understood by the House that this case has 
been referred to the Court of Claims for the ascertainment of facts, and 
that that court has made a report. 

The Court of Claims found certain facts which it thought worth while 
to report to this House. The first fact was that a light-ship belonging 
to the Government was stranded. Next, that the parties who put in 
bids for the work of lifting this light-ship from its stranded position, 
asked, for the most part, the sum of $2,000; but the claimant under 
this bill proposed to do it for $1,500. The Court of Claims found, fur- 
ther, that this claimant in making his bid for $1,500—a less amount 
than that for which any other man offered to do the work—did so upon 
a distinct representation by the Government engineer that where the 
vessel was stranded the bottom was hard. It was upon this understand- 
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ing that he undertook to do the work for the sum named by him. It 


acted Sopa that with this understanding in his mind this poor man 
collected necessary apparatus, hired six riggers at $3 a day, and four 
other men, and sailed down to Lynnhaven Bay for the purpose of car- 

rying out the contract which he had made with the Government. 
Now, this man, having put himself to very considerable expense, 
having visited the light-ship where it was stranded, acting upo the 
representations which had been made to him by the agent of the Gov- 
ernment, undertook to carry out his contract, and found unquestion- 
ably that he had a much harder job than he contemplated. The 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] says that this man 
could have ascertained in a single hour whether the bottom was hard 
or soft. I do not know how that may be. I do not live on the sea- 
coast, and am not acquainted with these matters. But the fact re- 
mains that the claimant had expended a considerable amount of money; 
and if he had abandoned his contract he would have been compelled 
to come to Congress for relief. But, as has been remarked by the gen- 
tleman who preceded me [Mr. RAYNER], this claimant felt that, not- 
* withstanding the Government agent had made a misrepresentation, he 
aes in pursuance of his contract, succeed in floating the ship from its 
stranded poeno Acting in good faith, he undertook to carry out his 
ut eventually found that the ee made to him 


contract; 
; t he could not possibly 


by the agent of the Government was such 
float the ship. 

Now, I am not a lawyer; I am notversed in the technicalities which 
some gentlemen always thrust upon the House in the discussion of a 
question of this kind. I do not know whether this man has, in strict 
accordance with law, a claim against this Government; but I do say 
that, upon the basis of common justice and common sense, no man 
in this House ought to hesitate to vote the pittance of $900 to this con- 
tractor, who in good faith undertook to carry out the contract he bad 
made with the Government. I submit that this claim ought to be 
paid, and no man, it seems to me, who wants to do simple justice to a 
poor man who is a claimant against this Government, ought to cast his 
vote against the bill. I hope, when the vote comes to be taken, the 
House will be practically unanimous in saying that this claimant shall 
receive the amount which is justly his due, the Court of Claims having 
examined his vouchers and found that the exact sum named in the bill 
was actually expended in pursuance of the contract with the Govern- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this %1 be laid aside to 
be to the House with a recommendation that it pass ? 

The question being put, it was decided in the affirmative. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


“ The committee rose informally, when a message from the Senate of 
the United States, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following title, in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 274) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point in the county of St. Charles, 
in the State of Missouri, below the city of St. Charles. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


OWNERS OF STEAMER I. N. BUNTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7211) 
referring the claim of the owners of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the 
Court of Claims, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the claim of the legal owner or owners of the steamer 
I.N. Bunton, her cargo, freight, tow,and personal effects, alleged to have been 
sunk by collision with the pier of the Davis Island Dam, in the Ohio River, on 
or about the 2d day of January, 1884, be referred to the Court of Claims as a 
court of admiralty jurisdiction, to hear and determine the same to judgment, 


with the right of appeal as in other cases: Provided, That no suit shall be 


brought under the provisions of this act after six months from the date of the 
passage thereof. 

Mr. LANHAM. The facts connected with this bill are very fully 
stated in the findings of the Court of Claims—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the report been read? 

Plead CHAIRMAN. Ithasnot. Doesthe gentlemanask for the read- 
g? 

Mr. LANHAM. The findings of the Court of Claims give & very 
succinct statement of this case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to hear the report read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report be first read, and then the findings 
of the court. : 7 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from,Texas [Mr. LANHAM] 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. LANHAM, Ido. 

Mr. BAYNE. In the findings of the court as appended to the report 
of the committee there is a misprint. 

Mr. LANHAM. With reference to the insurance? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have herea certified copy of the findings of the court, 
and when the reportof the committeeshall have been read I ask that this 
certified copy of the findings of the court be read instead of thatappended 
to the report, which is in some particulars inaccurate. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that course will be pur- 


sued. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] will please 
send the document to the Clerk’s desk. 

The report (by Mr. LANHA), together with the findings of the Court 
of Claims, was read as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom were referred, on December 9, 1885, the 
petition and pas in the case of Joseph Walton & Co., having considered the 

peotfu ly report as follows : 

This case was ori nally brought before the House in the Forty-eighth Con- 
g” by a bill introduced on the 4th of February, 1584, which was accompanied 

a memorial of the claimants. The Committee on Claims in that Congress re- 
ferred the case to the Court of Claims, under the act of March 3,1893, 22 Stat- 
utes at Large, page 485, commonly called the Bowman act. That court, after 
hearing the case upon the evidence, made and transmitted, on February 8, 1885, 
a finding of facts, which is annexed to this report and made a part thereof, an 
which substantially may be condensed as follows: 

On the evening of January 1, 18%, the steamer I. N. Bunton, belonging to 
the claimants, having on board a full complement of officers, a double crew, 
and a duly licensed ,experienced pilos, about 10 o'clock started down the river 
from near Pittsburgh. The night was dark and foggy,the water high,and 
there was considerable ice flowing. Soon after midnight the steamer, with her 
tow of three coal-boats, approached the Government works at Davis Island 
Dam, the construction of which is fully explained in the findings of the cour 
and a diagram whereof is annexed to this report. The part specially materia 
to the present inquiry is a pier called the North Pier, constituting a portion of 
the work, and situated about in the middle of the river,and which was at the 
time of the accident about 3 feet out of water. This pier had previously to 
the time of the accident been uniformly kept lighted, but on the night in 
question the light was omitted, and the court s ly finds that the omission 
Was ca by the oversight or neglect of the officers and employés of the Gov- 
ernment. As lookout was kept for the lights, which were sup; to be 
there, as they always been ‘ore. The absence of a light on the North 
Pier deceived the officers of the so that they kept her too far to the south, 
and by reason of this mistake, ca by the unaccustomed absence of the light 
the boat struck the piling just above the pier,swung to the left, and collid 
with the pier next south, crushing a hole in her hull and causing a total wreck 
of the steamer, which canes fire, burned to the water's and then sunk. 
Two of the coal-boats, with their cargo, were lost,and the third drifted down 
the river and sunk, but was subsequently raised and saved. Four lives were 

chief engineer, cook,and two deck-hands, The property was not in- 


sured, 

The claimants, in their memorial and bill originally presented, claimed that 
their losses amounted to $32,000, and the findings of the Court of Claims fully 
sustain this claim to its entire amount, and, indeed, foot Spn more. 

With reference to the question of the responsibility for accident, the court 


found as follows: 

“The loss was not caused by any fault, nepil nee, or wantof skill on the part 
of the claimants, their officers or employ , but was attributable to the gross 
negligence of the officers or employés of the defendants in omitting to place a 
light on the North Pier of the dam at Davis Island.” 

As the negligence is found by the Court of Claims to be all on the side of the 
Government, the claimant would be clearly’entitled to recover were his contest 
with a private citizen or corporation. The question is therefore presented 
whether his right is affected by the fact that the offending party is the Gov- 
ernment, 

The non-existence of a judicial remedy does not affect the right. The exist- 
ence of a rightas against the Government in cases of tort is fully recognized 
by that distinguished jurist, Judge Cooley, who, in his work on Torts, says 


{ 122): 
Even the State or General Government may be guilty of individual wroga 
for while each is a sovereign it is a corporation also, and as such is capable oi 
doing wrongful acts. The difficulty here is with the remedy, not with the right. 
No sovereignty is subject to suits except with its own consent. But either this 
consent is given by general law or some tribunal is established with power to 
hear all just claims; or, if neither of these is done, the tort remains, and it is 
always to be presumed that the legislative authority will make the proper pro- 
vision for redress when its attention is directed to the injury.” 

Cases’ of governmental tort can not generally be found reported, because juris- 
diction has not been granted to courts to afford a remedy in such cases. In one 
casc, however, a question of porernuenin marine tort came before the Supreme 
Court, by whom the right of recovery against the Government was maintained, 
and a remedy under the peculiar circumstances of the case was afforded. «It ap- 

red in the case of the Siren (7 Wall., 152) that the Siren was a captured vessel 

n charge of a prize crew on the way to Boston for condemnation, and that while 

assing through Hell Gate she sunk thesloop Harper, On reaching Boston the 

United States filed a libel against the Siren as a prize, and the owners of the 

Harper claimed the right to have their damages paid out of the proceeds of the 
sale of the vessel. The Supreme Court said (page 155): 

“ For the dam occasioned by collision of vessels at sea a claim is created 
against the vessel in fault in favor of the injured party. Thisclaim may be en- 
forced in the admiralty by a proceeding in rem, except where the vessel is the 
property of the United States. In such case the claim exists equally as if the 
vessel belonged to a private citizen, but for reasons of public policy already 
stated can not be enforced by direct proceedings against the vessel. It standsin 
that respect like a claim against the Government, incapable of enforcement 
without its consent, and unavailable for any purpose,” 

The court therefore allowed the damages claimed, and ordered them assessed 
and paid out of the proceeds of the offending vessel, the Siren, thus fully estab- 
lishing the principle of governmental liability for marine collisions, 
cee tts tats beets a nostgecbciog thes nE ox tine OOTAN 09 tela 

acts have n recognizing the duty oi e vernment to reim- 
burse private citizens for losses sustained by soliteions on the high seas or in- 
land waters when the Government vessel was at fault and when no negligence 
could be imputed to the claimants. We here give a summary of these, which, 
however, is in all probability not a complete one: 

“J, An act for relief of T. H. Holderness, owner of the British ship Duke 
of Edinburgh, approved soerg dan 1878 (17 Stat. L., p. Sul This act appropri- 
ated to reimburse the owner of vessel for injuries received by collision with 
the United States steamer General McPherson. 

“2, A resolution referring to the Court of Claims claims against the United 
States for the loss of the ooner William Carlton, approved March 3, 1871 (16 
Stat. L.,p.705). This act referred to that court the claim of the owners of said 
schooner, her cargo, ete., for loss by collision with the United States ram Stone- 
wall on November 23, 1865. That court rendered judgment in favor of the 
claimants against the Government for $23,626.85. (10 Court of Claims Reports, 

. 485. 
Ris 3. ye act referring the claim of the owners of the schooner Ada A. Andrews 
to the Court of Claims, approved June 20, 1874 (18 Stat. L., p. 201). Judgment 
against the United States was rendered by the Court of Claims for $23,809.35. 
(12 Court of Claims Reports, 2; 480.) 

“4. An act referring the claim of the owners of the schooner Flight to the 
Court of Claims, be np he January 12, 1877 (19 Stat. L., p. 603), The claimants 
recovered $3,975, (14 Court of Claims eposi p 425.) 

“5, An granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court of Claims in the 


¢ 
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case of the schooner Don Pedro, approved March 3, 1879 (20 Stat. L., p. 482). 
J ent for claimants for $7,709.60. (19 Court of Claims Reports, p. oa) 
“6. An act for the relief of George R. Dennis, of Maryland, approved June 10, 
1878 (20 Stat. L., p. 540). This act ed the Secretary of the ury to pay 
sustained by him by the Government 
schooner William J. Dennis. 


L., p. 324), 
to pay to 


“8, The sundr¥ civil appropriation act of 1883 appropriated $19,957 to reim- 
burse the Potomac Steam-boat Company for a collision in Hampton Roads with 
= rg. Three similar claim ting $14,237 riated for in th 

“o; ree ims, aggrega’ 7.92, were appro; r in the 
sundry civil appropriation act fs tarts March 3, 1885 (23 lat Fe p. 496).”” 

It is difficult to draw any distinction between these cases and thisone. If this 

jer had been a floating object, its koa row girs would have subjected the 
ernment to responsibility to the inj citizen. Is he to be told that be- 
cause it was affixed to the earth his damages are to go unredressed? Ifanysuch 
distinction as this can be suggested, it seems to be without foundation in reason. 

In the case of Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad Company ts. 
Philadelphia and Havre de Grace Steam Towboat Company (23 Howard, p. 209), 
the r brome of the admiralty courts was sustained, and a railroad company 
held liable for injury to a steam-boat by the negligentdriving of piles in the bed 
of a river in such a manner as to obstruct navigation. din the more recent 
case of thers vs. Blessing (105 U. 8, Reports, p. 626), the jurisdiction of admi- 
ralty to decree damages was sustained, although the vessel in fault was station- 

and moored to her wharf. 

‘ow, if in cases just mentioned damages occasioned to vessels by objects neg- 
ligently placed in the water and adhering to the earth, or damages done by 
vessels in a fixed and stationary ition, were held to be grounds for the exer- 
cise of admiralty jurisdiction, and no distinction was made between such a case 
and one of injury caused by a povin vastei by parity of reasoning it would 
appear that such a case as this should be determined on principles of admiralty 
jurisdiction, and under the same rules governing casesof collision between ves- 
sels. As, upon the authority of the numerous precedents above cited, the Gov- 
ernment would be held liable if a publie v: in motion caused an injury by 
unexcused mismanagement, so o t the Government also to be held equally 
ee it injures the citizen by means of an object in the water affixed to 

e so 


A municipal corporation is the nearest body to the State in its constitution and 
poao Like the State, its existence and acts are solely for the public good; 
ike the State, it can act only th itsservants. But it isagreed that a mu- 
nicipal corporation is always liable for occasioned by negligence of its 
servants oragents. Dillon (Municipal Corporations, section Says: 

“The rule of law is a general one that the superior or employer must answer 
civilly for the negligence or want of skill of his agent or servant in the course 
or line of his employment by which anotherisinjured, Municipal corporatiens, 
under the conditions herein stated, fall within the operation of this rule of law, 
and are liable accordingly to civil actions for damages when the requisite ele- 
ments of liability exist.” 

Seealso Wharton on Negligence, section 190, and Wood on Master and Serv- 
ant, section 457, 

In Barnes vs. The District of Columbia (91 U. S., 519) the Supreme Coart of the 
United States say (page 551): 

“The authorities establishing the contrary doctrine, that a city is responsible 
for its mere negligence, are so numerous and so well considered that the law 
must be deemed to be settled in accordance with them." 

Authorities are there cited in full. The case of Mersey Docks rs. Gibbs (L. 
R.,1 H. L., 93) is the leading English case upon this subject. 

e do not see how there can be drawn any valid line distinguishing in this 
respect between municipal corporations and the State or the United so 
far as the right is concerned. The only distinction is as to the remedy. All 
governments exist bering foes public benefit. A municipal corporation, equally 
with a sovereign State, is absolutely necessary for the public good. That pub- 
lic good served in either case by a strict care for the rights of every citi- 
zen. Ifheis wronged by one, he can compel compensation; if wronged by the 
other, the duty of the State is to freely render recompense. A State and a mu- 
nicipal hog errant? each can act only through its servants. The one must an- 
swer for r negligence; can the other escape the same liability to the detri- 
ment of innocent safferers? 

In the case of Langford vs, The United States (101 U. S., 341), the Supreme 
Court say (pages 342,343) that the maxim that “the king can do no wrong” 
can have no place in our system of ———, 

“We do not understand that, either in reference to the Government of the 
United States or of the several States, or any of their officers, the English maxim 
has an existence in this beeen E 

Whether the Government is liable generally for torts is a question which may 
well be laid out of discussion in the present case. The principle on which lia- 
bility in cases of marine collision is sustained is simply that of the responsibil- 
ity of nal pba ele for the management and use of his property—simply a 

i eee of the sound maxim, Sic utere tuo ut alienum non ledas. We 
adopt, with reference to the General Government, the language of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in a recent case : 


‘The findings of the Court of Claims are annexed to this report,and made a 


part hereof. 

While the equities in the case of these claimants appear to be very strong, 
and appeal to your committee with much force, your committee nevertheless 
believe that it would be more in accordance with the precedents established in 
other cases of perhaps equal justice (see the acts above cited from 16 Stats., p. 
705; 18 Stats., p. 201; 19 Stats., p.505, and 20 Stats., p.483) to refer this case abso- 
lutely to the Court of Claims on the facts and the law than to pass an act for 
its payment. On such a reference that court can, if it sees proper, re-examine 
the facts, and upon the facts as finally found apply the law in the same manner 
as if the suit were in a court of ordinary admiralty jurisdiction. 

Your committee therefore report the accompanying bill (H. R. 7211), entitled 
“A bill referring the claim of the owners of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the 
Court of Claims,” and recommend that the same do pass. 


COURT OF CLAIMS—CONGRESSIONAL CASE NO. 68. 
JOSEPH WALTON AND ISAAC N. BUNTON VS. THE UNITED STATES, 


Findings of fact, fled February 9, 1855. 


This case, referred to the court by the Committee on Claims of the House of 
Representatives March 14, 1884, under the act of March 3, 1883, ch. 116 (22 Stat. 
L., 485), having been heard by the court, the Attorney-General, by his assistants, 
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ection of the United gop Rr required by 
said act, as follows: 

I. In the year and previously the United States were constructing a dam 
and lock at Davis Island,on the Ohio River, about 5 miles below Pittsburgh, 
Pa. The lock was 700 feet in length, near the north bank oftheriver. Thedam 
commenced 559 feet south of the lock wall and extended about 828 feet south to 
Davis Island. There was a pier at the north end of the dam, rising some 3 feet 
above the water. Between that pier and the lock wall was tbe channel, There 
were three other piers in the dam between the first pier and Davis Island. 

IL The orders of the Government officers in charge of the work were thata 
light should be placed every night on the north pier, as well as lights at the cast 
end of the lock wall. This was done uniformly up to January 1, 1884, when on 
the night of that day the light on the pier was omitted by oversight or neglect 
of some officer or employé of the defendants. 

The workman whose duty it had been to place the light there had been dis- 
charged on the 3ist of December, 1883, and that duty was neglected for the next 
two nights without any sufficient cause, 

— lights were necessary for the safety of navigation on the river at that 
point. 

IL. On the evening of January 1, ISM, the steamer I. N. Bunton, belonging to 
the claimants, having on board a full complement of officers, a double crew, and 
a duly licensed, e ienced pilot, about 10 o'clock started down the river from 
near Pittsburgh. The night was dark and somewhat foggy. The water was 
high, and there was considerable flow of ice; she had in“tow three coal-barges 
loaded with coal, all of which belonged to the claimants, 

IV. Soonafter midnight, approaching the works at Davis Island, a ceva deseo 
out was kept forlights, which were supposed to be there, as they had been before, 
When within about 200 feet of the east end of the lock wall, as was Py i se the 
lights on that wall were first seen. But owing to the darknessand fogginess of 
the night it was not possible for the officers of the boat to determine the real 
distance of the wall. 

They kept the boat to the south to avoid the lock wall, and not oning nor 
knowing where the north pier was situated, by reason of there being no light 
upon it, the boat struck the piling just above that ag swung to the left, and 
collided with the pier next south, crushing a hole in her hull and causing a total 
wreck ofthe steamer, which caught fire and burned to the water and sunk, 
of the coal-boats with their cargoes were lost, and the third coal-boat drifted 
down the river and sunk, but was subsequently raised and saved. 

Four lives were lost, the chief engineer, cook, and twodeck-hands. The prop- 
erty was not insured. 

V. The loss was ot caused by any fault, negligence, or want of skill on the part 
of the claimants, their officers or employés, but was attributable to the gross 
negligence of the officers or employés of the defendants in omitting to place a 
light on the north pier of the dam at Davis Island. 

yi. The following are the losses to the claimants: 


for the defense and 
court, upon the evidence, finds the facts to be 


appearin: 


Value of the steamer T. N. Bunton.......00...ccssse1eservevsecsceotbsesecssescoeeens esse $26,000 
Value of 50,000 bushels of coal, at 9 cents, and twocoal-boats lost. „ 4,500 
Expenses of raising the third conl-boat..............cce-v-seceressseeeeeees a, Luo 
Detention of steamer Coal City, belonging to the claimants. wee 300 


200 
75 


Ordered by the court that a copy of the foregoing findings of fact, duly certi- 
fied, be reported to the Committee on Claims of the House of Representatives, 
together with a copy of this order, 

y the court. 

FEBRUARY 8, 1835. 

A true copy. * 

i Test: this 12th day of January, A, D. 1888. 

SEAL. 


Lighting and clothes for men who lost their clothes by the accident...... 
Funeral expenses of the men lost.............00 RIIA: A ALAE tap AL TEE 


JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offeran amendment, to 
be acted on at the proper time. I move to strike out in line 8 of the 
bill the words ‘‘as a court of admiralty jurisdiction.” I believe that 
under the general principles which should govern the Court of Claims 
its power would be suficient without these words. 

Mr. Chairman, extraordinary diligence has been observed on the part 
of the claimants in this case. The destruction of their property oc- 
curred on the ist of January, 18384. Onthe4th of February, 1884, a bill 
for their relief was introduced in this House. During that Congress 
the case was referred, by the Committee on Claims, to the Court of 
Claims; and in February, 1885, that court transmitted to Congress its 
findings of fact in the premises. Those who have listened to the read- 
ing of the report or who have examined the findingsof the court in this 
case will have no difficulty in understanding all the facts and circum- 
stances. That the property mentioned was destroyed is found by the 
court. Further, it is solemnly found by the court that the loss was not 
caused by any fault, negligence, or want of skill on the part of the 
claimants, their officers or employés, but was attributable to grossneg- 
ligence of the officers or employés of the United States, in omitting to 
place a light on the north pier of the dam at Davis Island. 

That is the essential finding of the Court of Claims, upon which we 
are called to act, and the principal reason which induced the commit- 
tee to report the bill. Can the Government of the United States resist 
a suit upon a claim of this sort, when it is solemnly established that 
by its own agents or employés and their gross negligence the prop- 
erty of a citizen of the United States has been destroyed? Can the 
Government, sir, ran rough-shod over a citizen by and through its 
agents and employés, and destroy his property and leave him remed- 
iless? In the presence of a great wrongand injury of that character, is 
there no redress for the citizen? Shall he not have his day in court? 

Now, sir, the court having found that this was through the gross 
negligence of the authorities or employés of the United States, without 
any fault soever upon the part of the claimant, no contributory negli- 
gence, nothing of that sort, the court having found this to be the fact, 
and ascertained theamount of property destroyed, the question simply 
is, will Congress give to this claimant the right to present that claim 
in the Court of Claims, and confer jurisdiction upon that court to hear 
me determine the case to final judgment, with aright of appeal, as in - 
other cases? 
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The committee in the conclusion of this report say this: 

While the equities in the case of this claimant appear to be very strong, and 
appeal to your committee with much force, your committee believe that it would 
be more in accordance with the precedents established in other cases to refer this 
case absolutely to the Court of Claims on the facts and law, than to pass an act 
providing for its payment. 

Now I admit, sir, that it is an important question, is the Govern- 
ment of the United States liable when, by reason of the gross negligence 
of its agents or employés, an injury is inflicted upon the property of the 
citizen, and in such an event shall the citizen be compelled to stand 
without a remedy? This bill proposes simply to send this matter back 
to the court from whence it came, the court that found these facts, and 
confer upon it authority to decide the question and to give to the 
United States or to the claimant the right of appeal. I believe thatis 
right; that the case should be so referred, for judicial determination, 
and this bill ought to pass. 

I have no desire to discuss the matter further at the present time, 
but will yield so much of my time as he may desire to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. : 

Mr. BAYNE. I will reserve my time until I hear if there is any 
opposition to the bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then, if there be no desire to discuss the question, 
I shall ask that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the gentleman from Texas to yield to me for 
a few moments. 

With the conclusions which the committee have reached in referring 
this case to the Court of Claims, with the right of appeal, for the pur- 
pose of determining the question of the liability on the part of the United 
States, I concur entirely. But I wish simply to express my dissent 
from certain views as to the liability of the Government that are ex- 
pressed and set forth in the report of the committee, in order that there 
may be no conclusion reached that such was the unanimous judgment 
of Congress in regard to this subject. 

This opens indeed a new and very important question of the lia- 
bility of the Government; that is, its liability in case of damage done 
through the works which it has erected for the purpose of improving 
navigation. 

Mr. LANHAM. Permit me to say that the liability of the Govern- 
ment is to be passed upon, by the terms of this bill,by the highest 
court in the land. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam aware of that; but I am expressing my dis- 
sent from certain ents that are presented in the report. 

If it is finally settled that the Government of the United States is 
responsible in damages for all injuries that may be inflicted on vessels 
in consequence of the neglect of the officers of the Government set to 
care for the works which it has erected to improve navigation, it seems 
to me that a large measure of liability will be opened. But I wish 
simply to express my dissent, as I have said, from the doctrine laid 
down in the report that there is a parallelism between the liability—the 
maritime liability—the liability of vessels coming into collision, and the 
liability for damage done to a vessel coming in contact with works 
erected by the Government for the improvement of a river or harbor. 

It seems to me there is a wide distinction between the two cases, and I 
do not desire to argue the case now, but simply to express my dissent from 
that conclusion which is reached apparently in the argument submitted 
by the committee initsreport. I concur fully in that view of the ques- 
tion which proposes to refer this to the Court of Claims, with the right 
of ap in order that the important question may be settled by the 
highest court of the land. 

Mr. MCADOO. Iwouldlike toask the gentleman from Texas whether 
this work was constructed by contract or by Government employés? 

Mr. LANHAM. I understand it was done by the Government and 
its own employés. 

Mr. MCADOO. Through a contract? 

Mr. LANHAM. Just at this moment I am unable to answer. I 
will examine the ey es and inform the gentleman. 

Mr, McADOO, I wish you would ascertain, as I think it very im- 
portant in connection with the pending question. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will state to the gentleman that the court find 
that it was through the ‘‘gross negligence of the officers and employés 
of the defendant,’’ which is the United States. 

Mr. MCMILLIN rose. 

Mr. LANHAM. I have not yielded the floor, but if the gentleman 
from Tennessee desires to be heard I will yield to him. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I prefer to take my own time. 

Mr. LANHAM. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty-eight minutes. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. According to my conception of this case, Mr. 
Chairman, thereis a great deal involved in this bill which ought to 
attract the serious consideration of the House before it is . This 
is one of the claims referred under the Bowman act to the Court of 
Claims for the purpose of ascertaining the facts concerning this trans- 
action. It will not be insisted by any one that thereby the Govern- 
ment has become any more liable for this all . Itis sim- 
py a tribunal organized to ascertain the facts by methods which the 

urry of the business of the Congress of the United States will not per- 
mit us to adopt during the session. 


Now, I have never seen the time when I believed the Government was 
liable on account of this damage; never since the case was referred to the 
Court of Claims for the ascertainment of the facts by a committee of 
which I wasa member. I have never seen the time, I say, when I be- 
lieved the Government could be justly made liable, and I agree with the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] we ought to enter our protest 
here against the decision taken in this report, that the Government is 
liable to these claimants. 

What are the facts? A public work was being constructed on the 
Ohio River for the purpose of improving, as far as might be, the navi- 
gation of theriver. The Government saw fit to hang out lights on the 
works pending their completion. Will it be said that that precaution 
on the part of the Government increased the Government’s liabilities ? 
Not by any sane man, I dare say. 

Suppose you admit the liability of the Government, what follows? 
We have light-houses all around our coasts. We have lights on num- 
bers of our rivers. Ifthe position which is taken by gentlemen on the 
other side of this claim be correct, then the Government will be liable - 
whenever it fails to keep its lights in such manner they can. be seen by 
navigators. On the Ohio River lights have been placed for the purpose 
ofaiding in the navigation. Now, suppose one of the men whose duty it 
is to hang out any of those lights fails in the performance of his duty, fails 
to discharge the obligation which the Government has placed on him, 
will it be insisted by any sane man that thereby the Government has 
nee a liability which did not exist before it hung out any lights 
at all? 

Mr, LANHAM rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You send it back to the Court of Claims after 
they have already given you information here as to the gross negli- 
gence of the Government. You might as well appropriate the money 
and have done withit. Suppose, among the light-houses in New York 
Harbor, for any cause that is attributable to the employés of the Gov- 
ernment, one should fail to give the danger-signal, would it be claimed 
that a vessel going down on account of it is to be paid for out of the 
United States Treasury? 

We are constructing locks and dams on various rivers of this con- 
tinent. Now, who will insist, when these locks and dams are con- 
structed to facilitate the navigation of our rivers, we have to pay for 
every accident because of neglect on the part of those engaged in their 
construction? I ask, who will hold any such doctrine? When once 
established we would have anend to the construction of works for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. 

When lights are hung out on the Tennessee and Ohio Rivers, and on 
many points of the Mississippi River, it will not be claimed by any man 
that the Government is liable because it has jurisdiction over those 
rivers. Notat all; but the Government in its magnanimity says, we 
will do what we can to increase the facilities for safe travel and navi- 
gation of those rivers, and for that purpose we will hang out signals. 
Is the Government, therefore, on account of that magnanimity to be 
mulcted in costs, and not only mulcted in costs for the vessel which goes 
down and the cargoes which are lost, but also for the losses of the men 
who happen to be upon them? 

You proceed upon the theory here of no one being in fault on the 

und of negligence but the Government, and yet the report of the 
‘ourt of Claims in a general way states the fact that while the ice was 
floating in the river, rendering navigation dangerous, rather than tie 
up and lose a few hours, this man, who was running his own boat, at- 
tempted to pass through the channel, and in the attempt met with the 
loss for which damage is claimed. Are you going to payfor it? Are 
you going to pay for every case where alight goesout? Are you going 
to pay the damage incurred in all these cases? If so, your surplus will 
become beautifully less, and that very vexing and worrying question 
will cease to disturb Congress. 

More than that, there were certain men’s lives lost when this vessel 
went down. If we are liable for the loss of the vessel and for the loss 
of the cargo, we are also liable for that loss of life. If we are liable in 
consequential damages for the loss of the vessel, and also for the loss of 
two coal-boats for which claim is made, we are also liable in damages 
for these lives which were lost, and you may look to the next Congress 
to see the widows and orphans coming forward to make this, not only 
a property-insurance Government, but a life-insurance establishment. 
I protest against the liability. It does not exist, and to establish it is 
establishing a precedent that leads only to ruin. 

Mr. BAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey (Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. When this bill first came up for consideration in 
the Committee on Claims, I must say I regarded it with some disfavor. 
In the first place the fact was presented that the Government of the 
United States was improving the navigation of the Ohio River for the 
benefit of all parties transacting commerce on that river, and that one 
of those parties thus engaged in commerce on that river suffering from 
the beneficial act of the Government sought reclamation at the hands 
of the Government. But upon further consideration it seemed to me 
it was time that the liability of the Government in cases of this char- 
acter should be settled by some competent tribunal. - 

So far as the report commits this House or the committee to the doc- 
trine that the Government is liable, I dissent fromit. So far as the re- 
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port is in favor of sending this question to a tribunal for deciston, I am 
heartily in favor of it. 

It has been said that this case has already been before the Court of 
Claims, and that the Court of Claims has decided in favor of the claim- 
ant. But the proposed action sends it to the Court of Claims with the 
right on the part of the Government, if the decision of that court be 
against the Government, to appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and that is the proper forum to settle questions of this charac- 
ter, in my judgment, Whether this man should be deprived of his 
property or not under the circumstances, when the facts are not dis- 
puted, it seems to me is purely a question of law; and as between the 
Supreme Court of the United States and the House of Representatives, 
I prefer the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States every 
time. If the Supreme Court lay down a rule which in the judgment 
of the legislative branch of the Government is too broad and compre- 
hensive, the remedy is still in the House’s hands to limit that rule by 
a legislative enactment. 

It seems to me, sir, that we ought always to be willing to send these 
claims to the tribunals which we ourselves have erected for the deter- 
mination of questions of law. n 

` Mr. BAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. TARSNEY. TI have paid particular attention to the reading of 
the report in this case and the remarks of the gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me, and for a particular reason. It so happens that for seven 
years of my life I filled the dangerous, the trying, and the arduous oc- 
cupation of a marine engineer. I may fairly be presumed to know a 
little something of navigation trials and dangers. 

I have read this report, and while I am not here to attempt to over- 
rule the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States before it 
is rendered, I am here as a Representative from the State of Michigan, 
and simply say, let us refer the case to the United States courts and put 
it on the line where it may get there, so thatthe highest judicial tribu- 
nal in this land can define the limits of responsibility on the part of the 
Government. 

I do not, for my own part, know why the doctrine of respondeat 
superior should not apply in this case asin others. I am not here to 
decide. But having in mind the responsibility that the Government 
has assumed, I desire to say to my distinguished friend from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] that while the Government perhaps was under no 
obligation originally to improve ourchannels or build our light-houses, 
yet it assumed to do so, and it has placed upon our shores and upon our 
rivers its white and green and red Tights for the purpose of guiding the 
er Smal and these lights are implicitly relied upon by the people who 
sail. 

They find the light-house there. They look forit. They have looked 
through their glasses and they see another resembling it. Suppose the 
light on which they have a right to rely has gone out through the neg- 
ligence of the Government employés; and suppose that ship to go on 
the breakers and life should be lost and property destroyed; tell me 
where the redress is, if you please, forthose poor mariners who go down 
to their gravesin the sea, And whereisthe redress for people who own 
that property ? 

I appeal to the House as a sailor and ask them to let this bill go back 
to the Court of Claims with the right of ap , and let it go to this 
tribunalover here, and when they make their decision the people of the 
United States will obey it; and I reckon that it may differ from the 
judgment of some of the gentlemen on this floor to-day. 

Mr. BAYNE. The statement of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
McMILLIN] was misleading—unintenionally so, no doubt, but still it 
was a misleading Statement. The pu of this bill is not to pass 
upon the Government’s liability for this loss, unless there be now ex- 
isting law fastening that liability upon the Government. The bill pro- 
posed does not create an obligation on the part of the Government to 
pay this claim. It simply refers the facts to the Court of Claims that 
that court may enter judgment, if they believe that there is now ex- 
isting law fastening upon the Government liability for this loss; and 
that in such an event the United States on the one hand or the claim- 
ant on the other may have the right to appeal to the Supreme Court or 
the United States to have this question settled. 

I trust that my friend from Tennessse [Mr. MOMILLIN] with all his 
anxiety to preserve the Treasury from spoliation or from an effort on 
the part of citizens to recover money thatis due to them, will notdeny 
to these claimants the right topresent their arguments, their facts, and 
their law, and to go into the Supreme Court and ascertain whether there 
be now any existing law by which they are entitled to recover from the 
Government for the losses which they have sustained. 

The illustration presented by my friend from Michigan'[Mr. TARSNEY] 
was not exactly pertinent to this case, This is not a question of a 
light-house on ariver, as stated by him, and as stated by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. Before this improvement in the 
Ohio was begun there was a free open channel for purposes of naviga- 


tion. The vast quantities of coal that leave Pittsburgh and go to Lonis- 
ville and Cincinnati and New Orleans and other cities along the Ohio 
and the lower Mississippi traversed that channel free and uninter- 
rupted. The Government, in its endeavors to promote and facilitate 
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the commerce of the country, chose to construct a dam about 4 miles 
below Pittsburgh. In constructing that work it placed piers outin 
the channel of the river. That dam was in progress of construction 
on the night of the 1st of January, 1884. This navigator of the river, 
with his boat and his fleet of coal-barges, started down the river; there ` 
had been lights kept on these piers and the other piers in the navigable 
channel before, and the boat had suceessfally those, but on this 
occasion the pier which projected farthest into the channel and which 
was most dangerous to navigation was not lighted, and when theclaim- 
ant got down there with his boat and his barges they ran against the 
pier în consequence of the light not having been placed upon it. The 
boat was sunk with two of the barges, and four persons who were on 
the boat lost their lives. This case was referred to the Court of Claims; 
over forty witnesses were examined; over two hundred pages of closely 
rinted testimony were taken. 

Mr. LANHAM. And the Attorney-General -was present, by his rep- 
resentative, to protect the interests of the United States. 

Mr. BAYNE. And, as the gentleman suggests, the Attorney-General 
was present, through his representative, to protect the interests of the 
Government. The case was argued, and the Court ot Claims reported 
the facts which have been read to the House. They reported the fact 
of the loss, that it occurred without any negligence whatever on the 
part of the claimant, and that it was the result of the gross neglect of 
the Government agents at that point. Now, the proposition of this bill 
is simply that the whole matter shall be catered back to the Court of 
Claims, in order that it may enter a judgment on the facts which it has 
already ascertained, or which it may see fit to further ascertain, , 

If the Attorney-General of the United States deems it important or 
necessary for the protection of the interests of the Government that, 
in the event of the decision of the court being in favor of the claimants, 
the case shall be taken to the Supreme Court of the United States, that 
may be done under the provisions of this bill, so that the Supreme 
Court can decide whether there be or be not existing law under which 
the Government can be held responsible. That is the whole case. I 
deem it proper to say on this occasion, as I have said in advocating the 
Bowman act and other acts in past years, that the Government of the 
United States ought to deal more justly with its citizens than it does. 
There is not a Government in Christendom, excepting only the despotic 
Government of Russia, which does not deal more fairly with its people 
than the Government of the United States. England, a monarchy, 
the empire of Germany, every Government of Europe, every Govern- 
ment of Christendom, excepting only the Russian, affords to its citizens 
an opportunity to seek redress for grievances against the Government 
as well as for pievano against their fellow-citizens, and when I find 
such a state of facts as in this case, where, if the ies to the trans- 
action were private individuals, or if the transaction were between an 
individual and a private corporation, there is not a court in the country 
that would not grant the redress sought by the claimants; when I re- 
member that the Government makes its laws, and exacts from the peo- 
ple strict obedience to those laws in their dealings with each other, yet 
refuses to obey its own laws or to be responsible to its citizens for 
wrongs done by its agents; when I remember these things I begin to 
feel a sense of shame for a Government whose boast it is that none other 
under the sun recognizes and protects so fully the rights of the people. 

To-day in the despotic empire of Germany, in France, in monarch- 
ical England, in Switzerland, in every civilized country of the world, 
a citizen having a claim such as this to present may seek redress of his 
grievance in a tribunal established by the Government, in order that 
just claims of this character may be paid. I say it is greatly to the 
credit of these other governments of the world that they are ready to 
do unto the citizen as they require the citizen to do unto the govern- 
ment. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that in the Congress of the United States the 
poor privilege at least will be accorded to citizens of the country of 
taking their cases to the Coart of Claims in the first instance, with the 
right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, in order to 
determine whether there is any law by which the Government is 
bound to compensate the citizen for loss sustained in consequence of 
gross negligence of the Government’s servants. 

I relinquish the floor to the gentleman who has so kindly yielded to 


me. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have no objection to answering it. . 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to say that there is any government in the world that 
allows a claim of this kind for the mere negligence of its officers to be 
presented against itself? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

- Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What government? i 

Mr. BAYNE. There have been cases in England decided to that 
effect. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What case? . 

Mr. BAYNE. I have reference to cases. I will turn to them in a 
few moments and furnish them to the gentleman. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, in response to the question raised 
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awhile ago by the gentieman from New Jersey, I wish to say that upon 
a re-examination of the findings of the Court of Claims, I discover this 
language: 
In the year 184, and previously, the United States were constructing a dam 
and lock at Davis Island, in the Ohio River, about 5 miles below Pittsburgh, 
+ La + $ . = + 


The orders of the Government officers in charge of the work were thata light 
should be placed every night on the north pier, as well as lights at the east end 
of the lock wall. 

Tassume from this that the work was being conducted by officers of 
vet United States. Ki ma S D 

ow, in response to the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
I wish to say that in the findings of fact by the Court of Claims there 
is no sort of adjudication upon the liability of the Government. ‘The 
court simply finds a given state of facts. Ido not know that it can 
be assumed that upon those facts the court would find the Government 
of the United States liable. The gentleman seems to believe that such 
would be the result. The whole purpose of this bill is merely to let 
this matter go through judicial channels and reach a decision by the 
ighest court of the Government, so that there may be a distinct ad- 
judication as to the question of responsibility on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. ; 

Mr. BAYNE. In reply to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WIL- 
SoN] who asked me to cite a case which had been decided in the En- 
glish courts, I refer him to the case of The Athol, 1 W. Robinson, 382. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Was that an admiralty case? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; a case analogous in all respects to this, and 
the liability of the Government for the negligence of its officers was 
sustained. 

Mr. LANHAM. If there be no desire for further discussion on this 
proposition, I ask that the bill be laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. ‘Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
moment? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia such time 
as he wants. ; 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, in support of the propo- 
sition which the gentleman from Tennessee has so lucidly presented to 
the House, I desire to cite an authority which is, I think, respectable 
among all lawyers. I read from Broom’s Legal Maxims, page 62. In 
explaining the doctrine of superior this learned writer says: 

The ordinary maxim respondea en, 

Crown, for the ¢ Crown can not, in edhe onde x To Rann 1o 0 
act to be done. It may be , Moreover, as a rule of the common. law, that 
cr Resid gt ae i at by the laches or acts of omission of any of its 

It is also laid down by the same authority that the individual who 
happens to have official relation to the Government may be personally 
liable to any one injured by his acts of negligence or omission, but not 
the Government that employs him. Ithink thisis a fundamental doc- 
trine which has been universally accepted. 

Mr. LANHAM. May it not be safely inferred that the court which 
would pass upon this question would give due consideration to the 
authority cited by the gentleman from Georgia as well as all other 
legal principles bearing upon the case? < 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In response to the last inquiry made by 
the gentleman from Texas, I wish to say that the high court to which 
reference has been made has now ample jurisdiction and abundant 
business to occupy it, and there is no propriety in submitting to it 
cases which it is no part of its proper province to determine. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, my experience in matters of this 
kind inclines my mind to the conclusion that there is justice in the 
charge frequently made that the Congress of the United States as well 
as the courts and other officers of the Government are frequently dere- 
lict in reference to the payment of just claims. Upon any claim 
which leaves little doubt as to the propriety of its payment I would 
always cheerfully decide in favor of the claimant on the hypothesis 
that the people of the country are better able to bear the burdens for 
which the claimants are not altogether responsible than are individual 
claimants themselves. 

But this case, in my judgment, presents to us certain peculiar con- 
siderations, It involves the determination of a policy upon which I 
doubt the propriety of our entering at this time. ‘This bill proposesto 
refer this claim to the Court of Claims, conferring upon that court ad- 
miralty jurisdiction. : 

Mr. LANHAM. Iwill say to the gentleman from Kentucky, that 
I have offered an amendment to strike out that clause of the bill which 
proposes to confer upon the court admiralty jurisdiction. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I had not caught that proposition. I shall be 
under obligations to the gentleman from Texas if he will inform us 
whether the Court of Claims upon the reference of this case under the 
pending bill would have the right to render judgment. 


Mr. LANHAM. That is the purpose of it; that judgment shall be 
rendered, with a right of ap 


Mr. TAULBEE. Then, e Chairman, the effect of the bill will be 
the same, even with the gentleman’s amendment; and the objection 
which I have to the bill as reported is applicable also to the bill as 
amended. 

This bill proposes to refer this matter to the Court of Claims with the 
object of rendering judgment. The Court of Claims has already sig- 
nified, by its report, what will be the result of its action on the final 
consideration of this case, The question must be determined by the 
House now whether or not we will hold the Government responsible 
for property destroyed by the Government, or through the neglect of 
its officers, in pursuance of the legitimate purposes of the Government. 
I dare say the passage of this bill will reopen to us the consideration 
of war claims which Congress invariably rejects, and the officers of the 
Government reject on the ground that the Government is not responsi- 
ble for the destruction of property even in times of war when the emer- 
gencies are great and when the life of the nation is at stake; when 
armies must be moved and cities besieged in order to maintain the life 
of the nation. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman will not consider it is settled 
when there are so many acts of Congress to the contrary. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Granting that this tends to strengthen the prece- 
dent already established, as suggested by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE], and that precedent when carried toits ultimatum 
must, as he knows, result in tearing open war claims the demands of 
which would exhaust the money in the Treasury and involve us in 
debt far greater than that which the Government now carries. 

I have in my mind a case precisely parallel in point in my own dis- 
trict. During the Forty-ninth Congress the engineers of the United 
States were constructing a lock and dam on the Kentucky Riverin my 
district. The act authorizing the construction of that dam was at the 
earnest solicitation of the citizens where itislocated. Butundertheplans 
of the ineers, even after the completion of the dam, persons trans- 
porting timber from above found it difficult to get by it. Many floats 
of timber were torn to pieces and destroyed, not because of any neglect 
on the part of the parties who were transporting this merchandise, but 
by reason of the construction of the dam. 

Now, if this bill is passed it will be an incentive to the people of 
my district to charge up against the Government of the United States 
the thousands of dollars of loss they have sustained by reason of the 
Government undertaking to do that which it was asked to do. 

I maintain it is our duty to adhere to the policy heretofore adopted 
by the Government in reference to paying by the Government for 
property destroyed by the Government for legitimate purposes, and that 
the cases which have been settled shall not be reopened and reconsid- 
ered. I insist that if the Government takes my property, takes it and 
converts it to its own use, I am entitled to compensation, and I deny 
to any gentleman on this floor a greater or swifter desire in bringing 
about the payment of such claims than I have myself. 

Mr. BAYNE. You stated that you agreed to the doctrine that if the 
Government takes private property for public use itis obliged to pay 
for it. Do you not agree to the other maxim with that, that the Goy- 
ernment shall use its own property so as not to endanger the property 
of others? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I agree that it is correct in theory, that it is the 
duty of the Government to do it, and if the officers of the Government 
should promulgate a policy contrary to that, they would be subject to 
im ent or prosecution. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield five minutes longer to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, if he desires it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Thank you. 

Mr. LANHAM. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky if he is 
opposed to allowing aninjured party a day in courtin which to be heard ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I certainly am not, when that day in conrt is had 
for the purpose ofthe ascertainment of such facts as will enable him to 
have full and fair justice. 

Mr. LANHAM. What is the use in ascertaining the facts, asin this 
case, where they have been already ascertained and transmitted to us, 
without going a step further and allowing the courts to pass upon the 
question of liability ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The most important use that I can conceive for 
putting the facts ascertained by the court before us is that the Govern- 
ment is not responsible, and upon those facts we may determine that 
proposition. Ifthe Government had taken this vessel for the purpose 
of constructing the works upon the Ohio River, if it had converted it 
to its own use in the course of such construction, payment for the use 
of the vessel, or if destroyed by the Government during. the time in 
which they used it, payment of the claim for the price of the vessel it- 
self would have been a legitimate demand. But this bill presents a 
very different case. Here is a damage sustained by the claimants by 
reason of the dereliction of an officer of the Government. That dere- 
liction is chargeable to that officer individually, in my judgment, Ib 
can not be put upon the same footing, or held as strong, as many cases 
presented to Congress from time to time where private property was 
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taken and destroyed by the Federal Army during the war to maintain 
the unity of the country. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the individual is liable, would not the court 
decide that fact? ` i 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not understand that this bill authorizes the 
Court of Claims to render j t against the individual; but the 
only reasonable inference that the court can place upon the purpose of 
this Legislature, after the passage of this bill, is that it was our inten- 
tion, in the event the Court of Claims believed the complainants to be 
entitled to pay for their vessel, that the court should render judgment 
against the United States as the defendant in this action. I think that 
is a fair construction of the bill, and I am opposed to its passage on that 

und. 

Nar, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman having this 
bill in charge if the bill should pass here and become a law, and if his 
theory is correct, why it is that the friends of these men who were killed 
in this accident—and I believe there were five of them—why their friends 
have not a standing in court and the right of action against the Gov- 
ernment because of the destruction of their lives, just as well as these 
parties have for the destruction of their property? I would like to find 
some gentleman willing and able to draw a distinction between the two 
cases. x 


If the damage had besn brought about by some railroad corporation, 
that corporation would have been held responsible by the courts for the 
destruction of this property. If the lives of these men had been lost 
as the result of the act of that corporation, or an individual, that cor- 
poration or individual would have been responsible for the lives of 
the men when the property was destroyed. Now, I maintain thatif the 
Claimants are entitled to relief, the widows of the men who lost their 
lives are also entitled todamages by reasonofit. Iam unable to under- 
stand any distinction between the cases. I am unable to see how it is 
that.the owners of this vessel are entitled to a standing in court, when 
the Government, by its authorized ageats, gave no directions for any 
procedure in the premises which resulted in the destruction of the prop- 
erty. 

s For these reasons I feel constrained to vote against the passage of the 
ill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the passage of 
this bill. It seems to me that its passage would be a marked depart- 
ure from precedents heretofore prevailing in this House. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. Did the gentleman from Illinois present any mi- 
nority report to the report of the committee in this case ? 

Mr. SPRINGER, I did not. 

Mr. LANHAM. Wasitnot the unanimous action of the committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no recollection as to the case at all. Ido 
not remember any report upon it. 

Mr. LANHAM. I have a very distinct recollection of its being re- 
ported from the committee. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not mean to say that the case was not re- 
ported from the committee. I know the case was before the commit- 
tee, and ibly I was present when it was reported. But what I 
mean is that I have no distinct recollection of the facts. 

Mr. LANHAM. On the contrary, and I do not know whether it is 
proper to state it or not, my recollection is clear that the gentleman 
was present when it was considered and reported. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very py Iwas. I do not remember. 

Mr. OATES. You may have gotten new light since then, even if 
you had agreed to the report. 

Mr.SPRINGER. My friend from Alabama suggests that there may 
be some new light. It is very possible that if I had agreed to the bill 
then I might find reason to my opinion on receiving new light; 
and certainly the able arguments which have been presented here to- 
day ought, in any unprejudiced mind, to induce a change of sentiment, 
or an inference at least that the bill ought not to be . Ifincom- 
mittee I had agreed to the bill, after the i y Ithink I should 
be strongly inclined to change my mind, even if formerly in favor of it. 

Mr. BAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield for a question, but I would like to 
have an opportunity of beginning my remarks. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to ask whether the gentleman does not think 
there is a legal liability on the part of the Government to pay the 
claimants here? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ithinknot. ` 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. Does this bill goa bit further than to 
leave the question to the Court of Claims first, and then to the Supreme 
Court, to ascertain whether there is such a law fixing the liability upon 
theGovernment? Does it go a step further? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand it does, and I will show the gentle- 
man wherein it does. I understand this to bea case sounding in tort, 
and it being a case sounding in tort, the Court of Claims has no juris- 
diction of it and can not have unless jurisdiction is specially conferred. 

‘The statute passed at the last session of rted from the 
Committee on the Judiciary by Mr. Tucker, contains provision in 
regard to suits against the Government: 

First. All claims founded upon the Constitution of the United States, or any 
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law of Congress, except for pensions, or upon any regulation of an Executive De- 


contract expressed or implied with the Government of 


ent, or upon an 
r damages, liquidated or unliquidated, in casesnot sound- 


The United States, or 

ing in tort, in ct of which claims the party would be entitled to redress 

inst the Uni States, cither in a court of law, equity, or admiralty, if the 
nited States were suable. 


All such claims shall be cognizable in the Court of Claims. The juris- 
diction of the Court of Claims heretofore was as follows, and the gentle- 
man will see the distinction the committee drew last session: 

bs oana of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the following 
Mirt. “All claims founded upon any law of Congress, or upon any regulation 
of an Executive Department, or upon any contract, expressed or implied, with 
the Government of the United States, and all claims which may be referred to 
it by either House of Congress. = 

Now, the difference between these two statutes is, that the new stat- 
ute enlarged the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims so as to extend the 
claim *‘for damages, liquidated or unliquidated, in cases not sounding 
in tort, in respect of which claims the party would be entitled to re- 
dress against the United States, either in a court of law, equity, or 
admiralty, if the United States were suable.”’ 

Those words were put in the new law. Now, if the proposition the 
gentleman maintains is correct, that this does not confer any more juris- 
diction on the court than the court now has, then there is no necessity 
for the passage of this bill, because this statute gives the court juris- 
diction of the case, and it isnot yet barred by the statute of limitations, 
as the cause of action occurred on the Ist of January, 1884. Only four 
years up to this time have elapsed, and the case may be brought in the 
Conrt of Claims unless it be one sounding in tort; but if it be a case 
sounding in tort, the court can not have jurisdiction unless jurisdiction 
be specially conferred upon it. 

Mr. BAYNE. This is merely giving the court jurisdiction? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It gives the court jurisdiction in a case where it 
has not jurisdiction; and when it has jurisdiction it will merely have 
to determine whether the Government is liable or not. If that be the 
question, then the court would have jurisdiction conferred upon it for 
that purpose. 

Mr. BAYNE. It must find the law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it goes back to this law, the law says it has not 
this jurisdiction, because this is a case sounding in tort, and unless 
you amend this Jaw the sending of the case to the Court of Claims will 
amount to nothing. But if you confer this special jurisdiction on the 
Court of Claims there will be a judgment in the case. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is there anything in the Bowman act which makes 
the Government responsible for the torts of its agents ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not speaking of thatact, but of the act passed 
in the last Congress in which jurisdiction was conferred on the Court of 
Claims. ‘The gentleman recognizes the fact that by the law asit is the 
court has no jurisdiction in this case. To give the court jurisdiction 
it is necessary to passa special act. Where are you under the termsof 
the law of last session unless you give the court jurisdiction? The court 
would say this is a case sounding in tort, and therefore the court has 
no jurisdiction. This is the statutory limitation upon the liability of 
the Government in admiralty cases, passed after due reflection and de- 
liberation by Congress, and if it had been the intention of Congress to 
make the Government liable in cases sounding in tort, as this bill does, 
that jurisdiction would have been given generally in the statute of last 
session; but not having been given generally, here is a proposition to 
give it specially; and the only effect of this statute will be to cause the 
court to take jurisdiction in a case in which it has no jurisdiction and 
to render judgment in.a case sounding in tort, which it could not do ` 


without this special act. 
Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. A 


Mr. BAYNE. If this case be not one sounding in tort the court would 
have jurisdiction? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would under the statute I have read. 

Mr. BAYNE. Next to the last paragraph, on page 4 of the com- 
mittee’s report, I find this: 

Whether the Government is liable generally for torts is a question which may 
well be laid out of discussion in the present.case. The principle on which lia- 
bility in cases of marine collision is sustained is simply that of the responsibil- 
ity of a eee A for the management and use of his property—simply a 
pran application of the sound maxim, Sic utere tuo ut alien non lmdas, 

We might well adopt, with reference to the General Government, language 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in a recent case: 

“The great principle of the common law, which is equally the teaching of 
Christian morality, so to use one’s property as not to injure others, forbids any 
other application or use of the rights and powers conferred. (Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company vs. Fifth Baptish Church, 108 U. 8. Reports, p. 331.)" 


Now, the corollary is inevitable that if the Court of Claims had juris- 
diction of this case, eliminating from it altogether the question of tort, 
it could have found a judgment, instead of making the return it did 
make of the facts, and the Court of Claims decides that very point. 

Mr. McMILLEIN. I yield all but one minute to the gentleman from 
Dlinois [Mr. Springer]. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN- 
HAM] to give me a little additional time. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iwill yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish the gentleman from Illinois would answer 
what I have just said. * 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I am going to do it. 
that, as the law now stands, the Court of Claims has not jurisdiction 
of this case? A 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not believe it has. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman concedes that the Court of Claims 


The gentleman concedes 


has not jurisdiction. Now, this is a bill to confer jurisdiction and to 
confer it ina direction where, when Con was dealing with the 
subject generally, it expressly said it would not confer jurisdiction. 
This bill proposes to confer jurisdiction in a direction in which Con- 
gress never has conferred it, namely, jurisdiction to hear and determine 
cases where the Government may be liable for the negligence of its 
agents in the carrying on of public works. That, as I have said, is a 
jurisdiction which never has been conferred by Congress upon any tri- 
bunal, and which ought not to be conferred. This Government has 
always recognized the English doctrine of respondeat superior, which 
has been cited by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], and 
when the bill was passed in the last session we went farther than we 
had ever gone before in the direction of making the Government liable, 
but we expressly excluded cases of this kind, so that now we are asked 
to make an exception to the general law, although we passed that gen- 
eral law for the express purpose of covering all these cases. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman does not wish to misrepresent the 
facts, I know, and certainly he can not intend to state that Congress 
has not passed a number of bills to pay for torts committed by the sery- 
ants of the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I presume that Congress has passed a great many 
bills for the payment of money out of the Treasury by special appro- 
priations and by conferring special jurisdiction. ‘That is one of the 
things I have complained of ever since I have been in Congress. I 
think we ought to deal with these matters upon general principles. In 
the last session we did undertake to deal with this question in that way, 
and we fixed the principle of liability, and now here, in the very first 
session after that general law has gone into effect, we have presented to 
us a special act to take this case out of the general rule and allow the 
Government to be mulcted in damages in a direction where no general 
jurisdiction has ever heretofore been conferred upon any court. h 

I undertake to say that if the proposition were made here to-day to 
confer upon the Court of Claims, generally, the jurisdiction which this 
bill proposes to confer in this special case there would not be half a 
dozen gentlemen here who would vote for it. 

Mr, BAYNE. ‘There ought not to be half a dozen who would not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then why did not the gentleman when we were 
considering the general bill at the last session move to strike out the 
words which denied this jurisdiction? 

Mr. BAYNE. I did, sir. I tried my best to have them struck out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman understands that Congress at 
its last session refused the request generally which he now asks spodally 
to have granted to his constituents. I think this business of special 
legislation ought to be curtailed instead of being enlarged. We were 
told by the honorable chairman of the Judiciary Committee last ses- 
sion that the bill we then passed was for the purpose of doing away in 
great measure with special legislation, but, instead of that, it seems 
to have invited special acts, such as have not heretofore been considered 
in this House. Instead of doing away with the special cases which 
were incumbering our dockets, it seems to have invited these appeals 
to confer jurisdiction where Congress has always expressly declined to 
confer it. I hope this bill will not be passed, because it opens up a line 
of legislation the end of which no man can foresee. If you begin with 
this case you must treat every other claimant in the same way here- 
after, and to pay whatever damages may arise from the negligence 
of the agents of the Government. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Hoce], who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOGG. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Let the bill continue as follows, after the last line : 

‘And provided further, That the Court of Claims is hereby empowered to decide 
all questions of law and fact that may be presented by, or arise upon, any peti- 
tion that may be filed in this case, and to decide whether the facts sprata by 
such petition do in themselves constitute a legal claim or demand against the 
ong le aani and the liability ofthe Government is hereby expressly reserved 

act. 


Mr. HOGG. Mr. Chairman, my object in offering this amendmentis 
to enable the court to hear argument, and to consider more deliberately 
and thoroughly the very questions which weare considering here. With 
such an amendment I do not think the bill will be objectionable. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. COLLINS]. 

Mr. COLLINS. When the discussion first arose [had the notion that 
the bill intended to appropriate the amount of money necessary to pay 
the loss incurred by these claimants, and in that form I should have 
been perfectly willing to vote for it. I belong to that class of men in 
the community, increasing in number I hope, who are not afraid of a 
precedent if the precedent rests upon principles of plain justice. 

It is admitted in this case that if this pier had belonged to an indi- 
vidual, to a private corporation, to a municipal corporation, or to a 
county, there would bea plain remedy at law, and all the argument on 


the other side is that we, the great United States of America, should 
shield ourselves behind our sovereignty and refuse to pay the damage. 
State after State in this Union—England, from which we take ourcom- 
mon law, has been gradually doing away with the principle that be- 
cause the state is tand powerful she can inflict injury upon an 
individual and not be obliged to pay for it. We have modified the 
common law by allowing every person who has a claim sounding in 
contract to bring it before the courts of the United States. Is there any 
difference between taking a man’s property for publie purposes, paying 
him a just compensation therefor, and destroying his property and pay- 
ing him for it? My friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] says that the 
doctrine of respondeat superior does not apply. That is true, but if it 
did apply in this case, you would not find this claimant coming to 
Congress for relief. 

But it is because the hard, iron rule of the common law bars these 
people from a remedy that they come here asking justice from the 
body that has the power to change the law. When an individual or a 
corporation, private or municipal, would be obliged to grant redress I 
do not believe that the Government of the United States should stand 
back and say it will not give relief. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Willmy friend from Massachusetts permit a ques- 
tion? Suppose that Wells, Fargo &Co. or the Adams Express Company 
should undertake to carry for an individual a package such as is gen- 
erally carried in the mails, and should fail to deliver it. The gentle- 
man will agree with me that the company would in such a case be lia- 
ble. Now, if the Government fails to deliver a package through the 
Postal Department, is the Government liable? 

Mr. COLLINS. In answer to the first point of my friend from Ten- 
nessee, I will simply say that there is no occasion for stating an undis- 
puted proposition in so solemn a manner. As to the other branch of 
the gentleman’s question, the Government of the United States in that 
case also shields itself behind its sovereignty and refuses—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does it not justly do so? 

Mr. COLLINS. That is a question which I shall be prepared to dis- 
cuss with the gentleman from Tennessee, or any other gentleman, when 
it comes up. Let us take one case at a time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I simply wished to see whether the gentleman 
would follow his premises to the absurdity to which they necessarily 
lead. 

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman’s range of vision as to reaching ‘‘ab- 
surdities’’ is very different from mine. Mine may be either narrower 
or broader than his. But Ido not allow my logic to carry me to any 
absurdity or to any meanness toward people who are injured by this 
Government or by an individual. 

My friend from Illinois quotes law which is perfectly applicable to 
another state of facts. We are seeking to make a law to cover this 
case. I come from a State which is liberal enough and great enough 
to refuse to shield itself behind its sovereign power when it does injury 
to an individual. If the United States Government had seized this 
vessel and appropriated it as a part of the naval force of the country— 
had used it for Government purposes—the Government would have to 
pay for the vessel. Everybody concedes that. But the United States 
Government, by the negligence of its servants and agents, sends that 
boat to the bottom of the river or burns it to the water's edge, destroy- 
ing at the same time human life. In such a case the Government 
ought to be responsible. 

My friend from Tennessee says that perhaps the representatives of 
those people who were killed in that disaster—I will not say accident— 
owing to the culpable carelessness of the agents of the United States, 
might bring suit. In the name of God, why should they not? What 
right have the agents of the United States to be so culpably careless 
as to destroy not only property but human life? If this bill is estab- 
lishing a precedent—and I do not believe it is—it is a precedent which 
rests upon plain principles of justice, which ought to be followed in 
every case where like circumstances arise. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will allow me to ask him one 
question. Upon the same principle which he advocates, would he 
favor a bill giving special jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, so as to 
allow the heirs or administrators of the deceased persons to whom he 
has referred to sue the Government? 

Mr. COLLINS. I certainly would. The United States Government 
has no business to kill anybody except in war or in the punishment of 
crime. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. LANE]. : 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I have never in my life heard it main- 
tained, even in the court of a justice of the peace, that the Government 
is liable for the neglect of its officers. A bridge may break while you 
are passing across it; a State or a county may be charged with the con- 
struction and maintenance of that bridge; its insecurity may haye been 
known by the officer having the bridge under his charge, but in no such 
case hasa State ora county ever been held liable. Ifthe law imposed such 
liability, the State could not exist. The legal doctrine denyingsuch lia- 
bility has been well established in England for one hundred and fifty 
years, and it is recognized as law throughout the States of this Union. 
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In matters of this kind there is no parallel between the Government 
and individuals. 

It seems to me as a business man that this is a very plain question. 
There is no dispute about the facts of this case. They are reported`to 
this House by the Court of Claims. We are asked to refer the claim 
again to that court—for what? In order to obtain its opinion of the 
law! Is there any officer of this Government who has the right to ad- 
vise this body as to its legal duties? This is a simple legal question. 
Is this claim just? Ifso, it should be allowed. e are the judges of 
the justice of this bill. If this claim is right, let it be allowed; if 
wrong, let it be rejected. Members here have no right, when their 
legal knowledge fails, to appeal to the Supreme Court for its decision 
upon a question of law. 

The facts of the case are not disputed, and I insist no lawyer can 
claim for a single minute that the Government of the United States is 
liable for the neglect of its officers. In the very horn-books of the law 
be eae doctrine is laid down. Whether just or unjust, that is 

e law. 

The equity of the case is a different thing. If this is presented as 
an equitable claim upon some special reasons, then it is proper for the 
advocates of the bill to present their equitable grounds. But as alegal 
proposition it can not be claimed that the Government is liable for the 
neglect of its officers. It is not an insurer of property or life. Gen- 
tlemen fall into confusion in this matter. When, for example, a city 
under its charter assumes to do a thing, it must do it well. If it un- 
dertakes to light the streets it must light them properly. But the 
same considerations do not apply to a State or a county, nor to the Gen- 
eral Government, If the United States Government undertakes to 
light the harbors or coasts of the country its action is altogether volun- 
tary. Should-there be a failure to do the work properly the party who 
suffers thereby may have an action against the officer who has refused 
to do his duty; but he can not bring suit against the Government. In 
such a case the Government can not be sued, because it is sovereign and 
independent. Hence, in this case the appeal of this party must be sim- 
ply to the equitable judgment of this House. If a majority of the 

ouse should think that a sufficient equitable claim is presented, then 
the bill should be passed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. I suppose all the discussion which is desired has 
been had in opposition to this bill, but if any other gentleman wishes 
to be heard I will yield the floor to him. 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask leave to offer an amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iwill yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BYNUM. I submit the following amendment. 

‘Phe Clerk read as follows: 

yw in line 7, after the word “ eighty-four:” 


the claims of the heirs and personal representatives of the persons whose 
lives were lost by reason of the loss and destruction of said steamer.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I make the point of order that the amendment 
is not germane. The parties to which it refers are not named in the 
bill. Itrelates to parties not here asking foranything. Itadds another 
and distinct party. In other words, it is another KAER differing en- 
tirely from that included in the bill. 

ee oon It is clearly not in order to unite two claims in 
one bi 

Mr. BYNUM. It is clearly in order to include in this bill claims 
on the part of those whose lives were lost at the time this steamer was 
sunk, I never heard it attempted before to decide another claim 
may not be included in a pending bill, and especially in the case of a 
man claiming damages growing out of the same transaction. If that 
were true, I apprehend no appropriation bill could be amended by 
adding another item, and the only amendment which could be made 
to it would be to increase or decrease the amount. Butsuch has never 
been the ruling in this House on the question of order. The amend- 
sr is perfectly germane to the bill, as it arises out of the same trans- 
action. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read a passage from the Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ti out of order 
ioe plat os a n = by Bo Tel on any bill for the relief of one individual a 

ae CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the amendment to be out of 
order. 

Mr. HOGG. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Let the bill continue as follows, from the end of the last line therein: 

“And provided further, That the Court of Claims is hereby empowered to de- 
cide all questions of law and fact that may be presented by, or arise upon, any 
petition that may be filed in this case. and decide whether the facts presented by 
such petition do in themselves constitute a legal claim or pheno g against the 
Government; and the legal liability of the Government is hereby expressly re- 
served by this act.” 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 87. 

Mr. MORGAN. No quorum has voted. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. MORGAN and Mr. LANHAM. 

sae ernie again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, 
noes 106, 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. LANHAM. I move that the bill be laid-_aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the bill be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. The only question is the liability of the 
Government, as all the questions of fact have been obtained by the Gov- 
ernment. That is purely aquestionoflaw. ‘The tribunalestablished by 
Congress has ascertained what the facts in this case are, and the question 
of law which arises thereinis, is the Government liable? Nowitseems 
to me that the proper committee to take that question into considera- 
tion is the Committee on the Judiciary. It is an important prece- 
dent which we are about to establish, and which, I confess, I am not 
willing to establish without careful determination. 

Mr. COLLINS. Is not the gentleman willing to trust the question 
to the Supreme Court? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Indubitably I agree with the 
gentleman, the Supreme Court of the United States is entirely compe- 
tent to decide the question. But the precedent we are to establish is 
whether we will let this class of cases be sent to the Court of Claims 
to be appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States. It is a 
question for the Committee on the Judiciary, and therefore if that ques- 
tion is to arise, as we all know by the particular mode in which this 
particular class of cases goes to the Court of Claims is one which ordi- 
narily does not give the Government a fair chance and a fair hearing, 
I wish it to be referred to that committee. 

If it be true that this House ought to establish the precedent that the 
Government is in a certain sense an accident, fire, and marine insur- 
ance company on all the rivers and water-courses it undertakes to im- 

rove; that every time it undertakes to improve and make navigation 
tter it thereby becomes the insurer against all accidents caused by 
the negligence of public officers, I prefer to have that, as a preliminary 
question, submitted to me after consideration by the Law Committee 
of the House. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the amendment will not 
be adopted. To refer any private bill to the Judiciary Committee is a 
burial of it so deep that there is no hope for resurrection. 

Mr. LANHAM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Is this proposition debatable ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is, 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not want to oceupy the time of the committee 
by debating it. I only want to say that the Committee on Claims is 
composed of lawyers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And very good ones. 

A MEMBER. Better lawyers than the Judiciary ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Very good ones, I am sure, and capable of dealing 
with any such questions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is understood, of course, 
that we limit that to the present Committee on Claims, saying nothing 
of their predecessors in former Congresses. [Laughter. ] : 

Mr. BAYNE. The present Committeeon Claims took the same view 
precisely of it; and I think it is due to this claimant that he should 
have his case upon by the Court of Claims, and then the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will be perfectly safe when its Attorney- 
General, if he wishes, can take it up-to the Supreme Court to decide 
whether there is or is not a legal liability on the part of the Govern- 
ment. It will bring it toa judgment and conclusion; whereas the 
motion of my friend from Kentucky simply places it beyond hope of 
being reached during this Congress, and I hope he will withdraw it. 

But I want to suggest another reason why his amendment, if adopted, 
would place this bill in a most anomalous position. This claim was 
reported from the Court of Claims and placed on the Calendar, and is 
now in a position where it has the right of consideration. If it goes to 
the Judiciary Committee and they ever make a report upon it, it falls 
away back and must take its chances at the bottom of the list for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I can not imagine that if it 
is referred to the Judiciary Committee it will be to bury it beyond the 
power of resurrection. That, however, is a question between the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylwania and the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and its members, as to whether they can be presumed to do their 
duty and report the bill back. 

As to the anomalous condition in which it leaves the bill, I know of 
no remedy for that. It is rather an anomalous bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Many bills of a similar character have been passed 
before. I imagine, however, that they must have come from a differ- 
ent section of the country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not know anything as 
to where this claim comes from. I do not know the geography of the 
bill. The law question involved is not a geographical question with 
me. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish it was not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Law questionsure not usually 
matters of geography. - 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. As the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary seems to be out, I only wish to say, in response to what 
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the gentleman from Pennsylvania has said, that I am convinced all of 
that committee believe in the resurrection. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER. Under the rules of the House the Committee on 
Claims of the last House, as well as the Committee on Claims of the 
present House, is the committee charged with the jurisdiction of de- 
termining the legal questions involved in this claim. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me say a word in regard to the ing 
amendment. This bill as it stands refers this case to the Court of 
Claims, to hear and determine the same to judgment, with the right of 
pmo enya te If it the Court of Claims, and goes to 
, e Supreme Court, they will understand, as they now understand, that 

itis to hear and determine a case to judgment, and that you have given 
jurisdiction over the subject. 

Now, the committee refused to determine the question of limiting the 
liability of the Government a moment ago by refusing, by a decided 
-vote, to accept an amendment proposed by the gentleman on the left 

. Hoce]; and the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky now is 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the J udiciary, which com- 
mittee will determine the legal question as to whether the United States 
is liable in a case of this kind, and it can determine that question as 
well as the Court of Claims or the Supreme Court. I therefore favor 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Ber BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow a ques- 

m? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly, if I can have the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to ask why the gentleman did not bring 
that pomen forward in the committee when this bill was under 
consideration? 

Mr, SPRINGER. I explained that once before. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I happened to be out when that was explained. 
I am glad it was, and I hope it was explained satisfactorily. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I was not present at all the meetings of the Com- 
mittee on Claims last session. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But the gentleman was present. when this bill 
was considered, as I happen to remember. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifso, I have changed my opinion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam glad to know the gentleman is still learn- 


ss, [ Laughter. ] 
. SPRINGER. Wisemen change their opinions; some others never 
do. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the bill be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 98, noes 103. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and 
Mr. LANHAM were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 96, 
noes 105. - 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the motion submitted 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] that the bill as amended 
be laid aside and reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 108, noes 100. 

Mr. SPRINGER called for tellers, but after a pause said: I withdraw 
the demand for tellers, and will ask for a vote in the House. 

The motion of Mr. LANHAM was agreed to. 

. LANHAM. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House, having had under consideration bills on the Private 
Calendar, had instructed him to report back to the House sundry bills 
with various recommendations. 


JAMES H. AYRES. 


The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House was 
the bill (H. R. 4956 of last session) to carry oft the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of James H. Ayres. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
Leg ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OWNERS OF STEAMER I. N. BUNTON. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House was 
the bill (H. R. 7211 of last Congress), referring the claims of the own- 
ers of the steamer I, N. Bunton to the Court of Claims. The bill was 
reported with the recommendation that it do pass with the following 
amendment: ` 

In line 8, strike out the words “as a court of admiralty jurisdiction.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. MILLS. Not for any purpose of filibustering, I desire to make 
the motion now that when the House adjourn to-day it will be to meet 
on” Monday next. 

Mr. HATCH. If gentlemen of the House appreciated the importance 
of the bill now on the Calendar, they would be willing to come here to- 
morrow to considerit. The Committee on Agriculture has been pressed 
from all sides to have it brought before the House. 

Mr. MILLS. I think it will keep until Monday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. ‘ 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore stated that the 
‘*ayes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. HATCH. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 157, noes 91. 

Mr. HATCH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is not the assignment of the agricultural-ex-. 
periment-stations bill for to-morrow? 

Mr. HATCH. It is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The inquiry of the gentleman from 
New Jersey is not a parliamentary inquiry. The question is on or- 
dering the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 75 members voting therefor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas that when the House adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 154, not vots 
ing 80; as follows: 


YEAS—89, 
Abbott, Cockran. Hutton, Phelps, 
Anderson, C. L. Collins, Jones, Rayner, 
Anderson, G. A. Compton, Lr ang Rogers, 
Bacon, Cox, bon, Russell, J. B. 
Bankhead, Crisp, Landes, Scull, 
Barnes, Culberson. Lane, Shively, 
Bingham, Davidson, R H.M. Lanham, Simmons, 
Bliss, De Iano, Latham, Smith, 
Blount, Dockery, Lynch, Springer, 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Elliott, Macdonald, Steele, 
i say e Ermentrout, Mansur, Stewart, J. D, 
Browne, T. ‘elton, Martin, Taul 
Bryce, Finley, McAdoo, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Forney, McC Turner, H. G 
Butler, Hall, MeMillin. Weaver, 
Bynum, Hayes, Mills, 4 
Candler, Hiestand, tes, White, J. B. 
Cannon, Hogg, O'Neal, J. H. White, 8. V, 
Caruth, Holman, Osborne, Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Hooker, Onthwaite, Wilson, W. L. 
Chipman, Hovey, 2 
Clements, Howard, Penington, 
Cobb, Hudd Phelan, 

NAYS—154. 
Adams. Farquhar, Long, Ryan, 
Allen, E. P. Flood, Nman, Sawyer, 
Anderson, A.R. Ford, Mahoney, Shaw, 
Anderson, J. A. Fuller, aish, Sherman, 
Arnold, Funston, Mason, Snyder, 
Atkinson, Gaines, McClammy, Sowden, 
Baker, ©, 8. Gallinger, McCormick, Spooner, 
Baker, Jehu Gay, McCullogh, Stahlnecker, 
Bayne, Gear, MeKenna, Stephenson, 
Belden, Gest, McRae, Stewart, 
Boothman, Glass, McShane, Stewart, J. W. 
Bound, Glover, Milliken, Stockdale, 
Boutelle, Grimes, Moffitt, Stone of Ky. 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Montgomery, Stone of Mo. 
Brewer, rout, „Moore, Struble, 
Browne, T. H. B. Guenther, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Brown, ©. B. ‘are, Morrill, ‘Thomas, G. M. 
Buchanan, Hatch, Morrow, Thomas, Q. B. 
Bunnell, ae ay Neal, ‘Thompson, A. C, 
Burnett, Hayden, Nelson, Tracey, 
Burrows, Heard, Newton, Townshend, 
Cheadle, Hemphill, Nutting, Turner, E. J. 
Clardy, „D.B. O'Fe ` Vance, 
Clark, Henderson, J.S. Owen, Wade, 
Cogswell, Henderson, T. J. Perkins, Walker, 
Conger, Hermann, Perry, Warner, 
Cooper, Hitt, Peters, Washington, 
Cothran, Holmes, Pidcock, Weber, 
Cowles, Hopkins, A. J Plumb, Whiting, J. R. 
Crouse, Hopkins, 8. I. Post, Wickham, 
Dalzell, Houk, Pugsley, Wilber, 
Dargan, Jackson, 4 Wilkins, 
Darlington, Johnston, J. T. Rice, Wilkinson, 
Davidson, A.C, Johnston, T. D, Richardson, Williams, 
Davis, Kerr, Robertson, Wilson, Thomas 
Dingley La Follette, Romeis, ley, 

rsey, "i Rowell, Y 
Dunham, Laird, Rowland. 
Enloe, d Russell, C, A. 
NOT VOTING—80, 

Allen, 0. H. Brower, Uarteton, Dunn, 
Alien, J. M. Brown, J. R. Caswell, Fisher, 
Barry, Brumm, Crain, Fitch, 
Belmont, Burnes, Cummings, Foran, 
Biggs, Butterworth, Cutcheon, French, 
Blanchard, Campbell, Felix Davenport, Gibson, 
Bland, Campbell, J. E. Dibble, Goff, 
Bowen, Campbell, T. J. Dougherty, Granger, 
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Greenman, te O'Donnell, Spinola, 
Harmer, Lehlbach, O'Neill, Charles Ermo 
Herbert, Lodge, O'Neill, J.J. ylor, E. B. 

. Maffett, Parker, Taylor,J. D. 
Hopkins, 8. T. Matson, Patton, Thomas, J. R. 
Hunter, McComas, Payson, Thompson, T. L. 
Kean, McKinley, Randall, Vandever, 
Kelley, McKinney, Rockwell, est, > 
Kennedy, Merriman, Rusk, Whiting, William 
Ketcham, Morse, Sayers, Wise, 

Laidlaw, Nichols, Scott, Woodburn, 
Lawler, Norwood, Seney, Yoder. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


The following-named members were announced as paired: 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. GEST, until further notice. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, until 
Monday. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. Frron, for this day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. LArroon with Mr. JOSEPH D..TAYLOR. 

Mr. FRENCH with Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr, KELLEY. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. Compron with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. MAFFETT. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. KENNEDY with Mr. DIBBLE. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, during the day a number of gentlemen 
on both sides of the House came to me and asked whether there would 
be any business transacted to-morrow, intimating that they did not de- 
sire a session on Saturday. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ on the Repub- 
lican side.] I inquired of other gentlemen whether they wished to 
have a session to-morrow—— ; 

Pa STRUBLE. Imake the point of order that the gentleman is out 
of order. 

te) SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is out of 
order. 

Mr. MILLS. Then, sir, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam going to state it now, as I was proceeding to do 
when I was interrupted. I gave my word to several gentlemen on both 
sides of the House, as far as I could give it, that there would be no meet- 
ing to-morrow. ‘They supposed that, placed in the position I was, this 
House would follow me in the matter, and I only want to say now that I 
am not responsible for the refusal of the House to carry out the promise 
that I made. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!?’] 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman will do me the justice to say that he 
never mentioned that fact tome. I knew nothing about it. 

Mr. MILLS. I did not understand that the House was expected to 
follow your lead in that matter. 

3 Mr. HATCH. I trust the House will always follow me when I am 


ight. 
Mr. MILLS. With the aid of the gentlemen on the other side. [De- 
risive laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN- 
HAM] has moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to submit a report. 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentleman. 

CALIFORNIA CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Elections, submitted a report in 
the matter of A. E. Redstone claiming to have been elected a member 
of the House from the Fifth district of California; which was referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MOEBOW. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me to make 
a report 
Mr. LANHAM. I yield for that purpose. 


INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION AT MELBOURNE. 


Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported a | Barry 


joint resolution (H. R. 72) relating to the invitation of the British 
Government to the Government of the United States to participate in 
the international exhibition at Melbourne to celebrate the founding 
of New South Wales; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr 
SHAw], who desires to submit a report. jë 
CONDUCTORS FOR HOUSE ELEVATOR. 
Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back, with 
amendments, the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and he is 


hereby, authorized to appoint and employ two conductors for the new House 
ore ata salary of $1,100 each, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
ouse, 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Add after the word “ House,” in line 8, the words “‘ who shall be under the 
supervision and directiou of the Architect of the Capitol.” 
Mr. SHAW. Iask the immediate consideration of this resolution. 
The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to, and the 
resolution as amended adopted. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, without consulting the friends of the 
measure which I had expected to bring up to-morrow, but in view of 
the statement made on the floor by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS], that the adjournment till to-morrow places him personally 
in an awkward position before members of the House, I ask unani- 
mous consent to reconsider the vote by which the motion submitted 
by him was lost, and I hope the friends of the measure of which I have 
charge will vote for it. 

Mr. MILLS. I object; and I now move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question) said: On the 
motion of the gentleman from Texas the ayes are 106 and the noes 118, 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 116, 
nays 104, not voting 103; as follows: 


YEAS—116, 
Abbott, Doekery, Lynch, Rogers, 
Anderson, O. L. Elliott, acdonald, Rowland. 
Anderson, G. A. Enloe, Mahoney, Russell, J.E 
Bacon, Ermentrout, Maish, Shaw. 
Bankhead, Fisher, Mansur, Shively, 
Barnes, Ford, Martin, Simmons, 
Blanchard, Forney, McAdoo, Snyder, 
Bliss, Gay, McClammy, Sowden, 
Blount, Glass, McCreary, Stewart, Charles 
Breckinridge, C. R. Glover, MeMillin, peaarst J.D. 
Breckinridge, WCP. Hall, McRae, Stockda: za 
Bryce, Hare, Mills, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Buckalew, Hatch, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Burnett, Hayes, Morgan, Taulbee, 
Bynum, Hemphill, Newton, Tillman, 
Candler, Henderson, J.S. Oates, ‘Tracey, 
Caruth, Henderson, T. J. O’¥Ferrall, Townshen 
Catchings, A O'’Neall, J. H. Turner, H. G. 
Clardy, Holman, Osborne, Vance, 
Clements, Hooker, Outhwaite, Walker, 

‘obb, Howard, Peel, Washington, 
Cockran, Hudd, Penington, Weaver, 
Cothran, Hutton, Perry ` Wheeler, 
Cowles, Johnston, T, D, Phelan, White, J. B. 

xX, gore, Pidcock, Whiting, J. R, 
Crisp, ©, Rayner, kins, 
Culberson, Lanham, J Rice, Wilkinson, 
Davidson, A, C. Latham, Richardson, Wilson, Thomas, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Lee, Robertson, Wilson, W. L. 

NAYS—104. 

ms, Conger, Hitt, 
Allen, E, P. Cooper, es, Pomiley, 
Anderson, A.R. Crouse, Hopkins, A. J. 5 
Anderson, J. A. Dalzell, ovey, Romeis, 
Arnold, Davis, Jackson, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Delano, Johnston, J. T, Russell, O. A. 
Baker, C. 5. Dingley, err, Ryan, 
Baker, Jehu, Dorsey, La Follette, Sa r, 

ne, Dunham, 5 ull, 
Belden Farquhar, Lind, Sherman, 
Boothman, Finley, Long, Smith, 
Bound Flood, Lyman, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Fuller, ‘Cormick, Steele, 
Bowden, Funston, McCullogh, Stephenson. 
Brewer, Gaines, McKenna, Stewart, J, wW. 
Browne, T. H. B. Gallinger, McKinley, Struble, 
Brown Gear, McShane, Thomas, G. M, 
Buchanan, Gest, Milliken, ‘Thomas, O. B. 
Bunnell, Grimes, Moffitt, Thompson, A. O, 
Burrows. Grosvenor, Morrill, Turner, E. J. 
Butler, Grout. Morrow, Wade, 
Cannon, Guenther, Neal, Warner, 
Caswe' Haugen, Nelson, Wickham, 
Cheadle, Hayden, Nutting, Wilber, 
Clark, Henderson, D. B. r] Y: ey, 

well, Hiestand, Peters, 
NOT VOTING—103, 
Allen, C. H. Compton, Herbert, Mason, 
Allen, J. M, Crain, Hermann, Matson, 
Cummings, Hires, McComas, 

Belmont, Cutcheon, Hopkins, 8. I. McKinney, 
Biggs, n, Hopkins, S. T. Merriman, 
Bingham, Darlington, Houck, Moore, 
Bland, Davenport, Hunter, Morse, 
Bowen, Dibble, Jones, Nichols, 
Brower, Dougherty, Kean, Norwood, 
Browne, T. M. Dunn, > Kelley, O'Donnell, 
Brown, J. R. Felton, Kennedy, O'Neill, Charles 
Brumm, Fitch, Ketcham, O'Neill, J.J. 
Burnes, Foran, ILafoon, Owen, 
Butterworth, French, Lagan, Parker, 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, Laidlaw, Patton, 
Campbell, J. E, Goff, Landes, Payson, 
Campbell, Granger, Iawler, elps, 
Carlton, Greenman, Lehi Plumb, 

i $ Harmer, ù Randall 
Co eard, Matfett,” Rockwell, 


Rusk, Stahinecker, Thompson, T. L. Whitthorne, 
Sayers, Stone, W.J.,Mo. Vandever, Williams, 
Scott, Symes, Weber, Wise. 
Seney, Taylor, E. B. West, Woodburn, 
Spinola, Taylor, J. D. White, S. V. Yoder. 
Springer, Thomas, J. R. Whiting, William 

So the motion was agreed to. 


During the roll-call Mr. HATCH said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
that in antagonizing the motion of the gentleman—— 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. : 

Mr. HATCH. I ask to make an explanation. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent to make a single state- 
ment. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. A 

Mr. HATCH. I ask, then, to change my vote from “no” to “ay.” 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Iask to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam paired on political questions, and if this 
is considered to be of that nature I will withdraw my vote. 
= Lhe following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, for the rest of the 


y. 
MrsStone, of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMS, for the rest of the day. 
Mr, STAHLNECKER with Mr. LAIDLAW, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. HOUK, for the rest of the day. 

RUFUS FLETCHER. 

On motion of Mr. HOUK, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of Rufus 
Fletcher without leaying copies. 

JOHN M. HIGGINS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, reported back with a substitute a bill (H. R. 
254) for the relief of John M. Higgins; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

A. GATES LEE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 297) for the relief of A. 
Gates Lee, with a substitute; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF C. M. BRIGGS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 4909) for the relief ot 
the estate of C. M. Briggs, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL M'KAY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2477) for 
the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Donald McKay; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER, 

Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4910) 
to amend section 14 of the act approved March 3, 1879, entitled ‘‘An 
act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for the year 1880, and for other purposes,” and relating to second-class 
mail matter; which was read afirstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to beprinted. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ATLANTIC CITY, N. J. 

On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the further consideration of 
a bill (H. R. 1639) for the erection of a public building at Atlantic City, 
N. J., and it was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. e 

And then, on motion of Mr. LANHAM (at 5 o’clock and 16 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 
Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 


By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 4812) to grant a pension to Squire Ad- 
min—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 4813) for the relief of Wesley 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4814) for the relief of Hiram A. Darnell—to the 
Committee on 


valid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4815) for the relief of G. D. Mullins—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4816) for the relief of Robert McCutchen—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4817) for the relief of George R. Mullins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4818) for the relief of Albert Moseley—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4819) granting a pension 
to Edward Durant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Ellen 
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 4821) granting a pension 
to Mahlen Deckard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 4822) for the relief of Thomas 
Crawford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4823) granting a pension to John A. Dean—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) granting a pension to John W. Bussabar- 
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Dorothea Rouff—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4826) granting a pension to Alexander B. Bush- 
nell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4827) granting a pension to William R. Robbins— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4828) for the relief of Eli Miller—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4829) for the relief of James H. Meekin, of New 
Albany, Ind.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4830) for the relief of Mrs. M. L. Van Deventer— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah 
Vandevender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 4832) authorizing the President to ap- 
point Robert G. Smithers a captain—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4833) granting a pension to Mary B. Stidger—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4834) granting a pension to Jesse W. 
Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 4835) for the relief of Everard Flynn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4836) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 4837) for the promotion and re- 
tirement of Lieut. Col. John Lloyd Broome, United States Marine 
Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 4838) granting a pension to 
Emily A. Cook—to tle Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of Sarah E. 
Flowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4840) for the relief of Parker I. Rhoads—to the 
Committee on Military Affəirs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Engenock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCADOO: A bill (H. R. 4842) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of George W. Harrison, of Hoboken, N. J.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4843) for the relief of Martin McNamara, alias 
Martin Mack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, & bill (H. R. 4844) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4845) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Kuhl- 
mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4846) for increase of pension of George Shelton— 
to thè Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 4847) for the relief of Col. 
Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bil] (H. R. 4848) amending an act (H. R. 
1073, Fiftieth Congress, first session) to rerate the pension of William 
J. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 4849) granting a pension to Caro- 
line Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 4850) for the relief ot Edgar Brod- 
head—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 4851) for the relief of Furnifold 
Mercer—to the Committee on War Claims, 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) for the relief of Edward H. Barnuni and 
Mary A. Russell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 4853) granting a pension to Jacob 
Newman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) granting a pension to Lena Bowman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


469 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) granting a 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 4856) for the relief of D. M. 
Sprague and William Tilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4857) granting a pension to Joel R. Staneart—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4858) to remove certain charges from the record 
of William Dawson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4859) to place the name of 
John M. Buxton on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4860) to place the name of Gothart Walter on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) to place the name of Mrs. Julia Hickey on 
the on-roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4862) to place the name of William G. Mentzer 
on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4863) to place the name of Daniel W. Lehman on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, & bill (H. R. 4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pen- 
sion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4865) to place the name of William O’ Keefe on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4866) to placethe name of Jobn B. Wendellon the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 4867) granting a discharge to 
James M. Powell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (HR. 4868) to place thename of Francis 
Killeen on the pension-roll of the United States—to the Committee on 
hy Mr, TARSNEY ) 

By Mr. : A joint resolution (H. Res. 71, ting a gold 
medal to Capt. Charles de Arnaud. e si 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 4869) to'place the name of Will- 
iam Killeen on the pension-roll—to the Committee on; Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYNCH: A bill (H. R. 4870) for the reliefof Francis J. Con- 
lan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: A bill (H. R. 4871) granting a pension 
to Mary Beers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 4872) for the reliefof Maria 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 4873) for the relief of Mary E. Binns— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 4874) granting an increase of pension 
to David L. Pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 4875) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Carbino—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4876) granting a pension to Timothy C. Chase—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4877) to incorporate the George- 
town and Tennallytown Railway Company ofthe District of Coluambia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 4878) granting a pension to Rich- 
ard Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4879) granting a pension to Charles J. Fleming— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 4880) for the relief of A. Cusi- 
mano & Co.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill,(H. R. 4882) for the relief of John W. 
McKee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, abill (H. R. 4883) for the relief of Seaborn Fossett—to the Com- 
mittee of Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4884) for the relief of Joseph Thibeaud—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4885) for the relief of Mary E. Reed—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 4886) for the relief of the estate of 
John P. Womack, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Charles 
E. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension 
to F. E. H. Biller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4889) granting a pension to 
Isaac B. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 4890) granting arrears of pension 
to George Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


pension to Jacob Newhard—to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer—to the 


E MALRI aoa) ce 
, a bi R. 4892 ting a pension to Frank L. Berry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Perla ps = 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 4893) for the relief of Capt. Francis 
A. Beuter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 4894) for the relief of Joseph W. 
Newland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 4895) to incorporate the Atlantic 
Trust and Deposit Company of the ict of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. x 


By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 4896) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4897) granting a pension to Henry, Wolfe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4898) for the relief of Joseph W. Newland—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R.4899) for the relief of Edgar Brodhead— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 4900) for the relief of Washington 
L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4901) for the relief of Joseph Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4902) granting a pension to George W. Welden— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to Joseph 
Rosier—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 4904) for the relief of William §. 
McKnight and James W: Richardson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4905) granting an increase 
of pension to Truman Culver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) granting a pension to William Murray— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: x 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of the gold-beaters of the United 
States, for increase of duty on certain articles—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Papers in the claim of Vincent F. Fugate, 
of Yazoo County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARNES: Of citizens of Washington County; of Richmond 
County; of Jefferson County; of Laudersville and of Oconee, Wash- 
ington County, Georgia. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Papers in the claim of Samuel C. Hull, of Fred- 
erick County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of Beale Bros., and other cit- 
izens, for the improvement of Nomini Creek, Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. f 

Also, by request, petition of Moses B. Smart, of Augusta County, 
Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRYCE: Petition of gold and silver beaters of the United 
States, for an increased duty on certain articles—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Memorial from the adjutant-general of New 
Jersey, in behalf of Mrs. Margaret Engenock, of Trenton, N .J.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the gold and silver beaters of the 
United States, for an increased duty on certain articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of gold and silver beaters of the United 
States, for increase of duty on certain articles—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. W. Kidwell, indorsed by Post No. 47, Grand 
Army of the Republic,of Tennessee and Georgia, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Edward Ayers, of Company F, Fifty- 
first Regiment, Indiana, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers in the cases of Thierman & Frost, of W. 
J. Tapp & Co., of David Merriweather, and of Chambers & Brown—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of 126 citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia, for the passage of a law prohibiting the liquor traffic in the 
District—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Papers in the case of Barker Williams and 
others, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Papers to accompany House bill 2196, for the relief 
of S. B. Marshall—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, affidavits and papers relating to House bill 4659, for tho relief 
of G. M. Ocheltree—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavit in the case of Elisha Wilkins, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, affidavits in the case of Jane Smallridge, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill for the improvement of the harbor of 
Westport, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers in the case of George W. Saulpan, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of the gold and silver beaters of the 
United States, for an increase of duty on certain articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, in 
favor of amending the act incorporating the National Safe Deposit Com- 
pany, of said District—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, petition of Joseph W. Newland for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of Samuel B. Harris and of W. B. Coats, 
of Madison County, and of Maria C. Buie, of Jefferson County, Mis- 
sissippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Corn- 
mittee on WarClaims. 
` By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Papers in the claim of Martin Dubs—to 

- the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Hon. Daniel Agnew and 28 others, 
citizens of Beaver, Pa., for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, peanon of J. H. Boots and 32 others, citizens of Lawrence 
County, Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ International Union 
of America, against the removal of internal tax on cigars and tobaceo— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McADOO: Memorial of importers. of and dealers in tea of 
New York and Jersey City, N. J., relative to duty on tea—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Rebecca Welch, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: Four petitions of citizens of Clinton and War- 
ren Counties, New York, relative to pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of Bluff Alliance, No. 653, of Bluff, 
Kans., favoring the opening of Indian Territory on No Man’s Land— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of William L. Vance, of Memphis, Tenn., 
surviving partner of Tapp & Vance, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: Petition of 52 citizens of the Fourth district of 
Connecticut, for prohibition in the District of Coluambia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON; Petition of Andrew H. Russell, of Lincoln 
County, and of B. F. Smith, heir of Hannah Smith, of Franklin County, 
Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Caims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William A. Wood and of James A. Cooper, of Lin- 
coln County; and of W. J: Stamps, administrator of D. B. Stamps, of 
Franklin County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Lydia Calhoun, for restoration to the 
pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Archibald S. McNeill, of Richmond County, North 
Carolina, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. 0. A. RUSSELL: Memorial of S. L. Blake and others, mem- 
bers of the First Church of Christ in New London, Conn., remonstrat- 
ing against the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

a Mr: SENEY: Petition of W. H. Gray and 25 others, citizens of 
Fin , Ohio; for a Government system of telegraphy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of McCullough Iron Works, R. L. Thomas, 
and 185 citizens of Cecil County, and of Albert Constable and 98 others, 
citizens of Maryland, for an appropriation for dredging and deepening 
Hiat saong of the North East River—to the Committee on Rivers and 


By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Joseph Smith, for removal of the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of Ellen Kelly, widow of John Kelly, 
late of Company F, Ninetieth Illinois Regiment, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the board of supervisors of Bureau County, of 
Edgar County, and of Montgomery County, Illinois, for relief of pur- 
chasers of certain swamp and overflowed lands, etc.—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of Joseph Roseir, of Captain Tripp’s 
company, Brisbane’s regiment, South Carolina Volunteers in the Semi- 
nole war, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Henry Wolfe, for an original pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of the faculty of Vanderbilt Uni- 
versity, Nashville, Tenn., for removal of duty from all scientific and 
educational books—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Dr. George 8. Simmons, of Lon 8. 
Hardin, and of Silas F. Robinson, of Lauderdale County, and of Berry 
Davis, of Jackson County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Rebecca Esselman and of widow 
of John A. Jackson, of Giles County; of administrator of Samuel H. 
Armstrong, of Maury County; of R. H. Ogilvie, of Maury County; of 
William Simonton, of Lawrence County; of widow of John T. McClana- 
han, of Hickman County, and of B. F. Roberts, of Williamson County, 
_Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims, 

‘ 


~ 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition for special-act pension for John M. 
Buxtar, Company H, Thirty-third Regiment, New Jersey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition and papers of Charles J. Fleming, 
late Company A, Sixth West Virginia Infantry, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of Eakle & Jones and others, for the repeal 
of the duty on salt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. a 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
masters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BROWER: Of citizens of Hay Stack, N. C. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: OfGeorge M. Crittenden and others; of 
E. S. Vaughn and others, of Middlesex County, and of Walter W. 
Smith and others, of Caroline County, Virginia. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Of citizens of-Lucians, Floyd County; of 
O'Neil, Floyd County; of Monroe’s Mill, Henry County; of Stanly, 
Henry County; of Beauford, Floyd County; of Morotuck, Pittsylvania 
County; of Meadows of Dan, of Patrick County; of Franklin, Patrick 
County; pf Cabell, Carroll County; of Junta, Franklin County; of Fall- 
ville, Grayson County; of Red Plains, Franklin County; and of Guizot, 
Franklin County, Virginia. 

Also, of citizens of Gambetta, Carroll County, and of Charity, and of 
Woolwine, Patrick County, Virginia. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Mount Pisgah, Clermont 
County, Ohio. - 

Also, of citizens of Warren County, Ohio. 

By Mr. COOPER: Of Richard Davis and 62 others, citizens of Rush 
Creek, Ohio. 

By Mr. DUNN: Of citizens of Highland, Sharp County, Arkansas. 

Also, of W. H. Pearson and others, citizens of Arkansas. 

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens of Johnson’s Grove, Tenn. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of A. H. Brown and others, of Lewis County; and of 
G. M. Dye and others, of Harrison County, West Virginia. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of J. H. Green and others, of Evansville, Troup 
County, Georgia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of J. S. Buskirk and 14 others, of Round 
Bottom; of J. R. Spencer and 25 others, of Stanleyville; of A. H. 
Eckelberry and 55 others, of Trail Run, Ohio. 

* By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of Greer, Butler County, Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of citizens of Norton, and of A. R. Yel- 
ter and others, of Dysortville, N. C. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Huntley, of Antonia, of Bur- 
gaw, of Bunn’s Level, of Mingo, of Little Sugar Loaf, of Owensville, 
of Branch’s Store, N. C., and of R. A. McIver and others, of North 
Carolina. 

By Mr. McRAE: Of citizens of Nevada County, and of Polk County, 
Arkansas, 

By Mr. NEAL: Of F. L. Shaw and others, of Servilla, Polk County, 
and of W. J. Fitsimmons, of Copeland, Polk County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of citizens of Nash County; of Wake County; of 
Johnston County, and of Maywood, N. C. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Of citizens of Decatur, Brown County, Ohio. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of J.S. Sain and 60 others, citizens of Bed- 
ford County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Price’s Mill, Union County, and 
of Smith’s Ford, Cabarrus County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Edwin Snyder and 34 others, of Wood 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Of citizens of Elmwood, Edgefield County, South 
Carolina. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of L. J. Wiseman and others, of Sher- 
ritts, Lawrence County, and of Leo, Jackson County, Ohio, 
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PNI by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

e Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
roved. 

3 CHIPPEWA INDIAN SCHOOLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of December 15, 1887, the letters, dispatches, reports, etc., of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs relating to the business intrusted to Mrs. 
Charlotte M. Clark, as special agent to inspect the schools of the Chip- 
pews Indians; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
mayor and general council of Mobile, Ala., the Buffalo (N. Y.) Busi- 
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ness Men’s Association, the Kansas City (Mo.) Commercial Exchange. 

the Lynchburgh (Va.) Tobacco Association, and the Los Angeles (Cal. ) 
Board of Trade, in favor of the proposed world’s exposition to be held 
in Washington, D. C.; which were referred to the Select Committee on 
the Centennial of the Constitution and the Discovery of America. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Frank P. Baum and 30 other 
citizens of Benzie County, Michigan, praying for the passage of Senate 
bill 553, to regulate immigration; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Daniel D. Sanford and 30 other 
citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan; the petition of G. A. Mosey 
and 54 other citizens of Barry County, Michigan; the petition of John 
McNitt and 59 other citizens of Muskegon and Ottawa Counties, Mich- 
igan; the petition of E. M. Johnson and 170 other citizens of Calhoun 
County, Michigan; the petition of David Sanders and 15 other citizens 
of Ingham County, Michigan, and the petition of J. T. Russell and 92 
other citizens of Branch County, Michigan, praying that the patent laws 
be so amended as to protect innocent users of patented articles; which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Chancy M. Payne, late 
second lieutenant Company I, First Illinois Artillery, praying for cer- 
tain legislation correcting his military record; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of the city council and Chamber 
of Commerce of Grand Forks, Dakota Territory, praying for is- 
sion to build he. is bridges over the Red River of the North; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Grand 
Forks, Dakota Territory, praying for the division of the third judicial 
district of Dakota;;which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of teachers and superintendents of North 
Dakota, praying for legislation to protect school lands in that Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented resolutions adopted by the Dairymen’s 
Association of Nebraska in favor of an appropriation to eradicate pleuro- 
pneumonia and in favorof whatis knownas the Miller-Carey bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Alden Speare, E. R. McPherson, 
and others, members of the Boston (Mass. ) Chamber of Commerce, and 
of Scull & Bradley and other insurance companies, praying that an ap- 
propriation be made for the construction and maintenance of a subma- 
rine cable from Pasque Island to Gay Head, thus connecting Nantucket 
and Maftha’s Vineyard, Mass., with the mainland; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition signed by the speaker of the house 
of representatives and 112 other members, senators, and officers of the 
General Assembly of South Carolina, praying that an appropriation of 
money be made to improve the navigation of the Congaree River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the letter-carriers of Charleston, 8. C., 
praying that increased compensation be allowed letter-carriers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of health of 
Charleston, S. C., praying for the proper equipmentof outer quarantine 
refuge stations; which were referred to the Committee on Epidemic 


Mr. BUTLER. I will read an extract from a letter from a citizen of 
Charleston, S. C.—it is a private letter, and therefore it is not n 
to give his name—calling attention to what he claims is an evil in the 
management of the Post-Office Department under the law: 

Iam uested whatever Possess 

the rina law oi iek pene arene Aa Been Ia tree ee 
be sent through the United States mails as second-class matter at 1 cent per 
pound, while all school, law, scientific, and religious books, Bibles, ete., are 
made to pay 8 cents per pound, Most of the novels sent at 1 cent per pound 
are said to be trashy and injurious reading. It is desired to make altos: alike, 
say 8 cents per pound. The objection to the existing laws appears to me to be 
well taken. Ifyou ags with me in this; I should be glad to have you 
use your influence to bring about the change. 

I read this in order that it may go into the RECORD, and I invite the 
attention of the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads to it. 

Mr. HALE. I present a memorial of the American Forestry Con- 
gress, indorsed and approved at the annual meeting of the Maine State 
Grange, which represents more than 15,000 patrons of husbandry, to- 
gether with an accompanying bill. 

I wish to say in regard to the bill that I have examined it and do 
not commit myself to all of its provisions. I think it ought to be in 
some respects recast; but the question of the preservation of our forests 
and the rapidly disappearing timber Jands in every manner that it is 
proper for the General Government by legislation to interfere with the 
matter is a very serious one; and I hope that the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry will give the subject its early attention and en- 
deavor to mature legislation to meet the wants of the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table until 
the order for the introduction of bills is reached, and the memorial will 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of A. O. Wright and others, 
of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the admission of Utah as a State 
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so long as the local civil power of the Territory remains in the hands 
of the Mormon priesthood and the people evade or refuse obedience to 
the present laws of Congress against polygamy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. STEWART presented a memorial of citizens of Nevada, remon- 
strating against any reduction of the tariff on imported wool, or any leg- 
islation placing wool on the free-list; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Avis J. Hockey; widow of 
William Hockey, late corporal of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers, praying that her name be placed on the pension-roll; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of supervisors of 
Montgomery County, Illinois, and resolutions adopted by the board of 
supervisors of Edgar County, Illinois, favoring the enactment of legis- 
lation now pending in relation toswamp lands; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of the Knights of Labor, ad- 
dressed to the Senate and House of Representatives, containing the 
memorial adopted at their last national assembly at Minneapolis, Minn., 
signed by T. V. Powderly, A. A. Carlton, William H. Bailey, Thomas 
B. McGuire, T. B. Barry, and Ira B. Aylsworth, and by J. W. Hayes, ` 
secretary of the general executive board. 

In the resolution adopted by the national assembly, and authenti- 
cated to Congress by the executive board, they set forth at considerable 
length and with much minuteness strong and definite charges of inca- 
pacity, or worse, in the management of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing in the pring of the Government securities. 7 

The petitioners also brought to me specimens of the recent work of 
the Government, some bank notes and silver certificates which had been 
in circulation but a very few months, and which had the appearance 
of having been in circulation for many years, looking, in fact, very 
much like the remnants we see occasionally of the circulation of the 
ancient State banks of twenty-five or fifty years ago. 

They go on in this petition to specify the causes of complaint and 
to show wherein it has reference to the work of the Knights of Labor; 
and they also accompany the petition with a bill to be introduced and 
referred to the Committee on Finance; and they pray for an investiga- 
tion. 

I can not make a statement of the contents of the petition briefer 
than the petition itself, which comprises some 12 pages in type-writ- 
ing; I therefore ask that it be printed in the RECORD, as the memorial 
of this organization, and that the accompanying bill and the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that the petition be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I will take the petition and explain it more fully, 

The general assembly passed first this resolution: 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the Knights of Labor, That we demand that 
all Government securities, notes, bonds, checks, and stamps shall be printed in - 
the highest style of the art of plate printing from hand-roller presses, so as to 
secure the Government and the public against loss by wear and counterfeiting ; 
and the gerieral assembly or any persons or committee a ted to represent 
the order before Congress are hereby directed to doall that is practicable to give 
effect to this resolution. 

Then they proceed to pray for an investigation into the management 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department, 
and also for such legislation as will prevent the debasement of the cur- 
rency notes, silver certificates, national-bank notes, internal-revenue 
stamps, and other Government obligations issued by that bureau; also 
that an investigation be made into the present method of supplying the 
Government with postage-stamps and postal-notes.} 

The petitioners set forth abuses which they understand and which 
they believe to be occurring in that bureau of the Government, and 
they are quite specific, occupying several pages. 

They set forth other investigations which have taken place in the 
same bureau and the result, a law that has been enacted requiring cer- 
tain specific things to be accomplished there, which requirements of 
law, they say, have been violated. They say, among other things—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Tennessee will state 
his question of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the fourth clause of Rule VII be read by 
the Secretary. That will state my point of order a little more tersely 
than I can do. 
cone PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause referred to will be read at 

e desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Before any petition or memorial shall be received, it shall be signed by the 
petitioner or memorialist, and a brief statement of its contents made by the Pre- 
siding Officer or Senator presenting it. But no petition or memorial or other 
paper signed by citizens or subjects of a foreign power shall be received, unless 
the same be transmitted to the Senate by the President. 

Mr. BLAIR. The petitioners further state the remedies which they 
think should be applied, and they specify —— 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Chair hold that a brief statement is being 
made of the contents of the petition? 
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Mr. BLAIR. Iam making as brief a statement as possible. 
omitted to read the larger part of the petition, and I am nearly 
through. I think it would have been better to have had the whole of 
it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
raised the point of order under the rule, he asks the opinion of the 


Ihave 


The Senator from Tennessee having 


Chair. The uniform practice of the Senate has been to permit Sena- 
tors to exercise practically their own discretion under the rules in the 
presentation of contents of petitions, and unless there is an evident 
abuse of discretion on the part of Senators the Chair would be unwill- 
ing to interfere. The Senator from New Hampshire will proceed in 
order. z 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask the Senator from Tennessee to withdraw his ob- 
jection to the printing of the petition. Itis comparatively brief and 
it is on a very important matter. I am really stating it quite as briefly 
as I can, and I am omitting morethan I ought. Will the Senator with- 
draw his objection and let it be printed in full? 

Mr. HARRIS. I cannot withdraw the objection. I think it prob- 
able I am in sympathy with the objects of the petition which the Sena- 
tor is presenting, but I can not consent to have the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD lumbered up with every petition upon every subject, and at 
all lengths. We have gone very much too far in that direction already. 
I feel bound to insist upon my objection, and I expect to repeat the 
objection just as often as these applications are made. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I will proceed and do the best I can with it. 

In requesting the investigation, the petitioners state: 

First. That inting the backs of the sil ttificates st 
EAE steric end tegelinte pie GADE A A 

Second. That the internal-revenue stamps printed on the steam printing- 
presses are greatly inferior; are not as ened ae many trade labels, and are adis- 
grace to the Government. 

Third. cry economy and not security is the primary object of the present 
ma ment, 

Fourth. That at the suggestion ofthe present chief the law has been so 
framed as to prevent the employment of a sufficient number of plate printers 
to form the work of the bureau in the manner contemplated when the trans- 
fer of the entire work to the bureau was made. 

Fifth. That the same law which limits the number of printers to be employed 
has enabled the chief to increase the steam printi resses nearly threefold. 

Sixth. That the steam printing-presses are not furnished by the owners of the 
patents, but the right to construct them is purchased by the Government. A 
royalty is also paid on every impression made. 

Seventh. That the steam prioni presses are so sasur pi outof order that 
it requires the whole force of machinists to be employ: the effort to keep 


them in repair, to the neglect of other and more important work. 
v Ee the press, the one most in use, has been condemned re- 
peatedly. 


Ninth. That an employé of the bureau who claimed to have made certain 
improvements on the said presses was required to furnish his drawings and 
specifications to the manufacturers, the owners of the patents reaping all the 
benefits and the Government being at all of the expense. 

Tenth. That no = with any regard for his reputation will hesitate to 
pronounce the work done by said presses as inferior. 

Eleventh. That unless Congress interferes the attempt to force the steam 
aleonges N mirer on the Government will succeed, and every kind of Govern- 
ment obligation will be printed on them, rapid, cheap work being substituted 
for good but more costly work. 

They specify, tothe number of some sixteen or eighteen, their causes 
of complaint and reasons for praying fora remedy. 

I hope that this matter, which is, from my examination of it, of very 
serious importance, will receive the attention of the Committee on Fi- 
nance. Certainly the work that was shown to me is of such inferior 
quality that an ordinary silver certificate would readily be taken for a 
counterfeit note after a few months of circulation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is accompanied by a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table until 
that order is reached. 

Mr. BROWN. I present the petition of Messrs. Hutchinson & Brother 
and a number of other druggists of the city of Atlanta, Ga., who beg 
to call attention to the fact that the present internal-revenue tax on al- 
cohol which is used in the manufacture of medicines is a great hard- 
ship; that most of the drugs used by the poor and by everybody else 
are made in a great degree of alcohol, which is the menstruum or basis 
in use in making up drugs. They say, for instance, that alcohol which 
is 95 per cent. pure pays a tax of $1.70 per gallon, which is 22 cents 
per pint, and the menstruum of paregoricis just one-halfalcohol. This 
would make the cost of the menstruum of a quart of paregoric 32 cents, 
while without the tax it would be only 6 cents, making 240 per cent. 
tax on paregoric, for instance, on account of the present tax on alcohol. 
The same, they say, is true of laudanum, Bateman drops, and most 
other tinctures used in prescriptions. In another class of tinctures, as 
tincture of capsicum, capsicum compound, spirits of eamphor, and the 
like, there is even a proportion of alcohol. The petitioners say 
that the tax on alcohol is very oppressive on the people, and they ask 
that it be repealed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. S 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of 30 citizens of Knoxville, Tenn., 
praying for legislation to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia and 
other diseases among cattle; which was referred to the Committee on 

Agriculture and F x r 
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He aiso presented a petition of 49 citizens of Hermitage, Davidson 
County, Tennessee, praying that increased compensation be allowed 
fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BOWEN presented a memorial of the Leadville (Coloraan) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, remonstrating against the proposed removal of the 
present duty on lead ores; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of tobacco manufacturers of the 
ninth internal-revenue district of Pennsylvania, praying for the aboli- 
tion of the internal-revenue tax on cigars and cigarettes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented additional papers to accompany the peti- 
tion of Joseph G. Swank, of Columbia County, Pennsylvania, praying 
for legislation granting him certain relief; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHACE preseated a petition of citizens of Rhode Island, pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill for the prohibition of the liquor traffic 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1157) to correct an error in the description of cer- 
tain lands entered and patented to the city of Denver, in the State of 
Colorado, by authority of an act of Congress approved May 21, 1872, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to tebe elak referred the bill (H. R. 3318) relating to per- 
missible marks, printing or writing, upon second, third, and fourth 
class matter, and toamend the twenty-second and twenty-third sections 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889,” and 
for other purposes, to report it without amendment. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill may be considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Wiseonsin asks that 
the bill reported by him may be now considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. PLATT. Iobject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut ob- 
jects, and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 281) making an appropriation for 
the extension and enlargement of the United States custom-house at 
Kansas City, Mo., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wos re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1377) for the relief of Henry Pickett, of Washington, 
D. C., asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 434) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1433) to extend the time for the 
construction of a bridge across the Staten Island Sound, known as 
Arthur Kill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1434) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Capitol, North O Street and 
South Washington Railway Company,” approved March 3, 1875; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1435) granting a pension to Emil 
Schattle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1436) for the relief of James Farley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1437) for the relief of Reaney, 
Son & Archbold; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1438) to provide for the appointment of 
assistants to the chiefs of bureaus of the Navy Department; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1439) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry S. French, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1440) for the relief of W. C. 
Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1441) providing for a 
naval reserve; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
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Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1442) for the relief of C. A. Will- 
iams and others, owners of the schooner Era; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1443) for the relief of Newton 
Knight and others, citizens of Mississippi, therein named; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Aftairs. x 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1444) to amend section 4414 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the compensation of 
inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1445) for the relief of Emma H. Fish; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1446) for the relief of William A. Stock- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1447) granting a pension to Bridget 
Foley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1448) for the establishment of a 
bureau to be known as the bureau of harbors and waterways, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1449) for the improvement of the Kas- 
kaskia River, in the State of Illinois; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

_ _ Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1450) for the relief of Levander 

Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1451) for the relief of Elizabeth Damm; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1452) to authorize the city of Du- 
luth, Minn., to construct and maintain a bridge across the ship-canal 
and upon the Government piers of the same through Minnesota Point; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1453) to authorize the city of Duluth, 
St. Louis County, Minnesota, to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Bay of Superior, between Minnesota Point and Rice’s Point; which 
was read twice by itstitle, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1454) to reimburse the city of Duluth, 
in the State of Minnesota, for moneys advanced by said city for the 
construction of the ship-canal through Minnesota Point and the dike 
across Superior Bay, in said State; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1455) for the relief of Mark Tomlinson; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1456) granting pensions to officers of the 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, in certain cases; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHACE introduced a bill (8. 1457) granting a pension to George 
W. Welden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1458) to amend an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Terri- 
tories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for mining and 

“domestic purposes,” approved June 3, 1878; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to Flor- |. 


ence Courtney Cochnower; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1460) for the relief of Wal- 
ter D. Plowden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1461) to correct the military record 
of Michael Healy, late of Company C, Eighth New Hampshire Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 1462) granting a pension to Ralph Waldo 
Emerson, son of the late Lewis C. Nason; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1463) to authorize an ad- 
ditional appointment on the retired-list of the Marine Corps; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


, Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1464) to alter the regulations enacted by 
the Legislature of the State of South Carolina which prescribe the times, 
places, and manner of holding elections within said State for Represent- 
atives in Congress; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 1465) for the erection of a pub- 


lic building in the city of Chicago, Ill.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1466) granting a pension to John 
Eckland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1467) for the relief of David B. 
McKibbin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. G 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1468) granting a pension to John Stiles; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1469) for the relief of the settlers 
upon lands along the Des Moines River, above the Raccoon Forks, in 
the State of Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1470) creating a 
commission to inquire into and report upon the material, industrial, 
and mental progress of the colored race since 1865, and making appro- 
priations for the same; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the bill is referred I wish to say that it 
comes to me, as the papers show, from clergymen in the State of North 
Carolina, of the colored race, who take a very flattering view of their 
hopes and expectations, and of their progress in the last twenty years. 

The papers which accompany the bill show that this is an honest and 
earnest effort made on behalf of the very best people of the colored 
race, to appeal to the white race, to their neighbors, for aid and assist- 
ance, not in money, but by such moral support as will enable them to 
advance their condition and become worthy citizens of the United 
States. 

To express their ideas, the bill provides that the President of the 
United States shall appoint a commission of eminent persons of both 
races to examine into certain matters. In order to show the scope of 
it, I will read a single paragraph from a letter I have received: 

The whole country is interested about the negro’s adaptation to the ag S forms 
of civilized life as the Republic of the New World epitomizesthem. No Federal 
census embodying all phases of society can meet the purposes of this act. The 
negro is a part of the nation, with separate, distinct, and wholly dissimilar char- 
acteristics. He has but little social intercourse with his white fellow-country- 
man, There are no interchanges of strictly social amenities. There are few 
joint copartnerships in any vocation formed by black and white citzens. Inter- 
marriage is under the ban of both races. [Ecclesiastically there is no commingling. 
The negro has a world of hisown. Into this world the nation does not often 
enter, while the nations are oblivious of its existence. He (the negro) lives to 
himself, marrying within race limitations, moving in his own social, industrial, 
and religious sphere—a sphere, by the way, peculiar by reason of past environ- 
ments to the negro, and hardly realized in all its tremendous magnitude by the 
higher pbases of American society. 


The letter then proceeds to appeal for an impartial examination by a 
commission of men of both races, to be appointed by the President, to 
look into their condition, into the progress they have made, and into 
their ability to adapt themselves to the highest forms of civilization. 

I introduce the bill with great pleasure, because I think such an in- 
vestigation as that proposed, made ina non-partisan and non-sectarian 
view, without regard to contests of race, would be abenefit in instruct- 
ing the people of the United States as to the condition and progress of 
seven million of our fellow-citizens. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1471) to regulate the compensation 
of per-diem employés of the United States Government; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1472) relating to the printing of Gov- 
ernment securities, Treasury notes, national-bank notes, checks, d 
and internal-revenue stamps; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1473) to authorize the Chicago, 
Kansas and Western Railway Company to build its road across the Fort 
Hays military reservation; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 1474) to grant an American 
register to the foreign-built bark Nordstjernen; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1475) for the relief of Arthur 
Connell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1476) for the protection and admin- 
istration of the forests on the public domain; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 34) for the re- 
lief of Silas D. Baldwin; which was read twice by`its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 35) uppropriating 
$20,000 for the Subtropical Exposition at Jacksonville, Fla.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 36) authorizing the 
printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of the 
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District ot Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. a 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 37) to authorize the 
admission, duty free, of the products of certain North American prov- 
inces, which may have applied for admission into the Union; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the special deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. PUGH submitted the following concurrent resolution; which, 
with the accompanying letter from the Commissioner of Education, was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of the report 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1886-'87 there be printed 6,000 copies for 
the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and 25,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner. 

WEIL AND LA ABRA CLAIM. 

Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be nested, if not incom- 
patible with the public inte: to communicate to the Senate, in addition to 
the information asked for in the te resolution of the 21st of December. 1887, 
relating to moneys remaining in the hands of the Secretary of State, paid in by 
the Government of Mexico upon or applicable to the awards in favor of Benja- 
min Weil and of La Abra Silver Mining Company, respectively, and of all cor- 
respondence between said Secretary and said two respective awardees, or be- 
tween said Secre and the respective attorneys of such awardees, in regard 
to the submission of said claims, respectively, to the Court of Claims, under the 
twellth section of the act of Congress approved the 3d of March, 1887, entitled 
“An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States,” and in regard tothe payment by said Secretary of said moneys 
upon said awards, respectively. è 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I rise to a personal explanation. 
There has been an item of rather a jocular nature circulating around 
in the papers since last Thursday. I cut the slip I have in my hand 
from the New York World of its issue of Saturday last, though I think 
it was not published perhaps for the first time in that paper. I ask 
that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The article will be read at the desk, 
if there be no objection. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Senator Gray, of Delaware, has not yet recovered from the surprise which 
overcame him Thursday afternoon. He was entitled to the floor of the Senate 
to deliver a h on the Blair educational bill. His effort to filla “ ero, ho 

0. 


want” was defeated by Senator sgn singe aad Oregon, however, who tely 
asked Senator GRAY to grant him a few utes that he might submit a few 
observations on 


the Chinese restriction bill. Senator Gray Roay eave 
way, and MITCHELL talkedfor two hours and s half. Senator GRAY now ks 
of ee a bill restricting Senator MITCHELL from indulgence in sharp 
p! . 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, so far as that item attributes to 
me any discourtesy on that occasion towards the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray], and so far as it conveys the impression, as it does very 
clearly, that I resorted to some ies of practice in order to ob- 
tain possession of the floor to ver a , I simply desire to de- 
nounce it in every essential particular as being absolutely false. 

Moreover, the man who inspired that item, whoever he may be, is 

ilty of either a willful or an ignorant misrepresentation of facts. 

ether the Senator from Delaware has recovered from any supposed 
surprise which he experienced at any act of omission or commission on 
my part upon that occasion I do not know. One thing, however, I do 
know, that when I addressed the Senate on that occasion, neither the 
Senator from Delaware nor any other Senator in this body was enti- 
tled to the floor as against myself. Nor is it true, as stated in the 
item, that before proceeding to make my speech I requested the Sen- 
ator from Delaware to give me a few minutes, that I might submit a 
few observations, as stated in the item, upon the Chinese restriction 
act. Ineither requested the Senator from Delaware nor any other 
member of this body to give me permission to address the Senate at 
that time; it was not necessary. 

The facts, Mr. President, are simply these, as every Senator here 
knows: The unfinished business on that day was the Blair educational 
bill. That bill, under the rules of the Senate, was not in order in the 
Senate until 2 o’clock of that day, as every Senator knows. At that 
time, in case the bill had been taken up, the Senator from Delaware 
was entitled to the floor to speak to that bill. 

On the 12th day of December I had introduced a bill relating to the 
exclusion of Chinese. I then asked that it might lie on the table, and 
I on notice that at some convenient time at no distant day I should 
ask the Senate to proceed to its consideration for the purpose of ena- 
bling me to submit some remarks before it was referred to the appro- 

te committee. 

On Monday last I again pate notice in open Senate that on Wednes- 
day, at the conclusion of the morning business, I should ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of the bill for the purpose of ena- 
bling me to submit some remarks in support of the measure before it 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. When Wednes- 


day morning came, at the conclusion of the morning business, as I was 
about to rise, the Senator from Maine pair. HALE] rose and moved to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution introduced by him on the 
same day that I had introduced my bill, and which had also laid upon 
the table. That resolution was taken up, and he proceeded to makea 
political speech, and avery good one. That speech continued until 
after 2 o’clock, when, of course, the regular order coming up, I made no 
effort to get up my bill. 

On Thursday morning, the day referred to in this item, at the con- 
clusion of the morning business, which was concluded at about half 
past 1 o’clock, I rose in my place without resorting to any sharp prac- 
tice, and addressed the Chair. The Chair in its discretion recognized 
me, and I moved to proceed to the consideration of the bill; my motion 
prevailed,and it was taken up without a dissenting vote. I again ad- 
dressed the Chair, and was recognized and proceeded to discuss the bill. 

At that time neither the Senator from Delaware nor any other Sen- 
ator was entitled to the floor as against me. The educational bill was 
notin order until 2 o’clock of that day. I had about half completed my 
speech when 2 o'clock arrived, when the educational bill wasin order, 
Then the honorable Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] rose in his 
place, and, as is the universal custom under such circumstances, asked 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the regular order, the edu- 
cational bill, should be laid temporarily aside to enable me to conclude 
my To that request no objection was made by any member of 
the Senate, TheSenator from Delaware could not haveobjected to that 
request unless he had been guilty of a discourtesy that was never known 
in this body, and adiscourtesy which the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware is not a pene of committing. The regular order having been 
temporarily laid aside, I proceeded with my remarks and concluded, 
and then the unfinished business came up. 

That is all there is to it, and all that there was of it. If there was 
any sharp practice in that, or any want of courtesy to the Senator from 
Delaware, or to anybody else, I fail to see where it comes in. 

Mr. President, I am not in the habit of resorting tosharp practice in 
this body for the purpose of either obtaining the floor or retaining it 
after I have obtained it. While the item proceeds in a rather jocular 
vein, it contains a covert attack on me of a most contemptible nature, 
as I it, and I should be not only very much surprised, but very 
much pained if I should ever learn that it was inspired in any shape, 
manner, or form by any member of the Senate, and I am quite sure that 
no honorable member of the press would publish a thing of that kind 

inst any member of the Senate unless he had been misinformed. 
That is all I have to say. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not know that I am called upon to 
say anything except, ifa disclaimer is necessary, to disclaim anything 
like a grievance against the Senator from Oregon. 

I was entitled to the floor when the morning hour expired on the 
day on which the Senator spoke. He during the morning hour 
and on its expiration went on with his speech by the permission of the 
Senate, and I was glad to extend to him the courtesy which he has cor- 
rectly stated is a usual one. The Senator having the floor when the 
morning hour closed was allowed to go on and conclude; and it gave 
me great pleasure to listen to the Senator's speech. It was a very good 
speech, and I do not know that he gave us too much of a good thing, 
but I can assure the Senator that I have not the slightest knowledge of 
this article, nor have I had any connection with it, nor have I any sus- 
picion as to whois the authorofthe paragraph hehasjustread. Itseems 
to me rather like a little fun. 

However, seriously, I only want to say that so far as I am concerned 
Thave not the slightest grievance a t the Senator from Oregon about 
the matter. He had a perfect right to avail himself of the courtesy 
of the Senate, or my courtesy, if you choose to put it so, and I shall be 
always glad to extend to him a like courtesy, if it is in my power to 
do so. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A image from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, itsClerk, 
announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 4911) to carry out 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of James H. Ayres; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 261) toamend the law concerning the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

HOUSE BILL REFEREED. 

The bill (H. R. 4911) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of James H. Ayres, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ifthe business of the morning hour is over, 
I move that the Senato now proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three hours and thirty minutes 
spent in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
January 17, 1688, at 12 m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 16th day of January, 1888. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John T. Hammond, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Annapolis, in the State of Maryland, to succeed Thomas Ire- 
land, whose term of office will expire by limitation January 20, 1888, 

Stephen A. Moreno, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
peek homeo: in the State of Florida, to succeed John J. McGuire, 


AEMY PROMOTIONS, 


Second Lieut. John F. McBlain, to be first lieutenant, February 11, 
1887, vice Conline, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 10, 1888. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Joseph §. Swan, of Glenwood Springs, Colo., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Glenwood Springs, Colo. 

Gould B. Blakely, of Sidney, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Sidney, Nebr. 

Albert W. Crites, of Plattsmouth, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Chadron, Nebr. 

John Treacy, of North Platte, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
at North Platte, Nebr. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Edward J. Farlow, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Oregon. 

John H, Firey, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county of Brown 
and Territory of Dakota. 

Fred. Puhler, to be postmaster at Ada, in the county of Norman and 
State of Minnesota. 

John McCarthy, to be postmaster at Stillwater, in the county of 
Washington and State of Minnesota. 

George W. Levis, to be postmaster at Black River Falls, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Wisconsin. 

W. E. Lennan, to be postmaster at Hurley, in the county of Ashland 
and State of Wisconsin. 

. Felix C. Bennett, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of Green 

and State of Wisconsin. A 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 16, 1888. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT: 
Lucius Q. C. Lamar, of Mississippi, to be associate justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 
POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
Don M. Dickinson, of Michigan, to be Postmaster-General. 
SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

William F. Vilas, of Wisconsin, to be Secretary of the Interior. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 16, 1883. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and approved. 

IMPORTATION OF OPIUM. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, submitting a draught and recommending the ofa 
bill to prohibit the importation of opium in certain forms; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON LITHOGRAPHIC PRINTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the counsel of the 
Manufacturing Lithographers’ Association of the United States in re- 
lation to the duty on lithographic prints; which was referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


JANITOR AMIDON SCHOOL-HOUSE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the president 
of the board of commissioners of the District of Columbia in relation to 
a clerical omission from the District of Columbia appropriation act of 


+ 


March 3, 1887, and asking that provision be made for the pay of a jan-< 
itor for the Amidon school-house; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. s 


DEFICIENCIES, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Houses letter from the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, submitting an estimate of appropriations to supply de- 
ficiencies for contingent expenses of the Treasury Department, ht, 
telegraphing, ètc., for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCY, POSTAL SERVICE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficiencies in appropriations 
for the postal service for the fiscal years 1887 and 1888 ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYES NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting list of employés of that Department, showing 
their compensation and the time actually employed, stating that they 
have been usefully employed, and that the services of all are repune 
for the prompt disposition of the public business; which was referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, and ordered - 
to be printed. 

$ SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill of the following 
title; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, namely: 

A bill (S. 274) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point in the county of St. Charles, in 
the State of Missouri, below the city of St. Charles. 

AGNES AND MARIA DE LEON. 


On motion of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, the Committee on Claims 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3121) 
for the relief of Agnes and Maria De Leon, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, under the rules of the 
House, when a bill is improperly referred through the petition-box, as 
in this case, the committee to which it is erroneously sent is author- 
ized to make a proper indorsement and send it to the appropriate com- 
mittee without the necessity of asking a formal order of the House. 

In the present case the order will be made. 


BILLS ON THE CALENDAR FROM THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, Idesire to submit for immediate con- 
sideration a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he ia hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to give to the bills now on the House Private Calendar and reported to 
the Forty-ninth Congress from the Court of Claims with its findings, as they are 
passed by the House, the number to which they would be entitled if introduced 
nt the time of their yin lieu of the number they now bear; and the 
bill numbered 4956, entitled “A bill to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the ease of James H. Ayres,” and veg ote the House on Friday, Jan- 
uary 13, 1888, be given the number 4911, in lieu of 4956. i 


Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, the object of this resolution is to ob- 
viate—— = 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I object. Let this go to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ifthe gentleman will hear me for a moment I 
think he will withdraw his objection. I think at all events this is a 
privileged resolution, and entitled to immediate consideration. 

It isa resolution relating simply to the business of the House, and is 
intended to obviate a difficulty which the clerks find, arising by reason 
of the fact that bills reported from the Court of Claims in preceding 
Congresses, and now upon our Private Calendar, bear the same numbers 
they bore in the Forty-ninth Congress; and the bills introduced into 
this Congress must of necessity bear corresponding numbers, if we in- 
troduce enough bills to correspond with the numbers they bear. We 
thus have two sets of numbers. 

The only object of the resolution is to change the numbers of the 
bills coming over from the Court of Claims and re to the last 
Congress as they are passed, in order to obviate this perplexing diffi- 
culty into which the clerks find themselves driven. I do not think, in 
view of the object in view, that any gentleman will oppose it. It is 
asked by the clerks of the House and the officers whose business it is 
to keep these numbers in order, to avoid confusion. That being the 
only object of introducing the resolution, I trust it will commend itself 
to the House; and I ask an immediate vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his objection? 

Mr. NELSON. I withdraw it. 

Mr. ADAMS. . I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE] whether this motion relates to all bills which have been 
brought over in that anomalous way and placed upon the Calendar. 
My reason for asking the question is that I fear it may give rise to con- 
fusion if a particular resolution is adopted with regard to one bill when 
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the difficulty which the gentleman refers to applies to all. 


I am my- 
self of opinion that any member of this House may object to the posi- 
tion of any of those bills on the Calendar, because a statute of last Con- 
can not establish the rules for this Congress; and any of those bills 
ight be referred to a committee as if it were just introduced. 
nt the gentleman from Kentucky will see that there being here a 
certain number of bills—about forty-five bills—brought over from the 
last Congress, and having the numbers, by accident perhaps, which they 
bore in that Congress, the entire number should be given, if they are to 
havea place on the Calendar of the Fiftieth Congress, a series of continu- 
ous numbers. They ought, perhaps, to have been numbered from 1 to 
45, because they do, in fact, take precedence of any bill introduced in 
the Fiftieth Congress. s) 

As I have said, I think itis by mere sufferance that this takes place, 
But if it takes place in regard to any of those bills it should take place 
in regard to every one of that class of bills. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the gentleman from Illinois had caught the 
reading of the resolution he would have known that it covers all the 
bills of that class onthe Calendar. It does not give them a continuous 
series of numbers for the very reason that the gentleman states himself, 
and that is that when these bills are pending on the Calendar they may 
be subject to the point that they are referable to committees, and in 
that event they will not be given numbers until they are reported back 
from the committee. The resolution does not give them any status 
whatever on the Calendar other than that they now have. They are 
to be numbered only as they are passed, and then the bill is given the 
number to which it would be entitled if introduced at the time of its 

. Lask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution of- 
fered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be i 


laid upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. I submit the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and which, I think, presents a privileged question. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and is hereby, instructed to as- 
certain and report whether there are sufficient unoccupied rooms in the Capitol 
for the accommodation of the committees of the House, and if not, where and 
upon what terms the necessary rooms can be procured, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. If the House will allow me, I will make 
what is in the nature of a personalstatement. As gentlemen are aware, 
I have been assigned to the chairmanship of a new committee. Upon 
appealing to the Speaker for an assignment of a room, and upon talk- 
ing with the Architect of the Capitol, I have ascertained that no room 
is to be had either for my committee—if I may so call it—or for cer- 
tain other committees. Hence it is impossible to organize not only 
that committee but several others. 

Upon appealing to the Speaker, deeming it was within his functions 
to make this assignment, he, after a personal examination, suggested 
to me the adoption of the course presented in this resolution. I trust 
the House will give it, immediately, favorable action; otherwise very 
important committees of the House will be without the power of dis- 
charging the duties imposed upon them by the House. I ask for the 
immediate consideration of the resolution. ` 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is privileged. The question is on 
agreeing to it. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALLEGED DISCRIMINATIONS BY CANADIAN GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I present a privileged report from the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries on a resolution referred to them. 
The resolution referred to the committee is as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, requested, if not incompatible 
with the public interests, to transmit to the House copies of any correspondence, 
reports, or other information in possession of any department of the executive 
in reference to alleged discriminations in tolls or charges by the Government of 
the Dominion of Canada against vessels or cargoes passing through the Welland 
Canal and destined for ports of the United States on the Great Lakes; and also in 
re = pon a enea by E Gorernmenrol the Dona of Canada 
whereby a less or charge is in effect imposed on cargoes for export passing 
rey the Welland Canal when transported to the seaboard by the St. Law- 
rence River than when transported by routes through the United States, 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was referred 
House resolution in reference to alleged discriminations in tolls or charges by 
the Government of the Dominion of Canada, having considered the same, re- 

lly report the same back with the recommendation that it pass with the 
following amendments: . 
In line 1 strike out the word “ President” and insert the words “‘ Secretary of 
u 


the Treasury, 
In line 4, after the word “in,” insert the word “his,” 
In line 5 strike out the words “ of any department of the executive.” 


Mr. McMILLIN. We found on investigation that the information 
sought here was in the Treasury Department, and the amendments pro- 
posed confine the call to the Treasury Department for the purpose of 
making iť more expeditious. We found that upon complaint being 
made proper correspondence was entered into on the part of the Govern- 
ment, and that the information is now being printed. I yield such 
time as he may desire to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DincLey] 
who introduced the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as this resolution of in- 
quiry has been commented on by Canadian officials, and their com- 
ments have been printed in the newspapers of this country, it is fitting 
that I should take this opportunity to call the attention of the House 
and the country to their admissions and their defense. 

In order that the House may understand the point at issue, I send to 
the Clerk a special dispatch from the capital of the Dominion of Canada, 
which embodies views so nearly identical with several other specials 
from the same capital that I am justified in concluding that it pre- 
sents the position of Canadian officials. I will ask the Clerk to read 
the dispatch. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Special dispatch to the Boston Herald.) 
OTTAWA, ONTARIO, January 5, 1888. 

In explanation of the alleged discrimination in tolls by the Canadian Govern- 
ment against vessels passing through the Welland Canal destined for the United 
States lake ports, regarding which Mr. DINGLEY has introduced a resolution in 
Congress, a prominent official in the inland revenue department stated to your 
sorreypondans to-day that if Mr. DINGLEY took the trouble to pe deve twenty- 
seventh article of the Washington treaty he would find that no discrimination 
had been made. 

The discrimination alleged to have been made is the result of the following 
order in council, under date of 28th March, 1887,and similar orders which have 
been passed every year for the past thre years: 

“ For the forthcoming season of navigation, and no longer, the rate of toll to 
be paid for passage through Welland and St. Lawrence Canals only, of the 
undermentioned food products, when shipped for Montreal or any other Cana- 
dian port east of Montreal, is fixed at 2 cents per ton, namely, wheat, Indian 
corn, peas, barley, and rye.” 

This is a reduction from 20 to 2 cents a ton. j 

The object of the Dominion Government in promulgating this order was to 
encouragetradeoverthe St. Lawrence route instead of allowing itto go to Ameri- 
can ports. American vessels passing through the Welland and St. Lawrence 
Canals to Montreal would be entitled tothe same rebate of tolls as Canadian ves- 
sels receive. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call the attention of the House to, 

First, the admission that the Canadian Government imposes a toll of 
20 cents per ton on vessels laden with grain passing through the Wel- 
land Canal and bound to Jake ports in'the United States, and only 2 
cents per ton on such vessels bound to Montreal, Quebec, and foreign 
ports. 

Second, the admission that this discrimination is made to encourage 
the movement of grain from Chicago and other western lake ports by 
Canadian transportation routes instead of American transportation 
routes. ° 3 

Third, the claim that a ‘‘study’’—I emphasize the word—a ‘‘study” 
of the twenty-seventh article of the treaty of Washington will show 
that ‘‘no discrimination has been made’’ against the United States in 
conflict with that article. 

The clause of the twenty-seventh article of the treaty of Washing- 
ton referred to, reads as follows: 

The Government of Her Britannic Majesty engages to urge upon the Gov- 
ernment of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of the United 
States the use of the Welland, St, Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion 
on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion. 


I do not propose to argue the question as to whether a toll of 20 cents 
per ton on vessels bound to a port of the United States and only 2 cents 
per ton on vessels bound to Montreal, Quebec, and foreign ports, does 
‘secure to the citizens of the United States the use of the Welland 
Canal on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion of 
Canada,” either in the letter or the spirit of the treaty. 

The suggestion of the Canadian officials that there is no discrimina- 
tion against the citizens of the United States, because the discrimina- 
tion is not against American vessels as such, but against all vessels des- 
tined for American ports, must have required patient and persistent 

‘study.”’ 

Imagine two neighbors, A and B, entering into an agreement by 
which B engages to allow A the use of the former’s private way on 
equal terms with B for an equivalent. Having received his compen- 
sation, B proceeds to adopt a regulation that all persons ing over 
the way to his own house shall be free, but all persons passing over the 
way to A’s house shall pay a toll of 10 cents per person. A remon- 
strates, but B replies, ‘This rule is not in violation of our agreement, 
as A can use the way on the same terms as I can. I can not pass over 
the way to A’s house without paying a toll, and A can pass over the 
way to my house without payment of toll, in the same manner that I 

” 


How long, Mr. Speaker, would it take a court of justice to remind 
B that an engagement to allow A the use of the way on terms of equal- 
ity with B carries with it the equal right to use the way to go to his 
house? 

It certainly does not require much ‘‘study ” for a fair-minded man 
to understand that the engagement of Canada to secure to the citizens 
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of the United States the use of the Welland Canal on terms of equal- 
ity with the inhabitants of Canada carries with it the right to take the 
vessels and cargoes to ports of the United States on equal terms. 

The United States gave the inhabitants of Canada, as compensation 
for the use of the Welland Canal, the privilege of using the Sault St. 
Marie Canal, at the foot of Lake Superior, on equal terms with the citi- 
zens of the United States. How have we performed our part of the 
reciprocal agreement? 

The United States have permitted all vessels passing through the 
Sault St. Marie Canal and bound for Canada to do so without pay- 
ment of any toll, because we allow our vessels going to our own ports to 
doso. If wehad attempted to pass vessels bound to ports of the United 
States free of toll, and to charge vessels bound to Canadian ports a toll 
of twenty cents, would not the Canadian authorities have remon- 
strated—and justly, too—against such an infraction of the treaty? But 
I will not at this time pursue the subject further. 

If the official information that shall be furnished to Congress in re- 
sponse to this resolution shows no further discrimination against the 
United States by the Dominion Government than what is already ad- 
mitted by their officials—and it is alleged that the discrimination has 
gone further—I doubt not that the President will promptly call the 
attention of the British Government to this infraction of treaty obli- 
gations, and, if the discrimination is continued at the opening of navi- 
gation in the spring, will inform Congress, in order that such discrimi- 
nation against the United States may receive appropriate attention. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me a 
question? Is it notalso a fact that to-day the Canadian Government 
refuses re-entry to Canadian goods transported over United States rail- 
ways, hoping thereby to secure the entire carriage of those goods over 
Canadian railways? 

Mr, DINGLEY. I understand such is the fact; but that matter is 
not embraced in this resolution. 

I now yield the floor to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee. - 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. ` 

Mr. MCMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committe on Printing, reported back 
without amendment a resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed 20,000 copies of the President's lastannual mes- 
sage for the use of the House. 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The resolution of the House that there be rated 20,000 copies of the Presi- 
dent’s last annual message for the use of the House has been considered by the 
committee; who have directed that the same be reported with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass. The estimated cost of printing 20,000 copies with paper covers 
is $178.75. The approximate cost a nena | previously estimated upon for Con- 
gress within the present fiscal year is $60,652.95. 


Mr, RICHARDSON. I move the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DELAY IN FURNISHING CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, submitted a 
report; which was read, as follows: b 


On the 12th instant this committee was directed to inquire into the reasons, 
if any exist, why the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is not furnished to mem- 
bers at an earlier hour, and to report their findings in the premises to the House. 

The committee forth with caused a copy of the resolution in the case to be sent 
to the Public Printer and the Postmaster of the House, and invited these offi- 
cers to answer the inquiry set forth therein. 

The Public Printer appeared, made a verbal statement, and submitted also a 
minen statement to the committee, The written statement is in the following 
words: 

“ GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 13, 1888, 

“Sm: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt at your hands under to- 
daya dato, of the following resolution, adopted in the House on the 12th instant, 

o wit: 3 

“ ‘Resolved, That the standing committee of this House on printing be re- 

nested to inquire into the reasons, if any exist, why the daily CONGRESSIONAL 

RD is not furnished to members at an earlier hour, and report their find- 
ing inthe posun to the House.’ 
I am pleased to answer your request for information, so far as it is within my 
power, Aten resentation of the following facts: 

_ ‘The daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD referred to I assume to be the morning de- 
livery of the Recorp through the Washington city -office. Since the meet- 
ing of Congress on December 5th last I understand that there have been two fail- 
ures on ved aaah of this office to deliver the Recorp at the city post-office in time 
for the usual morning delivery, on the part of said office, at the residence of mem- 
bers of the Senate and House. The failure in each instance was due to the fact 
that this office was embarrassed in the work on the RECORD by the late arrival 
or the difficult character of the copy received from the Clerk’s desk of the 
House of Representatives, which rendered ita mechanical impossibility to issue 
it in the usual time. I understand that on one other occasion, January 12, the 


RECORD was not received in the morning mail by the members of the House. 
The failure in this case was not due to this office, as the issue of that day was 
delivered at the Washi: n t-office in ample time for proper distribution, 
as the correct delivery of the Senate copies that morning attest. I can not give 
the reason for this failure in the delivery of the House copies. 

“I will add that this office has met every requirement within its power to se- 
cure the early and regular delivery of the RECORD., 


“Most respectfully, yours 
ae “TH, E. BENEDICT, 


x “ Public Printer, 
“Hon. Jas. D. RICHARDSON, 
“ Chairman Committee on Printing, House of Representatives.” 


The Postmaster of the House appeared before the committee and submitted 

the following answer: 
“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
“Washington, D. C., January 14, 1888. 

“During the present session of Con, the Recorp has failed to reach the 
members or the morning delivery on three occasions, two of which were on ac- 
count of its failure to be delivered to this office in time for distribution, and once 
it was thrown at the usual place upon the platform at the city post-office at an 
early hour in the morning, before daylight; y accident it was covered over with 

o 


mail sacks and not discovered until too late for the 7.30 delivery. 

“The latter trouble has been remedied and will not occur again. 

“Tam, very respectfully, 

“LL, DALTON, 
“ Postmaster House of Representatives. 

“Hon. J, D. RICHARDSON, 

“ Chairman Committee on Printing.” 
The foregoing statement of the Public Printer indicating that ‘ibly there 


might have been delay in forwarding material for publication inthe RECORD, or 
some i larity as to the copy or pecan iain A ATES the committee called 
upon the Clerk for a statement. It was furnished in writing, and is as follows: 


t CLERK’S OFFICE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
“Washington, D. C., January 14, 1388, 


“Sm: The letter received by you from the Public Printer of the 13th instan 
and referred to me, states that since the meeting of Congress on December 
last there have been two failures on the part of the Government Printing Office 
to deliver the RECORD, and that the failure in each instance was due to the fact 
that that office was embarrassed by the late arrival and difficult character of the 
copy received from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, which rendered 
ita mechanical impossibility to issue it in the usual time. 

“I presume that the two occasions referred to were January 4 and 9, respect- 
vey upon which dates there were introduced of public and private bills 1,939 
and 1,000. 

“Under a rule SERONT AODIG by the House, it becomes the duty of the Clerk 
to furnish to the Official Reporters a transcript of the bills of a private nature, 
This being an additional duty to that heretofore performed by the Clerk, it be- 
came necessary to detail clerks who had nevér performed that kind of duty to 
assist in preparing the copy. In doing so a number of sheets were written on 
both sides, which was not discove in time to be corrected for that day's 
RECORD. The copy furnished by the Clerk was not of a difficult character, ex- 
cept as mentioned above. As far as this office is concerned, the delay could 
only have occurred from the lateness of the hour at which the copy. was deliv- 
ered, which was, respectively, on the two ons mentioned, 11.30 p. m, and 
1.30a,m. The work was formed as ra “rg Se possible under the circum- 
ome and the copy furnished to the Public nter without unnecessary de- 

ay. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
se “JNO. B. CLARK, 
“Clerk House of Representatives, 
“Hon. J. D. RICHARDSON, 
“Chairman Committee on Printing.” 


The committee are of opinion that the delay referred to is such as will of ne- 
cessity sometimes occur, and is fully S o eA by the foregoing letters, The 
committee submit this report, and ask to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the subject or matter involved. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to add anything 
to the report which has just been read. I believe it explains the de- 
lays which have occurred, and answers the inquiry proposed in the 
resolution referred to the Committeeon Printing. This isa unanimous 
report of the committee, and we ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if it be in order I move 
to recommit this report to the Committee on Printing, with instrue- 
tions to make inquiry why there is such delay in the printing of bills, 


-reports of committees, and communications from executive bureaus or 


Departments which are presented to this House. I am informed that 
over two thousand bills which have been introduced here have not yet 
been printed, and members of the House know the trouble we have 
had in regard to the printing of reports upon bills which have already 
been reported, the result of which has been that Représentatives not 
belonging to the committee reporting a bill have been unable to-obtain 
information necessary in determining what action they should take in 
the premises. _ 

I understand also that the printing of reports from different bureaus 
of Departments, which have been sent to the Government Printing Office, 
has been delayed not only for weeks but for months. It ismy fortune 
or misfortune to have been assigned to a place on the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and hence I haye some knowledge of 
the effect of this delay upon the business of that committee. The Com- 
missioner of Navigation is required to make to Congress a report relat- 
ing to American shipping. I understand that such a report was made 
by that officer nearly two months ago and that it has since been lying at 
the Government Printing Office; and I am credibly informed that even 
to-day not a line of it has been set up. We do not know when we can 
get that report; we do not know how much longer it is to be delayed. 

Inasmuch as there‘is some dispute as to the cause of the delay in the 
furnishing of the RECORD, it seems to meitis best to enlarge the powers 
of the committee so that while inquiring in reference to the RECORD 
they may also ascertain for us why reports upon which members must 
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my for their information connected with pending measures are so long 


yed. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] 
reduce his motion to writing, or shall the Chair state it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will it not suit the gentleman just as well to 
offer his proposition as an independent resolution without recommit- 
ting this report? If he will embody his inquiry in a separate proposi- 
tion, the Committee on Printing will faithfully consider the subject 
and make prompt report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield to me 
for one moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think, Mr. Speaker, I can answer one of the in- 
quiries of my colleague without the necessity of referring the matter 
to the Public Printer. Since this House reassembled on the 5th of 
this month, there have been introduced four thousand nine hundred 
and five bills, to say nothing of the large number of bills which haye 
been introducedin theSenate. Ifmembers then will consider this enor- 
mous amount of worksuddenly imposed upon the Publie Printing Office, 
requiring them to print fiveSthousand bills, they will understand the 
failure which may have occurred in reference to the furnishing of some 
other documents. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, for a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you happen to know of your own knowl- 
edge, or by report of others, whether bills introduced into this House 
and ordered to be printed have been printed at the Government Print- 
ing Office in the orderin which they have been introduced, or whether 
the report is true that members have procured the printing of their 
bills and out of the order in which they were presented, and 
printed far in advance of others presented before them? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no information on that subject, but Iam 
willing the statement of the gentleman from Ohio shall come in and go 
for what it is worth. If the gentleman is satisfied, from the informa- 
tion which he has received, that any such thing has been done, I sug- 
gest he ask the gentleman from Tennessee to have an inquiry made on 
the subject. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What is the matter with the Public Printing 
Office, or with the Public Printer, that there has been such delay in 
farnishing these documents? 

Mr. SPRINGER. _ I was trying to state what the difficulty was, and 
I will proceed to do so if gentlemen will not interrupt me further. 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible to hear, there is so much conver- 
sation on the floor and in the rear of the seats. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the difficulty of the Public 
Printing Office is just this: We have in one or two days imposed upon 
the Government Printing Office almost a month’s work. That is the 
difficulty, and they can not be expected to get it out in the same time 
they would an ordinary amount of business, for there is no power con- 
ferred upon the Public Printer, when such a vast amount of work has 
been cast upon him, to go out into the city and employ an additional 
force of printers. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But has not that always occurred at the begin- 
ning of a long session of Congress? Even conceding that to be true, 
and that there is some excuse for delay in the printing of these bills, 
why is it we have not received documents ordered eleven months ago? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, these difficulties always occur at the begin- 
ning of a new Congress or a new session of Congress. I wish to say 
here now that I regard it as a great abuse to order the printing of such 
a large number of bills, private as well as public, costing thousands of 
dollars to the public Treasury. > 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois, who says 


we have imposed on the Public Printing Office the printing of thousands | 


of bills and documents, whether the same thing does not occur at the 
beginning of every new session of Congress? And while such isthe case, 
as he admits, I ask him whether there has ever before been such delay 
in printing bills and documents at the Government Printing Office? 
Mr. SPRINGER. That has always occurred, so far as my recollec- 
tion is concerned, at the beginning of every session. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Not since I have been a member.of Congress. 
Mr. SPRINGER. So far as I know those employed at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office have exerted themselves to the fullest extent to 
supply all the printing ordered by Congress. 
. MILLIKEN. Then why does not the Public Printer supply the 
bills and documents which have been ordered to be printed ? 
Mr. SPRINGER. There is such a thing as physical inability to sup- 
ply at once what has been ordered to be printed in such vast numbers. 
believe there is no body of men in this city who work more hours out 
of the twenty-four than the printers in the Public Printing Office. Since 
this Congress assembled they have been doing all men could do to keep 
up the printing which has been ordered by the two Houses of Congress. 
there is anything wrong in the matter, I can say the proper remedy 
is here inthe House. In the firstplace, we ought not to impose so much 
work upon the Public Printer. These thousands of bills and public 
documents cost the Government millions of dollars every year; and in 
my judgment if careful investigations were made—and I served one 


Congress on the Committee on Printing—it would be found at every 
session of Congress we have ordered printing costing millions of dollars 
in the aggregate which might have been di with on a more care- 
ful consideration of the matter and that amountsaved to the Treasury. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why does not the gentleman, then, if he is satis- 
fied in this regard, introduce that reform himself? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Maine, now that he 
Sy given his attention to the subject, wiil look into the matter him- 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I introduced the original resoln- 
tion of inquiry, but had no idea at the time that it would take so wide 
a range as it seems to be taking now under the proposed amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois. I had no knowledge at the time that 
any other department of the printing of the House was in this sort of 
condition; and in presenting the resolution I only wanted to inquire, 
and if possible ascertain, why it was that we could not, or did not, get 
the copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in the morning at the proper 
time. Iam bound to besatisfied with the report made by the Com- 
mittee on Printing, because I have not any ground to dispute the con- 
clusions reached by them. 

Ihave this to say, however, that if, during the session of the present 
Congress up to this time, it has been found difficult or impossible for 
the Printing Office to furnish our official RECORD on two occasions, 
what may we reasonably anticipate will be the condition of things be- 
fore the session closes? I judge of the efficiency of the present print- 
ing department of the Government by what I have seen of other ad- 
ministrations of that office. I have seen this House hold a session un- 
til 11 o’clock at night, and in the regular distribution of the mail in 
the morning the RECORD was there and perfect, Gssgpe all the 
proceedings up to the hour of adjournment. I regret, and look for- 
ward with a great deal of foreboding to, what is to come in the future. 

Now the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] states that the 
overwhelming number of bills introduced into the House at this ses- 
sion explains and defends the condition of affairs to be found in the 
Public Printing Office. I am not quite prepared to yield my judgment 
to his upon that subject. Looking back at the RECORD of the Forty- 
ninth Congress I find that there were quite as many and probably more 
bills introduced in that Congress during the same period than we have 
reached in the present session, and yet I haveno recollection that there 
was any such delay, or any complaint such as we now find, and by reason 
of which the original resolution was presented. 

But again, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman’s statement, I 
hold in my hand a part of a very valuable and indispensable public doc- 
ument that, it is the theory of the Government at least, shall be fur- 
nished to Congress some time during the early part of the first session. 
I refer to the report of the engineers of the War Department for the 
year 1887. 

Gentlemen can see all there is of it up to the present time. Here it 
isin my hand. Where the balance of it may be I have no knowledge. 
It may have been thrown upon some platform, and covered up with mail- 
bags too, as the RECORDS were. And there are only fifteen or twenty, 
as I understand it, advanced copies even of this partof it. About one- 
third or less, therefore, of the report has been furnished to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors instead of the whole document, as we had 
reason to expect.. This portion refers also toan appendix. Appropri- 
ations are here recommended which are based upon certain other rec- 
ommendations made in the appendix. 

If anybody has seen that appendix he has had much more success in 
that direction than I have had. So we find the committee about to 
proceed to prepare a river and harbor bill without any information 
whatever; all its work to be done over again when hereafter, if ever, 
the opportunity comes when we are able to get the whole work in our 
hands. Two years ago not only was the whole report in the hands of 
the committee, but earlier than this we had time to have it bound and 
furnished for our use in committee. 

I am not objecting to the report of the Committee on Printing. They 
have thoroughly investigated the subject, and the assurance is given to 
us that we shall have no more delay. That is as far as the scope of 
my resolution went, and it is an answer to the whole of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is easy always to find fault, but we ought to deal 
honestly with ourselves as well as with public officers. 

Iam not an old memberof the House of Representatives, but I have 
served in two previous Congresses. In the Forty-eighth Congress there 
was no change in the rules, and the introduction of bills came on in 
their regular order. ‘he Public Printer had the right and opportunity 
to use all the holiday recess for the publication of the bills introduced 
before that date. He therefore had ample time for the accomplish- 
ment of that work, and I do not remember any serious complaints in 
that Congress, though I do remember there were some delays. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress there was a complete change of the rules, 
and we debated them, as gentlemen will remember, day after day for 
a considerable time. But the bills were introduced before the rules 
were settled, and the result of that proceeding was inextricable con- 
fusion on the part of the officers of the House in regard to the printing 
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and referenceof bills. In the Fiftieth Congress—the present Congress— 
we have also had under consideration the reformation of our rules, and 
to avoid the error into which we fell in the Forty-ninth Congress, by 
the introduction of bills before the adoption of the rules, we postponed 
their introduction, and therefore the Public Printer did not have the 
opportunity of using the holiday recess for printing them, So that 
upon the reconvening of Congress after the holidays this whole batch 
of bills is precipitated upon the Public Printer, and then gentlemen 
rise under these circumstances to condemn him because he can not do 
everything in a minute, as if the world was made in a minute. 

Mr. Speaker, this is only a part and parcel of the arraignment of the 
Democratic party of which we heard so much before it came into power. 
The whole country was to go to the ‘‘demnition bow-wows”’ if the 
Democratie party ever got into power. Well, we got into power, and 
we have wagged along for a couple of years or more without any very 
serious complaints. The Treasury has not been raided; the soldiers 
have been taken care of; we have paid off the public debt; few defalca- 
tions, ifany, have occurred, and the country seems to be entirely safe; 
but yet somebody is always ready to find some little thing or other to 
quarrel or complain about. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. ROGERS, After I have got through. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to ask the gentleman a question at that 

int. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not yield. Ihave buta little more to say, and I 
will then yield the floor. 

We ought to deal fairly with the public officers. That is all I have 
to say aboutthat. These gentlemen, if they want to investigate these 
officers, ought to do so inamanly sortof way. You havepresented the 
resolntion that brings before the House the subject now under discus- 
sion. You have got an answer to the resolution from the committee 
and can discuss it, That is a legitimate discussion. But do not take 
up for discussion things about which nobody has information, and put 
before the country a discussion of this kind without any opportunity 
having been offered for investigation. 3 

There isa principle of common law which should obtain here as well 
as c!sewhere—to give every man against whom a charge is brought-his 
day in court. If any of these oflicers have been derelict in the dis- 
charge of their duties, introduce your resolution, investigate them, and 
if they are found to be subjects for condemnation you will always have 
my co-operation in doing what is right in the premises. But you can 
not get my co-operation if you attempt to condemn a man without first 
giving him a day in court. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I 
New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. If gentlemen would give proper consideration to this mat- 
ter they would find ont very speedily that the great trouble connected 
with this printing business is with the House of Representatives and 
itscommittees. The present Public Printer, in the last fiscal year, end- 
ing June, 1887, has disposed of a large amount of printing ordered by 
previous Congresses; and most of it ordered here improvidently, not 
merely by the vote of the majority of this House, but by the unanimous 
vote of this House. All sorts of printing have been sent to the Public 
Printing Office, scientific printing, printing about agriculture, printing 
of books of various kinds that come in competition with the work of 
private publishing houses. The great trouble is in printing enormous 
numbers of volumes, which in the end often find their place in the junk- 
shops of the country. 

The present Printer has practiced economy. He deserves encomium, 
not reproach. We must accept his statement that the total expendi- 
tures of the office the last fiscal year were $2,500,076.35; in 1886, $2,- 
762,560.07; in 1885, $2,634,469.71; in 1884, $3,056,067.51; in 1883, 
$2,888,374.92. This year he asks for $2,489,622.23. Itis based on the 
most heedful estimates. Let us endeavor to aid his efforts, for he tells 
us that he has inherited documents yet to be printed from four former 
Congresses, $150,000 worth of which he sales ae the past year. 

The Printer, in his last report—I have here a memorandum of the 
figures, although I do not have a copy of the rt before me—states 
that while he has disposed of a large amount of printing that had ac- 
cumulated in his office, he has saved the sum of $262,000 as compared 
with the cost of printing of the previous year and the sum of $555,000 
as compared with the cost of printing of the fiscal year ending in June, 
1884. If we expect more printing from him we must sy hin more 
money. Or if we do not give him more money we should begin the 
economy right in this House here. Whenever a motion comes up to 

rint a number of copies of a report, or to enlarge the CONGRESSIONAL 
: oors by the insertion of superfluities, then is the time for gentle- 
men on both sides to exercise their economy and thus relieve the 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who was chairman of the 
Committee on Printing in a previous Congress, came in here with others 
this session and asked that an unlimited amount of printing be done for 
the Committee on Territories, including, I suppose, all the di ions 
before that committee connected with Utah and Dakota and Oklahoma. 

A MEMBER. And ‘‘No Man’s Land.” - 

Mr. COX. Yes; and ‘‘No Man’s Land,” and all our outlying Ter- 


yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
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ritories, That would run us into an excess that no man can number. 
My friend, therefore, who was chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing in a previous Congress, is himself more or less responsible. It is 
for the gentleman himself to call a halt. I have often heard him state 
that the remedy for this matter lies here in the House. 

This proposition having been made on behalf of the Committee on 
Territories, a motion was offered here the other day to authorize the 
printing of everything that goes on before committees in case the com- 
mittee required it. This, sir, is a thing unexampled. It would in- 
clude all the debates before the committees and all the papers referred 
to them. It is in such propositions that the mischief and the 
remedy should begin here. It was applied the other day on the mo- 
tion of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, that all these 
motions were referred to the Printing Committee. That is the proper 
place for the consideration of these matters. But if you insiston the 
Public Printer printing large numbers of reports you will have to give 
him more money. But if you want economy begin here and now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iilinois [Mr. HOPKINS], whose 
motion is now under discussion, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he will 
agree to submit his motion as an independent resolution. ` 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iprefer to submit it as an amendment to the pend- 
ing proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To recommit, with instructions to inquire the cause of the unusual delay in 


printing and to members and committees bills and re s of com- 
mittees and communications from Departments and bureaus of the Government} 
Mr. DUNN. I hope in connection with that the report will be read. 


The SPEAKER. The report has been already read, but it may be 
again read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to say in answer to the strictures of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that however true his remarks 
may have been in regard to previous Public Printers, they can not ap- 
ply to the present Public Printer. As I understand it, there was appro- 
priated to that department all the money that was asked by the Public 
Printer. He had had experience in the department and had had an 
opportunity to make thorough investigation, and he applied for an ap- 
propriation which he said would be sufficient for all his ; there- 
fore the fault instead of being with the House is with him. Heshould 
have known whether he had a sufficient force to furnish the House with 
the bills and reports at the proper time, and should have considered 
that in asking for an appropriation. So much in answer to that argu- 
ment, ù 

Now, in to the strictures of the gentleman from Arkansas 

[Mr. Rocers]. I did not suppose that in presenting a resolution of 
this kind I was raising a political question. I supposed that the gen- 
tlemen upon the other side of the House were equally interested with 
the Republicans in having these bills and reports returned promptly, 
so that members of the House can proceed intelligently with the work 
of legislation. But the gentleman seems to think that this smacks of 
politics. Ido not so understand it, Mr. Speaker. I understand that 
this is purely a matter of business, because I think that every member 
of this House who desires to discharge his duty intelligently and with 
fidelity is anxious that these reports shall be returned to the House as 
promptly as possible, that we may proceed to act upon the various. 
measures pending before the House as they are brought up for consid- 
eration. The gentleman says that it is an easy matter to find fault; 
to that I reply that it seems equally easy for some gentlemen to make 
excuses. 
+ The gentleman says that in the Forty-ninth Congress the reason 
there was no such delay as we are experiencing now was that we had 
a long debate in settling the question of rules, and that during that time 
the Public Printer had the opportunity to print the bills, etc., and re- 
turn them to the House. The record, Mr. Speaker, is inst the 
statement of the gentleman from Arkansas. I have before me the REC- 
ORD of the Forty-ninth Congress, which shows that the rules were 
settled and adopted upon the 18th day of December, and that the 
bills were not introduced until the 5thor 6th day of January. I wasa 
member of the Forty-ninth Congress, and I, for one, can testify that 
we did not experience the inconveniences and delays in that Congress 
which we are now riencing. Again, if all these arguments were 
good, so far as our bills and reports are concerned, still they would not 
apply to the departmental reports made to Congress from the heads of 
the different Departments. 

Now, sir, I repeat what I said when I was first upon the floor,namely, 
that so far as the report from the Commissioner of Navigation is con- 
cerned, Iam credibly informed that it has been in the of the Pub- 
lic Printer for weeks, if not for months, yet no action has been taken 
uponit; and I ask gentlemen how they can expect that the members of 
that committee can act intelligently upon the recommendations of the 
Department when those recommendations are kept back by the Public 
Printer in the manner I have indicated. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is highly proper that instead of approving of this report which 


480 


has been made by the Committee on Printing this morning, we should 
recommit it, as proposed in my motion, with instructions to make a 
wider and more extended inquiry into the causes of these-delays, so 
that if the Public Printer has any adequate excuse, it may be received, 
and if, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] says, the trouble 
is with the members of the House, that trouble may be corrected. 

It is certainly in the interest of public economy that some action 
should be taken in this matter, so that we may get these bills and reports 
before us for use in our daily work here. I now ask thé previous ques- 
tion upon my motion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will my colleague withdraw that 
for a moment? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I withdraw the demand for the previous 
question, and I yield five minutes to my colleague. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, I want to say this: I 
served on the Committee on Commerce when it had jurisdiction over 
the subject of rivers and harbors, and I have also served on the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors in the last two Congresses, and until the 
last session of Congress I do not remember that the committee was ever 
delayed in getting the is see reports so as to be prevented from get- 
ting on with its work. But at the last session of Congress we were 
obliged to have advance copies printed, and even then we suffered great 
inconvenience because they were not properly indexed; and now again, 
at this session, we find ourselves in the same condition. Out of four 
volumes of the reports we have only one stitched, not bound and 
not indexed. Now, sir, I know that these inconveniences have not 
existed heretofore until last winter, and there must be some serious 
fault somewhere. I am not prepared to say where it is; but either the 
Public Printer is incompetent or inefficient, or else there is some neg- 
lect about furnishing him with these reports and other documents, and 
we should inquire and find out where the fault is and have it corrected, 
for there can be no good excuse for the failure to supply these docu- 
ments to the committees and to members as they have been supplied 
heretofore. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Ilinois. I yield now to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, what has just been said by m; 
colleague of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. HENDERSON 
iscorrect as to the delay in furnishing the reports of the engineers which 
are used by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors in making up its bills; 
but in making this statement I wish to dojustice to the Public Printer. 
So far as the reports of 1887 are concerned, I am in a position tospeak. 
I called upon the Public Printer and asked the reason for the delay in 
printing the réports for 1887; and from the explanation given me I am 
satisfied that the cause of this delay is the fact that the manuscript had 
not been received at the Public Printing Office as early as itshould have 
been. For instance, the voluminous manuscript of the engineers’ re- 
port relating to rivers and harbors, which will form four printed vol- 
umes, was not received at the Public Printing Office until late in No- 
vember, Yet up to this time the Public Printer has had printed and has 
furnished to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors some 700 or 800 
pages of that report. 

Take another instance—the report of the Commission on the Missis- 
sippi River. That document did not reach the hands of the Public 
Printer until about ten days ago, yet the report is now needed in the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors in connection with the work in- 
trusted to them. So that, while there has been delay in printing these 
reports, and while it is true that the work of the committee is retarded 
by this delay, I am inclined to believe the fault does not lie at the 
door of the Public Printer. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It certainly lies somewhere; and it 
is very proper that the matter should be investigated so that we may 
know where the fault does lie. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Thereshould be legislation requiring the heads 
of Departments to get their reports into the hands of the Public Printer 
as early as September 1 or October 1 of each year. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. Iwish simply to ask a question of the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing. Iam satisfied there is some delay in printing 
which is inconveniencing this House; and T wish to ask that gentleman 
whether the rumor I have heard is true—that the Public Printer has 
alleged as a reason of the delay that large orders for printing have here- 
tofore been made and that he feels bound to give those prior orders pre- 
cedence over the current work of Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ican not answer the gentleman’s question. I 
know that the Public Printer is engaged in the execution of previous 
orders. 

` Mr. DUNN. I donot assert that such is the fact; I have heard such 

a rumor; and if the Printer is exercising his discretion in that way he 
is perhaps in error, because certainly printing connected with the cur- 
rent business of Congress ought to take priority of everything else. 

Mr. COX. I think I can answer my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
Dunn]. Asa regent of the Smithsonian Institution I had occasion to 
inquire the other day in relation to the Smithsonian report for the year 
ending June 30, 1886. It had not been printed. I found out from the 
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Public Printer that the reason he has not been able to print the report 
of the Smithsonian Institution and the National Museum for the last two 
years is, that he has been so thoroughly occupied in doing other work, 
including the current work of Congress. He has never neglected that 
current work; and by ‘‘current work” we understand bills and re- 
ports such as are necessary to assist us in the daily business of legisla- 
tion. I think Ican say, without any hesitation, for the Public Printer, 
that he never for one moment neglects to assist the House in its busi- 
na; by performing as promptly as possible the ordinary work of his 
office. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. ` 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hor- 
KINS] was altogether mistaken if he supposed for a moment that I ìn- 
tended to use any language criticising in any way the resolution he has 
offered. I oppose the proposition simply because it ought to be pre- 
sented as a separate and independent resolution, allowing the House to 
dispose of the pending report at once. 

Mr. Speaker, either I was exceedingly unfortunate in expressing my- 
self on another point or the gentleman totally misapprehended my lan- 
guage. Istate now that in the Forty-ninth Congress the rules were 
under discussion for a considerable time, I do not remember how long; 
and in consequence the committees were not announced until after the 
holidays, while bills were introduced before the holidays. I hold in 
my-hand the RECORD of the Forty-ninth Congress, which shows that 
the introduction of bills began on December 21, and those bills run 
through from page 365 to page 397 of the RECORD, there being perhaps 
hundreds or thousands of bills upon which the Public Printer could go 
to work during the holiday recess. 

I rose to correct the wrong impression which my remarks seem to 
have created upon the mind of the gentleman from Illinois. Ihayeone 
other observation tomake. I doobject to our debating these questions 
until we have learned who is the guilty party, if anybody is guilty. 
How can we tell now whether the Public Printer or the Engineer De- 
partment of the Army is at fault, or whether either is at fault, with ref- 
erence to the engineers’ report? Leta resolution for an investigation 
be adopted and investigation had, and if there is anything wrong in 
either quarter, let the responsibility be fixed intelligently and, after 
investigation, upon the party to whom it properly belongs. In such 
an effort as that gentlemen can always have my hearty co-operation, 
but do not attack the Publie Printer without giving him a hearing. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, having been amember of the Com- 
mittee on Printing in the Forty-ninth Congress, I must take excep- 
tion to the intimation which has been thrown out by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] that in the reports of the committee in 
that Congress and the action of the House upon them there was im- 
providence. I must say that the committee from the time of its ap- + 
pointment to the close of the Congress never passed on a single report 
connected with the Government or upon any printing designed for the 
benefit of the country at large without considering to a dollar the 
cost of the work and its utility. I recollect well that the committee 
on one occasion made a comparison of the work of that Congress with 
the work of the three preceding Congresses; and the gentleman who 
made the intimation to which I refer can find by reference to the re- 
port that the committee in its work was within all estimates and 
within all prior precedents. I say that much in vindication of the 
committee. 

I do not stand here as a critic of the Public Printer. Many mem- 
bers on this floor know my feelings toward the present incumbent of 
that office. I simply want to say that while this resolution may now 
pass, it is but fair that the Committee on Printing should be allowed 
opportunity to consult with the Public Printer as to the orders for print- 
ing which came from the Forty-sixth, the Forty-seventh, the Forty- 
eighth, and the Forty-ninth Congresses, old orders which are now lying 
in the office of the Public Printer. Having served upon the Committee 
on Printing, I believe that there is any amount of ‘‘dead wood’? (to use 
a common expression) the printing of which has been ordered by law; 
and if we are to investigate either the facilities of the Printing Office 
for doing its work or the administrative ability brought into operation 
in running that office, the Public Printer ought to have from the com- 
mittee an intelligent exposé with regard to the necessity for all this 
printing which has heretofore been ordered. In regard to the matter 
of current public printing, the committee during the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress pursued the policy of pushing forward printing on any document 
that was necessary for the business of the House. 

At no time did we order any printing during theshort session of Con- 
gress to be done at the Public Printing Office which would get back into 
the document-room outof its place. What they are doing now I know 
not. I know onething, however; during the time we were changing the 
rules of this House the Public Printer had the advantage of getting out 
of his hands and into the document-room a mass of private bills before 
a public bill was ordered to be printed. We relieved him so much. 

Now, there are important reports before the committees, and not one 
of these is furnished. I wish to ask the gentlemen who are members 


1888. 


of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors whether the Engineers’ Re- 
port, not of this year, but of last year, has been furnished to the Con- 
of the United States? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It has not been furnished, as I un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam informed by the gentleman from Illinois 
that this report made two years ago has not been furnished. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois; One year ago. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. One yearago. Yet in this House the chairman 
of the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the Forty-ninth Congress (Mr. 
Willis) promised on this floor the report should be in the hands of every 
member before the 1st day of Marchof last year. Eleven months have 
- gone, and there is no report to Congress yet. I wish to say the word 

‘improvident’”’ belongs there. That report is of no benefit to this Con- 

Matters of interest concerning the whole lakes in five engineers’ 

reports go into Volume III of this coming year’s report (in the appen- 

dix), and no man can know—not General Duane himself, at the head 

of the corps can give an intelligent answer to any member of this House 
when he can be furnished with the report of his own local engineer. 

I say this without criticising the Public Printer or the administrative 
ability of the office, but it is due to Congress that if the office is not 
able now to do the printing ordered it should be enlarged, or a standing 
rule should be adopted authorizing the Joint Committee on Pablic 
Printing of the two Houses to select the work that shall come first in 
being printed and supplied to the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has thirty minutes of his time left. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I will next yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. -Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence of the. House 
for one momentin response to the inquiry made by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], which goes to the very integrity of the con- 
ductof the Public Printing Office. He made an inquiry as to whether 
bills were printed in the order in which they were introduced. The 
inference from his question was that there was some sort of favoritism 
in the order of printing at the Government Printing Office. Now, I 
have madeinquiry of Mr. Benedict, the Public Printer, andam informed 
that it is the custom to print in the order in which bills are presented 
to the House, and against that I presume there will be no complaint. 
He conducts the office upon this fair business principle. 

Next, in reply to what has been , that we areunusually late 
in getting the printed bills which have been introduced at this ses- 
sion of Congress, I wish to supplement what has been stated by the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs]. He has already shown the 
House that in the Forty-ninth Congress this work of printing was be- 
gun in December, thus giving longer time to the Public Printer. I 
wish to add the material statement, that whereas in the months of 
December and January at the first;session of the Forty-ninth Congress 
we introduced 3,806 bills, we have introduced in the two weeks of this 
Congress during which we have been in session since the holidays 4,905 
bills. ‘Therefore, in two weeks of this session the Public Printer has 
had to deal with a thousand bills more ordered to be printed than dur- 
ing all the period between the Ist of December and middle of January 
in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

I will add one other remark, that the Public Printing Office is not 
in default now for the first time. If gentlemen will go back and 
examine the question they will find these reports have often been 
more than a year in getting out. Thereis the Agricultural Report, for 
which the people are waiting with such feverish and impatient anx- 
iety! [Laughter.] It is frequently a year before they are furnished 
to the members for distribution, and so far did the office get behind 
with their publication once since 1880 that two years’ reports were 
printed in one volume. : 

Mr, MILLIKEN. But never have they been withheld so long as 
now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My friend from Maine is in error there. Thede- 
lay in the Printing Office often occurs. There are many valuable 
things printed there, and so far’as these are in the necessary line of 
good government I have no word or war against them. But I do 
raise my voice against the printing of so many useless productions. 
The Printing Office will continue to be behind with its work so long as 
Congress continues to dump such a mass of nonsense on the Public 
Printing Office to be, printed, taxing the office to the utmost to get it 
out in time. The remedy is here, and that remedy lies in Congress re- 
fusing to order the printing of the thousands of volumes too often find- 
ing their way there, which none but a crank would write and none but 
a fool would read. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that I need to add 
anything further to what I said in the few remarks I submitted to the 
House a short time ago. Icertainly should not rise now for that pur- 
pe had it not appeared to me that the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 

ERS] seems to have imbibed the opinion, or for some reason enter- 
tains the idea, that I was making a political attack upon the Public 
Printer, and he thereby felt justified in charging somebody with hav- 
ing dragged a political discussion into an ex parte inquiry or examina- 
tion. I was very glad that the gentleman had an opportunity of mak- 
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ing his political speech. I only wanted hisattention fora single moment 
while he was speaking to submit a question, and thought it very unkind 
in him not to allow me to do so, as he could have put the answer in so 
admirably in that eloquent passage of his speech where he told us of 
the prosperity of the country, and the fact that no harm had come to 
it, either past, present, or presumably in the future, by reason of the 
inauguration of a Democratic administration. I wanted him to tell 
me, therefore, if I was right in concluding that he did not quite accord 
with the statement or sentiment that we received on the second day of 
our present session from an eminent Democratic authority, that there 
was hanging over the country a portentous cloud about to break in 
thunder-storms, earthquakes, financial disaster, and cyclones of com- 
mercial ruin. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

That is all I wantef to say to him, and his statement would no doubt 
have sounded a great deal better in the form of an answer to a qtestion ` 
addressed to him at that time, than for me to have to occupy the time 
of the House again to call his attention to it. 

Now, I never thought that the resolution I offered would start up a 

litical controversy. I tried to get some information not ex parte, for 

asked that a committee of the House, the Committee on Printing, 
should investigate the matter referred to in the resolution, and they 
have doneso. Will the honorable chairman of that committee say that 
this report is an ex parte one? 

I only wanted that we should have before us the exact facts in regard 
to the matter, and in so far as the subject-matter of my resolution is 
concerned, I apprehend that we have got them. So far as the subject- 
matter of the proposed amendment is concerned, that is quite another 
point, and I do not understand that anybody on this side of the House 
desires any judgment or opinion of the House at this time against the 
Public Printer. 

I wish to say this much farther, as no one seems to have stated it: I 
do not understand that the question of the printing of these reports that 
come from the Departments is affected in any way by the number of bills 
which may be introduced in the House, and I do not understand that 
the printing of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is in any wise affected by 
the number of bills or the number of unprinted reports which may be 
in the office. à 

I understand that the force of the office, claimed to be adequate so 
far as the estimates are concerned for all such work, is subdivided, and 
that a portion of it occupies its entire time upon the RECORD work, 
another portion upon bills, and another upon such work as may come 
from the Departments, and soon. If that be true, it is no explanation 
or apology for the delay in printing the RECORD or the bills, because 
of a large amount of accumulated matter of other kinds in the hands 
of the Public Printer. - 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I now yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CutcHEoNn]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no interest in this resolution except that 
which is common and applies to all the members of the House. I 
hope, however, that the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Horxkrys] will prevail. 

For my own part I would like to know what system, or want of sys- 
tem, prevails at the Public Printing Office in regard to the order in 
which bills sent from the House are printed. Upon the first bill day 
of the present session I introduced a number of bills, which went, I 
suppose, with others then introduced, to the Public Printer. Some of 
those bills were printed and have been in the document-room for a week 
or more, while another portion of them is not there yet. One of the 
bills, numbered 1559, has been wanting, and I have just sent to the 
document-room for a copy, but am unable to getit. 

Last week I went and mude a personal inquiry about it, and was 
told that it had not been received from the office, and yet at the same 
time I saw bills lying upon the table numbered between three and four 
thousand. I asked how it happened that my bills, which were below 
the number 1600 had not come up, while bills numbered in the neigh- 
borhood of 4000 had been received; and was told it was because those 
bills had been made special at the request of membersintroducing them. 
Now I desire to know the fact, if there isa way by which members can 
get their bills made special, so that I can avail myself of it and have 
mine made special so as to receive them in advance of other bills intro- 
duced at the same time. I saw to-day a great number of bills upon 
the table in the document-room numbered above 3000, while I am still 
unable to get mine, which are below 1600. I do not understand it, 
and want to be informed as to the reason; and therefore I would like 
to avo the Public Printer answer the question of the gentleman from 
Illinois, 

Another thing, sir, which concerns us all quite nearly. We have 
had several bills upon their passage here before the House; for instance, 
the special deficiency bill, the Fish Commission bill, and several pri- 
vate bills; but during this present session I have not been able to ob- 
tain access to a single report bearing upon any one of the bills brought 
up for our consideration. None of them have been sent upto the House 
or laid upon the desks of members before the bills to which they refer 
have been taken up for passage, and have therefore been unable to act 
upon those bills with that information which the reports are supposed 
to contain. Itseems to me that the reports should, if anything, be 
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tion. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Isubmitted that a moment ago, and the gen- 


tleman declined my rea 
Mr. ecu, of Illinois. I did not understand the gentleman’s 
ition. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the vote will be taken on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] to recom- 
mit with instructions 

There was no objection. 

i Mr. McCREARY. I ask for the reading of the resolution of instruc- 
ons. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? If he does so, I think it will obviate the necessity for calling 


the roll. 
[Cries of “‘ Regular order !’?] 


‘The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 140, not 
voting 47; as follows: 
YEAS—136. 

Adams, Brown, ©. E. Darlington, Guenther, 
Allen, È. H Brown, J. R. Davis, Harmer, 
Allen, E. P. Buchanan, De Lano, Haugen, 
Anderson, J.A. Bunnell, Dingley, Henderson, D. B. 
Arnold, Burrows, rsey, Henderson, T. J. 
Atkinson, Butler, Dunham, Hermann, 
Baker, C, S. Cannon, Dunn, Hires, 
Baker, ell, Felton, Hitt, 
en Fe Cheadle, Finley, Holmes, 

den, Clark, Á Hopkins, A. J. 
Bingham, Cogswell, Faller, Hopkins, 8, T. 
Boothman, Conger, Funston, Hovey, 

und Gaines, Hunter, 
Boutelle, Cothran, Gallinger, Jackson, 
Bowden, Crain, a Johnston, J. T, 
Bowen, Crouse, Gest, Kean, 
Brok, Dalzell, parean en 

wer, rosvenor, err, 
Browne, T.M. Dargan, Grout, Ketcham. 


first printed and made special, so that the members may have the in- | Laidlaw, Neal, Pugsley, Thomas, G, M. 
onee ny contain before being called upon to act upon bills to Tehizach, TaN, eedi e E 
w ey refer. Lodge, Nutting, ; turner, E. J. 

Having said this much, and, I trust, without political bias, seeking | Long, O'Donnell, eye ee 
only an orderly and proper transaction of the public business of the | {7™*™ ee arr bales 
a sti nothing further to add, except that I hope the resolution MeCo Owen, a Smith, ¢ Weber,” 
will pre IcCorm: Parker, Spooner, West, 

Lee : : McCull Payson, $ EF 
E A E E eee, E r A Saree 
. . ey, 
Mr, COX. I think I owe somewhat of an explanation to my col- | Milliken, Phelps, ble, Wilber, 
e from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR], who was on the Committee | }fottt, Sore hw tos B. oe 
on Printing of last „I referred to the gentleman from Illinois i RA K 
Mr. SFRINGEE , who was on the Committeeon Printing in a previous | Ț a es NAYS —140. eae 
mgress when there were larger expenditures fér printing than in the entro ' wland, 
` Jast Co I do not intend to ig any injustioe to the gentleman | Anderson, C. D. Fisher, hee OP aero 
from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. I stated there was a saving of | Bankhead, Forney, Maish, ` Scott, 
more than $262,000 last year; and I am not sure but the business | Barnes, Fren Mansur, Seney, 
capacity and skill of my colleague had something to do with that sav- | fie=chara, Gis, rea Bhivaly, 
ing. If he has followed out his ordinary business rules I have no doubt | Bliss, Glover, McAdoo, Simmons, 
he has saved the country a large amount. Blount, Granger, McClammy, Snyder, 

If gentlemen will look at our ional Manual they will see | Breckinridge, C R., Grimes, tt ga - wdetaper 
there, from page 418, ing over to page 422, that by the law and ee aa Hare, McMillin. Stahinecker, 
by the rules here, this printing department is clogged with business, | Buckalew, Hatch, McRae, Stewart, Charles 
costing an enormous amount, running up into the millions for years Sarees, TJ. Sein oa Seid 
past, and the remedy lies not, perhaps, with a resolution like this|Candier,’ °° Henderson, J.S. Montgomery, Stone, Ky 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], but in the | Carleton, ierbert, oore, Btone, Mo. 
general overhauling of this whole printing business, cutting down use- | Ghipwin TAO Moreni iard] 
less printing authorized now by law, as to which our committee and | Clardy, ` Holman, Newton, Tillman, 
the Public Printer have no discretion. Cobb, Hooker, Norwood, Y, 

They are bound to print these things, and all the Committee on | Gotima” ae MEP aj mc aar 
Printing can do is to look over the laws and make an estimate in the | Compton, Hudd, ' O’Neall, J.H. Walker, 
House accordingly. Cowles, Hutton, O'Neill, J.J. Washington, 

Therefore, l have no fault to find with gentlemen who last session | G71, See epee wens 
were on the Committee on Printing. But I trust if we enter on this | Culberson, Kilgore, Penington, Whiting, J. R. 
matter it will be to overhaul the whole printing business, so as to save mings, Laffoon, Perry, Whitthorne, 
from one to two million dollars annually, now thrown away virtually obs aa M. Landes Sees bain 
in printing useless trash at the expense of the people of this country. | Dibble, ` Lane, ` Randall, Wilson, Thomas 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I think it is apparent to the House now kery, Lanham, Richardson, Wilson, W.L. 
that no good excuse has been given thus far by the Public Printer for | Ropgberty, peering toe ioa 
delay in printing the bilis and reports and communications of Depart- : - | NOT VOTING—T. å 
a ie ory question has been sufficiently discussed, and I move Allen, J. M iy Campbell, J. E. Houk, Russell, e A 

uestio: erson, Catchings, elley. pS 

The question being taken on the motion for the previous question, n, Clements, Foll Fawyer, 
there were—ayes 80, noes 81. Belmont, Euler Manet, Toh p, 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I call for the yeas and nays. land, Fa 3 Mahoney, Thomas, J. R. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will withdraw the demand | Browne, T.H. B. Fitch, e Drape aac LAA 
for the previous question, I think we are ready to take the vote. Burpee. Gibson irae Whiting William 

= on of wage I call for the regular order. Butterworth, Gom Rayner, Woodburn 3 

e yeas and nays 7 ynum, " ats 

The Clerk began to call ont. and had called the first name. enna Pe ene men sr 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Illinois, If it will expedite the business, I ask | 50 the motion was not agreed to. 
unanimous consent that the yeas and nays be taken on the mo-| The following-named members were announced as paired: 


Mr. ELLIOTT with Mr. HAYDEN, for this day. 

Mr. BynuM with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. J. D. TAYLOR. 
Mr. Bacon with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois. 

Mr. Payson with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. Frrcn, for this day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. SAWYER, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


UNNECESSARY PRINTING. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move the adoption of the report. 

The question was taken, and the report was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolu- 
tion, and ask its immediate consideration. A 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to investigate what 
amount of delayed work in the shape of public documents of various kinds, and 
of all other matter, is in the Government Printing Office, which was ordered 
printed by former laws and now remains unpublished. The committee shall 
report to the House what documents and other matter deemed worthless by 
them are now remaining, and whether, in their opinion, the laws ordering suc 
publication may not be repealed, and shall accompany their report with a bill 
or joint resolution repealing all laws or sections of laws ordering the publication 
of documents or other matter which may in their judgment be dispensed with. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
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of the States and Territories for bills and resolutions. Upon this call 
joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials from State and Territo- 


rial Legislatures are in order; also resolutions of inquiry addressed to 
heads of Departments. 
COAST DEFENSES, 
Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 4912) providing for certain 


works for coast defenses; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 
COMMAND OF ENLISTED SOLDIERS. > 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4913) providing for 
the command of enlisted soldiers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Kannig on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

` Z 8. COOK. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 4914) to in- 
crease the pension of Z. S. Cook; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT COURTS, ALABAMA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4915) in 
relation®to district courts in the State of Alabama, and the judges of 
said courts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. COBB introduced a concurrent resolution to provide for printing 
the report of the Commissioner of Education; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

ALIEN LANDHOLDERS. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 4916) to prohibit aliens from 
acquiring title to or owning lands within the United States of America; 
= asked that it be referred to the Committee on the Revision of the 

WS. 

Mr. PAYSON objected. 

Mr. OATES moved to refer the bill to the Committee on the Revis- 
ion of the Laws. 

The motion was rejected; and the pill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANT. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 4917) to declare forfeited a 
grant of land in aid of the Girard and Mobile Railroad in Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

COURSE AT THE NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4918) to regulate the 
course at the Naval Academy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PEEL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4919) to create and 
establish United States district, Territorial, supreme, and other courts 
in the Indian Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES OFFICIALS, INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 4920) for the protection of the 
officials of the United States in the Indian Territory; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EMOLUMENT RETURNS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4921) regulating the emol- 
ument returns of civil officers of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the J udiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4922) to protect lands 
belonging to Indians from unlawful grazing, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. ‘BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4923) 
to regulate certain expenditures in the War Department; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the War Department, and ordered to be printed. 

CLASSIFICATION OF WOOLEN AND WORSTED GOODS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion a. Res. 73) to regulate the classification of imports of woolen and 
worsted goods; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO, CAL. 

“Mr. MCKENNA introduced a bill (H. R. 4924) to increase the ap 

priation for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, Cal. ; a 


was read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT OAKLAND, CAL. 

Mr. McKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 4925) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at Oakland, 
in the State of California; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LOS ANGELES, CAL. 

Mr. VANDEVER introduced a bill (H. R. 4926) EPEE I 
appropriation for the erection of a public building at Los Angeles, Cal. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

INDEMNITY LANDS FOR COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 4927) to allow the State of 
Colorado to select indemnity lands; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

5 LAND GRANTS FOR RAILROADS. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4928) to amend ‘‘An act 
to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to 
aid the construction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of unearned 
lands, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1887; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. š 

LAND IN DENVER FOR GRAND ARMY POSTS, 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4929) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to lease certain real estate in the city of Den- 
ver to the Grand Army posts of said city; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 
' Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 4930) relating to railway 
mail service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4931) to provide a Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General in the Post-Office Department; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF APPEALS. 


.Mr. SPRINGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4932) to estab- 
lish a court of appeals; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES TO WHEAT-GROWERS. 

Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 4933) to reduce the Treasury 
surplus and grant bounties to our wheat-growers, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

_» NATIONAL CEMETERY AT QUINCY, ILL. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4934) estab- 
lishing a national cemetery at Quincy, Hl. ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALARY OF UNITED STATES JUDGE IN ILLINOIS. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4935) to regu- 
late the salary of the judge of the district court of the United States for 
the northern district of Illinois; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASERS OF SWAMP LANDS. 


Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 4936) for the relief of pur- 
chasers and other grantees of the United States of certain swamp and 
overflowed lands, and to reimburse and indemnify certain States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

. Mr. CANNON. I desire unanimous consent for the printing of three 
hundred extra copies of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH). The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman for that request after this call is concluded. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT EAST ST. LOUIS, ILL. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4937) for the pur- 
chase of asite for and the erection of a publie building at East St. Louis, 
Ill.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN CHICAGO. s 

Mr. MASON introduced a hill (H. R. 4938) to amend an act relati 
to Government property in Chicago; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed, 
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RETIREMENT OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4939) to provide for the 
retirement of United States bonds before maturity; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN MINISTERS IN FOREIGN COURTS, _ 


Mr. MASON also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: : 


Whereas it is said that the representatives of the United States, diplomatic- 
ally considered, at the courts of the principal powers of the world occupy a 
yery subordinate position, and that by reason thereof there is fogons seri- 
ous delay in the transaction of the businessof the United States of erica and 
the citizens thereof at foreign courts; and 

hereas it is also alleged that such delay in the transaction of the business of 

the United States of America and its citizens is caused by the representatives of 

the United States being designated as “envoys extraordinary ard ministers 

paipotoniany instead of ambassadors,” thereby putting them in the posi- 
ion of representing an inferior instead of a great power; and 

Whereas the United States of Ameriea is entitled, on account of its standing 
among nations, to be represented, if it so desires, by ambassadors: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
the state of affairs upon the points suggested, and to report its conclusion, by 
bill or otherwise, to the House of Representatives at an early date. - 


AMENDMENT OF ADMIRALTY LAW. 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4940) to amend the admi- 
ralty law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN CHICAGO. 

Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4941) to appropriate 
$200,000 for a public building in Chicago; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SCIENCE OF SPELLING. 

Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4942) to test and try the 
science of spelling, and to provide for establishing one hundred schools 
for this purpose; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANT OF LANDS TO ILLINOIS, 

Mr. PAYSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4943) making a 
grant of certain public lands to the State of Illinois; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 
and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. PAYSON. I have introduced this bill by request, as I am un- 
advised as to the accuracy of statements in the preamble. 

FEES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS, 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 4944) to establish the fees 
and expenses of examining surgeons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MAPS AT COST. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 4945) authorizing 
the Commissioner of Public Lands to furnish citizens maps at cost ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

EXAMINING SURGEONS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4946) to es- 
tablish the fees and expenses of examining surgeons; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed, 

AUTHORITY OF DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. HOLMAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4947) to extend 
the authority of the commissioners of the District of Columbia in mak- 
ing contracts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 

STAYS ON EXECUTIONS. 

Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4948) to amend section 988 
of the Revised Statutes, regulating stays on executions in courts of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4949) to amend section 828 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FEES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS. 


Mr. LYMAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4950) to es- 
tablish the fees and expenses of examining surgeons; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

M RELIEF OF VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 4951) for the relief of certain 
volunteer soldiers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMENCEMENT OF DEPENDENT FATHER’S PENSIONS. 


Mr. HAYES introduced a bill (H. R. 4952) to amend section 4707 of 
the Revised Statutes as to date of commencement ofdependent father’s 
pension; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 4953) to amend paragraph 
3 of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4954) to pre- 
vent a contraction of currency by the withdrawal of national-bank 
notes from circulation; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


ISSUE OF FRACTIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4955) to 
provide for the issue of fractional currency; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currgncy, and 
ordered to be printed. 


READING RAILROAD, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also offered the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved, That the Commiltee on Commerce is hereby enpowered and directed 
to investigate forthwith the extent, causes, and effect tipon interstate commerce 


of the continued failure by the Reading Railroad Company to transport such 
traffic, and to report to the House by bill or otherwise for consideration at any 


time such legislation as is necessary to secure tothe public the regular and com- 
plete execution by a railroad company of its obligations to serve as a common 
carrier of interstate commerce, 

Such investigation may be made by a subcommittee at such places at it shall 
deem proper, and the said committee, or subcommittee, is hereby authorized 
to send for and examine persons, books, and papers, and administer oaths to 
witnesses, and to employ a messenger and stenographer; and the expenses of 
said investigation, not to exceed $5,000, are hereby authorized to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House in the manner now provided by law. 


LIMIT TO THE ISSUE OF UNITED STATES NOTES. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also offered the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested to inform 
the House of Representatives whether the Treasury Department has any infor- 
mation showing at the date when the act of 1878 fixed the amount of United States 
notes at the limit-issue of $346,681,016, that such amount was actually in existence 
as circulating medium of legal-tender money, and whether any portion of said 
amount bad been at that time lost or a threpgh the accidents of busi- 
n and if so, the prubable amount of such loss; also whether since 1878 there 
faa bau any loss or destruction of said notes, and if so, the probableamountof 
such loss, and the amount of said circulating medium now in actual existence as 
such; also what percentage of such circulating notes is probably lost annually, 
and what legislation is necessary to maintain said actual circulation at the limit 
now provided by law. 


MEXICAN POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4956) to provide for the final 
settlement with the Mexican Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas, in ac- 
cordance with certain treaty stipulations; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

OFFICIAL APPOINTMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4957) governing ap- 
pointments to office in the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. CARUTH introduced a bill (H. R. 4958) to reimburse the depos- 
itors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for loss incurred 
by the failure of said company; which was read a first ard second 
time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF LIQUORS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 4959) to prohibit the man- 
ufacture and sale of spirituous and intoxicating liquors in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


INVESTMENT OF TREASURY SURPLUS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 4960) 
to provide for the investment of certain funds in the Treasury in bonds 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITIA, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4961) to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act more effectually to provide for 
the organization of the militia of the District of Columbia,” passed 
March 3, 1803; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 
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CANCELLATION OF LIVE-OAK RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. GAY introduced a bill (H. R; 4962) to cancel certain reservations 
of lands on account of live-oak, in the southwestern land district of 
the State of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4963) to cancel certain reser- 
vations on account of live-oak, west of the Mississippi River, in the 
State of Louisiana, and to regulate the disposition thereof; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

POOL-BOOKS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. COMPTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4964) to pre- 
vent any person or persons in the cities of Washington and Georgetown 
from making books and pools on the result of running or trotting races 
or boat races; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECULATION BY OFFICERS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 4965) to prohibit specula- 
tion by officers of national banks; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MORTGAGES AND DEEDS OF TRUST, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4966) to late the 
foreclosure of mortgages and deeds of trust in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 

INSURANCE COMPANIES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McCOMAS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4967) to provide for regu- 
lating the business of insurance in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WRITS DE LUNATICO INQUIRENDO, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4968) to regulate the pro- 
ceedings under a writ of de lunatico inquirendo in the District of Cotum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

CRIMINAL CODE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4969) to provide a crimi- 
nal code for the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

MONUMENT TO FRANCIS SCOTT KEY. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 73) pro- 
viding for the erection of a monumentat Frederick, Md., over the grave 
of Francis Scott Key, the author of ‘‘ The Star-Spangled Banner;”’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


COPIES OF NATIONAL MEDALS. 

Mr. RAYNER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 74) authorizing 
and requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to have struck off at the 
National Mint copies of the national medals; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4970) to grant pen- 
sions for service in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH SYSTEM. 

Mr. HAYDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4971) to establish a postal- 
telegraph system; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INCOME TAX. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. 4972) to establish a graduated 
income tax; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON LITHOGRAPHIC PRINTS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4973) to fix the duty on 
lithographic prints; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. \ 

POSTAGE ON DROP LETTERS. 


Mr. O’DONNEL introduced a bill (H. R. 4974) providing for letter 
postage on drop letters at one cent each, at post-offices where free de- 
livery is established; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DISTURBANCES IN COLORADO. 
Mr. CUTCHEON submitted a resolution to authorize the investiga- 


tion of disturbances between whites and Indians in Garfield County, 
State of Colorado; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. TARSNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4975) providing for the erec- 
tion of public buildings; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAGINAW, MICH. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4976) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Saginaw, Mich.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4463, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4977) to amend section 
4463, chapter 2, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON LUMBER, COAL, AND SALT. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 4978) to exempt 
from duty lumber, coal, and salt; which.was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. ` 
JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4979) to 
limit and define the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON SUGAR, MOLASSES, ETC. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4980) to place sugar, molasses, 
salt, rice, coal, lumber, hemp, jute, manila, and sisal grass on the free- 
list in respect to tariff taxes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LUMBER. 


Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 4981) to admit free of duty 
all kinds and grades and descriptions of lumber; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSION FEES. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4982) prohibiting the 
allowance of fee in any claim for increase of pension on account of the 
increase of the disability for which the pension was allowed; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. HUTTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4983) to amend sections 1, 
2, 3, and 10 of the act of March 3, 1875, defining the jurisdiction of 
the circuit courts of the United States, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee onthe Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4722 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr, WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. 4984) to amend section 4722 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PRINTING. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4985) to prohibit 
certain printing by authority of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CANCELLATION OF PENSION CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 4986) to prohibit the summary 
cancellation of pension certificates, and providing for a hearing in cases 
relating thereto; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TERMS OF COURT IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4987) to provide for holding 
terms of the United States district and circuit courts in the State of 
Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

OMAHA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4988) to extend the time of 
payment to purchasers of lands on Omaha Indian reservation, State of 
Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR BLACK HAWK WAR, ETC. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 4989) granting pensions 

to certain soldiers and sailors of the black Hawk war and the Florida 


war, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOBOKEN, N. J. 

Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 4990) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building for the use of the United States post-office and 
other Government offices in the city of Hoboken, N. J.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. s 

PRESERVATION OF SPRINGS, ETC., IN THE TERRITORIES. _ 

Mr. MCADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 4991) to preserve to the 
public the use of living springs and streams of water in the Territories 
of the United States, and to prevent the monopoly or diversion of the 
same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSESSMENT ON PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 

Mr. MERRIÑUAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4992) to refund to prop- 
erty-holders on Pennsylvania avenue between First and Fifteenth 
streets two-thirds of the assessment levied and paid under the act of 
Congress of July 8, 1870; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 


FEES AND EXPENSES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS. 


Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. 4993) establishing the fees and 
expenses of examining surgeons; which was read a first and second 
bona pioen to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


prin’ 
PENSION ATTORNEYS’ FEES, 

Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4994) to regu- 
late attorneys’ fees in pension claims; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECTION 4965, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BRYCE introduced a bill (H. R. 4995) to amend section 4965 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SMITHSONIAN AND NATIONAL MUSEUM REPORTS. 

Mr. COX introduced a concurrent resolution to print the reports of 
the Smithsonian Institutionand National Museum for the years ending 
June 30, 1886 and 1887; which was read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr, CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 4996) for the relief of the 
merchant marine of the United States engaged in the foreign trade; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR RALEIGH, N. C. 

Mr. NICHOLS introduceda bill (H. R. 4997) to provide for construct- 
ing a road to the national cemetery near Raleigh, N. C., and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TOBACCO TAX. 

Mr. NICHOLS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4998) to allow producers 
of tobacco to sell the same to anybody without paying atax; which was 
read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON STILLS. 

Mr. NICHOLS also introduced a bill (H. R.4999) to repeal the special 
taxes on the manufacturers of stills; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DIRECT TAX UNDER THE ACT OF 1861. 

Mr. NICHOLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5000) to credit and pay 
to the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all 
moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress ap- 
proved August, 1861; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. McCLAMMY introduced a bill (H. R. 5001) to provide terms of 
the circuit and district courts of the United States forthe western dis- 
trict of North Carolina at, Fayetteville, in said State; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON MICA. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina (by request), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5002) to fixa rate ofduty onimported mica and mica waste; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

STREET RAILROADS IN WASHINGTON. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina (by request), introduced a bill 
(E. R. 5003) to repeal the acts incorporating the Washington and George- 
town and Metropolitan Railroad Companies, to sell at public auction 
the routes of said companies, and to grant new charters for corporations 


to operate said routes, and thereby, and otherwise, to secure revenue 
to the District of Columbia from its street railroads; which was read a 
firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


SHOSHONES, BANNOCKS, AND SHEEPEATERS, 


Mr. LATHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5004) to accept 
and ratify the agreement submitted by the Shoshones, Bannocks, and 
Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservations, in Idaho, May 
14, 1880, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
ae eee to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. ` 

JOSEPH F. GUTZWILLER. 

Mr. SENEY offered the following; which was read, and referred to 
the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to pay 
out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of Joseph F. Gutzwiller, 
deceased, late an employé of the House, a sum equal to hissalary for six months, 
and also the expenses attending his last iliness and funeral, not to exceed the 
sum of $250, 

THE PACIFIC RAILROAD ACT. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE introduced a bill (H. R. 5005) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ 
approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, 
and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out 
of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said rail- 
roads, and to secure to the United States the payment of all indebted- 
ness of certain of the companies therein mentioned; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BATTLE-FIELDS IN OHIO. 


Mr. ROMEIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5006) to purchase Fort Meigs 
and a portion of the battle-field of the Fallen Timbers, and mark the 
graves of the officers and men who fell on those fields; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A ARMS, ETC., FOR THE MILITIA. 

Mr. CROUSE introduced a bill (H. R. 5007) to amend an act entitled 
** An act to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, making an an- 
nual appropriation to provide arms and equipments for the militia;’’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 5008) concerning the 
Pay Department of the Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE WILLAMETTE, 


Mr. HERMANN offered the following; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 


Whereas the Willamette River, in Oregon, one of the largest navigable and 
shipping rivers of the Pacific coast, by repeated freshets has so far become de- 
flected from its original channel near the city of Corvallis and by its destruction _ 
of the banks as now seriously to threaten the near prevention of navigation at 
this point and the abandonment of Corvallis asa shipping mart unless timely aid 
be rendered; and 

Whereas five sand-bars have formed in said river between Corvallis and Ore- 
gon City and are now formidable impediments to navigation, and urgent neces- 
sity exists for immediate improvement: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to inform this House what 
saree action, if any, has been undertaken by the Government, or what is 

eemed specially necessary, to remedy the imminent dangers to said navigation 
and commerce on the Willamette River in Oregon. 


OREGON MILITIA. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5009) to provide cer- 
tain arms, ammunition, and equipage to the State of Oregon for the 
militia thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5010) to pension the 
survivors of the Oregon Indian wars of 1847 and 1855 and 1856; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARNEY LAND DISTRICT, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5011) to establish an 
additional land district in the State of Oregon, to be known as the 
Harney land district; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a joint resolution (H, Res. 75) with- 
drawing from public sale and settlement vacant public lands along the 
Columbia River between The Dalles City and Celilo, being in Oregon 
and Washington Territory, as a reservation for future improvement of 
river navigation between said points; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. } 
THE OREGON DONATION LAW. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5012) further defining 
the class of persons included in the provisions of section 5 of the act 
of July 17, 1854, amendatory of the Oregon donation law of Septem- 
ber 27, 1850, so as to include orphan children of persons dying while 
en reute to the Territory of Oregon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

> CLERKS IN UNITED STATES LAND OFFICES. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5013) authorizing the 
employment of clerks in all United States land offices whereat the 
Maximum salary and commissions of each perannum shall exceed the 
sum of $2,000; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TEMPORARY RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5014) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to order certain repairs and improvements of a tem- 
porary character in navigable rivers in order to preserve and continue 
the use and uninterrupted navigation thereof, and to draw his warrant 
or requisition from time to time upon the Secretary of the Treasury for 
such expenditures; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


SALES OF FRACTIONS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5015) providing for 
the private cash-entry sale of fractions of vacant publie lands in less 
than 40-acre subdivisions, made fractional by meander lines along 
navigable water-courses, public reservations, or by special surveys in 
locating lands for actual settlers in Oregon and Washington Territory 
under the provisions of the donation law; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

OREGON VOLUNTEERS, ; 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5016) to pay the citi- 
zens of Oregon, during Indian wars, for supplies furnished the Oregon 
volunteers in 1855 and 1856, audited by Philo Callender, war commis- 
sioner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LOSSES SUSTAINED BY CITIZENS OF OREGON, NEVADA, ETC. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5017) to provide for 
ascertaining losses sustained by citizens of Oregon, Nevada, California, 
and Idaho and Washington Territories by reason of Indian depredations 
in 1853, 1854, 1855, 1856, 1872, and 1878, and for the appointment of 
three commissioners to take testimony at county-seat or near scene of 
depredation, and ascertain actual value of property lost, carried away, 
or destroyed at the time and place of spoliation, and to report at once 
to the Treasury Department for report to Congress for appropriation; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredation Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF NEW STATES. 


` Mr. HERMANN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5018) re- 
lating to the admission of new States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to 
be printed. 
INCOME TAX. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 76) to refund income tax of 5 per cent. paid by officers and sol- 
diers of the United States Army and Navy; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF ARMY AND NAVY. 


Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief of sol- 
diers and sailors who enlisted or served under assumed names, while 
minors or otherwise, in the Army and Navy, during the war of the re- 
bellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEEL VESSEL OF WAR. 

Mr. HARMER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5020) to pro- 
vide for the construction of a steel vessel of war for coast and harbor 
defense; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHTS IN THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Be itresolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be, and is hereby, directed to 
report to this body whether any electric lights or electric-light plants have been 
introduced or permitted to be introdu into the Capitol building since the 


last preceding session of Congress; if so, by what authority and upon what 
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terms and conditions; also, to submit for the consideration of Congress a plan 
having in view the complete lighting of the building by electric light, ng. Sr 
with an approximate estimate of the cost of the same, and such other details 
necessary to a proper consideration of the subject. 


AMERICAN TRUST COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5021) to incorporate 
the American Trust Company of the District. of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Cémmittee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS. 


Mr. DARLINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5022) fixing the sala- 
ries of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 
per annum, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. ` 

ACTING ASSISTANT SURGEONS OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. HIESTAND introduced a bill (H. R. 5023) for the relief of act- 
ing assistant surgeons of the Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. s 
HYDROGRAPHIC OFFICE, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 5024) to provide for a per- 
manent chief and assistant of the Hydrographic Office of the Navy De- 
partment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. i 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. DIBBLE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, February 21,1838, after the hour for the consideration 
of bills reported from committees, be fixed for the consideration of such bills 
as may be indicated by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, of the 
bills reported by said committee, and that this order shall continue from day 
to day until the House shall otherwise order, not to interfere with revenue or 
general appropriation bills, or prior orders. 


TRUSTEES OF PORTER ACADEMY. 

Mr. DARGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5025) authorizing the Secre- 
tary ef War to transfer to the trustees of the Porter Academy certain 
property in the city of Charleston, S. C.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MATT STRATTON, JR. 

Mr. WASHINGTON submitted the following resolution; which was 

read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That Matt Stratton, jr.,of Tennessee, be, and is hereby, appointed 
a messenger during the present Congress, at the same rate of compensation re- 
ceived by him during the i Sige Congress, said compensation to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 


REPEAL OF LICENSE TAXES ON TOBACCO, ETC. 

Mr. WASHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5026) for the re- 
peal of all special or license taxes on manufacturers of and dealers in to- 
bacco, whisky, and stills; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIGIOUS AND OTHER BUILDINGS OCCUPIED BY THE ARMY. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5027) to authorize the 
Quartermaster-General to settle the claims of the trustees, directors, or 
other representatives of religious, charitable, and educational institu- 
tions for the use or occupancy by the Army of the United States of 
property belonging to them, upon the justice of said claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 5028) to repeal the internal-rey- 
enue laws; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 

Mr. GLASS introduced a bill (H. R. 5029) to appropriate and set 
apart the proceeds of the sales of public lands annually to the aid of 
common schools; which was read a first-and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 714, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5030) to repeal section 714 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judigiary, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF OFFICERS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. PHELAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5031) for the relief of cap- 
tains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steam-vessels; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PORT OF MEMPHIS, TENN. 

Mr. PHELAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the lim- 
its of the port of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


. 
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AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. ENLOE submitted the following; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


Erre pean Soggy Rule XXI be amended by adding thereto asan additional clause 
ollowing: 

“Upon all general appropriation and revenue bills and bills for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors the ycas and nays shall be taken on the passage of 
such bills in the House and entered upon the Journal.” 


PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, TENN. 


Mr. ENLOE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5033) for the completion 
of the court-house and post-office building at Jackson, Tenn. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

COPIES OF BILLS, ETC., FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 77) to 
supply the Department of State with copies of bills and other documents; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. 5034) to provide for the purchase 
of United States bonds by-the Secretary of the Treasury; which was 
read a first and second time, referred. to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON SALT, LUMBER, COAL, ETC. 

Mr. KILGORE introduced a bill (H. R. 5035) to repeal all laws im- 
pag an import duty on salt, lumber, coal, wool, and blankets, and all 
aws imposing a tax on tobacco; which was read a first and second 
Sins reueg to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 5036) to amend the act grant- 
ing pensions to the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ST. ALBANS, VT. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H. R. 5037) for the 
Nee of a site and the erection of a custom-house and post-office at 

t. Albans, Vt.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY, GOVERNMENT RESERVATION, OLD POINT, VA. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 5038) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to grant the right of way for a street railway from the Balti- 
more wharf, Old Point Comfort, Elizabeth City County, Virginia, to 
and across the Mill Creek bridge, in the same county; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CLASSIFICATION OF CLERKS, FIRST-CLASS POST-OFFICES. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5039) to provide for the 
classification of clerks in first-class post-offices, and for fixing the 
salaries of the same; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, POST-OFFICE CLERKS. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5040) granting leave of ab- 
sence to clerks in first-class ffices; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. : 

HOURS OF LABOR, FIRST-CLASS POST-OFFICES, 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5041) fixing the hours of 
labor of clerks in first-class post-offices; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTION OF ANATOMICAL SCIENCE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 5042) for 
the promotion of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of 
graves in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 

Mr. HUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 5043) for the relief of the Stock- 
bridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisccnsin; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, NEW MEXICO, ARIZONA, AND COLORADO, 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
5044) to provide for the ascertainment and settlement of private land 
claims in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and the State of 
Colorado; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ST. PAUL AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GIFFORD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5045) granting 


to the St. Paul, Black Hills and Pacific Railway Company the right 
of way through the Indian reservation in Dakota; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ABERDEEN AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 

Mr. GIF FORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5046) grant- 
ing to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and Northwestern Railway right of way 
across a portion of the Sioux reservation in Dakota Territory; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DAKOTA SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5047) to provide for two 
additional justices of the supreme court for the Territory of Dakota, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

LAS VEGAS LAND DISTRICT, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 5048) to create the Las Vegas 
land district in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STATIONERY, ETC., FOR TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURES, 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5049) in relation to sta- 
tionery and other supplies for the sessions of the legislative assemblies 
of the different Territories; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

LINCOLN LAND DISTRICT, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5050) to create the Lin- 
coln land district in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SUNDANCE LAND DISTRICT, WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H.R. 5051) to establish the Sundance 
land district in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories has been com- 
pleted. If there be no objection the Chair will recognize gentlemen 
who were not present when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

PAYMENTS TO SOLDIERS, ETC., IN GREENBACKS, 

Mr. HOVEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5052) to equalize the payment 
and do justice to the officers, soldiers, and sailors of the United States 
in the late war of the rebellion who were paid in currency, commonly 
called greenbacks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 5053) to retire the cir- 
culation of the national banks and to substitute Treasury notes there- 
for; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on king and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF MAILS ON RAILWAYS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5054) to readjust 
the compensation to be paid for the transportation of mails on railroad 
routes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIBERY AT ELECTIONS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5055) to punish 
bribery, etc., in elections; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PASSAGE OF CONFEDERATE MONEY. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5056) punishing 
the passing of Confederate money as true and genuine United States 
obligations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5057) toamend sec- 
tion 3242 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the internal-revenue laws; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DIES FOR COUNTERFEIT COIN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5058) to punish 
having in possession dies, etc., for counterfeiting coin; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WATERTOWN, N. Y. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the 

erection of a public building in the city of Watertown, State of New 
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York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MOBERLY, MO. 


Mr. MANSUR introduced a bill (H. R. 5060) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Moberly, in the State of Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMISSIONERS OF INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. MANSUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5061) to establish a board 
of commissioners of Indian depredation claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. WILKINS (by Mr. DinGLey) submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the —— day of January be set apart for the consideration of bills 
reported from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to continue from day 
to day until such bills are disposed of, not to interfere with appropriation bills 
or bills raising revenue. 


COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. DINGLEY submitted a resolution relating to the business of the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and asked that it be referred to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. Isit proposed by this resolution to change the order 
of business ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis to fix a day for the consideration of the bus- 
iness of that committee. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point that such resolu- 
tions should go to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just referred to the Committee on 
Rules the resolution to fix a day for the consideration of business of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. All applications which disturb 
the order of business should go-to the Committee on Rules, unless the 
House directs them to go elsewhere. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 

Mr. BANKHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 5062) forthe erection of 
a public building at Birmingham, Ala.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PROOF OF LOYALTY, 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H.-R. 5063) to dispense with 
the proof of loyalty for bounty for wars prior to 1861; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, BATON ROUGE, LA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5064) to construct a 
road to the national cemetery at Baton Rouge, La.; which was reada 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


POST-ROADS, 
` Mr. MACDONALD introduced a bill (H. R. 5065) to amend section 7 
of chapter 103 of volume 19 of the United States Statutes at Large, re- 
lating to post-roads, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
CLAIMS OF CHEROKEE FREEDMEN, ETC. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 5066) to secure 
to the Cherokee freedmen and others their proportion of certain pro- 
ceeds of lands under the act of March 3, 1883; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

NAVIGATION OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. WILKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5067) establishing addi- 
tional aids to navigation at the mouth of the Mississippi River; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5068) to amend section 2 of an 
act making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions 
granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other 
purposes, approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and second 
time, pin to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BUILDINGS FOR MILITARY STORE-KEEPERS. 


Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 5069) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of War to purchase certain real estate lying op- 
orn the depot of the Quartermaster’s Department at Jeffersonville, 

d., and to have erected thereon two buildings to be occupied by the 
military store-keepers on duty at said depot, the cost of said grounds 
and buildings not to exceed $25,000; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 261) 
to amend the law concerning the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS, ETC. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted a report; 
which was read, as follows: - 


The Committee on Accounts, to which was referred the resolution of the 
House of January 4,1888, authorizing them to designate the committees which, 
in the judgment of said committee, should be allowed clerks under the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for the year ending June 30, 1888, 
which limits the number of clerks to be so assigned to thirty-one, on the 9th 
instant reported the same back to the House, with certain recommendations, 
and the House, on the same day, having recommitted said report, with sund 
pending amendments thereto, to said Committee on Accounts, having consid- 
ered the same, recommend the adoption of the following as a substitute for the 
original report and pending amendment thereto: 

To the Committee on Elections, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Banking and Currency, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Coinage, Weights. and Measures, a clerk; 

To the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, a clerk; 

‘To the Committee on the Territories, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Railways and Canals, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Manufactures, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Mines and Mining, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Pacific Railroads, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Education,a clerk; 

To the Committee on Labor, a clerk; 

To the Committee on the Militia, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Patents,a clerk; 

To the Committee on Invalid Pensions, two assistant clerks; 

To the Committee on Pensions, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Private Land Claims, a clerk; 

To the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the War Som mga a clerk; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Accounts, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on the Library, a clerk ; 

To the Committee on Printing, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, a clerk; 

To the Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, a clerk; and 

To the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, a clerk. 

And your committee would further recommend that there bellowed a clerk 
to the Committee on the Eleventh Census; and in view of the fact that the work 
of this committee will be arduous, critical, and virtually continuous, that this 
clerk be employed during the remainder of this Congress ata salary of $2,000 
per annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 

And your committee, believing it to be the sense of the House that each one 
of its committees should be provided with a clerk, would also recommend the 
adoption of the following: 

a the Committee on Leyees and Improvements of the Mississippi River,a 
clerk; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the iis padres of Justice, a clerk; 

To the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, a clerk; and 

To the Committee on Claims, one assistant clerk. 

To make effective the foregoing recommendation, your committee recom- 
mend the adoption of the following resolution, to wit: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Eleventh Census be authorized to em- 
ploy a clerk for the remainder of this Congress, at a salary of $2,000 per year, to 

paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and that the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the State Department, the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
Department, the Committee on Expenditures in the De ent of Justice, and 
the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to employ each a clerk, and the Committee on Claims an assistant clerk; 
said clerks and assistant clerk tc be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
at the same rate of compensation as is ponc in the last legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill for the other per diem clerks of the House 
during the session of Congress only. 


Mr. SHAW. Upon the adoption of this report I call the previous 


question, 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. SuAw] 
propose to permit this report to be discussed at all? 

Mr.SHAW. If the previous question be ordered there will be thirty 
minutes allowed under the rule for debate, and that time, I think, 
will be ample, 

Mr. PERKINS. I have an amendment which I would like to offer, 
if the gentleman will permit. 

Mr. SHAW. I must decline to yield to allow any amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland demands the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. PERKINS. On that I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule authorizing the question to be 
taken on seconding the call for the previous question. A rule of that 
sort which did prevail was abolished several years ago. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask to have read again the clos- 
ing part of the report, which relates to the continuance of the service 
of these clerks. 

Mr. SHAW. ‘The service is to continue during the session of Con- 
gress, 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. As the gentleman, in answer tomy 
question, has stated that the service is to continue during the session 
of Congress, I withdraw my request for the reading. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 66, noes 74. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for tellers. 

trea were ordered; and Mr. PERKINS and Mr. SHAW were ap- 
pointed. 
ae House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 107, noes 


So the previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That each committee of this House shall have as many clerks as 
there are members upon the committee, one to be selected by each of such mem- 
bers: Provided, That no committee shall have more clerks than it has members: 
And provided further, That the clerk selected by the chairman of such committee 
shall be the chief clerk of the same: And pronaid furtka That except as to the 
chief clerks, all clerks provided for herein shall paid at the rate of $75 per 
month during the time Congress is in session, from the House contingent fund : 
And , That when a member of this House is a member of more than one 
committee such member shall have the right to name but one clerk. 


Mr. PERKINS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me there is a great deal of 
humbug about this question of clerks. A few yearsago I had the honor 
to be a member of a committee similar to the one over which at this 
Con; under the appointment with which the Speaker has honored 
me, I am called to preside. The committee to which I refer during a 
previous Congress was not at any time called together; no action was 
ever taken by it. I am now called upon to act as chairman of a simi- 

‘lar committee; and if, as proposed by the Committee on Accounts, a 
clerk be assigned to that committee, I shall hardly know what to do 
with him. Besides, we have'no room in which to act. The Commit- 
tee on Accounts, in assigning clerks to these committees on expendi- 
tures in the various Departments, ought at the same time to have pro- 
vided for each of the committees a room in which they could put their 
clerk, [Laughter: ] 

Mr. PERKINS. LI yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Symzs]. 

Mr, SYMES. Mr. Speaker, eitherthe members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives during the first fifty years of the American Congress had 
a very easy time and much leisure in the discharge of their official 
duties, or the members of the present Congress and those that are to 
follow us require clerks to aid them in the discharge of their duties. If 
thereare exceptions to this rule—if there are members on this floor who, 
as the Congressional Directory shows, have only about 2,000 voters in 
their districts, so that they do not need clerks, certainly others of us who 
have 200,000 to 350,000 constituents think that the gentlemen from 
those other districtsshould not be the judgesin denying to us theright 
-to have clerks to assist us in discharging the duties that we owe to our 
constituents and to the people generally. 

For one moment let me show the difference in the amount of work 
required of a member of Congress now in comparison with that required 
of members of the early Congresses of the United States. As was well 
shown by the distinguished Speaker of this House, in what may be 
called his valedictory at the close of the Forty-eighth Congress, during 
the first fifty years of the organization of this Government there were 
introduced into Congress, and referred to appropriate committees, only 
8,777 bills and joint resolutions, whereas there were introduced into the 
Forty-eighth Congress, and referred to committees of this House for 
action, 8,630 bills. This shows that during the first fifty years of the 
existence of the American Congress no more bills were introduced for 
action than during the Forty-eighth Congress alone. 

During the Forty-ninth Congress there were introduced and referred 
to committees 11,260 bills in the House and 3,385 bills in the Senate, 
making a total of over 14,000 bills. It isa low estimate, judging from 
the number of bills introduced into this House thus far, that there 
will be over 16,000 bills introduced in the Fiftieth Congress, which will 
have to be referred to committees, have to be printed, have to be read 
and referred to subcommittees, and haveto be considered andacted on. 

A member of Congress twenty-five years ago did not need a clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SYMES. I ask the gentleman to yield me three minutes more. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will yield that further time to the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. SYMES. Another point. Think of the difference between the 
number of constituents a member of the Fiftieth Congress here has to 
represent, has to correspond with, whose business he has to look after in 
the Departments, whom he has to represent on this floor as best he can, 
and the number of the constituents of a member of Congress fifty years 
ago. The ratio of representation of the different districts of the United 
States from 1790 to 1800 was 33,000; in 1810, 35,000; in 1820, 40,000; 
in 1830, 47,000; in 1840, 70,000—I do not give the fractions; in 1850, 
90,000; in 1860, 127,000; in 1870, 131,000; and in 1880, 150,000. 
Unless this House is increased in its membership, after 1890 the ap- 
portionment and constituencies will exceed 200,000. 


Sir, there are districts in the northwestern part of this country which 
to-day have from threehundred to five hundred thousand constituents. 
I make the point, and-I wish to call the attention of my friends who 
are opposed to granting these clerks to the fact, that it is impossible for 
any one of them to attend to important national legislation and at the 
same time discharge the multifarious duties which the law of prescrip- 
tionand precedenthas imposed on him without the assistance of clerks. 
Otherwise he may sit at his desk on this floor and write from morning 
until night, and not attend tothe important duties his constituents sent 
him here to perform. 

I do not believe the American people are so penurious in the matter 
of being willing to pay for clerks for their members of Congress when 
those clerks will be almost entirely engaged in attending to correspond- 
ence, franking and mailing documents, and running to the Departments 
and performing other duties for constituents, 

Clerks to members will greatly increase their efficiency in the dis- 
charge of their strictly legislative duties. Members neglect committee 
work, neglect thorough investigation of importantsubjectsof legislation, 
because they have not the time or opportunity without the aid of clerks 
to perform these duties. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOWARD. , Mr. Speaker, the expenses of the two hranches of 
Congress during a term areestimated at from eight to ten million dol- 
Jars. The additional expense that would be incurred during a Con- 
gress composing the two sessions under this proposition, if adopted, 
would add to that sum only about $350,000. 

Now, the question presented by the resolution simply resolves itself 
into this: whether or not that additional expense would add to the 
efficiency of Congress—both branches. If it would add to the effi- 
ciency of it, then this proposition ought to be passed; if it would not, it 
ought to be defeated. ; 

Mr. Speaker, we all know the fact that there are demands made 
upon every member of Congress, upon every man upon the floor of this 
House, morning, noon, and night, requiring answers to from ten to 
twenty letters, and in many cases with many members amounting to 
from thirty to sixty, and in some cases even more than that. We do 
know it to be a fact that no man with this drudgery upon his shonl- 
ders can perform his duties as a member of this House as the peopleex- 
pect him to perform them in regard to the great public measures which 
are to be considered. If, by the of this resolution, one-half of 
the drudgery could be lifted from the shoulders of the members on this 
floor, I should vote for it, not for my own interest, but because I be- 
lieve it to be in the interest of the people whom I represent. 

Is there a man upon this floor who can rise here in his place and say 
that such an aid would not make this body more efficient in its public 
duties? I doubt ifany man will say so. If then he can not deny the 
value of such a service, does not that settle the question? Should we 
not give the $350,000 for a Congress that we may have the benefit of 
the ten millions of dollars that must necessarily be expended? Why 
expend ten millions of dollars and send men here to make them mere 
clerks instead of legislators? Why not give the little additional sum 
required and let the country have the benefit of the vast expenditures 
which must be made? 

What are the demands of the country? Not more legislation, but 
more deliberation, more thought, more statesmanship in the interest of 
the great body of the people on all of these questions that are presented. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield six minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BOOTHMAN]. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, L had the pleasure of supporting 
this measure in the committee, although I was in the minority. I 
stand here to-day in the presence of this House to assume the full re- 
sponsibility of my action there, and to answer to my constituents for 
that assumption. 

I think the central question here presented is, is this right in 
principle? If itis right in principle it ought to prevail. If it is not 
right, it ought to be voted down. 

Now, it was urged upon the floor of this House a few days ago, when 
this question was presented here ina similar shape, that it was a 
proposition in the nature of a salary grab. Iam here, sir, to dispute 
that intoto. It has nomore semblance to a salary grab than an old hat 
and a tattered coat, stretched upon a pair of cross-sticks standing in a 
cornfield, resemble aman. Nota bit of it. (Laughter. ] 

Let us see if this is to add anything, or will add anything, to the 
emoluments of a Representative upon the floor of this House. We 
find the duties of a Representative defined in the Constitution and in 
the laws of this commonwealth; and for the discharge of those duties, 
the duties of legislating upon those subjects, Representatives are elected 
with the emoluments which go with those duties and none others. 

Now there has grown up by a process of accretion, to the duties defined 
by law attaching to the office of Representative, a great amount of detail 
that in nowise comes in as a part of the legitimate duties of his office. 
They are duties which have grown up for the accommodation ofthe people 
of his district. Because these people are at their homes and the Rep- 
resentative is here, and it is so easy to call upon him to get information 
for them, or to do those things they desire to have done here, he has 
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got into the habit of doing them as a part of his duties. Now, the peo- 
ple demand them as a right, not perhaps a strict legal right, but be- 
cause the Representative is here and accommodating and has been in 
the habit of doing so. This condition of affairs has so grown until the 
duties not incumbent upon a Representative are greater than the duties 
that he is compelled to perform and that are incumbent upon him by 
law. Itisin my opinion a false economy that would keep him writ- 
ing letters, running to the Departments, and attending to such busi- 
ness, while the great public measures upon which he is called to act as 
a Representative can receive no consideration at his hands, because he 
can not possibly find the time for that purpose. Isay such a system is 
a saving at the spiggot and robbing at the bung. If it were otherwise, 
when legislation is demanded upon great appropriation bills they would 
not be put off until the very close of the session for the reason that no 
member has time to consider them before. 

Now, the American people are not so stingy and so penurious, so 
cheese-paring in their economy, as to say they will send men here and 

nd millions of dollars for legislation and refuse members of Congress 
the assistance of a clerk at $75 a month, which will enable them to 
act maturely upon the measures that come before them in connection 
with their public duties here. 

I ma favor of the amendment because it is rightin principle. [Ap- 

lause. 
j Mr. PERKINS. Iyield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. I shall support this proposition with my voice and 
my vote for two reasons. The first is, it isa measure of economy to 
the entire people. Every member of this House knows that a large 
number of his constituents have various claims pending before the dif- 
ferent Departments of the Government. These are made up of the 
claims of rs against the Government, of claims of post-office 
contractors, of the claims of parties who have secured the obligations 
of the Government and who have not yet received the money upon 
those obligations, of claims for bounties that have not been paid, of 
claims for horses lost during the war, of claims for pensions, and of a 
variety of other claims, including also claims against the Government 
for property destroyed by Indians. 

Thousands of dollarsare paid by the people of your district—and I 
care not who the member may be—to the pension and claim agents in 
this city. I believe from my own district $30,000 annually are paid by 
the individual citizens of my district to parties here to prosecute claims 
against the Government which ought tobe paid and which would have 
been paid before now if attention were given to these matters either by 
the claim agent or by a member of Congress. 

I would like to know where there is a single man representing any 
district on the floor of this House who, when he places before his con- 
stituents the fact that they are paying to the claim agents of this city 
a large amount in excess of what would be called for if each Represent- 
ative had a clerk at $75 a month—lI ask where there is a member who 
would not be sustained in that position. I say this proposition is in 
favor of economy, of saving money to the people of this country. These 
claim agents here do not accomplish anything by their work, and the 
most of it has to be done through the member of Congress; and if it 
were understood by the people at large that every member of Congress 
had a clerk to whom he could refer these matters and under whose di- 
rection these claims could be obtained they could be more speedily 
settled than under the present law. 

I support the resolution for a second reason; and that is thatit places 
every member of this House onan equality. There are fifty-four com- 
mittees of this House under the report of the Committee on Accounts, 
and every one of the chairmen of those committees is entitled toa clerk. 
Every member on that side not entitled to a clerk is not on an equal 
footing with the man who has a clerk. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield my colleague two minutes more, 

Mr. PETERS. In another respect I want to see all the members of 
this House placed on an equality. The poor man here is unable to em- 
ploy a clerk, and must occupy his time in running to the Departments 
and carrying on business for his individual constituents. The rich man 
ean employ clerks and has time to study legislation, and when a mat- 
ter comes up before this House he is prepared to discuss that legislation, 
while the poor man, unable to employ a clerk, has no opportunity to 
study legislation and therefore can not represent his constituents intelli- 
gently on this floor when matters of legislation come up in which they 
are interested. 

‘This proposition will placeall the members of this House on an equal- 
ity, so that they will be able to give their attention equally to matters of 
legislation that come before it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Bicas]. 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope this proposition will not pass. I entered into a 
specific contract with the people of my State and district when I came 
here; and I knew what my salary and what my mileage would be, and I 
knew the amount of labor I would have to perform. 

I ask the gentlemen on this floor that they be just before they are so 
generous. The people are bowed now with the burdens of taxation, 
and in the name of God why do you want to vote this money, amount- 


ing to nearly a quarter of a million of dollars, out of the public Treas- 
ury? It is nothing more nor less than a salary grab. 

Task you to ponder over this matter. Ifthe gentleman from Kansas 
will allow me, I will send an amendment to the Clerk’s desk and 
haveit read. IPf he will accept the amendment Lam satisfied there will 
be a unanimous vote on this sideof the House, and I hope on both sides 
of the House. Iask to have the amendment read, believing if the 
gentleman will accept it we can get along harmoniously on this ques- 
tion without any further discussion. I offer theamendment which I 
send to the desk, 

Mr. PERKINS. I permit it to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California has the right to 
have the amendment read as part of his remarks, but it is not in 
order to be offered at this time. - 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Strike out the words “‘ which shall be paid out of the contingent 
insert * which shall be 

[Gteat Jaugiiter | > 

Mr. BIGGS. ow, Mr. Speaker, I think we can agree to that. 
Will my friend accept the amendment? : 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, there are two audiences which will 
take notice to what is said to-day in this connection, and which none 
of us can afford to ignore. There is an audience with an interest—I 
will not say unbecoming, but not helpful to accurate judgment. There 
is also an audience of the people which will hear and perhaps pass 
upon the votes and speeches of some gentlemen here to-day in a very 
different spirit from that which animates many of the members of this 
body. Irespect that audience as fair, just, intelligent. I havealways 
thought it becoming in me to have due and decent regard for it. 
Years there was a question here involving the compensation of 
the members of the Forty-second Congress. It was urged that the 
compensation of members was not sufficient, that it did not command ~ 
the best talent, and various processes of reasoning were adopted by the- 
House, resulting in an overwhelming vote augmenting the pay of 
members of that Congress; but very few of the gentlemen in that 
House who voted that way found approval on the part of their constit- 
uents, although there was the same defiant course of conduct in refer- 
ence to public opinion that there is here now. I care not what other 
gentlemen may see fit to do in this matter, but when the proposition 
touches me personally, as this does every member, I shall feel that it 
has become a question of delicacy, and I shall be more carefal in regard 
to that appropriation than in regard to any other that can gaen 
come before me as a member of the House. Gentlemen say that this 
is not a proposition for an increase of salary. ‘They might as well say 
that many other things which would be helpful to members would 
not be virtually an increase of compensation. 

I undertake to say, sir, that there are many members on this floor 
who would find the net result of it a decided increase of their compen- 
sation. Certainly such is the inference to be drawn from private con- 
versation giving the experience of the gentlemen. There has been a 
suggestion made in behalf of this resolution on the ground that while 
gentlemen representing a constituency of only two thousand people may 
notneed clerks, others with larger constituenciesdoneedthem. Now, sir, 
let me ask, for what purpose is that consideration injected here? It is 
simply an attempt to weaken the force of the argument of the gentle- 
men on this side of the House by raising another question, as to whether 
or not there has been a proper regard for the rights of citizens in the 
matter of voting. But what has that todo with ths question? It has 
nothing whatever, and the introduction of it here is simply an attempt 
to vent indignation upon any man who stands in the way of this pro- 
posed appropriation. Sir, I care not for insinuations of that character: 

Vhen that other question comes up I shall be ready to meet it, but no 
gentleman, by attempting to browbeat on another matter, shall com- 
pel me to give a vote which I regard as improper, and I trust that this 
side of the House will keep its record on this question clean, as it has 
been in the past. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I have never yet set the fear of political 
punishment asa guard over my conscience upon the question of the 
discharge of my duty as between myself and my constituents. I shall 
not begin to-day, and, if the opportunity offers, I shall vote for the 
passage of this resolution, because I believe that it involves as much 
as any measure of this kind that can come before the House the ques- 
tion of the efficiency of the Representative. Some of us represent here 
64,000 votes, cast for the opposing candidates and for ourselves, involy- 
ing, by fair political calculation, a population of 250,000 or 300,009 peo- 
ple. Can a man upon whose shoulders these responsibilities are flung, 
the details of which have been so well described by gentlemen here 
upon the floor—can such a man evolve from ont the multitude of cares 
bearing upon him the time and thought to investigate the great appro- 
priation bills which earry three hundred and odd millions of dollars ? 
Can aman so situated find time to investigate the intricacies of the 
land policy and the laws incident thereto, which govern the Western 
country, from which many of us come, and the vast unappropriated pub- 
lic domain of the nation? Cana man with all these cares upon his 


fund’? and 
paid by each member out of his own pocket.” 
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mind and his conscience find time to follow up the action of the great 
commission which wasraised not long ago for the purposeof regulating 
the infinitely delicate relations between the peopleand the instruments of 
commerce which control the carriage of the vast quantities of material 
that pass continually from the East to the West und from the West to the 
East? Can he find time to discuss conscientiously and intelligently al- 
mostany one of the fifty subjects which for their comprehension might re- 
quire a year of careful study ? There are laid upon him such burdens of 
detail that he is night and day the yoke-fellow of toil. So heavy is the 
weight of business pressing upon us that there is not one of the mem- 

bers from the Western section of this country who, if his physical sys- 
tem could bear the strain, might not go home to-night and sit down with 
his stenographer (if he is able to have one) and toil on till midnight or till 

morning, and in the morning go to the Departments and follow out the 
details of errands there, and then come to his seat here in this House—for 
what purpose? To echo the intelligent sentiment of the two or three 

hundred thousand people he may represent upon the great questions 

requiring action at the hands of Congress? No; to echo the decision 
formulated in a committee-room—in the committee-room of the Ap- 
propriations Committee, dominated possibly by one man who, under 
the influence of a habit of thought, has come to rule the committee and 

rule thecountry, and rule the millions of money that are poured out by 
the Government. 

I submit, sir, that the question here is one of efficiency; and I con- 
clude as I began: never yet have I set the fear of future political pun- 
ishment as a guard over my conscience: and I will not do it to-day. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the only question, I think, that we 
need now seek to determine is whether the different members of the 
House of Representatives require, in fact, these clerks in the transaction 
of the public business. If so, I believe the 60,000,000 of people in this 
country would not only justify us in making, but would require us to 
make the expenditure. 

I am frank to say that, so far as I am personally concerned, I do not 
need a clerk so much as I did when we had a Republican President. 
My correspondence is not so onerous as it was then. I think perhaps 
the demand upon my time in that respect is not so great as that made 
upon most gentlemen on the other side by their correspondence. Yet 
I beg to assure gentlemen here that my correspondence and Depart- 
ment work now are quitesufficient to take a very considerable part of 
my time, which I believe ought to be given to the public business in 
connection with matters of legislation. So much for that. 

As there are gentlemen here who are afraid that public opinion will 
condemn this measure, I want to call their attention to the fact that 
for years past the popular body of Congress, the House of Representa- 
tives, has session after session come up and voted clerk-hire—not at the 
rate of $75a month, butat the rate of $6 a day—to every Senator in the 
co-ordinate branch of the National Legislature. Some members thought 
that great political capital was to be made out of the action of the Sen- 
ate touching that matter; but so far as I know, through all the years 
since that measure was adopted, the people have said, *‘ That is a wise 
expenditure.” And I must confess that year after year, when I have 
seen gentlemen antagonizing the appropriation for clerks for Senators 
to be paid at the rate of $6 a day, but in the end acquiescing in that 
appropriation, I have felt that we were not just to the popular body— 
the body that comes nearest to the people, and I think has, to say the 
least, as many duties to perform, so far as the personnel of the body is 
concerned, as Senators—we are not just in thus discriminating against 
this body and in favorof that. For that reason, as wellas others, I feel 
like demanding for this body, equal in matters of legislation with the 
Serate, nearer to the people, and, as we think, in some things superior 
tothe Senate in the nature of the duties thrust upon us, the same help 
that we have given to the members of the co-ordinate branch. 

One word more. For many years it has been felt that there has 
been a great injustice done to the House of Representatives touching 
this matter. For that reason a majority of the committees of this 
House are mere dress-parade committees, without business, the only 
object in their creation having been to give the chairman of the com- 
mittee a room in which to do his work touching matters of legislation 
and to enable him to have help in doing it. I know how this is. In 
the Forty-seventh Congress, besides being then, as I am now, a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, I was chairman of one of the 
dress-parade committees, and during that Congress the public Treasury 
paid for my clerk. Since that time I have paid him myself. So far 
as I am individually concerned I can do it and live. Ihear some gen- 
tlemen say they can not in justice to themselves and their families pay 
the salary of a clerk. 

But I beg gentlemen to listen to one other statement in regard to 
these dress-parade committees. I have not a list of all of them here, 
but I have a list of thirteen. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Task one minute more. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. CANNON. I have here a list of thirteen of these committees, 
of which the clerical force, the messengers, and other expenditures 


reached the sum of over $300,000. Do you want to know how many 
reports these thirteen committees made in the Forty-ninth Congress? 
I hold them in my hand, and there are nine in all, from these thirteen 
committees. [Laughter.] Now, let ustreateverybodyalike. Ithink 
I can vote for this proposition and meet the approval of my constituency. 

Mr. SHAW. Will the gentleman yield one minute? 

Mr. CANNON. With pleasure. 

Mr.SHAW. The expenditure of $300,000 to which the gentleman 
refers was for what length of time? 

Mr. CANNON. For the Congress, two sessions. 

Mr. SHAW. For the clerks and messengers of thirteen committees? 

Mr. CANNON. For the clerks, messengers, and the expenses per- 
taining to committee rooms, at least $300,000. A 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. SHAW. Does not the gentleman mean $30,000? 

Mr. CANNON. I beg pardon; the gentleman is correct; Iinadvert- 
ently called the figures $30,000 $300,000. But whether the aggregate 
is $30,000 or $300,000, whether it is much or little, the dress-parade 
committees are the same and the abuse is the same. 

One other thing before I sit down: If any gentleman comes to the 
conclusion that in the event of this resolution passing he willmot be 
justified in employing a clerk to be paid from the publie Treasury, I 
know of no way in which he can be compelled to do so. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Nineteen minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I shall support this amendment 
on the simple and practical ground already stated by more than one 
gentleman, that it is a matter of economy to the public service. I do 
not know how it is with other members of Congress, but I take it the 
requirements made on my part do not exceed those made on the aver- 
age member of Congress. 

This side of the House makes up in one class of correspondence what 
the other makes up in the matter of appeal for public patronage. I 
know that some members of the House receive a great deal more cor- 
respondence than I do. I kept an account for more than three months 
of the Forty-ninth Congress, and my letter-mail, nearly all of which 
required answers, averaged upward of forty letters a day. I paid for 
answering that correspondence a thousand dollars in cash, and when 
I had done that I had answered a large share of the letters myself. 

I wish to put another view of this case to some gentlemen on the 
other side of this House. There are fifty-eight committees of the 
House, or something like that, all of which are to have clerks. The 
other day we had a proposition submitted to the House, and a yea-and- 
nay vote taken on it, that these clerks should be committee clerks, and 
should not be the private clerks of the chairmen of those committees. 
That resolution or amendment was voted down. I have not analyzed 
the vote to see whether or not the ornamental and dress-parade com- 
mittee-clerk chairman voted in the negative or not. Ido not know 
how that is; and if I did know I would not state it now. 

But there must be a large number of gentlemen on that side now, and 
two years hence will be over here, who will understand if the head of 
the committee has any business with a clerk he is absolutely under the 
direction of the chairman of that committee, as the House has by solemn 
resolution declared he shall be the private clerk of that committee, for 
that is the logical effect of the vote we took the other day. 

Is there anything like equality in that sort of thing? 

The entire expense of the proposition made by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] will amount to about one hundred or one hun- 
dred and thirty-four thousand dollars a year. It is not the enormous 
sum some of the gentlemen have been talking about, and this calcula- 
tion is based on the theory of eleven months of session during the life 
of a Congress. 

I am in favor of this proposition because I believe it is a matter of 
economy. I believe every individual member of Congress will take the 
responsibility for himself, and I am perfectly willing to take it, and ifmy 
constituents, who load their burdens on me as though there was no 
limit to my capacity for hard labor, are unwilling to pay their share to 
make up this fund they can employ somebody else who will do the work 
better, perhaps, and for less money, and I will be content. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield to the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am against the resolution, but not 
on the ground of expense. The American people are both able and 
willing to pay every dollar that is necessary to secure good govern- 
ment. The worst thing abont this resolution is that it is an indirect 
method of increasing our salary, and that to only a pitiable extent. I 
admit that these clerks would relieve us of a great deal of duty we now 
have to perform—drudgery, mere manual labor, unfit for a Representa- 
tive in the American Congress to have to perform, especially in frank- 
ing numerous worthless documents and distributing seed of questiona- 
ble value, which we laboriously do in a demagogical spirit and in rivalry 
to the seed stores of the country. [Laughter and applause. ] 

What Congress needs is not more clerks, but more Representatives of 
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the people. If we had twice as many Representatives on this floor as 
we have now and three times as many Senators (six from each State) 
at the other end of the Capitol, then our representative clerical labor 
in both Houses could be easily and efficiently performed by ourselves. 

Besides, most of the correspondence we have with our constituents 
is of a peculiarly representative character, and we should not leave the 
duty of executing it to a clerk, because of the principle that delegated 
authority should not be redelegated. If there were more Representa- 
tives in Congress legislation would then be carried on usually by the 
people for the people, and less by classes for classes. The additional 
expense of paying more Senators and Representatives during a period 
of ten years’ time would be more than saved at every session of Con- 
gress by preventing improper appropriations that are now made with- 
out difficulty, and by wholesome legislation reducing taxes and wisely 
regulating the currency. 

If New England would only combine to give us the enlarged repre- 
sentation in Congress which she has in her State Legislatures it would 
be a thousand times better for the American people than things are 
now. Sir, the facilities of communication and concentration and com- 
bination are so great now that every class interest in the land is syndi- 
‘cated into an organized phalanx, as it were, to pass laws and control 
the administration of laws against the people and against the Govern- 
ment for private benefit. In other words, classes are organized against 
the masses, and what is wanted in this country more than anything 
else is additional representation to prevent robbery under the forms of 
law. [Applause. ] . 

There should be more of the judgment, the conscience, the interes 
of the masses injected into every law-making body on the continent, 
from village town councils up to the Congress of the United States. 
If that were done, the lobby would have a hard job [laughter], whereas 
now it has an easy one. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish I had more time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield two minutes to the 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I listened with a great deal of in- 
terest and pleasure to the remarks of the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Bicas] on his amendment to the pending proposition. It has 
been my pleasure to pay a clerk out of my own pocket for a great many 
years, ever since I have been in Congress, and I feel that the gentleman 
from California in his proposition might have considered the fact that 
one thousand or more dollars are paid to him, and other gentlemen 
from the Pacific coast, for transportation to and from Washington at- 
tending each session of Congress, and that it would probably come with 
a questionable grace from one receiving so large a compensation to sug- 
gest that those of us living near the capital should pay the compensa- 
tion of our own clerks. One hundred and twelve thousand dollars are 
paid by the Government for mileage at each session of Congress. I pay 
my own clerk for his clerical services—— 

Mr. BIGGS. And so do I. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And yet by act of Congress I am allowed $58 at 
each session for transportation to and from Philadelphia, when it costs 
me but $6 for the round trip. Therefore, I say, let there be an equal 
adjustment of the people’s money, going directly where the people will 
be most benetited; and there could be no criticism or complaint if every 
member of Congress had a clerk, the sum total of which expense would 
not exceed the excess received by members of Congress in their trans- 
portation to and from the capital. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LAWLER]. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I merely want to say to our Demo- 
cratic friends on this side of the House that if the public press of the 
country thought this was a good move their votes would be cast ac- 
cordingly. I want to say, as a member of this Congress, that I find it 
impossible to do much that I am called upon to do, representing in 
part the city of Chicago; and I say kindly to those gentlemen having 
clerks to assist them in a measure in doing their work that they ought 
to have a little more charitable feelings in expressing their views upon 
such a question as this. I do not believe, as parties interested, that 
they should vote upon the question at all. They have clerks allotted 
to them, and ought to be prohibited from interfering with this case. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

I only say this: I believe the people would justify and approve the 
action of this Congress in voting each member a clerk. These clerks 
can relieve very greatly the members of Congress in their labors here, 
and enable them to devote „ust that much more time to the prosecu- 
tion and consideration of the public business; and I think that the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] puts the thing in its proper 
light when he says that justice has not been done to the constituencies 
of members upon this floor. 

Members to-day on this side of the House have told me that they 
have correspondence now on their hands which has been accumulating 
for the past four weeks, and which, in consequence of the labors imposed 
upon them here, they are unable to reach and answer. That is doubt- 
less the case with many; and I say in voting against this resolution 
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they are not doing their constituents justice. Iam in favor of the res- 
olution or anything in that direction that will aid the members of Con- 
gress in doing right and justice to the people of this country. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. KERR]. - 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, when this question was up the other day 
I voted in favor of the proposition submitted by the majority side of the 
House and against the proposition submitted by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. I believe that proposition ought not to be 
adopted now. But I do not think it comes with very good grace from 
the chairmen of the committees upon the other side of this House, who, 
all of them, when the question was taken upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, I believe it was, requiring them to confine 
the labors of their clerks to the proper work before the committee, 
voted against that restriction of their duties, and yet are to-day insist- 
ing, while they ask that latitude for themselves, that the members of 
this House shall not have any assistance to aid them in their work. 

Now the Committee on Accounts come back into the House and ask 
that clerks be given to a number of additional committees, which have 
no work to do and will not perhaps have a single report prepared for 
submission to the House during the present session, and these clerks 
are to receive a large amount of money out of the public Treasury. [ 
ask gentlemen to be consistent upon these matters, and while they are 
in favor of restricting this side in measures of economy, that they will 
also favor measures looking to the restriction of members upon that 
side; requiring only clerks to be given to those committees which actu- 
ally have work to be performed in the interest of the public service. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen has five minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr, PERKINS. Then I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland, the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I trust this amendment will not prevail. 
It will increase the ex of this Congress, or rather of this session 
of Congress about $174,000, not a dollar of which has yet been appro- 
priated for the payment of these clerks. There has been appropriated 
but $30,000 in the contingent fund, and that is devoted to miscella- 
neous expenses, such as the funerals of deceased members, etc.; and I 
take it for granted, sir, that there will be so many to bary, if this 
amendment prevails, that an additional appropriation will be abso- 
lutely necessary for the contingent fund. [Laughter. ] 

Gentlemen have found fault with the Committee on Accounts for 
assigning clerks to committees which they allege have no duties to per- 
form. ‘They say that those committees do not discharge, or have not in 
the past discharged, duties which require the assistance of a clerk. fF 
am not able to say whether that is the fact or not; butif those commit- 
tees exercise the rights which have been conferred upon them by this 
House I am sure they will have enough to employ the committees and 
clerksaswell. I will read in this connection what the duties are which 
are assigned to the various committees on expenditures in the different 
Departments of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to extend the time for 
two minutes that I may yield that time to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. SHAW]. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHAW. I read from the rules: 

The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several Departments 
of the Government and the manner of keeping the same; the economy, just- 
ness, and correctness of such expenditures; their conformity with appropria- 
tion laws; the proper application of public moneys; the security of the Govern- 
ment against unjust and extravagant demands; retrenchment; the enforcement 
of the payment of moneys due to the United States; the economy and accounta- 
bility of public officers; the abolishment of useless offices; the reduction or in- 
crease of the pay of officers, shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction of the eight 
standing committees on the publie expenditures in the several Departments, 

I would commend this section to the attention of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and I will assure him in that connection that the Com- 
mittee on Accounts will be pleased to find a room for him. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. ROGERS]. ; 

Mr. ROGERS. For two Congresses I haye been honored with the 
chairmanship of a committee which has been styled a dress-parade com- 
mittee. If the House gives me a clerk of that committee it will be like 
Governor Foraker’s staff, who help him to do nothing. I do not propose 
toaccept him on any such ground. It would bea fraud and a pretense, 
and I never would do it. 

In the second place, if this resolution shall be adopted I do notintend 
toappointaclerk for myself. Insaying this I have two objectsin view. 
One is to indicate my determination to vote against this proposition, 
and the second is to prevent myself from being overwhelmed with ap- 
plications for the clerkship. I want everybody to take notice of what 
is my intention. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam indeed indebted to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas for the statement he has just made to the House, which only em- 
phasizes what has already been said herein the course of this debate, that 
this report, which we are attempting to amend and make consistent, is 
reported in the interest of fifty-four members of this House. It is re- 
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ported in the interest of men, some of whom, as suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, have no necessity or use for a committee clerk. 
And yet when we propose to confer that same privilege which this com- 
mittee is endeavoring to offer to the gentleman from Arkansas, and 
others situated as he is, when we propose to confer the same privilege 
on other members, we find the Committee on Accounts and others an- 
tagonizing it and standing here and charging that we are seeking to 
waste the people’s money. It is consistent in the judgment of those 
gentlemen to confer the privilege on the accepted few, the fifty-four 
favorite Democrats, while the great mass of the members ofthis House 
are compelled to do the work recited here without assistance or at their 
own expense. 

I will say to the gentleman from California [Mr. Brees] that the prop- 
osition which he presented here is not a novel one. It is very ili 
to the older members of this House. We have for years been doing 
the very thing which the gentleman from California proposes—we have 
been employing clerks and paying them from our own pockets, and to 
relieve us in part and to avoid the discriminations and injustice which 
would result if the report of the committee is adopted we have sub- 
mitted this proposition in good faith and with the belief that if mem- 

ee en a meee and in favor of good legislation it will pre- 
For one moment I challenge the gentlemen on the other side who are 
opposing this amendment to designate a debate which is followed or 
listened to by one-third of the members, unless it be one of iar in- 
terest; I challenge them to designate a vote taken in this House at 


which two-thirds of the members do not feel called upon to inquire of | Cheadl 


somebody near them what is the proposition and how they shall vote. 
And why is this? Not because of idleness or indifference, but it is be- 
cause members are so engrossed in their correspondence and in their 
errand work and in the multifarious duties given them by their con- 
stituents that they have not the time on the floor to know what is the 
pending proposition. They sit here, more than two-thirds of them, en- 
in other duties, and inquire of the gentlemen about them how 

to vote and to explain the pending proposition. Is that the way tose- 
cure intelligent legislation? Is that the intelligent way in which to 
represent a constituency on the floor of this House? Shall that be con- 
tinued or shall we avail ourselves of assistance and give intelligent con- 
sideration to legislation and to the demands of our constituents ? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I move the previous question on the amendment 
and the report. - 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Is it in order to move to recommit pending the 
demand for the previous question? 

The SPEAKER, Itis. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then I move to recommit, with the instruc- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To recommit the subject-matter to the committee, with instructions to report 
a bill providing fora clerk for each member of the House, to be paid at the rate 
of $% perday during the session of Congress; and providing thatthe bill, should 
it become a law, not take effect until the first session of the Fifty-first 


gress. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 

tleman from Florida. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Is the motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. CRAIN. I make the point of order that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Florida is not germane to the subject before the House. 
The pending proposition is to provide every member of a committee 
in this House with a clerk, and the instructions to the Committee on 
Accounts to report a bill for the purpose of providing members in suc- 
ceeding Congresses with clerks is not germane. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled upon the same point the other 
day and sustained the point of order, and after that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] put his proposition in a different form, which 
the Chairadmitted.. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the report, with 
the instruction which I send to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the pending proposition be recommitied to the Committee on 
Accounts, with instructions to amend the same so as to fix the number of session 
clerks at the number authorized during the last Congress and no more, and as- 
sign the same to the several committees not having annual clerks, and allow a 
oa s Committee on the Eleventh Census, and report to the House ac- 
co . 

The House divided on the motion of Mr. HOLMAN; and it was re- 
jected—ayes 55, noes 91. 

The previous question was then ordered on the amendment of Mr. 
PERKINS—ayes 114, noes 32. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. McADOO. No quorum. i 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the House take the 
yea-and-nay vote directly on the main question, 
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point of no quorum? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the point. 
The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum is withdrawn; the pre- 


vious question is ordered; and the question now is on the 


JANUARY 16, 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist upon the 


roposition 


of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], which is offered as a 
substitute for the report of the committee. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. DUNN. Iask that the proposition of the gentleman from Kan- 


sas be read. 


The Clerk again read the amendment proposed by Mr. PERKINS. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 64, nays 182, not vot- 
ing 77; as follows: 


YEAS—61. 
sen ns eee 
ro en yı 

Bayne, Dunham, Laird, 

aom. Eue A Lawler, 
ngham, ’ ge, 

Boothman, Foran, g, 

Boutelle, Funston, Lyman, 

Bown T.R Galling Mok ini 

rown, J. nger, c ey, 

Buckalew, Gear, Saal 

Bunnell, Grosvenor, 

Butler, Hayes, Peters, 

Campbell, J. E. Holmes, Plumb, 

Cannon, Howard, Post, 

è, Hudd, Pugsley, 

Conger, Hunter, Reed, 

NAYS—182. 

Abbott, Dingley, Laidlaw, 

Adams, Dockery, Landes, 

Allen, E. P, Dougherty, ne, 

Anderson, A. R. Dunn, Lanham, 

Anderson, O. L. Enloe, $ 

Anderson, G, A. Ermentrout, Lehlbach, 

Anderson, J. A. Farquhar, s 

Atkinson Fisher, Macdonald, 

Baker, Jehu Ford, Maish, 

Bank $ French, Mansur, 

Barnes, Fuller, artin, 

A Gay, Matson, 

Bliss, est, McAdoo, 

Blount, Gibson, MecClammy, 

x Glass, McComas, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Glover, McCormick, 
Breckinridge, WCPGranger, A 
Bryce, Greenman, McOullogh, 
Buchanan, Grimes, McMillin, 

Grout, McRae, 

ete Stall. ; A, 

Campbell, T. J. Hare, ills, 

ler, Hatch, Moffit, 

Carlton, Haugen, Montgomery, 

Caruth. Heard, oore, 

Caswell, Henderson, J.S Morgan, 

Chipman, Henderson, T.J Morrill, 

y, Herbert, eal, 

S k, D Shere ee 
emen res, ewton, 
bb, Hitt, Nichols, 

Compton, Hogg, Norwood, 

per, Holman, Oates, 

Cothran, Hooker, O'Donnell, 

Cowles, Hopkins, A. J. O’ Ferrall. 

Cox, d Hopkins,S. I. O'Neall, J. H. 

Crisp, Hovey, O'Neill, Charles 

Crouse, Hutton, Osborne, 

Culberson, Johnston, J.T. Outhwaite, 

Cummings, Johnston, Parker, 

n, Jones, Payson, 
Darlington, Kerr, Peel, 
Davidson, A.C Kilgore, Penington, 
De Lano, Laffoon, Perry, 
Dibble, La Follette, Phelan, 

NOT VOTING—77. 

Allen, J.M. Collins, Ketcham, 
con, Dalzell, Lagan, 

Baker, C.8. at yg Latham, 

k Davidson, R.H.M. Lynch, 
Belmont, Davis, affett, 

iggs, rsey, Mahoney, 

Bland, Eliott, McKenna, 

Bowden, Felton, McKinney, 

Bowen, Fitch, Milliken, 

Brewer, Forney, Morrow, 

Browne, T, H. B, Golf, Morse, 

Browne, T. M. Harmer, Nutting, 

Brown, 0. E. Hayden. O'Neill, J. J. 

Bromm, Hemphill, Owen, 

Butterworth, Hend- rson, Phelps, 

Byrum, Herman: Rice, 

Campbell, Felix Hopkins,§S.T. Rockwell, 

Catchings, Houk, E. 

Coe! £ Jackson, usk, 

Cogswell, Kelley, Eyan, 


So the substitute was not agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. TAULBEE, by unanimous consent, the reading 
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peg 


enson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. D. 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockdale 
Stone of Ky. 


Wilkinson, 
Wiliams, 
Wilson, Thomas 
Wilson, W, L. 
Wi 


ise, 
Yardley. 


Sawyer, 


Spinola 

pino; 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 
‘Thomas, J. R, 
Thompson, T. L. 
Vance, 
Vandever, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, 
White, 8. V. 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Woodburn, 
Yoder. 


of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 


The following-named members were announced as paired: 
Mr. BREWER with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, on this vote, 
Mr. CoLLINS with Mr, MILLIKEN. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. MORSE with Mr. CoGSwE Lt. 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. DORSEY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. Lynch with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr, BieGs with Mr. McKENNA. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. VANDEVER. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 

Mr, TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. HÓPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. MOKINNEY with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. FORNEY with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. Bynum with Mr. HERMANN. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr. 
CockRAN. If it had not been for that pair (which has not been an- 
nounced) I should have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I observe the announcement is 
made that I am paired with my colleague [Mr. MCKINNEY]. We are 
paired on political questions. If the ruling should be, as I suppose it 
would be, that this is not a political question, I should let my vote 
stand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair makes no ruling upon such questions, 
The gentleman must decide for himself. 

Mr. MATSON. My colleague [Mr. Bynum], who is absent on ac- 
count of sickness, would, if present, vote *‘ no” on this proposition. 

Mr. LATHAM. If the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. DORSEY], 
with whom I am paired, were present, I would vote ‘‘no” on this 
question. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question 
of information. I would like to ascertain whether the Speaker decides 
that this is a political question. è 

The SPEAKER. The Chair made no decision on that subject. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I desire to say that if this is not 
a political question, I wish to be recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must determine that matter for 
himself. It is not the province of the Chair to determine what are and 
what are not political questions. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Then I desire to be recorded in 
the negative. 

Stig SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall during the roll- 
call? 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I was. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. SHAW. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] was rejected; and 
also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Irise toaparliamentary inquiry. Is it in order 
to ask for a separate vote on that portion of this report which proposes 
to give a clerk respectively to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
State Department and the Committees on Expenditures in the several 
other Departments? 

The SPEAKER. That is the question on which the House is about 
to vote. The Chair will state the situation of the question. A few 
days ago the Committee on Accounts made a report assigning clerks to 
certain committees, which were enumerated. To that report various 
amendments were offered, and pending those amendments the report 
was recommitted to the Committee on Accounts. To-day the com- 
mittee reports the matter back, proposing a substitute which differs 
from tMe original report in the fact that it assigns clerks to the com- 
mittees which the gentleman from New Jersey has just mentioned. 
The question now before the Honse is upon agreeing to the substitute 
proposed by the committee, which, if agreed to, will give clerks to 
these additional committees. If it be not agreed to, the vote will then 
recur upon agreeing to the original report, which does not give clerks 
to these committees. 

ar BAYNE. Isit in order to move that this report be laid on the 
table? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BAYNE. I make that motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like unanimous consent to put a question 
to the chairman or some other member of the committee making this 
report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

. Mr, RANDALL. I desire some member of the committee from 
whom this proposition comes to state what increase in the force of clerks 
this report will make over the force employed in the last Congress for 
like duties. k 

Mr. SHAW. The report increases the number five, exclusive of the 
assistant clerk to the Committee on Claims; but all the committees in- 
cluded in this report, with the exception, I think, of two, were provided 
with clerks in the last Congress; they were not embraced in the origi- 
nal assignment, but were provided for by subsequent resolutions. 


Mr. RANDALL. Then this is a net increase of one? 

Several MEMBERS. ‘Two. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
moyi to lay the report, with the accompanying substitute, on the 
table. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 77, noes 102. 

The SPEAKER. The gnestion now recurs on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute proposed by the Committee on Accounts for the original report. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. There are 
a great many members absent at this time. Let us have a full vote on 
this question to-morrow. - 

Mr. RANDALL. We had better dispose of it now. ‘ 

The motion of Mr. BAYNE, that the House adjourn, was not agreed 
to; there being—ayes 77, noes 110. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question recurs on agreeing to the substitute 
proposed by the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
124, noes 90, not voting 109; as follows: 


YEAS—144. 
Abbott, Dibble, Landes, Randall, 
Anderson, C. L, Dockery, Lane, Rice, 
Anderson, G. A, Dougherty, Lanham, Richardson, 
Bankhead, Enloe, Lee, Robertson, 
Barnes, Ermentrout, Macdonald, TS, 
Bliss, Fisher, Maish, Rowland, > 
Blount, French Mansur, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, Martin, Seney, 
Breckinridge, WCP Gibson, Matson, haw 
Bryce, Glass, McAdoo, . Shively, 
Buckalew, Glover, McClammy, immons, 
Burnes, Granger, McCreary, Sowden, 
Burnett, reenman, McMillin, Springer, 
Campbell, J, E. Grimes, McShane, necker, 
Candler, all, erriman, wart, 
Carlton, Hare, Mills, Stewart, J. D. 
Caruth, Hatch, Montgomery, Stone of K; 
Chipman, Hayes, Moore, Stone of Mo, 
Clardy, Heard, Mo: - Tarsney, 
Clements, Henderson, J.S. Neal, Taulbee, 
Cobb, Herbert, Newton, ' 
Compton, Hogg, 5 Tracy, 
Cothran, Holman, O'Donnell, Townshen 
Cowles, Hooker, Ferrall, Turner, H. 
Cox, Hopkins, S, I. O’Neall, J. H. Walker, 
Crain, Howard, Outhwaite, ‘Weaver, 
Crisp, Hudd, l Whiting, J. R. 
Culberson, Hutton, Penington, Whitthorne, 
Cummings, Johnston, T. D, Perry, - wW 2 
ces K Killgore, helan, Wilson, Thomas 
Davidson, A. C. Laffoon, Pidcock, Wilson, W. L. 
R NAYS—9. 
Adams, Davis, Johnston, J. T, Perkins, 
Allen, Č. H. De Lano, ean, Peters, 
Allen, E. P. Dingley, Kennedy, Reed, 
Anderson, A. R. Dunham, Kerr, Faris fr 
Anderson, Jobn A. Farquhar, La Follette, Scull, 
Atkinson Felton, dilaw, Sherman, 
Baker, Jehu Finley, Laird, Smith, 
Bayne, Fl ‘ Lehlback, ee 
Bingham, Fuller, Lind, e, 
Boothman, Funston, synen; Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Gaines, ason, Struble, 
Brown, J. R. Gallinger, McCom: Thomas, G, M. 
Buchanan, Gear, McCormick, Thomas, O. B. 
Bunnell, Gest, MeCull pson, A. 0. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, McHae, Turner, E. J. 
Cannon, Guenther, Moffitt, Wade, 
Caswell, Haugen, Morrill, Warner, 
Cheadle, Henderson, T. J. Nichols, Whiting, William 
Clark, Hitt, Nut ss Wick! 
Conger, Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Williams, 
Cooper, Hopkins, A. J. Osborne, Yardley. 
Crouse, Hovey, Parker, 
Darlington, Hunter, Patton, 
NOT VOTING—109. 

Allen, J. M. Cutcheon, Lawler, Ryan, 
Arnold, Daizell, ge, Scott, 
Bacon, Davenport, Long, are. 
Baker, C. S. Davidson, R. H. M. Lynch, Spinola, 
Barry, orsey, Maffett, Stewart, J. W. 
Beiden, Dunn, Mahoney, e, 
Beimont, Elliott, McKenna, 
Bi McKinley, Taylor, E..B. 
Blanchard, Foran, McKinney, Taylor, J. D. 
Bland Ford, Milliken, mas, J. 
Bound, Forney, Morrow, Thompson, T. L. 
Bowden, off, Morse, Vance, 
Bowen, Grout, Nelson, Vandever, 
Brewer, Harmer, Norwood, Washington, 
Brower, Hayden. O'Neill, J.J. Weber, 
Browne, T.H. B. Hem bill Owen, est, 
Browne, T. M. Henderson, D. B. yson, Wheeler, 
Brown, ©, E. Hermann, Phelps, White, J. B. 
Brumm, Hiestand, Plumb White, S. V. 
Butler, Hires, ‘ost, Wilber, 
Butterworth, Hopkins, S. T. Pugsley, Wilkins, 
Bynum, Houk, Rayner, Wise, 
Campbell, Felix Jackson, Woodburn, 
ye rere} T.J. Jones, Romeis, Yoder, 

tchings, Kelly, Rowell, Yost. 
Cockran, K Š oity C.A. 


Oi + 
So the substitute was agreed to. 
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During the roll 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL said: Mr. Speaker, as this has as- 
sumed the character of a party question, and as I have paired with 
Mr. HoPKINS, of New York, I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk 
for the rest of the day: 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. WIsE with Mr. Yost on this question. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. CuTCHEON. 

Mr. YODER with Mr. PHELPS. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution as 
amended was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHAw (at 6 o’clock and 8 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolutions of a private nature were in- 
ia severally ordered to be printed, and referred as follows, 
namely: 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5070) for the relief of Peter 
Crenshaw—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES; A bill (H. R. 5071) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of James A. Torbert, deceased—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 5072) for the relief of Weil & 

- Moore—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 5073) for the relief of Eliza J. Bell — 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5074) for the relief of Jonathan Y. Bridges—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5075) granting a pension to Louise Paul—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 5076) granting a pension to Joseph 
Busby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H; R. 5077) for the relief of Henry R. Crosbie—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 5078) for the relief of Horace A. W. 
Tabor—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Edward Rice—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of C. B. Wilson—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5081) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Hilton Springsted—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5082) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Wheeler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5083) granting a pension to Mrs. M. P. Felch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5084) for the relief of John C. Johnson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5085) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Francis A. Land—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of Michael H. 
Collins—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5087) for the relief of James M. Garrison—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of Marcia M. Thompson, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Abel Thompson, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. ©. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 5089) for the relief of Lewis 
D. Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: A bill (H. R. 5090) for the relief of Thomas A. 
McLaughlin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 5091) to be entitled ‘An act 
for the relief of Y. G. Rust’’—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L. 
Bradwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of the estate of R. J. Hilburn, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIMES. A bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of Henry H. 
Epping and Alexander M. Brannan, administrators of 8. H. Hill—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 5095) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Ocmulgee River, in the State of Georgia, and for other 

jurposes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across Flint River, in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 5097) granting a pension to John 
E. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 5098) granting a pension to Hannah 
Babb Hutchens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 5099) for the relief of Enols 
Loyd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5100) increasing the pension of Eliza J. Houck, 
widow of Phillip Houck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5101) granting a pension to William Hutchinson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5102) to correct the military record of Joseph L. 
Ludlow—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 5103) for the relief of James 
P. Rouch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5104) for the relief of John Ross, late captain of 
Company D, Sixty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers-—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5105) granting a pension to Melvina Blue—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5106) granting a pension to Henry Sloan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ž 

Also, a bill (H, R. 5107) granting a pension to Juriah Lamb—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 5108) for the relief of William R. 
Bentley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5109) for the relief of Noah Gaither—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, & bill (H. R. 5110) for the relief of Phillip Dinter, charged with 
re laage from the volunteer service—to the Committee on Mulilary 
Affairs. 

By Mr, HAYES: A bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of Bonaventura 
Heine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of Josiah M. Da- 
visson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5113) granting condemned ordnance to James H. 
Ewing Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Maxwell, Iowa—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Frank- 
lin Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5115) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. H. Tyner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 5116) restoring a pre-emption right 
to J. A. Pierce—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5117) restoring a pre-emption right to J. R. Wil- 
hite—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 5118) granting a pension to 
Theodore Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5119) granting a pension to John W. Younger—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 5120) granting a pension to Robert J. 
Gillespie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 5121) to correct the military record 
of William Spencer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 5122) for the relief of Daniel 
D.. Doolen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: A bill (H. R. 5123) to increase the pension of 
Charles Ritchey—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 5124) for the relief of James I. Me- 
Kinney, of Lincoln County, Kentucky—to the Committee on WarClaims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5125) for the relief of the heirs of James Clark— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5126) for the relief of Alexander Curd—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of George Price—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5128) to place the name of James Singleton, of 
Rock Castle County, Kentucky, on the pension-roll—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5129) for the relief of George H. McKinney—to 
the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5130) for the relief of John Mass—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. È 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5131) for the relief of H. Manwarring—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5132) for the relief of William N. Stephens—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5133) to place the name of Sidney Coffey on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5134) to place the name of W. H. Cook on the pen- 
sion-roll—to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5135) for the relief of Mary Cann, administratrix 
of John Cann—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5136) for the relief of 
Samuel Lancaster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5137) for the relief of Hugh F. McNary, executor 
of A. C. Thomson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5138) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth W. Cole- 
man, widow of Samuel T. Coleman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5139) for the relief of W. Z. T. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of S. Hodge—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5141) for the benefit of Mary 
Snead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 5142) for the re- 
lief of Florida Kennerly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 5143) granting a pension to John 
Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5144) for the relief of M. V. B. Sut- 
ao Yer late postmaster at Williamsburgh, Ky.—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to George Cochran—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 5146) for the relief of the heirs 
of Maurice Grivot—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5147) for the relief of Jean Marie Hiriard—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5148) for the relief of the mail contractor on route 
30100, New Orleans to Port Eads—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: A bill (H. R. 5149) for the relief of Lehman, Hayem, 
& Taylor—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5150) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goy- 
aux—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5151) for the relief of the Bank of Lonisiana—to 
the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R.5152) for the relief of the legai representatives of 
Martin Kenofsky—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 5153) for the relief of Nathan Plum- 
mer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5154) to increase the pension of 
Isaac D. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5155) granting a pension to John S. Bryant—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5156) for the relief of Andrew R. G. Smith—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5157) granting a pension to Mrs, Eliza Bowman— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 5158) to incorporate the Central 
Cable Railway Company of the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5159) for the relief of Dr. J. Felix Morgan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5160) for the relief of Daniel S 
Loy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5161} for the relief of Charles L. Cole—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5162) granting an increase of pension to R. Stew- 
art Herbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5163) granting a pension to Ernest Barth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5164)to a pension Jeremiah Everly—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5165) for the relief of Charles K. Remsberg—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5166) granting a pension to Jesse Hyder—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5167) for the relief of Frances M. Lambert—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5168) granting a pension to Charles Mertens—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 5169) granting a pension to George 
Hartford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5170) for the relief of William and John Beattie— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: A bill (H. R. 5171) for the relief of 
the heirs of Thomas Warner—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5172) for the relief of Abel Marshall—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 5173) for the relief of James A. 
McDaniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Sta- 
tira singe, FO —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, ill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension to Maria C. Smith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 5176) granting a pension to Thomas 
J. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R.-5178) for the relief of Henry S. 
Sheldin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5179) for the relief of Henry Siyel—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


XIX—32 


By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 5180) granting a pension to 
Harding Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5181) to increase the pension of Mrs. Harriet 
Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 5182) restoring to the pension- 
roll Lydia M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5183) granting a pension to David Thuma—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5184) granting a pension to Joseph Allen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5185) granting a pension to William Wetzel—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-Also, a bill (H. R. 5186) granting a pension to Erwin Adams—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5187) granting a pension to Zephaniah T. Gra- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill oi R. 5188) for the relief of Ida M. Howell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 5189) granting a pension to J. 
L. Divine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 5190) for the reliefof Francisco 
V. De Coster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 5191) for the construction of a bridge 
across the canal entrance to the harbor of Duluth, Minn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5192) for the construction of a bridge across the 
Bay of’ Superior, from Rice’s Point to Minnesota Point, in the State of 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5193) granting an increase ef pension to Benjamin 
Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 5194) for the relief of J. Kaula—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 5195) granting a pension 
to David W. Seely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 5196) for the relief of Thomas 
P. Young—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 5197) granting a pension to Daniel 
Downey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5198) for the relief of Francis X. Stuppy—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5199) granting a pension to Harriet Carey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5200) granting a pension to Hannah M. Cross—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5201) for the relief of D. Foster & Bros.—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5202) granting a pension to Palestine Broughton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 5203) to refundto Mrs. E. A. 
De Marcy $300 on account of loss of similar amount in currency de- 
stroyed by fire—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUTTON: A bill (H. R. 5204) granting a pension to Will- 
iam D. Jamison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 5205) for the relief of Charles J. B. 
Childers—to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of Mrs. Fanny White, widow 
of Moses C. White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5207) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
H. M. Withers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5208) for the relief of Francis Marion Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 5209) for the relief of Peter Kumpf— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5210) for the relief of 
Philip H. Clear—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5211) for the relief of Francis M. Lawrence—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 5212) for the relief of Andrew J. 
Newgent—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5213) for the relief of William Belbout—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5214) granting a pension to Henry A. Cozard—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5215) to place the name of Thomas Quirk on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5216) granting a pension to George B. Stone—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 5217) for the relief of Bennett B. 
Bailey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 5218) for the relief of E. R. Fry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 5219) to remove the charge of 
desertion from Thomas Duval—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill H. R. 5220) for the relief of Jacob Gergens—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5221) for the relief of the First National Bank of 


498 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 16, 


Omaha, Nebr., and the Metropolitan National Bank of Leavenworth; 
Kans.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 5222) for the relief of A. M. An- 
derson and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 5223) for the relief of 1 o gorgs wW. 
Ira, doctor of medicine—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 5224) granting a pension to Jacob 
Zannuck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIRD: A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of R. D. Bab- 
cock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ot a bill ie R. 5226) picasa pension to Robert Reeves—to the 
ttee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MCKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 5227) granting a pension to 
Thomas F. Leahey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 5228) nting a pension to 
Clara M. Flanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEAN: A bill (H. R. 5229) for the relief of the Stevens In- 
stitute of Technology, of Hoboken, N. J.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 5230) granting a pension to James 
§. Tillson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5231) for the relief of John Jordan—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: A bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to An- 
drew Mucklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5233) granting a pension to William F. Randolph— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5234) granting a pension to Cyrenius G. Stryker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5235) granting a pension to John Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5236) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5237) granting a pension to Noah S. Cramer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: A bill (H. R. 5233) to grant relief to Thomas L. 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 5239) for the relief of Maj. 
Gen. W. W. Averell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 5240) for the payment of Dr. H. B. 
Matteosian for services as temporary delegate of the United States to 
the Sanitary Commission at Constantinople from 1874 to 1885—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5241) for the relief of Henry H. Van Dyck. Daniel 
Butterfield, Charles J. Folger, and Thomas Hillhouse, late assistant 
treasurers of the United States at New York, N. Y.; oA of Charles J. 
Canda, assistant treasurer of the United States at New York, N. Y.— 
to the Committee on ays and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5242) to compensate the United States and Brazil 
Mail Company for the transportation of United States mails—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5243) for the relief of the administrators of the 
estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 5244) for the relief of Roswell G. 
Petiibone—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GREENMAN: A bill (H. R. 5245) for the relief of Susan A. 
Lemon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5246) granting a pension to John Godson—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5247) granting a pension to William H. Brim- 

mer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the Amer- 
ican Grocer Association, of the city of New York—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. WILBER: A bill (H. R. 5249) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEST: A bill (H. R. 5250) for the relief of Mrs. Mary K. 
Dale—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5251) for the relief of Andrew Albro—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5252) for the relief of John Krebs—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 5253) to restore the name 
of Sarah E. Roberts to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 5254) granting a pension to Ruth 
Misner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5255) granting a pension to Annie M. Freeman— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
> Also, a bill (H. R. 5256) granting a pension to Sarah W. Marple— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5257) granting a pension to Margarett M. Dutt—to 
the boat G Keier Trosionsi PE EA 

a 5258) removing the charge esertion from Theo- 
Pe Cook—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 5259) to relieve Jacob Y. Bos- 


talter from the charge of fraudulent enlistment—to the Committee on 
Mili Affiirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5260) granting Helen Raymond arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 5261) granting a pension to Thomas 
McCiannahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H. R. 2562) granting a pension to John A. 
McGregor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 5263) to place the name of James 
C. Fowler on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5264) to place the name of William 8. Ridey on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 5265) for the relief of Chas. 
H. Nye—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of Caroline M, 
Seton and Mary J. Sibbald, heirs at law of Charles F. Sibbald, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5266) for the relief of R. G. Huston & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5267) for the relief of Thomas 
Guinean for land entry canceled—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5268) to provide for the payment to Henry Shep- 
ard of theamount allowed to him by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5269) for the relief of Wyatt Harris for property 
taken by Confederate officers while he was a prisoner of war in the late 
civil war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5270) forthe relief of Henry H. Wheeler for prop- 
erty destroyed by Indians—to the Select Committee on Indian Depre- 
dacon: Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5271) to pay Joseph Russell, of Coos County, 
Oregon, $310 for property destroyed by hostile Indians in Oregon in 
1855 and 1856—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5272) for the relief of J. R. Frierson for claims 
arising during the la e war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5273) for the relief of Hadley Hobson for beef fur- 
nished during Oregon Indian wars—to the Seleet Committee on Indian 
Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5274) for the relief of H. B. Oatman for Indian 
depredations—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5275) providing a pension for Alexander H. Sny- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5276) granting an increase of pension: to William 
H. Bramlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 5277) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Russell S. Thurston—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5278) to refund money to David A. Compton, er- 
roneously paid by him to the United States as a drafted man—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5279) granting a pension to Mary A. Teel—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5280) for the reliefof the heirs of Percival Powell 
—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5281) to pension Dilos P. Kapp—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5282) granting a pension to John Manning—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 5283) for the relief of David 
B. McKibbin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. |R. 5284) increasing pension of Sophia Schimmel- 
fening, widow of Alexander Schimmellening, late brigadier-general 
and major-general by brevet—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 5285) for the relief of 
Reaney, Son & Archbold—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 5286) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine 8. Mc- 
Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 5287) for the relief of John M. 
Querry and others—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“Also, a bill (H. R. 5288) for the relief of John M. Querry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: A bill (H. R. 5289) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Jacob A. Coble—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 5290) for the relief of Martin L. Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Claims: ` 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5291) for the removal of the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Bagley—to the Committee on Mil- 

i Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5292) for the removal of the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James Fisher—to the Committee on Mili- 

tary Affairs.— 

By Mr. LYNCH: A bill (H. R. 5293) for the relief of Samuel E. Bry- 
ant—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr.. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 5294) for the relief of James W. 
McKachnay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5295) granting a pension to William O. Crandall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5296) granting a pen- 
sion to Azariah Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPOONER, a bill (H. R. 5297) granting a pension to James 
Mallon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 5298) granting a pension to Mary 
M. Smith, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5299) granting a pension to Lieut. John R. Shults 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5300) granting a pension to Nancy Tipton, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5301) granting a pension to Robert P. Faubion— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE (by request): A bill (H. R. 5302) tocorrect the mil- 
itary recordof George W. Moss—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 5303) for the relief of James H. 
Smith, late postmaster at Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5304) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5305) for the relief of Sarah A. Etchevarne—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill (H. R. 5306) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Capitol, North O Street and South 
Washington Railway Company,’’ approved March 3, 1875—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 5307) to restore the name of George 
a Holland to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 5308) for the relief of the 

representatives of Henry 8. French, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims, J 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 5309) for the relief of W. B. Mor- 
row—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: A bill (H. R. 5310) for the relief of 
Arthur C. Tompkins, late postmaster at Hempstead, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 5311) granting a pension to Alured 
H. Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5312) granting a pension to Reuben Spanlding— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5313) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. H. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. < 

By Mr, LEE: A bill (H. R. 5314} to authorize the Independent 
Automatic Portable Gas Works, óf Washington, D. C., to construct 
gas works, lay down pipes, manufacture and sell gas, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5315) for the relief of Louisa Kearney—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 5316) for the relief of George R. 
Mayhew—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R, 5317) granting a pension to Martha 
Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5318) granting a pension to William Randall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5319) granting a pension to Brice Martin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5320) granting a pension to Anthony Baughman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 5321) to reimburse Albert Traub, 
late lieutenant Twenty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, for moneys 
expended by him for the subsistenee of troops—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 5322) providing for the pay- 
ment of the amounts due the employés in and the contractors who 
furnished castings to the United States Armory at Harper’s Ferry, Va., 
from January 1, 1861, to April 19, 1861, inclusive—to the Committee 

By Mr. GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 5323) to quiet title to certain 
land in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 5324) for the relief of Peter Mitch- 
ell, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5325) granting a pension to 
Corydon Millard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. í 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5326) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of A. M. Stratton—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5327) for the relief of John 
H. Marion—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5328) for the relief of A. E. De Corse and J. H. 

doctors of medicine—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 5329) for the relief of Reuben 
Tomler—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5330) for the relief of Maria Black—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 5331) for the relief of H. H. Kid- 
der, assignee—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 80) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay W. S. Harroun, M. D., of Santa Fé, 
N. Mex., for medical services rendered to the pupils of the Ramona 
Indian school in said Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5332) for the relief of Mrs. Ella P. Murphy—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: A bill (H. R. 5333) for the relief of Alexander 
S. Hughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5334) granting a pension to Robert D. Fuqua—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5335) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5336) for the relief of George B. Hansell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5337) for the relief of Dennis Storrs, Marian Min- 
nick, Fritz Dibberin, Donald McDonald, and Daniel Hines—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5338) confirming title in certain lands to Rufus G. 
Newland—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5339) for the relief of William K. Griffith—to the ` 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5340) to place the name of Robert Williams on the 
retired-list of enlisted men—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 5341) granting a pension to Rose 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of the gold and silver beaters of the 
United States for an increase of duty on certain articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the National Sheep Breeders’ Association at Jack- 
son, Mich., December 14 and 15, 1887—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of Evaline J. Dilworth, of Will- 
iam H. Dodson, and of S. H. Simmins, executor of William Martin, 
deceased, of Aleorn County; and of F. R. Willet, administrator of R. 
U. Willett, of Tishomingo County, Mississippi, for referenee of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Two petitions of citizens of the second district of 
Rhode Island, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. C. 8. BAKER: Petition of Hon. Herman Glass and other citi- 
zens of Greeee, Monroe County, New York, for reform in regula- 
tions—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of Miles B. Hassell, of Fayette 
County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARRY: Petition ef Jesse Read, executor of John Read, of 
Montgomery County; of C. W. Telfuor, heir of James D. Telfuor, of 
Yalobusha, and of Samuel H. Miller, of Yalobusha County, Mississippi, 
for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Paper of the Coal Exchange of Pittsburgh, Pa., for 
liberal appropfiation for the Signal Service—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations., 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Richard Croker and other citizens of New 
York, fer a pension for John F. Hagan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Rosa Sperth, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of A. H. Heath, Wesley Emery, and 12 
others, citizens of Lansing, Mich., in favor of a postal telegraph—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Petition of the gold and silver beaters of the 
United States, for an increased duty on certain artfcles—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Pork Packers’ Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, rela- 
tive to lard adulteration—to the Committee on Agriculture. : 
»By Mr. BRYCE: Petition of the New York Mercantile Exchange, pro- 
testing against the repeal or modification of the oleomargarine law—to 

the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Resolutions of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., _ 
against the admission of Canadian fish free of duty—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of widow of Johanna Schiff, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas Echlepp, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. A 
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Also, petition of William B. Furman and others, for relief in regard 
to lands in Arkansas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of gold and silver beaters of the United States, for an 
increased duty on certain articles—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Mary E. Brown, widow of Lewis Brown, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial to accompany bill for relief of Sarah K. McLean, 
widow of Maj. N. H. McLean—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Pork Packers’ Association of Cincinnati, Ohio; 
in favor of a law defining lard and taxing adulterations thereof—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of 69 citizens, of 63 citizens, and of 
83 citizens, of Fourth district of Michigan, for prohibitionin the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Mrs. Susan Wilson, of Warren 
County, Mississippi, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK: Petition of 68 citizens of the Sixth district of 
Wisconsin, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Thomas Lumpkin, of Floyd County; 

. heirs of Henry Prichard, Whitefield County; of heir of Gilbert Cone, 
of Floyd County; of Samuel Phurr; of Oscen T. Perry; of Andrew J. 
Moore; of administrator of Hugh M. Mills; of the administrator of 
John Horn; of W. Harper; of heirs of Thomas Dickson, and of James 
Harlow, of Chattooga County, Georgia—for referente of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John H. Roberts and of Robert M. Goodman, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committce on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of David Crowell and others, for the 
improvement of Beverly Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Ropes, Emmerton & Co. and others, for the im- 
abbas of Salem Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of residents of the District of Columbia, 
urging the of House bill No. 1184—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition asking for the passage of House bill No. 2017—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Newbern, Marion County, 
Iowa, for the reissue of fractional currency—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. COOPER: Petition of Annie M. Freeman, widow of Thomp- 
son Freeman, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ruth Misner and others, for pension to Ruth Mis- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John W. Hall, for pension to Emeline Beam—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

Also, memorial of General G. W. Morgan, for a pension for Mrs. Eme- 
line Beam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COTHRAN: Petition of Perrin O’Dell, of South Carolina, 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. COX: Memorial in the case of Dr. H. B. Mathosian—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. : 

Also, memorial of the Smithsonian Institution, as to printing re- 
. ports—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Manistee County, Mich- 
igan, for a survey of the entrance to Bar Lake, on Lake Michigan, 
yn reference to its improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and 

bors. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Ninth district of Michigan, for prohi- 
bition of the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Petition of John W. Armstrong, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. eae 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON (by request): Petition of M. S. Elkin, 
of Tallahassee, Fla., for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of 179 citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia; of 18 citizens of Thomaston, Me., for the of a bill 
prohibiting sale of intoxicating liquors as a beverage in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. . 

Also, petition of W. A. Robinson and others, of Auburn, Me., fo 
amendment of laws relating to printed or written matter on wrappers 
of fourth-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Memorial of the directors of the Board of Trade 
of Boisé City, Idaho, for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Boisé barracks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

Also, protest of the Board of Trade of Boisé City, against the reduc- 
tion of the duty on lead—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 200 citizens of Cassia County, Idaho Territory, 


against any division of said Territory—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Charles Ritchie, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of G. W. Parker and others, for the im- 
provement of the Congaree River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. : 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of B. J. Young, of Henderson County, and 
of Robert H. Gillespie, of McNairy County, Tennessee, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of mill owners, loggers, and citi- 
zens of Oregon and Washington Territory, aganst the importation of 
lumber free—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Carl Stierlin, for refunding income tax to soldiers 
of the United States Army—to the Committee on Ways. and Means. 

Also, memorial of Marcus A. Reno, for relief—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the New York Mercantile Exchange, protesting 
against repeal or modification of the oleomargarine law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, papers in the case of Sophia Schimmelflennig, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of Thomas J. Parker, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of citizens of North Alabama, for the 
abolition of the internal-revenue tax on fruit brandies—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of widow of Joseph Dill, of St. Clair County, Ala- 
bama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, Kansas, 
for reduction of postage on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, scions, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Douglas County, Kansas, for issuing of 
postal currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of the gold and silver beaters of the 
United States, for an increased duty on certain articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 109 citizens of the Eleventh district of Tli- 
nois, for prohibition in District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the board of supervisors of Mercer County, Nli- 
nois,in favor of House bills 4792 and 6409 of the Forty-ninth Congress—to 
the Committee dn the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Papers in the claim of Pleman Cook, Company D, 
Sixth Ohio Cavalry, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the teachers and superintendents of 
North Dakota, for legislation to protect school lands from trespassers— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Miss Sallie Ann Overall, formerly Rich- 
ardson, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of citizens of Fond du Lac, Wis., for 
an appropriation of $35,000 to improve the navigation of Fond du Lac 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of Cigar-makers’ Union of Eau Claire, 
Wis., against the repeal of the internal revenue on cigars—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Bonaventura Heinz, for relief—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of B. F. Kauffman, for relief—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of citizens of Manorville, Pa., 
for a pension to Lewis Fichthorn by special act—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of Andrew Smith and others, 
citizens of Spring Valley, Bureau County, Ilinois, for the establishment 
of a national system of telegraphy to be operated in connection with 
the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Bureau County, Illinois, for the pas- 
sage of certain bills relating to swamp lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. : 

By Mr. HERMANN: Protests of 198 mill-owners, loggers, and em- 
playés, citizens of Oregon and Washington Territory, against the dis- 
turbance of the tariff on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition and papers in the case of John Wesley Redfield, for 
relief—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Memorial of S. S. Turner, assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, for relief of certain assistant surgeons—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER (by request): Petition of Rachael Morgan, mother 
of Louis Dixon, late private Company A, Ninth Regiment Colored In- 
fantry, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Rev. W. M. Taylor and 27 others, 
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citizens of Mount Jackson, Pa., against the admission of Utah asa State— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the gold ang silver beaters of the United States, for 
"n increased duty on certain articles—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. - 

Also, petition of Miss E. Hice and 107 others, citizens of Beaver 
County, Pennsylvania, in favor of prohibition in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of C. H. Arthur and others, for 
the refunding of certain taxes paid—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of the Territory of New 
Mexico, for the creation of the Los Vegas land district in said Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Juan County, New Mexico, asking 
that the creation of the said county by the Twenty-seventh Assembly 
of the Territory of New Mexico be ratified—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, memorial of citizens of New Mexico to set aside certain act of 
the Twenty-seventh Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. KEAN: Petition of the trustees of Stevens Institute of Tech- 
nology, of Hoboken, N. J., for the return of the amount paid as a suc- 
cession tax in the year 1870—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of Hezekiah B. Reed, for special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Texas for certain temperance legislation—to the Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of A. Folsom, of Chicago, Il., for com- 
pensation for property destroyed while in the military service of the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolution of the Meatand Pastry Cooks’ Assembly, of Chicago, 
TIl., in "reference to the postal-telegraph bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LODGE: Papers in the case of Thomas Ferrall, of Jos, L. 
Young, and of Adelaide Iz Jessup, for relief—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of 157 citizens of the Sixteenth dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah with polygamy— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Petition of citizens of the Third district of Cali- 
fornia, for the ownership of telegraph lines by the Government—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of John T. Moore, of Mississippi, forreference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petltion of the administratrix of R. D. Fort, de- 
ceased, of De Soto County, Mississippi, for reference of his case to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of D. H. Mitchell, fur the passage of a 
bill for his relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Charles Nelson and others, for grant 
of an American registry to the wrecked bark Nordstjernen—to,the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of mill-owners and others of Oregon and Washington 
Territory, in reference to changes in existing tariff on luamber—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, MORSE. Petition of 23 wholesale dealers in salted fish, of. 
Boston, Mass., praying that fish be placed onthe free-list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition for the restoration of George W. Holland, 
late private Company I, Third Tennessee Volunteers, to the pension- 
rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Typographical Union No. 111, of Knoxville, Tenn., 
askfng that the employés of the Government Printing Office be paid at 
the rate existing prior to March 4, 1877—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the administrator of Mary Worthington, and of the 
administrators of Samuel McReynolds, of Bledsoe County, Tennessee, 
for reference of sheir claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. N ELSON: Petition of citizens of Hubbard County, Minne- 
sota, for a system of postal telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Minnesota Historical Society, in favor of con- 
tinuing the Coast and Geodetic Survey—-to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of the Fifth district of Minnesota, for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill appropriating $30,000 for the improve- 
ment of Little River in Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill appropriating $100,000 for the fapaovenant of Black 
River in Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Petition of C. V. Neidlinger, and of Samuel 
Neidlinger, of Effingham County, Georgia, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill for the improvement of the river and harbor of Savan- 
nah, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Eakle & Jones and other citizens 
and business men of Siaunton, Va., for placing salt on the free-list— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of estate of John R. Keagy, of Rockingham County, 
Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of George R. Mayhew, private in Company F, Eighth 
New York Volunteers, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of citizens of Ogdensburgh, N. Y., for the 
removal of the bar to arrears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Watertown, N. Y., for a public building— 
to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of F. E. Hardwick, of Benton County, Arkan- 
sas, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition and affidavits of citizens in support of 
the bill for the relief of Nancy E. Spencer—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Thornton G. Ladd, of Tipton County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REED: Memorial of the Maine State Grange, in favor of the 
bill for the protection of forests—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Joab Banks, of Susie B. Baxter, 
of administrator of Elizabeth T. Phillips, of Franklin County; of W. 
A. Black, of Bedford County; of H. H. T. Carber, and of W. L. Burrus, 
of Rutherford County, Tennessee, for reference of their claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Jonathan Y. Bridges, for special-act 
pension—to the Committee om Invalid Pensions, 

Also, two petitions of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Arkansas, for temperance legislation—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

Also, petition of David Bender, of Pulaski County, and of Michael 
McNally, of Sebastian County, Arkansas, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Charles Young and 80 others, citizens 
of Fremont, Ohio, protesting against the repeal of the oleomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of Archibald 8. McNeill, of Richmond 
County, North Carolina, for reference of his claim for property taken 
during the war to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of Edward H. Barnum and Mary A. Rus- 
sell, heirs of Charles H. Barnum; and of Benjamin L. Bryan, of North 
Carolina, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. S 

By Mr. SMITH: Petition of Mary Shanks, for reliek— Jo the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of James Mallon, for a A the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Letter of William Barry, of Chicago, in refer- 
ence to bill to establish a court of appeals—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Ambrose Chewing, of De Kalb 
County, and of Creel, of Clayton County, Georgia, fomreference of his” 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition for the establishment of a land office at 
Akron and at Sterling, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of William E. Wheeler for increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of William Bolton and others, citizens of 
Michigan, for a national system of telegraphing—t« the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Petition of 70 citizens of the Seventh dis- 
trict of Wisconsin, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: Petition of Catherine A. Schafer, of 
Shasta County, California, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill for the construction of a breakwater 
at or near Wheless Reef, in the harbor of San Luis Obispo, Cal.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of John J. McEwen, of W. C. 
Hull, of executor of William Edmonston, of Henry L. Porch, of Dav- 
idson County, Tennessee, and of Ann B. Armstrong, Robertson County, 
Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEST: Petition of Thomas E. Allen and other citizens of New 
York, for additional pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Memorial of Daniel Ruggles, for an appropria- 
tion of $100,000 to develop his system of precipitating rainfall and re- 
sisting cyclones and tornadoes—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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By Mr. J. B. WHITE: Petition of 20 ex-soldiers of Albion, Ind., 
for the passage of a general pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of certain rear-admirals of the 
United States Navy, to allow the pay of rear-admirals to commodores 
while acting as rear-admirals—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Henry N. Lee, for amendment of the pension laws— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Š 

By Mr. WILBER: Several petitions of the Society of Ladies of the 
Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Herkimer County, New 
York, for the protection of young girls in the District of Columbiaand 
other places—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: s 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Of 8. R. Hinton and others, citizens of 
Hamlet, Jasper County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of citizens of Aline, Pa., and of citizens of Col- 


fax, Pa. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Of S. P. Hickman and others, of Franklin and 
other counties; of citizens of Copper Hill; of citizens of Virginia. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Of citizens of Nola Chucky, Washington County; 
of citizens of Painter, Greene County; of citizens of Pandora, John- 
son County; and of citizensof Cedar Lane, Greene County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of citizens of Rabun County, Georgia. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Of Cephus Stradley and others, of Whittield 
County; of A. Wyatt and others, of Georgia; of J. F. Shaw and others, 
of Fricke’s Gap, Ga.; of L. M. Nofier and others, of Coweta County; 
of J. O. McDaniels and others, of Allateona, Bartow County, and of W. 
H. Baily and others, of Powder Springs, Ga. 

By Mr. COBB: Of Albert Keilly and others, of Indiana. 

By Mr. COOPER: Of citizens of Lucerne, Knox County, Ohio. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of Purlear’s Creek, Wilkes County; of 
citizens of Mount Zion, Wilkes County; of citizens of Sweet Water, 
Watauga County; ofcitizensof North Carolina; of citizens of Lewis Fork, 
Wilkes County; of citizens of Wittenberg, Alexander County; of citi- 
zensof Swanner, Alexander County; of citizens of Edwards Cross Roads, 
Alleghany County; of citizens of Nettle Knob, Ashe County; of citizens 
of Cedar Run, Alexander County; of citizens of Cherry Lane, Alex- 
ander County; of citizens of White Head, Alleghany County; and of 
citizens of North Carolina; of citizens of Hooker, Alleghany County; 
of citizens of North Carolina; and of citizens of North Carolina. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Oceana County, Michigan. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Of citizens of Clay County, Missouri. 

By Mr. DUNN: Of citizens of King’s Mills, Sharp County, Arkan- 


sas. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of A. Daniel and others, of Norwood, Madison 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of Ezra F. Leison and others, of Krick’s 
Mill, Berks.County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Of Charner Johnson and other citizens. 

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens of Woodville, Haywood County, Ten- 


nessee. 
By Mr. GRIMES: Of J. W. Cook, postmaster, Strickland, and others 
of Houston, Heard County, Georgia. $ 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of E. P. Rodgers and 43 others, of Tilmore, 
i \ 


Ohio. % 
Fe Mr. GRANT: Of E. J. Prince and 43 others, of South Randolph, 
t. 


By Mr. HERBERT: Of Hartwell Harrington, James C. Garrett, and 
others, citizens of Alabama. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Of citizens of Irving, Lane County; of Farming- 
ton, Washington County; of citizens of Eagle Creek, Clackamas County; 
of citizens of George, Clackamas County; of citizens of Waldo, Josephine 
County; of citizens of Elkton, Douglas County; of citizens of Lowell, 
Lane County; of citizens of Foster, Umatilla County; of citizens of 
Marmot, Clackamas County; of citizens of Warren, Columbia County; 
of citizens of Olalla, Douglas County, of citizens of Chadwell, Clat- 
sop County; of citizens of Peoria, Linn County; of citizens of Long Tom, 
Lane County; of citizens of Lucky Queen, Josephine County; of citizens 
of Goshen, Lane County, and of citizens of Dell, Oregon. 

By Mr.T. D. JOHNSTON: OFC. M. Jarrett and others, of Cataloochee, 
Haywood County, North Carolina. 

Also, of R. H. Penland and others, of Depot, Haywood County, North 
Carolina, : 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Alderman; of Robin Hill, Cum- 
berland County; of Winder, Moore County, and of Barclaysville, Har- 
nett County, North i 

By Mr. MCCORMICK: Ofcitizens of Tomb’s Run, Lycoming County; 
of citizeas of Collinsville, Lycoming County, Pennsylvania, and of citi- 
zens of Charleston, Tioga County, ‘Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McRAE: Of citizens of Buena Vista, Ouachita County, and 
others, of Ware, Ark. 

By Mr. MAISH: Of citizens of Round Hill, Adams County; Penn- 
sylvania. 


By Mr. NEAL: Of E. R. Amis and others, of King’s Point, Hamil- 
ton County; of W. R. Bayless and others, of Tellico Plains, Monroe 
County; of Morris Harrison and others; of Ipe, Monroe County, and of 
R. T. Short and others, of Hunnicutt, Morgan County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Of citizens of Cuba, Ouachita Parish, and of 
citizens of Downsville, La. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Ofcitizens of Leachburg, Johnson County, North 
Carolina, and of citizens of Falls, Wake County, North Carolina. 
wie Mr. O’FERRALL: Of citizens of White Hall, Frederick County, 

irginia. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Of W. L. Pendegrass, Burlin Starns, and 
others, of Livingston Parish, Louisiana. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of citizens of Enterprise, Sebastian County, Ar- 
kansas; of Chula, and of Dayton, Sebastian County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Ofcitizens of Hoods, Mecklenburgh County, and 
of citizens of Waterloo, Union County, North Carolina, 

By Mr. RYAN: Of citizens of Kenyon, Chase County, Kansas. 

By Mr. SCULL: Of citizens of Pavia, Bedford County, and of citizens 
of Lutzville, Bedford County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Of citizens of Essex, Halifax County; of W. A. 
Jones and others, Pink Hill, Lenoir County; B. B. Berry and others, 
of Pollo Kintle, Jones County, and of J. D. Bullock and others, of 
Conetoe, Edgecombe County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Of citizens and othersof Swan, Graves 
County, Kentucky. 
uae oi H. G. TURNER: Of N. F. Mercer and others, of Mercer’s 

i a. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of72 citizens oftheSixth district of California, 
Bad Mr. WALKER: Of T. B. Drum and others, of Sedgwickville, 

0. . 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Of L. L. Skelton and others, of Yellow 
Creek, Houston County; of Samuel L. Crews and others, of Madison, 
Davidson County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: Of citizens of Allen County; of citizens of 
Gar Creek, Allen County, of citizens of Allen County; of citizens of 
Allen County, and of citizens of Allen Couaty, Indiana. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of Miss Mattie Rothrock and others, of 
Brick Church, Giles County, Tennessee, andof J. Y. Austin, of Wayne 
County, Tennessee. ; 

Also, of A. O. Montague and others, of Wayne County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Of D. F. Motter and others, of Oliverburgh, 
Richland County, Ohio. 2 

By Mr. WISE: Of citizens of Curl’s Wharf, Henrico County; of cit- 
izens of Erin Shades, Henrico County; of citizens of Irwin, Goochland 
County, Virginia. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 17, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.,J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FOREIGN MAIL PARCELS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter from the Postmaster-G in reply to a resolution of the 
Senate aapa on the 9th of January, to which the Chair calls the 
attention of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR]. The com- 
munication will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 14, 1 

Sm: I havethe honor toacknowiedge peg! lhe a certified copy ofthe follow- 
ing resolution; adopted by the Senate on the of Jan! , instant, namely: 

“Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the Senate what 
length of time books and other parcels received by mail from foreign countries 
are detained in the custom-house at New York, and if such detention be neces- 
sary or not, and what is the reason therefor.” 

And in response thereto to say op a Regen ad the resolution inquiry was 
made through the Superintendent ot Foreign Mails of the tmaster at New 
York, and of the collector of customs of the portof New York, from whom have 
been received the communications which are herewith inclosed, each bearing 
date the 12th of January instant, and which appear to answer the inquiry made. 
The communication of the postmaster indicates that dutiable matter arriving 
in the mails is treated in accordance with the regulations of the Department 
contained in sections 618 to 622, inclusive, of the Postal Laws and Regulations. 
These relate to o ary mails and not to parcels received from countries 
with which parcels-post conventions have been concluded, as part of such par- 
me I ha Sohn to be, respectful, 

ve the honor , very A 
WM. F. VILAS, 


E Postmasler-General. 
Hon. Jons J. INGALLS, 
President pro tempore, United States Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter and accompanying com- 
niunications will be referred to the Committee—— 

Mr. HOAR. The letter and communications may lie on the table for 
afew moments. It is manifest that the Postmaster-General has not, in 
the letter which has been read answered the inquiry of the Senate at 
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all. Whether the documents to which he refers contain a sufficient 
answer I can only tell upon examination. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Had we better not have the communications read? 
It is an interesting matter to the public. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; let the accompanying documents be read, if 
they are brief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The accompanying communications 
will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sm: I have the honor to acknow receipt of your communication of 10th 
inst., conveying the direction of the Hon. Postmaster-General that I shall as 


soon as practicable fu your office with the information called for by the 
following resolution of the Senate of the United States, 

on Thatthe Postmaster-General 
length of time books and other parcels received by mail from foreign countries 
are detained in the custom-house at New York, and if such detention be nec- 
essary or not, and what is the reason therefor.” 

In reply I beg leave to say that the time for which book and other unsenled 
parcels are detained by customs officers here after having been placed in their 
custody varies according to the number of such parcels received in each arriving 
foreign mail, This number is largest during the period embraced between De- 
cember 1 and the Ist of succeeding February, covering the “holiday season,” 
when books and other articles are sent in 1 numbers from European and 
other foreign countries to friends in the United States. The apa a numberof 
such packages (with obvio: or presumably dutiable contents) arriving weekly 
during the above-named period is between 6,000 and 7,000, while at other times 
it does not exceed 2,000. These (when unsealed) are placed in c of the 
customs examiners here at the earliest possible hour their arri each of 
them first receiving a postmark indicating the date on which it is so 
of,and a receipt for the number of they receive is given by the customs 
officers, Those found to contain dutiable books, and addressed for de- 
aa ona is city, are remailed by the customs examiners under cover 
add to the postmasters at the offices of destination, 
of duties assessed. They are so remailed direct by the customs officers in the 
building, and this office no means of knowing the time that they have re- 
mained in custody of those officers; but the collector of customs will doubtless 
be able to furnish the desired information on this point. Those packages which 
contain non-dutiable books or other non-dutiable articles are remailed in the 
game manner. Those containing dutiable articles other ks are seized 
by the officers and conveyed to the “seizure room” at the custom-house—but 
books are not taken from this building. As dutiable articles other than books 
are excluded from the mails by the terms of the Universal Postal Union Con- 
vention, and are forwarded here in violation of its provisions, they are surren- 
dered absolutely to the customs authorities to be treated in accordanee with the 


revenue laws. 

supposed to contain dutiable articles are so marked, and if 
addressed to places ond this city are then forwarded mail to their ad- 
dresses, where the postmaster notifies the addressees to. for and open the 
same in the presence of customs officers, Similar notice is sent in the case of 
like addresed for delivery in this city. P 

The only detention that occurs here isin the case of book (all others 
being disposed of within twenty-four hours), and such detention is confined to 
that necessarily incident to their proper examination by the customs authorities. 
During the greater part ofthe year very few, ifany, complaints are made of delay 
in reaching the addressees.as the customs officers return them withina very short 
time after their receipt. Those delays which. occur during the “ holiday sea- 
son,” however, sometimes extend over several weeks, and give rise to quite a 
number of compiaints. It is proper to add that the number of such complaints 
received this season has so far been much less than that received in previous 
years—indicating shorter time of detention than formerly. 

The cause of these delays is obviously the fact that book during the 
period named, arrive in such large numbers that it is not possible for the force 
of examiners to inspect, appraise, and remail them within any less time than 
that in which those duties are now performed. The following statistics for the 
months of July and ,_ 1887, demonstrate the marked difference be- 
tween the number of book packages received during the “holiday season” 
and other portions of the year: 


July. | December. 


13, 44 


ges held for appraisement ....esesmesesses se esseseeeee} 5; 423 1 
23, 942 


Book packa; 
FBOONR: BLUR DREE vis acionecnasnicccessesb cantsosces oordat ass ipoe tention 10,469 


The packages contain from one to fifteen or more books each, and the exami- 
nation and appraisement of them requires, fòr its proper and intelligent per- 
formance, the expenditure in each case of some time and the exercise of judg- 
ment, discretion, and perhaps.as much expert knowledge as is required in the 
case of any article impo through the ordinary channel. 

It is my belief that (save during the “ holiday season’) the importation of books 
through the mails by persons who are not dealers and who procure them for 
their own use, is attended with no more delay, if as much, as would attend 
their importation as freight, and that at all times the cost is less—all charges 
for brokerage, ca: , Storage, etc., being avoided, while the charges 
are far below those incident to other methods of transportation. long as 
books remain on the list of articles subject to. duty under our revenue laws, some 
delay must occur in their delivery after arrival b; and so far as my obser- 
vation has extended Iam confident that the delays which now occur are not 
chargeable to any Deartpones or inattention on the part. of customs ers 
assigned to duty in this building. 

Very respectfully, H. G. PEARSON, 
Postmaster. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF Forricn MAILS, 
Washington, D. C. 

, Mr. HOAR. That document most singularly evades the directques- 
tion which was put to the Postmaster-General by the Senate, what 
time of delay is usually experienced in the New York custom-house in 
the importation of books and other parcels, It states that there are a 
great many more atone time of the year than at another, that it re- 
quires examination, and all that. Now, as I understand, there is put 
on the l when it is received in the custom-house in New York a 
stamp indicating the date, and when it is delivered another stamp in- 
dicating the date, I have in my own experi¢hce had occasion to see 


several of these 
formation; and 5 
at other seasons of the year, a delay in the New York custom-house 
averaging from ten to fourteen days in the cases of which I have per- 


Js so imported, and they all contained that in- 
ey all indicate, not only at the Christmas season but 


sonal knowledge. 

The PRESIDENT sro tempore. The Chair will state that there isa 
supplemen communication from the collector of customs at New 
York, which can be read if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; let that be read also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the com- 
munication. 

The Chief Clerk reađ as follows: 

Custom-Hovusre, New YORK, COLLECTOR'S OFFICE, January 12, 1888. 


Sim: In reply to your letter of the 10th instant, transmitting a copy of resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the United States, I have to report that on receipt of it I 


immediately referred the matter to John M. Wilson, esq., inspector of customs, 
in cha: of the customs bureau, situate in the New York post-office building. 
Mr. Wilson has reported to me that while unable to give the exact time thatany 


book or books, parcel or parcels, have been de ed in the customs 
mureau in the -office building, he can report that no non-dutiable package 
has been detained at all; that dutiable packages have necessarily been de- 
tained over night, if they came in the evening, so that they could be appraised 
by the United Statesappraiser the next day. Nofurther detention has occurred 
in any case than was necessary to afford time in daylight for the gs (meg 
of dutiable packages. No books or other ages that may be legally sent 
through the foreign mails are ever sent to the eustom-house or detained in the 
customs bureau of the post-office any longer than necessary for the orderly dis- 
position thereof. The force in the customs bureau of the post-office isample and 
efficient, and the work well done; it is entirely up, and complaints, so far as he 
has any means of judging, ave without any actual foundation. 


ee rea rae D. MAGONE, Collector. 
Hon. NICHOLAS M. BELL, 
Superintendent of Foreign Mails, Washington, D. C. £ 

Mr. HOAR.. The observation which I was making, that this answer 
isevaded by these authorities, is re-enforced by the letter which has just 
been read from the collector of customs. That letter would give to the 
public the idea that books so imported were detained usually only over 
night until daylightshould come,and that there was no foundation for 
any complaint. Now, Ican stateasof my personal knowledge in regard 
toit that these packages bear the evidence of a stamp when they are re- 
ceived and a stamp when they are delivered, indicating in all the cases 
which have been brought to my attention, and in all the cases in which 
I have happened to have a personal concern for the last year or two, an 
average detention of between ten and fourteen days, so that the importa- 
tion of a dutiable book under this otherwise extremely convenient and 
economical arrangement (the custom-house officer admitting that he 
hasa sufficient force for the purpose) is longer than the time required 
for the transportation of the book across the Atlantic. If yousend by 
eable to-day an order on a London book-seller the probability is that 
the whole time of the detention of the package in the New York custom- 
house after it arrives at this shore will be considerably more than the 
time occupied in transmitting your message to London, having the 
transaction effected there, the package sent on its way and crossing the 
Atlantic, and delivered to you from the New York custom-house on this 
side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
companying letters, will lie upon the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
companying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Mrs. Johanna 
Dorman Smith, of Kansas, praying for the passage of an act granting an 
increase of pension to her minor child, Mary Elvira Dorman; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Job Barnard, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying legislation to enable him to obtain a deed for certain 
real estate from the District commissioners; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Union County, North 
Carolina, and a petition of citizens of Chatham County, North Carolina, 
praying that the compensation allowed fourth-class postmasters may 
be increased; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition quite numerously signed 
by citizens of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the bill prohibiting 
the manufacture, sale, and importation of alcoholic beverages in the 
District of Columbia. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittes on the District of Columbia. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 1,400 Good Templars, 
citizens of Iowa, praying for the enactment of an act amendatory of 
the internal-reyenue law relative to the sale of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ipresent apetition of the governor and State officers, 
senators and members of the house of representatives of South Caro- 

ina, praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement of 
Winyah Bay, in South Carolina. The petition is very short, and, as I 
believe the Committee on Commerce very rarely read petitions, I will 
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take the liberty of reading this one, in order that it may go in the REC- 
ORD. 

The petition sets forth in the usual formula that a critical exam- 
ination of the entrance to Winyah Bay by competent engineers has sat- 
isfactorily demonstrated the feasibility of deepening it by a system of 
jetties, and the reports of the engineer officers of the Government now 
on file in the War Department, and covering a period of several years, 
unanimously declare that this improvement, if consummated, would be 
of incalculable benefit to the commercial and agricultural interests of a 
large portion of the State of South Carolina; that the town of George- 
town, situated at the head of Winyah Bay, at the confluence of a vast 
and superb system of water transportation, is one of the three seaports 
of the State, with an annual commerce of over $4,000,000, which might 
be easily quadrupled if the products of the interior could obtain at that 
point a cheap and expeditious outlet to the ocean. 

The petition further states that the cities, towns, and communities 
lying along the banks of the various navigable streams centering at 

eorgetown are all vitally interested in the improvement of this out- 
let, so as to facilitate communication with the marts of the world, and 
its execution would result in a great and steadily increasing develop- 
ment of their natural resources. 

Therefore the petitioners, pray that your honorable bodies will ap- 
propriate such sums of money as have been recommended by the United 
States engineers for the deepening of the bar. And your petitioners 
will ever pray, etc. 

I also present a petition for the same purpose from citizens of Colum- 
bia, 8. C.; also a petition of citizens of Smith’s Mill, S. C., of the same 
import; also a petition of citizens of Port Harrelson, S. C.; also a peti- 
tion of citizens of Hammond, S. C.; also a petition of citizens of Sam- 
pit, S. C.; also a petition of citizens of Bucksville, S. C.; alsoa petition 
of citizens of Bennettsville, 8. C.; also a petition of citizens of George- 
town, S. C.; and a petition of citizens of Socastee, S. C. 

I move the reference of the petitions, with the accompanying papers, 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of gold and silver beaters 
of the United States, praying for the imposition of an increased duty on 

ld leaf and bronze, or Dutch metal, in leaf and powder; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also pornea a petition of 106 citizens of the Ninth Congressional 
district of Michigan, praying for the prohibition of the liquor traffic in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of mill-owners, loggers, and othei citi- 
zens ofOregon and Washington Territories, remonstrating against the 
admission of foreign lumber free of duty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of 36 citizens of the Fourth 
Congressional district of West Virginia, praying for the prohibition of 
the manufacture, sale, or importation of all alcoholic beverages in the 
District of Colambia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 53 citizens of Anacostia, D. C., 
and a petition of 162 citizens ofthe District of Columbia, praying for 
the passage of the bill prohibiting the alcoholic liquor traffic in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BROWN. I present joint resolutions passed by the Legislature 
of Georgia favoring the National Industrial Exposition of Colored People 
of the United States to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in November next. 
As the resolutions were passed by the General Assembly of Georgia, I 
ask that they be read. 

The resolutions were read and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, as follows: 

COMMENDING NATIONAL COLORED INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION. 


Whereas there will be a national industrial exposition held in the city of 
Atlanta, Ga., commencing November—, 1888, and continuing three months, to 
commeinorate and illustrate the progress ofthe colored race by a display of 
works of art, live-stock, field products, machinery, manufactures, and all other 
articles raised, fabricated, produced, or owned by colored people throughout the 
United States; and 

Whereas this exposition would materially contribute to the elevation and 
advancement of the colored race by stimulating their energies and arousing 
their self-reliance and thus redound to the benefit ofthe whole country: There- 


fore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of Georgia, That the said national industrial 
exposition is commendable in its object and must attract to its support and 
countenance the earnest co-operation of a!l enlightened men, and that we most 
cordially approya of it as a movement in favor of our colored citizens. 

Resolved, That a copy of this preamble and resolutions be sent to each of the 
Senatorsand Representativesin Con from this State, with the request that 
the same be laid before the Federal Congress, and that such favorable action be 
urged in that body by our members as will tend to the success and furtherance 
of this interesting and important object. : 

WM, A. LITTLE, 


Speaker of the House of R 


3 8, DAVIDSON, 


Approved August 3, 1887, 
JOHN B. GORDON, Governor. 


Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial from the Legislature of New 
Hampshire, in which they set forth the alarming state of illiteracy now 
existing in certain sections of our country; indorse the passage of the 
educational bil], and request that copies be forwarded to Congress for 
presentation. I ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE: 


I, Ira A. Chase, clerk of the senate of New Hampshire, at the June session 
thereof, 1887, hereby certify that the following concurrent resolulion was re- 
ceived in the senate from the house of representatives by their clerk on Tues- 
day. August 30, 1887, and passed by the senate aforesaid on Wednesday, August 


‘i Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), In view of 
the alarming state of illiteracy now existing in certain sections of our coun- 
try, and considering the great danger to epee institutions that may re- 
sult therefrom, unless some adequate relief is afforded, that we approve of 
the measure known as the Blair educational bill, substantially as it passed the 
Senate of the United States in 1886; and the secretary of state is hereby directed 
to send copies of this resolution to the President of the Senate and Speaker of 
the Honse of Representatives at the mecting of the next Congress." 

A true copy of senate journal record, 

Attest: . 

[sear] IRA A. CHASE 
Clerk: of Senate of New Hampshire. 

Mr. SABIN. I present a petition numerously signed by citizens of 
the Fifth Con ional district of Minnesota, praying for the passage 
of the bill prohibiting the manufacture and sale of alcoholic beverages 
in the District of Columbia. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SABIN presented a resolution adopted by the Minnesota His- 
torical Society, favoring the continuance of the geodeticsurvey already 
commenced in the State of Minnesota by the Engineer Corps of the 
ver Department; which was referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of John Scully, of South 
Amboy, N. J., praying for the passage of a bill for the registry of the 
barges Albert M., Condor, and Adelante; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Pine Bush, Orange County, New York, praying for 
the submission to the States of a constitutional amendment prohibit- 
ing the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 


He also presented a panes of the officers of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Veteran, Chemung County, New York, praying 


for pied pene of the educational bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I present several petitions, numerously signed by 
citizens of New York, praying for the of a bill granting legal 
protection to young girls in the District of Columbia, I move that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented two petitions of citizens of Vermillion 
County, Indiana, praying that Henry Potter, late a private of Com- 
pany D, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, be put upon the 
pension-roll; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST. I have received from an association, the Bureau of Pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia, two petitions; purporting to come 

from citizens of the Fourth Congressional district of Missouri, and citi- 
zens of the Fourteenth Congressional district of Missouri praying for 
the passage of the bill prohibiting the manufacture, sale, and importa- 
tion of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia, I move that 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Thomas P. MacManus has asked me to present 
a petition praying that a vacancy in the United States Army be cre- 
ated by law, to which he may be appginted for the purpose of being 
retired therefrom ôn pay. At his request I present his petition, and 
move its reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Anson 8. McDonald, late 
a private of Company H, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Amanda W. Beach, of Burlington, 
Vt., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ` 

He also presented the petition of Mary E. Woodward, widow of the 
late Dr. J. B. Woodward, now of Boston, Mass., praying to be allowed 
a pension, and the petition of William Wells, of Burlington, Vt., in 
support thereof; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present resolutions adopted by the Chicago Freight 
Bureau, an association of merchants, members of the Board of Trade, 


'| and manufacturers of Chicago, favoring an amendment to the interstate- 


commerce act making it unlawful for any person to offer for shipment 
any articles the correct weight of which is not specified in the way-bill. 
I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. R 

The motion was agreed to, 


1888. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 194 citizens of the Twenty- 
fifth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, praying for the prohibition 
of the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHACE presented a petition of citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying for the passage of a bill to amend the act incorporat- 
ing the National Safe Deposit Company of Washington; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had elected Hon. SAMUEL S. Cox, 
a Representative from the State of New York, Speaker pro tempore dur- 
ing the absence of the Speaker. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1138) to reimburse the depositors in the Freedman’s 
Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the failure of said 
company, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bili (S. 
352) for the relief of Bessie 8, Gilmore, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1264) to declare the sense of an act entitled ‘‘An act to reimburse the 
State of Pennsylvania for moneys advanced Government for war pur- 
poses,” and to authorize a re-examination of the settlement made by 
the Secretary of War thereunder, asked to bedi from its further 
consideration, and thatit be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr, SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Harlow G. Hyde, praying to be allowed a pension, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1477) granting a 
pension to Harlow G. Hyde; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of George W. Peavy, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a re- 
port thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1478) granting a pension to 
George W. Peavy; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1111) granting a pension to Mary J. Davis, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. : 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was refi 
the bill (S. 509) authorizing an increase of pensions in certain cases, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 354) to provide for the survey of certain his- 
toric grounds, locations, and military works, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 643) to construct a road to the national cemetery at Corinth, Miss., 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 465) granting a pension to William Sackman, sr., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
339) granting a pension to Eliza Douglass, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the sanie committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
340) granting a pension to Joseph F. Bean, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon, which was agreed to; and the biJl was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1184) to refund excessive duties caused by extraor- 
dinary overvaluation of the Austrian florin in the year 1878, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1000) to increase the pension of certain soldiers and sailors 
who are utterly helpless from injuries received or diseases contracted 
while in the service of the United States, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
43) granting a pension to Polly H. Smith, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
74) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 973) to authorize the Omaha, Hays City and 
Southwestern Railway Company to build its road across the Fort Hays 
military reservation, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
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referred the bill (S. 1118) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William Clark, deceased, have instructed me to re- 
port the same favorably, accompanied by a written report, this being 
an exceptional case, and not provided for under the general law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and the report will be printed, under the rule. . 

Mr. HAMPTON. The bill (S. 932) to authorize the construction of 
a gravel road to the Richmond National Cemetery, near Richmond, Va., 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, but I find on exam- 
ination that a similar bill was passed and became a law at the last Con- 
gress. By mistake the bill was introduced and-referred in the present 
Congress. I report it back, and move its indefinite postponement. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 1479) granting an increase of 
pension to Bingham M. Caswell; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 1480) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to apply the unexpended balance of the ap- 
propriation made by the act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the 
United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians, of 
Minnesota, subsequent to June 1, 1861, and prior to the massacre of 
August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof,” approved March 
3, 1885, now remaining in the Treasury, to the payment of interest on 
the sums found due by said Secretary under said act; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1481) granting a pension to Ellen White 
Dowling; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. $ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1482) granting a pension to Sarah C. Tay- 
lor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1483) for the registry of the 
barges Albert M., Condor, and Adelante; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1484) for the relief of G. Kaemmerling 
and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1485) for the relief of Lanman & Kemp; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1486) increasing the pension of Anthony 
Kiss, and ting arrears of increased pension; which was read twice 
by its titlé, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1487) granting a pension to Rose Tay- 
lor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to 
Lonisa v. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United 
States Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1489) granting a pension to James 8, 
Tillson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1490) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Cornelius Valentine; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1491) for the protection 
of settlers on the public lands; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1492) to place Charles V. 
Petteys and William T. Owsley on the retired-list of the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 1493) for the relief of J. Schriber 
& Co., of Cleveland, Cuyahoga County, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1494) to secure to the Cherokee 
freedmen and others their proportion of certain proceeds of lands, under 
the act of March 3, 1883; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Cora McGee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1496) to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1497) to provide for two additional 
associate justices of the supreme court of Dakota, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S.-1498) granting to the city of Grand 
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Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges at said city across the 
Red River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1499) for the relief of Mary A. 
Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret.M. 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying | Sotretary 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced.a bill (S. 1501) fete the relief of James Down- 
ing; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1502) for the relief of Jeroihe 
Kunkel; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1503) for the relief of Mrs. 8. B. Duvall, 
widow of the late a P. Duvall, deceased; ie eats meea aroo 
by its title, and, wi accompanying papers, re to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1504) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Johnston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1505) for the relief of Henry J. 
Graydon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 1507) provi for an addi- 
— justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Utah, and for 

purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 1508) for the relief of John Will- 
iams; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1509) for the relief of William H. Rhett; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 

.referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1510) allowing the pay of 
rear-admirals to commodores while acting as rear ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH in a bill (S. 1511) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians 
on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws 
of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other 
purposes;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 38) to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to utilize the hot water now running to waste 
on the permanent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the following order, there having been, 
as I am advised, no adverse report: 

Ordered, That Frank A. Page have leave to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate his petition and accompanying papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the tion and papers of Mary E. 
Woodward for a pension, which were before the last Congress and on 
which Rete ness was TRC; HA salen ftom tho Stead ooirad 40 Se 
Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro That order will be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course these withdrawals are under the condi- 
tions imposed by the rules? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are ordered under the condi- 
tions imposed by the rules. 

On motion of Mr. HAWLEY it was 

Ordered, That Maj. Gen. Schuyler Hamilton have leave to withdraw cot the 
files the papers in his case, no adverse report having been n made thereo! 
CHARLES R. WESTBROOK. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General is hereby directed to report tothe Senate 
the facts attending the employment of Charles R. Westbrook as an assistant to 
the district attorney for the southern district of New York, together with copies 
of all correspondence on the subject, the emolument pad to okey se and the appro- 
priation from which paid, and fh the said dor snatch ee Sa extra com- 
pensation for any time previous to such employment, not being a sworn 
officer of Government. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to have the resolution read 


again. 
The Chief Clerk again read the resolution. 
Mr. BUTLER. Let that go over. 

nthe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under the 
e 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT OMAHA, 
Mr. MANDERSON. I offer the followign resolution, and ask that 
it be now considered: 


Baos That the Secretary of War be directed to make invest! 
pa to the Senate what steps have been taken by the Omaha and 


tion and re- 
uncil Bluffs 


and Bridge Company, its successors or assigns, to construct a 
AMispourt River hove between the cities of Omaha, N dix. and Council Ba 
Iowa, and if he shall find the construction of bridge has been commen: 
to inv te whether said structure is in accord with the provisions of the 
approved March 3, 1887,and plans and s] cations heretofore approved by the 
Secretary of War, and whe said bridge is being constructed as a combined 
railway and wagon , Or & Wagon- doo only. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that the resolution may go over. 
Mises PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule. 
POSTAGE ON THIRD-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. PLATT. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 

ent consideration: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be instructed to 
an a pat mang een es 
if Hlegaliy detained, who is responsible therefor, ack eaoin exists; an 
to report by bill or otherwise, 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, Ishould like to makea brief statement 
for the information of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of 
the matter to which the resolution is directed. 

A firm in Connecticut, I understand, named “The H. P. Hubbard 
Company,” about the time of the opening of Congress, addressed to each 
of the Senators, and, I may also add, to the members of the House of 
Representatives, a book, of which this is a copy [exhibiting]. They 
are advertising agents, and the book containsa list of the leading news- 
papers in the United States, and is valuable as a book of reference. It 
is strictly third-class matter. They printed an edition of 5,000 copies 
of the book, as I am informed, and had been accustomed to pay upon 
each copy postage to the amountof 11 cents. It was mailed at the city 
of New Haven just before the opening of Congress. Eleven cents post- 
age was paid upon each book. It contains upon the cover these words: 

“THE H. P. HUBBARD COMPANY, 
Judicious Advertising Agents and Experts, 
Designers, Engravers and Electrotypers. 
NEW HAVEN, CONN.” 


It was inclosed in a wrapper, upon which, in addition to the words 
‘The H. P. Hubbard Company,” were the words ‘‘ judicious adver- 
tising agents and experts.” When it reached the Washington City 

I am informed that letter postage was charged upon it, 
namely, 31 cents upon each book, in addition to the 11 cents which 
had been paid, upon the claim that there being upon the cover, in ad- 
dition to the words ‘‘The H. P. Hubbard Company,” the words ‘‘ju- 
dicious advertising agents and experts,” it was subject to rates for 
first-class matter. 

It has been the custom of the Senate postmaster whenever additional 
postage was charged at the city post-office to pay it and to collect it of 
Senators; but when he found that there were seventy-six books upon 
each of which 31 cents additional postage was charged, he was unwill- 
ing and very properly declined to pay it. He wrote to the firm in New 
Haven which had sent the books, asking permission to erase at the city 
post-office the objectionable words. Receiving that permission from 
the senders he applied to the city postmaster of W. to cancel 
the objectionable printing on the wrapper, but he would not assent to 
anything without authority from the Department. Mr. Kellogg then 
went to see the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr, Harris. But 
I think, however, he did not find the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, but he asked his chief clerk if he could not have authority to erase 
these words, and so deliver the matter to the Senators. He received 
the assurance that if the city postmaster would allow it, the Depart- 
ment would make no objection. Of course that was the act not of the 
Assistant Postmaster-General, but of the clerk. He then asked for 
specific instructions and received this letter: 

Post-Orricn DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICES OF THIRD ASSISTANT Post™. ENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1887. 


Sir: In answer to verbal inquiry made by yon this morning, I begleave to in- 
form you that the Postmaster-General has refused to give any order to the — 
master of this city allowing him to deliver certain matter mailed by the H. P, 
Hubbard Company, of New Haven, Conn., without payment of the postage due 
under se law, ea 

ours, very respectfully, 
H. R. HARRIS, 
Third Assistant Postmaster: 
Mr, Aaron W. 


KELLOGG, 
Assistant Postmaster, United States Senate. 

The assistant postmaster of the Senate then wrote in reply that he 
had never asked for the matter referred to in the note of the Third As- 
sistant Postmaster-General, but he did ask an answer to the following, 
to wit: ‘‘ That the H. P. Hubbard Company might be allowed to erase 
and destroy the offending words on 400 copies of the Blue Book sent 
under misapprehension and by permission of the postmaster at New 
Haven, upon which they had paid 11 cents postage, so that they might 
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be relieved from paying 31 cents more.” ‘In reply to that request he 


received this letter: 
Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE THIED ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., December 9, 1887. 
Sm: Yours of roay is received. The Department can not authorize you to 
take from the post-office in this city the mail matter to which you refer, except 
upon payment of the postage rated up by the postmaster. 
ours, very respect > ER 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Aaron W. KeLLoGeG, Esq. 
Assistant Postmaster, United Slates Senate, Washington, D. C. 

In my judgment the law does not require or authorize the 
of postage on first-class matter upon those books so sent to Senators by 
one of my constituents in Connecticut. Itis third-class matter purely 
and strictly. I do not intend this morning to take the time of the Sen- 
ate to go into any Jengthy argument to show that the printing of the 
occupation of the sender in addition to his name upon tlie envelope, to 
wit, the words ‘‘ Judicious Advertising Agents and Experts,” does not 
take the package ont of the third class, which is printed matter. It is 
not claimed or pretended that if that book which contained those words 
upon it in fall sight had been sent, not under an envelope which in- 
closed the whole book, but under a band which inclosed a part of it so 
as to leave those words in sight, it would have changed the character 
of the mail matter at all. 

The Postmaster-General, in answer toa letter from R. H. Macy & 
Co., of New York, quotes sections 22 and 230f the act of March 3, 1879, 
and claims that under those sections there can be no printed matter upon 
the envelope containing the inclosure except words indicating the name 
and address of the sender with the word ‘‘from”’ prefaced thereto above 
or preceding the same. I think that he made a mistake in not remem- 
bering, for the time being, that third-class matter is printed matter, and 
nothing else, and that therefore there was no reference in the statute to 
what might be printed upon third-class matter. Second-class matter 
is periodicals; third-class matter is miscellaneous printing; fourth-class 
matter is merchandise. 

This whole matter originated in New York by an order from thé post- 
master there, which charged letter postage upon fourth-class merchan- 
dise matter because of printing upon the cover of the merchandise, in 
addition to the name of the sender, his business or occupation, and 
his address. That had been permitted up to that time; it had been per- 
mitted under former administrations, and it had been permitted under 
the-present reform administration up to about the time of the holiday 
trade last year. It had been allowed upon the theory that it was per- 
miasible by statute, unquestionably permissible, to inclose a paper 
spm which were printed the address of the sender, his occupation,jand 
his place of business, in addition to the address. That might be in- 
closed in the package, and former administrations had held in publish- 
ing the Postal Guide that by the fair intendment of the law it might 
therefore be allowed upon the wrapper; that if it were allowed to put 
it inside it might be allowed to put it on the wrapper; that printed 
matter, at any rate when accompanying merchandise, was subjected to 
double the rate of postage of third-class matter, which was printed 
matter. 

The old role as laid down in the Postal Guide with regard to fourth- 
class matter was this, which is found on page 673, section 435, of the 
Postal Guide of 1885: 


The long-established rule of the Department, that matter of a lower bree] 
may be inclosed in that of a higher, authorizes printed matter to be inclosed 
with merchandise, and that to make a distinction between printed matter in- 
closed with merchandise and printing upon a tag, attached to a sample, or 
upon the sample itself, where the latter consists of paper, is not within the 
reasonable intendment of the law. 

I think the former construction was right, but I do not speak so 
particularly with regard to the construction of the law relating to 
fourth-class matter. It is possible, technically speaking, construing 
the law not in the interest of the public, but as a technical lawyer 
construes criminal statutes, that the Postmaster-General is right with 
reference to the postage to be charged upon fourth-class matter con- 
taining upon the cover the printed occupation and place of business of 
the sender, but upon third-class matter, it seems to me, there is no ex- 
cuse for it whatever. 

Now, let me read the statute (and I shall be brief) in relation to 
this matter. Section 22 of the act referred to is this: 

ae mailable matter of the second class shall contain no writing, print, mark, 
or sign— 

Observe the words ‘“‘ writing, print, mark, or sign ’?— 


thereon or therein in addition to the original print, except as herein provided, 
to wit, the name and address of the person to whom the matter shall be sent, 
and index figures of subscription book, either written or printed,the printed 
title of the publication, the printed name and address of the publisheror sender 
of the same, and written or printed words or figures or both, indicating the date 
on which the subscription to such matter will end. 


Tt will be observed that as to this second class, which consists of news- 
papers and periodicals, the statute is very particular to say that certain 
things may be written or “printed ” thereon. The statute then goes on: 

MS eo matter of the third class, or upon the wrapper inclosing the same, the 
sende: word "from ™ 


r may write his own name or address thereon, with the 
above and preceding the same, and in either case may make simple marks in- 


charging 


tended to designate a word or passage of the text to which it is desired to call 
attention. There may be aaas upon the coveror blank leaves of any book or 
of any printed matter of the third class a simple manuscript dedication or in- 
scription that does not partake of the nature of a personal corresponden. 


Tt will be observed that the direction there is that upon the cover the 
sender may write—not ‘‘print or write,’’ but “ write’’—his own name 
or address, A strict technical construction of the statute, such as the 
Postmaster-General gives to it, would forbid the ‘‘printing”’ of the 
name and the address of the sender uponit. Thestatutesays the sender 
may ‘‘write’”’ his own name and 5, ete upon it, and it would be no 
greater nonsense to have held that because the statute said he might 
‘write’? his own name and address upon it he could not therefore 
‘print’? his own name or address upon it, than it was to hold that he 
could not print anything upon it which came within the description of 
third-class matter. 

The reason that the permission was given to “ write’? upon the cov- 
ering of third-class matter was because it was un: in reference to 
such matter, which consisted exclusively of printed matter, to give per- 
mission to print anything that the sender chose to ‘‘ print” upon the 
envelope or inclosure containing the same so long as he left a place for 
the adi of the person to whom it was sent. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to follow this matter further. It seems 
to me that it was an unwarranted construction of the statutes, that it 
was not only technical, but it was an improper and unjustifiable con- 
struction of the statute which has caused great distress, annoyance, and 
loss to the business people of this country. 

I desired to make these remarks this morning because a bill has been 
introduced at the suggestion of the Postmaster-General which is to 
remedy this supposed defect in the law. I desire the bill to pass be- 
cause is powerless to direct another branch of the Government 
as to how it shall administer or interpret the law, and I desire to have 
the business community relieved from the annoyance, and vexation, 
and trouble to which it has been subjected and the loss which it has 
sustained by what I believe to have been an improper construction of 
the law, and an unwarranted construction of it; I was not willing to 
allow that bill to pass, however, until I had protested that I thought 
all this trouble, and vexation, and loss were unnecessary, and resulted 
not from a fault of the law, as the Postmaster-General in the pretended 
exercise of a superior and superlative virtue seems to suppose, but from 
the mistake of the Postmaster-General himself. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, it is an easy matter to find fault 
with the administration of the law. Executive officers are bound to 
take the law as they find it. I understand that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral's action in this matter was to address a circular to 
throughout the country, embodying the law itself, without any inter- 
stadin or construction of that law by the Postmaster-General, calling 
the attention of the postmasters throughout the country to the law it- 
self. ‘The postmasters in several localities, especially in New York and 
some other cities, put a construction on the law different from that yo 
on it by the Senator from Connecticut, The Postmaster-General 
lieved, in his discretion, that it was right to sustain the men under him, 
especially where there was a doubt as to the proper construction of the 
law. He has sustained the action of those postmasters*whose action 
has been criticised by the Senator from Connecticut; but, as I under- 
stand, the construction put on it by the postmasters has received the 
sanction of the Postmaster-General, without his having originally put 
an interpretation onthe law himself. He endeavored to come to a con- 
clusion as to what the law meant, and as embarrassments have arisen, 
the Postmaster-General has very properly applied, as I understand, 
though I have not conversed with him personally upon the subject, 
that a bill be passed bringing the desired relief. 

I do not think the action of the Postmaster-General has been such 
as ought to receive the censure of the Senator from Connecticut or any- 
body else. Iam sure that he has pursued a proper course. I only rose 
to say that our Post-Office Committee yesterday authorized a bill to be 
reported to correct the very wrong of which the Senator from Connec- 
ticut complains. Let him co-operate with that committee and secure 
the enactment of a law which will relieve the difficulty sustained from 
the construction put on the law by postmasters throughout the country. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, as I indicated, this difficulty origi- 
nated with reference to fourth-class matter in the city of New York 
by the ruling or circular of the reform postmaster of this Administra- 
tion in that city, who, I say without qualification, I am sorry was ap- 
pointed and sorry was confirmed. That circular of the postmaster in 
New York had no reference whatever to third-class matter. It wasap- 
pealed from by Messrs. Macy & Co., of New York, and upon the ap- 
peal the Postmaster-General saw fit to go further than to decide the 
question which was submitted to him and promulgated certain opin- 
ions of his with regard to third-class matter. It may be said, and I 
think truly said, that the strict text of his reply would not go so far as 
to hold that the city ter at Washington was justified in hold- 
ing,the books which I have alluded to upon the ground that first-class 
postage had not been paid upon them; but when the letterof the Post- 
master-General in reply to Messrs. Macy & Co. circulate among post- 
masters, went to New York, then the New York postmaster issued a 
circular—it was not issued from the Department at Washington; it is 
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tt New York Circular, No, 49’’—in which he undertook to give language 
and specification to what the Postmaster-General had said in his reply 
to Macy & Co., which had been circulated broadcast through the country 
and sent to the postmasters; and he, the postmaster in New York, 
thereupon helki and published in a circular, in effect, that third-class 
matter which contained upon the envelope anything except the name 
and residence of the person to whom it was addressed and the address 
of the sender, pen by the word ‘‘from”’ and the residence of the 
sender, was subject to first-class rates. 

I suppose that the Postmaster-General is responsible for the acts of 
his subordinates. I suppose that he could not have been ignorant, in 
the administration of his office, of the action of the New York post- 
master by which all this inconvenience and all this annoyance and all 
this loss have been caused; and silence on the part of the Postmaster- 
General and his allowance of the action of his subordinate—I suppose 
the New York postmaster is a subordinate—fully justify me in saying 
that he is responsible for this ruling. 

But that is not all, Mr. President. A very good way to test the 
question whether the Postmaster-General was responsible for it or not 
was the method adopted by my constituents in New Haven, who sent 
us mail matter upon which the city postmaster here charged 31 cents 

T book in addition to the 11 cents, which was all, I believe, that could 

ve been by law. . That matter was brought directly, as I 
have stated ,if not to the Postmaster-General himself, to the Third As- 
sistant Postmaster-General, and we have his written ruling upon the 
same. Now, it will not do to say that the Postmaster-General can ex- 
cuse himself in this matter by hiding behind his subordinates. 

Mr. SABIN. I wish to offer—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a resolution before the Sen- 
ate, What action does the Senator from Connecticut desire upon it? 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to have the resolution pass, that the com- 
mittee may inquire into it. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COLLECTIONS OF LIQUOR TAXES... 


/ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Peasy of the Treasury be directed to report to the Sen- 
ate the amount of revenue collected by the Government under the provisions of 
the internal-revenue law and the amendments thereto for each year from its 
cogs enactment to the present time, from special taxes on distillers, brewers, 
and all manufactures of spirituous, malt, or fermented liquors; the number of 
persons from whom collected in each year; the quantities of said several kinds 
of liquor manufactured in each year, and the amount of tax collected on each of 
said kinds of liquor in each year. 


JOHN G. MERRITT. 


Mr. SABIN submitted the following resolution; which was refefred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the pe fp mar gar of the United States Senate be, and he is, 
hereby, authorized and directed to appoint John G, Merritt, a disabled soldier 
and faithful officer of the Senate, a messenger, acting assistant doorkee 

further orders of the Senate, and that his salary be paid out of the "mi 
ous items” of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


PERMISSIBLE MARKS ON MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
House bill 3318, Order of Business 66. It will occupy but 3 moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3318) relating to permissible marks, 
printing or writing, upon second, third, and fourth class matter, and 
to amend the twenty-second and twenty-third sections of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888,” and for other 


r until 
Hane- 


purposes. POPRA 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thereis abill pending now that ought tobe acted 
upon onẹ way or the other. 

Mr. SAWYER. This is a very short bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will it cause debate ? 

Mr. SAWYER. There is no objection to it. 
port. There will be no objection to it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill. ~ 

It provides that mailable matter of the second class shall contain no 
writing, print, or sign thereon or therein in addition to the original 
print, except the name and address of the person to whom the matter 
shall be sent, index figures of subscription book, either printed or writ- 
ten, the printed title of the publication and the place of its publication, 
the printed or written name and address without addition of advertise- 
ment of the publisher or sender, or both, and written or printed words 
or figures, or both, indicating the date on which thesubscription to such 
matter will end,the correction of any typographical error, a mark, ex- 
cept by written or printed words, to designate a word or passagé to 
which it is desired to call attention; the words ‘‘sample copy’? when 
the matter is sent as such, the words ‘‘ marked copy’’ when the mat- 
ter contains a marked item or article, and publishers or news agents 
may inclose in their publications, bills, receipts, and orders for sub- 
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scription thereto, but the same shall be in such form as to convey no 
other information than the name, place of publication, subscription 
peice of the publication to which they refer, and the subscription due 
thereon. 

Upon matter of the third class or upon the wrapper or envelope in- 
closing the same, or the tag or label attached thereto, the sender may 
write his own name, occupation, and residence or business address, pre- 
ceded by the word ‘‘from,’’ and may make marks other than by writ- 
ten or printed words to call attention to any word or passage in the text, 
and may correct any typographical errors. There may be placed upon 
the blank leaves or cover of any book or printed matter of the third 
class a simple manuscript dedication or inscription not of the nature of 
a personal correspondence. Upon the wrapper or envelope of third- 
class matter, or the tag or label attached thereto, may be printed. any 
matter mailable as third class, but there must be left on the address 
side a space sufficient fora legible address and necessary stamps, With 
a package of fourth-class matter prepaid at the proper rate for that class 
the sender may inclose any mailable third-class matter, and may write 
upon the wrapper or cover thereof, or tag or label accompanying the 
same, his name, occupation, residence, or business address, preceded by 
the word’‘‘ from,” and any marks, numbers, names, or letters for pur- 
pose of description, or may print thereon the same, and any printed 
matter not in the nature of a personal correspondence, but there must 
be left on the address side or face of the package a space suflicient for 
a legible address and necessary stamps. In all cases directions for 
transit, delivery, forwarding, or return shall be deemed part of the ad- 
dress; and the Postmaster-General shall prescribe suitable regulations 
for carrying this section into effect. 

The bill also provides that matter of the second, third, or fourth class 
containing any writing or printing in addition to the original matter 
other than as authorized in the preceding section shall not be ad- 
mitted to the mails, nor delivered, except upon payment of postage for 
matter of the first class, deducting therefrom any amount which may 
have been prepaid by stamps affixed, unless by direction of the Post- 
master-General such postage shall be remitted; and any person who 
shall knowingly conceal or inclose any matter of a higher class in that 
of a lower class, and deposit or cause the same to be deposited for con- 
veyance by mail, at a less rate than would be charged for both such 
higher and lower class matter, shall for every such offense be liable to 
a penalty of $10. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. e 

CITY OF COLORADO SPRINGS. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask leave to call up Senate bill 426, Order of Busi- 
ness 33, which is a local bill, and is of importance. It will not lead 
to'any discussion. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 426) granting to the city of Colorado 
Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain lands therein described, for 
water reservoirs, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands wifh an 
amendment, to add the following as a new section: 


Sec. 2. That if the city of Colorado Springs shall at any time after the con- 
struction of reservoirs on the land descri in section 1 of this act, abandon 
the same or cease to use the same for water storage, the land herein described 
shall reyert to the Government of the United States. The survey of the lands 
so granted shall be made under the direction and approval of the War Depart- 
ment, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
REPORT OF PACIFIC RAILWAY COMMISSION. 


A message was received from the President of the United States, by 
Mr. PRUDEN, his secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


On the 3d day of March last an act was passed authorizing the appointment of 
three commissioners who should investigate the affairs of such railroads as have 
received aid from the United States Government. Among other er the con- 
templated investigation included a history of the construction of these roads, 
their relations and indebtedness to the Government, and the question whether, 
in the interest of the United States, any extension of the time for the perform- 
ance of the obligations of said roads to the Government should be granted; and 
if so, the said commissioners were directed to submit a scheme for such extension, 

The commissioners were further directed by said act to report in full to the 
President upon all the matters submitted to them, and he was by said act re- 
quired to forward said report to Congress, with such recommendations or com- 
ments as he should see fit to make in the premises. 

The commissioners, immediately after their selection, entered upon the dis- 
charge of their duties, and have prosecuted their inquiries with commendable 
industry, intelligence, and thoroughness. A large amount of testimony has 
been taken, and all the facts have been develo which appear to be necessary 
for the consideration of the questions arising from the condition of these aided 
rail and their relations to the Government. 

The commissioners have, however, been unable to upon the manner in 
which these railroads should be treated respecting their indebtedness to the 
United States, or to unite upon the plan best calculated to secure the payment 
of such indebtedness, 
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This disagreement has resulted in the preparation of two reports, both of 
which are herewith submitted to the Congress. 

These reports exhibit such transactions and schemes connected with the con- 
struction of the aided roads and their management, and suggest the invention 
of such devices on the part of those having them in charge for the apparans 
purpose of defeating any chance for the Government’s reimbursement, that any 
adjustment or plan of settlement should be predicated upon the substantial in- 
terests of the Government rather than any forbearance or generosity deserved 
by the companies. 

The wide publication which has already been given to the substance of the 
commissioners’ reports obviates the necessity of detailing in this communica- 
tion the facts found upon the investigation. 

The ority report, while condemning the methods adopted by those who 
formerly had charge of the Union Pacific Railroad, declares that since its pres- 
ent management was inaugurated in 1884, its affairs have been fairly and pru- 
dently conducted, and that the present administration * has devoted itself hon- 
estly and intelligently to the herculean task of nae the Union Pacific Rail- 
way from the insolvency which seriously threatened it at the inception of its 
work; that it has devoted itself by rigid economy, by intelligent management, 
and by an application of every dollar of the earning capacity of the system to 
its improvement and betterment, to place that company on a sound and endur- 
ing financial foundation.” 

The condition of the present management of the Union Pacific Company has 
an important bearing upon its ability to comply with the terms of any settle- 
ment of its indebtedness which may be offered by the Government. 

The majority of the commission are in favor of an extension of the time for 
the payment of the Government indebtedness of these companies, upon certain 
conditions. But the chairman of the commission, presenting the minority re- 
port, recommends, both upon principle and policy, the institution of proceed- 
ings for the forfeiture of the charters of the corporations, and the winding up 
of their affairs, 

have been furnished with a statement, or argument, in defense of the trans- 
actions connected with the construction of the Central Pacific and its 
branch lines, from which it may notbe amiss to quote, for the purpose of show- 
ing how some of the operations of the directors of such road, strongly con- 
demned by the commissioners, are defended by the directors themselves, After 
speaking of a contract for the construction of one of these branch lines by a 
corporation, called the Contract and Finance Company, owned by certain di- 
rectors of the Central Pacific Railroad, this language is used: 

“It may be said of this contract as of many otners that were let to the differ- 
ent construction companies in which the directors of the Central Pacific have 
been stockholders, that they built the road with the moneys furnished by them- 
selves and had the road for their outlay. In other words, they paid to the con- 
struction company the bonds and stock of the railroad so constructed and waited 
until such time as they could develop sufficient business on the road built to 
induce the public to buy the bonds or the stock. If the country through which 
the railroad ran developed sufficient business, then the project was a success; 
if it did not, then the operation was a loss. These gentlemen took all the re- 
sponsibility; any loss occurring was necessarily theirs, and of right the profit 
belonged to them. 

“ But it is said that they violated a well-known rule of equity in dealing with 
themselves; that they were trustees and that they were representing both sides 


of the contract. 

“The answer is that they did not find cee doeiget 4 else to deal with. They could 
not find any one who would take the chances of building a road through what 
was then an almost uninhabited country and accept the bonds and stock of the 
road in payment. And when it is said that they were trustees, if they did oc- 
cupy such relation it was merely technical, for they represented only their own 
interests on both sides, there being no one else concerned in the transaction. 
They became the incorporators of the company that was to build the road, sub- 
seribed for its stock,and were the only su bers. Therefore it is difficult to 
see how any one was wron. by their action. The rule of equity invoked, 
which has its origin in the injunction, no man can serve two masters, certainly 
did not apply to them, because they were acting in their own interests and were 
not charged with the duty of caring for others’ rights, there being no other per- 
sons interested in the subject-matter.” , 

In view of this statement and the facts developed in the commissioners’ re- 
ports, it seems proper to recall the grants and benefits derived from the Gen- 
eral Government by both the Union and Central Pacific Companies for the pur- 
pose of aiding the construction of their roads, 

By an act passed in 1862 it was provided that there should be advanced to 
said companies by the United States to aid in such construction the bonds of 
the Government amounting to $16,000 for every mile constructed, as often as 
a section of 40 miles of said roads should be built; that there should also be 
granted to said companies upon the completion of every said section of 40 miles 
of road five entire sections of public land for each mile so built; thatthe entire 
charges earned by said roads on account of transportation and service for the 
Government should be ape to the reimbursement of the bonds advanced 
by the United States and the interest thereon, and that to secure the repayment 
of the bonds so advanced, and interest, the issue and delivery to said companies 
of said bonds should constitute a first mortgage on the whole line of their roads, 
and on their rolling stock, fixtures, and property of syor kind and description. 

The liberal donations, advances, and privileges provided for in this law were 
granted by the General Government for the purpose of securing the construc- 
tion of these roads, which would complete the connection between our castern 
and western coasts; and they were upon a consideration of the public 
benefits which would accrue to the entire country from such construction. 

But the projectors of these roads were not content, and the sentiment which 
then seemed to pervade the Congress had not reached the limit of its generosity. 
Two years after the passage of this law it was supplemented and amended in 
various important particulars in favor of these companies by an act which pro- 
vided, among other things, that the bonds, at the rate already specified, should 
be delivered upon the completion of sections of 20 miles in on instead of 
40; that the lands to be conveyed to said companies on the completion of each 
section of said road should be ten sections per mile instead of five; that only 
half of the charges for transportation and service due from time to time from 
the United States should be retained and applied to the advances made to said 
cowpanies by the Government, thus obliging immediate payment to its debtor 
ofthe other half of said charges, and that the lien of the United States to secure 
the reimbursement of the amount advanced to said companies in bonds, which 
lien was declared by the law of 1862 to constitute a first mortgage upon all the 
property of said companies, should become a junior lien, and be subordinated 
to a mortgage, which the companies were, by the amendatory act, authorized 
to execute to secure bonds which they might from time to time issue in sums 
negra the amount of the United States bonds which should be advanced 

o them. 

The immense advantages to the companies of this amendatory actare appar- 
ent; and in these days we may well wonder that even the anticipated public 
importance of the construction of these roads, induced what must now appear 
to “ed a respon? reckless and unguarded appropriation of the public funds and the 
public domain. 

Under the operation of these laws the principal of the bonds which have been 
advanced is $64,023,512 as given in the reports of the commissioners; the inter- 
est to November 1, 1887, is calculated to be $76,024,206.58, making an aggregate at 
the date named of $140,047,718.58. The interest calculated to the maturity of the 


bonds added to the principal produces an aggregate of $178,894,759.50.. Against 


th amounts there has been repaid by the com ies the sum of $30,955.039.61. 
t is almost needless to state that the companies have availed themiselves to 
the utmost extent of the permission given them to issue their bonds and to mort- 
gage their property to secure the pa ymentof thesame, by an incumbrance havy- 
ing preference of the Government’s lien and precisely equal to it in amount. 

It will be seen that there was available for the building of each mile of these 
roads sixteen thousand dollars of United States bonds due in thirty years with 
six per cent. interest, sixteen thousand dollars in bonds of the companies se- 
cured by a first mort on all their property, and ten sections of Government 
land—to say nothing of the stock of the companies. 

When the relations created between the Government and these companies by 
the legislation referred to are considered, it is astonishing that the c should 
be made that the directors of these roads owed no duty exceptto themselves in 
their construction, that they need regard no interests but their own, and 
they were justified in contracting with themselves and making such bargains 
as resulted in conveying to their pockets all the assets of the companies, Asa 
lienor, the Government was vitally interested in the amount of the mortgage to 
which its security had been subordinated; and it had the right to insist that 
none of the bonds secured by this prior mortgage should be issued fraudulently 
or for the purpose of division among these stockholders without consideration, 

e doctrine of complete independence on the part of the directors of these 
companies, and their freedom from any obligation to care for other interests 
than their own in the construction of these roads seems to have developed the 
natural consequences of its application, portrayed as follows in the majority re- 
port of the commissioners: 

“The result is that those who have controlled and directed the construction 
and development of these companies have become p of their surplus 
assets through issues of bonds, stocks, and payment of dividends, voi by 
themselves, while the great creditor, the United States, finds itself substantially 
without adequate security for the repayment of its loans,” 

The laws enacted in aid of these while they illustrated a profuse liber- 
ality and a generous surrender of the Government's advantages, which it is 
hoped experience has corrected, were nevertheless passed upon the theory that 
the roads should be constructed according to the common rules of business, 
fairness, and duty, and that their value and their ability to pay their debts 
should not be impaired by unfair manipulations; and when the Government 
subordinated its lien to another it was in the expectation that the prior lien 
would representin itsamountonly such bonds as should be necessarily issued by 
the companies for the construction of their roads at fair prices, agreed upon in 
an honest way, between real and substantial parties. For the purpose of pe 
orimproving the security afforded by its junior lien the Government shoul 
have the right now to purge this paramount lien of a'l that is fraudulent, fic- 
titious, or unconscionable. If the transfer to innocent hands of bonds of this 
character secured by such first mortgage prevents their cancellation, it might 
be well to seek a remedy against those who issued and transferred them, If 
legislation is needed to secure such a remedy the Congress can readily supply it. 

| desire to call attention also to the fact that if all that was to be done on the 

part of the Government to fully vest in these companies the grants and advan- 
tages contemplated by the acts passed in their interest has not yet been perfected, 
and if the failure of such companies to perform in pond faith their part of the 
contract justifies such a course, the power rests with the Congress to withhold 
further performance on the part cf the Government, If donated lands are not 
yet granted to these companies, and if their violations of contract and of duty 
aresuch as, in justice and morals, forfeit their rights to such lands, Con; ional 
action should interyene to preyent further consummation., Executive power 
must be exercised according to existing laws, and executive discretion is prob- 
ably not broad enough to reach such difficulties. 

The California and Oregon Railroad is now a part of the Central Pacific sys- 
tem, and is a land: nt road. Its construction bas been carried on with the 
same features and incidents which have characterized the other constructions 
of this system, as is made apparent on pages 78, 79, and 80 of the report of the 
majority of the commissioners. I have in my hands for approval the report of 
the commissioners appointed to examine two completed sections of this road. 
Upon such approval the company, or the Central Pacific Company, will be en- 
titled to patents for a large quantity of public lands. I especially commend to 
the attention of Congress this condition of affairs, in order that it may deter- 
mine whether or not it should intervence to save these lands for settlers, if such 
a course is justifiable. 

It is quite time that the troublesome complications surrounding this entire 
subject, which has been transmitted to us as a legacy from former days, should 
be adjusted and settled. 

No one, I think, expects that these railroad companies will be able to pay 
their immense indebtedness to the Government at its maturity. 

Get p ing or arrangement that would result now, or at any other time, 
in putting these roads or any portion of them in the possession and control o 
the Government, is, in my opinion, to be rejected—certainly as long as there is 
the least chance for indemnification through any other means. 

I sup we are hardly justified in indulging the irritation and indignation 
naturally arising from a contemplation of malfeasance, to such an extent as to 
lead to the useless destruction of these roads, or the loss of the advances made 
by the Government. I believe that our efforts should be in a more practical 
direction, and should tend, with no condonation of wrongdoing, to the collec- 
tion by the Government, on behalf of the people, of the public money now in 


jeo y. 

While the plan presented by a majority of the commission appears to be well 
devised and gives at least partial promise of the results sought, the fact will not 
escape attention that its success depends upon its acceptance by the companies, 
and their ability to perform its conditions after acceptance. Itis exceedingly 
important that any adjustment now made should be final and effective. These 
considerations suggest the possibility that the remedy pro in the majority 
report might well be applied to a part only of these aided railroad companies. 

he settlement and determination of the questions involyed are peouiaeiy 
within the province of the Congress; the subject has been made quite a fami 
iar one by Congressional discussion; this is now nr agate re n a valuable 
manner by the facts presented in the reports herewith submi 

The public interest urges prompt and efficient action. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 17, 1888. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the message, with the accompanying re- 
ports, be committed to a special committee of five Senators, to be ap- 
pointed by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the message of the President, with the accompanying re- 
ports of the commissioners, be referred to a special committee of five, 
to be appointed by the Chair. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icall forthe regular order. I hope to have a vote 
m the bill which is the regular order before we go to the unfinished 

usiness. $ 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to make a motion fm regard to the print- 
ing of the message and accompanying matter. I understand that the 


two of the commissioners are in type at the Government 
FAN Office, and that nine volumes of testimony have also been 
printed by the commission ont of the fund allotted to it; so that the ex- 
pense of printing the usual number of this communication and of the 
accompanying documents will not be a great deal. Atthis time, how- 
ever, I move that the message of the President and the two reports, the 
majority and minority reports, be printed in the usual number, and that 
the question of the printing of the accompanying testimony and any 
additional copies be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GORMAN subsequently said: I submit a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the message of the President and the accompanying 
a in relation to the Pacific railroads was referred to a special com- 

ttee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
entered. 


The motion to reconsider will be 


DISTRIBUTION OF LAND PROCEEDS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
what sums, if any, were paid to the States and Territories named in chapter 16 
of the laws of the first session of the Twenty-seventh Con approved Sep- 
tember 4, 1841, as 10 per centum of the sales of public lands, and the amounts 
so paid by reason of the distribution of the net proceeds of the public lands pro- 
vided for in said law. 

KANSAS RAILROAD GRANTS. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the saigi of the Interior be, and is, directed to furnish to 
the Senate, as soon as practicable, information as to proceedings, ete., under 
the acts of Con approved March 3, 1863 (12 Stat.,772), and July 26, 1865 (14 
Stat., 289), ng grants of lands to the State of Kansas in aid of railroad com- 

therein named, as follows, to wit: 

1, Copies of General Land Office letters withdrawing lands from market; the 
date when received at local land office, and whether, after such letters were so 
received, the officers of the proper local land office permitted settlers to file 
declaratory statements, pay fees, or do any other official act as to any lands so 
a to perfect title to any land under the homestead, pre-emption, and 


r laws. 

2. Copies of the maps of definite location of each of the roads mentioned in 
said acts, and when filed, with copies of the lines of constructed roads, ail on one 
zoe showing the sections, towns, and ranges of land, with the lines of granted 

indemnity limits of each of said roads, and showing the location of rivers 
and points on said roads mentioned in said act; the line of road in Kansas 
which runs from Hannibal, Mo., Pupek Parsons, in to the southern 
line of said State, and thence into the Indian Territory; the line of road con- 
structed by the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company and its 
successors under the acts of July 1, 1862 (12 Stat., 489, sees. 3-9, ete.) and July 2, 
1864 - Stat., 358, sees. 4-12, ete,), with lines of its granted and indemnity limits. 

3. location on said map of the Osage ceded lands under the treaty con- 
cluded June 2, 1825 (7 Stat., 240). 

4. The location of the New York Indian reservation under treaty of January 
15, 1838 (7 Stat., 550), with copy of the President's proclamation of August 21, 1860, 
in relation to lands therein, what, if anything, was done under said treaty and 

on, and copy of the letter of the Commissioner of General Land 
ce to the e of the Interior of October 31, 1887, as to the status of 
lands in said reservation. 

5. Copies of the certificates of the completion of all the sections of said road 
under said act of 1866, of all the sections of the road first mentioned in said 
act of 1863, and of the sections of the second mentioned road in said act so far 
as they cross the granted and indemnity limits of the other two roads. 

6. Copies of patents issued, and of all lists of selections of indemnity lands, 
with dates of approval under said act of 1866. : 

7. Whether the road first mentioned in said act of 1863, or any branch thereof, 

was eyer completed, and any decision in the Interior Department as to the 
sip ey of indemnity lands for said road. 
A list of even sections of land selected as indemnity in favor of the road 
mentioned in said act of 1866, which lie within the granted limits of the road 
first mentioned in said act of 1863, and a similar list of the even sections within 
the overlapping indemnity limits of said two roads. 

9, Similar lists of the odd sections so selected. 

10. A statement of the number of acresof lands patented, and also of Jands se- 
lected as indemnity under said act of 1866 and yet held by the railway company 
named therein, its successors or grantees. 

11. The length 
tion of it from its northern terminus to the 

tioned road in sai 


ed 
points on said road, to wit: to the north boundary of the Osage ceded ds to 
the point (Chanute) where said road crosses the road first mentioned in said 
act of 1863, to the point (Parsons) where said road r and connects with 


eaches 
road running from Hannibal, and to the south line of the State 


12, Copies of the evidence of the completion of sdid road made under said acts 
of 1862 and 1864 so far as said road is within the granted and indemnity limits 
of said act of 1866. 

~ a ane when the line of definite location of said road was filed through 
su 7 

14. State whether said company or its successors named in the acts of 1862 
and 1864 and the second ig mag rmen hy neal ms wale each earned or re- 
ceived the lands granted in their favor respectively within their respective 

ted limits, so far as they are in the overlapping granted or indemnit; 
of the road made under the act of 1866, aa before any right to paces $ 
lands could have attached under said last-named act. 

15. A list of an elas, $30, re ere ee Ce ee in Allen vetoed | 
Kansas, subsisting July within the gran mits of the road mention 
in the act of that date, canceled since that date, with the d ition made of 
such lands, and a similar list and statement as to lands within the indemni 


limits of said road. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 
Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Ter- 
ritories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 
direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. HEARST submitted an amendment intended to be pro; by 
him to the bill (S. 58) in relation to Indian depredations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 555) to establish an additional land district in 
the State of Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


VISITORS TO WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the report of the members of the Board of 
Visitors to the West Point Military Academy. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PucH in the chair). The re- 
port will be received. Does the Senator from Oregon desire to have 
the report read ? 

Mr. DOLPH. No, itistoolongtoberead. It isalready stereotyped. 
I suppose it will be printed under the general order, and I offer a reso- 
lution to print an additional number, which I ask to have referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That 2,500 additional copies of the annual report of Board of Visit- 
ors to the United States Military Academy for the year 1887 be printed and 


bound in paper covers, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 500 copies for 
the use of the Senate members of that board. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE IN ARKANSAS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning busi- 
ness, the first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to take up Order 
of Business 55, being Senate bill 322, to authorize a railroad to bridge 
a small stream in my State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill named by him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
can not get a vote on the direct-tax bill before 2 o’clock. 
fore let it stand over. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 322) to anthorize the Southwest Ar- 
kansas and Indian Territory Railroad to build a bridge across the Oua- 
chita River, in Arkansas. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in section 1, line 5, before the word ‘ Ar ” tostrike out 
‘South’? and insert ‘‘Southwestern;’’ and after the word ‘‘ Railroad,’ 
at the end of line 3, to insert ‘‘Company;’’ soas to read: 


That the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian Territory Railroad Company, 
a corporation created and existing under the laws of Arkansas, be, and is here- 
by, authorized to erect and maintain a bri across the Ouachita River, in town- 
ship 10 south, range 17 west, or at such point near said township as has been 
selected by said railroad oompany Ce crossing said river with their railroad 
line, the said bridge to be of such height as not to interfere with the naviga- 
tion of said river. 

The amendments were agreed to. Ş 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The title should be amended to corre- 


md. 

PTh PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will come up subsequently. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. FRYE. Was there not one other amendment? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. An amendment of the title; that is all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the bill wants a little more amendment. 
I wish the Secretary would read the last clause, beginning ‘‘ That Con- 

shall have power to alter, amend,” ete. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Sec, 3. That reserves the right to alter, amend, ee pa this actat 


Thave no objection, as it is manifest now that we 
I will there- 


any time; and that if at any time navigation of the said river s#all in any man- 
ner be obstructed or impaired by the said bridge, the Secre' of War shall 
have authority, and it shall be his duty, to require the said railroad company to 
alter and change the said bridge, at its own expense, in such manner as ma; 
be proper to secure free and complete navigation without im iment; and 
upon reasonable notice to said railroad company to make such changes or im- - 
provements the said company fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall have 
authority to make the same at the expense of the company, and all the rights 
confi by this act shall be forfeited; and Congress shall have power to do 
any and all things necessary to secure the free navigation of the said river, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 3 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator in charge of that bill 
to consent that it be laid aside informally until the bridge bill is dis- 
posed of. I think it will require but a moment or two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not observed the pending bill, but the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN] is ready to go on. 

Mr. BOWEN. I have no objection. j 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, If it takes more than a minute or two I 


will not insist, 
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Mr. BLAIR. Then I have no objection. 

Tite PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be in- 
formally laid aside for the continuation of the consideration of Senate 
bill 322. s 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend section 3, in line 3, by adding, 
after the word ‘‘be,’’ these words: ‘‘in the opinion of the Secretary of 
War;” so as to read, “and that if at any time the navigation of the 
said river shall be, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, in any man- 
ner obstructed or impaired,’’ etc., so as to leave the Secretary of War 
the same control of the navigation of the river that he has now, and 
that his opinion as to the obstruction of it by this bridge which we au- 
thorize shall goyern. I presume that was intended, but it does not 
seem to read so. 

Mr. FRYE. It was intended, and is usual, too. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘in the opinion of the Secretary of War be.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The first ‘‘be’’ should be left out. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The word ‘‘be’? where it occurs before 
“obstructed” should be stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In line 12 of the same section I move to amend 
by giving the Secretary of War the alternative authority. If werequire 
this company to make the changes necessary to preserve the navigation 
and they fail to do it, we should give him authority not merely to make 
changes at their expense and collect the money if he can, but give him 
authority as an administrative act to remove the obstruction. There- 
fore I move to amend, after the word ‘‘ company,” in line 12, by insert- 
ing ‘‘or to remove said bridge;’’ so as to read: 

e of War shall have authorit 
Ain Nace or to iene said bridge, aa Peake ne ae PA PETERS 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I have no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize the South- 
western Arkansas and Indian Territory Railroad Company to build a 
bridge across the Ouachita River, in Arkansas,” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
81) to authorize the purchase of the lands necessary for the construc- 
tion of locks and dams on the Cumberland River; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President, my remarks will be brief. ‘This bill 
has been considered so often that I deem it unnecessary to go into its 
details, which are perfectly understood by all. There is but little op- 
position to the bill save on constitutional grounds; the strict construc- 
tionists adhering now, as they always have, to the proposition that Con- 
gress is limited to the exercise of the enumerated powers, and denying 
to the ‘‘general-welfare’’ clause any scope save in connection with the 
powers specifically enumerated. 

Such a construction of the Constitution as will best secure the prin- 
cipal purposes of its adoption is regarded by those favoring a more lib- 
eral construction as the only proper one, and no iron-clad construction 
tending to defeat these purposes should prevail. 

The perpetuity of the Governmentcreated by this Constitution is the 
matter of paramount importance, and no one thing can more conduce 
-to that end than the intelligence of the masses, and a common-school 
education is the very foundation stone—the chief of the corner—of 
such intelli 

There 1s no practical difference, so far as results go, between the de- 
struction of our institutions by force of arms and the more subtle proc- 
ess of simply permitting their destruction by failure to promote and 
encourage whatever conduces to their strength and perpetuity. The 
Treasury is overflowing with money, but I would not for that reason 
advocate the passage of this orany other bill. Thesurplusisa question 
to be considered in connection with the general financial and monetary 
policy of the Government. Still, the fact that we are in condition to 
make and pay the large appropriations contemplated by this bill re- 
moves one objection which would existif the Treasury wasempty. But, 
sir, the intent and purposes of this bill are higher and broader than the 
mere question of the disbursement of our surplus moneys. It reaches 
deeper than that, and aims at the general diffusion of knowledge, with- 
out which civil and religious liberty and all the manifold blessings of 
free government can not be permanently maintained. Such diffusion 
can only be hoped for through the medium of the elementary education 
which this bill places within the reach of all. The States, as a rule, 
have done much in this direction; but we propose to do more by this 
additional appropriation, and that, too, without in any way interfering 


with the local authorities, provision only being made to insure the faith- 
ful application of the fund for the purposes intended. 

T listened with great attention to the very able and somewhat remark- 
able speech of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. But for his posi- 
tive disclaimer one would presume him to be opposed to the cause of 
popular education. His array of statistics I do not propose to analyze. 
The burden of his argument was thrown into an attempt to prove that 
the per cent. of crime was smalle&t where the per cent. of illiteracy was 
greatest, and as I understood him he took the number of arrests as the 
basis of the amount of crime, and thus gave to his position an air of 
great plausibility. The simple answer to all this is that the number 
of arrests do not at all represent the amount of real crime. 

In some communities, for instance, very trifling matters subject people 
to arrest, as mentioned by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR]; 
such as smoking in the streets of Boston. I will not, however, dwell 
on this point, in view of the Senator’s disclaimer of opposition to the 
cause of education, but before leaving the point will observe that, even 
though it may be true, as the Senator contends, that crime and illiteracy 
do not proportionately go hand in hand together, that that is not the 
all-important consideration, because it pales before the more important 
one that knowledge enables the one citizen to understand his rights, and 
the other to respect them. Weare confronted to-day with the fact that 
not only in some of the Southern States, but in dense populations in the 
North as well, fair and free elections have become a mere travesty. 

A government professedly based upon universal suffrage becomes 
under such circumstances a national lie; arid what are we going to do 
about it? We are required to guaranty to each State a republican ` 
form of government. We have the form, but what about the sub- 
stance? 

There is no peaceful solution of this problem save that which is 
afforded by a more general education of the people and the higher state 
of civilization which will follow. 

The constitutional objections to this bill, which we are bound to pre- 
sume from all that is said herearethe principalones, arethe same which 
have been thrashed over and over again, like old straw, until the grain 
is not only all out, butthe straw itself is in shreds. It is the extreme 
old State’s rights doctrine which went down in the bitterness and terror 
of war; and yet, strange to say, still raises its head in opposition to the 
grand idea that thisis a nation and nota mere confederation of States; an 
idea the establishment of which cost this Government countless treasure 
and the blood of a million soldiers, the flower of American youth. 

The treasure has, thanks to the inexhaustible resources and rapid de- 
velopment of the country, been restored, but the other loss can never, 
alas! be replaced. 

Shall the little sodden mounds scattered all over this fair land, mark- 
ing the last resting places of these gallant men, stand as monuments of 
the firm establishment of an indivisible nation, or shall they be pointed 
out as emblems of lives sacrificed for a cause seemingly successful when 
determined by the arbitrament of the sword, but bearing no fruition 
when tested in the field of statesmanship and diplomacy ? 

Sir, the law of self-preservation applies with equal force to nations 
as to individuals. This nation vindicated its stability on the field of 
battle, and will not be shorn now by strained constructions of the Con- 
stitution which would leave us powerless to exist except by mere suf- 
ferance; a condition not far removed from anarchy; a condition incom- 
patible with dignity; a condition furnishing but little hope of peace, 
prosperity, or permanency. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] consoles himself with the re- 
flection that even should this bill receive the sanction of the two Houses 
of Congress that even then it may not become a law. His final hope 
rests with the “great man’’—as he terms him—at the other end of the 
avenue. 

This contains a covert threat—not very covert either—of an Executive 
veto. Well, let the veto come; and let it come for the reasons as- 
signed by the Senator from Missouri, and it will be received by the 
people as the crowning scene in the last act of the great drama of retro- 
perian, after which the eurtain will soon fall and the play be with- 

wn 


Mr. President, as a member of the committee which reported this 
bill in the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, I gave 
it my hearty concurrence, and the more it is discussed the more I am 
impressed with its grandeur and wisdom. Ihave heretofore contented 
myself with simply voting for it, and even now had no purpose of doing 
more, and will say in conclusion that the few remarks I have just made 
represent only, so far as I know, my own views and sentiments. Others 
who support the bill do so for reasons of their own, and none stand 
committed to my utterances. 


INSPECTION OF STEAM-VESSELS, 


` Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator from New Hampshire any objection to 
my calling up a bill which will only take two or three minutes? 
Mr. BLAIR. If it is the pleasure of the Senate, the pending bill 
may be informally laid aside. : 
Mr. FRYE. The Senator from New Hampshire consents that the 
panog bill may be laid aside informally for a moment while I ask the 
te to take up the bill (S. 447) to amend the laws relating to in- 
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Ppeciion of steam-vessels, which is very short and will take but a few 
nutes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 447) to amend the laws relating to 
inspection of steam-vessels. 

It provides that on and after July 1, 1886, the fees of United States 
mars! and witnesses for services under the steamboat-inspection 
laws, the compensation of clerks to steam-boat inspectors, and all other 
expenses of steam-boat inspectors provided for in section 4461 of the 
Revised Statutes shall be paid for, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, instead of from funds heretofore collected from the inspec- 
tion of steam-vessels and the licensing of officers of such vessels. 

Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to say that in the shipping bill passed 
in the last Congress there was a provision that all of these fees should 
be paid by the United States Treasury, and in the clause providing for 
that payment the fees referred to in this bill were omitted: The Presi- 

« dent signed the shipping bill, but sent back with it a special message 
in which he called the attention of Congress to that omission and 
asked that it might at once be remedied by supplementary legislation. 
I reported promptly a bill to the Senate from the Committee on Com- 
merce, which was passed, sent to the other House, and reported by a 
House committee, but it could not be reached. So there can be no ob- 
jection to this bill. 

I move to amend in line 3 by striking out the printed words there 
‘fon and after July 1, 1886.” 

` The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PuGcHinthe chair). The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. ; 
INDIAN MARRIAGES. 


Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from New Hampshire has no one to 
occupy the floor, I ask him to indulge me a moment while I call up the 
bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and Indian 
women. It is Order of Business 31. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, line3, after the word “‘ man,” 
to insert ‘‘ not otherwise a member of any tribe of Indians,” and in line 
6, after the word ‘‘ marriage,” to insert the word ‘‘ hereafter;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 

‘Thatno white man, not otherwise a member of any tribe of Indians, who has 
married, or may hereafter marry, an Indian woman, member of any Indian 
tribe in the United States, or any of its Territories, shall, by such m: age, 
hereafter acquire any right to any tribal propon privilege, or interest whatever 
to which any member of such tribe is entitled. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The nextamendment was in section 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘ woman,” 
to strike out ‘‘in the State or Territory in which she may reside, and no 
longer a member of such tribe,” and insert: ‘‘Provided, That nothing 
in this act contained shall impair or in any way affect the right or title 
of such married woman to any tribal property or any interest therein;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 

So. 2. That every Indian woman, member of any such tribe of Indians, who 
has been or may hereafter be married to any citizen of the United States is 
hereby declared to become by such marriage a citizen of the United States, with 
all the rights, privileges,and immunities of any such citizen, being a married 
woman: Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall impair orinany way 


affect the right or title of such married woman to any tribal property or any in- 
terest therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. To come in on the sixth line of the first section, after 
the word ‘‘ Territories,’’ at the suggestion of the committee, I offer the 
following amendment: ‘‘except the five civilized tribes in the Indian 
Territory.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the section be read with that amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 


That no white man, not otherwise a member of any tribe of Indiafis, who has 
married, or may hereafter marry, an Indian woman, member of any Indian 
tribe in the United States, or any of its Territories, except the five civilized 
tribes in the Indian Territory, shall by such marriage hereafter acq any 
right to any tribal property, privilege, or interest whatever to which any mem- 
ber of such tribe is entitled. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask the Senator, why except those tribes? 

Mr.DAWES. The reason is that we have by treaty conceded to those 
tribes their entire autonomy, and therefore in this matter, which is so 
pay a domestic concern, it was not thought well, however desirable 

t may be at some time, to legislate for those tribes, and indirectly in 

this way to evade the treaty stipulations. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. “ 

Mr. TELLER. I ask permission to call up a bill reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it proper to say that three or four gentlemen 
whose names are on the list to speak to-day are not ready to proceed, 
and as I do not wish time to be lost on the educational bill, I will take 
the floor myself. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I had not designed to say much on this 
bill in the course of the debate, and I now propose to occupy the time 
rather in placing facts before the Senate than in any discussion of the 
constitutional questions which are involved in it, and which have been 
dwelt upon mainly by those who have opposed the bill, but I think it 
is right to recall to the Senate something of the history of this measure. 

It will be remembered by those who have been longest connected 
with service in the Senate and in the other House in recent years that 
the idea of national aid to education in some form has been before Con- 
gress and the country nearly all the time since the close of the war. 
In fact, the events of the war made the necessity of assistance to the 
cause of public education manifest. What then occurred impressed 
the whole country with the necessity of that assistance. It became 
apparent that such aid was actually indispensable, in the then condi- 
tion of intelligence throughout the country, to its continued existence. 
Even during the war, in the efforts which were made for the sustenance 
and care and for initiatory steps towards the elevation of the colored 
race, education was a fundamental idea. 

Soon after the close of the war, as is known to the country, chari- 
table individuals and associations, the religious organizations of the 
land, the educational organizations, teachers and colleges and associa- 
tions of that character throughout the country, pressed upon the public 
attention the necessity of active efforts in order to initiate the educa- 
tion and elevation of the colored race, and the necessity of even actual 
sacrifices in this direction, and so it came to pass that the missionary 
feeling, not alone in the line of religious education, but intellectual as 
well, came to be more powerfully aroused, excited, and directed towards 
the elevation of the ignorant mass of our countrymen than toward 
almost any other purpose whatever. That feeling, which had been so 
largely concentrated on foreign missions, was diverted and the atten- 
tion of the country was directed to the elevation of the colored race, 
and not alone to the improvement of the colored race which had become 
free by the results of the war, but all through the country, to some 
extent in the North and throughout the South, the condition of the 
masses of the white people who had never had the advantages of a 
systematic course of instruction by a common-school education attracted 
the attention and the earnest sympathy of the entire country. 

As the result of this feeling, entirely outside of municipal, State, and 
national effort, there has been expended since the conclusion of the war 
not less than twenty-five or thirty million dollars, the contributions or 
benevolent individualsor religious and educational institutions through- 
out the country. The most important contribution of any one, perhaps, 
was that known as the Peabody fund, and the gentlemen who were made 
trustees of that munificent appropriation for our fellow-citizens in the 
Southern States without regard to race or color—the gentlemen who were 
made trustees of that benefaction, consisting of some of the most eminent 
citizens of the country, very early directed the attention of Congress and 
the people to the necessity of astill more enlarged systematic and power- 
ful effort than was within the scope of private enterprise and benefi- 
cence; and perhaps the earliest memorial—the earliest memorial cer- 
tainly which was in the direction of the strong comprehensive effort 
contemplated in this bill—emanated from those gentlemen, the Chief- 
Justice of the United States, the honorable Senator from New York 
[Mr. EVARTS], the Hon. A. H. H. Stuart, of Virginia, and other names 
equally prominent in the history of the country, and which will be 
known for all time with honorable distinction. , 

These gentlemen were the authors of a memorial directed to the Con- 
gress of the United States in which the necessity of national aid to edu- 
cation was most vividly and powerfully portrayed, and I think that the 
idea of actual and substantial aid to the common-school education or 
the country received its first and most powerful impetus from that 
source, 

The earliest bills that found their way into Congress on this subject 
proposed to establish a fund contemplating a prolonged assistance in the 
common-school education of the people. They did not propose, as does 
this bill, any immediate and tangible assistance of importance. A bill 
was introduced by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], the earliest, I think, of any, in the House of Representatives, 
which proposed toset apart the propeeds of the sales of public lands, and 
also,in addition to the actual proceeds of sales of the public lands, the an- 
nual surplus income from the Patent Office, which Senators will !.ear 
in mind is an entirely different source of income from the sales of pub- 
lic lands, and from these two combined sources of income to make a 
perpetual fund, the interest of which fund should be appropriated an- 
nually to the cause of common-school education, and to be, if I recol- 
lect aright, distributed upon the basis of population, and various pro- 
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visions were made as to the manner ofits division. Some portions were 
to be appropriated to the benefit of the agricultural colleges, and per- 
haps there were other institutions to which definite proportions were 
to be applied; but the result was that the annual assistance to be de- 
rived by the individual child needing education at the present time was 
exceedingly slight, amounting to only a very few cents per capita 
throughout the United States. I think thatin the earlier stages of the 
operation of the bill, if it had become a Jaw,there would not have been 
more than 3 or 4 cents per child throughout the country, and of 
course the benefit would have been infinitesimal. The bill passed the 
Senate several times and with almost a unanimous vote. I recollect 
that on one occasion the vote in opposition was only some 5 or 6, and 
it embraced the names of nearly every Senator upon the Democratic 
side of the Chamber at that time. 

The emergency, however, was so great from 1870 to 1880, as shown 
by the respective censuses of these two years and by the investigations 
of individuals whose reports came from all parts of the country—the 
emergency requiring additional aid and greater effort was such that 
the present bill in substance was devised and was introduced; and from 
the year 1881, so far as educational discussion is concerned, it has prac- 
tically absorbed the attention of Congress. 

The bill has been introduced in different forms and has received sug- 
gestions from various sections of the country, and everywhere so far as 
it was thought worth while to do anything on this subject, gentlemen 
interested in it have seen fit to introduce bills making direct and large 
appropriations, and in every instance, so far as I now recollect, with 
the proposition that the division of the funds should be made in such 
a way as that they might go to those portions of the country where the 
illiteracy was the greatest, and since 1880 the division has been uni- 
versally proposed to be made on the basis of illiteracy as shown by the 
returns of the census of that year. 

In support of this measure I desire to state a few facts as to the ex- 
tent of the public expression of the country. In the first place have 
been the memorials of the trustees of the Peabody fund and the repre- 
sentations of the superintendent, Mr. Curry, and others as to the prac- 
tical administration of that fand. The names of Hon. Robert C. Win- 
throp, of the Senator from New York [ Mr. Ev ARTS], ofa former President 
of the United States, and many other eminent names connected with 
that great trust have been repeatedly before Congress recommending 
this or some measure tantamount to this in effect. 

Nearly every religious organization of the country has at one time 
or another memorialized Congress to pass. this, or substantially this, 
bill. The Methodist denomination, the Presbyterians, the Congrega- 
tionalists, nearly all the great religious denominations of the country 
have, at one time or another, expressed their emphatic approbation 
and their earnest desire that this bill, or a measure of this description, 
might become the law of the land. 

The teachers’ associations of the country, representing the numberof 
three hundred: thousand teachers professionally teaching throughout 
the country, who are embodied in various associations, have practically 
as one great body memorialized Congress time after time to pass this 
bill or something of this description. This very last year the Educa- 
tional Association which met at Chicago, a convention of ten thousand 
teachers in actual numbers in attendance upon its sessions, 
strong resolutions urging the passage of this bill. One teachers’ as- 
sociation, more largely located in New England and holding its session at 
Burlington, in theState of Vermont, also memorialized in the same di- 
rection. Most of these t associations appointed committees to urge 
the passage of this bill upon Congress. This is not their primary or 
original action by any means. It issimply a continuation of their ear- 
nest entreaty and their protest to the country that something of this 
kind should be passed as imperatively demanded by the public good. 
Their resolutions have been before Congress for some four, five, or six 
zones in succession at every Congress in which this bill has been con- 
sidered. 

Innumerable petitions have come from various localities throughout 
the country, from great semi-political organizations, great organizations 
representing the industrial movement among the working people. 
Their petitions have been made known to Congress more than once, 
and tothe present Congress as well as to former Congresses. The 
Knights of Labor have done this; the Federation of Labor have given 
expression to the same sentiments; and the great organization known 
in the country as the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union repeat- 
edly has done this, has done it at the present Congress, did it at the 
last Congress and in the Congress preceding. They were p.essing and 
emphatic in urging, as they are in this Congress in the same way, the 
passage of the bill. That is an organization which represents 200,000 
of the Christian women of this country, largely the Christian mother- 
hood of this country, more influential in the various churches of this 
country than any other one element which exists among them. They 
look on this measure as important with reference to their own special 
work, @or it is an institution having a broader basis than simply the 
promotion of the one cause of temperance, for they promote that cause 
by their action simply because it reaches out beyond the one great 
crime and evil which they assail, and has to do with the general de- 
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velopment and elevation of the nation and of mankind, and in order to 
attain that result, they more than almost any other people in this coun- 
try realize that common-school education is the salvation of this nation 
and of all nations. 

So then, this bill, introducing where it does not already exist and 
rendering efficacious the institution of the common school wherever it 
is already partly planted and partly in operation—this bill, I say, giv- 
ing to the whole country as it will be able to do, in connection with 
contributions and with support already available, the common-school 
system, establishingit firmly, so that it may maintain itself for all time 
by the vigor and support of the local community—this bill they realize 
to be the one indispensable national public measure to the support and 
enactment of which they should give their primary concern. And the 
common school once established, they see, too, that there will then be 
the means of presenting to the children of the country that instruction 
which they consider especially necessary with reference to the removal 
of the evil of intemperance; for of what use is it that this organization 
should succeed, as they have in half of the States of the country already, 
in securing the enactment of those laws which carry instruction in re- 
gard to the effects of alcoholic and other poisons on the system into the 
common schools periodically, when there are no common schools wherein 
the instruction is to be given, or when those schools are such that the 
instruction is inefficient by reason of the very short period of the year 
during which the schools are held? It is in these two views, first 
with a view to the general, and secondly with a view to their special 
work, the suppression of the evil of intemperance, that this great or- 
ganization, the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, is actively exert- 
ing itself for the enactment of this bill into a law. 

I might go on and consume the day in a specification of the various 
sources of petition, important petitions, petitions from all the great in- 
terests of the country, for the enactment of this bill into a law; but I 
can not thus consume the time of the Senate. I think it proper, how- 
ever, to recall the attention of the Senate to the fact that this bill has 
behind it the great forces of the nation, and that whoever places him- 
self in opposition to this measure or something of this kind, in the 
general judgment of the American people, is hostile to the public good. 

Our friends on the Democratic side of the Chamber complain that 
this bill is unconstitutional. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the Senator comes to that point I desire to 
call his attention fora moment. He was referring to great national 
forces in favor of the passage of this bill, and among others—not in his 
speech, but in his copyrighted pamphlet or report—I notice that he says 
that the Legislature of Tennessee resolutions favoring the pas- 
sage of this bill. I simply desire to call his attention to the fact that 
that isa gross mistake. The Legislature of Tennessee has never passed 
any such resolutions. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is possible there may be a mistake in regard to one 
State. I do not now recollect. Ifso, it was an inadvertence. There 
have been very strong expressions of sentiment of that kind, however, 
from citizens of the State of Tennessee. But the State of Louisiana 
has memorialized Congress, I think, twice, through her Legislature, and 
the State of Mississippi has memorialized Congress twice or three 
times in favor of this measure. The State of Alabama, if I donot labor 
under a mistake, has memorialized Congress twice, once certainly, and 
has passed a concurrent resolution indorsing this bill by the two houses 
ofthe Legislature. Perhaps not the same resolution was passed in each, 
but in the same Legislature a resolution was passed by both houses in- 
dorsing the bill. The State of Georgia has done the same through her 
Legislature, and so I think has Florida; if I am wrong the Senators from 
Florida can correct me. South Carolina has certainly doneit; North Car- 
olina has done it; Virginia has doneit. Virginia hasdone it,if I recollect, 
both by Republican and Democratic Legislatures, and the Democratic 
party in its last political platform in the State of Virginia, if I am not 
misinformed, has indorsed this bill. I think, though I will not now 
undertake to say positively, two other Southern States have indorsed 
this bill by their Democratic Legislatures. Thus, so far as the Legisla- 
tures of those States can give expression to the general sentiment of 
the Southern people, they favor it, not alone as a measure calculated 
to work out the public good, but they indorse it as a constitutional 
measure. Thus the very authority which most of those Senators who 
oppose the bill represent, the people, have given utterance to expres- 
sions in favor of its constitutionality. 

In the North several of the Legislatures, every Legislature so far as I 
haye ever heard in which the matter has been discussed at all, has in- 
dorsed the bill. The Legislature of Ohio did it some three or four years 
ago. The Legislature of Pennsylvania did it this last spring, and the 
Legislature of New Hampshire as well during its recent session. 

l say, then, that whoever controverts the constitutionality of this bill 
finds considerable of that constituent power which sends us all here, 
certainly in as many as ten or twelveof the States, and those mainly the 
States from which those Senators come who most vigorously oppose it on 
the ground of unconstitutionality—I say he finds that these appointive, 
these creative powers have indorsed the constitutionality of this meas- 
ure, and that, without reference to its constitutionality, in giving utter- 
ance to the general sentiment of the masses of their people they have re- 
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peatedly by a large majority, especially of the people of the South, 
memorialized Congress for the passage of this bill and given it their vig- 
orous indorsement. 

I will take some of the time of the Senate in considering the question 
which seems to be raised as to the continued necessity of this tempo- 
rary national support which it is proposed to give to the common schools 
by the provisions of this bill. It must be conceded that, if the census 
of 1880 is to be relied upon, the necessity for assistance to the common 
schools of the country does exist. But we are told that since the taking 
of that census there has been a general transformation, and that the 
necessity which once existed has passed away; that there is a sufficient 
d of common-school education throughout the country now pro- 
vided l by the States, or if not the highest degree, the States are now 
making such progress in that direction, have already attained to such 
eminence in that direction, that the assistance of the National Govern- 
ment would be not only inopportune but would be actually injurious 
to the interests of the schools. 

In the brief report which the committee has submitted at the pres- 
ent session, and for the drawing of which I am alone responsible, the 

und is taken that on the whole illiteracy is increasing rather than 

ing in this country; that although here and there in isolated 

where business development is going on, where it may be there 

an exceptional interest felt in the removal of the incubus of illiteracy, 

nevertheless, surveying the whole vast field, considering the condition 

of the sixty million people who make up this nation, illiteracy is in- 
creasing, and is not diminishing. 

I do not know, but I believe myself that illiteracy is increasing as 
fast as, if not faster than, the population of the country. I mean in an 
equal proportion; but certainly—and in this I but express the opinion 
of the Bureau of Education—the positive amount of illiteracy in the 
country is to-day increasing, and is not diminishing, and in 1890 there 
will be more voters in this country, more of the coming generation, who 
can not read or write than there were in the year 1880. As I said be- 
fore, I think this increasing illiteracy maintains its equal proportion of 
increase as compared with that of the population itself. 

This illiteracy is not confined to the Southern States, Iam not one 
of those Northern men or American citizens who are at all inclined to 
hold up their hands in holy horror and say, ‘‘ These poor outcast States 
of the South! See how ignorant they are!’’ I admitthat there is as 
much danger to-day to the institutions of this country from the illiter- 
acy of the North as there is from the illiteracy of the South. The great 
cities of the North to-day are, in my belief, increasing in the dangers 
. that grow outof ignorance and worse-resulting vice, misrule,and tend- 
encies to anarchy, and there is as great danger in the large citiesof the 
North to-day to the good of the whole country as resuits from the con- 
dition of the South. 

True, in the rural districts in the North, in the country, if I may so 
express myself, in the smaller cities of the North, in the villages, in the 
wealthier rural districts, intelligence is undoubtedly increasing, and 
there is an antidote to a large extent to the conditions which we find in 
the cities; but nevertheless the cities are rather re ing than im- 
proving. There is one peculiarity in regard to the situation of States 
in the North which does not exist at the South. There is no great 
Northern State that is not practically under the control of some great 
city, or it may be more than one great city within its limits. Look at 
Massachusetts, controlled by the city of Boston. Look atmy own State, 
small in population, butright in the clutch of a single city, that where 
I reside, the city of Manchester. What is true of those States is more 
true still of tHe State of Rhode Island, a large mass of whose population 
is in a single city. The cities of Connecticut can control Connecticut; 
New York City and Brooklyn, New York State; Jersey City, the State 
of New Jersey; Cincinnati, Ohio; Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; Chicago, 
Illinois; St. Louis, Missouri; and San Francisco,California. These great 
States are all really controlled by the large cities I have named, and 
those cities are most rapidly increasing in population, and do not hold 
their own in those enlightened and conservative influences which are 
indispensable to the republican form of government. 

Ido not know how it may be, but a citizen of Chicago told me re- 
cently that there was a voting precinct in Chicago in which there was 
no school. I think there must be some error in regard to that; but in 
the city of Atlanta, which controls the State of Georgia, or is rapidly 
coming so to do, there are some voting précincts in which there is no 
school whatever, and within 5 or 6 miles of the city of Atlanta there 
are important polling precincts where there are from 300 to 500 voters 
with not a single school within their limits either for white or colored 
children. But I shall speak more of the actual condition of the school 
system in the South later on. 

In the State of Massachusetts illiteracy is increasing to-day. That 
has been admiited on this floor and stated in discussions in the Legis- 
lature and elsewhere in the State of Massachusetts. It is owing very 
largely to the influx of foreign population, to be sure, but nevertheless 
the population is there. They are a portion of the American people; 
they are there to, stay, and the dangers which result from ignorance 
threaten them, for snch dangers do result, unless theSenator from Mis- 
souri [Mr.-Vust] is right, that ignorance is, on the whole, the source of 
virtue and the real protection of the republican form of government. 


Unless that be true, the old commonwealth of Massachusetts, but for 
the vigorous and compulsory efforts which they are now taking to re- 
moye tap increasing illiteracy, would be upon the downward grade as a 
republic. A 

In my own State, which has been criticised a little (I suppose, with 
the hope rather of reaching myself than of reaching the body of the 
State), I do not think that the condition of popular education is im- 
proving. We are doing what we can with it. A little later on Ishall 
endeavor to show that we are not quite so badly off as some, both in the 
Senate and out of the Senate, would have us believe. In the State of 
New York, the recent report of the superintendent of education, Mr. 
Draper, shows that the actual condition of the common schools of the 
State is not improving; that the actual attendance is lessening rather 
than increasing. Not expecting to speak, I have not brought the docu- 
ment with meand I have it not here, but I desire at some time, before 
the debate is closed, to read what Mr. Draper says upon this all-im- 
portant subject, as to the condition of common-school education in the 
great State of New York. 

In regard to the State of Connecticut, I have here the message of 
the governor of that State, which I will read if it becomes necessary, 
in which he gives utterance to what should, I think, be looked upon 
as an alarming complaint of the actual condition of common-school 
education in large sections of that wealthy, that noble, that distin- 
guished commonwealth. 

But this bill seems to be considered mainly with reference to the 
condition of education in the States of the South. Undoubtedly, it 
originated from the circumstance that as a result of war, from the 
liberation of the colored people, from the general impoverishment of that 
section caused by the terrific strife through which we have passed, as- 
sistance from some source is n to enable those rising common- 
wealths to supply to the masses of their people, to the children who 
are to be the commonwealths of the future, the indispensable general 
intelligence necessary to the new order of things. 

It has been claimed on this floor that since 1880 there has been a 
apes improvement in the condition of the South to such an extent 

t national assistance is no longer n It is not possible to 
obtain that fullness and accuracy of statistical detail, in the absence of 
the efforts of the General Government, which is desirable as the basis 
of an argument, but I have something on that point from the recent 
report of the Commissioner of Education, and I will perhaps later on 
in my remarks say something of the present statistical delineation of 
the Southern condition. But, as we all know, the observation of 
intelligent gentlemen upon the condition of things in their own 
vicinity touching a subject in which they have great interest to be 
right is as reliable a source of data upon which to base a safe opinion 
as almost any that we can appeal to. I have therefore taken pains to 
obtain from prominent citizens of most of the Southern States recent 
expressions and statements of fact as to the actual condition of the 
schools in their midst. ; : 

At the opening of the debate, after the reading of the report, I read 
to the Senate astatement ofthesonof General Albert Sidney Johnston, 
president of Tulane University, in the State of Louisiana. I suppose 
him to be as competent an educational authority as any gentleman who 
lives in the country, and he is probably the most competent man who 
could be named to state with regard to the condition of education in 
the South generally, and specifically with regard to its condition in his 
own State. All of us would have known it, perhaps, but I have been 
informed by the Senators from Louisiana that this gentleman is entitled 
toas high an indorsementin this regard as can possibly be given. Hav- 
ing once read his statement, I would simply recall the attention of the 
Senate to its contents, without troubling them with any part of it, 
though at the time it was read the Senate was so thin that if the Senate 
were here generally at this time I should read it again, in order that 
its contents might be better known. But I can only trust that those 
interested in this subject will be at the pains to read this and other 
statements in the RECORD. 

I have received from the State of Louisiana a further communication 
from the Hon. William O. Rogers, recently the superintendent of pub- 
lic schools in New Orleans. This gentleman is distinguished among 
the educators of the South, and I do not know that I could appeal, with 
the exception of the gentleman whom I have previously named, to any 
higher authority on this subject in that part of the country. He says 
in his letter addressed to myself, dated‘ New Orleans, January 2, 1887: 


My Dear Sie: Delay in answering your favor of the 19th instant has not re- 
sulted from a lack of interest in the subject, but from other causes beyond my 


control, 

It would be easy to pile up figures of schod] attendance, enrollment, popula- 
tion, ete., in order to show the present necessity for national aid to education, 
I am satisfied in my own mind that the conclusions of such statistics would not 
materially differ from those which have already been so fully presented in the 
debates of Congress, as well as in many public utterances of State Legislatures, 
educational conventions, schoo] men, ete. I have examined a number of re- 
ports of city, parish or county, and State superintendents of public education, 
and have carefully read much that has been written upon the schoo! questionin 
many city and country newspapers, and have come to the conclusion@bat na- 
tional aid is as much a necessity now as at any former period; and that it was 
necessary two, five, ten years ago has been, in the estimation of a great many 
persons, as clearly shown as it has been possible to show any want or condition 
of the country. I do not say that there has been no improvement in the num- 
ber, condition, and work of public schools since 1880, Education, public and 


1888. 
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pnas has responded to the tof the whole country, the Soutnern 
not excepted, in many of the particulars which constitute the wealth of a 
great people. There is a larger attendance in schools, more school-houses, 
more money expended upon education than heretofore. The increase, how- 
ever, has not been proportionate to improvement in other branches of publie 
service. In the distribution of enhanced revenues, it does not appear that pub- 
lic education bas received an increased support commensurate with its wants, 
or proportionate to the encouragement extended to other branches of public in- 
terests. In the rapid growth of towns and sections, based upon the development 
of mineral products or the opening of new manufacturing and agricultural in- 
dustries, population has been ga! in haste, and all available means have 
been required to furnish accommodation, erect public and private buildings, 
including a few school-houses, lay ont streets, and establish municipal order 
and security. In rural districts the population has found an increasing strug- 
ple, needed to meet the difficulties of competitive prices and disturbed labor. 
here is no evidence, so far as I know, to show a gain upon the illiteracy of the 
country, such as would result from an increase of those whocan read and write 
and a corresponding decrease in the number of those who can neither read nor 


wri 

ThE city of New Orleans fairly represents what is done in other cities of the 
South in the way of education. We have better schools for those who can pay 
for instruction, with a moderate increase in the attendance. There has been a 
very decided increase in the number of pops attending the public schools, but 
the sessions have not been lengthened, but rather shortened, and the aggregate 
sum disbursed is actually less. 


I should say here, perhaps, that the schools in that State have never 
averaged three months in the year, and every one can see thata child 
would forget in nine months, possibly, more than he can learn in three. 


‘Teachers have more work to do, receive less pay for it, and have fewer fa- 
cilities for the accomplishment of their work than formerly. 


I ask attention to this statement, that teachers have more work to do, 
receive less pay for it, and have fewer facilities for the accomplishment 
of their work than formerly. The teacher, of course, is the essential 
element in the school. Then Mr. Rogers proceeds: 


The city school board, in a report to the city government, under date of De- 
cember 13, 1887, says: 

“Our schools.are now crowded, the number on roll being 18,341. The pressure 

the pear departments is excessive. Sixty of the rooms contain over 
jo we pupils each, five contain over one hundred and numerous applicants 
for admission have necessarily been refused for lack of school accommodation. 
Seven more schools and tdci, Aes more teachers are needed to relieve exist- 
ing ee and still more will be needed to encourage the healthful expansion 
of our schools. 

“ We believe it is well known to all intelligent citizens of New Orleans that 
our public ls have recei inadequate support; that our school-houses 
are insufficient in numberand size; that many of them are unattractive, dilapi- 
dated, and even, in some cases, unsafe. It is well known also that our able and 
faithful teachers are georky and Ny paid. It is too generally believed 
that this state of affairs is the natural and inevitable result of the poverty of our 
city. It is true that our city is heavily burdened, and the necessity of economy 
is obvious, but we claim that the education of our children is of paramount im- 
portance, and that no American city can enjoy permanent prosperity without a 
well-sustained system of public schools. 

“To carry on the schools during the present year we haye been compelled to 
deprive our teachers of their vacation salary; to overcrowd our rooms and 
overwork bur teachers; to herd our children in buildings badly furnished, di- 
Japidated, and insufficient. * * * Ifour schools do not receiveam T 
Sooo Anas for next year it will be impossible for them to continue eyen upon 

resent parsimonious basis. 

“The city appropriated $171,000 for the support of the schools during 1887. 
About $35,000 was received from all sources, g a total of $206,000. The 
school board makes a careful estimate of its requirements, showing that the 
sum of $357,952 is needed for the proper support of the schools during the com- 
ing year. There will be little or no increase, however, over the revenue of 1887 
for 1888, it being claimed that the amount appropriated is all that the city can 
apply to education and meet its obligations in other directions.” 


A lack of over $150,000 of the $357,000 needed in that one city. 


form their work with = satisfaction. The colored schools receive a propor- 
part of the public funds, have good school-houses, and share and share 

alike in all the ities of school instruction.” 

The following is from the report of City Superintendent Bettison, January, 


1886: 
“According to the census of 1880, the number of children in New Orleans from 
six to eighteen years of age was 61,450.” 


From six to eighteen years of age, Senators will observe, the period 
during which most common-school education must be received. 


“Allowing 10 per cent. for increase of aa there would now be 67,595 
children between six and eighteen, the legal school age in our State. If the 
following estimate is correct, or nearly so, it shows that our schools could easily 
expand under proper support so as to include 50 per cent, more than their 
present number: 


The whole number between six and eighteen years of age. 


“If adequate support to the public schools, such as national aid would give, 
would add 50 per cent. to the school attendance in the city, still greater advan- 
tages would accrue to the public schools of the rural parishes of the State.” 

According to the reportof State Superintendent Warren Easton, there are large 
parishes— 7 

I ask the attention of the Senate to this— 


there are large parishes or counties in which no publie schools were heid Jast 
year in consequence of insu t funds. In many parishes schools are re- 
ported as open two, three, and four months of the year. Theaverage session for 
theentire State has been for whites 5 mopths; colored 4.91 months. 

The school population for 1880, in thg State, was 139,661 whites; enrolled in 
schools 32 per cent, Colored 134,184; enrolled 20 percent. For 1885 the enroll- 
ment is reported : white 59,654; colored 41,414, Total 101,068.” 


One hundred and one thousand out of a total of 260,000 or 270,000. 
‘The increased enrollment as compared with the increase in school popula- 


tion indicates how earnestly the State is trying to reduce the burden of ill iteracy, 
but the results show, also, how slow the progress made and how difficult, it 
not impossible, it will be for the State, unaided, to educate its entire school pop- 
ulation, or so far to decrease illiteracy that it shall not be an evil in the present 
and a constant menace against peace and prosperity in the future. 
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. O. ROGERS, 
Ex-Superintendent Public Schools, New Orleans, 

Upon this point of the actual lack of schools in large sections of the 
eountry, whole parishes or counties having been without any schools 
whatever during the last year, I desire to call the attention of those who 
have criticised as well the returns of the census as those of-the Bureau 
of Education, which have been introduced in the speech of the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], as well as the speech of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], to the fact that these averages are to the last ex- 
tent misleading. If I am to die it makes very little difference to me 
what is the fate of the other 59,999,999 people of the United States. 
To me the stroke of death is all-important. Just so it is with refer- 
ence to the matter of education. Whena child is not educated, to 
that child the calamity is as great individually as though nobody were 
educated, except as the reflex influence of education upon others gives 
a little of development and elevation. 

Here are whole counties where the children are without education; 
here are voting precincts all over the South, and in some portions of the 
North, without schools; and I am told that there are voting precincts in 
cities of the North where there are no means of public education. But 
we have schools in the cities for ten, eleven months, and perhaps in, 
some instances the whole yearround. Those schools gre taken in mak- 
ing up these estimates, and they are massed with the shorter schools of 
one, two, or three months and the localities where there are no schools 
atall. The returns donotshow the localities where there are no schools 
at all; but taking all the schools—there are some of them eight or ten 
months in length, and others only from one to three months, it may be— 
and we get an average for the whole State, and the State feels as though 
it had something to be proud of when it makes on the whole an aver- 

showing of schools five or six months in length. 

If that were the universal length of the schools, if it were even five 
months, I am not one of those who, if they were efficient schools, would 
be inclined to find fault with the general condition of common-school 
education in the country, for Iam one of those who believe that the 
average American child who has the opportunity for six months of edu- 
cation in the common schools gives as much of his time to education in 
the rudimentary branches of knowledge as it is of any advantage to 
him to give, and the rest of his time had better be given to industrial 
pursuits and in learning how to get a living. 

But the truth is that these averages fail to indicate the condition of 
perhaps one-quarter part of the children of the whole country, who have 
substantially no opportunity to attend school at all, and more than 
one-third of them in that portion of the country which lies south of 
Mason and Dixon’s line. It is this evil which can only be remedied 
by the extension of the system so that all the children shall have an 
equalization of school privileges, as the bill expresses it; and it is this 
evil to which, so far as Iam concerned, I would especially direct atten- 
tion. 
Mr. DAWES. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I have not been in the Senate Chamber during all 
of his remarks, and it may be that he has already answered the inquiry 
which I desire to make. The committee which has reported this bill 
represents all parts of the country, and I have no doubt that it repre- 
sents intelligently the condition of education in all parts of the coun- 
try. I should like to ask if there was any evidence before the com- 
mittee, or if any member of the committee has evidence, that would 
answer the question whether illiteracy is, on the whole, upon the gain 
or decrease in this country. I have heard it stated, as if upon good 
authority, that illiteracy is on the gain in this country, and that that 
gain is not confined to either race or exclusively to any section or local- 
ity. If that be true, if the committee have reliable evidence which 
would answer that question, I should like very much to hear it. As I 
said, it may have been already answered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire or by some other Senator, but I have not heard it. 

Mr. BLAIR. As I stated earlier, I am informed by the Bureau of 
Education that the actual illiteracy of the country is unquestionably 
increasing, and itis not confined wholly to the Southern States, The 
burean was in doubt whether there was an increase of illiteracy fally 
proportionate to the increase of population in the country. The truth 
is, so far as that is concerned, that there are no statistics available, and 
the statistics in school returns are taken, as they must be, Jargely by 
estimate, sometimes by overfavorable estimate, for no superintendent 
of schools, especially now that public attention is directed to this sub- 
ject, would wish to place his State any lower in the grade of education 
than he is obliged todo. He is lacking in the facilities for obtaining 
and making accurate returns. It is exceedingly difficult, as I remem- 
ber when I was engaged somewhat in schools in my own State, to get 
from the teachers in the districts the returns which they are required 
to make by law, even when their compensation depends upon its being 
done in a proper manner. I have been told that in some instances the 
returns which are made use of in these debates from superintendents 
of education are made up most carelessly, with most favorable esti- 
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mates, and with no actual enumeration. Ido not undertake to im- 
peach them; I simply call attention, from what we know of human na- 
ture and what those of us know who have anything to do with the 
common schools of the North, to the tendency to put the best possible 
showing upon a given state of facts. I call attention to the possibility 
that these unsworn returns that may have a tendency upon business 
booms, which have something to do with the attraction of Northern 
capital and Northern immigration to some parts of the country, are 
likely to present a more favorable aspect than the true one. 

In regard to the North, I have heard it stated by a responsible gen- 
tleman of Massachusetts, and that it is founded upon actual returns, that 
theilliteracy of that State is increasing. I know that there has been most 
stringent legislation in the way of the establishment of compulsory 
evening schools in that State, and that strong efforts have been made 
to stamp out illiteracy by that Legislature and that people on account 
of the increasing and impending danger resulting from it. I have here 
a communication which would be exceedingly serviceable to the whole 
country, I think, as a statement of the remedial steps which have been 
taken in that ancient and important commonwealth, which was sent to 
me by Mr. Carrigan, whom the Senate will recognize as one of the lead- 
ing educators of the State and, in fact, of the country, in regard to the 
operations of the legislation recently enacted directed to the removal 
of illiteracy in that State, especially to the establishment of evening 
schools. Asit is a communication of some ten or twelve written pages, 

, I will, with the consent of the Senate, if there be no objection, incor- 
porate it in my remarks. 

The communication is as follows: . 

Boston, January 7,1888, 

DEAR Srm: In answer to your inquiry as to the laws of Massachusetts relating 
to prices A and evening schools,I would respectfully refer you first, to the 
“Acts and Resolves” of the Legislature of 1887, a copy of which I sent to your ad- 
dress this day by mail. As you will observe, the statute, chapter 433, acts of 1887, 
has been in force but a few months, nevertheless the effect of its provisions has 
been most salutary, and the reports from the citiesand towns affected by this 
enactment are most gratifying. To the thousands of unfortunate people who 
are brought into our common schools by its operation it will prove a precious 
boon. Its provisions, as was intended, are far reaching. They search the sho 
and factory, mill and manufactory alike, and bring the neglected children of il- 
literate paren immediately under the guardianship of the State, thus com- 

lling the needy to come in and partake of the free offering of a generous pub- 

ie. Though many questioned the wisdom of extending our school age from 
fourteen to twenty-one years of age by special legislation, I doubt if there is to- 
day a manufacturer or other citizen interested in the welfare of the common- 
wealth who is not in hearty accord with the most rigid enforcement of the act. 
- The Legislature of 1884, as you may know, failed toenact the bill. Itpassed the 
house, but was killed in the senate. Last year the matter was again brought 
to the attention of the general court. Asa member of the State board of edu- 
onion urged remedial legislation looking to the education of all illiterate 
minors. 

‘The Legislature considered the expediency of prohibiting the employment of 
minors who could not read and write in the English lan restricting the 
law to cities and towns wherein evening schools were maintained. The object 
of the measure was to compel all illiterate minors to attend day or evening 
schools. From the extent and increase of illiteracy in manufacturing centers 
the necessity of further legislation was apparent. By the State census of 1885 it 
was found that, thongh Massachusetts had maintained her liberal appropria- 
tions for general education, for technical and industrial schools, for normal in- 
struction, had extended her evening school system to include secondary studies, 
and, in a word, had materially advanced the standard of schools and colleges, 
there were 122,263 persons ten years of and over illiterate. The total pop- 
ulation of the State by the census of 1885 is 1,942,141. The population ten years 
of age and over is 1,581,961, making the percentage of illiterates ten years of age 
and over 7.73. An analysis of the census by cities and towns showed an alarm- 
ing inerease in illite: from immigration and the importance of immediate ac- 


tion by school authorities. 
ee Bede! examples will suffice to show the distribution of illiteracy throughout 
e State: 


Popula- | Miter- 
Total | tionten | atesten Percent 
Cities. popala- yearsof | yearsof DK 
on. | ageand | agean age. 
over. over. 

390,393 | 319,463 22,356 7.00 
64, 107 558 5, 656 10.76 
vf 38, 862 31, 406 2, 942 9.37 
Fall River ... 56, 870 44, 278 9,143 20. 65 
New Bedford. 33, 393 27,549 3,498 12.70 
Taunton... 23, 19,365 1,598 8.25 
21,801 3,485 15.99 
11, 368 1,086 9.55 
9,34 1,749 18.70 
8, 682 7 12, 45 


Of the total illiterates 8,297, or 6.79 per cent.,were born in Massachusetts; 5,601, 
or 4.58 per cent., were born in other parts of the United States, and 108,365, or 


88.63 per cent., are foreign-born. These statistics convinced the mostindifferent 
of the importance of a more rigid compulsory school law, and the senate by a 
unanimous vote, and the house bya vote of some 6to 1, enacted the bill—chapter 
433, acts of 1887. Early in November, as chairman of the committee of the State 
Board of Education on evening schools, I issued a circular letter to the superin- 
tendent of schools in the State, and from their reports Iam more than satisfied 
that we havé at last reached a solution of the problem of illiteracy in Massachu- 
setts, if notin the country. Inman the cities the evening-school attendance 

as in. fivefold, while in Fall River, the most illiterate center in the State, 
out of the 1,526 children unable to read and write inany language 1,492 are now 


attending school, the remaining 36 having been ex from school attendance, 
on pori ed for in the act. For a further observation on this branch of the 
su 


beg to refer re to the inclosed letter from the superintendent of the 
public schools‘at Fall River, and, if you have them, the last school reports of 
cities in Massachusetts of 20,000 or more inhabitants. As to the policy and pur- 


for one member. 

n the matter of State illiteracy (the enactment of the act of 1887, which is but 
adding another link to our chain of school legislation in the line directed by its 
first colonial act of 1642), the statute itself isan answer. Our schools, like the 
highway, are open and free to all. Weare ually making the system dual, 
Under the permissive statute of 1857 all cities and towns were empowered to 
appropriate money forevening schools. In 1883 the Legislature enacted a law 
compelling all cities of 10,000 inhabitants to establish and maintain free even- 
ing schools. In 1886 the Legislature provided for the permanent establishment 
of evening high schools in cities of 50,000 inhabitants, which includes Boston, 
Worcester, Lowell, Cambridge, and Fall River. The last act was the one re- 
ferred to which provides for the compulsory education of illiterate minors. As 
adult illiterates are, as a rule, ashamed to attend school, it is all-important to got 
the minors interested, and the earlier we begin the less difficult is the work of 
educating this class. Ten years’ experience as head master and ins or of 
evening schools convinced me of the importance of an early classification, 
When once the ice is broken and the pupil feels at home, there is no difficulty 
if the teaching is efficient and the teacher sympathetic and faithful. The com- 
peling of all illiterate minors to attend school, as provided in act of 1887, will 

vea t influence on the family of the minor. It will not only educate the 
minor, but the older brothers and sisters, as well as the parents, will be found 
crowding the classes. But the history of education clearly shows that nothin: 
less than a mandatory statute in the first instance will reach this class o; 
our population, Since 1849 repeated efforts have been made by the State and 
municipalities to bring adult illiterates into evening schools. Yet with the 
multiplicity of meth with the co-operation of eleemosynary and Christian 
associations in the maintenance of special tuition for persons unab e to read 
and write, illiteracy has been from year to year increasing until we are now 
compelled to interpose the most rigid provisions of law ever enacted for the pa 
pose 6f edncation. In conclusion let me say that having studied every phase 
of the illiteracy problem from a State and national view, I find but one con- 
clusion, and that is, if we ever ex) to see illiteracy stamped out, the nation 
and State must unite in the or e. The public good and all persons conver- 
sant with the history of education demand national aid. 

As was well said by Horace Mann, “ Public sentiment exceeds and excels the 
law.” We have plenty of sentiment; let us now have the law. Once adelegate 
from this State to the interstate educational convention in Kentucky in 1883, and 
as chairman of the Federal aid committee of the American Institute of Instruc- 
tion, I have been most earnestly interested in this great question, and though I 
may differ from some of the promoters of Government aid to schools, I believe 
it is the first duty of all interested in the future of the nation to do everythin 
within the limits of the Constitution to supplement the work of the severa 
States which areso heavily burdened with illiteracy. For one I should be happy 
to distribute the amount which may come to Massachusetts, though our State 
is not burdened with taxes for education. Let the States take pro rata as pro- 
vided in this bill. There should be no distinction. I am convinced that the 
South is doing all it can to establish and maintain a general school system, but 
if twice the amount were appropriated by the densely illiterate States the illit- 
eracy would not be substantially reduced. If Massachusetts in 1887 is compelled 
to protect herself from an illiterate growth, what can we say of the States in 
the black belt? Massachusetts has set the example; let other States imitate the 
example or give a better one. Our schools are our safety. They are the prop- 
erty of no party and never should be dragged into politics, but should be the 
pride alike of all parties. There should be no difference in the common-school 
standard of Massachusetts and Mississippi. For the general welfare all the 
children should be given a thorough training in the fundamental elements of 
the branches of common learning. Year by year thousands of minors reach 
their majority totally ignorant of their letters, The older the more difficult is it 
to bring them to their books, This is the experience of the world, and in the 
language of the commissioner of education for Scotland in his work on Eng- 
lish education, State and Education, the state, the nation, in drecting educa- 
tion has only stepped into its proper place. As chairman of the national edu- 
cational committee of the American Institute of Instruction I take pleasure in 
calling your attention to the last act of the directors of the institute, their res- 
olution for aid tocommon schools, which you will find herewith inclosed, IfI 
can be of further service in the consideration of this all-important measure, do 
me the honor to command me, 

Very truly, yours, 


pe of the State board in the matter of] State and national illiteracy, I can speak 
u! 
O 


E. C. CARRIGAN, 
Of the Massachusetis State Board of Education, 
Hon. H, W. B 


Chairman Commitlee on Education, etc., U. S. Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me one moment? The Sen- 
ator has alluded to the State of Massachusetts. Itis but just to the 
State of Massachusetts that some one should say that the increase of 
illiteracy in that State is due to the increase of the foreign population, 
The foreign population is increasing very rapidly in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. Of what is termed in the census report ‘‘illiteracy,’’ nine- 
tenths is of foreign-born people, either citizens or residents who are not 
citizens of Massachusetts. There is but a very small proportion of the 
native people of Massachusetts who would come into the tables of the 
Census Bureau or who would in any sense be termed illiterate, and I 
am confident in the belief that that number is growing smaller. But 
the attraction to Massachusetts of foreign population, especially wage- 
earners, for reasons that it is not proper to discuss in connection with 
this bill, is so great that it outruns the increased and earnest effort of 
our people to keep down illiteracy in the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator’s explanation is quite appropriate, and I 
endeavored to make it in passing over the subject during his absence. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was not made as fully nor as well as the Senator 
has made it, but it is the fact that the chief struggle in the New Eng- 
land States, so far as illiteracy is concerned, is with foreign immigra- 
tion. Nevertheless there is the immigration; those people come to us, 
and they come to stay; they are a part of us; and they require this 
help, and they require it now. Without it, belonging as they do to 
an active, vigorous, and enterprising race, a race likely to become 
dangerous under our free institutions, unless they become sufficiently 
intelligent to appreciate and to understand them and to become a com- 
ponent part of our people, under these circumstances it is necessary 
that we should address ourselves to the removal of this foreign-born 
illiteracy as much as to that which is native born. 

I alluded to the condition in the State of Connecticut. Perhaps I 
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may read, in passing, from the last message of the governor of Con- 
necticut upon this subject. In the message of his excellency, Phineas 
C. Lounsbury, governor of Connecticut, to the General Assembly, ses- 
sion of 1887, he takes up the subject of education. He says: 

At the close of the last fiscal year the principal of the school fund amounted 
to $2,022.201.27, a loss from the previous year of $7,919.47. A part of this loss 
came from the foreclosure of certain old mortgages, and the rest was the résult of 
the readjustment of the stock of the City Bank of Hartford. The ple of the 
State feel a natural pride in keeping the capital of the school fund unimpaired, 
andany appropriation made for this purpose would work no injustice to any 
one, and would probably meet with poc approval, 

‘The total amount of money raised in the State during the last year for the sup- 
pors of the common schools was $1,663,019.17. Of this sum about $759,000 came 

rom town taxation, about $448,000 from district taxation, about $114,000 from 
the earnings of the school fund, nearly $48,000 from the town deposit fund and 
local funds, about $228,000 were appropriated by the State, and the balance of 


about $66,000 came from voluntary contributions and other sources. 


The number of children between the ages of four and sixteen was 152,166. The 
number of scholars registered in the schools was 125,539, but of these many at- 
aro a school only a few days and many more only the sixty days required by 

These conditions in Connecticut grow largely out of the fact that she 
has a large and increasing foreign-born population; but the conditions 
‘are not wholly confined to that circumstance, for you will see as I pro- 
ceed that the condition of the rural population is also discussed. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to interject one suggestion 
just here? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. In many of the cities in Connecticut the children of 
the foreign-born population are not educated in the common schools, 
so that while they are enumerated as children being educated in paro- 
chial schools established and maintained by the Catholic Church, they 
do not appear as regular attendants at the common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR, That is very true, and in my own State itis also true. 
In fact, in the city of Manchester, where I reside, about one-half of 
the school population is under the control of the ecclesiastical estab- 
lishments and very generally is educated in the parochial schools. 
Much of the opposition to this bill comes from that large body of our 
fellow-citizens who disbelieve in the common-school system of educa- 
tion. That is apparent from the criticisms in the public press, and it 
is in its direction a question for serious consideration by the American 
people. The national indorsement of the common-school system means 
more for its general prevalence in this country than any other one thing 
that could be given to it. Those who are opposed to it as a system 
will understand this, and it is upon that ground and from that source 
that as strong opposition comes as from any. 

But on the other hand the great ecclesiastical organization which is 
the life and pith and force of the parochical system is not a unit with 
regard to the common schools of this country. Many of the organs of 
the Catholic faith favor this bill, some of them certainly do, and the 
Catholic Church is divided upon the subject. The Irish World has 
given strong support to this measure. So it is that the friends of the 

ial system are not to be found wholly in any single church. But 
do not wish to drag that form of discussion into this debate. 

Mr. GEORGE. May IasktheSenatora question? Do the parochial 
schools in New England receive any aid from the common-school fund? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not to my knowledge. In my own State, in some in- 
stances where the common school has been abandoned, the school-house 
has been made available for the parochial schoo], but no contribution 
from public taxation, so far as I know, is made anywhere for the sup- 
port of the parochial school as a system. One strong ground of com- 
plaint by those who maintain the parochial schools is that asa matter ot 
conscience they feel bound to educate their children under their own 
system, and that it is unjust to them that they should be taxed for the 
support of both. 

But to proceed. When this interruption took place and this episode 
was interjected I was reading from the message of the governor of 
Connecticut, where he says: 


The number of children between the ages of four and sixteen was 152,166. 
The number of scholars registered in the schools was 125,539, but of these many 
attended school only a few days and many more only the sixty se uired 
Le fog law. The nuniber of the children that did not attend school at all was 


The Senator from Connecticut will observe this last statement. The 
number who did not attend school at all was 20,388. Many of those 
who did attend attended only sixty days, as required by law—two 
months out of the whole year. 

Mr. PLATT. There is another thing in regard to our enumeration; 
it takes in the children between four and sixteen. The school age dif- 
fers in different States, but, if I am not very much mistaken, the school 
age of Connecticut is between four and sixteen. 

Mr. BLAIR. It isso stated here. 

Mr. PLATT. Thereis agrowing feeling, I think, among parents that 
it is not wise to send children to school at the early age of four years. 
Ido not know whether that sentiment is wise or not, but it accounts 
for a very considerable number of the twenty thousand enumerated 
children who do not attend school at all, They are the children four, 
five, and six years of age. 

Mr. BLAIR. The governor proceeds: 


` These are the figures and the facts, but no report of your able school board, 
no statistics of the census could show the frightful amount of illiteracy that is 


existing all over the State. Within the last ten orig thousands of boys and 
girls have passed beyond the limit of their school life, have gone out into the 
world, and to-day they are virtually unable to read and write, These children 
were not to blame, for they went to school all that they were sent, all perhaps 
that they were permitted to go. It was afew daysin each of a few years. The: 
learned all that they had the time to learn, their letters, to read a few short sen- 
tences, to write their names; but any ordinary printed k is to them asealed 
mystery, and any document to which they may sign their names is as far be- 
zong their ability to decipher as though it were written in Sanscrit. For this 

ignorance, which must darken and sadden all their lives, this Commonwealth 
is to blame, for it was the inevitable result of faulty legislation and of inefti- 
ciency in enforcing that legislation which was The number of days of 
compulsory attendance was setatsixty, when the most that could reasonably 
have been expected was that some scholars would learn more in sixty days of the 
year than they would forget in the remaining three hundred. Worse than that, 
the State failed to lift its strong arm to put into the hands of allits starving chil- 
dren even this poor crust. 

Then the question comes home to you, how can the growth of this illiteracy 
be checked? Surely it cannot be done by a course which weakens and Him 28320 
the back districts. In every center of population you may build a graded school 
but this will throw its light for only a mile or two from the village en, and 
then, if you do neers 3 more, there is left beyond a wilderness of ignorance, 
denserand darker than it was before. Itcan be done vag di f a legislation which 
cares for every child, and which is enforced, not by 1 authorities, not by 
town boards, but by your own State board, with all the dignity and the power 
of the Commonwealth behind it. 

In my judgment, the number of days of compulsory attendance should bein- 
creased to one hundred and twenty. No experienced teacher believes thatany 
ordinary child can acquire a reasonably good common-school education in less 
than one hundred and twenty days of continuous schooling in each year. 
length of school required by law should also be increased. 

It is now fixed at twenty-four weeks in the year, and many of the districts 
have no more. In all cases it is resulting in lack of education, and many 
parents are bitterly complaining that the State provides, that is, virtually per- 
mits, only six months of schooling for their children, while children of 
their neighbors are enjoying all the advantages that forty weeks can give. To 
some of the weaker districts, the State might justly give additional aid. From 
some of the stronger ones a little might be taken away of that which is granted 
now. 

This question of education involves an obligation between tlie State and the 
‘children, and the responsibility for attending schoo! should be broughtas closely 
to the children as possible, thatis, it should be placed on the parents themselves. 
If the parents are too poor to send their children to school, there should be some 
sure and definite source of relief. If they are too shiftless, the penalty should 
be so sharp that a single application will rouse them to a sense of their duty. 
If poverty and shiftlessness together form an insuperable barrier between the 
home and the school-house, letthe children betaken away. This penalty might 
seem severe, but its romps spoon in a single score of cases would add 10 
per cent. to the average school attendance of the year, would bring a blessing to 
thousands of homes,and the greatest blessing of all to the children thus taken 
away. 4 

But whatever may be the legislation, its violation should be sought and the 
penalties enforced directly by the State itself. Local authorities would be well- 
nigh worthless, for, with some shining exceptions, they are just as sbiftless as 
the worst of parents, A few agents, chosen for their special fitness, working 
under the direction of some common head, and held responsible for the thor- 
oughness of their work, could cover every district in their investigations, and 
the total expense would not exceed a few thousand dollars a year. In any event 
the benefit to the schools and the children would be incomparably greater than 
the cost. In the confidence that your wisdom is equal to your responsibility, I 
commend the whole subject to your serious consideration. 


I do not now see the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] in the 
Chamber, and therefore it would be unnecessary for me to repeat what 
I was saying upon this point. But a like condition of things is indi- 
cated by the report of the superintendent of schools in the State of New 
York, and some time I will read what he says. I will state with refer- 
ence to the city of New Yorka fact that fell under my own observation. 
It occurred some four years ago, tobe sure, but I am aware of nothing 
which indicates an improving tendency in that great city.“ The Sena- 
tor now occupying the chair [ Mr. Puen] will remember when the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor was taking testimony in the city of 
New York a few years ago, and it was during that time that the cir- 
cumstance occurred of which I now speak. Wandering through the 
city I fell in with a Catholic priest in Mulberry street, near the church 
in which he officiated, and entering into conversation with him he told 
me that in that assembly district there were twenty-five hundred chil- 
dren of school age who ought to be in schools who were neither in the 
public schools nor in the parochial schools. He expressed very great 
concern at those children not being cared for by the church to which 
he belonged, which had already greater burdens in the way of the main- 
tenance of its parochial schools ian it could well carry, and that those 
children not being cared for in the parochial school, which was his 
preference, were not even educated in the public schools of the State. 
There were those children in that great city and in one assembly dis- 
trict to the number of twenty-five hundred, growing up without actual 
attendance upon any school whatever. They were the children of poor 
people, and were not to be found in private schools, had no means of 
education, and they were not only within the extended limits of the 
school age, but within those narrower limits when children do attend 
school if they attend at all. 

The State of North Carolina is a State in which as strenuous exertions 
are being made to improve the scholastic condition of the children pro- 
portioned to the ability of the people to endure taxation, as in any, I 
think, and I will read to the Senate some information which I have 
from very responsible men in that State. I design, before the debate 
is closed, to do this with reference to nearly all the States, especially 
those of the South, for I do not propose, God willing and the Senate 
bearing with me, if this bill is to be lost, either here or in the other 
House or by the veto of the President of the United States, that the 
American people shall lack the information whereon to hold the guilty 
to an account. If this bill fails it will not be my fault, Mr. President, 
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The letter which I now read is from the late superintendentof public 
instruction, Hon. J. C. Scarborough, after which I will read a com- 
munication from the present superintendent of public instruction in 


that State. Mr. Scarborough writes me from Selma, N. C., as follows: 


SELMA, N. C., November 28, 1887. 
My DEAR Str: Your letter of November 19, inclosing copy of letter of June 
16, 1887, was received here four days since. I have since my retirement from 
the office of State su: mtendent of education been on a farm 30 miles distant 
from Raleigh, and while I am none the less interested in education for our 
ple, my mind has been employed mainly on the question of meat and for 
and family. ve been chairman of the board of education for Johnston 


mation I have on the subject which will be of Fain tog ain? yon in the prope 
m onal Treasury 


eee is Cest: this ago, so that we have 10,000 children of school age; 


We le 
erty. Ofthis the s 
his year for schools. We also get about $1,800, 
certainly not rpe È See oe. the license tax on retail liquor aes ‘and 

o 


age term of four months. We can not accomplish the wonderful feat at a higher 
average per month of twenty school days for the teachers than $30. 

Now, sir, when I tell you that Johnston County is an av county in pop- 
ulation and wealth (?), and is quite above the average county in what she is at 
present do: for her public ‘sane you have the outlines of a picture you can 
easily fill up for the State of North ina. Many of our school cts are 
yet school-houses, and many of those having houses have very inferior 


furnished houses. 

As to education in private schools in Johnston County, 600 pupils will cover 
all who attend private schools at any time in any year for the pe five. 

Our are , but are struggling to better their condition. The blacks 

but of the taxes for schools, except as any tenant’s work makes the 
rd or the employer able to pay taxes. They have equal benefits from the 
school fund with the whites. 

We can not, in our condition at this time, meet the demands by paying taxes 
sufficient to have an efficient school system. If we shall be left to solve the 
problem ourselves, the great mass of the present population of school age and 
of those coming after them must beyond the reach of the schools and the 
benefits of education, and be left for their natural lives in the darkness of igno- 
rance. If this is to be, I trust then only in the mercies of a kind Providence to 
save us from the ruin which ignorance and a consequent want of patriotism 
must bring upon the country. 

I wish I were in condition to serve you better than in this communication, 


Very truly, 
a dabei J. 0. SCARBOROUGH. 

Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. : 

The Senate will observe that with these 10,000 children to educate 
in that county and with $17,000 only wherewith to do it, there is per 
capita for the children to be educated to be expended in that county 
only $1.70 each for the year, while in many of the Northern States the 
sums exceed $10 per capita, and in some States the sums even exceed 
$20 per capita for the ear. And this man, formerly the State 
superintendent of education for North Carolina, says this is a favorable 

ture for the State at large. The letter was written last November. 

e present superintendent of public schools in North Carolina has 
always been a very strong advocate of temporary national aid to edu- 
cation. I will read his letter a little later. 

I have here a letter which comes from a colored school teacher in 
the State of North Carolina. I find it in one of the public prints, in 
the National Republican, published in this city, and I have no reason 
‘to doubt its authenticity and its reliability; in fact, it has the superin- 
tendent of public education in the State corroborating its general state- 
ments. The letter is addressed to the editor of the National Repub- 
lican. It says: 

Allow me to boevionee or r a few thoughts upon the necessity of the pa of 
the Blair educational bill, as I see it brought before Pogra canis; I do not 
argue in its favor from any personal motives or aims, but Ihave always 

I Relieve that Soom ony at neces av of the South depends tly upon 
education. The mor public PE Rk in the South rope thie retrograde, 
and except the National Government will give aid to the poar people of the 
South we have a serious apprehension to fear the system will soon be a mere 


‘The ap ons are so small that our schools can hardly last longer than 
three or three and a half months, and first-grade teachers get $20 or $25 per 
month, from which they must board and clothe themselves and families. Such 
wages are degrading to sucha high and noble calling—a calling that must shape 
the destinies of generations. And another fact is, the teacher's task is not such 
an easy one assome may think. Teachers are often subject to jure and 
sacrifice, Our school-houses are too small by far—a school-house will hardly 
seat fifty children where a hundred and fifty belong. The pore are taxed to 
the full extent, yet the schools greatly need aid. I HS cerely hope both branches 
of Congress may pass the “‘ Blair bill ” early in its session. The 
Frosty allina *0 greet tin papers that it may enhance pros; 


Tam yours for success, 


Manson, N. C., January 9, 1888, 
Here I call attention to one fact which seems to be overlooked in the 


ple are anx- 
ty and educa- 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 17, 
statistics which have been cited by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in which they in- 
stitute a comparison based on the length of the schools between the 
Northern and the Southern States. There would be some propriety in 
the institution of this comparison if it was first established that the 
schools are of the same quality, that the quality of the teachers is 
the shme, that the school-house, the plant is the same—that is to say, 
the book, the blackboard, the furniture, whatever is necessary as a 
means of assistance to the teacher in the imparting of knowledge, were 
the same in the one section of the country as in the other section; but 
for generations the people of the North have concentrated their closest, 
their most earnest attention on the subject of the common school. 
Everywhere they have built the school-house; school-houses are their 
pride; they have been educating their children for generations; and so 
it comes to pass that the common school of New England, of New 
York, of the West, is an altogether different institution from what we 
find it in the Southern States, where it is now first established, where 
it is a new thing, where a teacher is wanting, as a rale, so far as actual 
training for the work is concerned, so indispensable to the highest suc- 
cess; where the school-house is almost 2 myth, and where the black- 
board and the necessary furniture for the purposes.of illustration are 
hardly found at all. As to teachers, necessarily they have not had very 
great experience, no matter what may be their natural capability. 

The great mass of the colored schools are taught by colored teachers, 
as a rule, and both races determine that there shall be no mixed schools. 
The result is that one hundred days of education in the State of Florida 
is not worth ten daysin the State of New Hampshire. And yet we have 

ed here before us, asan irrefutable reply to our urgent demand that 
the South should have help in creating the school itself, creating the 
teachers, creating the school-house, and in establishing the institution 
de novo, at least by way of maintenance—we have paraded, as if it were 
an irrefutable demolition of our proposition, the fact that in some of 
the Southern States it is claimed that the schools are kept open an- 
nually as long as they are in New Hampshire, where they are almost: 
as short as they are anywhere in the North. Any one must see at 
once that this sort of comparison is most false and pernicious in its 
tendency, and casts no light whatever upon the case. 

Then, this is true, at leastin New Hampshire and in the rural districts 
of New England and in the rural districts of the North generally, where 
the school system is extended everywhere, that there is no inch of ter- 
ritory, geographically considered, that is not embraced within the lines 
of some school district, and every child has his chance, while in these 
new States, where the institution is just being introduced, hardly two- 
thirds, if more than one-half, and in many sections not even that, of the 
territory has as yet been brought under the influence of any common 
school whatever. 

Hon. S. M. Finger, the present superintendent of schools for the State 
of North Carolina, writes me strongly urging the passage of the bill. 
He has appeared before the committee, as did the former superintend- 
ent on an earlier occasion. Both have pressed the passage of this bill 
as a necessity for that State. Mr. Finger says in a letter written to me 
last May: 

Your favor of the 20th ultimo came duly to hand. Isend you a copy of my 
Jast report, on the first pages of which you will find a summary w. will, in 


brief, give you the exact condition of our school system. We have an average 
Oe fat pieh three months’ terms per annum for both races. Beyond this— 


And I call the attention of the Senate to his emphatic language, his 
despairing language— 

Beyond this we cannot advance soon, both because of the inability of our peo- 
ple to bear heavy taxation and because we have in our constitution a limitation 
of taxation, 66} cents on the $100 of property and $2 on the poll for all purposes 
ofa general nature. 

He makes suggestions of some modifications of the bill which he 
thinks would facilitate its operations in the South. I will not take 
the time of the Senate to read them, but he gives the strongest indorse- 
ment to the general proposition of national aid to common schools. In 
his report he says very much which demonstrates his great capacity and 
fitness for the position which he occupies. Imight read it, but perhaps 
it is not n . The general fact which he states in his letter, and 
which is set forth more at length by the former superintendent, is fully 
sustained orais report on the question of national aid. He says spe- 
cifically in his report: 

Money flows into the national aron far beyond the needs of the Govern- 
ment, It is distributed with lavish hand to pay pensions, etc.; but as yet no 
measure of national aid to schools has been passed. In the light of history 
this to me is simply remarkable. Knowing the struggle the South has in her 
poverty, and what she is doing in the matter of education, it would seem that 
every Northern member of Congress ought gladly to extend aid from the United 
States Treasury, and that, too, through our State syeoms. without restrictions, 
Why any Southern member who is in favor of public education should oppose 
this measure is beyond my comprehension, all arguments about its unconstitu- 
tionality to the contrary notwithstanding. Just now national aid would seem 
to be just the measure to help us in our time of financial need. If the Assembly 
can do anything to secure the passage of this measure, they will do the State a 
great service. 

T have a large amount of matter from the State of Tennessee, and 
what I have is tothe point. I will read first from a speech on the sub- 
ject by Col. A. S. Coylar, of Nashville, Tenn. I have no doubt the 
Senators from that State are familiar with this gentleman’s character 
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and standing. He said in a late address, speaking of the situation of 
the South: 


Weare nearly at the Toole illiteracy. | We have 90,000 women raising families 

To talk of improving our schools without Federal aid; to declare for public 
schools, and oppose all known means to help them along, is mockery. 

And a gentleman writes me from Roan Mountain, Tenn., January 2, 
1888, addressing myself: 

Dear Sie h an entire stranger to you, I take the liberty, as an admirer 


: Thoug’ 
of your efforts in behalf of education, to you for a copy of the educational 
bith Iunderstand one clause is *“ that none of the funds shall be 


something opposing it 
ee ee eee The masses of the people are for it, and I 
hope it will be passed, as it is in that manner—at least as it is time the present 
way was broken up. : 
Yours, 

WILLIAM CARPENTER. 


‘This leads me to speak of a matter which is perhaps not generally, 
but to a large extent, true in the Southern country. There is what has 
come to be known as the tramp teacher in some places. That is not 
applied as a dishonorable epithet at all, but if is the business of the 
teacher to teach, and small numbers are available only in different lo- 
calities, and the teacher who instructs at all will find in any given 
locality employment for only a very few days out of the year. con- 
sequence is that no man of ability and intelligence, and few women, 
can afford to give themselves to the pursuit of teaching with the idea 
of spending their time in any one locality. So they take a school in a 
given locality, run it for a few days, exhaust the money there, then go 
to another, and then to another, and then to another. 

Ofcourse, a system of this kind, a peripatetic, itinerative system of in- 
struction of this description, where the school period is very short, where 
the time the school is kept isso uncertain, when frequently the teacher 
comes at the busiest season of the year, so the children can not at- 
tend—of course, Isay, a school system of this kind, suchas it is inmany 
rural districts throughout the South, is to a very largedegree inefficient. 
Naturally the fund of the State, small in amount, comes to be mixed up 
with private contributions; and religious bodies feel it their duty to do 
something. And the people do the best they can to get up such schools 
as on the whole they are able to maintain; but such asystem must be 
exceedingly inefficient, and this man alludes to it. I only speak of this 
as again emphasizing the impossibility of instituting anything like a 
comparison, based simply upon the duration of schools, between those of 
a community where they have existed for generations and a new com- 
munity, where they are really coming for the first time to be a part of 
the social organization. 

What is true with reference to one rural portion of the country and 
most of the South, is generally true of the whole. I have a communi- 
cation here from Virginia, from Thomas A. Walker, principal of a pub- 
lic school in that State, which is to the same effect as what I 
have already placed in the possession of the Senate from other parts of 
the South. I will read the letter: 


(Thomas A, Walker, Principal, Oak Level, Va.] 


DECEMBER 29, 1887. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, United States Senate: 

Isend you a petition to the Senate of the United States for national aid to 
education, signed by 100 citizens of Henry County, Virginia, praying for na- 
tional aid to education. These signers have asked me to urgently uest you 
not to abate your efforts in trying to secure the of the Blair bill during 
a, session of Congress. Do everything within your power to have your great 


at once. 
‘e care but little about the tariff— 

Icall the attention of politicians to this matter, because Congress 
seems to be full of the idea that the tariff is a subject of importance, 
but there are portions of this country where the school question stirs 
the people and influences their present and their future far more than 
does the tariff question. Men understand whether their children are 
being educated; they know that education is indispensable to their 
children; they know the result of the deliverance of the blacks from 
slavery as the result of the war; they know the new conditions around 
them; and the masses of the people, South as well as North, white as 

_well as black, are intenton general education. They carenot so much 
about the tariff; the tariff will take care of itself. Educate the people. 
‘They understand the steps necessary then to protect their industries 
and to protect their own elevation. You can delude an ordinary citi- 
zen with the sophistries of free trade or perhaps those of protection, 
and speak of the arguments pro and conin that way; but the simplest- 
minded man on the face of the earth knows when he is getting money 
enough to educate his child, and whether his child, and through his 
child he is to be represented in the great future; and parental affection 
is on the side of popular education. The people know whether they 
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are ge pportunity, and they now realize the absolute neces- 
sity of that opportunity as they never did before. Mr. Walker says: 
The average pay of teachers here is only $29.20 per month, This is starva- 
tion wages, and it is rapidly driving well-qualified teachers out of the profes- 
sion of ing. No teacher can afford to qualify himself for teaching and 
then teach for this pittance. The state of our publie schools is deplorable, and 


ihat'of our scheol-houses worse. We have but very few school-houses fit to 
teach in, and no money to build better ones. apm number of our children 
are growing up in ignorance, and we have no ls 


for them. We humbly 
you every other true patriot in Congress to come to the rescue of 
and have the Blair bill passed at once, and thus help us to banish the 
illiteracy which, like a cloud, is overshadowing our Southern land. 

Can we not do something to enlighten the 6,000,000 illiterates we have in our 
land when we have s Treasury MNENE with surplus money? Shall we 
permit these ignorant voters to go to the polls and vote when they are not able 
to read the ballots which they cast? I pray God that such a state of things 


may not exist much longer. 
What is the prospect ef the Blair bill this session of Congress? Do 


you ent it will become a law? A few eee rom you willbe thankfully re- 
y 
ao see THOMAS A. WALKER, 
Principat Public School, Oak Level, Va. 

ca oo this is the petition which, as he says, is signed by 100 
names—I have not counted them—which is to the same effect, an 
earnest, eager, strong prayer to the Congress of the United States to- 
give temporary aid to their common schools. 

The im of this question will not enable me to conclude to- 
night, as I have a large mass of matter to submit, but I have taken the 
floor this evening because several gentlemen who are expected to speak 
and whose names are on the list failed to occupy the time. I will go 
on to-morrow, with the consent ofthe Senate. As I began with statis- 
tical matter, I should like to proceed with other points to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from New Hampshire yields the 
floor, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before that motion is put, I think, as I now learn that 
Senators are ready to speak, I will withdraw my suggestion and I will 
wait until they have addressed the Senate. Any one who has a right 
to expect the floor will not be interfered with by me to-morrow, and I 
hope we shall not lose any time unnecessarily. I desire, as far as the 
convenience and will of the Senate will permit, to press the bill to an 
early conclusion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pua in the chair), The Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] moves that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and {at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 18, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, January 17, 1888. ` 


The House was called to order at 12 m. by Hon. JOHN B. CLARK, 
its Clerk. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 

The CLERK. Itis the painful duty of the Clerk to announce to the 
House the indisposition of the Speaker, in which event the rule pro- 
vides that the Clerk shall call the House to order. 

The rule also provides that the Speaker shall have the right toname 
any member to perform the duties of the Chair, which appointment 
shall not extend beyond an adjournment. The seventh of the 
first rule provides, however— 

That in case of his [the Speaker's] illness, he may make such appointment for. 


“| a period not eee 1p. days, with the approval of the House at the time the 


same is made ; in his absence and omission to make such appointment, the 
House shall proceed to elect a Speaker pro tempore, to act during his absence, 
Nominations are now in order for a Speaker pro tempore. 
Mr. MILLS. I submit the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. SAMUEL 8.Cox,a Representative from the State of New 
York, be, and is hereby, appointed Speaker pro tempore during the present tem- 
porary absence of the er. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. COX accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement as to 
the vote taken on yesterday with reference to the appointment of clerks 
for members. I was unavoidably called away from the House when 
the vote was taken. Had I been present I should have voted in the 
negative on that proposition; and I ask unanimous consent that my 
vote may be so recorded. F 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would notbe in order for the Chair 
to entertain that request. The gentleman’s statement, however, will 
go into the RECORD. 

Mr. HATCH. I wish to announce that my colleague, Mr. BLAND, 
is detained from the House on account of serious sickness in his family, 
as well as on account of being sick himself. 
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This will account for his absence from the House when the vote was 
taken upon the proposition of the gentleman from Kansas on yesterday. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a correction of the 
Recorp. My attention has been called to the RECORD of January 13, 
on page 426, where the amendments that were reported to the resolu- 
tion in regard to the captured battle flags have been placed under and 
in connection with the resolution relating to the war records. I desire 
these amendments to be placed in their proper position in connection 
with the resolutions adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The correction will be made. - 

£ NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 

Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to inform the Senate that 
the House of Representatives has appointed Hon, SAMUEL S. Cox, a Representa- 


tive from the State of New York, as Speaker pro tempore during the temporary 
absence of the Speaker, 


IMPROVEMENT OF TONAWANDA HARBOR. 

The SPEAKER pro tem; laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, with aletter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, reports of examinations and surveys of Tonawanda Harbor and 
Niagara River, New York, between Black Rock and Tonawanda ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

IMPROVEMENT WEST FORK TENNESSEE, ETC. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers, reports of examinations and surveys of the West Fork of the 
Tennessee River, and Bear Creek, Mississippi; which was referred to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CERTAIN HARBORS, MASSACHUSETTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers, reports of examinations and surveys of the harbors of Dux- 
bury, Manchester, Wellfleet, and Winthrop, Massachusetts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPROVEMENT NEW BEDFORD HARBOR, ETO., MASSACHUSETTS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers, reports of examinations and surveys of New Bedford Harbor and 
‘Taunton River, Massachusetts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


BIG HOCKINGHAM RIVER IMPROVEMENT, ETC. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers, reports of examinations and surveysof Big Hockingham River, 
from the mouth to Colville, Ohio, and the Louisa Fork of the Sandy 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SURVEYS OF ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA., ETC. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of En- 
ineers, reports of the examinations and surveys of St. Augustine, 
la., for a deep-sea channel on the outer bar, and of Punta Rasa Har- 
bor; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 
PRINTING OF SUPREME COURT CASES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Attorney-General, transmitting the manuscript and recommending 
the publication by Congress of a table of cases argued and adjudged in 
the Supreme Court of the United States from 104 to 122 United States 
Reports, compiled by H. D. Clarke, librarian; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, i 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BYNUM, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CATCHINGS, for to-day and to-morrów, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. HouKg, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. GLOVER, for one week, on account of important business. 


RESOLUTIONS OF WOOL CONVENTION, 


Mr. McKINLEY. Iask unanimous consent to present resolutions 
adopted by the conference of wool-manufacturers, wool-growers, and 
wool-dealers in this city on January 14, 1888, and ask that they be 
printed in the RECORD. They refer to matters of general interest. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. They are as follows: 


Resolutions adopted by the conference of wool-manufacturers, wool-growers, 
and wool-dealers, at Washington, D. C., January 14, 1888, 

‘The representatives of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers and of 

the Wool Growers’ National Association, , as they believe, for all persons 


engaged in both of these occu ons in the United States with only individual ex- 
ceptions, proclaim anew deep conviction that the protection by tariff of 
the produgtion of wool, and of the manufacture of wool, is demanded by the 
best interests of all the American people. 

The increase in the clip of American wool from 60,264,913 pounds in 1859 to 
302,000,000 pounds in 1885, while the imports of foreign wool advanced only from 
26,282,935 pounds to 70,596,170 pounds within the same period, demonstrates the 
effect of protective duties in promoting sheep husbandry in this country, and 
in thus adding to the sources of national prosperity and wealth, 

The fact that the reduction in the tariff on wool in 1883 was immediately fol- 
lowed by a decrease in the number of sheep in the country from 50,626,626 in 
1884 to 44,759,314 in 1887, gives warning that the abolition of duties on wool would 
seriously cripple the raising of sheep in this country, which is the third pro- 
ducer in vagaeds f among the nations; and would thus increase Lae roa of wool 
all over the world, while the consequent destruction of sheep would materially 
aoe the cupply and the price of meat and to a considerable degree of all pro- 
visions, 

Inasmuch as American manufacturers furnished in 1880 81.9 per cent. of the 
woolen goods consumed in the United States, although in 1860 only 62.8 percent. 
of such goods were produced in this country, no reduction in the tariff can be 
necessary to afford the American people a full supply and abundant competition 
in fabrics which enter into use in every family, and for which the prices for like 
qualities compare favorably with those in foreign countries, 

The advance in the cousumption of wool in the United States, from 65,749,635 
pounds in 1859 to 424,404,109 pounds in 1885 under a protective tariff, is to be at- 
tributed to the impetus given to manufactures by the raising of sheep in this 
country, which, in 1884, furnished 81.3 per cent. of all the wool consumed here, 
Asa means to the development of manufactories at home, the sheep industry, 
which has solargely aided in the deveiopmentand civilization of our vast west- 
ern country, deserves consistent and adequate encouragement in the adjust- 
ment of the national revenue, 3 

Under the protective policy the United States has become the foremost manu- 
facturing nation in the world, while its agriculture has been extended and di- 
versified by the incentive of the most profitable markets known to men, Pru- 
dence forbids the overthrow of a system of revenue under which such results 
have been obtained, while the wages of labor and the share of production paid 
to the American artisan are far greater than in any other country. 

The committees here assembled ask for the continuance of protection to their 
own industries only as they ask for like consideration to every other branch of 
American productions, They plead for no favoritism to particular interests, but 
for a bri national policy, essential to the well-being of all our people, and 
contributing to the prosper ty and progress and power of the Republic. They 
know that the abolition of the duties on wool, almost fatal to our sheep hus- 
bandry, would be very damaging to the manufacturers of wool. 

These committees urge thatno reason can be shown why subsidies should bo 
offered for foreign competition by the repeal or reduction of the tariff, and they 
suggest that wisdom as well as patriotism requires that all American produc- 
tions shall have the fostering care of the Government as the safeguard of Amer- 
ican nationality, 

That we urgently request Congress to immediately pass a joint resolution cor- 
recting the peon erroneous classification of worsteds, by directing that they 
be classified as woolen cloths, 

That we favor the of the Senate bill, known as the “ Aldrich bill,” to 
suppress undervaluation of imports. 


Schedule of proposed duties on wool and manufactures thereof, a: 
Sevence of wool growers, wool dealers, and wool manufacturers, 
D. C., January 11-14, 1888. 
All wools, hair of the goat, bynes 

shall be divided, for the purpose of 

the three following classes: 


‘eed on by the con- 
ld at Washington, 


camel, llama, and other like animals 
ng the duties to be charged thereon, into 


CLASS 1.—CLOTHING WOOL. 


‘That is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, or other wools of me- 
rino blood, immediate or remote; down clothing wools and wools of like char- 
acter, with any of the preceding, including such as have been heretofore 
usually paned into the United States from Buenos Ayres, New Zealand, 
Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, and elsewhere, 
and also including all wools not hereinafter described or designated in classes 
two and three, 

CLASS 2.—COMBING WOOL. 


That is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, down combing wools, Can- 
ada long wools, or other like combing wools of English blood, and usuall 
known by the terms herein used; and atl hair of the goat, alpaca, camel, 
llama, and other like animals. 


CLASS 3.—CARPET WOOLS AND OTHER SIMILAR WOOLS, 


Such as Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Valparaiso, native 
Smyrna, and including all such wools of like character as have been hereto- 
fore usually imported into the United States from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, 
Syria, and elsewhere. 

The cay upon wool of the first class, which shall be imported washed, shall 
be twice the amount of the duty to which it would be subjected if imported un- 
washed. 

And the duty upon wool and hair of all classes which shall be imported 
—— poai be three times the duty to which it would be subject if imported 
unwashed. 3 

And the duty upon wool of the sheep, or hair of the goat, alpaca, camel, llama, 
and other like animals which shall be imported in any other than the ordinary 
condition as now and heretofore practiced, cr which shall be changed in its 
character or condition for the purpose of evading the duty, or which shall be 
reduced in value by the admixture of dirt or any other foreign substance, shall 
be twice the duty to which it would be otherwise mes. 

“Wools of the first class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence ex» 
rted to the United States, excluding charges in such port, shall be 32 cents or 
oos per pound, 10 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, ll per cent, ad 
valorem. Wools of the first class, the value whereof at the last port or place 
whence exported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, shall ex- 
ceed 32 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 10 percent, 
ad valorem. 

Wools of the second class,and all hair of the goat, aipaca, camel, ilama, and 
other like animals, the valne whereof at the last port or pues whence exported 
to the United States, Sa oe re in such port, shall be 32 cents or less per 
pound, 10 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 11 per cent. ad valorem. 

Wools and hair of the second class, the value whereof at the last port or place 
whence exported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, shall ex- 
ceed 32 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 10 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Wools of the third class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence ex- 

rted to the United States, excluding charges in such port, shall be 12 cents or 
ess per pound, 3 cents per pound. 

Wools of the third class, the value whercof at the last port or place whence ex- 
ported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, shall exceed 12 
cents per poe 6 cents per pound, 

No wool shall be included in class 8 which shall be imported for any purpose 
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-other than for the manufacture of carpets or low es of blankets, or which 
shall not be strictly such as are known and recogn as carpet woo 

Wools on the skin, the same rates as other wools, the quantity and value to 

be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 


scribe. 

Sheep skins and Angora goat skins, raw or unmanufactured, imported with 
the wool on, washed or unwashed, 30 per cent. ad valorem on the skins alone. 

Ring waste, thread waste, yarn waste, top waste, poea wW and all 
other similar wastes or products, composed wholly or in part of wool, by what- 
ever name now known, or by which they may hereafter be known, and of 
whatever value, and such shoday, the value whereof shall be 20 cents or more 
per pound, shall pay a duty of 30 cents per pound. 

Noils shall pay the same rate of duty as the washed wools or hair from which 


ag are ©. 

sored tea otherwise enumerated, and mungo shall pay a duty of 20 cents 
per poun 

oolen rags, refuse waste, and flocks shall pay a duty of 10 cents per pound. 

All wools and hair advanced from the pamada state by carding or combing, 
not otherwise provided for, shall be classified as manufactures of wool. 

Worsted and woolen cloths, worsted or woolen shawls, flannels, blankets, hats 
of wool, knit goods, and all goods made on knitting-frames, balmorals, woolen 
and wo: yarns, and all manufactures of every description composed wholly 
or in part of worsted, wool, the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals, not 
specially provided for in this act, valued at not exceeding 40cents per pound, 20 
cents per pound; valued atabove 40 centsand not aana Paien cents per pound, 
40 cents pez pound; valued at above 60 cents per pound, 50 cents per pound ; and 
in addition thereto upon all of the aboye-named articles, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Clothing, ready-made ; cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other out- 
side garments, and wearing apparel of every description, not specially enumer- 
ated or otherwise provided for, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, or 
the hair of the goat, alpaca, or otheranimals, made up or manufactured wholly 
orin , by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, 60 cents per pound and in 
Sw ilegs. acne mans a aSa. tealllogh Mindin braids, gall 

gs, gorin nders, gs, gs, braids, galloons, 
fringes, gimps, pen ay ax ay and tassels, dress trimmings, head-nets, buttons or 
barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments, wrought by 
hand or braided by machinery, made of wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, 
alpaca, or other Fie Seng orof which wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca, 
or other animals is a component material, 50 cents per pound and in addition 
thereto 50 per cent, ad valorem. 
; Bunting, 10 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 

Women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, and goods of 
like description, composed in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca, 
or other animals, 8 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad 
valorem: Provided, That all such goods phn esp over4 ounces per square yard 
= pay a duty of 50 cents per pound and in addition thereto 50per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, and goods of 
like description, composed wholly of wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca, 
or other animals, or of a mixture of them, 12 cents per square yard and in ad- 
dition thereto 50 per cent, ad valorem, but all such goods with selvedges made 
wholly or in part of other materials,and all such goods with threads made 
aan” | or in part of other materials, introduced for the purpose of changing the 
classification, shall be dutiable at 12 cents per square yard and in addition 
thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That all such goods weighing over 
4 aaa sn square yard shall pay a duty of 50 cents per pound and inaddition 
thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Endless belts or felts, for paper or printing machines, 25 cents per pound and 
in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Aubusson, Axminster, Moquette, and chenille carpets, carpets woven whole 
for rooms, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description, 60 cents 
per square pare and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, 60 cents per square yard and in 
addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Brussels carpets, 40 cents persquare yard and in addition thereto 50 percent, 
ad valorem. 

Patent velvet and ta 


velvet carpets, printed on the warp or otherwise, 
35 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Tapestry Brussels carpets, printed on the warp or otherwise, 25 cents per 

uare yard and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

“Treble inean three-ply, and worsted-chain Venetian carpetas, 15 cents per 
nare yard and În addition thereto 50 per cent, ad valorem. 

Wars Venetian and two-ply ingrain carpets, 10 cents per square yard and in 

addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem, 

Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 25 cents per square 
yard and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Hemp or jute carpeting, 7 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 50 
per cent. ad valorem. 

Carpets and carpetings of wool, flax, or cotton, or parts of either or other ma- 
terial, not otherwise herein specified, 5 cents per square yard and in addition 
thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem; and mats, rugs, screens, covers, hassocks, bed- 
sides, and other portions of carpets or carpetings shall be subjected to the rate 
of duty herein im on carpets or carpetings of like character or description; 
and the duty on all other mats not exclusively of vegetable material, screens, 

, and rugs, shall be 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Hon. Columbus Delano, of Ohio, president of the Wool Growers’ Association ; 
‘William Whitman, of Boston, president of the National Association of Wool 
Manufacturers, and Edward A. Greene, of Philadelphia, president of the Phil- 
adelphia Wool Merchants’ Association, were appointed by the conference a com- 
mittee to present to Congress the schedule of proposed duties herewith agreed 
on by the confererce this day. 

By direction of the conference. aa 


H. AMES, 
(Treasurer Rock Manufacturing Company, Rockville, Conn.) 
M. J. BATTISON, 
(Acting Secretary National Association Wool Manufacturers, Boston, Mpa) 


CLAIMS REPORTED BY COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I submit the privileged resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be authorized to refer to the appro- 
priate committees of the House the bills now on the House Private Calendar re- 
pore by the Court of Claims in the Forty-ninth Congress and brought for- 
ward, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. REED. I would like to hear something about that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The object of this resolution is to give the com- 


i 


The Clerk will report the resolution. 


mittees having jurisdiction of the bills now on the Private Calendar an 
opportunity to consider the facts before they are called upon to defend 
or advocate the of bills inthe House. These are bills referred 
to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act for the ascertainment of 
facts on which Congress and its committees are presumed toact. They 
are reported back to the House with the findings of fact, and there is 
no rule of the House heretofore authorizing their reference to the proper 
committees. The object of this resolution is to give the committees 
an opportunity to examine the facts found and reported by the Court 
of Claims, and to recommend to the House such action on the bills as 
they may think proper. 

I do not think any plausible objection can be urged to the 
of the resolution. I find that the committee on which I have the 
honor to serve is in the dilemma of being expected by the House to 
give it information with reference to the facts connected with the bills 
on the Calendar when reached in their regular order, and I further find 
the fact that this committee has had no opportunity whatever under 
the rules of the House to consider the facts upon which they are ex- 
pected to act. I for one am unwilling to be put in that attitude, and 
I presume other gentlemen serving on these committees are also un- 
willing to be put in the attitude of defending these bills when they 
have not had an opportunity of properly considering the facts. Thisis 
the object of the resolution, and these are the reasons for its adoption. 

Mr. REED. One objection which occurs to me to the resolution as 
it is formulated is that these cases which should have precedence by 
being referred to committees will thcreby lose their places on the Cal- 
endar. It seems to me that after they have gone through a court, and 
the ascertainment of facts having been made, if they are to be exam- 
ined by a committee who are to report as to what should be the action 
of the House, some provision should be made for their retaining their 
places. I therefore suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky the pro- 
priety of making such modification of his resolution as will secure that 
object. 

Mr. TAULBEE rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. Before the gentleman from Kentucky proceeds I de- 
sire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. _Is this resolution still subject to objection? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky of- 
fered the resolution as a question of privilege connected with the busi- 
ness of the House. That question has not been decided yet. = 

Mr. BAYNE. Then the question whether the resolution presents a 
matter of privilege is still open ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution is still subject to the 
point of order whether or not it presents a question of privilege. 

Mr. BAYNE. And also subject to the question of consideration if 
it should be decided to present a question of privilege. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I make the point of order that the House has pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, no. I was on my feet some time to 
make aC point suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
BAYNE]. 

Mr. REED. The Chair was about to ask consent when I interrupted 
him with my inquiry. Thus far the matter has proceeded informally. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to make this statement, that I have no pur- 
pose whatever to rob any of these claims of their position on the Calen- 
dar. I see no impropriety in the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Maine, and am willing to agree to an amendment to the effect that when 
these bills are reported back from the various committees they shall 
have the precedence on the Calendar which they would have had if they 
had been left.on the Calendar. I have no objection to that proposition, 
but I think the House should pass this resolution either with or with- 
out that amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair decide that this resolution presents 
a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not decided yet. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to hear the Chair’s decision as to 
that. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On what grounds does the gentleman 
from Kentucky claim this is a matter of privilege? 

Mr. TAULBEE. On the ground thatit relates to the business of the 
House and obviates confusion in its transaction. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not consider that under 
the rule the resolution presents a question of privilege. 

Mr. WILKINS. Regular order! 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House that 
this question was settled by the Speaker upén the 20th day of Decem- 
ber last, upon a parliamentary point which was then raised. The mat- 
ter, I say, was settled, and the Speaker ordered these claims upon the 
Calendar just as they now appear. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I was aware of that ruling, but this resolution is 
designed to accomplish an entirely different object, namely, to allow the 
committee having jurisdiction of these matters authority to consider 
them before they are taken up by the House for consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They have all been considered. 

Mr. BAYNE and other members. Regular order! 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


ee po rpn: The regular order is demanded. ‘The 
regular order is the call of the committees for reports. 


CIRCUIT COURT, WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURL 
Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill H. R. 1604) to change 
the time of the sessions of the circuit court of western division of 
the western district of Missouri; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 1245) making making an,appropriation for continuing the construc- 
inoue, of a light-house on Northwest Seal Rock, off Point St. George, Cal- 

and asked that the committee be discharged from the further 
acti char of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; which was so ordered. 


BRIDGE AT MEMPHIS, t 
Mr. PHELAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2927) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn. ; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
LOCKS AND DAMS, CUMBERLAND RIVER. 
Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 
poa back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. 
81) to authorize the purchase of lands for the construc- 
tion of locks and dams on the Cumberland River; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, PINEVILLE, LA 


Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1481) making an appropriation to 
construct a road and approaches from Pineville, La., to the national 
military cemetery near that town; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


DULUTH, RAINY LAKE RIVER AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY COM- 
PANY. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian ed back 
with a favorable. recommendation the bill (H. R. 1584) granting the 
right of way to the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and Southwestern Rail- 
way Company through certain Indian lands in the State of Minnesota; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HUMES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 365) 
granting a pension to John Humes; which was referred to the Com- 
ANEA of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMES A. BUCK. 
` Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pı reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. eins to in- 
crease the of James A. Buck; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ae- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN F. CADWALLADER. 
Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 742) for the relief of John 
F. Cadwallader; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


DR. ST CLAIR. 


Mr. LANHAM also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 109) to refund to 
Dr. F. O. St. Clair $97.80, duties on a monument to the memory of 
Francis J. T: late of the United States Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. ` 

H. B. WILSON, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable reeommendation the bill (H. R. 19) for for the relief of H. B. 
Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS C. DICKEY. _ 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of 
Thomas C. Dickey; which was referred to the the Committee of the Whole 


Eouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


I. CORTHS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 285) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of H. Corths, ; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. POITEVENT. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R.26) for 
the relief of William J. Poitevent; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, , and, with theaccompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH E. WHITE. 

Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War teported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 998) for the roliel g one E. White; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PENINGTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1028) forthe relief of Hiram Johnson and 
others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and theaccompanying reportordered to be printed. 

REFUND TO STATE OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on War back fa- 
yorably the bill (H. R. 1692) to refund duties paid by the State of New 
York on arms imported in 1863; which was referred to the Committee 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE, 


Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 27) oeae che Dome cetacean 
of the United States with jurisdiction to determine the rights of Will- 
iam E. Weodbridge to certain letters patent for a metallic sabot, and to 
render judgment in his favor for the use of the same by the Govern- 
ment during the war of 1861; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
ROE catene 99: te pene. 

HEIRS OF JOHN H. NEWMAN. 


Mr. STOCKDALE ston from the Committee on War reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of 
John H. Newman, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON WOOL MANUFACTURES, ETC. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 23) authorizing the printing of 
14,000 copies of the recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics, ‘Treasury Department, upon wool and the manufactures of 
wool; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
prin 

SAMUEL NOBLE. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 53) for the relief of Pre Noble; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CUMBERLAND RIVER. 

Mr. WILKINS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of a measure which will take but a moment. 

Mr. WILKINS. If it takes but a moment I will not press the call 
for the order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the resolution causes discussion I 
will withdraw it. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. It has been 
reported unanimously this morning from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, I will explain the object.of the resolution. Two years ago ' 
an appropriation was made for continuing certain works of improve- 
ment on the Cumberland River. The last appropriation bill for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors OPP a PEE authorizing the 

acquisition of title to lands for this improvement; but that 
bill failed. This resolution seeks to obviate the existing difficulty by 
giving those prosecuting the work authority to acquire title to the land 
on which to place the locks and dams. Itis recommended by the Chief 
of Engineers. 
Sd SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved hi Bale Welk Rae a. opremili ta Gehort aani That 
80 much of act entitled “An act AAAS PEOR E a SEN, s 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on riyers and harbors,” ap- 


1888. 
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edn e ugust 5, 1886, as relates to the “imprqvement of the Cumberland River, 
mnessee and Kentucky, continuing improvement above Nashville witha view 
to secure in the channel’ adepth of 4 feet commencing with the lock at or near 
the lower island at Nashville, $75,000," be so construed as to authorize the ex- 
penditure of such part of the said’ money face tinne i by said act, or any other 
money in the Treasury not oth: as may be necessary for 
such purpose, in the purchase Sahane. or ae he eke mination as the case may 
be, of necessary sites for locks and dams and purposes necessary thereto, in- 
cluding keepers’ dwelli etc.: Provided, Thap such e: such expenditure shall be un- 
der the direction of the etary of War: Ard prowidee 4 Surther, That if the 
owners of such lands shall refuse to sell them at a reasonable price, {then the 
prices to be paid shall be determined, and the title and jurisdiction procured, in 
the manner prescribed by the laws of the State in which{such lands are situated, 


The committee to whom was referred the resolution to authorize the purchase 
of the lands necessary for the construction of locks and dams on the Cumber- 
land River, having considered the same, find that an appropriation was hereto- 
fore ae for this work of locks and dams on the Cumberland 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the resolution ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think a statement had better be made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee of the exact purpose of this resolution, 
whether it proposes to make a new appropriation by enacting a clause 
which was contained in the appropriation bill of last year which failed, 
or whether it applies solely to the acquisition of lands. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I realize the importance of satisfactorily answer- 
ing the gentleman’s question, and will make the proper statement. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is this proposition still subject to objection? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. - 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will make a statement which I think will sat- 
isfy my friend from Illinois and all other gentlemen. The facts are 
these: The appropriation has been made. It was not contained in the 
appropriation bill which failed last year, but was made in the appro- 
priation bill of the year before, which became a law. The object of 
this proposition is simply to acquire title to the land, so that the appro- 
priation heretofore made can be used in the improvement of the river. 
At present the appropriation is locked up, and can not be used without 
the adoption of this resolution, which is, as I stated before, recom- 
mended by the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is not this case similar to the case of all other ap- 
propriations in the last river and harbor bill? Are they not all locked 
up so that they can not be used? 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend is in error. This appropriation was 
not embraced in the last river and harbor appropriation bill. It is al- 
ready a law, having been included in the act passed two years ago. The 
difficulty is that there is noauthority to acquire title to the land neces- 
sary to continue the work. 

Mr, DUNHAM. Then this is new legislation by which you. propose 
to put the improvements upon this river ahead of all other similar ap- 
propriations. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Notatall. The other works are not standing in 


‘the same situation. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I have no wish to object tothe consideration of this 
resolution, but desire the House to vote upon it understandingly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to my friend that this resolution does 
not seek to make any additional appropriation for the improvement of 
any river. Itsimply proposes to authorize the Government to acquire 
title to the lands necessary to use the appropriation heretofore made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What will that cost? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I can not say. I suppose not $500 to the site. 
The amount of money involved is insignificant. The necessary land 
could, I think, have been obtained by donation, but there was no au- 
thority on the part of the Government to accept it. This provides that 
the Government shall acquire the land either by donation or by pur- 
chase, and if it can not be purchased that the land shall be condemned 
Sia accordance with law. No new appropriation is sought in the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Isit the intention thatthe United States Govern- 
ment shall finally buy any land there? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Only the necessary banks on which to put the 
works near the water’s edge. 

Mr. DUNHAM. In the section in which I reside the engineers 
recommend that a river should not be improved until the owners of 
the bordering land had deeded free to the Government all the necessary 
property. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important work. We 
have above Nashville more than 300 miles of one of the richest valleys 
on the continent, peopled with a magnificent population dependent on 
this river and this work for transportation, and I hope the House will 
pass the resolution to-day, that the work may go on. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
Mitty] yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, in the last riverand jharbor ap- 
propriation bill which became a law an appropriation was made for cer- 


tain improvements on the Cumberland River. It was found by the en- 
gineers that the improvements contemplated could not be made with- 
out acquiring certain pieces of ground upon which to locate, I believe, 
the locks which the plan of improvement provided should be erected 
in the river. 

It was also found that under the law as it stands the Government of 
the United States could not buy or even accept a donation of the land 
needed for the purpose, and it was impossible, therefore, on the part 
of the Engineer Bureau to carry out the direction of Congress for the 
improvement of the river. Because of this, in the river and harbor 
bill which passed both Houses of Congress at the second session of the 
Forty-ninth Congress there was incorporated in the legislative part of 
the billa provision covering all such cases as this; but that bill 
failed to become a law by reason of not receiving the Presidential sig- 
nature, 

The appropriation for the Cumberland River made two years ago has 
ever since been locked in the Treasury, and not one farthing of it will 
be spent for the improvement of the river at this point unless this res- 
olution is passed. Its passage is recommended by the Engineer Bu- 
reau of the Government. 

Mr. JACKSON. Let me inquire of the gentleman from 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, whether there is 
not a large number of Government works in process of construction 
and only partially completed, and where money already expended is 
liable to be lost if we fail to do what is asked for in this case. Are 
there not cases which need your help just as much as this proposed im- 
provement does? 

- Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunately true that the 


_| failure of the river and harbor bill at the second session of the Forty- 


ninth Congress has resulted in serious detriment to the various Govern- 
ment improvements throughout the country; but that has nothing to 
do with this matter. 

This refers to an appropriation made by a preceding river and harbor 
bill, which did become a law. The trouble here is that the appropria- 
tion heretofore made for the Cumberland River is useless without ad- 
ditional legislation, and this resolution supplies that legislation. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman from Louisiana certainly will not 
claim that this work is any more important than other pablo’ works of 
improvement in y the same condition, and why not wait fora 
general bill? If, Spee he does claim that it is necessary to have in- 
stant action, why not bring in a general bill covering all these cases? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. A general provision will be placed, I take it, 
by the River and Harbor Committee in the legislative portion of their 
bill covering such cases as this; but that bill is not likely to become a 
law until next July. In the mean time theimprovement of the Cum- 
berland River, appropriated for two yearsago, isstopped, because of the 
fact that no law permits the officials in charge of the improvement to 
acquire one or more small pieces of land necessary to the erection of 
the improvement works contemplated. 

Mr. JACKSON. What public necessity is involved there that this 
should be made a special case over all other public works? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman’s question might be answered 
and his wish subserved by a bill reported from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, making an appropriation immediately available for the 
improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country; but thatis a 
different question from the one we have now before us. This does not 
involve an additional appropriation for the Cumberland River, but only 
gives authority to use so much of the existing appropriation as may 
be necessary to acquire the ground needed to erect the works of im- 
provement. 

Other appropriations contained in the river and harbor bill of the first 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress have been expended for the improve- 
ments for which they were intended, but here isone appropriation which 
has not been expended, and which the Government engineers are unable 
to expend, under the directions of Congress, because there is no law 
which will enable them toacquire the land required on which to locate 
their works. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the resolution 
again read, as I think there is some misundi as to the amount 
which is appropnated by it. 

‘The resolution was again read. 

* Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Tennessee in charge of the resolution to the language of the reso- 
lution. It uses the words ‘‘any money in tke Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated.” I find nothingin the resolution which limits theamount 
of money which is to be appropriated; and in that respect I would like 
to see this language modified. I would like toask the gentleman from 
Tennessee what would probably be the cost of this work. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘I do not think it would take $500 to acquire the 
land necessary—certainly, at the very utmost, not more than $1,500 
would be required. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, And that is taken out of the appropriation of 
$75,000 made in the last river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that there will be no limit to the appropriation in this resolution as it 
is now drawn, as it appropriates whatever may be required out of any 
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money not already appropriated for this purpose. The language, there- 
fore, as it now stands makes an unlimited appropriation of money. I 
ask that it be modified by striking out the words ‘‘out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,” 

Mr. McMILLIN. 1 have no objection to agreeing to the modifica- 
tion of the resolution. I now yield two minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
WASHINGTON]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee modi- 
fies his resolution, and in order that there may be no misunderstanding 
about it, he will now state what that modification is. 2 

Mr. McMILLIN. I modify the resolution by striking out the words 
‘tout of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,” so 
there will be no fear of exceeding the appropriation heretofore made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With that modification of the resolution I will 
not make further objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was the intention at the time the appropri- 
ation was made. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, was received from the President, by one of his 
secretaries, 
IMPROVEMENT OF CUMBERLAND RIVER. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say only one word 
in explanation of the resolution. It is not sought to appropriate a sin- 
gle dollar beyond what has already been appropriated at the first ses- 
sion of the Forty-ninth Congress for the purpose of a lock and dam on 
the Cumberland River, beginning at the city of Nashville, for which 
$75,000 was appropriated. That money now lies in the Treasury; not 
a dollar of it has been spent, and not a dollar of it can be used until 
the War Department has some authority from this House to acquire a 
title for the Government of the United States to the land necessary to 
locate the locks and dams upon this river. i 3 

This is a simple resolution authorizing the Government to acquire 
title to a little piece of land not exceeding in all human probability 
one acre in extent. The money which it is proposed to use is that 
which has already been appropriated, and the amount required and 
which will be used for the paymentof the land is very small, if indeed the 
Government will have to pay for the land at all, which is questionable. 

Having been in conference with gentlemen at Nashville who are 
especially interested in this improvement, the locking and damming of 
the river, I have been assured that citizens there stand ready to donate 
to the Government the little piece of land necessary to build this first 
lock, dam, and gate-house, But the War Department assured me the 
other day, when I called there personally upon the subject, that the 
Attorney-General of the United States has stated that the Government 
can not and must not accept, even as a deed of gift, the title to this 

roperty, which can only be acquired by authority of law from this 
ouse. 

All we ask, therefore, is to be permitted to acquire title in the name 
of the Government, so that we can begin the work of improvement. 
As it is the engineer in charge can not take out a cubic yard of stone 
or a shovelful of dirt, and our river which so badly needs improve- 
ment, and the improvement of which will confer so much benefit upon 
the commerce of Nashville, opening up hundreds of miles of rich ter- 
ritory, immense fields of cheap coal, vast areas of valuable timber, 
must be neglected and remain in that condition because the Govern- 
ment has not the right to acquire title to a little piece of land neces- 
sary to construct the first lock and dam. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let meask the gentleman from Tennessee if a pro- 
vision was contained, similar to this resolution, in the last river and 
harbor bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. This resolution was embodied in the last river 
and harbor bill at the request of the Engineer department. In the last 
river and harbor bill the United States Government was authorized to 
orgaan title to the land necessary. But that bill, as the gentleman 
well knows, failed of becoming a law for lack of the signature of the 
President, and hence no work has been done during the past year; and 
I do hope the gentlemen on the other side of the House will make no 
captious opposition, but let this resolution pass. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That bill did not fail for lack of diligence on the 
partof Congress, did it? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I was nota member of the House then, and 
am not prepared to state what reason may be assigned for the failure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee in charge 
of this resolution allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentlemansays that this will not involvea 
total expenditure of over $1,500. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is a large estimate; and every dollar ex- 

snded for this purpose comes out of the appropriation already made. 

t involves no new appropriation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I understand the amount appropriated for this 
improvement is $75,000? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What remedy is there against the expenditure 


of the whole amount for the site? Would not this permit the Govern- 
ment to expend the whole sum for this site alone? 

Mr. McoMILLIN. No, sir; I think not. I now ask the previous 
question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Onemoment. Thereisnothing hereto prevent it. 
My su, ion is to amend the resolution soit shall provide that a por- 
tion of $75,000 appropriated not exceeding $1,500 shall be used for this 


purpose. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I do not think that this is necessary, Mr. Speaker, 
and I say so the more readily because under no circumstances or emer- 
gency will a new appropriation be made for this purpose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘Then why not limit the expenditure? 

Mr. McMILLIN, Because I do not see any necessity for it, and I 
do not wish to make this special by fixing such an amount when in all 
probability none will be required. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Of course, the gentleman does not want to limit 
it. Ifyou do not move the previous question I will offer that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have demanded the previous question. 

Mr. JACKSON rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania rise? 

Mr. JACKSON. To submit a few remarks upon the pending propo- 
sition. 

TheSPEAKERpro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee demands 
the previous question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Idonot like to cutoffany one, but as I demanded 
the previous question before the gentleman rose, I will ask him how 


.much time he desires. 


Mr. JACKSON. Not exceeding ten or fifteen minutes, 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Then I will yield to the gentleman that length 
of time. ; 

Mr. JACKSON withholds his remarks for revision. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. FELTON. Irise to correct the RECORD. I discover that on 
page 495 I am recorded as having voted. I did not vote, being paired 
with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL]. i 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WILKINS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio demands 
the regular order, which is the consideration of bills in the morning 
hour. The call rests with the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
The yeas and nays have been ordered on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill called up by that committee. 

_ Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to inquire whether the ques- 
tion of consideration can now be raised; and if so, I raise that question, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think it would 
be too late. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, ata previous sitting of the House. 
As I understand the rule it is at any time in order to raise the question 
of consideration when the question again comes before the Houtse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not under the rule in the morning 
hour for the consideration of bills. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read clause 5 of Rule XXIV, as follows: 


After the morning hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees 
(or the call completed), the Speaker shall again call the committees in regular 
order for one hour, upon which call each committee, on being named, shall 
have the right to call up for consideration any bill reported by it on a previous 
day on either the House or the Union Calendar. And whenever any com- 
mittee shall have occupied the said hour for one day it shall not bein order for 
such committee to designate any other proposition for consideration until all the 
other committees shall have been called in their turn; and when any proposi- 
tion shall have occupied two hours on this call it shall thereafter remain on 
the Calendar as unfin business and be taken upin its order: Provided, That 
when the hour herein prescribed shall expire while the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the. Union is considering a bill, the said com- 
mittee shall rise without motion therefor. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now will the Chair have the kindness 
to cause to be read the rule with‘regard to the question offconsideration ? 

Mr. WILKINS. That clearly does not apply to the morning hour. 
It applies only to the consideration of bills when taken from the Cal- 
endar for consideration. 

The Clerk read clause 3, of Rule XVI, as follows: 


When any motion or proposition is made, the question, Will the House now 
consider it? shall not be put unless demanded by a meinber. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I submit that the exact question be- 


[See Appendix. ] 
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fore the House now is the one made by the gentleman from Ohio as 
chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency when he pro- 
poses to call up at this stage of the morning hour a bill which was 
under consideration on a previous day in the morning hour, and that 
under the rule it is entirely competent for the House to determine 
whether it will or will not at this time consider this question. 

Under the rule which was first read, suppose that the bill had been 
considered in this hour, that it had been considered the second time in 
the morning hour, then suppose it had gone to the Calendar of Unfin- 
ished Business, and that two weeks hence or a month hence the House 
should go to that Calendar; I submit to the Chair that if at that time 
the House did not wish to consider this bill, but did wish to consider 
some other bill in preference to it, it would certainly be not only in 
accordance with the rule but in unison with the established custom of 
the. House that the House should then determine whether or not it 
should consent to the consideration of this bill. That has been done 
repeatedly. It is always in the power of the House to raise that ques- 
tion and decide that question. 

Suppose this bill were not considered for six months; that the Cal- 
endar of Unfinished Business should then be reached; that the gentle- 
man from Ohio should then call this bill up, but that an appropriation 
bill should be presented to the House or a statement made by the chair- 
mun of the Committee on Appropriations that he desired to cal! up an 
emergency appropriation, would not the question then be one within 
the rule? Would not the House then have the liberty to say whether 
it would consider this bill or would consider the appropriation bill? 
Now, that state of affairs is precisely analogous to the condition of this 
motion at this time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Oh, no. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, The gentleman from Ohio makes a 
specific motion. 

Mr. WILKINS. I have made no motion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman makes what is tan- 
tamount toa motion. He calls up a specific bill. 

Mr. WILKINS. Oh, no; the bill is already up. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman makes something in 
the nature of a motion, and whatever that something is, this House 
has a right to say whether it will or will not consider that something. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to decide the ques- 
tion. The rules which have been read must be taken together. The 
Chair is of opinion, as has been decided before by the Speaker, that in 
this morning hour for the consideration of bills, the committee have 
absolute authority to continue their bill to the end of the morning 
hour, and that the question of consideration can not be made in that 

our. 

Mr. SPRINGER. While that is true, it would be competent for the 
House, would it not, to lay this bill upon the table, to postpone it in- 
definitely, or to recommit it in the morning hour? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is another question. 
Mr. WEAVER. I move that the consideration of this bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] that the yeas and nays have been already 
ordered, so that his motion is not in order at this time. 

THOBE VS. CARLISLE, 

Mr. CRISP. Iask the unanimous consent to interrupt this pro- 
ceeding for a moment to present a privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on Elections. I would not make this request only that the com- 
mittee is in session, and I am obliged to return to the committee-room. 

There was no objection. e 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Elections, submitted a reportin 
the case of George H. Thobe rs. John G. Carlisle, from the Sixth dis- 
trict of Kentucky. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for the reading of that report. 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I only 
wanted to occupy the time. 

Mr. CRISP. The report is presented now only to be printed and 
placed upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be made, 

Mr. CRISP. By direction of the Committee on Elections I ask for 
the minority the privilege of filing their views, the privilege to extend 
until 2 o’clock to-morrow, and also that their views, when filed, be 
printed with the report of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. I give notice now to the House that I hope they will 
be ready by Friday, at furthest, to consider this case. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that my 
only object in calling for the reading of the report was simply to use up 
the morning hour. Idid not care to hear the report read at this time. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman’s 
request in that light. 


In the absence of objection that order 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WILKINS. I wish to know whether this time that has been 
occupied on the question of order comes out of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move to lay the pending bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Iowa that there is another motion now pending, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. WEAVER. Does that cut off the right to move to lay the bill 
on the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be recognized for 
that purpose after the yeas and nays are taken. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WILKINS. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I think I can of- 
fer a solution of this whole difficulty. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I hope the gentleman will do so. 

Mr. WILKINS. If the gentleman will permit me to make one state- 
ment, I think I can. 

Mr. WEAVER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion to ad- 
journ, if it is insisted upon. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I withdraw the motion to adjourn in 
order to give the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILKINS] an opportunity 
to make his statement. 

Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, when this House adjourned last Thurs- 
day it had under consideration the bill that we seek to bring up this 
morning. On that day I moved the previous question upon that bill. 
This morning, with the consent of the House, I desire to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question. I propose to yield the floor 
and let discussion go on until the expiration of the morning hour 
rather than that this House and the country should be treated toa 
spectacle of statesmanship such as that which we had here last Thurs- 
day, filibustering a bill that the majority of this House desired to pass. 
With the consent of the House, then, I will withdraw the demand for 
the previous question, yield the floor, and let the gentlemen who oppose 
the bill take the floor and go on with the discussion until the expira- 
tion of the morning hour. That ends the matter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

Mr. WILKINS. Very well; the gentlemen can go on filibusterin; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So far as filibustering is concern 
you have made an attempt here to gag the House. 

Mr. WILKINS. No, sir; there is no such disposition. I appeal to 
the House as to whether I have made any attempt to gag anybody. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, well, that is the effect of it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiaua. The gagging has been on the other side. 

Mr. WEAVER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Will the Chair state precisely the 
present position of affairs? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the position of the 
question. The yeas and nays have been ordered on the demand for the 
previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I insist on my motion that this bill lie on the 
table—a motion which takes precedence of the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the yeas 
and nays have been already ordered. 

Mr. WEAVER. But the call had not commenced; and the motion to 
lay on the table iakes precedence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only motion in order would be to 
reconsider the vote by which the House ordered the yeas and nays, 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘Then I move to reconsider that vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to make a parliamentary in- 

niry. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WILKINS] will insist on pressing this measure to a vote— 

Mr. WILKINS. I shall. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And let gentlemen on the other side take 
the responsibility of the manner in which they are opposing it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So far as I am concerned —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] moves to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered upon ordering the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the pending bill. 

The question being taken there were—ayes 14, noes 144. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

Mr. WILKINS, No quorum is necessary on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is necessary on the motion 
to reconsider. No quorum having appeared, the Chair will order tellers. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr.. WILKINS] and the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. May 
we not have the yeas and nays upon this question? 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. lar order ! 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let us have the yeas and nays. I call 
for them. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WILKINS. Inow move to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider. That is in order, I believe. 

Mr. WEAVER. The point of ‘‘no quorum” has been made, and 
the House is about to divide by tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair directed the tellers to take 
their places, no quorum having voted. ` 

The House again divided; and the tellers proceeded to count the vote. 

Mr. WILKINS. I appeal to the gentleman from Iowa whether he 
will not consent to consider the morning hour as now closed, or to let 
. it runon until it is closed, and he can do what he likes with it—con- 
tinue the discussion if he pleases—and then at the close of the morning 
hour let this bill go upon the Calendar as unfinished business, That 
is all our side of the House desires. I am, myself, not unwilling that 
shall be done. 

Mr, WEAVER. ‘Thatis not the appeal made by the gentleman from 
Ohio awhile ago. If he now wishes it to go upon the Calendaras un- 
finished business, why let it go there. That was not his proposition; 
but now if he pro to let it go over as unfinished business Ido not 
know that I shall make any objection. ` 

Mr. WILKINS. When I made my statement in the beginning, I 
offered to withdraw the demand for the previous question. If it be 
now considered by unanimous consent that at the expiration of the 
morning hour this bill shall go over as unfinished business, I am will- 
ing to yield the floor to the gentleman from Iowa and let him control 
what remains of the morning hour as he pleases. 


Mr. WEAVE I was dealing with it as I pleased. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Nb catsuit The gentleman says there was no arrangement pro- 
to him—— 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not say that—— 

Mr. WILKINS. By which this bill might go over. 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not say that. I merely took the floor and 


made this motion. Ifthe gentleman wants it to go over as unfinished 
business, I have no objection; none at all. 

Mr. WILKINS. It isunderstood, then, that the morning hour is now 
closed. 

Mr. WEAVER. There is no understanding about it. The tellers 
are still counting the vote, and the House is still dividing. 

Mr. WILKINS. The tellers have gotten through with the count, 
and I ask that the vote be announced by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers report ayes 12, noes 151. 
So the House refuses to reconsider the vote ordering the yeas and nays 
on the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WEAVER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But this is amotion to reconsider the 
vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered on the demand for the 
previous question, and the yeas and nays have been refused. 

Mr. WEAVER. But I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
reconsider. 3 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Idemandeđd the yeas and naysand they 
were refused. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move to lay this bill upon the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already decided, after 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, that motion is not in order. 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to make a point of order. < 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. The point I make is, that the motion tolay on the 
table takes precedence. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thereis no doubt, up to a certain point, 
the motion to lay on the table does take precedence. The yeas and 
nays were ordered, and the Chair understands some names were called 
and some responses were made. - 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘The Clerk had not begun the call of the yeas and 


nays. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk states that the call had been 

There is at least no official recognition of the fact. [Cries of 

“ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. WEAVER. What is the ruling of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the gentleman’s motion is out of 
order. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I move that the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Pending that motion, I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes none, noes 38. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. AN- 
DERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. WILKINS. 

Mr. WILKINS. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Phat when the House adjourns to-day, 
it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I suggest, by unanimons consent, the 
morning hour be considered as having expired. 

Mr. WILKINS. I hope that will be done. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Weare simply performing for the amuse- 
ment of the galleries. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object to the gentleman debating 
the proposition. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the morning hour 
being considered as having expired? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

_ Mr. WILKINS. I move to take up the unfinished business for con- 
sideration. It is the bill (H. R. 1733) to provide for the issue of cir- 
culating notes to national banking associations. 

Mr. WEAVER. Imove when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will Stata: it. ge 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is whether it is not now in order to 
raise the question of consideration against this bill? 

Mr. WEAVER. There is no question about that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If it isin order, I raise that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Iowa that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. WEAVER. I withdraw that motion temporarily. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I raise the question of consideration 
pannat this bill, and on that motion would like to be heard for a mo- 
men 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I raise the question of consideration, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House now 
consider the bill which comes over as unfinished business? 

: The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 119, noes 

0. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. 

Mr. WILKINS. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion. 
Mr. WEAVER. Pending that I move that the House do now adjourn, 
Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
A mr, SPRINGER. Under clause 6 of Rule XXIV itis provided as 
olluws: 
After the hour under the preceding clause shall have been occupied— 

That is, the hour for consideration— 
it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business in 
which the House may haye been engaged at the adjournment. 

Now, I do not understand that this presents that kind of a question. 
This is not unfinished business of the character contemplated by the 
rule, or business in which the House was engaged at adjournment. It 
is simply unfinished business under the morning hour for consideration, 
and goes on the Calendar without any special privileges. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call theattention of the gentleman from Ilinois 
to the fact that he has not read the latter part of this clause, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will read it. The last clause is: 

And it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of all other unfinished 
business whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order. 


That, however, the gentleman will see has no relation to the ques- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the point of 
order comes too late. The question of consideration was pending; a 
motion had been made, and a vote was being taken upon that motion. 

The gentleman from Iowa moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If, however, it should be decided that the House _ 


proceeds to consider this, then the point of order would be in time, 


would it not? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. After that the House would have de- 


cided to consider it. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order, which is the motion to 

adjourn. > 
PACIFIC LAND-GRANT RAILROAD INVESTIGATION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion to adjourn the 
Chair will lay before the House a message from the President of the 
United States. - 

The message was read, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

On the 3d day of March last an act was passed authorizing the appointment 
of three commissioners who should investigate the affairs of such railroads as 
have received aid from the United States Government. Among other things, 
the contemplated investigation included a history of the construction of these 
roads, their relations and indebtedness to the Government, and the question 
whether, in the interest of the United States, any extension for the time of the 
performance of the obligations of said roads to the Government should bo 
granted; and if so, the said commissioners were directed to submit a scheme 
for such extension. 

The-commissioners were further directed by suid act to report.in full to the 
President upon all the matters submitted to them, and he was by said act re- 
quired to forward said report to Congress with such recommendations or com- 
ments as he should see fit to make in the premises. 

The commissioners, immediately after their selection, entered upon the dis- 
charge of their duties, and have prosecuted their inquiries with commendable 
industry, intelligence, and thoroughness, A large amount of testimony has 


been taken, and all the facts have been develo which ap to be necessary 
for the consideration of the questions arising from the condition of these aided 
railroads and their relations to the Government, 
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The commissioners haye, however, been unable to agree = the manner 
in which these railroads should be treated respecting their indebtedness to the 
United States, or to unite upon the plan best calculated to secure the payment 
of ferent HO ‘ited in the parati ft rts, both of 

ent resu pre ion of two repo: o 
which are herewith submitted to the Congress, 

These reports exhibit such transactions and schemes connected with the con- 
struction of the aided roads and their management, and s the invention 
of such devices on the part of those having them in charge, for the apparent 
purpose of defeating any chance for the Government’sreimbursement, that any 
adjustment or plan of settlement should be predicated upon the substantial 
peer of ae vernment rather than any forbearance or generosity deseryed 

y the companies, 

The wide publication which has already been given to the substance of the 
commissi reports obviates the necessity of detailing in this communi- 
cation the facts found upon the investigation. 

The majority report, while condemning the methods adopted by those who 
formerly charge of the Union Pacific Railroad, declares that since its pres- 
ent management was inaugurated, in 1884, its affairs have been iny and pru- 
dently conducted, and that the present administration “ has devoted itself hon- 
estly and intelligently to the herculean task of rescuing the Union Pacific Rail- 
way from the insolvency which seriously threatened itat the inception ofits 
work; that it has devoted itself, by rigid economy, by intelligent management, 
and by an application of every dollar of the earning capacity of the system to 
its improvement and betterment, to place that company on a sound and en- 
during financial foundation.” 

The condition of the present management of the Union Pacific Company has 
an important bearing upon its ability to comply with the terms of any settle- 
ment of its indebtedness which may be offe by the Government. 

The majority of the commission are in favor of an extension of the time for 
the Lo Sear of the Government indebtedness of these companies, upon certain 
conditions. But the chairman of the commission, presenting the minority re- 
port, recommends, both u inciple and policy, the institution of proceed- 

ngs for the forfeiture of the rs of the corporations, and the winding up 
of their affairs. 

I have been furnished with a statement, or argument, in defense of the trans- 
actions connected with the construction of the Central Pacific Road and its 
branch lines, from which it may not be amiss to quote, for the purpose of show- 
ing how some of the operations of the directors of such road, strongly condemned 
by the commissioners, are defended by the directors t selves, After speak- 
ing of a contract for the construction of one of these branch lines by & corpora- 
tion, called the Contract and Finance Company, owned by certain directors of 
tho Central Pacific Railroad, this language is used: 

"It may be said of this contract, as of many others that were let to the differ- 
ent construction companies, in which the directors of the Central Pacific have 
been stockholders, that they built the road with the moneys furnished by them- 
selves and had the road for their outlay. In other words, they paid to the con- 
struction company the bonds and stock of the rail so constructed, and 
waited until such time as they could develop sufficient business on the road 
built to induce the publicto buy the bonds or the stock. If the country through 
which the railroad ran developed sufficient business, then the project wasa suc- 
cess; if it did not, then the operation wasa loss. These gentlemen took all 
the responsibility; any loss occurring was necessarily theirs, and of right the 
profit belonged to them, 

“ But it is said that they violated a well-known rule of equity in dealing with 
themselves; that they were trustees, and that they were representing both sides 
of the contract. z r: = 

“ The answeris that they did not find anybody else to deal with. They could 
not find any one who would take the chance of building a road through what 
was then an almost uninhabited country, and accept the bonds and stock of 
the road in payment. And when it is said that they were trustees, if they did 
occupy such relation it was merely technical, for they represented only their 
own interests on both sides, there being no one else concerned in the transac- 
tion, They became the incorporators of the company that was to build the 
road, subscribed for its stock and were the only subscribers. Therefore it is 
difficult to see how any one was wronged by their action. The rule of equity 
invoked, which has its origin in the injunction, no man can serve two masters, 
certainly did notapply tothem, because they werg acting in their own interests 
and were not charged with the duty of caring for others’ rights, there being no 
other persons interested in the subject-matter.” 

In view of this statement and the facts developed in the Commissioners’ re- 
ports, it seems proper to recall the grants and benefits derived from the Gen- 
eral Government by both the Union and Central Pacific Companies for the pur- 
pose of aiding the construction of their roads, 

By an act passed in 1862 it was provided thatthere should be advanced to said 
companies by the United States,to aid in such construction, the bonds of the 
Government amounting to $16,000 for every mile constructed, as often as a sec- 
tion of 40 miles of said roads should be built; that there should also be granted to 
said companies upon the completion of every said section of 40 miles of road five 
entire sections of public land for each mile so built; that the entire charges 
earned by said roads on account of transportation and service for the Govern- 
ment should be applet to the reimbursement of the bonds advanced by the 
United States and the interest thereon; and that to secure the repayment of the 
bonds so advanced, and interest, the issue and delivery to said companies of said 
bonds should constitute a first mortgage on the whole line of their roads, and 
on their rolling stock, fixtures, and property of every kind and description. 

‘The liberal donations, advances, and privileges provided forin this law were 
granted by the General Government for the p of securing the construc- 
tion of these roads, which would complete the connection between our eastern 
and western coasts; and they were based upon a consideration of the public 
benefits which would accrue to the entire country from such construction. 


But the projectors of these were not content, and the sentiment which 
then seemed to pervade the Congress had not reached the limit of its generosity. 
‘Two years after the passage of this law it was supplemented and amended in 


various important particulars in favor of these companies by an act which pro- 
vided, among other things, that the bonds, at the rate already specified, should 
be delivered upon the completion of sections of 20 miles in len, instead of 
40 ; that the lands to be conveyed to said companies on the completion of each 
section of said roads should be ten sections per mile instead of five; that only 
half of the charges for transportation and service due from time to time from 
the United States should be retained and applied to the advances made to said 
companies by the Government—thus obliging immediate inent to its debtor 
of the other of said charges—and that the lien of the United States tosecure 
the reimbursement of the amount advanced to said companies in bonds, which 
lien was declared by the law of 1862 to constitute s first mortgage upon Áll the 
propert» of said companies, should become a A BENE lien and be subordinated 
to a mortgage which the sampanie were 4 Be e amendatory act authorized to 
execute to secure bonds which they might from time to time issue in sums not 
exoceding the amount of the United States bonds which should be adyanced to 
em. 
‘The immense advantages to the companies of this amendatory act are s 

ent; andin these days we may well wonder that even the ei fremra s$ lic 
Importo of the construction of these roads induced what must now ap 

= & rather reckless and unguarded appropriation of the publicfunds and the 

ublic domain. 


lof the bonds which have been 
advanced is 023,512,as given in the reports of the commissioners; the in- 
terest to November 1, 1587, is calculated to be $76,024,206.58, making an a; 

at the date named of $140,047,715.58.. The interest calculated ity 
of the bonds added to the principal produces an of $178,884,759.50. 
Sites 000 Lag amounts there has been repaid by the companies sum of 

It is almost needless to state that the companies have availed themselves to 
the utmost extent of the permission given them to issue their bonds and to 
mortgage their property to secure the payment of the same, by an incumbrance 
having peererente of the Government's lien and precisely equal to itin amount. 

It will be seen that there was available for the building of each mile of these 
roads $16,000 of United States bonds, due in thirty years, with 6 per cent. inter- 
est; $16,000 in bonds of the companies, secured by a first mortgage on all their 
property, and ten sections of Government land, to say nothing of the stock of 

e companies, 

When the relations created between the Government and these companies by 
the legislation to are considered, it is astonishing that the claim should 
be made that the directors of these roads owed no duty except to themselves in 
their construction; that they need regard no interests but their own, and that 
they were justified in contracting with themselves and making such bargains 
as resulted in conveying to their kets all the assets of the companies. Asa 
lienor the Government was vitally interested in the amount of the mortgage 
to which its security had been subordinated; and it had the right to insist that 
none of the bonds secured by this prior mortgage should be issued fraudulently 
orfor the purpose of division among the stockholders without consideration, 

‘Phe doctrine of complete independence on the part of the directors of these * 
companies and their om from any obligation to care for other interests 
than their own in the construction of these roads seems to have developed the 
natural consequences of its application, portrayed as follows in the majority re- 
port of the commissioners: A 

“The result is that those who have controlled and directed the construction 
and development of these companies have become of their surplus as- 
sets through issues of bonds, stocks, and payment of dividends voted by them- 
selves, while the great creditor, the United States, finds itself substantially 
without adequate security for the repayment of its loans.” 

‘The laws enacted in aid of these. roads, while they illustrated a profuse liber- 
ality and a generous surrender of the Government's advantages, which it is 
hoped experience has corrected, were nevertheless passed upon the theory that 
the roads should be constructed according to the common rules of business 
fairness and duty, and that their value and their ability to pay theirdebts should 
not be impaired by unfair manipulations; and w. the Government subordi- 
nated its lien to another it was in the expectation that the prior lien would rep- 
resent in its amount only such bonds as should be necessarily issued by the 
companies for the construction of their roads at fair prices,agreed upon in an 
honest way between real and substantial es, For the purpose of savingor 
improving the security afforded by its junior lien the Government should have 
the right now to purge this paramount lien of all that is fraudulent, fictitious, 
or unconscionable. If the transfer to innocent hands of bonds of this character 
secured by such first mortgage prevents their cancellation, it might be well to 
seek a remedy against those who issued and transferred them, If legislation 
is needed to secure such a remedy, the Congress-can readily supply it. 

I desire to call attention also to the fact that if all that was to be done on the 


Underthe See of these laws the princi 


fected, and if the failure of such companies to perf 
of the contract justifies such a course, the Congress to 
withhold further performance on the partof the Government. If donated lands 
are not yet granted to these companies, and if their violations of contract and of 
duty are such asin justice and morals forfeit their rights to such lands, Con- 
gressional action should intervene and prevent further consummation. Execu- 
tive power mnst be exercised according to existing laws, and executive discre- 
tion is Rey not broad enough to reach such difficulties. 

The California and Oregon.Railroad is now a part of the Central Pacific re 
tem,and isa lan t road. Its construction has carried on with the 
eame features and incidents which have characterized the other constructions 


of the advances made by the 
Government. I believe that our efforts should be in a more practical direction, 
and should tend, with no condonation of wrong-doing, to the collection by the 
Government, on be! of the people, of the public money now in jeopardy. 

While the plan presented by a majority of the eommission appears to be well 
devised and givesat least partial promise of the resultssought, the fact will not 
escape attention that its success depends upon its acceptance by the companies 
and their ability to perform its conditions after acceptance. Itis exceedingly. 

mportant that any adjustment now made should be finaland effective. Theso 

considerations suggest the possibility that the no proposed in the major- 
ity cae might well be applied to a part only of these aided railroad com- 
panies, 

‘The settlement and determination of the questions involved are peculiarly 
within the province of the Congress. The subject hasbeen made quite a familiar 
one by Congressionaldiscussion. This is now supplemented in a valuable man- 
ner by the facts presented in the reports herewith submitted, 

The public interest urges prompt and efficient action. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 17, 1588. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the message and accompanying 
documents be referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask whether the report, spoken of 
there, embraces the minority as well as the majority report. Are the 
two to be printed together with the message? er 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a note appended to this mes- 
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sage which may indicate the papers which accompany it. . The Chair 
will cause the Clerk to read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Nore.—The testimony taken by the commission accompanies the copy of 
this message to the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My motion is to print both of the reports with 
the accompanying message. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The testimony will be printed by the Senate, hav- 
ing been referred to that body. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear the exact language of the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOLMES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


` The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMES. Does the motion embrace the printing of the evi- 
dence also? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has gone to the Senate, and the 


Chair is informed will he printed there, according to custom. 

Mr. NELSON. Letus ERSA whether this motion will include 
the printing of the minority report of Governor Pattison? 

Mr. DALL, Thatis what I am trying to find out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My motion is to print both reports, and the 

` accompanying message of the President. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understood, and supposes 
that the testimony will be printed by order of the Senate, and accom- 
pany the reports. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The testimony having been referred to the Senate, 
it will be printed by that body, and if an order were made by the House 
now it would simply duplicate this printing. 

~ Mr. RANDALL. The questionis, are the two reports here with the 
message, so that they may be printed together ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that both are 
here and in print. 

The motion of Mr. RICHARDSON was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that he had perhaps better have a larger number 
of the copies of the reports printed than is usually the case, as these 
are very important. 

s Mr. HOLMAN. That would necessarily go to the Committee on 
rinting. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was going to offer a resolution to print extra 
copies, and ask its reference to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman will permit me I will sub- 
mit this resolution : 

10,000 copies of the President’s message, and the accom; ing reports 
of the Paciie Railway Commission, be printed rg the use of the House. ms 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Itrust my friend will not order so many that we 
will never get the reports from the office. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection this resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

ne no objection, and it was so ordered. [Cries of ‘‘Regular 
order!” 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
yield to me a moment, to offer a resolution? 

Mr. WEAVER. Iwill temporarily withdraw the motion to adjourn 
for that purpose. 

PRINTING PRESENT TARIFF LAW. ` 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to offer the resolutidh I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 10,000 copies of the 
tariff law as now in force. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WEAVER. Pending the motion to adjourn, I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Thursday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion has been voted down, and 
it is not in order. 
- Mr. WEAVER. Then I move thatwhen the House adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Friday. 

The question being taken on Mr. WEAVER’S motion, there were— 
ayes 3, noes 92. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

Mr. WILKINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
7 in the affirmative—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. WILKINS. Count the other side. 

The negative vote being taken, there were—noes 23. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The affirmative being more than one- 
fifth of the whole vote, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is not required to order the 
yeas and nays. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Towa, that when the House adjourns it be to meet on Friday next. 


The question was taken; and there were—yea 1, nays 248, not voting 


74, as follows: 
YEA—1. 
Smith. 
NAYS—2s, 
Abboit, Davidson, R. H. M. La Follette, 
A Davis, n, 
Allen, Ò. H. Dibble Laidlaw, 
Allen, E. P. Dingley, rd, 
Anderson, C. L, ‘kery, Landes, 
Anderson, G. A. Dorsey, e, 
Anderson, J. A. Dunham, Lanham, 
Arnold, Dunn, Latham, 
Atkinson, Elliott, Lawler, 
Baker, Jehu Enloe, e, 
Bankhead, Ermentrout, Lehibach, 
Barnes, Farquhar, Long, 
Bayne, Felton, Mahoney, 
Biggs, Finley, Mansur, | 
Bingham, Fitch, Martin, * 
Blanchard, Flood, Mason, 
Bliss, Foran, Matson, 
Blount, Ford, McAdoo, 
thman, Forney, MeClamm 
Bound, Fuller, McCormick, 
Boutelle, Funston, McCreary, 
Bowden, Give, MeCullogh, 
Bowen eKenna, 
Breckinridge, O.R. ay: McKinley, 
Breckinridge, WCP Gibson, McKinney, 
rewer, Glass, MeMillin, 
Brower, Greenman, McRae, 
Browne, T. H. B. Grimes, McShane, 
Browne, T. Grosvenor, Milliken. 
Brown, C, Grout, Mills, 
Brice, Guenther, Moffitt, 
Buchanan Hall, Montgomery, 
Buckalew, Hare, oi i 
Bunnell, Harmer, Morrill, 
Burnett, atch, orse, 
Burrows, Haugen, Neal, 
Butler, Hemphill, Nelson, 
Campbell, Felix . Henderson, D, B. Newton, 
ane, J.E. Henderson, J. S. Nichols, 
Candler, Henderson, T. J. Norwood, 
Cannon, Hiestand, Nutting 
Caruth. Hires, tes, 
Caswell, Hitt, O'Donnell, 
Cheadle, X O'Neill, Charles 
Clardy, Holman, O'Neill, J. J. 
Clark, Holmes, rhe, 
Clements, Hopkins, A. J. Owen, 
Cobb, Hopkins, S. I. Parker, 
Hopkins, S. T. ton, 
Collins, Hovey, Payson, 
Conger, Howard, Peel, 
Cothran, Hudd, Penington, 
Cowles, Hunter, Perkins, 
Cox, Hutton, Perry, 
Crain, Johnston, T. D. Peters, 
Crouse, Jones, Phelan, 
Culberson, Kean, Phelps, 
Cummings, Kennedy, Pidcock, 
Cutcheon, Kerr, Plumb, 
Dalzell, Ketcham, Post, 
£ Kilgore, Pugsley, 
Darlington, oon, Rayner, 
z NOT VOTING—74. 
Allen, J. M. Cooper, Houk, 
Anderson, A. R. Crisp, Jackson, 
Bacon, Davenport, Johnston, J. T. 
Baker, C. S. Davidson, A. C. Kelley, 
Barry, De Lano, Lind, 
Belden, Dougherty, I , 
Belmont, Fisher, Lyman, 
Bland, French, Lynch, 
Brown, J. R. Gaines, acdonald, 
Brumm, Gear, Maffett, 
Burnes, Glover, Maish, 
Butterworth Goff, McCo. 
Bynum, Granger, Merriman, 
Campbell, T. J. Hayden, Moore, 
Carlton, Hayes, Morrow, 
Catchings, eard, O’ Ferrall 
Chipman, Herbert, O'Neal, J. H. 
Cockran, Hermann, Outhwaite, 
Compton, Hooker, dall, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. GLOVER with Mr. GAINES. 


Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. WHITE, of New York. 
Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
Mr. Scotr with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR. 
Mr. Catcuines with Mr. HOUK. 


For this day: 
Mr. Compron with Mr. Gorr. 


Mr. HERBERT with Mr. HAYDEN. 
Mr. ByNuM with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 


Mr. FRENCH with Mr. GEAR. 


Reed, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 


Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Spooner, 
Stabinecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockdale, 
Stone of Ky. 
Stone of Mo. 


Taylor, E. B. 
Thomas, G. M. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Thompson, A. C, 
Thompson, T. L. 
Tillman, 


Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, H.G. 
Vance, 
Vandever, 

Wade, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
W 


Whiting, William 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 

Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Thomas 
Wilson) W. b. 
Wise, 


“Whiting, TR 
Wilkinson. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. JACKSON. 


Mr. BLAND with Mr. KELLEY. 


Mr. STEELE. I desire to state that my colleague from Indiana [Mr. 
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JOHNSTON] is absent attending a meeting of the Committee on Elec- 
tions. If present, he would vote ‘‘no.’’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the consideration of this bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed; and upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DUNHAM. How long are these gentlemen going to carry on 
this kind of a deal? 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not answer that ques- 
tion. The Chair would decide that the motion of the gentleman from 
Iowa for indefinite postponement is not in order at this time, pending 
‘re monon for the previous question. The Chair will have the rule 
read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the question of consideration is withdrawn 
would the motion to indefinitely postpone not then be in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not decide supposi- 
tious cases. 

The Clerk read clause 4 of Rule XVI, as follows: 


When s question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to fix the 
day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lay on the 
table, for the previous question (which motion shall be decided without debate), 
to postpone to aday certain, to refer or amend, orto postpone indefinitely, which 
several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order, and no motion to 
postpone to a day certain, to refer, or to postpone indefinitely, being decided, 
shall be again allowed on the same day at the same stage of the question. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move to lay the pending motion on the table; 
and upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has decided that proposi- 
pa that it is not in order when the yeas and nays have been or- 

ered. 

Mr. WEAVER. What is the pending motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I submit to the Chair that that isa mistake. The 
motion of the gentleman from Iowa is to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, The question of consideration has 
been raised. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the unfinished 

' business be disposed of? What is the unfinished business? Is it not 
the engrossment and third reading of this bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But when that question was stated I 
raised the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The pending question is, Shall the un- 
finished business be now considered ? 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore stated that the 
‘ayes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER called for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 148, noes 58. 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we should have the yeas and nays, Let 
the sense of the House on this bill be taken right now. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 66 members voting therefor. 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the Chair please state the question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the consideration 
of this bill. Shall the bill be now considered? $ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 98, not 
voting 82; as follows: 


NAYS—98. 
Abbott, Forney, McRae, Springer, 
Anderson, A. R. Fuller, McShane, Stahlnecker. 
Anderson, C. Gest, Montgomery, Stewart, Charles 
Anderson, G. A. Gibson, Morgan, Stockdale, 
Anderson, J. A. Glass, Neal, Stone of Mo., 
Baker, Jehu Hare, Norwood, Tarsney, 
Bankhead, Hatch, O'Neill, J. J. ‘Taulbee, 
Biggs, Hogg, Owen, Thomas, O, B. 
Blount, Holman, Payson, Thompson, T. L. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Hooker, Peel, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Hopkins, S.I. Penington, Townshend. 
Candler, Hudd, eters, Turner, E. j. 
Caruth, Kilgore, Phelan, Wade, 
Chipman, Laffoon, Randall, Walker, 
Clardy, La Follette, Richardson, Warner, 
Clements, Lagan, Robertson, Washington, 
Cobb, Lane, Rogers, Weaver, 
Cowles, Lanham, Rowland, Wheeler, 
Culberson, Latham, Sayers, Whiting, J.R. 
Davidson, A. C. Lawler, Seney, Whittkorne, 
Dockery, Lind, Shively, Wilson, W. L. 
Enloe, Macdonald, Simmons, Wise, 
Fisher, nsur, Smith, Yoder. 
Foran, Matson, Snyder, 
Ford, MeMillin, Sowden, 
NOT VOTING—82, 

Adams, Compton, Johnston, J.T. Rayner, 
Allen, J. M. Cooper, Kean, Rockwell, 

con, Cox, Kelley, Romeis, 
Baker, C.S, Crisp, ~ Laird, Rowell, 

Iry, Davenport, Lee, Russell, J. E, 
Belmont, French, Lyman, usk, 
Bland, Funston, Lynch, Sawyer, 
Bliss, Gaines, Maffett, Scott, 
Bowen, Gear, Maish, Spinola, 
Brower, Glover, Martin, Stephenson 
Brown, J. R. ff, McAdoo, Stewart, J. D. 
Brumm, Granger, McComas, Stone of Ky., 
Buchanan, Haugen, McCreary, Symes, 
Burnes, Hayden. Mills, Taylor, J. D. 
Butterworth, Hayes, Moore, ‘Thomas,J. R. 
Bynum, Heard, O’ Ferrall. nee, 
Campbell, T. J. Herbert, O’Neall, J. H. White, J. B. 
Carleton, Hermann, Outhwaite, Wilber, 
Caswell, Houk, Perkins, Woodburn. 
Catchings, Hutton, Plumb, 
Cockran, Jackson Post, 


So the House decided to consider the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There have been so many changes in 
the vote that I think the names had better be read. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. MILIS with Mr. BUCHANAN, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. WEAVER. Pending that motion, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and it was rejected— 
ayes 102, noes 107. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I demand tellers. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tellers are asked for. The Chair will 
appoint the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] and the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. WILKINS] to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 90, noes 92, 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 130, not vot- 
ing 93; as follows: 


YEAS—143. 
Allen, O. H. Dalzell, Hopkins, A. J. Osborne, 
Allen, E. P. ey Hopkins, S.T. Parker, 
Arnold, Darlington Hovey, Patton, 
Atkinson, Davidson, K. H.M. Howard, Perry, 
rnes, vis, Hunter, Phel 
Bayne, De Lano, Johnston, T, D. Pid z 
Belden, Dibble, Jones, Pugsley, 
Bingham, Dingley, Kennedy, Recd, 
Blanchard, rsey, Kerr, ; 
Boothman, «Dougherty, Ketcham, Russell, C. A. 
Bound Dun y Laidlaw, Ryan, 
Boutelle, Dunn, Landes, Scull, 
Bowden, Elliott, Lehlbach, Shaw, 
Breckinridge, WOP Ermentrout, Lodge, Sherman, 
Brewer, rquhar, Long, Spooner, 
Browne,T.H.B. Felton, Mahoney, Steele, 
rowne, = Finley, n, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, C. E. Fiteh, McClammy, Struble, 
Bryce, Flood, McCormick, Taylor, E. B. 
Bunnell, Gallinger, McCullogh, Thomas, G. M, 
Burnett, Gay, McKenna, Thompson, A.C. 
Burrows, Greenman, McKinley, Tracey, 
Butler, Grimes, McKinney, Turner, H. G. 
Campbell, Felix Grosvenor, Merriman, Vandever, W. 
Campbell, J. E. Grout, Milliken, Weber, 
Cannon, Guenther, Moffitt, West, 
Cheadle, l, Morrill, White, S. V. 
rk, er, Morrow, Whiting, William 
Cogswell, Hemphill, orse, Wickham, 
Collins, Henderson, D.B. Nelson, _ Wilkins, 
Conger, Henderson, J.S, Newton, Wilkinson, 
Cothran, Henderson, T.J. Nichols, Williams, 
Crain, Hiestand, Nutting, Wilson, Thomas 
Crouse, ires, Oates, Yardley, 
Cummings, Hitt, O'Donnell, Yost. 
Cutcheon, Holmes, O'Neill, Charles 


YEAS—100, 

Abbott, Enloe, Lee, Seney, 
Anderson, A. R. Fisher, Lind, . Shively, 
Anderson, C. L. Ford, Macdonald, Simmons, 
Anderson, G. A. Forney, nsur, Smith, 
Anderson, J, A, Fuller, Martin, Sowden, 
Atkinson, Glass, McClammy, StahInecker, 
Baker, Jehu Grimes, McCormick, Stewart, Charles 
Bankhead, Hall, McCreary, Stewart, J 
Barn Hare, MeMillin, Stockdale 
Belden, Hatch, c h Stone of Ky. 

iggs, Hayes, Montgomery, Stone of Mo. 
Bliss, Heard, Morgan, Taulbee, 
Blount, Hogg, Neal, Thomp=on, T, L. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Holman, Newton, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Holmes, Norwood, Townshend, 
Candler, Hooker, Payson, Turner, E. J. 
Carleton, Hopkins, 8,1. Peel, Turner, H. G. 
Caruth, Hovey, - Penington, Wade, 
Chipman, Hudd, Peters, Walker, 
Clardy, Hutton, Phelan, Washington, 
Clements Kilgore, Randall, Weaver, 
Cobb, Lagan, Richardson, Whiting, J. R. 
Culberson, Lane, Robertson, Whitthorne, 
Davidson, A.C, Lanham, Rogers, Wilson, W.L 
Dockery, Latham, Sayers, Yoder. 

NAYS—130. 

Adains, Bayne, Bowden, Bryce, 
Allen, C. H. Blanchard, Brower, Bunnell, 
Allen, E. P, Boothman Browne, T. M. Burrows, 

rnold, Boutelle, Brown, C. E, Butler, 
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Campbell, J. E. Gallinger, McComas, Rowland, 

nm, Gay, MeCullogh, Russell, C. A. 
Caswell, Gest, McKenna, Ryan, 
Cheadle, Grosvenor, McKinley, Sa T, 
Clark, Grow McKinney, Scull, 

well, Guenther, Merriman, She: 

lins, rmer, Moffitt, J. H. Spooner, 
Conger, Haugen, Morrow, Steele, 
Cothran, Hemphill, forse, heer 
Cowles, Henderson, D.B. Nelson, Stewart, J. 
Crain, Henderson, J.S. Nichols, y 
Cutcheon, Henderson,T.J. Nutting, Thomas, G. M. 

Hermann, Oates, Thomas, 0. B. 

i Hiestand, O'Donnell, eo Cc 
Darlington, Hires, O'Neill, Charles 
Davidson, R.H.M. Hopkins, A. J. ONeill, J.J. Wausaral, 

vis, Howard, Osborne, Warner, 
De Lano, Hunter, Owen, Weber, 
Dibble, Jones, Parker, West, 
Dingley, Kean, Patton, White, S. V. 

7 Kennedy, Perkins, Whiting, William 
Dougherty, Kerr, erry, Wickham, 
Dunham, Ketcham, Phelps, Wilber, F 
Elliott, La Follette, Pidcock, Wilkins, 
Ermentrout, Laidlaw, Pugsley, Williams, 
Fitch, Landes, Reed, iison, Thomas 
Flood, Lehibath, Rice, Yardley. 
Funston, Long, Romeis, 

Gaines, Mason, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—93. 

Allen, J. M. Cooper, Johnston, J. T. Rayner, 
Bacon, Cox, Johnston, T. D. Rockwell, 
Baker, C.S. Crisp, Kelley, Russell, 
Barry, ouse, Lafoon Rusk, 
Belmont, Cummings, Iaird, Scott, 
Bingham, Davenport, Lawler, Shaw, 
Bland, Dunn, Lodge, Snyder, 
arm, Farquhar, Lyman, Spinola, 
Bow Felton, Lynch, Springer, 
Breckinridge, WOP Eisley, Maffett, Struble, 
Brewer, Fora Mahoney, Tarsney, 
Browne, T.H.B. F ce Maish, Taylor, E. B. 
Brown, J. R. Gear, Matson, Taylor, J.D. 
Brumm, Gibson, McAdoo, Thomas, J. 
Buchanan, Glover, McShane, nee, 
Burnes, fF, Milliken, Wheeler, 
Burnett, Granger, Mills, White, J. B. 
Butterworth, Greenman, oore, aine, 
Bynum, Hayden, Morrill, 
Campbell, Felix Herbert, O’Ferrall, Woolburn, 
Campbell, T. J. Hitt, O’Neall, J.H. Yost. 
Catchings, Hopkins, 8, T. Outhwaite, 

- Cockran, Houk, Plumb, 
Compton, Jackson, Post, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 
During the roll-call the following proceedings took place: 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Myo lague [Mr. BERWI] isdetained 
at his room by sickness. If he were here, he would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr, Speaker, I desire to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the hall when 
his name was called? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I was notin, butlet me explain. I understand 
that the Committee on Elections have permission to sit during the ses- 
sions of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a good excuse for not voting, 
but the Chair can ets entertain the request of the gentleman to be al- 
lowed to vote now. 

Mr. MAISH. I voted under the apprehension that I had a right to 
vote because the Committee on Elections has leave to sit whilst the 
House is in session. Iam, however, in the same position as the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, and I therefore ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ER. Idesire to say that if I had been present when 
my name was called, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Mr. WILKINS. Task unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names of members voting. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, ei Mr. WEAVER objected. 

The following additional pairs, for the rest of the day, were announced: 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Brees with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. Larroon with Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. StRUBLE, 

Mr. Yost with Mr. SNYDER. 

Mr. Gipson with Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. BRUMM, on this question. 

The result of the vote was announced, as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ] for a recess, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If the House will permit me to make 
a suggestion, by unanimous consent—— 


Several MEMBERS ar order. 
Mr. WILKINS. I hope the gentleman from Kansas may be heard. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none; and the caer: will proceed. 

Mr. ANDE IN, of Kansas. After conversation with the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill, I wish to say—and I am speaking only for 
myself—that I have been working to obtain debate and an opportunity 


to present amendments to this bill. As I understand the gentleman, 
sage is aow willing for that— 
HEON. He offered such opportunity several hours ago. 

Mr ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh,no. The demand for the previous 
question was pending all the time. 

Mr. WEAVER. We can not hear what is being said. 

oe SPEAKER pro tempore. The House seems to be in admirable 
order. Š 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio whether it would be agreeable to him that when this bill comes 
up again—it is now late—there shall be opportunity for debate and for 
offering amendments. 

Mr. WILKINS. Most assuredly. I have said that all the time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ido notso understand. The gentle- 
man has constantly had the previous question pending. 

Mr. WILKINS. Ihave offered to withdraw the previous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes; but you would not agree that 
we should amend. 

Mr. WILKINS. Iam quite willing that the gentleman shall discuss 
and amend to his heart’s content. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is what we could not do with 
your motion pending for the previous question, Now, I make thesug- 
gestion for myself only, that the House adjourn—it is now late—and 
when this bill comes up again that the gentleman allow us opportu- 
nity for debate and amendment. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say for one that I am not 
willing to makeany agreement which will facilitate the passage of this 
bill, a measure which I believe to be pernicious. I have no objection 
to a season of debate on the bill when it comes up ayain, but I notify 
the gentleman from Ohio and the House now, that I shall try to defeat 
this bill. If not able to do so otherwise, I shall try to accomplish that 
end by applying properly the parliamentary rules of this House. To 
defeat the measure is my object, and I will not under any circum- 
stances agree to any course which will facilitate its passage. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Allow me to say—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Justa moment. [Ronewed cries of 
* Regular order !’ T 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
the gentleman from Kansas is out of order. The question is on the 
gentleman’s motion that the House take a recess till 8 o’clock this 
evening. 

The question being taken, the motion was not agreed to, there be- 
ing—ayes none, noes 171. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division. 

Mr. WEAVER. I now move that the House adjourn. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Amessage from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 3318) 
relating to permissible marks, printing or writing, upon second, third, 
and fourth class matter, and to amend the twenty-second and twenty- 
third sections of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1880, and for other p 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the coneurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 
Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, in Arkansas; 

A bill (S. 426) granting to the city of Colorado Springs, in the State 
of Colorado, certain lands therein described for water reservoirs; 

A bill (S. 447) to amend the laws relating to inspection of steam- 
vessels; an 

A bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and Indian _ 
women. 

Mr. WILKINS. It has been demonstrated we have votes enough to 

this bill, and therefore I move the House adjourn 

The motion of Mr, WILKINS was agreed to; and apoordingiy (at 4 

o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

The following bills and joint resolutions of a private nature were in- 
troduced, severally ordered to be printed, and referred as follows, 
namely: 

By Mtr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5342) for the relief of the heirs 
of Julius B. Litton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 5343) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Damm—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5344) granting a pension to Franklin Williams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5345) granting a pension to H. H. Springsteen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 5346) for the relief 
of the heirs of Joshua Franklin—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5347) for the relief of Levander Jenkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5348) for therelief of Jacob Berg—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton 
Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5350) for the relief of Charles W. Preddy—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 5351) for the relief of W, 
C. Reed—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 5352) to grant an American regis- 
ter to the foreign-built bark Nordstjernen—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 5353) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth Wood—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5354) for the relief of Margaret S. Fain—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 5355) for the reliefof Henry H. Ep- 
ping and Alexander M. Brannan, administrators of S. H. Hill—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 5356) granting a pension to Eliza 
Etnire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5357) to correct the name in the discharge certifi- 
cate of John Higgins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R 5358) correcting the military record of Ireneus 
Shortri to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5359) to correct the military record of Charles F. 
Worden—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5360) to correct the military record of William T. 
Shaffer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5361) to correct the military record of Lorentz 
Radky—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5362) for the relief of 
Michael Piggott—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5363) granting a pension to David Johnson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 5364) granting a pension to Mary 
Whipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 5365) granting a pension to John 
Lossing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 5366) granting a pension to. Eveline 
Springer—to the tun on ayers Pensions. ; 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 5367 ting a pension to George 
Shadbolt—to the Committee on Donla Penista. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5368) to remove the'charge 
of desertion from the military record of Isaac W. Lykins—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5369) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
ee record of Joseph P. Warder—to the Committee on Military 

airs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5370) for the erection of a public building in the 
ay 9r Mayee; Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of William Thompson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H, R. 5372) for the relief of the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company of Canada—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 5373) to change the location of a 
certain alley in the city of Washington—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 5374) for the relief of Isaac Slocam— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 5375) for the relief of James M. 
Newman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAIRD: A bill (H.R. 5376) for the relief of Thomas Fletcher 
Foley, alias Thomas Fletcher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 5377) for the relief of Jacob Fast- 
nacht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 5379) for the relief of Mrs. Catha- 
rine Barry Meeha—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 5380) for the relief of Margaret 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5381) for the relief of Elizabeth Meyers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: A bill (H. R. 5382) to grant relief to William 
Bliss—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIRES: A bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pension to George 
W. Flowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 5384) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Cornelius Valentine—to the Com- 
m iy Me, WILBER. A bill ( ) gran pensi 

y Mr. oR: ill (H. R. 5385 ing a ion to M: 
. ~G. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Leet = 
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By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 5386) for the relief of Hallam El- 
dridge and Mary Ann Montgomery, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WEST: A bill (H. R. 5387) for the relief of Mrs. Esther P. 
Hutchinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, $ 
By Mr. ROMEIS: A bill (H. R. 5388) granting a pension to Eliza- 


-| beth Buffington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 5389) granting a pension to 
Rosa Speith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to John 
Limeric—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 5391) granting a pension 
to Elmer A. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5392) for the relief of Eugene 
Cross—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5393) for the relief of E. W. Tonnsley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5394) for the relief of Cuthbertson Small—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5395) to grant a pension to Elizabeth Bauer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5396) granting a pension to 8. F. Mannington— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5397) granting a pension to Charlotte Meyer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Catherine Hays—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5399) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5400) granting a pension to C. A. Hackney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5401) for the payment of the funeral expenses of 
Lieut. John G. Kyle—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 5402) granting a pension to Capt. Daniel 
Shock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 5403) for the relief of Henry C. 
Kerr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 5404) granting a pension to Lena 
Kebler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 5405) for the relief of M. C. Morde- 
cai—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 5406) for the relief of John Henry Har- 
rover—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5407) for the relief of John A. Fairfax—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Emma F. Read—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Resolutions of Henry Baxter Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Jonesville, Mich., in favor of service-pension 
bill now pending—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Papers in the claims of William Martin, of 
Eveline J. Dilworth, and of William H. Dodson, of Alcorn County, 


Mississippi. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Papers in the claimsof James B. Box, and 
of Susan Day, late Boyd, executrix of Caroline Boyd, of Newton County; 
of W. B. Coates, of Madison County; and of Moses H. Lack, of Ira A. 
Sprouse, of T. M. Patrick, administrator, and of F. B. A. Meador, of 
Scott County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Petition of 55 citizens of Virginia, IIl., 
for a pension to David Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARRY: Papers in the claims of John Read, of Montgomery 
County, and of James R. Telfair, of Tishomingo County, Mississippi— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Mrs. Laulette Snowden, of Louisi- 
ana, for payment of her war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of sundry citizens of California, Oregon, 
and Washington Territory, praying that the tariff on lumber remain un- 
changed—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of M. C. Vick, for relief—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of A. C. Talley, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ` 

Also, petition of William H. Henderson, administrator of Joseph 
Henderson, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers in the case of B. Mills Parrish, of estate 
of C. M. Briggs, of Mrs. Frances Marshall, of certain citizens of Jef- 
ferson County, Kentucky, of C. T. Vennigerholz, of Mrs. Mary T. 
Duncan, and of Mrs. Cassa Simpson—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, pa in the ease of Max Von Eik, of J. George Ruckstuhl, 
and of William Spieth, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Een papers in the case of C. C. Colmernil—to the Committee on 

ms, 
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pers in the claim of Mrs. Catherine Sonne—to the Committee 
on Yre id Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of J. E. Pilcher—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, papers in the case of Samuel McKee, of Louisville, Ky., forre- 
lief—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Papers in the case of Vidal Hernandez, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Richard Gallway, for 4 pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petitionof Frederick Give, late sergeant Com- 

y I, Fourth New York Cavalry, for a pension—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of M. C. Mordecai, for compensation for 
mail service from Charleston to Havana in 1859 and 1860—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers in the claim of B. J. Young, of Henderson 
County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Resolutions and memorial of the general assembly 
of Knights of Labor of the world, relating to the debasement of the 
currency of the United States by poor workmanship—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of 85 citizens of the Second district of 
Connecticut, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Papersin the case of George Hill, jr.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Eveline Spurgin, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of many members of the Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and others, in favor of a pension for Frederick Connor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial in favor of a change in the law as to commissary of 
subsistence of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial in support of a pension bill—to the Committec on 
Tnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers in the case of Andrew Burgess and others— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Papers in the case of Union National Bank of 
Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Memorial of the county board of St. Croix 
County, Wisconsin, relating to certain land grants to railroads in said 
State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of Job Barnard, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, for relief—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOPKINS (by request): Petition of gold and silver beaters 
of the United States, for an increased duty on certain articles—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOVEY: Petition of Isaac C. Higgins, of Benjamin A. Ber- 
tram, of Catharine K. Bailey, of Jesse T. Battle, for pensions; of Isaac 
M. Johnson, for increase of pension, and of Joseph Lewis, for restora- 
tion to pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George E. Oliphant and 200 others, for the relief of 
George E. Oliphant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON; Petition of Elizabeth Deuges, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of William P. Withrow, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in the claim of Rebecca Spence and Matilda Spence—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of Hannah Dimond—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Anne E. Kettlewood, for pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to pension claim of Mary Thorn—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Mary Groudy and 24 others, citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of Enols Loyd, to have muster- 
rolls corrected—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Papers in the case of Nathan Plummer, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of 71 citizens of the Eighth district of Vir- 
ginia for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 

the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Two petitions of citizens of Webster, West- 
moreland County, Pennsylvania, for the establishment of a postal tele- 
graph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Papers in the claim of Jacob Cain and Em- 
py Davis, of Wilson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Papers in the case of George C. Ellison, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Robert Cunningham et al., for relief — 
to the Comantites on War Claims. : 


By Mr. MORROW: Papers in the cases of H. R. Crosbie, of George C. 
Parkinson, of Gottlieb Groezinger, of Charles L. Scudder, of George C. 
Parkinson, of A. C. Bradford, and of A. J. Barnes, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of George A. Norton, for relief—to the Com- 

mittee on War Claims. 
* By Mr. NEAL: Memorial and resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Chattanooga, Tenn., on the subject of revenue, and opposing 
a reduction of the tariff upon coal, iron ore, or their products—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorialof P. F. Cooper, of Philadel- 
phia, asking Congress to purchase the sg of General George B. 
McClellan—to the Comm ite on the Li 

Also, of Mrs. Catherine §. McMahan, for 6 a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Hannah Dobkins, administratrix of Hugh 
Dobkins, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), petition of Goorge W. Perkins, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Samuel N. Danilly, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers in the claim of David Bender, of Pulaski 
County; of Michael McNally, of Sebastian County, and of heirs of Mrs. 
Maria A. Reinhardt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of Convention of Wool-Growers held at 
Fort McKavett, Tex., to increase tariff on wool—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition and protest against any repeal 
or modification of the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oregon and Washington Territory, in be- 
half of the tariff on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition in behalf of American fisheries and tariff, ete.—to the 
Committee on Ways anc Means. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Papers in the case of Martha Crane, of Mary 
A. Butler, of Daniel McDougal, of Louisa C. Cony, of William Jenkins, 
of Elizabeth Mackin, and Edward Dooley, heirs of Joseph and Mary 
Dooley, and of B. M. Howell, of Mississippi—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of William D. Wilson—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Ey Mr. SYMES: Resolutions of the Leadville Chamber of Commerce, 
against reduction of tariff on lead—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr, G. M. THOMAS: Papers in the case of W. W. Weedon— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of Thomas K. Ball—to the Committce on 
War Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of Sallie T. Dake—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON; Papers in the case of A. J. Duncan, of 
Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Greene O. Denson, of John Du- 
boise, of Solomon Frazier, of William F. Jones, and of William Geurge, 
of Jackson County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of Phillip Wellford, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Of W. E. Cook and others, of Jasper - 
County, andof T. R. Blake and others, of Holmes County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of E.S. McDaniel and 72 others, and of W. 
R. Shehane and 53 others, of Louisiana. 

By Mr, BUTLER: Of citizens of Gap Run, of Blevins, of Gross, of 
Teas Springs, and of Rip Shin, Tenn. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Of W. H. Smith, T. H. Shannon, and others, of 
Franklin County, Georgia. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of Glenburnie, Caldwell County, North 
Carolina. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of Henry J. Knapp and 27 others, citizens of Do- 
ver, Vt. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Of citizens of Slackwater, of Blainesport, of 
Green Bank, and of Goshen, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HOGG: Of Jesse Cox and 46 others, of Wayne County; of M. 
W. Ryan and 72 others, of Roane County, and of George W. Kepler 
and 68 others, of Mason County, West Virginia. 

By Mr. LEE: Of citizens of Loudoun County and of Armstrong 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Cumberland County, of Moore 
County, and of Wayne County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Deer Lick, Greene Sonny 
Pennsylvania, 
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By Mr. PATTON: Of 69 citizens of Oshanter, Clearfield County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SCULL: Of citizens of Piney Creek, Bedford County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of Christa Flaker and others, of Mabee’s, 
Jackson County, Ohio. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of citizens of Silver Lake, Wash. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 18, 1888, 


. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
INDIAN MARRIAGES. 


Mr. BUTLER. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill reported by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWES] was passed yesterday. I was not aware of the fact thatit had 
been passed until the Journal was read. I ask the Secretary to read 
the title-of the bill. It relates to the marriage of white men and In- 
dian women. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage between 
white men and Indian women. 

Mr. BUTLER. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have just been informed that the bill has been 
sent to the House of Representatives. I move that the bill be recalled 
from the House, if that is the proper motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the House 
of Representatives will be requested to return the bill, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, with correspondence on the subject of the purchase of needed 
supplies from Indians at the Uintah and Ouray agency, Utah, and rec- 
ommending such legislation as will permit the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment to purchase direct from the Indians hay, grain, etc., which they 
offer at market prices in the vicinity of Indian posts; which, on motion 
of Mr. DAWES, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 4, 1888, 
certain information relating to the volunteer company enlisted in the 
State of California of which Julian (or Julius) Martin was captain; which, 
with we accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 81) to authorize the purchase of the 
lands necessary for the construction of locks and dams on the Cumber- 
land River, received yesterday from the House of Representatives, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by a 
mass meeting of the citizens of San Francisco, Cal., favoring the pas- 
sage of such laws as shall effectually exclude the Chinese from any en- 
trance whatever in the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of Bur- 
lington, Iowa, the Chicago (Illinois) Lumberman’s Exchange, and the 
mayor and city council of Burlington, Iowa, in favor of the proposed 
world’s exposition to be held in Washington, D. C.; which were re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution 
and the Discovery of America. ; 

Mr. FARWELL presented a memorial of citizens of Bureau County, 
Illinois, remonstrating against the repeal of the internal-revenue taxes, 
and favoring a repeal of the duties on sugar, salt, lumber, wool, wool- 
ens, leather, iron, steel, and coal; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Isaac Sharpless, president, 
and other members of the faculty of Haverford College, at Haverford, 
Pa., praying for the speedy enactment of an international copyright 
law; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of the heirs of the late Dr. Henry 
Perrine, who was massacred during the Seminole Indian war, praying 
Sa — relief; which- was referred to the Committee on Public 

Mr. BUTLER presented a letter from R. A. Tavel, secretary of the 
Charleston (S. C.) Exchange, indorsing the proposed constitutional 
‘centennial celebration in 1889, the world’s exposition in 1892, and a 
ponn exposition of the two Americas; which was referred to the 

lect Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution and the Dis- 
covery of America. 


Mr. VEST presented the petition of James L. Barbour and other 
residents of the District of Columbia, praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1060, to authorize the construction of the proposed Eckington 
and Soldiers’ Home Railroad; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of E. C. Dean and other citizens of 
the District of Columbia, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
1054, for the construction of the proposed Rock Creek Railway; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of George Truesdell and other citizens 
of the District of Columbia, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
1063, to authorize the construction of a bridge across Rock Creek at 
Woodley Road, in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Ella M. Grover, widow of Byt. 
Maj. Gen. Cuvier Grover, late colonel First Regiment Cavalry, United 
States Army, praying to be allowed an increase of pension; which was 
teferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
and the Merchants’ Exchange, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the pro- 
tection of manufacturers and consumers of against the adulteration 
of that article. I ask that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. . 

Mr. PADDOCK. Similar petitions which have been presented in 
relation to the adulteration of lard were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, which is considering that subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that reference; but I will 
inform the Senator from Nebraska that the Committee on Finance is 
now considering a bill of great importance, prepared for the purpose of 
applying to all adulterations of food, whether the article be imported 
into the United States or be manufactured or made in the United 
States. While the subject itself is now under consideration by the 
Committee on Finance, I have no objection to this petition in respect 
to lard, a single article, being referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK. A bill on the subject of the adulteration of lard 
is under consideration at the present time by that committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I have no objection to the reference, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of the Marietta (Ohio) Cen- 
tennial Monument Association, praying for pecuniary aid in erecting a 
centennial monumental structure to commemorate the acquisition of 
the Northwest territory and its permanent settlement, etc. I move the 
reference of this petition to the Committee on the Library, and invite 
the attention of that committee to the statements made in the petition. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Chamber 
of Commerce and Merchants’ Exchange, praying for the passage of a law 
to prevent the adulteration of lard; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of 62 citizens of Astoria, Oregon, 
praying for the prohibition of the alcoholic liquor trafficin the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 4 : 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill known as the Blaireducational bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the Twenty-first Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the bill for 
the prohibition of the manufacture, sale, and importation of alcoholic 
liquors in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. ` 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 103 citizens of the Eleventh 
Congressional district of Illinois, praying for the prohibition of the al- 
coholie liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of 78 citizens of the Fourth Con- 

ressional district of Missouri, praying for the passage of the bill pro- 
hibiting the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Charles E. Malstrom, of 
Utah County, Territory of Utah, protesting against the admission of 
Utah into the Union; which was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

y PASSPORT FEE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam direeted by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1027) to fix the charge for pass- 
ports at $1, to report it favorably, without amendment, and as itis but 
three lines long, and its object will at once be seen, I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Ohio asks for its present considera- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. ,Itwill take buta moment. I think asim- 
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ilar bill has passed the Senate once or twice before, and there will be no 
objection to it. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that a fee of $1 shall be 
collected for each citizen’s passport issued from the Department of State. 

Mr. HARRIS, What is the fee now—$5? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Itis$5. ‘The bill has been recommended several 
times by the Department of State. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
H. B. WILSON. 


Mr. QUAY. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 81) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administra- 
tor of the estate of William Tinder, deceased, to report it favorably, 
without amendment, 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
bill may now be considered. A similar bill has passed the Senate twice, 
but has failed for the want of consideration in the House of Represent- 
atives. There can not be a question as to the propriety of its passage 
in the mind of any Senator when he understands the facts. 
ONE Let the bill be read for information, reserving the right 

ob} 

_Mr. HARRIS. Yes, let it be read for information, subject to objec- 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will beread for information, 
subject to objection. 3 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the -B 
Wilson, administrator of tie cotate of IIR Tindem Oan esed ae 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000, in full sat- 
isfaction of the claim of the estate of the sete 
tate upon ajudgment of forfeiture upon a bond for the a; ce of one Evans, 


who was charged with crime indictment in the circuit court of the United 
States for the district of West Tennessee, and who was afterward captured by 
the said admin the vii 


(S. 330) granting a poson to Marion Varngordon, reported it without 
amendment, ar submitted a report thereon. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 331) granting a pension to John Kalbfleisch, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. I 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
a paper relating to the bill for the relief of Henry Pickett, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., for services as teamster in the Quartermaster’s Department, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 868) for the relief of Paymaster James E. Tolfree, 
United States Navy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
882) for the relief of pay-clerk Charles Blake, United States Navy, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. z 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 744) relating to the pay and retirement of the 
mates in the Navy, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr,-BROWN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 29) authorizing the appointment 
of a delegate to the Fourth International Prison Congress, to meet at 
St. Petersburg, in the year 1890, reported it without amendment. 4 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1026) for the relief of the own- 
ers, officers, and crew of the British bark Chance, to report it favor- 
ably without amendment. I wish the Senator from rado would 
allow me to put the bill on its 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not like to object, but it is very apparent that 
if bills are to be reported and at once puton their passage, we may find 
ourselves either engaged in some very improper legislation or the morn- 
ing hour will bedestroyed. As Idid not know the Senator from Maine 
would make this request when I said I should object to the considera- 
tion of bills when reported, I must adhere to my objection. I object 
to the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 131) for the relief of Jabez Burchard, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. = 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was ro- 
ferred the bill (S. 954) for the relief of the heirs, legal representatives, 
or legatees of James W. Schaumburg, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

MONUMENT TO NEGRO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. HOAR. I askthat the Committee on the Library be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 406) making an appropri- 
ation for the erection of a monument to the negro soldiers and sailors 
who gave their lives for the preservation of the Government, which was 
introduced by me on the 12th of December, and that the bill be placed 
upon the Calendar. 

The reason for my making this request is that, owing to a want of 
examination of the statute, the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives has appointed five members of the Joint Committee on the Li- 
brary on the part of that House. The duties of that committee aro 
largely fixed by statute, as it is their duty to make regulations for the 
Library, the Congressional green-house, etc., and the statute provides 
that the committee shall consist of three members of each branch. 
Mr. CARLISLE’s attention has been called to the mistake, and he pro- 
poses to remedy itat an early day. I understand from the papers that 
he is ill, and I should like to have the bill placed on the Calendar. A 
similar bill has been reported from the Committee on the Libraty at a 
former session, so that there will be no objection to it on the part of 
the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks that the Committee on the Library be discharged and the bill 
placed on the Calendar. If there be no objection, that order will be ~ 


made BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1513) fixing the salaries of the sev- 
eral judges of the United States, district courts at $5,000 per annum, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1514) to establish a national art com- 
mission; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 


tee’ on the Library. 5 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1515) granting a pension to Helen Plun- 
kett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ' 

He also introdued a bill (S. 1516) to provide for inquests under na- 
tional authority; which was read twice hy its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 1517) for the construction of pier 
lights on the great lakes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


d Tinder for money paid by said es- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
that the bill may now be considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not intend to object to this bill, but it is the 
second bill which has been brought here from committees this morning 
that we have been asked to consider atonce, Ishall not object to this, 
but I want to say now that hereafter I shall object to all bills being con- 
sidered in this way. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 280) donating to the city of St. Louis, 
Mo., a certain strip of land for street purposes, reported it without 

ent. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 314) for the relief of Henry M. Rector, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of John McGrath, praying an increase of pension, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1512) granting an 
increase of pension to John McGrath; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 741) for the relief of William Tabb, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 576) for the relief of Semon Bache & Co., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1057) to settle and adjust the claims of any State for expenses in- 
curred by it in defense of the United States, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a re thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Task that the amendments proposed by the com- 
mittee be read now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported from the 
Committee on Claims will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

We recommend that the bill be amended by striking out in the third line 
the words “proper accounting officers” and inserting the word “secretary,” 
and by striking out “they are,” in the fourth line, and inserting *“ he is;"’ and 
that the billso amended do pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was ke 
ferred a petition of 99 ex-soldiers and citizens of Centralia, Ill., pra 
ing that John Prendergast may be restored to the pension-roll, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the com- 
mittee were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to yrhom was referred the bill 


` 
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Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1518) for the relief 
of Maria Black; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1519) to change the location of 
a certain alley in the city of Washington; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District. of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1520) for the relief of cer- 
tain night inspectors in the customs service of the United States at 
the ports of New York and Baltimore; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 1521) for the relief of M. C. 
Mordecai; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pay referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 1522) to amend the national- 
bank act, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1523) granting a pension to 
Isaac Bilby; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (8. 1524) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge over the Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, 
in the State of Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1525) to authorize the construction ofa 
bridge over the Cumberland River between Burnside, Ky., and Carth- 
age, in Tennessee,or the south fork of said river between Burnside and 
Tateville,in Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge over the Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, 
in Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1527) for the relief of D. H. Mitch- 
ri which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


ms. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1528) for the relief of Lipman Meyer; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1529) to amend paragraph 3 of sec- 
tion 4693 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1530) granting an increase of pension 


to Benjamin Franklin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the Í resolution may lie over until to-morrow. 


accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WL N, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1531) for the relief of 
Evans, Nichols & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1532) for the relief of Thomas S. Brooke 
& Co. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1533) for the relief 
of Robert C. Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1534) to provide for the 
of the interest received on the Virginius indemnity; which was read 
twice by its title, andreferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COLQUITT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1535) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Joseph V. Connerat; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1536) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 39) authorizing 
niring the Secretary of the Treasury to have struck copies of 
medals, and to deliver the same to certain Departments and to 
e various States and Territories; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 1029) to amend. an act to restrict the ownership 
of real estate in the Territories to American citizens, ete., approved 
March 3, 1887; which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 

CATTLE CLAIMS AGAINST OSAGE INDIANS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Towa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to report to the Senate 
all papere, information, and action thereon by the Interior Department relating 
sa t va Sa o aan T Doors A Co. = s Reape Nichols & Co. for and 

ol Osage dians 
the month of Rapteanies, 1866... PUD Si on pooni 
MATTHEWS’S PORTRAIT OF LINCOLN. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be, and is hereby, direeted toin- 


quire into the advisability of purchasing the life-size picture of Abraham Lin- 
coln by William T, Matthews, of New York, 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following cbneurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (ihe House of Representatives concurring herein), That there 
be printed 20,000 eopies of the first annual report of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, with the appendices thereto, of which 5,000 eopies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
5,000 copies for the use of the commission. : 


CHARLES R. WESTBROOK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no farther resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution offered 
on a previous day by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har]. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. HALE, January 17, was read, as 
follows: 


That the Attorney-General is hereby directed to report to the Senate | 


Resolved, 
the facts attending the employment of Charles R. Westbrook as an assistant to 
the district attorney for the southern district of New York, together with copies 
of all correspondence on the subject, the emolument paid to him, and the appro- 
priation from which paid, and if the said Westbrook received also extra com- 
pensation for any time previous to such employment, he not being a sworn 
officer of Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT OMAHA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered on a previous day by the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MANDERSON]. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. MANDERSON, January 17, was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to make investi; on and re- 

ort to the Senate what steps have been taken by the Omaha and cil Bluffs 

way and B: Company, its successors or assigns, to construct a brid; 

across the Missouri River between the cities of Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bh 
Iowa, and if he shall find the construction of said bridge has commen 
to investigate whether said structure is in aecord with the provisions of the ac 
approved March 3, 1887, and plans and i Se ayreae Bs heretofore approved by the 
Secretary of War, and whether said bridge is being constructed as a combined 
railway and wagon bridge, or a wagon-bridge only. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have not been able to obtain some informa- 
tion I desire in respect to the resolution, and I therefore ask thatit may 
go over another day. In the mean time I shall probably get the infor- 


i mation I desire. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that the 


Mr. MANDERSON. Ido notobject to that postponement. It may 
be taken up to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over until to- 
morrow. ‘The Calendar will now be proceeded with under the rule. 
RETURN OF DIRECT TAX. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 139) to credit. 


and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Colum- ~ 


bia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Con- 
gress approved August 5, 1861. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to recom- 
mit the bill. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us havea division. I understand the proposi- 
tion is to recommit the bill to the committee for further examination 
and amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Finance. A 
division is called for. : 

The ayes were 13—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we had better have the yeas and nays, as 
there may be no quorum on a division. \ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There are 20in the negative. Isthere 
a second to the demand for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the call for a division, so far as I am 
concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call fora division is withdrawn. 
The ‘‘noes’’ have it. ‘Phe Senate refuses to recommit the bill. The 
question recurs on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS], which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill itis proposed to add: 


All claims under the trust hereby created shall be filed with the governor of 
such State or Territory and the commissioners of the District of Columbia, re- 
spectively, within six years nextafter the passage of this act; and all claims not 
so filed shall be forever barred, and the money attributable thereto shall belong 
to ao State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, respectively, as the case 
may be. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question. ] 

Mr. BERRY. I sent an amendment to the desk when the bill was 
before the Senate the last time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas rise 
to speak to the pending amendment? 


. 
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Mr. BERRY. No, sir. 

+ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is unable to decide from 
the sound. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN, The anfendment mete 


voted upon is an amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS], proposing 
a statute of limitation, requiring that the claims against the States 
shall be presented within six years. I see no objection to that amend- 
ment. I thought it had better be left to the States entirely without 
limitation, but still I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the amendment be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the next 
es a one offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OAR]. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 11, after the word “thereof,’’ 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ or any other person;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That where the sums, or any part thereof, credited to any State, 
Territory, or the District of Columbia, haye been collected by the United States 
from the citizens or inhabitants thereof, or any other person, either directly or 
by sale of property, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 14, after the word “those,” it 
is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘of its citizens,” and insert the 
word ‘‘persons;’’ so as to read: 

Such sums shall be heldin trust by such State, Territory, or the District of Co- 
lumbia for the benefit of those persons or inhabitants from whom they were 
collected, or their legal representatives, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Is the bill still open to amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is still open to amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I beg leave to offer an amendment as additional sec- 
tions. 

Mr. BERRY. There was an amendment offered by me when the bill 
was last before the Senate, and it lies on the table. I desire action on 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator fron Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, at the end of line 13, it is proposed 
to add the following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That no part of the money collected from individuals, 
and to be held in trust as aforesaid, shall be retained by the United States as a 
set-off against i indebtedness alleged to exist against the State, Territory, or 
the District of Columbia, in which such tax was collected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not en- 
cumber the bill with this amendment, or with any amendment of sim- 
ilar import. There can be no pretense under the bill that this money, 
which belongs to individuals and is put in the hands of the States as 
trustees, could be treated in the way suggested. It is only belittling 
the question, in my Juien, to put on an amendment which invites 
aggressive attacks upon this fund. I hope, therefore, that the Senator 
wil be satisfied with the decision of the Supreme Court on this subject. 

Mr. BERRY. It is a well-known fact that the officers of the Treas- 
ury have withheld money from the States which they had no right to 
withhold. If it be true, as stated by the Senator from Ohio, that the 


effect of this bill is the same without the amendment as it is with it,- 


then there can be no possible objection to its adoption. I can not see 
why he should object to its adoption if this money can not be withheld 
without the amendment being adopted. I think the law is as the 
Senator states it, but I assert again that the officers of the Treasury 
have withheld money from States which they had no right to withhold. 

Theamendmentmakes it absolutely certain that they can not do that, 
and the Senator from Ohio says it does not change the effect of the bill. 
Therefore, inasmuch as there may be doubt about it, I insist upon the 
adoption of the amendment so that there can be no doubt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 22, 
noes 21. 
Mr. VANCE. I move to add to the bill what I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following additional 
sections to the bill: 

Sec. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to credit and pay to each State a sum equal to the-amounts col- 
lected therein respectively as a tax or duty on raw cotton, under the provisions 
ofthe act opposa July 1, 1862, and the supplemental and amendatory acts 
thereto, which sums, when so credited and paid, shall be accepted and held by 
the States in trust, first, for such of the producers who paid said tax or duty, or 
their legal representatives, as may make claim to and prove their identity, and 
the amount of taxes paid, in two years after the of this act, and, second, 
the remainder, if any, to be held and used only as a permanent free-school fund: 


Provided, That where cotton was + proda in one State and, under permit 
from the Government of the United States, shipped to another State, and the 


taxes thereon collected in the latter State, then the amount of all such taxes 
shall be phid to the State in which the cotton was produced. 

Src. —. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be necessary to carry out 
the provisions of this act: Provided, That any State accepting the trust hereby 
created is prohibited from paying any part of the funds received to any person, 
syndicate, or corporation except the producers who paid the taxes on cotton 
grown by them or their legal representatives; and in no case shall the payment 
be made to an assignee of such claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss myself or to 
provoke a discussion upon the constitutionality of the tax upon raw 
cotton produced in the South. I simply ask a vote of the Senate upon 
the question. If the direct tax is to be refunded, this is equally a direct 
tax. If the direct tax was a hardship, this is equally a hardship. In 
addition to that, its want of uniformity, its being considered a tax upon 
exports, and its being levied upon the peculiar production of one sec- 
tion of the country, which prevented a compensating taxation upon the 
other sections of the country, make it sucha case as demands, if the one 
tax is refunded, that the other should be also. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays on this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to make one single observa- 
tion with reference to this amendment. The constitutionality of the 
cotton tax was referred to the Supreme Courtof the United States, and 
that court was equally divided upon that question, there being only 
eight members of the court. 

I desire to say in addition that the tax being upon a raw product of 
land, not in its manufactured state at all, was in effect a tax on land. 
Being a tax on land, it was a direct tax under the Constitution of the 
United States, which could only be levied in pursuance of that provis- 
ion of the Constitution which requires direct taxes to be apportioned 
among the States according to their Federal population. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I desire to add one word in addition to 
what has been said by the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE]. 

‘This tax was levied upon the cotton produced, and the producers of 
cotton were required to pay it. It differed from most Federal taxes 
which are paid by the consumer, for the price of cotton is fixed by the 
market in Liverpool, and the tax had nothing whatever to do with fix- 
ing the price of cotton. Consequently those who produced the cotton in 
the South paid this entire tax. It fell upon the people of that section 
of the Union in 1865 and 1866, when they were least able to pay it. 
Four-fifths of the money under the direct-tax refund bill will goto 
Northern States, or to the people of the Northern States. It doesseem 
to me that if it is just that money should be refunded to the people of 
the Northern States, this cotton tax, which fell wholly on the people of 
the South at a time when they were least able to bear it, should be re- 
funded also; and if we are going to do equity in refunding taxes, this 
cotton tax should be returned to the producers of the cotton who paid 
it at the time. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I believe that the Government of the 
United States ought to pay to the cotton-planters of the South the money 
that they paid as a tax on raw cotton. Whenever the question comes 
up in a shape that I can properly vote for it without, in my opinion, 
injuring another measure that I think equally just, I shall take great 
pleasure in voting for it; but I feel very confident that if we adopt the 
amendment, which I favor in principle, it would defeat the bill now 
pending. As I believe this bill ought to pass, and think the two meas- 
ures ought to be separate and come up and be voted on separately, I 
shall vote against the amendment, not that I disapprove of the princi- 
ple of the payment proposed, but because I am unwilling to ingraft it 
on this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I concur with the Senator from 
Georgia in respect to the policy which I think ought to be observed in 
dealing with these very important questions. This question of the 
cotton tax has not been before the Committee on Finance. They have 
had no opportunity to favor us with a report of their opinion upon it. 
It is a very grave question, and there would be serious difficulty found 
in carrying this money back to the persons who contributed the tax to the 
Government of the United States, which should be provided for by the 
careful work of a committee, 

I favor the bill reported by the Committee on Finance, because I 
think it is a measure of e and reconciliation. I think that the 
Government of the United States owes it to every State in this Union 
to take up the burdens imposed on them and relieve them from lia- 
bility for the taxes that have not been collected. I believe that is one 
of the best means we can resort to of producing entire and complete 
reconciliation between the States, and removing all eauses of heart- 
burning in regard to that great struggle. On our side we say it was a 
contest between States; on the other side it is said to have been a con- 
test between the Government of the United States and the seceding 
States, Whatever may be the true legal status or the moral or polit- 
ical status of that controversy, there remains no doubt that the people of 
the United States still have the idea that some of the States have con- 
tributed much more than their portion to the support of that war. 

It is true that in the South we suffered everything; the loss of all our 
property, the loss of many of our liberties, and a long period of polit- 
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ical imprisonment, I will call it, in which we suffered severely, sore 
distress in political affairs; but we understood that when we assumed 
the attitude we did towards the Government of the United States, and 
we thought that the liberties that we were trying to defend and protect 
by our war were worth all the sacrifices that were made and all that 
we could make. But I am-not asking anybody to repay us anything 
on account of those sacrifices. When wecame back into the American 
Union my fealty to that Government depended upon the convictions of 
what I believed tobe an honest and sincere heart. Idid not come like 
a whipped man or a cowardly slave to take my position in the Govern- 
ment of the United States because I had been compelled to do it. 
Neither do I stand here to he induced by any considerations of a mon- 
etary character, or of public honor, or anything else, to do my duty 
to the Government of the United States, I do that because the era of 
strife has passed, the time of reconciliation has come, and the people 
of the United States with one accord have renewed their allegiance to 
the old Union, and being of those people, having cast my lot here, as 
I had a right to do, claiming the protection and the honors of this Gov- 
ernment, my fidelity is due to it asa man of honor and is due upon 
principle. 

Now, sir, I wish to remove from out of this household of States, this 
great assemblage of sovereignties, all causes of heart-burning, crimina- 
tion, and recrimination that may linger in the minds of any people on 
this subject in any section of this great country; and I believe that the 
measure reported from the Committee on Finance has that tendency. 
I desire to support it because of its merits, and I do not desire to have 
it connected with any other great proposition which may embarrassits 


passage. 

The proposition introduced by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr, 
VANCE] is a very disputed one. Mr. Boutwell made a report here, 
Ibelieve, from the Committee on. Finance—I am not sure—a report 
which I have not read for a year or two, that seemed to me as present- 
ing a phase of the question that it would tax the most powerful and 
astute mind to answer. I must say that, although I know that the 
tax collected from my people would be very comfortable to those who 
contributed it. I wisha dispassionate, a sincere, and an honest investi- 
gation of the constitutional claims of the people of the South to have 
this money refunded to them, and if it shall turn out that they have 
not got a constitutional claim toit, I shall never set up that they have 
an equitable claim to it, for afterall it was the right of the Government 
ofthe United States to tax the people of the South while the war was 
going on, if the theory that they contended for was the correct one, that 
the Union wasimpossible of dissolution by the secession of the Southern 
States. The legal question left in that attitude challenges my inves- 
tigation as a lawyer, and I wish time to consider it before I pronounce 
judgment in a matter that my people are so greatly interested in, a 
question of so much gravity, and that I donot feelable at this moment 
of time to give a definite opinion upon. I shall therefore sustain the 
position taken by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have but a few words to say in 
regard to this matter. In the first place, I must express my surprise 
that Senators who I supposed were so strongly in favor of this bill, and 
for the benefit of whose people it is really introduced and has been rec- 
ommended by the Department for several years and passed the Senate 
twice before, should interpose such an obstacle to its passage as this. 

The refunding of the cotton tax is a subject involving some sixty or 
eighty million dollars. I believe that that tax was right and just. I 
shall stand here to defend that position whenever the matter comes up. 
I will not debate it on a dollateral question like this, If this amend- 
ment is intended as a means of defeating the bill, Iam perfectly willing 
to accept it as such. I have no particular interest in this bill. This 
bill grew out of the complication of accounts between the Government 
of the United States and several of the States, 

That complication became so serious, so embarrassing for a numberof 
years, that several Secretaries of the Treasury have recommended as the 
best mode of solving it the refunding of the whole direct tax. That 
would put things in statu quo and enable theStates to pay back to those 
persons who have paid their portion of the tax. In other words, it 
would restore things to the condition they were in before the direct tax 
was levied; and now to offer an amendment at this period of the discus- 
sion, when we are consideritig the bill in the morning hour, involving a 
refund of $60,000,000, is substantially a defeat of the proposition, be- 
cause if we have got to discuss the merits of the cotton tax and its re- 
fund on this bill, that is the end of the passage of the bill probably for 
the present session. If Senators are really in earnest about thismatter 
and really desire the pending bill to pass, I hope they will not embarrass 
it with any such obstacle as this, for certainly if the cotton-tax question 
is put on this bill I shall change my position and oppose the whole 
measure. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, if the chance comes I can satisfy my 
conscience by voting against the bill; but I can not see why, if ‘fe di- 
rect tax should be refunded to the people from whom it was collected, 
the cotton tax should not bealso. ‘The one tax was not assailed by rea- 
son of its constitutionality, the other is. The one tax named in the bill 
which is proposed to be refunded is not assailed by reason of any want 
of uniformity or injustice in the levying and in the collecting of it; the 


other oneis. Oneamounts to about $17,000,000 which is to be returned, 
and the other to $68,000,000. If justice is to be measured by the 
amount involved, then I admit thatone has more justice than the other, 
but I can not see it in that light. If it were improper to collect the 
direct tax out of the people of the United States, and if it is proper to 
restore it to them, certainly it was improper to collect the cotton tax 
out of the people of one section of the United States, and it would now 
be just to restore it. 

I have no desire to push the matter further. I submitit to the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, certainly the Senate of the United States 
in considering any measure ought to be able to present some ground in 
good reason for it. What is there in this bill that can be defended ? 
The Senator from Alabama says that he supports it in the interest of 
harmony between the people. If it had any such effect as that; if it 
is necessary at this period of time, when there is nothing but peace and 
good fellowship; if at such a time some concession was needed, whether 
it was demanded by the public interest or otherwise, it might be ad- 
visable; but that is not the case. This is a simple proposition to refund 
certain amounts of money to the different States, a tax lawfully im- 
posed on the people under a law which has been executed according to 
its terms and has exhausted itself. The direct-tax act provided that 
this tax should be collected and should be a lien on the lands for two 
years, a tax upon the generation then existing, and it is now proposed 
to tax the people of this generation, æ different one—for what purpose? 
To refund it to those who paid it? To those States which under per- 
mission of this act assumed the tax and paid it, the money, if it is still 
unsettled, goes back to the States. It is refunded to them to replace 
the tax collected by them from their own people. In the State of 
Kansas and other States it was settled by the sum due the State for 
advances made in raising troops and in expenses incurred by the State 
for the war under an act of Congress authorizing it. Where the law 
was executed directly the property was bought in by the United States 
or by speculators. 

The tax was an infinitesimal one; the people who paid it are gone; 
the small amount paid by each is not worthy of being looked after; it 
is not a burden upon them, and the repayment now would be of but 
little advantage. Upon principle why, then, tax the people of this 
generation and the property of to-day to refund it when there is no 
great measure of public policy or propriety in it; and upon what ground 
of constitutional authority can you doit? Iam not one of the Sena- 
tors who split hairs upon constitutional provisions; but by what right 
can you levy a tax to refund a tax lawfully imposed and lawfully col- 
lected? It isnot within the proper province of government, nor within 
its proper policy. But the cotton tax wasadifferentone. The cotton 
tax has been held by four out of eight justices of the supreme constitu- 
tional tribunal of the country to have been absolutely void. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is mistaken there. 

Mr. CALL. Iso understand the effect and force of their opinion of 
the decided case. i 

Mr. MORGAN. No; the court has not so decided. 

Mr. CALL. Then Iam mistaken. If it was constitutional, it wasa 
valid tax, and the four justices of the court would not upon any ground 
of expediency have asserted that the tax was not binding unless it was 
utterly void and without power to be levied or collected by Congress. 
There can be no escape from that decision. The four justices of the 
Supreme Court would not have declared that tax to have been an im- 
proper one and one which the Government could not levy without de- 
claring that it had no power to do it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired un- 
der the rule. 

Mr. BECK. As oneof the membersof the committee which reported 
this bill two or three times, I have supposed that it was a fair measure 
of justice to restore to the States which had paid their proportion of 
the direct tax the money they had paid, or else to put the machinery 
of the Government, with all the force that could be brought to bear, to 
collect the tax not yet paid off the property of the people of the States 
which did not pay the amount. One thing or the other ought to be 
done; and as far as my vote will go, if this refund is not agreed to, I 
will enforce the tax against every State that has not paid if there is any 
power to do so, because uniformity among the States in that class of 
taxes is required by the Constitution, and ought to be carried out. 

I submitted heretofore a statement of the condition of the account. 
I submitted a report of Secretary Folger, which appears in the RECORD 
of January 11, 1888, which exhausts the whole argument, and if Sen- 
ators will read it carefully they will find the whole case stated fully. 
Among other things, he says: 

Indeed, it would be unjust to the people of the loyal States to release the peo- 
ple of the once insurrectionary States rom their liability without refunding to 
the former the sums paid by them, and there are analogies in the legislation of 
Congress. 
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It can scarcely be expected that there would be cheerful aid from the State 
authorities in the enforcement of it. It may be doubted whether there would 
be any. Indeed, it would, without- further legislation, have to be enforced by 
the machinery provided by the act under which it was laid. This would call 
for the appointment of numerous Federal oficials who would go among the 
people as obnoxious exactors. I think it must be conceded that there is, and 
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He argued it from that standpoint, and that is the standpoint from 
which the Committee on Finance regarded it, that we ought not to put 
the machinery of the Federal Government in motion to endeavor to 
collect this tax at all, and that as we were required to have uniformity, 
justice required that the States which had paid it should receive back 
just what they had paid, because nearly every State, as shown by the 
statement furnished, had paid it with the 15 per cent. discount, which 
we do not propose to allow. This may not work exact justice; all the 
money may not go exactly into the hands of the people from whom it 
was taken, but this is the nearest approach possible, and I am for it, 
standing on the report of Secretary Folger, to which I again call atten- 
tion. I think Senators will find the argument substantially exhausted 


there. 

I agree that the cotton tax was unjust; the Supreme Court has passed 
on that, but any question with that ought not to form any 
part of this measure. I would rather see it defeated than have it 
amended in this way. I do not believe any gentleman has any partic- 
ular interest in the bill except to do what the Department 
recommended, and what the Senate with great unanimity has always 
thought best to do, to settle the question of whether or not we have a 
right to hold on to the money that is due to any State. The State of 
Georgia and other States will get clear of that trouble if we pass this 
bill 


That was the view of thecommittee. We had better votedown the 
pill and leave the law as it is, rather than have all these other great 
questions pressed on us now, 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 'TheSenator from Florida has already 
spoken, and has exhausted his right under the rule. 

Mr. CALL. I move to strike out the last word of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on that amendment. 
The Senator is entitled to the floor upon it. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Kentucky if he is not aware 
that the Supreme Court has decided that the direct law can never be 
enforced, that it exhausted itself. The language of the court is that 
the lien expired in two years; that it was a tax on the individuals and 
a lien on their land which expired in two years. The court has 
therefore declared that that law can never be enforced. It expired by 
itsterms. Therefore the argument made by Secretary Folger as to re- 
lieving these States is met by the fact that no obligation ever rested 
upon them, and none now rests upon the people. 

But, Mr. President, I wish to correct a remark I made when before 
on the floor. I said that the Supreme Court had decided the cotton 
tax to be entirely void. One-half of the Supreme Court affirmed that 
proposition, but I had forgotten to state—the fact did not occur to my 
mind at the time—that the court did not decide by a majority vote. 
One-half of the tribunal, for reasons which are perfectly manifest, and 
which I think not even the ability of the Senator from Ohio can touch, 
held that the cotton tax, as a self-evident proposition, was entirel 
void, because, as the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE] has stated, 
it was directly contrary to the | papas of the Constitution. 

Mr. BECK. The collection of the direct tax was limited to two years, 
but the law is not exhausted. It had to be assessed on individual prop- 
erty within two years. 

Mr. CALL. It rests upon the individuals. They may be all dead. 

Mr. BECK. One-half of them are not dead. The property in the 
State was perhaps held by one-half of the people. Itmakes very much 
hardship on those who are there now to seek to enforce itagainst them 
at this late day. The law with all its machinery can be enforced. It 
was simply the lien that was limited to two years; and it was to avoid 
bringing about such difficulty to the property and people of these States 
that the Committee on Finance reported the bill ag the way it is pro- 


posed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida in- 


. sist on his amendment to strike out the last word? 


Mr. CALL. No; I withdraw it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the pending amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. VANCE. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say a word or two in explanation of 
the vote which I shall give on this question. 

I haveno admiration for what is called the cotton tax. I have avery 
decided opinion upon the subject of its justice and perhaps of its legal- 
ity; but the attempt to rectify any error in connection with that sub- 
ject now is to defeat the bill which has been reported by the Finance 
Committee. That bill I look upon as a measure of high justice, and 
very creditable to the gentlemen who have been most active and prom- 
inent in bringing it forward. Iam not about to discuss any of its feat- 
ures or provisions. It is a matter, however, that has been considered 
in the Committee on Finance more or less for the last two or three 


years, and is a measure of substantial relief in some respects, and of 
absolute justice in all, 2 

I appeal to the Senators who think as I do on the subject of the cot- 
ton tax not to encumber the original bill with the amendment which is 
proposed. That defeats the whole concern. At the proper time and 
under proper circumstances nobody will go further or consider more 
favorably the proposition embraced in the amendment than I will. 

The question is not always, Mr. President, what is just, but what is 
practicableand attainable. Let us take the good we can, which is within 
our reach, and then grasp after more hereafter, if a hereafter on that 
subject should come. 

I look upon the bill as presented here as a practical measure, settling 
and closing up a difficult subject, one that has embarrassed the Treas- 
ury in its accounts, and one which has worked inequality, irregularity, 
and injustice to many States. 

I desire to say this much because I rank myself one of those who 
think that the cotton tax was a measure perhaps of oppression and in- 
justice. I do not intend thatmy vote against this amendment shall be 
misunderstood as unfriendly to relief on that point, but I should look 
upon my vote for that amendment now as a vote against this bill, which 
I heartily concur in. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the bill 
brought in by the Finance Committee; I did so at the last session; but 
I would like to call the attention of the Senate to two or three facts to 
show the peculiar hardship under which the citizens of my State labor. 

The quota of South Carolina was $363,000. By the report of the 
Treasury it is shown that, by the sales of lands and the payment of 
money, the State actually paid $377,000, an excess of $14,000 above the 
quota. In addition to that there were 53,000 acres of the most valu- 
able sea-island lands. The whole county of Beaufort was sold, and the 
profit which the Government has made from the resales of land amounts 
to $315,000, so that practically the State of South Carolina was assessed 
$363,000 and actually paid within a fraction of $700,000. 

My main object in calling the attention of the Senate to these facts 
is to have some member of the committee say whether, in the opinion 
of the committee, in relation to this payment from the United States 
Treasury of the direct tax, if the money is refunded to the State, this 
excess, this profit that the Government made, of $315,000, will be in- 
cluded in the refund? Ifany member of the committee will give me 
information upon that point I shall be very glad to get it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I will state to the Senate that the 
peculiar case of South Carolina was brought to the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Finance; but it was thought that it was better not to deal 
with that or with any special equities it might have beyond a refund of 
the actual money received by the United States; that it had better be 
left to a separate bill and separate legislation. It eould not be acted 
upon in the general bill, as it related only to South Carolina. 

I am not so familiar with the facts in regard to the matter as the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, but as the land was bought in by the United 
States, and subsequently sold to the freedmen at a higher value, more 
money came into the Treasury of the United States ian the share of 
South Carolina. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me a word? 

Mr. HAMPTON. Certainly. : 

Mr. BECK. When the matter was before the committee there had 
been a great deal of legislation in internal-revenue and other acts in 
regard to these questions in South Carolina; but we thought that to 
act on them in this bill would embarrass this bill so greatly that they 
ought not to be brought up here. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from South Carolina will allow me to 
state, in addition to what has been stated by the Senator from Ohio 
and the Senator from Kentucky, that in every instance where the prop- 
erty of the citizen was sold for the collection of this tax, it was sold 
at exceedingly low rates, whether bought in by the Government or by 
private individuals, and where the title passed either to the Govern- 
ment or to a private individual it passed at a very inadequate consid- 
eration, and there was profit to the purchaser, whether Government or 
individual; and if we go into that question we must make such pro- 
vision as will enable us to inquire into the equities of every case where 
property was seized and sold for the collection of the tax. 

Mr. BECK. Whenever any money was paid into the Treasury be- 
yond the actual amount expended by the Government, its disposition 
has been heretofore provided for. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis true. Wherever there was an excess real- 
ized over and above the assessment and it went into the Treasury, 
there is already a law, and has been for years, requiring it to be re- 
funded to the real owner. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from South 
Carolina has expired under the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the time we have consumed by interrupting 
him will be extended to him, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
will proceed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will offer an amendment on that point, if it be 
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necessary; but I wish to say one word in regard to the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. I agree with 
him in the justice of the measure he pro; , but it is my fortune to 
have been, and to be now, a planter. I feel that I should not be act- 
ing with personal propriety if I voted upon a question in which I am 
directly interested, and I request of the Senate that I may be excused 
from voting upon this question. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will be excused, if there 
be no objection. The question ison the amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], on which the yeas and nays have 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Understanding 
that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], with whom Iam 
paired, would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this proposition, if present, I vote 

nay. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
16, nays 46; as follows: 


- been ordered. 


YEAS—16. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan. 
Berry, Daniel, Pugh, ‘ Vance, ‘ 
utler, Geo: uay, thall 
Oall, ? Harris, Ransom; Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—46. 
Aldrich, Dawes, McPherson, Sherman, 
Allison, Doiph, ` Manderson, Spooner, 
Bert Evarts, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Blair, Farwell, Mo “ Pee 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Paddock, § dge, 
rown, Frye, Palmer, Teller, 
Cameron, Payne, Tape 
hace, Hale. Platt, 
Chandler, Hawley, Plumb, Voorhees, 
as = à joao at ilson of Iowa. 
m, oar, ` r 
vis, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—14. 
Blackburn, Eustis, Hi $ 
Bowen, Gibson, Jones of Novada, Riddleberger. 
Colquitt, ray, enna, 
Edmunds, Hampton, Morrill, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I now move the amendment which I submitted 
the other day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend section 1 by inserting 
after the word ‘‘from,’’ in line 6, the words ‘‘ the treasuries of.” 
Mr. CHANDLER. I want the other amendment read in connection 
with it. 
` ‘The CHIEF CLERK. It is farther proposed to amend in section 3 by 
striking out the proviso beginning in line 8, as follows: 

Provided, That where the sums, or any part thereof, credited to any State, Ter- 
ritory, or the District of Columbia, have been collected by the United States from 
the citizens or inhabitants thereof, or any other person, either directly or by sale 
of properti muo sums shall be held in trust by such State, Territory, or the Dis- 


trict o mbia for the benefit of those porsona or inhabitants from whom they 
were collected, or their legal representatives. 


And inserting in lieu thereof: 

All moneys assessed as a part of said direct tax and collected by the United 
States from individuals, either directly or by the sale of property, shall be re- 
funded to such individuals, or their legal representatives who may bring suit 
therefor in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The two amendments may be considered as one, 
and they present a question which I desire to raise before the Senate. 
The proposition of the two amendments is that there shall be paid back 
to the State the moneys which have been actually taken from the State 
treasury, and that the money received from individuals, two million 
and a half of dollars, shall be refunded directly to the individuals 
through suit in the Court of Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire is before the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not think the amendment ought to pass in 
the form proposed. The money ought to be returned to the persons who 
paid it. The amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire would 
return the money in most cases to the treasury of the State. They will 
have to come to Washington and employ agents here to assist them to 
get it out of the Treasury. If you are going to pass the bill, you ought 
to make the remedy accessible to the people of the States, as much so 
as possible. ‘Therefore, I think the amendment ought not to prevail. 
I do not think any part of the bill ought to pass, but if you pass it you 
ought to make it as accessible to the people who will derive the benefit 
as possible, and not compel the people who are entitled to the money 
to employ claim agents here to go before the Treasury Department to 
get at the money. If it were not for that feature I should be glad to 
see the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire prevail. The 
matter can be attended to much more readily and rapidly by the State 
authorities than by the Treasury of the United States. I hope, there- 
fore, the amendment willnotsucceed. Ihaveno doubtthat claim agents 
will be glad to have the amendment pass, because they will receive part 
of the money paid out. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the first amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the next 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire whether the verbal amendments I sug- 
gested have been acted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have been acted on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again re- 
ported. y 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the proviso begin- 
ning in line 8 of section 3 and in lieu thereof to insert: 

All moneys assessed as a part of said direct tax and collected by the United 
States from individuals, either directly or by sale of property, shall be refunded 
to such individuals or their legal representatives who may bring suit therefor 
in the Court of Claims. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE’s name was ealled). My col- 
leage [Mr. GEORGE] is tem ily absent, but is paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire { Mr. BLAIR], I think. I call the Senator’s 
attention to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; I am paired with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, but I saw him here this morning. 

Mr. WALTHALL. He has been called away. 

Mr. BLAIR (who had voted in the affirmative). I withdraw m, 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 
Mr. MANDERSON-(when his name was called). Iam paired wi 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr, BLACKBURN], who is detained from 
the Chamber by thesicknessof arelative. I do not know how he would 

vote on this amendment if present. 

Mr. BECK. My colleague would vote ‘‘nay ’’ if present. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘Then I vote ‘“‘nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My colleague [Mr. Gray] is paired on this 
question with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. è 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 48; as follows: . 


YEAS—10, 
Butler, Frye. Platt, Teller. 
Chandler, Hale, Plumb, 
Dawes, Hawley, Stewart, 
NAYS—48. 

Aldrich, Hoar, Sa 
Allison, Colquitt, Ingalls, miami : 
Bate, Cullom, McPherson, Sherman, 
Beck, Daniel, Manderson, Spooner, 
Berry, Davis, Mitchell, Stanford. 
Blodgett, Dolph, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Bowen, Evar Palmer, Turpie, 
Brown, Faulkner, Payne, Vance, 
Call, man, Pugh, Vi 
Cameron, Tampten; Quay, vi 
Chace, Ha Ransom, Wal 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—18, 
Blackburn, George, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Gibson, Kenna, bin, é 
Edmunds, Gray, Wilson of Md. 
Eustis, earst, Paddock, 
Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HARRIS. At thesuggestion of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr, 
Epmunps], who offered certain amendments to the third section of the 
bill, I offer the following amendment, to come in at the end of line 6 
of section 1, to harmonize that section with the other as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, at the end of line 6, after the word 
“Columbia,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘or from any of the citizens or in- 
habitants thereof, or other persons;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the to credit to each State 
and Territory of the United States and the District of Columbia a sum to 
all collections made from said States and Territories and the District of Colum- 
bia, or from any of the citizens or inhabitants thereof, or other persons, under 
the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, and the amendatory acts thereto. 


The amendment was a to. 
Mr. BUTLER. Loffer the following amendment to section 3, tocome 
in at the end of line 15: 


And ided further, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall | 
be paid out by the governor of any State or Territory, or any o! person, to 
any attorney or agent under any contract for services now or hereto- 
fore made between the representatives of any State or Territory any attor- 


ney or agent. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to a proposed amendment, which 
has been printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now offer that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add the following as a new 
section: . 

Sero. 4. That it shall be the ter of the Secretary of the Treasury to repay the 
sums collected from persons in the military or naval service of tho United States 
during the war of the rebellion the percentage on the compensation due them 
by reason of such service, known as the income tax. Such payment shall be 
made to the person from whom collected, his heirs or legal representatives, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and under such reg- 
ulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this bill is essentially unjust towards 
most of the Western States. Itis nearly twenty-seven years now since 
the original tax was imposed which it is proposed to refund. Since 
that time the Western States have largely increased in population by 
emigration from the older States and by some other causes. It is now 
proposed to levy upon those people a tax, not for the purpose of putting 
down the rebellion, not for any public purpose, actual or supposable, 


but to pay into the treasuries of the older States a certain gross sum of 


money, and the pretext that this is money which they paid into the 
Treasury of the United States during the rebellion is without any prac- 
tical warrant. It is only used as a method of compensation and as an 
excuse for the expenditure, perhaps. 

There were then in the State of New York and the State of Ohio and 
all the older States, especially the Northern States, many hundreds of 
thousands of people who have gone out from those States to the West- 
ern States and Territories. They were persons who in their time con- 
tributed their aliquot proportion of whatever was paid by those States 
to the war, to the $20,000,000 of direct tax. They have now got to 
pay it over again in the shape of taxes levied upon them to repay it— 
not that they will get any part of it, but to pay it back to another class 
of persons entirely. z 

Suppose the proposition now was to levy a tax for this purpose, would 
it be levied upon the people, or the municipalities, or the States as they 
were at the time when this tax was originally levied, or would it be 
levied according to the population and its distribution at the present 
time? Yet that is exactly what this bill proposes todo. It proposes 
to levy upon the people now existing, upon the present generation, 
money, not for the purpose of giving it back to those who paid it, but 
of giving it to somebody else. 

‘The State of Kansas paid as its proportion of this tax about $71,000. 
There will be levied on its people half a million of dollars to pay now 
its proportion of this $20,000,000; and for whom? Not under the guise 
of promoting education; not upon any assumed obligation or anything 
of that kind, but because some clerk up in the Treasury Department has 
got stuck on a matter of book-keeping. Thatis all. The Senator from 
Ohio does not dignify it more than that. He simply says that they 
bave got stuck up in the Treasury Department in their figures, and he 
thinks, on the whole, it is better to appropriate these millions instead 
of getting some one more expert in accounts, and to collect $20,000,000 
from the people of the United States to pay this money back to the 
several States. There is no other pretext. There is no foundation 
for this legislation. Why should you collect now this $20,000,000 to 
pay it back, ary more than the many millions of dollars collected from 
the people of the United States in the shape of income tax, and by the 
increase of the tariff, and so on, for the purpose of putting down the 
rebellion? More than that, it is doubly offensive in this, that the in- 
dividual persons from whom this tax was collected in the several States 
which were in rebellion at that time were generally disloyal persons. 
A part of the penalty of their disloyalty was the collection of this tax 
from them. And now it is proposed to pay a premium on that disloy- 
alty by giving this money back to them. We are to collect it from 
all the citizens of the United States, loyal and disloyal alike, for the 
purpose of remitting to these people a part of the penalty which the 
law at the time imposed on them for their disloyalty. 

In addition to that, this bill is liable to the very serious objection in- 

by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. It 
is making a claim that no person now living will ever see the last of. 
The General Government is, without any warrant in law or in equity, 
imposing a trust upon the several States which they may or may not 
exercise, but if they exercise it in such a way as to give any one a griev- 
ance he will cometo Congress with it and we shall have billsand bills by 
thescore extending over, perhaps, the next twenty or thirty years of time 
for the purpose of rectifying this injustice—all for what? Just simply 
because the Treasury Department, as Isaid, has come to hayesome little 
trouble in adjusting these accounts. There is no pretense that these 
States want the money. The Senator who has the bill in charge will 
not say that the State of Ohio wants this money or needs it at all. He 
is on record here as saying, in effect, that it did not need the money for 
any purposes whatever, because he has voted three or four different 
times, and will vote again in a day or two to levy a heavy and enormous 
tax on the people of that State to educate children thousands of miles 
away. So the State of Ohio does not want this money, does not need 
it; the State of Pennsylvania does not need it; the State of New York 
does not need it; the other States do not need it; and yet there is to be 
levied on the people of the United States this large sum of money to be 
paid back to those States. 

In that part of the bill which provides that the money paid by indi- 

uals shall go back to them, there is something in the nature of a 


refund; butin this there is no proposition to refund, because it will go 
to an entirely different class of people. The people who paid it will 
not get any. — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.- The Senator’s time has expired un- , 
der the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not wish to reply, although I should like to 
do so if we had more time. I wish to have a vote on this bill now. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will not get a vote before 2 o'clock. 

Mr. DAWES. Task the Senator from Kansasif he proposes to equal- 
ize burdens between the East and West by repaying the income tax? 
For every dollar paid by the West, ten dollars were paid by the East 
of the income tax, and yet he proposes to refund the income tax in or- 
der to equalize the burdens between the West and the East. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts leaps ata stile that 
does not exist. I did not make a proposition of that kind. I propose 
simply, if you are going to pay disloyal persons, that some of the loyal 
people shall have something, and that the officers on whose salaries a 
5 per cent. was levied shall be repaid. That is all. That would 
not be justified except on the supposition that Congress is going to do 
something worse, and the measure might be remedied by something 
that had in it some measure of justice. That is all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the unfinished business be laid aside 
informally, with a view of closing this matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the consideration of the unfinished business be in- 
formally laid aside, for the purpose of continuing the consideration of 
the pending bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'TheSenator from Kansas objects. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I submit the motion to proceed with the 
consideration of this bill notwithstanding the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed with the consideration of the bill (S. 139) to credit 
and pay to the several States and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved 
August 5, 1861, notwithstanding the arrival of the time for the unfin- 
ished business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

ro by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

- Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas I suppose he did not expect to haveadopted. In the first place, 
it will be impossible to state to what income tax he refers by the way 
the amendment is drawn. But that is not enough. The same argu- 
ment that he makes now to prevent the passage of this bill might ap- 
ply to every bill which relates to an expenditure or a debt contracted 
ten years ago. What right have we to take the moneys in the Treas- 
ury of the United States to pay any part of the national debt, to take 


-the money of the people of Kansas, collected from them, to pay a debt 


that was contracted during the war? At the beginning of the war 
Kansas was a very small but still very important community; but 
now it is a very powerful community. The same argument that the 
Senator makes now would apply to every bill that comes up before us 
for the discharge of any obligation. Any State might object to taking 
money now in the Treasury, collected the last year, to pay an obligation 
contracted thirty or forty years ago. There is nothing in that argu- 
ment. 

The Senator, I presume, is opposed to this bill because the State of 
Kansas will not get as large a proportion of the money as it would if 
the apportionment was based upon the present population. That is 
true, and to the extent that that is an objection to the bill it ought to 
be fairly considered. But this is not an apportionment bill; it is not 
a bill taking money to be apportioned among the States; it is not a dis- 
tribution bill, as the act of 1836 was. It is simply a bill refunding a 
tax which at the time was known to be hard against the spirit of our 
institutions, a direct tax, to be apportioned among the States, and which 
has not been fairly collected—collected from some and not collected 
from others, paid by citizens in some States and not in others. Great 
inequalities have occurred, and those inequalities we seek to correct. 
That is all there is about it. Kansas will get back just as much money 
as she paid. If she was not then big enough to pay as much as she 
would have to domow, it is her misfortune that she'was not big enough 
in 1861 to pay three or four hundred thousand dollars instead of seventy 
thousand. It will make no difference toa great State like Ohio, be- 
cause it preserves its general average, and so of the great body of the 
States. I do not think the people of Kansas will object to making this 
clean settlement between the General Government and the several 
States merely because the share they will get back will not be quite 
so much as it would be if it was based on the apportionment of 1880. 

I hope we may have a vote upon the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it is not a debt, as the Senator now 
seeks to claim for the first time. It is in no sense a debt. The people 
of Kansas do not want it paid to them. They do not regard this as a 
debt. There is no assumption that it isa debt. It is simply now the 
Government of the United States paying, as a gratuity to the older 
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States, a certain sum of money, and for the purpose of justifying this 
spoliation it is gravely proposed to pay back to the disloyal people 
from whom taxes were collected two millions and a half of money. 
That does not commend itself to the people of Kansas; at least I do 
pot think it does; and I do not think it will commend itself to the 
neople of this country in any part except among those who are to re- 
ceive the money. 

Mr. President, if this bill is to be upheld at all upon the assumption 
that taxes which were levied in an unusual way during the war are to 
be given back to those who paid them, I submit that the income tax 
was an unequal tax. Iam perfectly willing that it shall be repaid to 
all the persons who paid it, although I believe that the class to which 
I have referred in my amendment were more meritorious than any 
other class of people. The Government took intoits military and naval 
service officers of all grades with a stipulated compensation, which it 
did not fix for the purpose of enabling them to more easily pay this tax, 
and then it proceeded to levy a tax of 5 percent. on their pay. It was 
collected by the paymaster before the salary of the officers was paid to 
them. Certainly, so far as equity is concerned, it is with these people 
a great deal more than it is with the States, and certainly more than it 
is with the men from whom this direct tax was collected at the point 
of the bayonet, and who were then in rebellion against the Govern- 
ment of the United States. It is proposed by this bill to pay a premium 
for disloyalty, for absence in the Confederate army, for giving aid and 
comfort to the enemies of the Union. That is whatit amounts to. I 
hope we shall not hear anything more about some of these very stale 
subjects when a proposition of this kind can receive the sanction of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrisin the chair). The ques- 
ose is oa the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 

UMB]. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not find any constitutional dif- 
ficulty myself in voting for this bill; but I must confess to some amaze- 
ment at the votes which have been given in reference to some amend- 
ments to it by gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. If this is 
not a simple proposition to take out of the Treasury money and devote 
it to certain people in one view of the case and the States in theother, 
then no such proposition could be made. It is as clear a proposition 
on the one hand, if it is passed, to refund this money to people who 
paid it, to take money out of the Treasury to give to individuals, as it 
is possible that language can be used to do that thing. Ifit does not 
do that, then itis a proposition to take money out of the Treasury and 
to give it to the States. - 

Now, I do not find a great deal of trouble myself in giving money to 
the States out of the public Treasury, holding as I do that the authority 
to collect the money is the principal thing that should trammel Con- 
gress; but having collected the money the power to appropriate it is 
certainly as great as the power to collect. Isay to my friends on the 
other side that that has pretty good Democraticauthority. It has the 
sanction of President Monroe in his famous internal-improvement mes? 
sage, which was quoted here the other day. 

The right or wrong of this question I do not propose to discuss to 
any great extent. When this tax was laid the Territory of Colorado 
was in existence. You taxed that Territory $22,000—that was its 
proportion—utterly without warrant of Constitution, as everybody 
must see who reads the Constitution. You taxed the Territory of New 
Mexico $60,000, and other Territoriesin proportion. The Territory ot 
Nevada was taxed, I do not remember how much, but it paid $4,000. 
I have not looked at the figures lately. At that time the Government 
of the United States owned all the real estatein Colorado. Ithad never 
made a patent to an acreof land within the limits of the present State; it 
had never recognized a pre-emption claim or a homestead claim within 
those limits; and yet it proposed to take, and did take, from the people 
of that Territory $22,000, which was levied on the real estate in the 
Territory. 

We paid $1,500 of that out of some moneys due the Territory by the 
Treasury Department; and when we paid, undera statute of the United 
States, the expense of taking a census in 1875, about $20,000, that was 
kept out. When we made our application to the Treasury Department 
to be refunded under the statute, we were told that we were indebted 
to the United States somewhere in the neighborhood of $20,000, and 
that was deducted; so that as it now stands on the books Colorado has 
paid $22,000. The late decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States of course will release all that money to the State of Colorado. So 
we have no very special interest in this bill; and the only question is 
that suggested by the Senator from Kansas, whether, after a period of 
so many years, it is worth while to take up this matter and pay the 
money back to the States, over $2,000,000 to New York, $2,000,000 to 
Pennsylvania. This tax was borne by those States, just as they bore 
every other tax during the war, uncomplainingly and without objection, 
and perhaps it was paid as easily as any other tax they paid. Butthat 
money is now to be taken, as suggested by the Senator from Kansas, 
from the Western States. 

Those Western States that have grown up and doubled their popula- 
tion, and doubled and trebled and quadrupled their wealth, are now to 
come in and pay back their part of the tax which was imposed many 


years ago, and which ought now to be considered as ended, in my judg- 
ment. 

It can not be said that my State owes anything because we did not 
contribute as much money as others at that time. We contributed just 
as much money to the support of the Government during the war, in 
proportion to our wealth and our population, as any other community; 
and the State that I have the honor in part to represent contributed 
more men in proportion to her population to the support of the Gov- 
ernment than any other State in the Union, although she did not at that 
time have a representative in this end of the Capitol, and we paid all 
the debts that belonged to us to pay. Now, having increased our wealth, 
why should we be called upon to make up to the old States that which 
it was a part of their duty to do at that particular time? 

I want to submit to my Democratic friends, where do you find the 
constitutional authority, you men who can not vote for the educational 
bill, who can not find any authority in the Constitution for the purpose 
of voting money out of the national Treasury for the aid of education, 
the most beneficent grant that could be made—where do you find the 
power to take money from the Treasury, collected from the whole peo- 
ple, to pay back to New York $2,000,000 that she paid more than a 
quarter of a century ago? I submit that question to my Democratic 
colleagues in this Chamber, and more particularly to those of them who 
can not find the power to vote money for the education of the illiterate . 
people of their very section of country. 

I do not myself see any trouble in this case. I think if the Govern- 
ment of the United States were to put on its books, to the credit of the 
States, the unpaid tax, and so settle the account, that would be a fair 
and equitable way. 

Where the books show an account against the State of Colorado, or 
Arkansas, or Delaware, we can readily, by a few lines of legislation, au- 
thorize the accounting officers to give the necessary credit, and thus 
settle the matter so far as the difficulty in the Treasury Department 
is concerned. But that is not the purpose of the bill; the purpose is 
to give to certain States a large amount of money. which I say they 
have no equitable right to, because nobody pretene that this was not 
a legal tax. Ifit was a case like the cotton tax, where it is a question 
whether it was a legal tax or not, and if it then appeared that the Gov- 
ernment had wrongfully received from the people money which did not 
belong to it, then there would unquestionably, under any view of the 
Constitution, be the power to pay back that tax, because it can not be 
said decently that the Government, having taken a citizen’s property 
wrongfully, could shield itself under a constitutional power and say it 
could not repay. But here was a tax honestly paid, legally collected, 
and nobody doubts it. It may be hard, as all taxes are hard; it may 
be a little harsher than other taxes; but itis a tax that was paid legally 
and properly, and if you can take this money or if you can take any 
money out of the Treasury to pay this claim, it is a declaration that 
the power exists to pay any claim within the will and judgment of the 
legislative department of the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment , 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I am not going to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate in further discussion of this bill. Ipresented my 
views on it a few days ago. I do not believe that we have the right, 
the power, the constitutional warrant, to take money out of the Treas- 
ury for the purpose of distributing it among the States for any object. 
Consequently I can not vote for this measure; butI presume it will pass. 
I want to state this as the primary reason why I shall vote against the 
bill, because I do not believe there is constitutional warrant for any 
such action. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. . 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. Ishould vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were present. 

The roll-call was concluded. = 

Mr. MANDERSON. Understanding that the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN], with whom I am paired, would vote for this bill 
if present, I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. Vance]. Isee that he is absent. I understand if he were here 
he would vote ‘“nay,’’ and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—48. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Hampton, Ransom, 
Allison. Cullom, Harris, Reagan. 
Bate, Daniel, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Beck, Davis, i 5 Sherman, 
Blodgett, Dawes, Hoar, Spooner, 
Bowen, Dolph, Ingalls, Stanford, 
Brown, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, 
Butler, Farwell, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Oo Frye, Payne, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke, Hale, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
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NAYS—10. 
Berry, Paddock, Saulsbury, . 
Blair, Platt, Teller, aeon THA 
Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Vest, 
ABSENT—18. 
Blackburn, McPh k Ridd 
Call, Gibson; Morgan, = Barebone, 
Chandler, Gray, Morrill, Vance. 
Edmunds, Palmer, 
Eustis, Kenna, Pascg, 
So the bill was i 
Mr. BLAIR. the vote last taken I find that I voted inadvert- 
ently, being paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 


Had he been present he would have voted ‘‘ yeca,” and I did vote 
“nay.” It was a mistake, but if made no differencein theresult. I 
wish this to appear in the RECORD just as if I was paired on the vote. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask leave to report from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations an amendment to the deficiency bill now pending in the 
Committee on A priations, with a view to having it referred to that 
committee. I will not ask that it be printed, because I am informed 
by the Committee on Appropriations that there is not time to print it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations will be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations without printing. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer an amendment to the deficiency bill, to be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations without printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The proposed amendment will be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. . 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 4881) making an 
appropriation to carry into effect the provisions of an act approved 

2, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to establish agricultural-experimental 
stations in connection with the colleges established in the several 
States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of 
the acts supplementary thereto;’’ in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3318) relating to permissible 
marks, printing or writing, upon second, third, and fourth class mat- 
ter, and to amend the twenty-second and twenty-third sections of an 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880,’’ and for 
other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 


pore. 
JOHN G. MERRITT. 


_ Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses, to whom was referred the follow- 
ing resolution, to report it favorably: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the United States Senate be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to appoint John G. Merritt, a disabled soldier. 
and faithful officer of the Senate, a messenger, acting assistant doork: until 
further orders of the Senate, and that his salary be paid out of the “* pa AAA re 
ous items” of the contingent fund of the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). 'The reso- 
lution will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I hope there will be no objection to imme- 
diate action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevadaasks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to consider at this time the resolution just 


rted, 
ae BLAIR. Not displacing the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the regular 
order will be informally laid aside. Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of this resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the resolution ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was read. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

, HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 4881) making an appropriation to carry into effect 
the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled ‘‘ An act to 
establish agricultural experimental stations, in connection with the col- 
leges established in the several States, under the provisions of an act 
approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto,” was 
read twice by its title, and, on motion of Mr. ALLISON, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

: AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate now resume the consideration 
of the educational bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and temporary support of common schools. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I have discussed the questions which 


arise in the consideration of this bill at very considerable length on each 


former occasion when it has been before the Senate. I do not care to 
go over the same line of argument, or occupy ground which I have al- 
ready occupied, and I do not think it is at all necessary to detain the 
Senate by a discussion of the merits of the pending measure, known as 
the Blair bill. 

While the Southern States have made decided progress in the edu- 
cation of the people since the year 1880, on account of the great mass 
of ignorance existing there when the colored race were enfranchised 
and made citizens, the burden of educating the children of the two 
races in the impoverished condition of the Southern States was so great 
that those States were not able to meet Lak pewarg! the demands upon 
them; and while the energetic measures adopted by those States have 
done much in the right direction, there still exists a great necessity all 
over the Southern country for common-school education and for in- 
creased facilities for the instruction of both races. I believe the whole 
people feel as much interest in the pending measure as they have felt 
on any previous occasion when it has been before the Senate, and that 
the defeat of the measure would be received with great regret through- 
out that whole section of country, 

As already stated, it is not my to discuss the general merits 
of this bill on the present occasion. That duty has been ably per- 


formed already by the Senator who is the author of the bill, and by 


other advocates of the measure, and I should not have occupied the 
floor on the present occasion had I not noticed in the debate that more 
importance on this occasion than on former occasions seems to be at- 
tached to the constitutional question involved. 

Most of the attacks made upon the bill thus far haye heen upon con- 
stitutional grounds. 

It is said that there is no grant in the Constitution of the United 
States which authorizes Congress to make such an appropriation. On 
this point it seems to me the able and distinguished Senators who have 
discussed the question are in error. The Constitution of the United 
States, in Article I, section 8, declares that Congress shall have power 
to lay and collect duties, taxes, imposts, and excises; to pay the debts, 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States. y 

Now, there seem to be three objects contemplated by this provision— 

the money is to be raised first to pay the debts, second to ponie for 
the common defense, and third to provide for the general welfare of the 
United States. Here is a distinct grant of power to raise money either 
by taxes, duties, imposts, or excises, and to raise it for either of tha 
three objects specified, but it is said that the general-welfare clause is 
not intended as a grant of power, but that it only gives Congress the 
right to exercise the delegated powers whiclr aes the general wel- 
fare. This seems to me to be a narrow and limited construction, not 
justified by the context and not intended by the framers of the Con- 
stitution. 
e I think there is a distinct and general field for operation where Con- 
gress has the discretion to make appropriations for money for the gen- 
eral welfare of the people of the United States. In doing this Con- 
gress can not impair or violate any of the other delegated powers, as 
this provision must be construed with the other provisions of that char- 
acter. Nor can Congress violate or usurp any power expressly reserved 
by the Constitution to the States themselves. But in cases where the 
power is not expressly reserved to the States or expressly delegated by 
other portions of the Constitution of the United States for other objects 
Congress may exercise a sound discretion, and exercise or refuse to ex- 
ercise such powers asare not otherwise expressly delegated tothe United 
States for other objects, or reserved to the States. 

I am aware that learned commentators upon the Constitution of the 
United States and distinguished statesmen have differed on the ques- 
tion as to the extent of power which Co may exercise under the 
general-welfare clause. Butit seems to me that the contemporaneous 
construction which is found in the early practice of the Government 
and the continuance of the practice during the whole period of the Gov- 
ernment has, oy construction and practice, settled the question in favor 
of the exercise by Congress of a sound discretion in passing acts of this 
character for the promotion of the general welfare. 

From an early period in the administration of General Washington 
down to the present session of Congress there has been an almost un- 
broken line of precedents in favor of the exercise of this power by Con- 
gress. Take as illustration, the establishmentof the West Point Mili- 
tary Academy, the Naval Academy at Annapolis, the purchase of Flor- 
ida, the purchase of Louisiana, the graut of swamp lauds to the States, 
the grant of particular sections of land in each township for school pur- 
poses, the grant of lands in the different States to colleges or universi- 
ties, the appropriation of money to relieve the sufferers in Ireland, the 
appropriation to relieve the sufferers from earthquake in Venezuela, 
the assumption and payment of the debt of Texas on her annexation to 
the Union, the appropriation or donation of what is known as the col- 
lege land grant some twenty-odd years ago, the appropriation of money 
to relieve the sufferers from the overflow of the Mississippi River, the 
appropriation of money to erect a monument to George Washington in 
the District of Columbia and to Thomas Jefferson in the State of Vir- 
ginia, and the appropriation of money to fill and beautify the parks of 


1888. 
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Washington with equestrian statues and other monumental structures, 
the appropriation of money to decorate the national cemeteries in dif- 
ferent States of the Union, to maintain our beautifal flower garden in 
this city, anda thousand and one other appropriations of like character, 
establish beyond question the construction put upon this provision not 
only by the great men who framed the Constitution and who adminis- 
tered it in the early period of this Government, but by the statesmen 
and sneeessive legislative bodies which have met in Congress under the 
Constitution from year to year from the earliest period of our history 
down to the present date. If anything can be settled by the practice 
of the Government, this question, it seems to me, has been settled. 

I desire, Mr, President, to add a quotation from my remarks on this 
question on a former occasion, where I have referred to the messages of 
George Washington, Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, and John 
Quincy Adams. I will ask the Secretary to read a portion marked on 
page 2250 of the volume of the RECORD which I now send to the desk, 


volume 15, part 3, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Secretary 
will read the matter sent to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I know that those of us who are strict constructionists haveseldom been will- 
ing to admit that we find the authority for om Poe J under the general clause 
for the promotion of the general welfare. I believe I never heard any one who 
belongs to my school of politics admit that a particular power fell under the 
general-welfare clause, no other power falls there. then as there is nothing 
that I am aware of which can doso much to promote the general welfare as the 

neral diffusion of knowledge, I am willing to put this under the general-wel- 
fave clause and say that if the framers of the Constitution meant nothing else 
by that clause they did mean that Congress might make appropriations for the 
education of the people to prepare them for the exercise of the rights of citizen- 
ship. Under that clause I think I am justified in this statement by the action of 
the fathers of the Republic who framed the Constitution. They surely knew 
what they meant, and they were men of that character for integrity and honesty 
of purpose that they would in no case have willfully violated that ent, 

In his first annual address, as it was then called, President Washington said: 

“Nor am I less persuaded that you will agree with me in opinion that there 
is ari which can better deserve your patronage than the promotion of sci- 
ence and literature. Knowledge isin every country the surest basis of public 
happiness. In one in which the measures of government receive their impres- 
sions so immediately from the sense of the community as in ours, it is propor- 
tionably essential. To the security of a free constitution it contributes in vari- 
ous ways: by convincing those who are in’ ith the public administration 
that every valuable end of government is best answered by the enlightened con- 
fidence of the people, and by teaching the people themselves to know and value 
their own rights; to discern and provide in ons of them; to distin- 
guish between oppression and the necessary exercise of lawful authority; be- 
tween burdens proceeding from a disregard to their convenience, and those re- 
sulting from the inevitable exigencies of society; to discriminate the spirit of 
liberty from that of licentiousness, cherishing the first, avoiding the last, and 
uniting a speedy but temperate vigilance against encroachments with an invio- 
lable respect to the laws. 

“Whether this desirable object will be best promoted by affording aid to sem- 
inaries oflearning already established, by the institution of anational university, 
o: ed any other expedients, will be well worthy of a place in the deliberations of 

e slature.™ 

Again, he says in his eighth annual message: 

“ I have therefore proposed to the consideration of Congress the expediency 
of establishing a national university and also a military academy. The desira- 
blen:ss of both these institutions has so constantly increased with every new 
view I have taken on the subject, that I can not omit the opportunity of once 
for all recalling your attention to it. 

“The assembly to which I address myself is too enlightened not to be fully 
sensible how much a flourishing state of the arts and sciences contributes to 
national prosperity and education. 

“Frue it is that our country, much to its honor, contains many seminaries of 
learning highly respectable and useful; but the funds upon which they rest are 
too narrow to command the ablest professors in the different departments of 
liberal knowledge for the institution contemplated, though they would be ex- 
cellent auxiliaries. 

“Among the motives to such an institution, the assimilation of the principles, 
opinions, and manners of our countrymen, by the common education of a por- 
tion of our youth from every quarter, well deserves attention. The more homo- 
geneous our citizens can be made in these particulars, the greater will be our 
prospect of permanent union; and a primary object of such a national institu- 
tion should be the education of our youth in the scienĉe of government. Ina 
republic, what species of knowledge can be equally important; and what duty 
more pressing on its legislature than to patronizea plan for communicating it 
to those who are to be the future guardians of the liberties of the country?” 

r. Jefferson also has something to say upon this question. In his sixth an- 
nual message he says: 

“ The present consideration of a national establishment for education, particu- 
larly, is rendered per by this circumstance also, that if Congress, approving 
ina proposition, 1 yet think it more eligible to found it.on a donation of. 

, they have it now in their power to endow it with those which will be 
among the earliest to produse the necessary income. This foundation would 
have the advantage of being independent on war, which may other 
improvements by requiring for its own services the resources destined for them.” 

Mr. Madison, in his eighth annual message, says: 

" The importance which I have attached to the establishment of a university 
within this District, on a scale and for objects worthy of the American nation, 
induces me to renew my recommendation of it to the favorable consideration 
of Congress.” 

President John Quincy Adams, speaking on the same subject, says: 

“Among the first, perhaps the very first, instrument forthe improvement ofthe 
condition of men is knowledge; and to the acquisition of much of the knowl- 
edge adapted to the wants, the comforts, and enjoyments of human life public 
institutions and seminaries of learning are essential. Soconvinced of this was 
the first of my predecessors in this office, now first in the memory as living he 
was first in the hearts of our countrymen, that once and again in his addresses 
to the Congress with whom he co-operated in the public service he earnestly 
recommended the establishment of seminaries of learning td prepare for all the 
emergencies of peace and war—a national university and a military academy. 
With respect to the latter, had he lived to the present day, in turning his eyes to 
the institution at West Point he would have enjoyed the tification of his most 
earnest wishes. But in surveying the city which has honored with his 
name he would have seen the of earth which he had destined and be- 
Ebony ss to the use and benefit of his country as the site for a university still 

and barren. ` 


Mr. BROWN. I now ask theSecretary to read the portions marked 
on page 2205, from the speech of Senator Garland, of Arkansas, now 
the Attoraey-General of the United States, on the same subject. Also, 
the portion marked on page 2697, which gives extracts from Senator 
Garland’s speech on this subject: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


But this matter came once so clearly before the Supreme Court long before 
‘the recent amendments were ever adopted, or before they were ever dreamed 
of, when the complexion of the court was essentially different from what it is 
now and from what it has been for the past twenty years, that I deem it not 
inappropriate to cite the language of the unanimous court, speaking through 
Ju Campbell, in 1$ Howard's Reports, the case of Cooper vs. Roberts, page 
177. This case came from Michigan: 

“The oppropriabion of public lands for that object became a fundamental prin- 
ciple by the ordinance of 1787, which settled terms of compact between the peo- 
ple and States of the Northwestern territory and the original States, unalterable 
except by consent. One of the articles affirmed that Bhan a morality, and 
knowledge, being necessary for good government and the happiness of man- 
kind,’ and ordained that ‘schools and the means of education should be for- 
ever encouraged.’ This principle was extended first by Congressional enact- 
ment (1 Statutes at Large, 550, section 6), and afterward, in 1802, by compact 
between the United States and Georgia to the Southwestern territory.” 

After citing the history of that, he proceeds: . 

“ But the constancy with which the United States have adhered to the policy 
in the various compacts with the people of the newly formed Statesand the care 
which has manifested to prevent the accumulation of prior ee 
which mi interrupt it fully display their estimate of its value and impor- 
tance. There is obviously a definite purpose declared to consecrate the same 
central section of every township of every State which might be added to the 
Federal system to the promotion of ‘good government and the happiness of 
mankind’ by the spread of ‘religion, morality, and knowledge,’ and thus, by 
a uniformity of local association, to plant in the heart of every community the 
same sentiments of grateful reverence for the wisdom, forecast, and nani- 
mous statesmanship of those who framed the institutions for these new States 
before the Constitution for the old had yet been modeled.” 

That is the preface of Judge Campbell, speaking for a unanimous court, to the 
law in the case which he afterward announces. In this same volume a very im- 
portant case came up from St. Louis in reference to schools, the somewhat noted 
case Of Kissell vs. St. Louis Public Schools Board, decided by the same court 
unanimously; and in passing I will say that that St. Louis grant made in 1812 
came three times before the Supreme Court for construction, for interpretation, 
and a defining of the extent of that grant as interfering possibly with other 
grants; and yet with all this litigation, and with a case from Michigan before it, 
and a ease from Wisconsin in ninety-fifth United States Reports, the point never 
occurred of bringing in doubt or in dispute the power of Congress to make these 
grants in any case it saw proper; and as the Senator from Florida well said, if 

ou could grant lands Won could of course grant the money; if you could grant 
d worth a dollar and a quarteran acre you could grant the dollarand a quarter 
in money. 
s 2 $ 2 + * + 

I have alluded to an act of 1812 in reference to a grant for school purposes at 
St. Louis. By the act of 5th of ae 1826, 6 Statutes at Large, page 339, there 
was granted for the education of the deaf and dumb and for the erection of an 
asylum in Kentucky one township of land, excepting the sixteenth section, to 
be located in one of the Territories on lands to which the Indian title had been 
extinguished. the act of March 3, 1843, the trustees of the Centre College of 
Kentucky were invested with all the rights of the deaf and dumb asylum of 
Kentucky in the grant, provided that the proceeds of the sale of the lands were 
not diverted from the purposes and intention of the original grant. So this was 
combined with the capital of the Centre College of Kentucky, from whose aca- 
REEN ee have come some of the best scholarsin the country. Now, going 

ck to = 

“The grant to Jefferson College, Mississippi, is concisely stated in the order . 
ot the Secretary of the Treasury dated October 5, 1812." 

That was an important grant, and one that was Pponany guarded and taken 
care of. So we go on—it would take too long to cite these different grants—until 
we come to the latter-day grants, one of which I wish to allude to more partic- 


ula 
2, 1862, Congress enlarged the national educational endowment system 


rly: 
“Jul 
by the donation toeach State of 30,000 acres of public lands not otherwise reserved 
yso mineral lands could be selected, and selections must be of quarter-sections) 

‘or each Senator and Representative (to which such State was entitled underthe 
apportionment of 1860) for the support of colleges for the cultivation of agricult- 
uraland mechanical science and arts, It was championed in the Senate by Hon. 
JUSTIN S, MORRILL, of Vermont.” 

Subsequent to that, within the twoorthree years, we passed a bill, under 
the m: ment and direction of the same eminent Senator, not going as far as 
this bill, but a bill going in the same direction, by a vote thatamounted to two- 
thirds of the Senate, I believe. I cheerfully advocated and voted for that bill,’ 
as I do for this, 

Then look, Mr. President, not to detain the Senate by reading, at the 2 per 
cent. funds, the 5 per cent. funds of the net proceeds of sales of public lands for 
school purposes, heretofore so freely and bountifully given to certain States, 

s s s $ . è * 


The trustees of the Peabody fund, at their meeting, in 1880 designated a ye 
mittee to address Congress on the ey ect we now have in hand. That 
committee consisted of the present Ch: ustice of the United States, who pre- 
sides over the first court that sits in the civilized world; of an ex-Attorney-Gen- 
eral and an ex-Secretary of State, Mr. Evarts, and of the accomplished Secretary 
of the Interior under Mr. Fillmore, Mr. Alexander H. H. Stuart, of Virginia. 
That was the committee appointed by these trustees to draught a memorial to 
Congress. They draughted this memorial, and I wishnow to read some parts of 
it. After showing the necessity of Congressional aid, they say, on page 11: 

“Phe next point which your committee have felt it to be their duty to con- 
sider is, does Congress possess the constitutional power, not to control, but to 
contribute to, the education of citizens of the States?” 

This bill does not control, for, as I stated in the analysis I have-made of ib, it 
does not attempt to interfere with the management at all except in section 5, 
where it speaks of a certain limited course to be pursued. > 

“ Does Con the constitutional power, not to control, but to con- 
tribute to the education of citizens of the States? F 

‘If doubts were entertained as to the existence of such a power in an unquali- 
fied form, it might well be contended that the case of the colored population is 
surrounded by such peculiar circumstances as to take it out of the influence of 
any general rule. But fortunately this question, even in its Onera aspect, is 
not a new one, presented now for the first time to be decided. It may be re- 
garded as res adjudicata. The laws of the United States present innumerable 
precedents in which Congress has exercised the power to contribute toward the 
general education of citizens of the new States, and in no instance has its con- 
stitutional right to do so been questioned.” 

The the Senator from Florida al- 


y ; they go over the same precedents 
luded fears day, and some of which Lalluded to. Then there is a discus- 
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sion which I will not detain the Senate with upon the new feature of the large 
class of population enfranchised to which the Senator from Florida called our at- 
tention on Friday. Then they ny 5 Ñ 

“The experience of this board demonstrated the propriety of ‘using the 
officers connected with the school systems of the ve States as agents in 
the application of the funds of the Peabody board to the purposes of the trust." 

That is what this bill proposes to do. 

* All the Southern States seem now to have awakened to a sense of the impor- 
tance of ageneral system of free schools. Most of them have o ized efficient 
systems of instruction so far as their limited means will allow them to go.” 

I desire the Senator from Kansas who sits nearest the door [Mr. Pioio 
hear this partof this memorial, because it answers some of the propositions that 
he stated the other day to the Senate. 

“ Most of them have organized efficient ms of instruction so far as their 
limited means will allow them to go. Faithful and competent officers have in 
most instances been put in charge of them, These agencies are too important 
to be overlooked.” 


Mr. BROWN. The Secretary will now please turn to page 2697 and 
read the remarks of Senator Garland which are marked on that page. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the executive department of this Government 
can not know any officer of the State legally, except the governor, and if Sena- 
tors will take the pains to run through the many statutes they will find that it 
is a constant proceeding to call on the governor. The Secretary of the Interior 
certifies a list of swamp lands under the act of 1850 to the governor, and the 
governor certifies back that it is all right, and he demandes a patent for the lands 
so certified, and he gets it. The Secretary of War certifies a list of muster-rolls 
under the act of 1873 to the governor,and the governor examines and certifies 
that there are so many companies and they are entitled to a distribution of 
arms under the act, 

* 2 * s $ £ * 

I corresponded a good deal with the Secretary of War for arms for Arkansas, 
which he did not give me, when I was governor. I corresponded frequently 
with the Secretary of the Interior about swamp lands, some of which he gave 
me and some of which he did not. I did not feel insulted, nor did my people. 
You can not deal with anybody else but the governor of the State, or you do not 
know legally any other person there, and the statutes are full of such instances. 


Mr. BROWN. I now desire to haye the Secretary read from Sena- 
tor Garland’s speech on the hill relative to foot-and-mouth disease 
among cattle in certain portions that I have marked in the pamphlet 
copy of his speech on page 5. I send the pamphlet to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In the first volume of Story on the Constitution, sectional page 978, comment- 
ing on the clause of the Constitution which provides for levying taxes, imposts, 
etc., to pay the debts and provide for the general welfare, we find that eminent 

ee uoting with approbation the report of Mr. Hamilton on manufactures in 
. He says: 

“The terms ‘general welfare’ were doubtless intended to signify more than 
was expressed or imported in those which preceded— 

‘That is, to levy taxes forthe purpose of paying the debts, ete.— 

“otherwise numerous exigencies incident to the affairs of the nation would have 
been left without a provision. The phrase is as comprehensive as any that 
could have been A use it was not fit that the constitutional authority 
of the Union to appropriate its revenues should have been restricted within 
narrower limits than the general welfare, and because this necessarily embraces 
a vast variety of iculars which are susceptible neither of specification nor 
of definition. It is therefore of necessity left to the discretion of the National 
on greeny to pronounce upon the objects which concern the general welfare, 
saa for which, under that description, an appropriation of money is requisite 
and proper. A 

Then, in section 979, Judge Story says: 

“But the most one and elaborate view which perhaps has ever been 
taken of the subject will be found in the ex tion of President Monroe which 

m for the repairs of the Cumberland 


acco! 7 ager message respecting the bi 
road (4th of May, 1822). The following passage contains what is most direct to 
the present purposes:"’ 


President Monroe, as quoted in sections 984 and 985, said: 

“So. 984, I have dwelt thus long on this part of the subject from an earnest 
desire to fix, in a clear and satisfactory manner, the import of the second partof 
this grant, well knowing, from the generality of the terms used, their tendency 
to lead into error. Lindulge a strong hope that the view herein presented will 
not be without effect, but will tend to satisfy the unprejudiced and impartial 
that nothing more was nted by that part than a power to appropriate the 
public money raised under the opted rae To what extent that power may be 
carried will be the next object of inquiry. 

“Sec, 985, It is contended on the one side that, as the National Government is 
a government of limited poses, EN has no right to expend money except in the 
performance of acts authorized by the other specific ts according to a strict 
construction of their powers; that this grant, in neither of its branches, gives to 
Co: a discretionary power of any kind, but is a mere instrument in its 
hands to carry into effect the powers contained in the other grants. To this con- 
struction I was inclined in the more early stage of our vernment; but on 
further reflection and observation my mind has undergone a change, for reasons 
which I will frankly unfold.” 

Story quotes Monroe with approbation. Then Monroe proceeds at length to 
give his views why he had changed his opinion. It is not necessary to read 

. Now, in a note to this Judge Story says: 

“There is nodouht that President Washington fully concurred in this opon 
as his repeated recommendations to Congress of oes of this sort, especially of 
the encow ment of manufactures, of learning, of a university, of new inven- 
bers of agriculture, of commerce and navigation, of a military academy, abun- 

ntly prove, 


Mr. BROWN. I desire to quote also from pages 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 
of that speech, and I will ask permission to insert it in my speech with- 
out reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

On the present occasion the Senator from Kansas presents the fact that, over- 
leaping local and domestic authorities of the State of Kansas, a 
there exists which threatens to become general in its character over the whole 
country whose interests are bound up in this great industry. If the cod-fishery 
bounty was constitutional, as Story said, for the purpose of nam gaa d the 
formation of a hardy class of men who should be ready for the Navy, why is 


not this? Those bounties were granted, says Story, not silently, but after long 
debate on the constitutional theory involved, and passed as early as 1792. 
* * s * = * ». 

Story states three or four instances, to which I have referred and on which I 
have commented somewhat. I have madean abstract of most ofthe subsequent 
acts for the information of the country. 

In 2 Statutes at Large, page 730, is “An act for the relief of the citizens of 
Venezuela,” approved May 8, 1812, which appropriated $50,000 for the purchase 
of provisions for the relief of citizens of Venezuela who suffered in the late 
earthquake. Under what power of Congress, if you are acting on a strict and 
rigid interpretation of the powers granted, did we get the authority to relieve 
the suffering people of Venezuela? That measure was supported by some of 
the first men who ever stood in this country, whose names are not only histor- 
ical but whose lives are classic. Even as early as the second volume of the Stat- 
utes at Large we have that precedent set, in the year 1812. 

Then in 3 Statutes at Large, page 211, we haye ‘An act for the relief of the 
inhabitants of the late county of New Madrid, in the Missouri Territory,who 
suffered by earthquake.” 

* s s$ * * 2 s 

In 9 Statutes at Large, page 207, is a joint resolution authorizing the employ- 
ment of the ships Maedonian and Jamestown in transporting prisons for 
the famishing poor of Ireland and Scotland, approved March 3, 1547, 

In 14 Statutes at Large, page 369, is a joint resolution for the temporary relief 
of the sufferers by the late fire in Portland, in the State of Maine, approved July 
27,1866. One town in the State of Maine that suffered by fire was relieved in 
1866; one town not quite as big as the State of Kansas, nor quite as broad as 
the line between Missouri and Kansas; and yet we are told we can not relieve 
this calamity ! 

s * * 

In 14 Statutes at Large, 
the employment of a public vessel for the trans 
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. 
567, will be found a joint resolution authorizing 
rtation of provisions to the 


people of the Southern States suffering from the failure of crops, approved Feb- 
ruary 22, 1867, approved on the anniversary of the day Gen Washington was 
born. That was to relieve suffering from the failure of cro) Here is an in- 


dustry now that is threatened with prostration which will worse than the 
failure of crops to the people who suffer from it,and it is not worth while to 
say, '* Wait till the blow is struck and the calamity done; then relieve it.” The 


‘sound of the fire-bell is always unpleasant, especially when you have to get up 


at night to go out to suppress the fire and endeavor to save life and pronari: 
We had better take precautions in advance, and not wait until these ple 
come crippled here and say, ‘Our industry is gone.” Let us take time by the 
forelock with this threatening aspect before us. But let us pro z 

On the 10th of February, 1871, was approved a joint resolution authorizing the 
use of a naval vessel to transport breadstuffs to Europe, (l4 Statutes at Large, 


e 596. 
Ten Hebroary 5, 1872 (17 Statutes at Large, page 51), was approved an act for 
the relief of sufferers by fire at Chicago. That is very significant, There was 
another fire in a bigger town, with more people than Portland; it was a calam- 
ity of a character not local or domestic, so that the State authorities could reach 
it, and the exigency called for the exercise of the power of Congress. 

In 18 Statutes at Large, part 3. 34, isan act to provide for the relief of per- 
sons suffering from the overflow of the Lower pgm River, approved ERA 
23, 1874,which authorized the temporary issue ofarmy rations and othing, Then 
on May 13, 1874 (same volume, page 45), was an act to enable the Secretary of War 
to carry out the act of April 23, 1874, which appropriated $70,000 for the purchase 
of supplies of food for sufferers by the overflow of Lawer Mississippi, described 
in the act of April 23,1874. And still further, in the same volume, pago 287, was 
a joint resolution authorizing the issue of army provisions and clot! to the 
destitute people in the valley of the Tombigbee, Warrior, and Alabama Rivers, 
rendered destitute by the recent inundation of their homes in those valleys. 

Again, in the same volume, page 230, the sundry civil appropriation act, ap- 
proved June 23, 1874, appropriated $400,000 to carry out the act of April 23, 1874, 
and the joint resolution of May 23, 1874, and also allowed part of the money to 
be nsed for the relief of destitute people on the ‘Tennessee River suffering from 
the recent overflow of that river, 

These are some of the precedents of Congressional legislation that I have 
taken the pains to note. I undertake to say that there is no case upon this list 
that is more important and urgent than the appeal now made Con: g 
There is not ao PaSA on higher or more general considerations than this that 
we now have in hand. But these are not all. Where did we get the power to 
do these things? Where do we get the power to appropriate for educating 
the children, as we haye done and probably will soon be called upon to do 
again? 

Mr. President, under your gallant lead [Mr, Hargis in the chair) Congress a 
few years since established a national board of health to gasra against yellow 
fever and cholera and small-pox, and all those ravaging diseases which afflict 
the human family. After long debate—every inch of ground was contested and 
fought a battle over—the Senate passed that bill. And what I advocate now is 
but the doctrine I stood upon then in urging the passage of that bill, and the 
same doctrine I advanced and argued for when we had the hard struggle over 
the appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi River in this body 
some two years and more since. 

* s * + * è $ 

It is only a short time since, comparatively, when I was called upon and voted 
very freely and not grudgingly to supply the people who had been afflicted by 
the locusts in the Western country w to buy seeds to puns: It is 
only a short time since, comparat ba Akre voted money for the relief of 
sufferers from the overflow of the M: ippi Mc in which I am directly 
interested, Where do you get the authority to do all this unless you get itfrom 
the power that I have attempted to discuss? It will not doto say that it is sym- 
pathy. There is not anything said in the Constitution about sympathy. Ido 
not believe that the word is in there, from A to Z, 

Where do you get the power to keep the flower garden near your Capitol ? 
What power in the Constitution is that necessary to execute? Or take the Li- 
brary building that most of us voted for some time since; why is that? It is 
done for the general welfare of the people of the country. Where do you get 
the power to erect the statues of great men, men whose reputation in life 
been won in killing their human brethren? You get it under this power, and 
nowhere else. Itis not necessary to any war power or any naval power toerect 
these monuments or these statues. Where does the Senator from Missouri get 
the authority to vote for sending books and pamphlets from the Agricultural 
Department or any other bins recente his constituents in Missouri? It is be- 
cause it is for the general welfare ,to educate the human mind, 

* * * s * * 2 

I state now, as I stated once before and probably oftener, that Judge Story in 
assuming and adopting the language of Monroe and the other Presidents who 
had signed these papers and had approved these callsand ppor and demands, 
adopts the language first beginning with Mr. Hamilton in his report on manu- 
factures in 1791, and even that of Mr. Jefferson hi lf, who was the father of 
what we understand as the State-rights school, who worshiped State rights as 
devotedly as ever the Persian bowed before the eternal fires of the sky. _ How 
did Jefferson himself buy Louisiana? How did he get possession of Louisiana 
except from the fact that he said it was essential to the general welfare of the , 
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country that we should have that territory, and“ that river, and the mouth of 
that river? 


s * * + * $ 
Now, following up the line of precedents, I will call them to mind simply from 
memory. Where did we get the authority to go and exhibit ourselves at the 
Centennial Leong acts ‘hat was debated here at length before I came into 
the Senate. “It was debated for days, and the Senate, I believe by a unanimous 
vote, said that we should appropriate money for it. 
$ * * * e * * 

But a short time since we went down to Yorktown and made hes and 
enjoyed ourselves very much. Where did that authority come from? That 
was not the war power, auauai we went there to celebrate a victory. Where 
did we get the authority to send off the expedition that we voted a short time 
since to hunt Greely and his lost crew? Going further back, where did we get 
the pre to donate the swamp lands to the States, as we did by the act of Se 
tember 28, 1850? This wasadonation pure and simple. So of the grant of lan 
to aid agricultural colleges, and the grant for the benefit of insane asylums. 

Before leaving this topic one thing more occurstome, Weare purchasing the 
ponere of great men, e bought Jefferson’s worksin times gone by ; we bought 

r. Adams’s works, and Mr, Madison’s; and since I haye been in the Senate 
we have a resolution through both Houses to buy the papers of a distin- 

nch gentleman. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES) who 
sits to my left introduced but a short time since a resolution to purchase the 
rs of somebody else. Where did we get all this authority and this power? 
ow, it is time, if we can not do this, to call a halt. But imbedded and con- 
ereted as this action is in the very theory of our Constitution as interpreted by 
some of its best lights and expounders, interpreted and applied by President 
after President, piled almostas high as Pelion upon Ossa, it is too late in the day 
for us to say we can not do it. We must turn back the history of this country 
almost a century, and reverse its whole order. When Icitethe precedents here 
and the interpretation, I cite that which is legitimate, because, as Sir James 
Mackintosh said, ‘No government has ever been made, but governments 
Ww. 

e have construed the Constitution, we have interpreted it, we have applied 
it time after time, day after day, month after month, and year after year. It is 
too late now to say that we can not apply it in this instance, when our country 
is threatened with cattle disease, as we have itfrom gentlemen who are familiar 
with the subject and whose duty itistospeak of it. It istoo late, I say, to ques- 
tion the authority. It is there; it is written in the text, for what is understood 
in the text isa partof the text. It is written in the precedents which have be- 
come a part of the law of the country. 


Mr. BROWN. I now ask the Secretary to turn back to the copy of 
the RECORD before him and to read from page 2368 the marked portion 
of the speech of the then Senator Lamar, now Mr. Justice Lamar, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate only a few moments, not 
with the expectation of adding anything new to the arguments that have been 
advanced on this subject, but simply to state my own reasons for the vote which 
I shall give. I have bestowed upon the constitutional question involved in this 
measure the study which itsimportance deserves. Is! not go over the ground 
already occupied by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones], the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Garland], and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu], nor will I 
recite the imposing authorities arrayed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown]. I have no doubtabout the constitutional authority of Congress to pass 
this measure, Indeed, if we should reject it on the ground that it is unconsti- 
tutional for Congress to give aid to the States in the exercise of their exclusive 
jurisdiction over the education of their people, we would be reversing the set- 
tled policy of this Government. 

The refinements and subtleties about the distinction between the granting of 
land and an appropriation of money for educational purposes do not satisfy my 
mind. Even if such a distinction would hold it does not apply to the constitu- 
tional question that is made. It is not the kind of aid granted, whether it be 
in land or in money, but the purpose for which it is granted, that is to be con- 
sidered. It is the threatened intervention of the Federal Government into the 
educational affairs of a State to which the constitutional objection applies, and 
intervention is as menacing when it comes in the form of a land grantas when 
= ae es in the shape of an appropriation. Ido-not regard it as a menace in 
either case. 


Mr. BROWN. I now ask the Secretary to read a short extract from 
a message of President Pierce in the Thirty-third Congress. I send 
the volume to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection, the Secretary 
will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Ihave been unable to discover any distinction on constitutional grounds, or 
grounds of expediency, between an appropriation of $10,000,000 directly from the 
money in the Treasury for the object contemplated and the RST of 
lands presented for my sanction; and yet,I can not doubt that if the bill pro- 
sere 10,000,000 from the Treasury of the United States for the support of the 

digent insane in the several States, that the constitutional question involved 
in the act would have attracted forcibly theattention of Congress. 

I respectfully submit that in a constitutional pointof view it is wholly imma- 

, terial whether the appropriation be in money or in land. 


Mr. BROWN. I now turn to a copy of the speech of my able and 
eloquent friend, the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. VOORHEES], and I read 
the overwhelming facts as to the practice of the Government on this 
question, which he enumerated with burning eloquence in the speech 
referred to. I will insert the portion which I desire, on pages 6, 7, 8, 
9, 10, and 11, without reading, with the consent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


What do we see when we turn to this policy? Every State admitted into the 
Union since the adoption of the Constitution has received upon her admission 
a birthday present, as it were, a rich donation of lands, an educational endow- 
ment in be alf of the children she was to bring forth and train up for duty as 
American citizens. This was a presentfrom the National Government to every 
State; to yours, sir [Mr. Hargis, in the chair], and tomine; and whata splendid 
endowment it has been! Can I stand here and forget what was done for my 
own State? Indiana had her sixteenth section; she her university lands; 
she had her land-scrip given to her in lieu of lands that could not be taken up 
in her own borders. Am I to ignore these facts when an appeal is made to me 
by people who have had thrown upon them an unnatural and abnormal condi- 
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tion of affairs in the liberation and enfranchisement of a whole race buried in 
ignorance? New States came into the Union with natural surroundings and 
with no exceptional burdens. The Southern States are struggling to-day with 
a problem heretofore unknown in human history, and with a responsibility far 
beyond their power to meet. But with no such appalling circumstances sur- 
rounding the other States of the Union, the policy of this Government toward 
them has been all the time in the exercise of that power which is now denied 
by the Senator from Alabama {Mr, MorGAn] and other Senators on this floor, 
when it is invoked for the relief of the afflicted States of the South. 

Every sixteenth section of public land in the States admitted prior to 1848 and 
every sixteenth and thirty-sixth section of such Jand in the States and Terri- 
tories since organized have been granted for educational purposes. The lands 
granted for educational purposes, both for common schools and universiti 
throughout the Union have amounted to nearly 100,000,000 acres. Yet I am tol 
that the Government has not the power to aid the cause of education in the 
States, Why notthe power? 

Do you answer that lands can be granted, but not money? I had promised 
m f that I would not waste any time on that point. Money is no morea 
thing of value than land. One is a commodity asthe other is. oney is worth 
only what it can be exchanged for, and so are lands; and when lands are do- 
nated it is with the express understanding that the State can exchange them at 
once for any other commodity, money or anything else, that will best promote 
the cause of education. I shall waste but little time on that point. According 
to this distinction between the donation of lands and the donation of money 
Congress the power to grant the recently acquired Territory of Alaska to 
the several States for educational purposes, well knowing that the States would 
sell the Territory and apply the proceeds to their schools, but Congress could 
not have donated the seven millions to the States for school purposes which we 

aid to Russia for the Territory. Such a proposition only needs to be stated to 


rejected. 
The earings iana of lands ted for school pu will be of interest 
as illustrating the policy of the Government on this subject: 
State. Acres, |Year. 
704,483 | 1803 
650,317 | 1816 
985, 1818 
1,199,130 | 1820 
902,774 | 1819 
837,584 | 1803 
786,044 | 1806 
1,067,397 | 1836 
$86,460 | 1836 
908,503 | 1845 
905,144 | 1545 
958,649 | 1846 
6,719,324 | 1853 
2,969,990 | 1857 
3,329,706 | 1859 
2,801,306 | 1861 
3,935,428 | 1864 
2,702,044 | 1864 
3,715,555 | 1875 


In addition to these grants to the States there have been donated over 30,- 
000,000 acres to the eight organized Territories of the United States, making an 
aggregate of lands granted to the States and Territories for school purposes of 
07,893,919 acres. 

Then, for the pu 
lands have been 
1,165, 520 acres. 

Next comes the land-serip. I have other tables and figures here which I will 
not dwell on at length. But I see that one university in Indiana is put down 
in this official report as the recipient of over $212,000, proceeds of the sale of 
land-scrip which was issued to Indiana in lieu of land that she could not locate 
within her borders. There are some striking revelations in these statistics. 
‘The need of the South is very sore, and yet abundance has in some instances 
been given where nothing was needed. California,coming into this Union 
thirty years ago with a crown of gold upon her head and untold wealth in all 
her veins, was the (Seve gia from the Government of nearly seven million acres 
of land for educational purposes. She was rich, with a magnificent future be- 
fore her; yet the power of the Government was thought to be equal to the task 
of giving her a great domain besides; now it is denied to the States that are 
poor and depressed indeed. 

Allow me to call attention also to the transactions of 1836 between the Federal 
Government and the States, which resulted in vast assistance to the cause of 
education within the States. They illustrate the fact that Federal assistance has 
taken every shape. In 1836 the Federal Government found itself with a surplus 
of revenue on its hands, and by act approved June 23, 1836, provision was made 
to deposit the same with the States in proportion to their representation. The 
amounts thus deposited with the States will be shown by the appended table: 


Maine .... « $955, $38.25 


of aiding in the establishment of universities, still other 
onated to the States and Territories,amounting in all to 
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ractical donation from the 
ions in actual money, which 
into the school funds 


Senators forget recent events? Since the war more than $6,000,000, notin lands, 
but in money, haye been appropriated b; songra for colored schools in the 
South. I have the a propriat on acts here if there is ee e question as to my 
statement, The en’s schools have been fed with national appropriations 
during the last twenty years, and to the extent of over $6,000,000. it notsome- 
what late in the day to call in question the power of Congress to pass the pend- 

measure? I give youa precedent in your own day and generation. How 
isitto be answered? Do you who oe this bill say that theschools for the 
freedmen were unconstitutional? hy then was that question not tested in 
the courts? It could easily have been done at the proper time. 

But, sir, I come to a still later date and even a more striking illustration. 
Within the last twelve months, during the last fiseal year, Congress appro- 

$400,000 with which to educate the Indian children at Hamptonand pa 4 he 
isle. How will you answer that? Where were the voices now so eloquent, 
where the anu now so learned and so long, when that bill the Sen- 
ate, ,000 of tax-raised revenue out of the Treasury with which to in- 
struct and enlighten the little copper-colored, Sepa Sr straight-haired chil- 
dren of the desert within a hundred miles of this Capitol? Where were these 
vigilant sentries of the Constitution then? Were they dozing on their k 
or is the dusky Indian dearer in their regard than their own blood and kin? 
The white child is in this bill; the white face is here as well as the dark one. 
Is the barbarian’s child of the forests, the offspring of the frontiers, a more im- 
piai and cherished object of your care than the white child of the South? 
the Constitution expand in itsapplication in one direction and contractin 
another? Is there a certain elasticity in the Constitution toward the schools 
at Hampton and Carlisle and a contractability in the same instrument when ap- 
plied to schools of your own? 

Tam amazed; it fills me with wonder when I hear some of the arguments 
which have been advanced on this floor. There is not a year, nor a month, nor 
a week, nor a day since 1789 to the present hour in which the authority in this 
bill, in one shape or another, bas not been the active policy of this Government 
for our own people as well as for other races. licy fills all our history 
with yt seas tee and the whole land with its blessings. 

But, Mr. President, we have heard much able and learned discussion in re- 
= to a strict. construction of the Constitution. Sir, I am for a strict construc- 

ion of the Constitution. Iam for strictly construing it in order to accomplish, 
not to defeat, the great ends for which it was ordained. I wish to so construe 
it as to promote and fulfill those beneficent and lofty aims proclaimed in the in- 
strument itself, I would strictly construe that immortal instrument as a vital, 
affirmative force for the achievement of its own declared purposes, and the ac- 
complishment of our Keates as a united and pos, aor a Republic. To me it 
means whatit says; tomy mind there isnot a mean! jess p: oninit. When 
it declares its purpose "to promote the general we ,? and declares, further 
on among the t of powers, that Congress shall provide for that great end, I 
do not feel at liberty to assume that the framers of the Constitution were in- 
dulging in words, mere words, without meaning, life, or force. I firmly believe, 
too, that the power of self-preservation exists in this Government, The object 
of its creation was to live, not to die. 

* * s = a - * + 

No; the simple truth is Jefferson saw that the exclusive possession of the 
channel and of the mouth of the Mississippi River was necessary to the general 
welfare, the p: ty, advancement, wealth, and growth of the country, and he 
grasped the occasion to soompi these legitimate objects of Government with 
more eagerness and zeal than is usual inan executive officer. Nearly the entire 
co: ndence on the subject with the minister of the great Napoleon will be 
found in Jefferson's own d, although his Secretary of State was one of the 
most accomplished men of his times. 

Texas came to us upon thesame principles which governed Jefferson in secur- 
ing Louisiana; then the vast uisitions of territory following the Mexican 
war, until now all that mighty region from British America to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, trom the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, stands to-day, and will stand 
forever, as a monument to the foresight, sagacity,and prophetic statesmanship 
of Thomas Jefferson while executing the welfare clause of the Constitution, with- 
out a single specific grant of power to warrant the first steps taken or any that 
followed. There it stands, the seat of present and future empire. We secured 
itall during the days of strict construction. Louisiana, Texas, and all the other 
vast regions I have mentioned confront us asa stupendous refutation of the idea 
oe xe can do nothing for the general welfare undera strict construction of the 

tution. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, these references to the unbroken prac- 
tice -of the Government for almost a century seem to me to be over- 
whelming on question. 

I have listened, with great pleasure, as I always do, to the eloquent 
argument made by each of the Texas Senators against the constitution- 
ality of this bill. With an immense public-school fand in cash, the 

of the public lands of the State of Texas, and with nearly 

000,000 acres of land from which the State has yet to realize for the 
benefit of her schools and colleges, I envy the Senators, as their State 
has the most magnificent school fund of any like number of people on 
the face of the earth. They therefore have no possible need of the pro- 

relief, and I regret that they find insuperable constitutional difi- 
culties in the way of voting for the bill. 

But even my friends from the rich State of Texas, like all the bal- 
ance of us, have voted annually for an appropriation to buy seed to send 
all over the Union to our constituents, and when, a year or two since, 
the drought ruined the crops in a number of counties of Texas and a 
dill was introduced to furnish an increased quantity of seed of different 
varieties to the drought-stricken counties of Texas, the senior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. COKE] voted for the bill, and his present colleague, 
then a member of the House, I believe also voted for it. Iadmit that 
they did only what we all did, with few exceptions, and which we do 
every year when we make the annual appropriation to furnish seed to 
be sent out to our constituents, but under what section of the Consti- 


tution did they find the delegated power to do this, unless it be the 
section to which I have referred. 

A few words more, Mr. President, and I have said all I intend bias 
My highly esteemed friend from Missouri, Senator VEST, in his able 
and eloquent speech the other day in opposition to this bi]l, held, asit 
seemed to me, in terrorem over the Senate the veto of the President of 
the United States, in case this bill should pass. I did not understand 
the Senator to say that he had any information from the President on 
that subject, or any personal knowledge of the President’s intentions. 
I suppose he received his impressions from his knowledge of the con- 
victions of the President, usually, on questions of a public character. - 
But I can not concur with my friend in contemplating even the possi- 
bility of a veto in case of the passage of thts bill. I have already read 
you quotations from the able and unanswerable speech of Senator Gar- 
land sustaining the constitutionality of this bill, and extracts from the 

of Senator Lamar, now Mr. Justice Lamar, unequivocally affirm- 
ing the constitutionality of the act. The newspapers made a point on 
Senator Garland, when his name was spoken of for Attorney-General, 
that he was not a suitable man because of his latitudinarian construc- 
tion of the Constitution. Heand Mr. Lamar were probably the two 
ablest advocates of this bill inthe Senate. They both concurred in the 
constitutionality of the bill, and they were both invited into the Cabi- 
net, notwithstanding the adverse criticism growing out of their con- 
struction of the Constitution, where they have both remained until a few 
days since, when the President was so much pleased with Mr. Secretary 
Lamar that he invited him up toa higher position, to take a seat on the 
bench, where all constitutional questions are to be decided in the last 
resort. The appointment and continuance of Attorney-General Gar- 
land and the two appointments of Mr. Justice Lamar were no doubt 
made with full knowledge on the part of the President of their position 
on the constitutional question involved in this bill. 

But that is notall. Theablest and most eloquent defense which any 
one has made on this floor of the President’s administration and policy 
was that submitted by my highly esteemed and eloquent friend, Sena- 
tor VOORHEES, of Indiana. He, too, unequivocally indorses and ably 
sustains the constitutionality of this measure. If, therefore, the Pres- 
ident may be judged by his actions, and by his appointments of able 
men to high positions who unequivocally sustain the constitutionality 
of this measure, then I feel that I may safely say that we have noth- 
ing to fear from an executive veto. But suppose there is danger of a 
veto, what has that to do withit? Each Senator has a duty to per- 
form at this stage of the bill. In-caseof its the responsibility 
of the executive then begins. And in case of a veto our final responsi- 
bility then attaches. I submit this question without further remark. 
I have no doubt about either the constitutionality or the necessity and 
sound policy of this measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the pend- 
ing amendment. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Education and Labor report 
in section 8, line 10, after the word ‘‘authority,’’ to insert the words 
including interest money from any source,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thenext amendment will be stated. 

Mr. BLAIR.. Theamendment justacted on is the only one from the 
committee. The next is one offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB], to which he desires to speak. He is not in the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 2, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That such money shall annually be divided poco bang paid outin the several 
States and Territories, and in the District of Columbia, in proportion to their 
population, respectively, according: to the census of 1880: ‘Provided, That all of 
said money remaining undistributed at the date of the aa of the returns 


of population as shown by the census of 1890, shall be divided as aforesaid in 
proportion to the population according to said census of 1890. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, as I know the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUME] desires to be heard upon his amendment, and is not pres- 
ent, if no one else desires to take the floor now, I will resume, and give 
a little more evidence. 

I will now read to the Senate a short extract from an address by Dr. 
Curry, so long distinguished as the agent of the Peabody school fund. 
He is now our minister to Spain. Referring to the efforts of the South, 
which had come under his observation, to establish a system of common 
schools, and invigorate it so far as possible with contributions and with 
features of efficiency, he says: 

Despite these patriotic efforts illittracy abounds fearfully. Of the school popu- 
lation of the South nearly half are not in school. The whites of educational 
age, undernineteen, not enrolled number 1,719,723; the colored, 1,126,815. Nearly 
one-half of the white children and more than one-half of the colored are grow- 
ing. up without educational advantages. 

he resources of the South are wholly cg yi vr to meet the heavy burden 
im 


whichis uponher. In her present financial condition, universal education with- 
out Federal aid is distant, ís impossible. In the most advanced and prosperous 
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countries schools and their management are not upon asatisfactory basis. Gov- 
ernor Butler is reported as saying that even in Massachusetts 92 per cent. of the 
children receive no education after they attain the age of fifteen years. Onan 
average, our Le do not get more than months’ schooling. 

This is true in highly rous localities; but the Southern States are poor. 
Iam no mist nor The progress in mining and in manufactures 
has been great, but agriculture and tillage and common roads are not in a flat- 
tering condition. Excluding Delaware, Maryland, and Missouri, the assessed 
valuation of ya in the remaining Southern States diminished between 
1860 and 1880, $2,432,730,524. The State of New York is said to be worth in tax- 
able property as much as ail the Southern States. Ignorant labor dooms to 
pores: It is idle to be drawing roseate pictures of the * new South,” until the 

ring classes are far ahead in intelligence and skill of present attainments. 
The loss from ssa: or unskilled labor would educate a hundred times over 
eyery childintheSouth. With her sparse population, with means not half what 
they were in ante-bellum days, with double the number of children to be edu- 
cated, it is impossible for the South, by any tax short of , to provide 
education for the children within her borders. 

It is well to open our eyes to stubborn, irremovable facts, and confront the 

wingout of them., Reference has been made tothe alarming fact that 
the late slaveholding States and in the District of Columbia there is a non- 
attendance of 1,719,723 white children, and of 1,126,815 negro children. That may 
be prospective peril, but its fearfulness may be estimated if we consider that 
the South had in 1870 4,189,972 illiterates, and in 1889 4,741,173, an increase of over 
one half a million in spite of the educational activities of the intermediate ten 
yeas, The total number of illiterates of voting age in the slaveholding States 
n 1870 was 1,146,707; in 1880, 1,363,844,an increase of illiterate voters of 217,137. 
The total number of males of voting age in the South in 1880 was 4,119,908, and 
of these 1,353,844 were illiterate. Thirty-three and one-tenth per cent. of the 
voters in the South are illiterate, Of theilliterate 69.8 per cent. are colored, and 
30.2 percent. whites. Itis specially significant that these figures show an in- 
crease of illiterate voters in the last decade. ý 

If my first postulate be true, that education is fundamental to the right dis- 
charge of the duties and functionsof American citizenship, may I not, in homely 
language, ask our governors, What are you going to do about this illiteracy and 
consequent peril? Thelife of the Republicis one desperate and prolonged strug- 
gle against ignorance, and the States are impotent in the encounter. 

I will next read a letter from a gentieman of distinction in Louisiana, 
who, in the year 1884, delivered the commencement address upon na- 
tional aid before the faculty and students of the Louisiana State Uni- 
versity, Judge A. A. Gunby, of Monroe, La, In thisaddress, asa whole, 
he strongly advocates the constitutionality and the necessity of national 
aid. In inclosing his address he writes me a letter from Monroe, dated 
November 23, 1887. He says: 

MOXROE, LA., November 23, 1887. 

Dear Sm: I have received yours of 19th instant, and assure you that I feel 
great interest in the subject of national aid to education. By thorough and 
comprehensive study of our constitutional history and legislative precedents I 
have satisfied myself of the sound constitutionality of the measure advocated 
by you, and my own observation and knowledge as a Southern man convince 
me of its ency and necessity. 

Our State Educational Association, which met at Shreveport in August, 1897, 
adopted a resolution heartily indorsing your bill and urging our Representa- 
tives to support it. All the secs yee educators of our State, in fact every- 
body who really believes in public education, is an advocate of national aid to 
education, and fully recognizes the pressing necessity of extraneous assistance 
in the education of both white and colored citizens. 

As far as my knowledge extends, those who op; your measuré in this 
State are either free-trade fanatics or belong to class of rigid and narrow 
thinkers who entertain and foster a natural and ineradicable hatred to all intel- 
lectual culture at public expense. In this city we keep our public schools open 
nine or ten months in every — hysa ial tax. But our teachers are poorly 
paid, and in less favored localities t months of public schools is the ave: 
= year. In the state of our public debt and our private financial condition, it 

equally impossible for us to deyote more of the taxes to education or to in- 
crease the rate of tion. 

But why should I rehearse these details? If education is a public good, we 
ought to have it jo larger abundance than it has ever been enjoyed in the South. 
Asa matter of simple justice in return for the enforced citizenship of former 
slaves, and the consequent imposition of reckless and impoverishing carpet- 

governments, the Federal Government should aid the South in the de- 
mnent of both her mental and her material resources, and the same lib- 
eral interpretation of the Constitution which enables you gentlemen at Wash- 


ington to wore appro —- for rap once sneha ae os ee 
appropriations from the same Source for ucating, tenin; 
SOLOA American citizens, f = = 


Please excuse the length of this, and let me know if I can serve you further. 
I bid you Godspeed in your noble and patriotic efforts in the highest of all hu- 
man causes. 


Very respectfully, 
A. A. GUNBY. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
United States Senate. 


I have a communication from Rev. J. A. B. Lovett, A. M., principal 
of the Male Institute and Business College at Huntsville, Ala. He 


says: 
HUNTSVILLE, ALA., November 30, 1887. 

Kixp Sm: Your letter, asking me to inform you concerning the educational 
needs of Alabama, has been received, and the following items are given in 
answer to same: 

1. Gur public-school terms are only about three months in the year. 

2. The average monthly pay of teachers is about 

3. Our population is rapidly increasing, making the per capita allowance from 
State fund only 71 cents for white children, and 66 cents for colored. 

4. It appears that our State is doing about as well as some of our best North- 
ern States, in proportion to taxable valuation of property. 

, 5. Our State needs assistance. She can not educate the masses with her own 
efforts—at least we can not hope that she wili. 

6, I think I can safely say that a large majority of the ple of Alabama 
would most gladly see the passage of the Federal aid bill. In inclosed clip- 
ping from the last number of the Alabama Teachers’ Journal, of which T am 
editor, you will see how it stands on the question. I expect to attend superin- 
tendents’ meeting in Washington next February, at which time I shall be pleased 
to meet you again. 

Very truly, yours, 


a 4; A) p. LOVETT, 
Hon. H. W. Braz, M. G., mal gaene e a eE 
Washington, D: C. 
I will send the editorialalluded to, which is to be found in the edu- 
cational journal of the State, to the desk to be read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the editorial, 
if there be no objection. ‘ 
The Secretary read as follows: 
FEDERAL AID TO EDUCATION. 


It is known to most of the present readers of the Alabama Teachers’ Journal 
that we have been an advocate and warm friend to the cause of Federal aid to 
education. We are aware that some of eur teachers and 2 ponies oppose this 
measure; at the same time, we know that a large number of our people would 
rejoice to see the great benefits that the passage of the educational bill would 
bring tothe children of the State. Those favoring the measure are not by any 
means confined to the teachers of public schools, and to those who are unable 
to educate their children—they are to be found among ourablest statesmen, and 
men of every profession and calling. The truth of the matter is, illiteracy is 
making fearful strides in our State, the increased percen being seen, noted, 
and felt each year. What is tobe done? Our population is rapidly increasing, 
thus reducing the zer E eo apportionmentevery year, and no funds with whi 

ireful results. 


to counteract the 

There is perhaps no Statein the Union that needs more speedy assistance than 
Alabama. Think of the shriveled salaries our teachers are forced to receive! 
Think of the more shriveled school terms our nny mabe must put up with! 
How can the masses be educated to careful and intelligent citizenship with the 
teachers on half pay and the children on fourth rations? It just can’t be done, 
and it is but.the following of our natural instincts and reason to turn our eyés 
to the General Government, the political father of us all, whose citizens we 
are, and expect the assistance we need and the aid we must have, if our risin; 
generation is looked to for the elements of agree op ape and intelligent citi- 
zenship—such a citizenship into whose hands it be safe to place ballot 
of future years. 

The fact that our educational system is in distressing need’ of more funds can 
not be denied. The expediency of accepting money from the General Govern- 
ment is the question at issue. Some nice points of constitutional law have been 
pleaded by the opponents of the measure; on the other hand, these ‘‘constitu- 
tional objections” have been ably considered by those who advocate Federal 
aid. The way the matter stood in the last session of Congress it was quite plain 
to be seen that very many of our greatest statesmen were warm friends of the 
measure. 

This article is not written to fill up our space. It is written for s definite pur- 
pose, Though we have written nothing on the subject for a number of months, 
we still have faith in the cause we here advocate. The Federal-aid question is 
not dead. streams flow slowly; so great national questions like this, 
ose millions of people are directly concerned, can not reach a hasty con- 
clusion. 

The Congress of the United States pauses to hear from the people throu; 
their representatives. A plan ona magnificent scale is now being perfected 
the Southern educational journals, by which the people will be appealed to on 
this question. We deem it our duty in the premises to give the people a chance, 
that, by proper petitioning to Congress, they may give expression of their 
wants in the matter. 


Mr. BLAIR. I now read a letter of C. D. Nicholas, Mobile, Ala., 
dated January 3, 1888. I understand him to be a citizen of character 


and distinction in that city. I ask the Secretary to be so kind as to . 


read the letter. 
The Secretary read as follows: 7 
MOBILE, ALA., January 3, 1888. 


My Dear Sm: There has been noted with a great deal of interest by many 
citizens in this section of our State the effort of yourself and others to get an a 
propriation by Congress for the purpose of penan better educational facili- 
ties for the very great mass of illiterate children in thisand other sections of our 
great country, the majority of the being unable to provide necessary 
school accommodation, because of want of money with which to do so. 
cially is this true of the Southern States, the result of which is, that the periods 
of time during each year in which public schools are open are very short in- 
deed; and particularly is this so in the country districts, where the great mass 
of illiteracy exists. 

It is not doubted that the States have been and are now doing in that direc- 
tion as well as it were possible for them to do; but atthe same time their ina- 
bility to meet the demands upon them are very plainly shown by the fact that 
there is no diminution in the number of the illiterate in fate to our grow- 
ing country, but rather an increase. This great evil itis believed, in fact there 
is no doubt of its truthfulness, can be remedied by the passage of the “ Blair 
educational bill,” and it is greatly hoped that you and your associates will 
continue to success your efforts in so grand a cause, the good result of which the 
entire Stengel must rereg pth feel ane: acknowledge. A 

great respect, I am, very truly, yours, 
©. D. NICHOLAS. 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. s 
Mr. BLAIR. I have here a letter from Mr. T. J. Ellis, also of the 
city of Mobile. He writes: 
MOBILE, ALA., December 29, 1887. 
Dear Sre: Your bill, “the Blair educational bill,” is looked upon with’ in- 
tense interest in this section ot the country by that class of citizens who are so 


greatly in need of national aid or some assistance other than that which they 
ve at present for the education of their children. Inthe rural districts for ten 


or perhaps more scholastic years the Sp ie er was so smal] that a term of ` 


three months’ average was difficult to obtain, for in many townships the school 
fund was too insignificant for one month's school. In some localities the pa- 
trons were in better circumstances than those of an pat acon locality, and 
would supplement the fund apportioned them and thereby have their three 
months’ school, which is equal to no school at all after a vacation of nine 
months with but littie exceptions. I cite, for instance, topranips south, range 
2 cast, of Baldwin County, Alabama, where I have taught school. 

There are 250 children within educational age in said township, and for sev- 
eral years the annual appropriation has not exeeeded $270, and a similar condi- 
tion of affairs exists in said township and otheradjacent ones to-day. To say the 
least, from a lack of sufficient funds in many places, illiteracy is appalling. 
However, if your billmeets with desired suecess, the bright light of eee 
emanating therefrom will disperse said ignorance and a diffusion of knowledge 
and education will be in lieu thereof. We hope that the bill will meet with 
favorable results in both Houses. Feeling interested in the matter, I take oc- 
casion to send you theabove statistics, and hope that they may be of some sety- 
icetoyou. WhenI say “we''I voice the sentiments and wishes of that class of 
citizens above named, and ofthose whoare friends to the cause of education and 
have Ea apoena their personal means fer — advancement of same, 

ours, with prayers for success, very respectfully, 
x ie THOS. J. ELLIS. 


Hon. H. W, BLAIR, . 
United Slates Senate, Washington, D. C. 
I have also matter from the State of Virginia, which I may as well 
introduce at this time, perhaps, as any. Here is a letter from a little 
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girl which she writes of her own condition, and I wish somebody who 
has the money would take care of this girl, She writes from Markham, 
Va., January 5, 1888, addressing myself. She says: 
MARKHAM VA Jan 5 1888, 
Dear Mr. Senator I am a little girl 9 years old and I to school evry 
day if it aint to bad I want to get lerning but cant get all the books I want 
and my mother is so pore she cant by non for me I herd you is a good gentman 
an you want to see the r children get a agp, and wont you plese to 
eae D O ROROA DO that is all an I will be so g 
ru 
X MAmrm W. SANDERS 


My mother is name Mary and she is a colord woman I forgot to say I am a 
litle colerd girl and I am tring to lern all I can so you plese to send me som 
Boo ka if you please Sir a white lady say I mus rite to you an you wod do it for 
me she no, 


I put that letter in the RECORD, and I hope somebody will take care 
of this girl. She is typical of hundreds of thousands, It is not any 
use to starve this hunger for knowledge upon the constitutional whim- 
sicalities, on the strength of which we fought the war and came very 
near ruining our country, and laying the foundation for other wars, if 
that same doctrine obtains prominence again. 

I have here a letter published in the poco (Mass. ) Republican, 
written by a lady of distinction, as I am told, who resides in Lynch- 
burgh, Va. She writes in December, 1887, and her name is Miss Orra 
Langhorne. I ask the Secretary to read the letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read at the desk, 
if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: . 


PUCLIC SCHOOLS AT THE SOUTH—A SOUTHERN WOMAN ON THE BLAIR BILL AND 
SOUTHERN CONGRESSMEN, 
To the Editor of the Republican : 

Probably no subject has ever been of more importance to the rank and file of 
the Southern people, and none has ever inspired more interest, than the meas- 
ure known as the Blair bill. The poor whites and the negroes hailed with de- 
light the public schools, which were among the first fruits of the great revolution 
in Southern society, caused by the civil war and the emancipation. The old 
Suone were slow to accept the common school, which was opoorod to all 
the ideas in which they had been reared. There hasbeen a great change of sen- 
timent among them in this respect, and some who haye not changed their views 
feel compelled to yield to the inevitable, and profess to have done so, 

The public-school system had been in operation but a short time in Virginia, 
and presumably in other Southern States, before it became evident that the 
available means were wholly inadequate to the work in hand. In large towns 
the system has met with remarkable success, In the smaller towns and coun- 
sry Ìlages it has done reasonably well, and isan improvement on the old plan, 
which only reached the class able to pay for education. In the rural districts 
public schools have by no means met the hopes cherished by the advocates of 
the system, and in many sections are an utter failure. The complaints are 
everywhere the same, differing only in degree. The school-houses are too far 
apart to benefit the children, and are often so rude in construction, or so dilapi- 
dated in condition, as scarce ly to be fit for habitation. The school terms are so 
short that people say the children forget in the long vacations what they learned 
during the session. In short, there is not money enough to make the schools ef- 
fective. The letters of the Hampton graduates, printed year after year in the 
Southern Workman, tell the pathetic s of the struggles of the colored teach- 
ers against adverse conditions, Often only the frame of a log cabin is furnished 
by the school board, and the pedagogue must turn carpenter and mason, fit win- 
dows and doors, work on the chimney, and make his benches, feeling grateful 
if he has the floor to put them on. R 

When the weather is cold he and his pupils must gather fuel as they can, and 
it is not surprising if the attendance is irregular when the children must come 
five or six miles to school. Several cases 
young white women of good family, forced to earn their own living, have taught 

n district school-houses where it was necessary to wear a water-proof cloak and 


The ok aoe Church is the most 

ucation is notable, and 
by older denominations. The 
every grade of society from the rough mountaineer, uncouth, 


thelatest my: and displayingall theadvantages of culture and society. Among 
the assembly were preachers, 


of 
who 


The speaker said it was important for the local societies to examine this raw 
material carefully before recommending it to the theological seminary, adding 
PREMALI, that he and his brethren sometimes had to work six years on a 

ong, lank, awkward country youth before he was fit for ordination. The doc- 
tor expatiated on the need of primary education for the candidates, some of 
whom could scarcely read and write and knew almost nothing of grammar and 
geograph . Itwas no use to send such youths back ; there was no “ back ” there. 
he speaker wound up with an energetic assertion that he “knew no better 
means to prevent a young man from getting an education than to send him for 
several years to the public schools in the rural districts of Virginia.” 

Doubtless these facts and a great many more are fully known to the Southern 
members of Congress. They must also be aware of the great popular desire for 
the passage of the Blair bill. Why, then, do they either oppose it or give itsuch 
lukewarm assistance that it amounts to antagonism? Ina private letter from 


the author of the bill about two years ago, Senator BLAIR remarks, “The great 
trouble all the time has been the opposition of Southern Congressmen.” As the 
Republican members of Congress fom the South may be counted upon to sup- 

rt the bill as a party measure, if for no stronger reason, it is not necessary to 
include them in the present discussion of the subject. The Democratic mem- 
bers are divided into two distinct classes as regards the measure. As Democrats 
they object to allowing any bill which has already won popular approval and 
is sure to redound to the honor of the ty which introduced it to become a 
law. Hoping either to defeat it altogether or to change the form of it, so that 
national aid to education may seem to come from Democratic sources, an effort 

been made to change the character of the bill, 

The Republican members of our General Assembly lately brought a resolu- 
tion to urge upon the Virginia members of Congress advocacy of the Blair bill 
for national aid to education. A“ Bourbon" Democrat offered as an amend- 
ment the words ‘or some other plan.” Democratic Congressmen and assem- 
blymen of the old school, the men of aristocratic birth and breeding, have no 

nuine sympathy with popular education, least of all for interference with our 

tates’ rights of illiteracy, There is, however, a large class of Democrats who 
have come to the front in recent years. These are men who had to struggle 
with adverse conditions in early life, who found it hard to acquire education and 
attain social position. Such peopee do have some honest sympathy with the 
desire of the masses for the national aid they feel to be indispensable to the 
efficiency of our public schools, 

Our whole nation, forgetting sectional animosities and civil strife, mourned as 
a united people over the sufferings and death of the great captain of the Union 
armies, but does any one remember the advice given with prophetic earnest- 
ness in his last message to Congress? After Kensewi0g the great disorders then 
existing in the South, due to the fearful illiteracy of the people and the invest- 
ment of the ex-slaves with the right of suffrage, General Grant, with solemn 
warning of the peril to the nation if these evils were unchecked, offered three 
noble and patriotic su ions, earnestly urging their adoption. These were 
national aid for education according to the illiteracy of the States, with com- 

ulsory education and an educational a for the ht of suffrage 

n the whole country. General Grant added that he earnestly hoped these re- 
forms would be in successful operation by the year 1890. “If ye love me 
keep my commandments,” said a greater than General Grant, Is it pot high 
time that all considerations of party should be laid aside and the great work in- 
dicated by the hero ofthe civil war ager Ye ? The whole country is now, 
as when the message was delivered, endangered and its progress retarded by 
` the fearful masses of illiteracy in the South. Let the Fiftieth Congress accept 
the task before it and give to the awakening South the great boon she demands, 
“ Learning driveth the ignorance, barbarism, and fierceness from men’s minds.” 


ORRA LANGHORNE, 
LYNCHBURGH, VA., December, 1887. 


Mr. BLAIR. I have in my hand a copy of the Portsmouth Enter- 
prise, published at Portsmouth, Va., which I take to be a Democratic 
newspaper, although I am not familiar with it. The date is December 
18, 1887, and, as tending to show the popular feeling among the masses 
of the people, I read the following editorial: 


The Blair educational bill, as it passed the United States Senate last winter, 
has been again reported in that body by the Committee on Education. The re- 
po was unanimous, and the bill will pass the Senate. Should the Democrats 

n the House of Representatives fail to pass it, there will not be the remotest 
chance of RE ing and North Carolina nng their electoral votes for the Dem- 
ocratic candidates for the Presidency next fall. We are not a croaker, but we 
believe we know the sentiment of the ple of Virginia, es] lly upon this 
measure. They are very heavily taxed to support the public schools and to 
educate the colored children, Millions of dollars of Government money are 
being given away at the North for pencon and other things. No better ex- 
penditure could made of the millions which are accumulating in the Treas- 
ury than in relieving the Southern white people of some of the burdens which 
DAS pee imposed upon them by the results of the war in educating the col- 
ored c ren. 


I have communications from the State of Arkansas, one from Mr. 
A. A. C. Rogers, whose name, I have no doubt, the Senators from that 
State will recollect. It is dated at Pine Bluff, Ark., November 28, 
1887, and addressed to myself. He says: 

PINE BLUFF, ÀRK., November 24, 1887. 


My Dean Sır: I have been solicited by Hon, Frank G. Wise, of this city, our 
efficient secretary of public schools, and one of the leading educators of this 
State, to give my views upon the actual necessity of national aid to our public 
schools. His request was based upon the fact that I have always taken a great 
interest in public schoois and have had many opportunities throughout the Sec- 
ond Congressional district of learning the wants of the people, 

I will preface my statements by saying that what is known as the Blair bill 
has been made more or less a political question by a few politicians, who hold 
that there is no warrant in the Constitution for the proposed temporary aid. I 
think this question has been settled. 

I find that there is great complaint among the people as to the length of the 
school year. Under our State constitution and the ool law it is measured by 
the school means of each school district. The report shows that the limit of 
school taxation has been reached, and that the longest school year is only twelve 
weeks, The masses in the rural districts being poor and the eer sparce, 
and the districts large, the poor advantages of even the twelve weeks are not 
enjoyed. The long vacation of nine months, the necem for the physical 
labor of the children when they reach the age of twelve or fourteen years, has 
caused tho already appalling illiteracy among our people to increase. This 
does not rise from any want of interest in the matter of education, but from a 
feeling that the State is not able to do more than is now being done in taxation, 
which is almost universally regarded as extremely onorous. It is my opinion, 
as well as that of the leading educators of this district, that the public-school 
interest must suffer without the pro; d aid. The interest of the rising gener- 
ation, as well as the welfare of the Union, demands that education be insured, 
Without keeping alive the principles upon which our Government and its in- 
stitutions were founded, it must sooner or later go down, 

You deserve the blessings of the American people for your noble efforts in 
behalf of the future life of the nation. . 

Pass your bill, 

Respectfully, your obedient seryant, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR 
United Slates Senate, Washington, D. C. 


He adds: 

I was a member of the Forty-first Congress and am well known to several of 
your brother Senators, i. 

Objection is sometimes raised to help being given because it tends to 
prevent the development of that self-reliance which is so necessary to 


A. A, C. ROGERS, 
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the American citizen and to a true and elevated character of the human 
being. I would ask any Senator who holds to that doctrine, how much 
he had to do with his own education, with providing that which we 
are undertaking now to provide for these people. No man ever made 

' the school in which he was educated, built his school-house, or even 
went to the extent of furnishing himself with the books which he 
studied. Tothechild the means of education are universally furnished, 
and it is not a question what is to become of those who are now upon 
the active arena of life, but it is a question whether those means of ed- 
ucation which have been enjoyed by the most vigorous and self-de- 
pendent communities when the citizenship of those communities was 
in childhood—whether that sort of help which those communities have 
enjoyed shall be extended to other communities where those opportu- 
nities do not now exist. 

It is a great absurdity, it seems to me, for Senators to talk in that di- 
rection, as they are inclined to do; but it is necessary to find something 
to say in opposition to a bill like this, and it is not strange that they 
are driven to suggestions of the utmost simplicity. 

I have here a letter, also from the State of Arkansas, dated November 
24, 1887, addressed to myself. It is written by Frank J. Wise, secre- 
tary of the school board of the city of Pine Bluff. This gentleman is 
alawyer. His letter-head indicates that he practices in all the courts, 
attends to all business, etc. He says: 


PINE BLUFF, ARK., November 24, 1887. 

My DEARSIR: Yours19th instant asking for information concerning the actual 
necessity for temporary aid from the General Government to the public schools 
of the country was received yesterday. I received a similar request last June, 
but I deferred compliance until I could procure the statistics upon the subject 
and examine it thoroughly. 

You will find the results of my investigation relative to the increasing illiter- 
acy of the country in my address before the State Téachers’ Association, held at 
Lonoke, Ark., in June, 1887, which I send you. 


I have here his address in full, which is a vigorous, strong, and able 
presentation of the whole subject. 


Togive youan idea of my opportunities for observing the educational progress 
of this section of the State, I will say that I have been the secretary of the pub- 
lic schools of the city of Pine Bluff for ten years, and county examiner of Jeffer- 
son County for eight years, devoting all muy spare time when not professionally 
enga; to the advancement of popular education. 

As far as this county is concerned, I can safely assert that illiteracy is on the 
increase. I believe this to be true of every county in the State of Arkansas. 
‘This does notinclude the status of the educable children in cities and towns hav- 
ing public schools, - 

‘he length of the scholastic year, which averages sixty school days; the sparse- 
ness of the population, which necessitates large districts and long distances to 
and from schoo)-houses; a state of society which requires the establishment 
and support of separate schools for two races, and an inadequate school reve- 
nue by an onerous taxation extended to its constitutional limit, are 

. among the causes of our increasing illiteracy. The legal school age is from six 
to twenty-one years, and the educable children thus enumerated are con- 
stantly on the increase, bobby natural means and by immigration. The 
masses in the cotton-growing districts have but little property, and the num- 
ber of schoolable children is out of all proportion to the school revenue, as 
panis increase more rapidly than taxable property. - 

ile the ple are doing all they can for the education of the young, both 
by public and private means, yet there is a feeling of discouragement arising 
from the want of money which renders the schools less efficient than they 
otherwise would be. Schoolofficers receive no remuneration whatever. School 
revenues are devoted to the maintenance and support of the public schools 
alone. If the present annual school fund was supplemented by Congress for a 
term of years with an annual grant of money, it would enable the people to 
extend the school year to six or eight months; to elect better schoo! officers on 
account of the increased interest that would be engendered by the feeling that 
something was being accomplished propos tionaes to great work; to procure 
more competent teachers, trained and skilled in better methods of instruction, 
and to build and equip more school-houses, now so badly needed in this State, 
and, in fact throughout the whole South, 

The annual increase of illiteracy in this country, and particularly in the cot- 
ton-growing States, is, in my opinion, an indisputable and lamentable fact. I 
believe the census of 1890 will show it; but if does not and the converse is the 
truth, I shall be as highly gratified as any opponent of “national aid.” In my 
argument before the teachers of this State at Lonoke I established, to my satis- 
faction at least, that there is no constitutional objection to the principles or 
policy involved in the “ Blair bill.” After a long discussion of the question of 
national aid, the State Teachers’ Association of Arkansas adopted resolutions 
socu or the passage of a bill embodying the idea of Congressional aid to pub- 

c schools, 

I trust that Congress will realize the importance and necessity of this meas- 
ure, and ‘give the country such legislation as will conduce to the ends so de- 
TORA desired by the patriots and the statesmen of the Republic. Isincerely hope 
that the education of all the children, upon whom must soon devolve the duties 
and the rights of citizenship, will not be subordinated to any mere partisan 
measure, If it be true that ignorance is displacing intelligence, which is the 
basis of our institutions, it is a question paramount to all others. Whatever 
effect ‘“‘ national aid to education’ may have on the tariff or any other measure 
is a matter of small moment when compared with the obligations of the present 
and those we owe to posterity. I care not whether it has its origin in the Re- 
publican or in the Democratic party, its merits, suited to the pressing demands 
of the hour, find a full-hearted, though a humble advocate in me. 

With many wishes for the passage of your measure, I am, 


Your obedient servant, 
FRANK J. WISE, 
Secretary School, Board, ete. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
United States Senator, etc. 

The address of Mr. Wise is extended and elaborate, covers the whole 
subject, and is marked by a degree of ability which shows that what- 
ever this gentleman may have to say is entitled to the attention of the 
Senate or of any other deliberative body. 

The State of Texas has by its representation on this floor declined 
emphatically, upon conscientious and constitutional grounds, to receive 
this aid, and has done from the beginning its uttermost to defeat this 
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measure. Its Senators have previously voted for the passage of hills of 
precisely the same nature, stronger if anything, so far as apy. wrench- 
ing of the Constitution is concerned; and it does seem that any one 
who is earnest in a matter of this kind, as those Senators, who have 
devoted the most vigorous and powerfal efforts of their lives to the 
destruction of the Constitution, might be willing that it should be 
stretched even a little for the benefit of their people. But, of course 
their consciences and their conduct are in their own keeping. I only 
make this remark in passing because it occurs to me and I feel just as 
I say about it. 

I have here, sent me through the mail, an editorial which shows some- - 
thing of the way this matter strikes people in other parts of the coun- 
try. It is an editorial from the Charleston (S. C.) News and Courier of 
January 10, entitled “ A subject for plainspeaking.’’ It is as follows: 


A SUBJECT FOR PLAIN SPEAKING, 


The Blair educational bill will occupy a considerable portion of the time of the 
Senate this week it is said, and there is little reason to doubt that it will pass that 
body. The main opposition tothe measure comes from those who have no need, 
or comparatively no need, of assistance in educating their people, while it ought 
to be adjudged by those whose power in education is least and whose needs are 
greatest. 

Singularly enough one of the most pernitep y aereige of the billis the Sena- 
tor from Texas, » State which owes all that it is, and has become what it is, 
through the expenditure of the blood and the treasure of South Carolina and the 
other States of the "bld thirteen.” They won thisland of Texas for the United 
States, and it would have been competent to them to take any part of its enor- 
mous territory and divide it out as public domains among the common wealths 
who bought iton so costly terms. In of this Texas was welcomed as a joy- 
ous and superb sister among the States. 

All the wealth and all the possibilities of wealth that can be hers were given 
to her, The other States paid the debt, By lapse of time, and by contact with 
their civilization, and by the firm support that the older States have given, the 
“Lone Star State” has become so rich, though it has but a scanty population, 
that it can afford to give millions of acres of the public domain to a speculative 
ring to perpetuate the glories of Texas in its capitol at Austin. 

It is this thankless child who now rebukes and taunts South Carolina and 
Virginia for their willingness to accept from the General Government the assist- 
ance they would never haye required if they had dealt with the Northwestern 
territory, in the olden days, as they had a right to deal with it; and if they had 
parceled out a part of the empire of Texas, as they.might have done. č 

But the American Congress, it is to be hoped, will regard both the equities 
and the necessities. The equities have been suggested in what has been said 
about the Northwestern territory and about Texas. Tho necessities are exhib- 
ited in the imposition of a vast body of ignorant voters and their descendants 
in the Southern States, and which can not by any possibility be met unless with 
national assistance, which Senator REAGAN, of Texas, scorns and repudiates be- 
cause he has, through the charity of the United States in other days, no need 
of help or assistance, and, he may think, no need of salvation, 

South Carolina has more right to be heard on this question than Texas has. 
And South Carolina bas borne unto the breaking point the burden of taxation 
for education. This State has endured it because it believed that education 
through the common schools was the only way in which the freedmen and their 
descendants could be converted into assimilable parts of the vast body politic, 
But the people here, asin other Southern States, have borne the load about aslong 
asthey care to bear it. And if the Congress, at the dictation of insolent common- 
wealths, who, being rich, have no thought of the poor, shall cast us out into the 
cold and keep us there, the people here will adapt their policy probably to that 
of commonwealths which are different in their circumstances, and will look to 
other means than Jove of country and the three rules of reading, writing, and 
arithmetic for the perpetuation of intelligent dominion in these parts, 


I do not approve of all the sentiments expressed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. The reading of the paper of course gives the character 
to it that the importance the Senator attaches to it would necessarily 
imply. The editorial contains some assumptions which are very ex- 
traordinary and which ought not to go on the record without being chal- 
lenged. 

It is assumed there that South Carolina and other States acquired 
the territory of Texas. I should like to know when and how. The 
Republic of Texas achieved her independence, made her Republic, and 
had it in successful existence for ten or twelve years before annexation. 
Citizens of South Carolina and citizens of other States emigrated to 
Texas, but they became Texans and they achieved their independence 
and acquired the territory. 

Then it is said in that article that Texas owes it to the charity of 
other States that she has lands to give. The statement is preposter- 
ous. She achieved her own lands and her own independence together, 

It is said in the editorial that if the Government had dealt with the 
lands of Texas as it did with the lands of Virginia and other States 
which had lands, the State of Texas would not have been in a better con- 
dition. The Government had no power to deal with the lands in that 
way. Texas consented to annexation with her territory, and it was a 
question to be settled not by the United States independent of the ac- 
tion of Texas, but it had to be settled with the concurrence of that 
Republic, and annexation was agreed to upon the terms that suited 
both parties. It is improper, it is a violation of what is Known to be 
the history of that incident, to make such statements as are contained 
in that editorial, and especially for such a purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isuppose the editorial was written from the standpoint 
of those who were American citizens at the outbreak of the Mexican war, 
when Texas was situated between two powers, whenshe was very liable 
to become the prey of a foreign country, if not of Mexico, through an 
alliance between Mexico and that foreign country, or by subjugation 
by a foreign country itself. Apprehensions at least of that kind were 
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entertained, and the Mexican war was the result, and Texas came into 
the Union as a result of that war. She came in, receiving what no 
other State teceived, her public lands remaining at her own disposal, 
and they have been appropriated, to a considerable extent at least, as a 
fund for common schools, 

Mr, REAGAN rose. 

Mr. BLAIR. I say I suppose the article was written from that 
standpoint, but I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, if he wants to 
say anything further. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only wish to say that I think the Senator is mis- 
taken in suggesting that annexation was the result of the Mexican 
war; the war resulted from annexation. The Republic of Texas had 
sustained itself, as I said, for ten or twelve years against the power of 
Mexico, and felt itself competent to sustain itself as an independent re- 
public; but homogeneity of feeling and the fact that it was populated 
by people of the United States mainly, the love of the Constitution and 
the institutions of the United States and blood relationship on the part 
of the Texans influenced them, while the desire for more extended ter- 
ritory, for the control of a large and valuable part of this continent, 

. doubtless influenced the people of the United States. But I simply 
meant tosay that the Senator probably was mistaken in his announce- 
ment that annexation was the result of the war; the war came after 
annexation. 5 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the annexation was in one sense the 
cause of the war, but there were uther causes. The war made annexa- 
tion effectual, and Texas is to-day a part of the United States because 
of the war. I think the Senator will not object to that statement as 
the substance of the history of the times; but, however that may be, 
I present what I haye read as a very general expression of the public 
sentiment. 

I will now introduce some evidence as to what the actual condition 
in Texas is, as to which there has been some controversy between the 
Senators from Texas and statements presented by me from that Statė. 
The other day I showed from official documents, or from communica- 
tions taken from the public press (and nobody has disputed that they 
were authentic), that the State of Texas owes to her teachers $900,000 
to-day, or did then, a little while ago, unpaid salaries for the instruc- 
tion of her children, and I have here—— 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. Ihave papers in my possession which show that the 
statement that $900,000 are due is not a truthful one. It isa very 
great exaggeration of a deficiency that does exist. The deficiency ex- 
ists because the taxes due for the current year have not been paid as 
promptly in a portion of the State, the drought-stricken portion of the 
State, as they usually have been, and I suppose from the papers I have 
received on the subject that by this time the entire deficiency has been 
pretty well settled up and that the teachers have their pay. There is 
no man or woman teaching school in Texas who is not perfectly certain 
of getting the pay that was promised; and if any of them have been 
delayed a little while for the causes I have stated, it was one of those 
unavoidable things which will sometimes occur, but which is purely 
temporary, and which doubtless has been remedied before this time. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s colleague the other day, when this state- 
ment was made, suggested that it was owing to drought, Certainly 
it is a very singular method of accounting for a deficiency of nearly a 
million dollars in the teachers’ fand that it is attributed to a drought 
in a locality so limited that in the Senator’s own estimation an appro- 
priation of $10,000 for relief was deemed sufficient. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, I will make an explana- 
tion of that. A very large portion of the lands belonging to the school 
fund of Texas lies in this drought district. These lands are leased 
and they are sold. They are leased for a certain amount per acre per 
annum; they weresold on a long term of credit, the interest being pay- 
able annually. These moneys constitute the resources of the school 
fund. The interest on the land notes goes to the school fund. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not want to take part in this controversy in 
Texas. I do not inquire whether the trouble is the result of drought or 
of dew. I only wish to get the facts before the Senate. I have here 
the letter of the superintendent of public instruction of Texas, pub- 
lished in a newspaper in reply to many inquiries about the pay of 
teachers, which has been sent te me since the debate of the other day, 
when this matter was alluded to, in which the superintendent says he 
does not know how to remedy it, but hopes before a great while they 
will be able to have the money. I have seen a statement that the 
teachers have been compelled to sell their certificates at a large dis- 
count in order to realize any money upon them. I have not the paper 
with me, but I can find it no doubt before we get through the debate. 

~~ Ihave here a letter from a physician and gentleman of wealth, who 
makes a statement in regard to the condition of schools in Texas, and 
requests me not to give his name for the reason that telling the truth 
would result in what he calls ‘‘social ostracism” there, and yet he is 
anxious that the truth should be known. He appears to be a gentle- 
man of character, judging from what he writes, which I will give to 
the Senate. I will withhold the name and any particulars relative to 
identification for the reason stated in the letter. He says: 


I would be pleased to receive your speech on the Blair educational bill. Ido 
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not understand your “educational bill,” but think it must bea good thing for 
the whole country, and especially for the South, although our Senatorsand Rep- 
resentatives appear to oppose it, for what reasons Lean not for my life under- 
stand, for there certainly is no State that needs education more than Texas, I 
have been a citizen of Texas since 1859; have resided in— 


Two counties which he mentions— 
aming all that time, and if we have ever had more than three months’ free schools 
anywhere in those counties I have never heard of them. Thegreat mass of the 
people of Texas, both white and black, are very poor, and are unable to educate 
their children, and of course they are uneducated, Texas hasa large surplus of 
school lands, and also taxes for educational purposes, but from some cause has 
not given her children much benefit of free education, Our politicians may op- 
pose your “educational bill” for the same reason I heard urged by a distin- 
guished opponent of J. H. REAGAN for United States Senator severai years ago, 
that free education was a dangerous thing in a republican form of government, 


They seem to have had confidence in Senator REAGAN at all events. 

If the masses should become edticated they would wish to take charge of the 
Government and run it to suit themselves, ete. I think myself that there isa 
good deal of the oldslavery prejudice against both the poor whites and negroes 
that causes their opposition, 


He says he is a native of North Carolina. He gives his ancestry, 
some of the most distinguished names in the United States, and says: 


Have been formerly a Democrat, but am so disgusted with politics that I am 

now an Independent. 
He says that his children are past school age, and have no need of 

the $77,000,000— 
but would be glad to see every child, both black and white, well educated. 
+ * * Texas will never [educate] her children, that [is] without aid and com- 

ulsion. We will never have g government till our people are educated. 

he masses of our people would rejoice to have your bill to become a law, for 
they see the needLofit. Itis only the politicians who oppose it, and many of 
them through policy ; for not to be a Democrat and an anti-Prohibitionist in 
Texas is to lose caste in society and business and be ostracized. 


Mr, COKE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him here? I 
have a statement of the condition of the school fund for the year 1885: 
The total availabie resources for the year were $3,762,785.02. These are the 
oficial figures. But the yearclosed with an unexpended balance of $513,097.78 


on the 8lst of August, 1886. This balance deduci from the above total shows 
that $3,249,687.24 had been expended, 


ise State tressnry Hold ii coce.cecsaticciclecss vasids utsasstensodseucivsen haisser 
The county treasuries held 


The city treasuries held........... 44,740, 24 
Or the above stated total... . 513,097.78 


This indicates that during the yea 762,785.02, less the $513,097.78, was ex- 
nded on public schools in Texas, There were, according to the official report, 
,969 children enrolled in the public schools that year. To supply tuition for 
these children $3,249,687.24 Was expended. The average cost of tuition is of- 
ficially reported at $1.43 per capita per month; so apparently the large sum ex- 
pended ought to have maintained an eight-months term, 

Mr. BLAIR. If all the money mentioned there had been applied 
faithfully and with good judgment to the matter of education, it would 
not have given the children of Texas, assuming that they had the school 
facilities, more than one-fifth of the amount of money expended for 
their education that is expended in many of the Northern States. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like, with the Senator’s permission, to 
make a statement, which I know will not be objectionable to him. 

In addition to the school fund, which is about as stated by my col- 
league, the State is divided into school districts, which are taxed for 
school purposes under a law of the State. The district where I live im- 
posesa tax for schools for ten months of the year, and in nearly all the 
school districts of the State, I will say.to the Senator, taxes are levied 
by the vote of the people, and the schools are carried on fromsix toeight 
or ten months in a year. I state this because it is simply the fact. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not want to state the facts worse than they are; 
but the statements on the other side by educators and people who are 
interested in the subject have been presented by me; and there may 
be some confusion in the figures. I have here the Dallas Morning 
News, containing acommunication headed ‘‘The school-fund muddle— 
Some rather startling exposures—The financial affairs of Texas free 
schools under rigid investigation.’’ This is a three-column communi- 
cation, and it is sufficient to say that it does not take the same view of 
the subject which the Senators do. It goes into many particulars, 
enumerating a very large proportion of the counties of the State. It 
speaks of several counties and contrasts them. It gives the county of 
Angelina as having $12,573.51, with a school term of 4 months; Gon- 
zales County, 4} months; Erath County, 4} months; Houston, 5 months; 
Red River, 4$ months; Young County, 4} months; six other counties 
are given, in which the term is, in one 10} months, in another 9, in 
three others 8 months, and in another 8} months. The communica- 
tion then proceeds: 

Whether founded upon fact or not, the impression will be made by such state- 
ments, gleaned from the official records of the transactions of the schools, that 
the State benefaction does not induce the application of school money to main- 
tain schools. The more the loose cash on hand the shorter the school term, and 
the less the fund to start with the longer the term, may lead very rationally to 
the supposition that when the husbanding process has reached a certain point 
the fund is of more value for other uses than for paying tuition. 

Add to this confusing condition a further contribution of school money oy the 
Federal Government pouring into county treasuries, with State and local funds 
mooy up these ances in the subtreasuries, and tuition may suffer a still 
greater injury in the discrimination in favor of the other advantageous uses to 


which the vast sums may beput. Butif Federal intervention, or rather the fear 
of it, TE force a reformation of our ramshackle school system, then hail the 
Blair bill. 


One of the most beneficial features of the bill will be that the country 
will know what the trouble is in Texas, if there be any, and Texas will 
have information in return as to the manner in which schools are con- 
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ducted elsewhere, and these evils will be largely remedied. Ithink we 
are liable to overlook some of the principal benefits that may come from 
the more general diffusion of actual knowl as to the condition of 
the school system of the country, if this bill shall become a law. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that the people of Texas as a whole 
do what they can for the maintenance of their schools. Ihave nodoubt 
they carry a more heavy burden than do the people of the North in pro- 
portion to their actual capacity for taxation, for, ina new community 
where everything is being created, where the roads and the bridges, and 
the public buildings, and all the various expenditures that fall on a 
community, are being primarily borne, and where money is scarce, 
however much of substantial original resources may abound, it is ex- 
ceedingly difficult for such a people to find the ready money required 
in the p of maintaining a common-school system. What I fear 
is that the people of Texas really need more of this aid than their Sena- 
tors, in their strong devotion to their construction of the Constitution, 
appear to fully apprehend. At all events, it is not for me to decide. 

I have here a newspaper account of an interview published in the 
Boston Globe last season. It is an interview with Professor Hogg, of 
Fort Worth, Tex., who is, as the Senators I know will say, a gentle- 
man of as high standing as there is anywhere in that State, a native of 
Virginia, a highly educated and polished gentleman, a Confederate and 
an officer during the war, educated in one of the colleges in Virginia, 
who has been spending, I think, most of his life in the State of Texas. 
During the last season he came North, and I met him in Boston. I 
knew of his strong interest in the matter of Federal aid and had a con- 
versation with him, and, as there had been a vast amount of miscel- 
laneous talk all through the North in regard to the condition of the 
South, and the most astonishing and unaccountable dereliction on the 
part of the press in disabusing the errors and using as little of truth ap- 
parently as it possibly could on that subject (and that was true as much 
in New England and New York as in any other part of the country), I 
asked him if he would be interviewed by a Democratic paper and state 
what he knew from his standpoint of the actual circumstances of the 
South. Accordingly he was interviewed, and I will read what he said, 
and if either of the Senators from Texas has aught to say as to the 
character, or responsibility, or reliability and the opportunities for thor- 
ough information on the part of this gentleman I will be glad that they 
should make it known. He says: 

Iam a Democrat; I am a Prohibitionist, and the friends of prohibition in my 
section regard the recent Texas vote as a great victory for the cause. 

Showing in this respect that the honorable Senator nearest me from 
that State [Mr. REAGAN] can well sympathize with what the genile- 
man has to say, and I am very glad to welcome him on behalf of the Pro- 
hibitionists of this country. 


Yes, there was an 80,000 imei 4 against us in the election, but that was ey: 


little over half of the usual majority given to the Democratic ticket. Texas 

a State, it ought not to be forgotten, with a habit of piling up phenomenal ma- 
jorities. The Democrats dividing gave the recent prohibition vote. The Re- 
publicans voted almost solidly against the amendment. 


To the shame of the Republicans, I interpolate myself. 


We were really beaten by the Germans, negroes, and Mexicans, who voted as 
aman for their beer, gin, and whisky. The bulk of the prohibition vote was 
thrown in north Texas. Itis bound tocome. By statute the pistol has been 
prohibited, The carrying it has been made a penal offense. lt must go, and 
whisky, its strong ally, will go with it. 

Referring to the matter in which Professor Hogg is most deeply interested, 
the reporter asked him a number of questions about the Texas schools, and the 
responses may be summed up in this way: “In the cities of Texas,” said he, 
“the schoolsare as good as they areanywhere.”’ How would they compare with 
Boston? Well, really, now, twice two are four all over this continent, and the 
branches usually taught in the public schools are as well taught in Texas as they 
are in Boston. Of course we have not the fine school buildings, nor the bricks 
and mortar that you have, but we have the same people with the same brains 
as your people, both as teachers and pupils, The trouble is in the country. 
Only some 17 per cent.— 


I ask the Senators from Texas to note this: 


Only some 17 per cent. of our pupils are in the city schools, while 83 per cent. 
are in the rsely-settled country. It is true we have a large education fund, 
but most of it isin lands yet unsold. It will be, when converted into money, a 


ver large fund, but what must the children of to-day do? 
The cities tax themselves to educate the children. My sity. in 1882 with 
a tax of 5 mills to the dollar, and continues it. Hence the Fort Worth schools 


have grown from 600 pupils and 17 teachers to a daily average attendance ot 
1,600 pupils and 43 teachers. I repeat, the city schools do well because they are 
well supplied by a very heavy tax. And one-fifth of the entire fund of Fort 
Worth goes to the colored pupils. We have not in north Texas, however, so 
many colored ae ees The cotton belt, or southeast, is the portion of the State 
occupied by the blacks. But whether in north or south Texas the fund is dis- 
tributed strictly according to the ratio of the colored to the white pupils. Fort 
Worth pays the same to the teachers of the colored pupils as she does to the 
teachers of the white. The principal and assistants of the colored schools are 
all colored. The principal isanative Texan anda well-educated man. We also 
pay the women the same salary paid the men for the same service, whether as 
principals or assistants. 

The nation must help us develop this fair and well-founded system. I know 
our Senators have voted against the proposition, but wherever our people un- 
derstand the Blair Federal-aid bill they are for it, and if it could be discussed be- 
fore the people generally they would be unanimous in its support. Persons en- 
gaged in educational matters—those acquainted with the bill and the needs of 
the schools—favor it. The superintendents of the cities and the public-school 
teachers all over the State, with the fewest exceptions, favor it. 


I might say here that the Teachers’ Association’ of Texas, in a large 
convention, has indorsed this bill. 


If universal s is based upon universal education, upon intel 
upon the ability of the voter to read the name of his choice upon the 


ected 


ballot, there isa pat crying necessity for national relief. It must be given at 
prn INiteracy is increasing at a fearful rate, even among the white citizens 
of Texas. 


That is a proposition I was not myself prepared to hear, especially 
as we had heard here so much of the ability and the actual fact of 
Texas educating her people and needing no help. 

Mr. REAGAN. The statement is simply not true. l 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know. He says ‘‘illiteracy is increasing at 
a fearful rate, even among the white citizens of Texas.” He pro- ` 
ceeds: 


In 1870 there were only 17,505 illiterate white voters, but in 1880 there were 
33,085. There you have the startling increase of illiteracy among the white vot- 
ing Texans of 90 per cent, The colored illiterates numbered 47,235 voters in 
1870, and 56,699 in 1880, an increase of 26 per cent, 

But I am not willing to this large increase in illiterate voters in Texas 
without explaining how it isthat my State should have gained in thisdownward 
movement so ph bang Some of these voters are from old Virginia, some from 
the Carolinas, from Georgia. and not a few from Alabama, Mississippi, and Lou- 
isiana, This increase in illiteracy in the voting population has not been con- 
fined alone to the States mentioned. The factis that, with the exceptionof little 
Delaware, the increase in illiterate voters in the South from 1870 to 1880 amounted 
to 187,671. In this “downward” race it is a little singular that the white and 
colored have keptso close together, but it shows that the education needed is not 
wholly for “the brother in black.” 

It may be justly asked, why should there be such an increase in the white 
illiteracy? It is simply because these voters are the sons of the fathers who Jaid 
down their lives, sacrificed their all, in the unhappy struggle for what they be- 
lievedtoberight. Their children, daughtersas wellassons, were without school 
facilities. They really had no time to go to school, but, with their mothers at 
home, were struggling for something to eat. 

The census of 1880 shows that there are in Kentucky, above the age of twenty- 
one, of white women who can not write 22.8 per cent.; and in North Carolina 
there are 33.4 per cent. of white women who can not write, If in the death of 
these fathers and mothers illiteracy should cease, we should have hope for the 
Republic; but upon investigation it will be found that illiteracy is not only in- 
creasing, but that it is an inheritance that multiplies with each succeeding year. 

Under the provisions of the Blair bill, were it to become a Jaw, Connecticut, 
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont, with a population of 12,724,322, would receive $3,099- 
990, or 24 cents per capita, Texas, with a population by thesame census of only 
1,591,749, could receive $2.41 per capita, or ten timesas much as these great States, 
That shows our disadvantage. 

OUR DISADVANTAGE. 

Little Alabama would receive. seventeen times as much as those States. Cal- 
ifornia, Colorado, Illinois, Iowa, Indiana, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis- 
souri, Nebraska, Ohio, Wisconsin, and Oregon, with a population of 18,462: 
would receive $4,486,860, or 24 cents per capita. Georgia, with a population 
1,542,180, would receive $6,042,150, or nearly $4 per capita, nearly seventeen times 
as much as all these great States. 

y is this? Simply because Geo: has seventeen times as much illiteracy 
as all this vast territory, teeming with millions of happy peon who received 
their Federal aid in grants of land from Virginia and the General Government 
for school purposes. Need more be said upon the ‘necessity ” of this aid? 

Our Southern States are positively doing all they can, and are doing more pros 
portionately than the favored States of the North, more according to theirmeans 
than the foremost States in this Union. 

For instance, North Carolina paid school taxes in 1880 upon $160,000,000 taxa- 
ble property. She realized $100,000, $I to every $100. Massachusetts paid the 
same year ms $1,600,000,000, and the school tax amounted to $4,000,000, or $1 to 
every $400 of taxable property. That is, North Carolina pays for school pur- 
poses as much ad valorem as Massachusetts, with this terrible drawback—her 
population being 300,000 more than that of Massachusetts, and is scattered over 
seven times the territory of Massachusetts. Hence we find the schoolsin North 
Carolina are kept open only about three months each year, while in New 
land they are kept closed less than three months. 

Now take two American cities: The assessed yalues of the city of Charles- 
ton in 1860 were $45,000,000; in 1880, $21,000,000, a reduction of more than half, 
with the obligation to educate double the number of children, Taxation inthe 
city of Charleston in 1880 was 3} mills, State, county, and city, in all amounting 
to $61,000 only for school purposes. Boston gives a total of 2 mills for all her 
school enterprises, Charleston solely for primary instruction. That is, Charles- 
ton gives for her schools of lowest grades nearly half as much again as Boston. 
Add to this burden the still greater, namely, Charleston pays a total tax of 2} 
cents, while that of Boston is only 1}. 


Mr. HOAR. I wish to understand that statement. Does the Sen- 
ator say that the tax in Charleston is 2} per cent. on all the property 
of the citizens? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will read the statement again: 

Taxation in the city of Charleston in 1880 was 3} mills, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator just read, as I understand, that the tax- 
ation in Charleston was 2} per cent., while in Boston it was 1} per 
cent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will read that paragraph again. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that on all the property? 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand it to be as the statement is. It is upon 
the taxable property of the city of Charleston. 

Mr. HAMPTON. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him. 
For the information of the Senator from Massachusetts I would state 
nee the school tax in Charleston is greater than the school tax in 

oston. : 

Mr. HOAR. That I did not question; but the Senator from New 
Hampshire further stated that the taxation in Charleston was 2} cents 
on the $100; that is the rate given in the statement before him. Does 
the Senator from South Carolina confirm that statement? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a mistake. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it must be. 

Mr. BUTLER. The entire taxation of the city of Charleston for all 
purposes is about 2 per cent. That is very high. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘They do not include, then, in taxable property all the 
property of the city, because that tax would amount to an enormous 
proportion of the average income that any property yields in any city. 
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Mr. BUTLER. The system of taxation in Charleston, as well as all 
over the State of South Carolina, is ad valorem. Men pay exactly in 
proportion to what they own. My recollection now is that the entire 
tax of the city of Charleston, State, county, municipal, school, and for 
all purposes, is in the neighborhood of 2 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Is thaton all real and personal property? 

Mr. BUTLER, On all property. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield for a 
motion to adjourn at this hour? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have only about a third of a column more to read 
from this statement; I desire to complete it, and then I shall be ready 
to give way. z 

Education is not a matter of sentiment. The State of New York is worth in 
taxable property as much as all the Southern States. These expended on their 
schools in 1881 $13,359,784; in 1881 New York expended $9,936,662, The total tax- 
able property in New York in 1880 was $2,651,910,000; the Southern States, omit- 
ting Missouri, $2,370,923,269, or New York is richer than the thirteen Southern 
States grou in the census tables of 1880. 

Now, to the practical question: Can the Southern States, with less than half 
wa zeo ee of 1860, educate double the number of children then knocking at 

oor 

can not, who should? I answer, the General Government, And for 
this position I appeal to the highest ethical authority, the duty todo it. Itisa 
well-established principle in ethics that all rights are resolvable into duties, 
The right of citizenship carries with it the duty of citizenship. Ifthe State ex- 
ercises a right, she assumes a reciprocal duty. That right, therefore, conferred 
by the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution in enfranchis- 
ing over 6,000,000 of negroes, the highest and most responsible political privilege, 
demands of the United States, the power conferring this rigai the preparation 
of these people to exercise this franchise. Upon this law o ethical philosophy 
and the effect of the franchise already conferred is based the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to make, and at once, full and ample preparation for the education not 
only of the voter, the colored, but for all the enfranchised citizens of this free Re- 
public, regardless of color or previous condition, 

The results of the war aar araa f the colored man destroyed at the same 
time the means of educating the now illiterate white voter. 

After the terrible revolution of 1781 the country, the whole country, was with- 
outmoney; and Virginia ceded “the great Northwest” to the general movement 
to revenues to relieve the country of the disasters of even a successful war. 
This territory, as then divided up, embraces the t States of Ohio, Illinois, 
and others rich in taxable values, and boasting of the finest school systems of 
our country, the direct results of which have been known as "the sixteen sec- 
tion” fund. That is, for the common schools of these rich and powerful States 
one thirty-sixth peri of the domain was set apart for the education of all the 
children of these States. Should not Virginia, “the mother of States,” demand 
from these mp, py something in her old age to free her and hers from the 
dire scourge of illiteracy ? < 

Again, of the p; of the public lands, $88,000,000, the Northern and West- 
ern States have received $80,000,000, or ten times as much as the South. In the 
distribution of land for the agricultural colleges the State of New York re- 
ceived over fiye times as much as Texas did, and realized twice as much per 
acre, Texas received 87 cents only per acre, California $5, and Minnesota $5.02 


r acre. 
Phe Blair bill is constitutional, “To provide not only for the general wel- 
fare,” but to“ secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and to our posterity,” 
Can liberty be preserved when the ballot is in the hands of a constantly in- 
creasing illiterate jority? If universal suffrage must continue, can we ex- 
pect “the blessings of liberty’ to be preserved by universal ignorance? Uni- 
versal su must rest upon universal education, or Thomas Jefferson's 
republic is a failure. 

Senators are, of course, familiar with his writings, so I need not quote 
them. 

For this distribution of money they tell us there is no precedent; but a prece- 
dent is not wanting. These expounders of our Constitution and readers of our 
country’s history have forgotten the distribution of the surplus revenue in 1836. 

All the States receiving their quota of this surplus of 1836 devoted it to edu- 
cational proses, and yet we hear there isno precedent for any such aid as the 
Blair bill proposes. 

It was the foundation of the school fund of some of the States, un- 
doubtedly, but not of all. 

Still others talk about “centralization” of the Government extending so far 
as “to the selection of teachers and text-books.” ‘To aid in the establishment 
and temporary woppore of the common schools” is the caption of the Blair bill. 
, i is meee to establish any new system at all, nor to control in any shape the ex- 

sting systems. 5 

It H te this same Peabody fund that the schools of the cities of Texas are in- 
debted for their present successful condition. 

The Peabody fund is private aid, and if it is disgraceful to receive 
assistance from the National Government for the support of common 
schools, I should think our friends in the South would be glad torepu- 
diateand obliterate from theirown history the acceptance of this private 
fund or charity which this man says is the foundation of the great 
schools in the cities of Texas. 

Mr. COKE. I beg to remark that that statement is very far from 
the truth. The Peabody fund is a very small portion of the school fund 
in our State, and goes to a very few cities of the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is undoubtedly true at the present time, but the 
Peabody fund was made use of before the schools attained any great 
efliciency in any part of the South. That was the little leaven that 
leavened the whole lump. They may be rich and powerful now, but 
it was this private charity which began the great work of which Sena- 
tors now boast. I continue to read the article: 


Thirty-six ofour United States Senators, the Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court, 
and the Attorney-General all say that the powers which Congress already pos- 
are sufficient for this appropriation. 


James L. Pugh is; 


This is a national question. It is an effort of patriotism to save our common 


coun . 
If universal suffrage must continue, universal education must be provided, 
and by a power able to do it—the General Government, 

Mr. President, I now give way. ‘ 

Mr. COKE, Isimply desire to call attention to the fact that Professor 
Hogg avows himself in favor of the Blair bill and also as a Prohibition- 
ist. I call attention to this fact because the Senator, a few minutes 
ago, read a letter from another gentleman in Texas who asked that his 
name be suppressed because he said it would subject him to social os- 
tracism if his opinions on these subjects were known. 

Mr. BLAIR. Verywell. Iwouldalso mention the fact that the Sena- 
tor’s colleague is a Prohibitionist. I am only sorry he has not already 
attained to the position of an advocate of the Blair bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 4 o'clock and 48 minutes p. m., 
we ERE adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 19, 1888, a. 

2 o’clock m. 


HOUSE .OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, January 18, 1888. 


The House met at12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CONDITION OF THE SPEAKER’S HEALTH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will take the liberty of an- 
nouncing to the House, in order toallay any apprehension or solicitude 
about the condition of our honored Speaker’s health, that he is in pro- 
cess of rapid recovery; and the occasion which calls the present occu- 
pant to the chair will happily, I trust, soon pass away. [Applause.] 

JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an additional list of judgments 
of the Court of Claims for which appropriations are required; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


. EXPENDITURES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, transmitting a statement of expendi- 
tures in that department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordercd to be 
printed. 

EMPLOYÉS WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a list of employés in that Depart- 
ment, and stating that they are usefully employed, and that the serv- 
ices of none of them can be dispensed with; which was referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PURCHASE OF SUPPLIES FROM INDIANS, UTAH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior with accompanying correspondence, and’ recommending that 
the Quartermaster’s Department be autborized to purchase supplies 
from the Indians in Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NANCY LEWIS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings of fact in the case of Nancy Lewis vs. The United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. WILKINS. I demand the regular order. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House Senate bills of 
the following titles; which were severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and Indian 
women—to the Committee on the Judiciary; i 

A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 
Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, in Arkansas—to the Committee on Commerce; , 

A bill (S. 426) granting to the city of Colorado Springs, in the State 
of Colorado, certain lands therein described for water reservoirs—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands; and 

A bill (S. 447) to amend the laws relating to the inspection of steam- 
vessels—to the Committee on Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Romers, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. McCorMIck, until the 27th instant, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Bownen, for this day, on account of important business, 
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MARIETTA CENTENNIAL MONUMENT ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent to present at this 
time and have printed in the RECORD a brief memorial from the board 
of centennial commissioners at Marietta, Ohio, in regard to the cen- 
tennial celebration of the settlement of the Northwestern territory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio askes unan- 
imous consent to present at this time and have printed in the RECORD 

cae memorial the nature of which he has indicated. Is there objec- 
on? 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. Itis as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the 
nited States in Congress assembled : 


Your petitioners would respectfully represent that the Marietta Centennial 
Monument tion is a corporation, without profit, organized under the 
laws of the State of Ohio “for the purpose of erecting at Marietta, Ohio, a cen- 
tennial monumental structure that will suitably commemorate the acquisition 
of the Northwest territory and its permanent settlement under the laws and di- 
rection of the United States, commencing at Marietta, Ohio, Apn 7,1788, with 
power to receive and hold gifts and devises of real and personal estate; to pur- 
chase so much land as may be necessary for its purpose ; to make contracts for 
eee S monumental structure and to preserve the same, and generally to ex- 
ercise allthe powers legally and properly pertaining thereto.” 

This enterprise has received the cordial indorsement and support of the Ohio 
State Archæological and Historical Society, and through its influence the unani- 
mous recommendation by the Ohio Legislature of its general purposes; and by a 
joint resolution of that body adopted March 31, 1886, the Congress of the United 
States has been called upon for pecuniary aid. 

The events which it is designed to commemorate are not surpassed in im- 
portance by any others in American history. They were brought about by men 
ba me Sagara character who served their country both in civiland military lines 
of pu y. 

Posterity is indebted to the wisdom and patriotism of the old Continental Con- 
gress and to the valorand endurance of the Revolutionary Army for the acquisi- 
tion and goa possession of the great Northwest. 

‘The undersigned respectfully request such pecuniary aid as will enable them 
to erect a monumental structure that will preserve, for the benefit of posterity, 
the memories and services of those who laid the enduring foundation of repub- 
lican institutions in the central portion of this great Republic. 

DOUGLAS PUTNAM, 

ISRAEL W. ANDREWS, 

HENRY FEARING, 

WILLIAM P. CUTLER, 

BEMAN GATES, 

JNO. MILLS, 

E. R. ALDERMAN, 

GEORGE DANA, 
Trustees. 


DOUGLAS ae ` 


R. L, NYE, Secretary. 
Mr. WILKINS. I demand the regular order. 
PUBLIC TIMBER LANDS. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I present a privileged report from the 
Committee on the Public Lands for present consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution referred to the committee on motion 
of Mr. S. V. WHITE, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the De 
hereby, requested to communicate to this 
of le; tion referred to on 23 of his report to the President for 1887, and 
thought by him to be need: ‘or the aep oF the public timber lands, so as 
to secure at the same time the preservation of the natural forest lands at the 
headwaters of navigable rivers, and put within the reach of settlers a legal means 
of providing themselves with timber for building their homes, fuel, and other 
domestic purposes. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred House resolution 
of December 19, 1887, uesting the Secretary of the Department of the Interior 
to communicate to the House “a statement in detail of the plan of legislation 
referred toon page 23 of his report to the President for 1887, and thought by him 
to be needed for the disposal of the public timber Jands, so as to secure at the 
same time the preservation of the natural forest lands at the headwaters of navi- 


gable rivers,” etc., having considered the same, respectfully report the resolu- 


tion back to the House with the recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I donot suppose itis necessary to discuss 
thi: resolution, and I move the previous question on its 

‘The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINS. Idemand the regular order. 

PRINTING OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Printing. 

“he Clerk read the resolution, referred to the committee on motion 
of \fr. TOWNSHEND, as follows: 

7? solved, That 10,000 copies of the President’s message and the accompany- 
ive reporta of the Pacific Railroad Commission be printed for the use of the 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


‘The committee have considered the resolution of the House to print 10,000 
copies of the President’s message and the accompanying reports of the Pacific 
Railway Commission for the use of the House, and direct me to report the 
same with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does this include the printing of both the majority 
and minority reports ? 


rtment of the Interior be, and he is 
ouse a statement in detail of the plan 


Mr. RICHARDSON, It does. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing one question. This is a simple resolution of the House, is it 
not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It ought to be a concurrent resolution, should it 
not? This printing, I presume, will cost more than $500; and there is 
a legal provision against the House ordering printing which will cost 
more than thatsum. This should be a concurrent resolution; other- 
wise it can not be executed. I will show the statute to which I refer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am familiar with the statute, but I do not 
think this printing will cost $500. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thisis a large report. Was any estimate made? 
Does the gentleman have the documents there before him ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; but they have already been printed. 
This is only a reprint. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the Public Printer can not execute the order 
under the law I suppose he will so inform the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is simply a reprint and will not cost $500. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT BONDS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the present consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the desk. I desire that it shall be read and that I 
shall then have the privilege of making a few explanatory remarks. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the last annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury made to this 
body shows that, acting in accord with the views of the President, he has paid 
outof the revenues collected from imposts the sum of $2,852,015. 88 in premiums 
to holders of Government bonds, assuming that in no other way under exist- 
ow can the requirements of the sinking fund be met; and 

hereas by the terms of the refunding act July 14, 1870, as shown by 
the record of the final vote thereon, all of the bonds called 4 percents, of whi 
there is now outstanding the sum of $735,561,950, are payable at the pleasure of 
the United States for thirty years from the date of theirissue—a provision which, 
if understood and acted upon in accordance with its manifest wording and in- 
tention, makes possible not only the payment of the said bonds as fast as any 
surplus available for such purpose may accumulate in the Treasury, but also the 
refunding of thesame atarate ofinterest that would save to the tax-payers more 
than $200,000,000; and : 

Whereas the said refunding act has as it appears without due authority been so 
altered and published in the Statutes at Large, as to read “ payable at the pleasure 
of the United States after thirty years" instead of “ for thirty years” as voted,thus 
entirely subverting the manifest meaning of the provision of said act which 
provides for the emption of the bonds named: ‘Therefore 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States in Congress 
assembled, That a committee of five members of this House be appointed by the 
Speaker whose duty it shall be to make a careful examination of all the facts re- 
lating to the passage, engrossment, and enrollment of the funding act, so called, 
and all acts in force bearing upon the question of the right of the Government 
to redeem its outstanding interest-bearing obligations, with a view to taking 
such steps as may be required to ascertain the true state of the law on that sub- 
ject, and for that purpose the committee has power to send for persons and pa- 
pers, examine all records and original documents, and to obtain true copies of 
the same, as well as to administer oaths; the committee to report to this House 
with such recommendations as may be deemed advisable in the premises. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this resolution ? 

Mr. WILKINS. Iam constrained to object, Mr. Speaker, and de- 
mand the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only desire a few minutes to make some explana- 
tory remarks. À 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demànded. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask, then, that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILKINS. I suggest the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee on Rules, the Chair 
thinks, would be the most appropriate. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
ing entertained for any purpose. 

Several MEMBERS. R order ! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 
is called for. 


I object. 


I object to the resolution be- 


The regular order 
The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 
DIGEST OF RULES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON offered a resolution to print 2,900 copies of the 
Digest of Rules for the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, for the use 
of the House; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, on January 4, House bill No. 1853, 
limiting the franking privilege and embracing other matters, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. That was an improper reference, 
and I submit that the bill ought to-go to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can have that reference 
made through the Clerk. The regular order is demanded, which is the 
call of committees for reports in the morning hour. 
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GOVERNMENT BONDS. 

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, touching the resolution offered by my 
e from Illinois [Mr. PLUME], I desire to suggest to the Chair 
that it is in order to consider that resolution as a matter of privilege, 
because the resolution attacks the existence of an act of Congress; al- 
leges that the actas published is different in effect from the act as passed; 
and that, in fact, the act as signed by the President never did pass. The 
resolution recites those facts, or alleged facts, and calls the attention 
of the House to them, and asks for the appointment of a committee to 

investigate the question as to the verity of the records of the House. 

It occurs to me, then, that it is—if it is not, it ought to be—a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege for the consideration of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the resolution of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PLUMBE] refer to the present Congress or to a past 
Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. As I gathered from the reading of the resolution, I 
judge that it refers to a past Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the reso- 
lution relates to a past Congress, and if so, surely it would not bea 
question of privilege in the present Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Even if it does relate to a past Congress, it strikes 
me, Mr. Speaker, that there is so much in the allegations set forth in 
the resolution that no gentleman can afford, from my standpoint, to 
object. I hope no one will object, and I apprehend that the objection 
that was made came from some gentleman who perhaps did not closely 
listen to the reading of the resolution. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I renew the objection, Mr. 
Speaker. I do not think the resolution is in order in any aspect of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already ruled on the 
point. The Chair will now call the committees for reports in the morn- 
ing hour. 

THOBE VS. CARLISLE. 

Mr. LYMAN submitted the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Elections in the case of Thobe vs. Carlisle; which were ordered to 
be printed. 

WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1477) to subdivide the western judi- 
cial district of Louisiana; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT COB POINT BAR, MARYLAND. 


Mr. RAYNER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1523) for the establishment of a light-house 
at Cob Point Bar, at the mouth of the Wicomico River, in the State of 
Maryland; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1338) to extend the leave of absence of em- 
ployés in the Government Printing Office to thirty days per annum; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The call of committees was continued and concluded, no further re- 
ports being presented. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What becomes of the hour for the consideration 
of bills called up by committees? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say that if the bill 
which the gentleman from Missouri desires to reach is a general appro- 
priation bill, the motion is now in order; not otherwise. 

Mr. HATCH. It is a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not wish to antagonize the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. I merely wanted to know what had become 
of the consideration hour. 

Mr. HATCH. The bill which I desire to reach is in the nature of a 
general appropriation hill, as it embraces an appropriation to carry out 
the purposes of an act of Congress. I understand that my motion isin 
order after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on the 
motion. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4881) making an ap ropriation to carry into effect the provisions 
of an act approved March 2, „entitled “ An act to establish a; ltural 
experimental stations in connection with the colleges established in the sev- 
eral States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the 
acts supplementary thereto” s 
Be itenacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That to carry out the provisions of an act ap- 


proved March 2, 1887, entitled ‘An act to establish agricultural-experiment sta- 
tions in connection with the coll established in the several States under the 
provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary 
thereto,” the following sums he, and they are hereby, appropriated, out ore 
money in the Treasury of the United States proceeding from the sales of public 
lands, and in full compensation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, $585,000, 


Mr. HATCH. I desire to have the report read. 

Mr. BURNES. Lest a precedent may be established which may be 
dangerous in the future, I feel it my duty to submit a question of order. 
I call attention to the fact that the application made in this bill has 
been reported to this House in the deficiency estimates as a deficiency, 
and I make the point that under the rules the Committee on Appro- 
priations has jurisdiction over all deficiencies. 

Mr. HATCH. If my colleague will wait a moment until I make a 
statement he will be satisfied. I first ask that the report accompany- 
ing the hill may be read, and I ask members of the Committee of the 
Whole to pay attention to the reading, as the report embodies all the 
argument that it is necessary to make in connection with this bill. 

The report of the Committee on Agriculture (by Mr. HATCH) was 
read, as follows: 


The Committee on Agriculture, having in charge the bill (IT. R. 4881) making 
an appropriation to carry into effect the provisions of an act approved March 2, 
1887, entitled “An act to establish agricultural-experiment stations in connection 
with the colleges established in the several States under the provisions of an 
act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto,” most respect- 
fully report, having had the same under consideration, that the act under which 
this appropriation is asked has been construed by the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury as not making the appropriation for the current fiscal year evidently 
T E E rintion is th cessary to make operative and 
cial act of appro ion is thereforo ne to make o ive an 

effective the said act of March 2, 1887. pe 

Accordingly, the Secretary of the Treasury, in a communication to the House 
of Representatives dated December 22, 1887, relating to urgent deficiencies (H, 
R. Ex. Doc, No, 30, p. 7) makes an estimate for this purpose as follows: 

“Agricultural-experiment stations: To carry into effect the provisions of an 
act approved March 2, 1887, entitled ‘An act to establish agricultural-experiment 
stations in connection with the colleges established in the several States under 
the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary 
thereto,’ $585,000.” 
ce Ae panties is accompanied with copies of letters as follows (Ex. Doc. 

o. 30, p. 19) : 

“ [Estimates for urgent deficiencies. ] 


“Appendix D.—TIn relation to the estimate for ‘agricultural-experiment stations.” 
(See page 7.) 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST CoMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. O., December 3, 1887, 

“Str: You may remember that there was some trouble about what was sup- 
posed to be an appropriation made hy the last Congress for agricultural-experi- 
ment stations in the act of March 2,1887. (See 24 Stat.,440.) It was contended 
by some that section 5 of said act made an appropriation of $15, 000 a year to each 
one of said stations; but when the question was presented to me I decided that 
the act itself did not make an appropriation; that the fifth section only pro- 
vided that Congress should, in the manner and to the amount therein specified, 
make appropriations from yearto year. You may also remember that the agri- 
iat convention, which met in this city in the month of September, waited 
upon you as well as myself, to confer as to the best method of effecting the pur- 
pone intended by the act; that said experiment stations were represented to 

ve been established in many of the States,and that they were in need of 
money to meet obligations incurred under the belief that the act had made an 
appro) on. You will observe, also, that, under said fifth section, the first 
a tery was stipulated to be made on the Ist of October; and in view of the 
fact that nine monthsof the present fiscal year are not provided for in any of the 
appropriation bills, I beg to suggest to you the propriety of calling the especial 
attention of Congress to the matter,in order that at an early day it may make 
an appropriation for said nine months ina — bill or by appending the 
a wa deficiency bill, which will, in all probability, be passed very early in 

he session. 

"I am led to make these suggestions to you from the fact that within the last 
few days I have received a letter from the chairman of the committee appointed 
by the late agricultural convention to look after this matter, asking me to call 
your attention to the subject, that an appropriation may be obtained from Con- 
gress at the earliest practicable moment. 

“Very res uly, 


“The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.” 


“M. J. DURHAM, Comptroller, 


“STATE COLLEGE, CENTRE County, PENNSYLVANIA, 
“ December 8, 1887. 

“Srm: In reply to your verbal inquiry as to the number of States and Terri- 

tories in which ltural colleges or experiment stations have been so organ- 

ized as to entitle them to the appropriation provided for by the act of Congress 

approved March 2, 1887, commonly known as the * Hatch act,” I beg leave re- 

spectfully to say that at least one such college or station has been established 

e r operation in each of the thirty-eight States and in the Territory of 

o 

“It is possible that one or more of the Territories besides Dakota may have 

established such institutions; but no information of such fact has come to the 

notice of the Association of Agricultural Colleges and Experiment Stations, and 
I have no reason to suppose it to exist. 

“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


“The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.” 
The sum Fema in the Le now reported, namely, yor ery is thus in accord- 


“GEO. W. ATHERTON. 


American iculture. 
erative an 


Saltural 
e work of 
ons to 


1888. 


ury Department caused a general suspension, with much embarrassment, more 
or less absolute loss, and widespread disappointment. 

In several States trustees of these coll are prohibited by law from incur- 
ring any indebtedness, and the great work provided by the said act of March 2, 
1887, stands in abeyance untila special appropriation forthesame is made. In 
agricultural experiments time is of the utmostimportance, and the whole grow- 
ing season of the year 1888 will be lost to the work in some of the States unless 
action be taken by Con before the end of the month of January. 

The subject is, therefore, one of special urgency, and the public interests re- 
quire its immediate consideration. i 

Mr. HATCH. In reply to the suggestion of my colleague [Mr. 
BuURNES] I will state that at a meeting of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure a subcommittee was appointed to wait upon the Committee on 
Appropriations and ask that this appropriation might be included in 
the urgency deficiency bill which was reported by that committee to 
the House last week. 

It was then suggested by the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and the suggestion was sustained by the members of that 
committee, that this was not a deficiency, but was in the nature of an 
original appropriation. That ruling was sustained by the Speaker of 

is House upon a conference with him, and under his instructions I 
immediately called a meeting of the Committee on Agriculture, to whom 
I submitted the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting thg 
recommendation for this appropriation, together with the letter of the 
First Comptroller and the decision of the Speaker; and under the di- 
rection of the Committee on Agriculture I prepared and reported this 
bill. 


My colleague [Mr. BuRNES] will observe that the Comptroller is 
careful enough to use in his letter these words: ‘‘In order that at an 
early day it [Congress] may make an appropriation for saidnine months 
in a special bill or by appending the same to a deficiency bill.’’ This, 
in accordance with the decision of the Comptroller, is a special bill to 
carry into effect the provisions of the act known as the ‘‘ experimental 
station act.” 

Mr. BURNES rose. 

Mr. HATCH. If my colleague desires to make any remarks, I yield 
to him such time as he may wish. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask the Clerk to read the rule with reference to the 
assignment of subjects to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
cease zola Palo? Subjects relating * * * to appropriation of the 
revenue for the support of the Government as herein provided, namely: for 
legislative, executive, and judicial expense; for sundry civil expenses; for 
fortifications; for the District of Columbia; for pensions; and for deficiencies: to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, with regard to the information com- 
municated by my distinguished colleague, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture [Mr. HATCH], I desire to say he is entirely 
correct in his statement of the suggestion made by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, when he [Mr. HATCH] and other com- 
mittee-men were before the Appropriations Committee. But I under- 
stood that to be an expression of the opinion of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. I did not understand that any action 
was taken by the committee, or that any other members of the com- 
mittee concurred in the suggestion of the chairman. On the contrary, 
there was considerable discussion with regard to the time when this 
item would be placed in the forthcoming urgent deficiency bill. 

But I care nothing for that. It is not a question as to the opinion 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, or of my opinion, 
or the opinion of my distinguished colleague. It is a question relating 
to the rights of the House, and the duties and obligations of the Chair. 

I will say before I conclude, Mr. Chairman, that I am heartily in 
favor of this appropriation, and make no sort of objection to it as a per- 
sonal matter, but I deem it to be my duty to call the attention of the 
chairman and of the Committee of the Whole House to the facts and 
the law bearing on the proposition. 

The Secretary ‘of the Treasury on the 22d of December transmitted 
his estimates for urgent deficiencies to the House, as will be seen by 
reference to the printed document, and by order of the House these esti- 
mates were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Now, in 
these estimates I find the precise appropriation contained in this bill. 
The House, therefore, has given jurisdiction of this subject to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and it is legally before that committee. I 
think, sir, that it is not in the province of this Committee of the Whole 
to consider a proposition which by the House has been disposed of in a 
different direction. I submit this proposition with great reluctance, 
but I think it incumbent upon me to do so, as a precedent may be es- 
tablished which may result in injury hereafter. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, in reply to my colleague it is only 
necessary to reiterate the single statement made by me that this is an 
original appropriation; and that the entire and complete jurisdiction 
over the subject-matter of this bill and its appropriation is with the 
Committee on Agriculture, under the rules of the House. The gentle- 
man will not undertake to say, and no member of the Committee on 
Appropriations will contend, that in the annual appropriation bill 
which will be reported to the House by the Committee on Agriculture 
they can not properly, under the rules of the House, report an appro- 
priation to carry out the provisions of this act, just as we submit our ap- 
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propriations from time to time to carry out the animal-industry actand 
other acts submitted under the jurisdiction of that committee. The 
only question is whether it is a deficiency or an original appropriation. 
Ifithad been a deficiency, the position of the gentleman would have been 
correct;and until that decision was made by the Speaker of the House the 
Committee on Agriculture did not assume to take jurisdiction of it, but 
appointed a subcommittee, of which the gentleman from Mississippi was 
one, to waiton the Committee on Appropriations and urge thatit might 
be embraced in the urgent deficiency bill. For the firsttime the point 
of order has come from that committee, for no protest was made during 
the time the subcommittée was in the room of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that it was a deficiency. They did not make any appro- 
priation in that bill for it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The subcommittee on Agriculture appeared before 
the Committee on Appropriations, and they ruled us out of that com- 
mittee on a point of order, the very point presented here, that it was 
not a fit subject for a deficiency bill, and advised us to the course we 
are now pursuing. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
objection comes too late, for the House has referred it to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Maine. I in- 
tended to suggest that as an additional reason why the objection was 
not well taken. I understand my colleague raises the point of order 
before the committee simply to put himself right on the record. 

Now, in regard to the jurisdiction of the committee. The passage of 
the bill has been reported to the House and has been entered and re- 
ferred by the Speaker of the House to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. That is an answer to the proposition. 
But that it comes too late there is no question. The bill is under con- 
sideration by the Committee of the Whole, and certainly this commit- 
tee has jurisdiction of it, whether the committee which reported it had 
or not. 

Mr. BURNES. The question of jurisdiction is never waived. It is 
one altogether beyond the proposition. Hereis the order of the House 
by which this bill has been referred to this committee. The Speaker 
takes no note of the contents of a bill, and the House takes no note of 
the contents of a bill; and it was referred as a matter of course to the 
Committee of the Whole House. But few knew whether it was an ap- 
propriation for the current year or for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889 


The fact that this appropriation is for the current year makes it a 
deficiency. That will not be questioned. Ido not think there can be 
any doubt of a proposition so plain. The deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the current year goes, under the rules, to the Committee on 
Appropriations. If this were an appropriation forthe next fiscal year, 
it would be an original appropriation. I raise the point, therefore, on 
the ground that, as it is a deficiency, this committee has no jurisdic- 
tion whatever over this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the point raised 
comes too late, the committee having entered upon the consideration 
of the proposition. When the bill was referred to the committee was 
the time to reserve the point of order, but not having been reserved it 
is now too late to do so. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to state that several eminent and respectable 
gentlemen, representing the National Grange of the United States, 
called upon the committee and asked that certain amendments be in- 
cluded, as they were agreed to at the last meeting of the grange at Lan- 
sing, Mich. 

I explained to the officer—the secretary of the National Grange Asso- 
ciation—who came to me with a request to withhold action upon this 
bill, that under the rules of the House no new legislation could be 
placed upon an appropriation bill, and that the committee to which he 
referred evidently meant an amendment to the original act. 

In order to remove any hesitancy that any member may feel in vot- 
ing for this proposition now, because of letters or communications of a 
similar character received by him, I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read a number of telegrams bearing upon the subject from the 
grand master of the National Grange, from the overseer of the National 
Grange, who is, I believe, the highest officer in authority, and from 
masters of State granges, as well as from the members of the commit- 
tee who were appointed to make the report tothe National Grange that 
proposed the amendment they seek to put upon the original act, ask- 
ing the prompt passage of this bill. Several members have come to 
meand asked me to have these communications read, because they have 
received letters or telegrams that would make it necessary forthem to 
make some statement or explanation as to their support of this meas- 
ure, which would consume far more time upon the floor than would 
be consumed in the reading of these telegrams. They will only con- 
sume a very few moments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(Received at House of Representatives 11.47, January 17, 1888.) 
Kuxestoy, R. I., January 17, 1888, 
Pi medi r ons, 
lease urge immediate appropriation for Speen: a as 


State Grange. 
General W. H. Harca, Washington. 


- 
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(Received at House of Representatives 12.34, January 17, 1888.) 
~ Boston, Mass., January 17, 1888. 


The panra nie: farmers of Massachusettsare watching intently for immediate 
unconditional appropriation under Hatch act for agricultural ex entation, 
ARTHUR A. BRIGHAM, 
Master State Grange. 
General W. H. HATCH, Washington. 


(Received at Corcoran Building, southeast corner Fifteenth and F streets, Wash- 
ington, D. C,, January 17, 1888.) 
TOPEKA, Kans., January 17, 1888. 
I heartily favor immediate appropriation for experiment aes pre 


. SIMS, 
State Board of Agriculture. 
Henry E. Avorn, 
Washington, D. C. 


(Received at Corcoran ana Ng southeast corner Fifteenth and F streets, Wash- 
ington, D. C., January 17, 1888, 9.21 a. m.) 
DELTA, OHIO, January 17, 1888. 


Grange in favor of unconditional appropriation for agricultural experimenta- 
tion; favor future amendment of Hatch law. 
J. H. BRIGHAM. 


Major ALVorD. 
Ebbitt House, Washington. 


(Received at Corcoran Building, southeast corner Fifteenth and F streets, Wash- 
ington, D. C., January 17, 1888.) 
FAYETTE, Miss., January 17,1888. 
The State Grange of Mississippi approves the experiment-station appropria- 


tion. 
PUT. DARDEN, 
Master Mississippi State Grange, also Grand Master Nationa! Grange. 


Hon. Henry E. ALVORD, 
Chairman Committee on College and Stations, Washington, D. C. 


(Received at House of Representatives January 17, 1883, 3.56 p. m.) 
MANCHESTER, N. H., January 17, 1883. 


Do not fail to secure immediate appropriation for experiment-station bill. 
The farmers of New Hampshire are asking for the immediate establishment of 


the stations, 
N. J. BACHELDER, 
Secretary Stale Board of Agriculture, and Secretary of Grange. 
General W. H. HATCH, 
Washington. 


(Received at House of Representatives January 17, 1888, 10.29 a, m.) 
SPRINGFIELD, MAss., January 17, 1888. 


On behalf of fully 50,000 New England farmers, and also on behalf of halfa 
million farmers in the Middle and Western States, who ars included among our 
readers, all of whom have demanded and are dee ply interested in the experi- 
men! tion measure, I respectfully urge the immediate enactment of your bill 


to make available the ae intended by that act, Emphatically protest 


against amending said 
< HERBERT MYRICK, 


Agricultural Editor New England Homestead 
and The Farm and Home. 


General W. H, HATCH, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
(Received at House of Representatives January 18, 1888, 12.16 p. m.) 
AUGUSTA, ME., January 18, 1838. 
The executive committee of the Maine State Grange in session, representing 
over 15,000 patrons, would respectfully and carnestly request that immediate 
action be taken for the passage of an unconditional appropriation for the ex- 
perimental stations underthe Hatch bill. 
FREDERIC ROBIE, Master. 


General W. H. HATCH, 
House Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
WORCESTER, Mass,, January 17, 1888. 


Massachusetts State Grange unanimously desire immediate availability of ap- 
propriation under Hatch act that experimental work may begin with spring 


month, 
JAMES DRAPER, 
p Past Master, Overseer National Grange. 
Henry E. ALvorp, 


Washington, D. C. ; 


Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have had these telegrams read 
simply to sustain my statement that there was a mistake upon the part 
of this committee in regard to the time and place at which they were 
to offer the amendment, suggested in the National Grange, to the origi- 
nal act. It was not the purpose to attempt to put it upon an appro- 
priation bill, which would make the amendment obnoxious to the point 
of order under the rules of the House; but that it should come in the 
ordinary way during the course of the session as an amendment to the 
original act. 

I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in support of the bill 
and report which have been presented to the committee, that the gen- 
eral sense of the country was to the effect that the act of March, 1887, 
made an absolute appropriation, to'be at once available for the purpose 
of establishing these experimental stations in connection with the agri- 
cultural colleges in the various States. Such, I say, was the general 
understanding of the country, and hence everybody was taken by sur- 
prise when the Secretary of the Treasury, coming to scan the language 
of the bill, found that it did not make the appropriation in that shape, 
and so held. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman from Mississippi 
will permit me, I think it was the First Comptroller who so decided. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman is correct. I should have said the 
First Comptroller. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Who is acompleteautocrat. But set- 
une it his own way does not by any means prove that the law was not 
right. 

Mr. HOOKER. Evidently he did not give any consideration to that 
maxim of universal application in considering questions of law, and 
which should always apply, namely, what was the intention of the body 
that passed the law? Had he gone into that consideration he would 
have seen by the language of the act itself, and by the arguments made 
in support of its passage before Congress, that the purpose and object 
of the bill were to make the money appropriated for these experimental 
stations at once and wholly available. Having ruled as he did, we 
find the propriety of the Committee on Agriculture coming now and 
introducing, not a deficiencybill, because this isin no sense of the word 
such a bill, and can not be so termed, for that would imply a deficiency 
in reference to an appropriation already made; but they were con- 
strained to pursue the course here pursued, of introducing a new bill 
making an appropriation in precise and accurate terms, so that the 
Comptroller of the Treasury will have no difficulty in construing this 
law, or ascertaining that it does make an appropriation, and makes 
that appropriation immediately and wholly available for the purpose 
@utemplated by the bill. : 

Itis unnecessary, I think, to say more in advocacy of the measure, 
and I would not have said so much or asked my friend, the chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture, to yield to me at all, but for the fact 
that a few days since I received from General Stephen D. Lee, the very 
intelligent and able superintendent of the Agricultural and Mechanical 
College of the State of Mississippi, a letter directing my attention to 
the provisions of this bill, and stating that the college over which he 
presides had made the necessary compliance with the law for the estab- 
lishment of an agricultural-experiment station under the operation of 
that institution. And I have no doubt that what General Lee says in 
regard to that college may be said as to the agricultural colleges through- 
out all parts of the country. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is true, I think. 

Mr. HATCH. I now yield two minutes to my colleague on the coni- 
mittee, the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. MORGAN. fr. Chairman, I only desire to say that thirty-nine 
colleges of the States and Territories of this Union stand ready to-day 
to receive this money. Many of their representatives are here now in 
the city; and without taking the time of the committee to discuss the 
measure further, it is only necessary to say that if this appropriation is 
made it can be at once available within thirty days. If yon delay it 
now, these colleges, which have filed their credentials, can do nothing 
for a long time to come. 

Mr. STEELE. The agricultural college at Lafayette, Ind., stands 
not only ready, I will say to the gentleman from Mississippi, but anx- 
ious that this appropriation shall pass. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thirty-nine institutions throughout the country 
are in the same condition, having filed their credentials, and only wait 
this appropriation. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MAC- 
DONALD] to have a letter read. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I send to the desk to be read a copy ofa letter 
which has been received by every member of the Minnesota delegation, 
addressed by the professor of agriculture of the State university to the 
president of the board of regents of the university. I will only say that 
we all agree with the gentlemen who have spoken on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

AGRICULTURAL-EXPERIMENT STATION, 
UNIVERSITY OF ‘A, 
St. Anthony Park, Minn., January 11, 1888. 


Sır: I have the honor to call your attention to the following facts, and to re- 
Sp that you will take such action in the premises as you may think advis- 
e: 


You are aware that what is commonly known as "the Hatch bill,” passed at 
the last session of Congress, establishing agricultural-experiment stations in 
the several States, failed to become operative for the reason that the appropri- 
ation specifically provided for was not made. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, upon the recommendation of the First Comp- 
troller, has included in his communication to Congress, making estimates for 
“urgent deficiencies,” an item covering this appropriation, upon the ground 
that “it was evidentiythe intention of Congress to have the money paid the cur- 
rent fiscal year, and that several institutions had acted upon that interpreta- 
tion, and had incurred expenses in good faith under the provisions of that law.” 

This “estimate of urgent deficiencies’? was ordered to be printed December 
22, 1887,and referred to the Committee on Appropriations of the House, and 
this subject is now before that body for their action. 

In order to secure for our State the benefits of a measure which has received 
the most hearty approval of all friends of progressive agriculture, it is very im- 
portant that the attention of our delegation in Congress should be called to this 
matter and their assistance pean invited. Itis very important that the bill 
be watched, and that this item be held in its place until passed. 

This appropriation will enable the board of regents to perfect the organiza- 
tion of our station as authorized by our Legislature, and as already entered 
upon,so far as funds at their disposal will permit, while its failure will post- 
pone for another year lines of work most urgently demanded by the farmers 
of Minnesota, 

Yours, respectfully, - 
EDWARD D. PORTER, 
Professor of Agriculture and Director of Station. 

Hon. H. H. SIBLEY, 

President of the Board of Regents of the University of Minnesota. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I ask the Clerk to read the communication on 
the back of the letter. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Respectfully forwarded to Hon. J. L. MACDONALD, M. C.,with the earnest re- 
quest that he will give the measure referred to, which is of so much importance 
to this State, his personal attention and support. 

HENRY H. SIBLEY, 


President Board of Regents. 

Mr. HATCH. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. WASHINGTON ]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I merely want to say a few words to the House 
on this measure. I ask the House to consider for a moment that the 
farmers of this Union, those men who pay the taxes and are the hewers 
of wood and drawers of water for the community, deserve some consid- 
eration. 

I represent a large agricultural constituency. I come from a State 
where we are now turning the soil and beginning to plant our spring 
crops. 

This is not a new appropriation. It is not a deficiency in the true 
sense of the word. It is simply asking authority from this House to 
the officers of the Treasury to pay out the money already appropriated, 
and to do it now, so that in due season we may begin our work in the 
Southern States at the planting time, the seeding time, which comes 
but once a year. If not done now, as has been said by the gentleman 
from Mississippi, if may as well go over another twelve months, so far 
x xe are concerned. [I hope there will be no further opposition to the 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had un- 
der consideration the bill H. R. 4881, had instructed him to reportit 
back to the House without amendment, and with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

3 ae HATCH. I demand the previous question on the passage of the 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote bý which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILKINS. Icall for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for one hour for the consideration of bills. 


INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION AT MELBOURNE. 


Mr. BELMONT. I call up for action at this time a joint resolution 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs; the joint resolution (H. 
Res, 72) relating to the invitation of the British Government to the Goy- 
ernment of the United States to participate in the international exhi- 
bition at Melbourne to celebrate the founding of New South Wales. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the British Government has extended to the Government of the 
United States an invitation to participate in the international exhibition which 
is to be held at Melbourne, beginning on the Ist day of August, 1888, to cele- 
brate the centenary of the founding of New South Wales: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That said invitation is accepted, and that there be, and there 
atA is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of ,000, or so much thereof as niay be 
necessary to effect the phe) of this resolution, to be expended in the discre- 
aon Mes the Secretary of State for the purpose of such representation at said ex- 

bition, 

Src, 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to transmit to Con- 
gress a detailed statement of the expenditures which may have been ineurred 
under the provisions of this resolution, together with any reports which may 
be made by the representatives of this country at said exhibition, 

Mr. BELMONT, Task for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Morrow) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the message of the 
President of the United States (Ex. Doc. No. 28) relating to the international 
exhibition to be held at Melbourne, beginning on the lst day of August, 1888, to 
eclebrate the centenary of the founding of New South Wales, having had the 
same uuder consideration, submit the following report: 

The importance of the proposed exhibition and the claim it has for our aid in 
the liberal display of American industries are indicated in the following note of 
the Secretary of State, referred to in the message of the President: 

“To the PRESIDENT: 


“T submit herewith a copy of a note to this Department from Sir Lionel West, 
Her Britannic Majesty’s minister at this capital, extending an invitation to this 
Government to participate in the international exhibition which is to be held at 
Melbourne, 1888. to celebrate the centenary of the founding of New South Wales, 
the first Australian colony. 

“As our social and commercial relations are daily becoming more intimate 
with the kindred people inhabiting Australia, it would seem to be very appro- 
pea that this country should officially take part in an exhibition which is in- 

nded to commemorate such an important event as the founding of the first of 


Sr. PAUL, January 13, 1888. 


those Australian commonwealths which are now so great and prosperous, More- 
over, as Australia was extensively represented in our centennial exhibition 
held at Philadelphia in 1876, it is very proper that we should reciprocate by ac- 
cepting the invitation to take. part in the similar exhibition to be held at Mel- 
bourne. I therefore rorpoctany recommend that the accompanying papers be 
communicated to Congress, with the suggestion that the invitation be accepted, 
and that the sum of $50,000 be appropriated to defray the expenses of a commis- 
sion to Lp, aeons the United States at the exhibition. 

“This Department is advised that many American manufacturers have al- 
ready made application for space in the Melbourne exhibition, in expectation of 
the appointment of a commission to represent this country there. Asitappears 
from Sir Lionel West's note of the 21st ultimo that the time for making appli- 
cations for space for exhibitors will expire on the last day of the present mon: 
it will be necessary for Congress to take very prompt action in order to preven 
serious injury to American interests in the premises, 

“Respectfully submitted, 


“DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
“Washington, December 19, 1887.” 


Concurring in the views expressed by the Secretary of State, and believing 
that it is highly important that the growing commercial and social relations be- 
tween this country and Australia should be encouraged in every proper way, 
the committee recommend the acceptance of the invitation so kindly tendered; 
and for the purpose of participating in the exhibition in an appropriate and ef- 
fective manner the commiitee recommend an appropriation of $50,000 to defray 
the expenses attending a proper official representation, A 

For this purpose the joint resolution herewith reported is recommended for 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from New York that this joint resolution is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr..BELMONT. I ask consent that the joint resolution may be 
considered in the House. - 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of this joint resolution. 

The motion was a to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 
SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is.in Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering the joint resolution which the Clerk will 
now report. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution, as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 72) relating tothe invitation of the British Govern- 
ment to the Government of the Uni States to participate in the international 
exhibition at Melbourne to'celebrate the founding of New South Wales. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The joint resolution has been read in the House. 
If there be no objection, its first reading in committee will be dispensed 
with. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. BELMONT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
ornia [Mr. Morrow]. 

Mr, MORROW. I hope this resolution will pass without opposition. 
It is proposed by the people of Australasia to celebrate this year the 
centenary of the founding of New South Wales, an event which de- 
rives its importance from the fact that it was the initial movement of 
the English people in the occupation of that part of the globe, The 
island-continent of Australia has an area of about 3,000,000 square 
miles, or about the area of the United States, not including Alaska. 
New Zealand, which with Australia constitutes what is known as Aus- 
tralasia, has an area of about 104,000 square miles. 

These two great islands in the South Pacific are rich and wonderful 
in resources, and give promise of a great future in the commercial af- 
fairs of the world. The population of Australasia now exceeds three 
millions of people, engaged in prosperous and growing industries, 
with a commerce extending to all parts of the globe, inviting enter- 
prising people to the exchange of products and manufactures. In 1880 
an industrial exposition was held at Melbourne, to which other coun- 
tries were invited. It was less general in its character, and as an in- 
ternational affair less important, than the proposed exhibition of the 
present year, but it attracted attention in the commercial world and 
did much to develop a commerce in the Pacific. 

The United States participated in that exposition, and Congress a) 
propriated $20,000 for the expense of an official representation at Mel- 
bourne. The money was well expended, for it was the means of greatly 
extending our commerce in that direction. For the year 1880 our ex- 
ports to Australia amounted in round numbers to $4,700,000. Imme- 
diately succeeding the exposition they rose rapidly until 1886, when 
they amounted to more than $11,000,000. As this is a matter of consid- 
erable interest to the business people of this country, I beg leave to call 
the attention of the committee to an extract from the report of Mr. 
Pickering, who represented the United States at the Melbourne exhi- 
bition of i880. He says: 


As a nation the United States has done remarkably well, receiving, in propor- 
tion to the number of exhibitors, a larger number of awards than at any pre- 
yious exhibition, I am pleased to be able to announce that, as a rule, our ex- 
hibitors have sold more goods and received more orders in proportion to the 
amount exhibited than the exhibitors of any other nation, a very large propor- 
tion of the exhibits from the United States being of a class of goods well adapted 
to the wants of the people of Australia. , > 

The truthfulness of this report has been more than established by 
the character and extent of our commerce since that time, and on this 


point I beg leave to call attention to the following interesting ics: 


“T, F. BAYARD. 
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Value of merchandise imported into and exported from the United States 
Srom British possessions in Australasia. 


Exports Total im- 

Imports. | ports and 

Domestic. | Foreign. rts. 
$3, 419, 973 $46, 002 | $3,466,575 | $278,964 | $3,745,539 
2, 369, 346 54, 2, 423,726 285, OLL 2, 708, 737 
2, 899, 603 50,413 | 2,950,016 | 3,736,107 6, 656,123 
8, 917, 477 62,789 | 3,980,266 | 3,142,418 7,122, 684 
8, 785, 908 350 | 3,844,288 | 1,760,177 5,594,465 
Sarcase | Seow | SS] L4s0i9] GAID ot 

87! 77,089; 3 h Ali, 

5, 780, 278 105, 189 | 5,885,467 | 1,476,238 7, 361, 705 
6, 479, 193 292,102 | 6,771,295 | 1,185,905 7, 957, 200 
7,012. 875 128,90 | 7,171,816 785, 773 7, 957, 588 
| 4,687,223 G1, 367 | 4,748,590 | 2,920, 812 7, 669, 402 
«| . 6, 636, 130 92,375 | 6,728,505 | 2,088, 302 8, 816, 507 
| 8,982, 974 126,915 | 9,109,889 | 3,689,424 | 12,799,313 
-| 9,638, 997 156,659 | 9,795,656 | 4,021,305 | 13,817, 051 
-| 9,225, 459 161,867 | 9,387,826 | 4,373,465 | 13,760,791 
.| 10,534, 138 14, 054 | 10,648,192 | 2,823,393 | 13,471,585 
10, 981, 915 152, 386 | 11, 184, 301 3,859,360 | 14, 993,661 


It will be observed that the exports and imports for the year 1886 
show a balance of trade in our favor amounting to $7,274,941. Cer- 
tainly such a showing as this will justify usin accepting the invitation 
of the British Government to participate in the coming exhibition, and 
in making the appropriation of $50,000 provided for in the resolution, 
to make a creditable official appearance on the occasion. 

While on this subject it may be well for us to look at the character 
of the imports and exports for the past year. They show thatour manu- 
facturing industries are finding a market in this distant country, and 
it only requires a little enterprise to enlarge our commerce with Aus- 
tralasia to almost an unlimited extent. I ask leave to incorporate in 
my remarks the following report from the Bureau of Statistics: 
Statement showing the imports and exports of the United States from and to 

- Australasia during the year ending June 30, 1887." k 
IMPORTS. 


Articles, Quantities:| Values. 


FREE OF DUTY, 


Tin, bars, blocks, or pigs, grain or gran 
All other free articles... sssssessosssososoossosorse 


Coal, bituminous 

Wool, raw: 
Clothing wools,.. 
Combing wools... 
Carpet and other 

All other dutiable articles.............. 


RRA | UII ss secs tenses cemsnnies A T 


Total merchandise... jt 
Total coin and bullio: 


AO ee dAORU Rehan reennRERS tn eeee mesora sennee paeneeaneen. 


Agricultural implements... 


Books, maps, engravings 107, 796 
Breads hrus- ; 180,797 
Carriages, horse-cars, steam-cars, etc... 8, 
Chem drugs, dyes, and cines 334, 837 
Clocks and watches 


ther, and manufactures of.... 
Malt liquors: 
In bottl 


Aten eN eRe wRNRNe Aaa te aeadeeeeeensuenee srastdreere eee 


Manufactures 
Wool, and manufactures of. 
All other articles... ..ceccesecssees 


‘Total domestic merchandis: 
Total foreign merchandise. 


OP Onneeeeepserenesenseenseeennenereconeuereanensceuepeesene 


* No specie. 
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, January 16, 1888, 


The commercial importance of Australia is shown by the report of its 
aggregate trade, from which it appears that in the year 1884 (the last 
report,at hand) its imports were valued at $311,045,158, and its exports 
at $264,834,910, making a total of $575,880,068. There can be no ques- 
tion, it seems to me, as to the value of intimate social and commercial 
relations with a people engaged in so much of the world’s best traffic. 
In a letter from Mr. Ford, of the State Department, I find the follow- 
ing pertinent suggestion: 

Nowhere, save in South America, is there such a wide field for commercial 


enterprise offered to American manufacturers as in Australia. The pursuits of 
ery, in the 


th nì; icultural, and uire 
anno of WERE We EOS, pa eat, 

I am presenting these facts because I desire that the members of this 
House shall understand and appreciate the importance of our affairs on 
the Pacific, not merely on account of the present matter, but because of 
their bearing on other subjects that will come up for consideration in 
course of legislation. 

I desire tosay, further, that the coming exhibition at Melbourne is not 
merely a colonial display; it is an international affair, and will receive 
the patronage of the leading nations, and the interest taken in our action 
is indicated in the following report of James M. Morgan, consul-gen- 
eral at Melbourne, to the State Department. He says: 


Great interest is manifested in the great international exhibition to be held 
in this city in 1888, being the centennial of the colonization of Australia, and 
many inquiries are made as to the probable interest which can be awakened 


in America upon the subject. 
The remarkable growth and on ipa of this city will be appreciated when 


the accompanying statistics are rea 
$ e * $ * 


e . 

The city of Melbourne and suburbs contain 313,000 peie and during the 

ps year there have been erected in the city proper and its suburbs 5,533 build- 
ngs. 


A number of our merchants in different ond of the country have 
already engaged space at the Exhibition building for the display of our 
manufactures and products, and I am assured that they are prepared 
to make a representation that will be‘a credit to the country and a 
pledge of our friendship in the enterprise that shall develop the vast 
possibilities in that quarter of the new world. 

There is another interesting fact pertaining to our relations with 
Australasia. There has been much discussion as to the measures that 
should be taken to increase our merchant-marine service. There are 
strong objections urged in sme quarters against anything in the shape 
of subsidies. I am not going to discuss that question now, but I want 
to call your attention to the fact that the Government of New Zealand 
is to-day paying a line of American steamers, running from San Fran- 
cisco to Auckland andSydney, an annual subsidy of $150,000. In the 
face of this liberality in the aid of our merchant-marine service, we 
can not well decline this kind invitation. There is, in fact, every in- 
ducement for us to take advantage of this occasion and make such a 
libefal display of our manufactures and.products as will still further 
advance our position as an enterprising people and entitle us to.a fair 
share of the world’s business in that direction. 

Mr. BELMONT. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, my colleague on the committee [Mr. MOCREARY]. 

Mr, McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the joint resolution which 
has been called up by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs will be adopted, and that the invitation of the British Govern- 
ment to the United States to participate in the international exposition 
to be held at Melbourne next summer will beaccepted. This question 
has had mature consideration by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
the committee unanimously recommend the adoption of the joint res- 
olution. Australia is a vast island continent. It comprises about 
3,000,000 square miles of territory, and has over five millions of popu- 
lation. It is one of the richest countries in the world, and our social 
and commercial relations with that country aredaily improving. When 
this Republie held its centennial exposition in 1876, Australia was 
largely represented. Various manufacturers of the United States have 
already asked for space at the exposition which is to be held at Mel- 
bourne in August next, and itis but in keeping with our custom to 
authorize our Government to send commissioners there, and to make a 
small appropriation of money for the purpose of having our country 
properly represented on that occasion. The exposition proposed to be 
held commences on the first of next August, and is to be what they call 
a centennial exposition in commemoration of the organization of their 
first province, New South Wales. There are five leading provinces in 
Australia—New South Wales, Victoria, South Australia, Queensland, 
and Western Australia—and the committee believe that it will be of 
advantage to our country to encourage our people to exhibit specimens 
of our arts, our products, our minerals, and our manufactures at that 
great exposition. 

In 1862 the United States sent commissioners to the London Exposi- 
tion, and many remember that even at that time our country took many 

‘medals and stood very high inthe competition amongnations. In 1873 
there was held at Vienna an international exposition, and the Congress 
of the United States appropriated $200,000 to pay the expenses of com- 
missioners and to secure proper representation at that exposition. In 
1878 the Paris Universal Exposition was held, and tho Congress then 
appropriated $150,000 in order that our country might be properly rep- 
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resented there. The joint resolution under consideration asks for only 
$50,000, and I believe that we ought to be properly represented àt this 
Australian exposition in accordance with the desire of our pe gen- 
erally, which is in favor of keeping our country abreast of other 
nations, in favor of showing how we have advanced in arts, in manu- 
factures, in agriculture, and in all the elements of national progress. I 
believe it will not be long before we shall have in this country a grand 
centennial exposition to commemorate the adoption of the Constitution 
of the United States, and these very countries that are now asking us 
to send delegates to help them with their exposition will be called on 
by us to participate in ours. 

It may be but a short time until we shall call upon all the civilized 
countries of the world to come here to help us to celebrate in 1892 the 
four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America, and witness 
the success of free government and the triumph of peace and prosper- 
ity in our great Republic. This appropriation, therefore, is in the 
proper line. As Australia helped us in 1876, so she will probably be 

ed upon to participate with us again in 1892, and as all the civil- 
ized countries will be invited and be present with us on that grand oc- 
casion, it seems to me entirely proper that we should now make this 
small appropriation of $50,000 asked for by the Secretary of State to 
enable our country to be properly represented at the Melbourne expo- 
sition next August. 
_Mr. BELMONT rose, but. yielded to Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylva- 


nia. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
remind the House, because it may not come to the memory ofall those 
around me, that Philadelphia was the pioneer city of these expositions 
in this country, and that only a few months ago we had present there 
representative men from all parts of the country, who came to partici- 
pate in the celebration of the adoption of the Constitution of the United 
States by the convention which sat in Philadelphia. In justice to the 
proposition now before us, I want to say from positive observation that 
no country on the face of the earth sent more intelligent commissioners 
or more people to this country during that centennial exhibition than 
did New South Wales and that portion of the world. £ 

It is not necessary for me to point out how these celebrations, where- 
ever they may be held, advance the interests of commerce and the gen- 
eral business of civilized life. The great centennial exposition held in 
Philadelphia from the 10th of May to the 10th of November, 1876, at- 
tracted millions of people, including citizens of all nationalities; and 
we there saw the progress of commerce, agriculture, and the various 
arts and sciences displayed in such a way as perhaps may never again 
occur in this country. . 

The people whom I have the honor in part to represent will rejoice 
at the vote of the members from the city of Philadelphia, and from 
the State of Pennsylvania, for this proponon, believing that by just 
such means the progress of the world is promoted, and we thus learn 
from each other what in our ghort and busy lives can not be learned 
from books in regard to the industrial pursuits that conduce to the 
happiness and pleasure of mankind. 

Mr. Chairman, I like to call attention to what has been done by the 
people of Philadelphia, and I rise more especially to recall to the minds 
of members here the success with which that city and its people car- 
ried on the Centennial Exposition of 1876, and how, with equal suc- 
cess, they carried on a few months ago, to the delight of hundreds of 
thousands of visitors, the centennial celebration of the adoption of the 
Constitution by the Convention in 1787. 

Mr. BELMONT. As this measure has been unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and appears to meet the general 
approval of members of the House, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ihave an amendment which I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion that the committee rise can not be 
putso long as any gentleman desires to offer any amendment. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the words “‘ that said invitation is accepted” 
in the first section; and strike out the second section. , 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I think, in view of the statements 
which have been made by the gentleman from California[ Mr, Morrow], 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrEary], and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL], the United States ought to accept 
this invitation which has been extended by the British Government to 
have this country participate in the international exhibition at Mel- 
bourne, to celebrate the founding of New South Wales. I am satisfied 
there are some gentlemen on this floor who do not know the geography 
of this world sufficiently to determine the exact location of New South 
Wales. While I had a general knowledge of the fact that it was part 
of Australia, and was under the government of the British Empire, I 
am not ashamed to confess that that was the limit of my knowledge 
with respect to the situation of New South Wales. Hence, for my own 
information, as well as for the information of other gentlemen who may 
desire to vote intelligently on this important question, I have sent to 
the library for an atlas which contains a map of Australia, and which 
shows exactly where New South Wales is located, my object being to 
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learn from an inspection of thisanap and from the commentaries accom- 
panying it, the importance, the grandeur, and the magnitude, in terri- 
torial extent at least, of the province of New South Wales. I trust 
that I shall not be taking up the time of the House unduly in support 
of my amendment (which limits the action of this House to an accept- 
ance of the invitation, while it cuts out the appropriation) if I read 
from this authority—Colton’s General Atlas with Descriptions—astate- 
ment in regard to New South Wales. 

I am opposed to an appropriation for this purpose, because I belong 
to the party which believes in ‘‘ economy, retrenchment, and reform,” 
and I do not believe in measures which are introduced for the purpose 
of making appropriations the result of which necessarily will be to keep 
up the iniquitous burdens and the odious inequalities of the infamous 
tariff system under which the people of the United States now suffer. 
Ithinkit will be honorand distinction enough for any gentleman, whether 
he be a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs or a private citi- 
zen, to be selected by the President of the United States to represent 
the grandest country on God’s earth at this great international exhibi- 
tion at Melbourne, New South Wales. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRAIN. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the 
last word. ; 

Mr. VOORHEES obtained the floor, and said: I desire to yield my 
time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. 

Now, New South Wales is described in this atlas as “stretching 
along the Pacific from Point Danger” —- 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will suspend a moment. Under 
the rule regulating the five-minute debate the Chair is obliged to rec- 
ognize now some gentleman who desires to oppose the amendment, if 
any gentleman wishes to be recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. CRAIN. My present amendment is to'strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair under the rules must ize some 
gentleman who desires to oppose the amendment. If that rule were 
not enforced, when the Committee of the Whole is proceeding under the 
five-minute rule the two sides of a question might not be fairly heard. 

A MEMBER. Nobody is opposed to this proposition. 

Mr. CRAIN. Thegentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] has yielded to me. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it be necessary in order that I may yield my 
time to the gentleman from Texas, I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam again obliged to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there isany gentleman desiring to oppose S 

j not, the 


amendment, the Chair must recognize him. herons I 
. CRAIN] to eens 


Chair recognizes the gentleman from Texas 
the time of the gentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. VOORHEES 

Mr. CRAIN. Let me proceed to read: 

NEW SOUTH WALES. ° 

New South Wales stretches along the Pacific from Point Danger— 

That is the point we are approachingif weadopt this resolution, which 

appropriates $50,000 of the toiling millions for the purpose here indi- 
cated, [Laughter.] 
—(latitude 28° 06’) to Cape Howe (latitude 37° 32’) and west to the one hundred 
and forty-first meridian. On the north it is bounded by Queensland, on the 
west by South Australia, andon the south by Victoria. Extent north and south, 
from 346 to 631 miles, and east and west, from 557 to 728 miles. 

Coasts, surveys, cte.—The coast line presents in general bold, perpendicular 
cliffs of sandstone in horizontal strata. Occasionally the cliffs are interrupted 
by low, sandy beaches, some of which stretch for a considerable distance inland. 
Indentations of the shore are numerous and remarkable for the excellence of 
the harbors they form. The most conspicuous of these are Port Macquarie, Pert 
Hunter, Broken Bay, Botany Bay, Jervis Bay, Sussex Haven, eto, Most of these 
contain flouri g seaports, and are the'seats of population and wealth. 

It might be a better thing for this country, Mr. Chairman, if we were 
to send quite a number of the people accused and convicted of crime to 
Botany Bay than to send this commission to represent this country at 
Melbourne. [Laughter.] 

‘The surface of the interior is much diversified, and Poe in its general 
features a succession of hills and valleys, mountains and plains. - 

A most remarkable country. ` 


A mountain range, varying in height from 3,000 to 6,000 feet, extends north and 
south nearly parallel with the coast, and at a distance of 30 to 50 miles inland. 
The intervening space between the mountains and the sea is partly broken by 
spurs and ramifications, but descends from the west with more or less rapidity, 
and has a generally undulating surface, intersected by water-courses—in some 
places well wooded, and in others covered witha dense brushwood, 

Now, a word in regard to the industries of New South Wales—and I 
commend this to the special consideration of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and also to those gentlemen on both sides of the 
House who are in favor of cutting off the tariff on wool—because the 
tariff question, as you will observe, underlies this whole proposition. 
[Laughter.] If, therefore, you vote for this proposition, you vote to 
keep up the tariff on wool. [Lanyhter.] 

Agriculture and grazing are the chief industrial pursuits. The principal 
cropsare wheat, maize, barley, oats, rye, millet, potatoes, tobacco, hay, etc. 

If you repeal the internal-revenue laws taxing tobacco, you will ex 
necessitate rei, I suppose, repeal the tax on imported tobacco. And if 
you open the eyes of this people to the immensity of this country, 
to the largeness of its population, and to the extent to which tobacco 
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is used in this country—to so large arrextent indeed that some people 
it as a necessity instead of a luxury, like the people in North 


Carolina and Virginia who are clamoring for the re of the tax on 
tobacco—we will find this country then overwhelmed with large impor- 
tations of tobacco from New South Wales. [Laughter. ] 

The vine is cultivated to a considerable extent and much attention is paid to 
the rearing of sheep and cattle, 

I call the attention of the chairman of the Agricultural Committee 
to this important fact. 

Manufactures consist almost entirely of articles of common use. Some woolen 
cloths are made, but the greater part of the enormous quantity of wool pro- 
duced is exported raw. k 

It is for us to consider that fact—you friends of protection and you 
friends of revenue reform—that immense quantities of raw wool are 
exported from New South Wales, and if you vote to take the tariff off 

- wool just stop and consider what will be the effect on this country 
when the manufacturers discover the almost inexhaustible amounts of 
wool produced in New South Wales. Yet gentlemen on this side of 
the House who profess to be revenue reformers are willing to vote with 
those who profess to be protectionists that the outrageous tariff system 
shall continue in this country. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

The question recurred on Mr. CRAIN’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 77. 

Mr. CRAIN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. CRAIN and Mr. BELMONT as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, noes 118. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCADOO. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line5 of section 1 by striking out the word “ fifty ” and inserting " fiye.” 

Also, amend line 8 of section 1 by striking out the word “‘ such.” 

Amend line 9 of the same section by adding, after the word “exhibition,” the 

words “by a commissioner appointed by said Secretary.” 

~ Mr. MCADOO. Let the section be read as it will stand if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sectrron 1. That said invitation is accepted, and that there be, and there hereby 
is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not other- 
Tise sppropriaiod, the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 
effect the purpose of this resolution, to be expended in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of State for the pu of representation at said exhibition by a com- 
missioner appointed by said Secretary. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, there does not seem to be any 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey which does not 
look to the acceptance of this invitation. The purpose of the amend- 
ment seems: to be merely to change the amount fixed in the original 
resolution, and under which the acceptance of the infitation shall be 
carried out, > 

I understand that the gentleman from New Jersey thinks $5,000 will 
be sufficient for that purpose. Our past experience in regard to mat- 
ters of this kind teaches us that such an amount would be entirely in- 
adequate. = y > 

The CHAIRMAN. Wil the gentleman from New York permit the 
Psr to state that the gentleman from New Jersey is entitled to the 

oor? 

Mr. BELMONT. Iunderstood the gentleman had yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York hereafter if he wishes to be ueard. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, I had not yielded the floor, and hope 
this will not be taken out of the time to which I am entitled. 

I, sir, am as much in favor of extending our American commerce by 
all legitimate means as the Committee on Foreign Affairs or any mem- 
ber of that committee, but I do not believe that it will be broadened 
solely by the expenditure of large sums of money in sending an expen- 
sive hacia to represent this country in foreign lands under British 
control, 

Our great commercial rival, Great Britain, has not built up her own 
foreign commerce by any such system as that. The British merchant 
having once gained entrance by intrigue, pretense, or ruthless might, 
has studied the market to which he sends his goods; and the only way 
in which American commerce can be extended and our merchants can 
reap any advantage in the only foreign market open to us in South 
America, the Pacific islands, the West Indies, in China and Japan, is 
by private enterprise, by revival of American shipping, and the exist- 
ing political friendship and affinity between those countries and our 
own, by American merchants in their private capacity, with enterprise 
and determination, going to those countries, or sending out our able 
and venturesome young men to study the wants and the habits of the 
people, their commercial needs and advantages, and determining in 
that manner the best channels into which our commerce can flow. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

. Mr. MCADOO. I would cheerfully yield, but as I have but five 
minutes, I would prefer to continue without interruption. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to interpose at this time objection to 
the acceptance of this invitation of the British Government, although 
I have my own opinion as to its unselfishness and generosity. Itisa 
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long distance from San Francisco to the point where this exhibition is 

to be held, and a very long distance indeed from the Atlantic 
seaboard to Melbourne, and $50,000, the sum proposed to be appropri- 
ated, is a ridiculously small amount, if we are to make a proper repre- 
sentation of the advance of America in manufactures, agriculture, the 
sciences and useful arts at this exhibition in the way of paying freight- 
age for the exhibits furnished by our citizens. 

If we are to expend any sum at all, and if the advance of our country 
in manufacturing and in the arts is to be properly represented at Mel- 
bourne, it would require $250,000 at least; and therefore it occurs to 
me that the expenditure of $50,000 is just so much money wasted—too 
much for nothing and too little for anything. You will only get for 
the expenditure of this $50,000, exactly what you would get from the 
expenditure of $5,000, as pro in my amendment. You will be 
represented by a commissioner selected by the Secretary of State, aman, 
itis to be presumed, of discernment and capability; and the only result 
of his visit to the metropolis of the great Australasian archipelago will 
be the report he will make on his return as to what he saw, learned, 
and concluded. 

I venture to assert that the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs himself can not say to this House that by expending $50,000 
America will be fairly represented in that exhibition. Itis 3,000 miles, 
in round numbers, from New York to San Francisco, and it is, I judge, 
between four and five thousand from San Francisco to Melbourne. The 
cost of carriage of even a very modest exhibition of American manufact- 
ures or products of any kind from our seaboard States, or any part of 
the United States, to this distant city would cost, as I have said, far 
more than the $50,000 appropriated. 

Now, sir, there is another feature of this resolution on which I wish 
to dwell fora moment. I doubt if we will ever successfully compete, 
at least not for the present, with British manufacturers in British col- 
onies like New Zealand. I have always, for myself, believed that our 
legitimate foreign market was on the continent of North and South 
America; that from the extreme Arctic circle to that unknown country, 
the Terra del Fuego of the south, was the legitimate and attainable 
market for American goods, outside of our own splendid home market, 
in which America can hopefully look for primacy and for indisputable 
commercial supremacy. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
favorably to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be taken on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 51, 
noes 71. 

Mr. McADOO. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BELMONT. How much time remains of the hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. But two minutes remain. 

The point of order being made that no quorum has voted, the Chair 
will order tellers. 

Mr. McApoo and Mr. BELMONT were appointed tellers. 

The committee divided; but before the tellers reported the hour for 
the consideration of bills expired. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The hour for the consideration of bills of this 
kind has expired, and the committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole, having had under consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 72) 
relating to the invitatiorf of the British Government to the Government 
of the United States to participate in the international exhibition at 
Melbourne, to celebrate the founding of New South Wales, had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

A. E. REDSTONE. 

Mr. CRISP. Icallup for consideration a privileged report, the report 
of the Committee on Elections, to whom was referred the memorial of 
A. E. Redstone, claiming to have been elected a member of this House 
from the Fifth district of California. 

The report (by Mr. Crisp) was read, as follows: 


In the Fifth district of California, at the election for Congress on the first 
Tuesday in November, 1886, there were four candidates: O. N. Felton, F. J, Sul- 
livan, A. E. Redstone, and Mr. Henderson. The aggregate vote polled was 
some 33,000; of this number memorialist received 470. Memorialist served no 
notice of contest, took no evidence, nor in any manner complied with the 
statute in relation to contested elections, 

Your committee have examined the papers filed by Mr. Redstone, which 
papers consist of said memorial and astatement signed by some fifteen citizens 
of California, and find therefrom that Mr, Redstone’s claim is that neither Mr. 
Felton, the sitting member fromthe Fifth district of California, nor Mr. Sulli- 
van, the contestant for said seat, received auy legal votes, and that therefore 
he, Redstone, is entitled to the seat. In the opinion of your, committee there 
is nothing in said papers which justifies this claim or renders it necessary or 
proper to further investigate the case, and therefore the adoption of the follow- 
ing resolution is recommended : > 
wed, That the Committee on Elections be discharged from the further 
consideration of the papers filed by and in behalf.of A. E. Redstone, 


Mr. CRISP. Thereport explainsitself. -If no member of the House 
desires to ask any questions, I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. 
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The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
pei Aa and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
e 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION, 


Mr. WILKINS. I desire to call up the unfinished business, which 
is the consideration of the bill H. R. 1733. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill to provide for the issuance of circulating notes to national banking as- 

ons, 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

ý oy WEAVER. Is it proper now to raise the question of considera- 
on 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has that right. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I raise that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa raises the 
question of consideration at this time. The question is, Is the House 
ready to consider the bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like permission of the House 
to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether we might not have 
an opportunity for debate and amendment. 

Mr. WILKINS. The gentleman from Kansas asks me if he can not 
have my permission for debate and amendment of the bill. I have 
been quite willing all the time that there should be the fullest debate 
on this bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then let us go at it now. 

Mr. WILKINS. But the gentleman on the other side, my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], says that he will make no arrangement to 
allow us to come to a final vote. - 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. We are not talking now abouta final 
vote, but about debate and amendment. As I understood last evening, 
the gentleman from Ohio was willing to consent there should be an op- 
portunity for debate and amendment. 

Mr. WILKINS. I am willing to agree to that, if gentlemen con- 
trolling this matter on the other side will agree that on some future 
day, or to-day at a particular hour, the previous question may be con- 
sidered as ordered, so that we shall have ample time for debate and 
ample time for amendment and a full discussion of this matter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And it will be understood that the 
ee question shall not be ordered until after amendments are 
offe: 

Mr. WILKINS. Letit be understood that the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered at 4 o’clock on Thursday, or on Friday, if you 

ease, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why not go now into the debate and 
see what the bill is, and let the other matter take care of itself? 

Mr. WILKINS. Iam willing to agree to that, but the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] says he will not agree to that and will avail 
himself of all parliamentary tactics against the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. Thegentleman from Iowa is here to speak for him- 
self. I made no such declaration. I said I was willing to have asea- 
son of debate, but did not wish the gentleman from Ohio or anybody 
else supporting the bill to misunderstand me. I said I am willing to 
have debate, but after debate I expect to proceed exactly as I have pro- 
ceeded before. ThatisallI havesaid. I do not want to be misunder- 
stood. Iam opposed to the passage of this bill, i 

Mr. WILKINS. Ihave no desire to misrepresent the gentleman from 
Iowa. I quote his remark from the RECORD: 

I have no objection to a season of debate on the bill when it comes up again, 
but I notify the gentleman from Ohio and the House now that I shall try to de- 
feat this bill. If not able to do so otherwise, I shall try to accomplish that end 
by applying properly the parliamentary rules of this House. 

Which means the dilatory motions we have been enjoying for the 
last three or four days. 

Mr. WEAVER. The words the gentleman has quoted exactly state 
my position now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Idesire tomake oneremark. This bill is in the 
House and its friends can move the previous question on itat any time. 
Therefore I suggest, let the opponents of the bill be heard, and pro- 
ceed now to discuss it; and at some future time the friends of the bill 
can move the previous question and bring it to a direct vote. 

Mr. WEAVER. They have the right to do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the previous question has been 
moved and the yeas and nays have been ordered upon that question. 
The pending question is, Shall the bill be now considered? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thisbeinga new consideration of the bill, it comes 
over as unfinished business, and the previous question is in operation 
on it, as I understand. 

Mr. WEAVER. The previous question has been called on the en- 

ent and third reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered on that. > 
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Mr. SPRINGER. It cannot be amended at all while the demand for 
the previous question is pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless by unanimous consent. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentlemen in charge of the bill will 
allow the amendments to be offered. The opponents of the bill can 
not offer amendments in its present condition, and they may have some 
pretext for delay until they have an opportunity to offer amendments. 
I do not think there will be unnecessary delay after fair opportunity 
has been had for offering amendments and considering the bill. If 
after that a majority of the House desire to pass the bill, they should 
have the right to do so. 

Mr. WILKINS. Ifthe gentlemen whoare on the floor in opposition 
to the bill will make that statement I will accept it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What right has the gentleman to 
question our fairness in opposing this bill? 

Mr. WILKINS. Iwill say to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AN- 
DERSON ] that he has been fairall the time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I propose to be, but I propose also to 
have debate upon this bill. . 

Mr. WEAVER. What objection can there be to allowing the debate 
to proceed without any agreement whatever, except an agreement that 
we shall have debate and amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous 
consent in the present position of the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be regarded 
as open to debate and amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] asks unanimous consent that the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered shall be considered as set aside. 

A MEMBER. No. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the only motion which the 
Chair can now put. Is there objection? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I think that under such an arrangement 
as that speeches should be limited to some definite time. Let them 
be limited to fifteen minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. There isn’t a man in this House that 
can talk longer than that, if he confines himself to what he knows of 
the subject. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
self. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the most important mat- 
ters brought before this Congress, and I think we ought to have a rea- 
sonable time for debate. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let the debate proceed, and when the House gets 
tired, it can put an end to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request for 
unanimous consent that the order for the yeas and nays be set aside? 

Mr. WILKINS. Unless there is some limit to the debate, some hour 
fixed when the yeas and nays shall be considered as ordered, I must 
object. 

Mr. WEAVER. We will Hok agron to a time. This isa bill involv- 
ing very serious consequences, ly involving the right of the banks 
to issue money from zero up to six hundred million dollars, and I am 
not willing at this stage to agree to limit the debate. Why not let the 
debate upon this bill go on fora reasonable length oftime? The House 
can put an end to the debate whenever it wants to. I shall not con- 
sent to any such limitation as the gentleman proposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The friends of this bill can at any time in the 
future put it in the very position in which it is now; that is to say, 
they can move the previous question upon it and order the yeas and 
nays. Therefore, they will lose nothing by setting aside the order 
already made for the yeas and nays and letting the debate proceed. 

Mr. WILKINS. We shall go op and consume two or three days, 
and then find ourselves in the same condition that we are in now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. _ We shall have the light thrown upon the bill by 
the diseussion, though. 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘Two or three days is not too much time to devote 
to this measure. The bill has been brought in here in a great hurry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again state the ques- 
tion. The proposition is that the order for the yeas and nays already 
made shall be set aside by unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILKINS. Unless there is some limitation as to time I shall 
object. P 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the question of 
consideration. Will the House now consider the bill? 

The question was taken; and the Chair declared that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 8. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WILKINS] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] toact as tellers. 


The gentleman judges others by him- 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman in charge of the bill 
that we had better have the yeas and nays. 
` Mr. WILKINS. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. i 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 55, not vot- 
ing 117; as follows: 


YEAS—151. 
Ada Darlington, Hunter, Patton, 
Allen, 0. H. Davenport, Hutton, Perry, 
Allen, E. P, vis, Jackson, Phelps, 
Arnold, Dibble, Johnston, T. D. Plumb, 
Atki n, Dingley, ones, Pugsley, 
Bayne, Dorsey, Kean, Rice, 
en, poupee xi Kennedy, Rockwell, 
Bingham, Dunham, ‘oon, Rowell, 
Boothman, Dunn La Follette, Russell, 0. A. 
Bound Elliott, Laidlaw, Russell, J. E. 
Boutelle, Ermentrout, Laird, Ryan, 
Breckinridge, WOP Farquhar, Lehl $ Sawyer, 
Brewer, inley, Lodge, Scull, 
wer, Fitch, Long, Shaw, 
Browne, T. H. B. ood, TA x Sherman, 
Browne, T. M. Funston, honey, Simmons, 
Brown, O. E. Gallinger, Maish, Spooner, 
Bryce, y: Mason, Steele, 
Bunnell, Gear, McClammy, Stephenson, 
Burnett, Greenman, McCormick, Stewart, J.D. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, treary, Stewart, J. W. 
Butler, Grou McKenna, Stone of Ky. 
Campbell,Felix Guenther, McKinley, Struble, 
Campbell, Hall, McKinney, Symes, 
Campbell, T.J. Harmer, Milliken, Thomas, G. M. 
Caswell, Haugen, Moffitt, Thomas, O. B. 
Cheadle, Hayden, Montgomery, ‘Tracey, 
Clark, Homphil, Morrill, Weber, 
Cogswell, Henderson, J.S. Morrow, West, 
Conger, Henderson, T.J. Morse, White, S. V. 
Cooper, Hermann, Newton, Whiting, William 
Cothran, Hiestand, Nichols, Wickham, 
Cowles, itt, Nutting, Wilber, 
Crain, Holmes, Oates, Wilkins, 
Crouse, Hopkins, A. J. O'Donnell, Williams, 
Cummings, Hopkins, S. T, O'Ferrall, Yardley, 
Dalzell, ovey, O'Neill, Charles ost. 
Dargan, Howard, Osborne, 
NAYS—S. 5 
Anderson, C. L. Enloe, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
‘er, Ji ehu 4 McRae, Thompson, T. L. 
ee ieee 
rimes, ‘orwood, ‘ownshend, 
Blanchard, ch, O'Neill, J. J. Turner, E. J. 
Blount, Hayes, Owen, Turner, H. G. 
Buckalew, Heard, Perkins, Wade, 
Candler, Hogg, Peters, Walker, 
Cannon, Holman, Phelan, Warner, 
Clardy, Hopkins, 8. I. Richardson, Washington, 
Clements, Johnston, J.T, Rowland, Wheeler, 
Cobb, Kerr, Rusk, Wilson, W. L. 
Davidson, R, H. M. Lanham, Sayers, Yoder. 
Dockery, ind, Sowden, 
NOT VOTING—U7. 
Abbott, Culberson, Lawler, Romeis, 
Allen, J. M. Cutcheon, Lee, Scott, 
Anderson, A. R., Davidson, A, C. Lynch, Seney, 
Anderson, GA. Lano, acdonald, Shively, 
Anderson, J. A. Felton ett, Smith, 
Bacon, Fisher, Mansur, Sodas 
Baker, C. S. Foran, Martin, Spinola, 
Bankhead, ‘ord, Matson, Springer, 
Belmont, Forney, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Biggs, French, McComas, Stewart, Charles 
Bland, Fuller, MoeCullogh, Stone of Mo. 
Bliss, aines, McShane, ey, 
Bowden, x Gibson, Merriman, @aulbee, 
Bowen, Glover, Mills, Taylor, E. B. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Goff, Ioore, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, J. Granger, Morgan, Thomas, J. R. 
Brumm, are, elson Thompson, A. O, 
Buchanan, Henderson, D. B, O'Neall, J. H Vance, 
Burnes, Herbert, Outhwaite, Vandever, 
Butterworth, ires, Parker, Weaver, 
Bynum, Hooker, Payson, White, jJ. B. 
Carlton, Houk, Peel, Whiting, J. R. 
Caruth, Hudd, Penington, Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Kelley, Pideock, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, e! Post, Wilson, Thomas 
Cockran, Kilgore, Randall, ~ Wise, 
Collins, 4 Rayner, * Woodburn. 
Compton, Landes, Reed, 
Cox, @, Robertson, 
Crisp, Latham, Rogers, 


So the House decided to consider the bill. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Task unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. . 

Mr. WEAVER. Iobject. 

The roll-call having been concluded, 

Mr. MANSUR said: My name was read among the names of those 
voting in the affirmative. I did not vote on this question. If Ihad 
voted, I should have voted in the negative. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire tostate that my colleague, Mr. BLAND, is still 
confined to his house on account of illness. If present he would vote 
“no” on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will announce the pairs. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice on all political questions: 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr, GAINES, 


Mr. RoGErs with Mr. E. B. TAYLOR. . 
Mr. HERBERT with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. WHITE, of New York. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Dlinois. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr. J. D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. HOUK. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. RoMEIs. 
The following pairs were also announced: 
Mr. McCormick with Mr, PENINGTON on all political questions un- 
til the 28th instant. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. Curcnron, for this day, on the bill of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. LAWLER, on this subject. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. STONE, of Missouri, on this question. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHIVELY, on this vote. 

Mr. Biiss with Mr. BRUMM, on this question. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. BUCHANAN. y 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. PAYSON. E 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. Bynum with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 

Mr. Bices with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. SNYDER. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. HIRES. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

> ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3318) relating to permissible marks, printing or writ- 
ing, upon second, third, and fourth class matter, and to amend the 
twenty-second and twenty-third sections of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes.’’ 

- ORDER OF BUSINESS. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the House 
at this time two executive communications, as it is important that 
they be printed and referred without delay. 

CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting schedules of claims allowed by 
the accounting officers of the Treasury, called for by resolution of the 
House adopted January 11, 1888; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to be considered in connection with the urgency de- 
ficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committec on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of consideration having 
been decided in the affirmative, the unfinished business, being the bill 
of the Committee on Banking and Currency, is now before the House 
for consideration. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 

The SPEAKER pyo tempore (having put the question) said: The noes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 6, noes 91. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, tellers are 
ordered; and the Chair appoints the tleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] and the gentleman from Ohio IMr. WILKINS]. 

Mr. OATES. I will inquire whether, under the rules, a quorum is 
necessary on a question of adjournment? s 

The SPEAKER protempore. This isa motion to fix the day to which 
the House will adjourn; and for the decision of that question a quorum 
is necessary. ‘The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. HIESTAND. TF call for the yeas and nays. 


T. BD (DEN. 


e 


The yeas and nays were ordered. : a 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
2, nays 219, not voting 102; as follows: . 
YEAS—2. 
Campbell; T.J. Mansur. 
NAYS—219, 
Abbott, Anderson, C. L. Baker, Jehu Bayne, 
rpemye Anderson, G. A. Bankhead, Belden, 
Allen, C,H Arnold, Barnes, Bingham, 
Allen, E. P. Atkinson, Barry, 


` 
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1888. 
Boothman, Farquhar, Landes, Reed, 
Bound, Finley, Lanham, Rice, 
Boutelle, Fitch. Latham. Richardson, 
„WOP Flood, Lehlbach, Robertson, 
Brewer, Foran, Lodge, Rockwell, 
Browne, T. H. B, Forney, Long, Rowell, 
iriak en Lyman, Rowland, 
Brown, C. E. Fuller, Mahoney, Russell, C. A. 
Bryce, Funston, Maish, Russell, J, 
Buckalew, Gallinger, Martin, Ryan, 
Bunnell, Gay, Mason, Sawyer, 
Burnett, Gear, McCiammy, Sayers, 
Burrows, est, Co: Scull, 
rocco ie BIE. oo racecar a 
Cam mes, D 5 erman, 
Candler, Grosvenor, McKinley, Sowden, 
Carleton, Grout, McKinney, Spooncr, 

th, Guenther, McRae, Steele, 
Caswell, Hall, erriman. Steph 
Catchings, Harmer, Milliken, Stewart, Charles 
Cheadle, Hatch, Moffitt, Stewart, J. D. 
Chipman, Haugen, Montgomery, Stewart, J. W. 
Clark, Hayden, orrill, Stockdale, 
Clements, Hayes, Morrow, Stone, of Ky. 

‘obb, Heard, Neal, Struble, 

well, = a exis Nelson, Symes, 
Conger, Henderson, Newton, Taulbee, 
Cooper, Hermann, Nichols, Thomas, G. M. 
Cothran, Hiestand, Norwood, Thomas, 0. B. 
Cowles, Hitt, Oates, Y, 
Crain, Hogg, O'Donnell, Townshend, 
Crisp, Holman, O'Ferrall, Turner, H.G. 
Crouse, Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Vance, 
Culberson, Hopkins, A. J. O'Neill, J.J. Walker, 
Cummings, Hopkins, 8. I. Osborne, Warner, 
Dalzell, opkins, S.T. Outhwaite, Weber, 
Dargan, Hovey, Owen, West, 
Darlington, Howard, Parker, Wheeler, 
Davenport, Hunter, Patton, White, J.B. 
Davidson, A. C, n, Payson, Whiting, William 
Davidson, R.H.M. Johnston, J.T. Peel, Whitthorne, 

vis, Johnston, T, Penin gton, ickham, 
Dibble, Jones, Perkins, Wilber, 
Dingley, Kean, Perry, Wilkins, 

kery, Kennedy, Peters, Williams, 

rsey, Kerr, Phelan, Wilson, Thomas 
Dougherty, Ketcham, Phelps, Wilson, W. L. 
Dunham, Kilgore, idcock, Yardley, 
Elliott, La Folletie, Plumb, Yoder, 
Enloe, Laidlaw, Post, Yost. 
Ermentrout, Laird, Pugsley, 

NOT VOTING—102. 

Allen, J.M. Cox, Lawler, Simmons, 
Anderson, A. R. Cutcheon, Lee, Smith, 
Anderson, J. A. O, Lind, Snyder, 

n, Dunn, Lynch, Spinola, 
Baker, C.5. Felton, Macdonald, Springer, 
Belmont, Fisher, Maffett, Stahinecker, 
Biggs. Ford, Matson, Stone, of Mo, 
Blanchard, Gaines, McAdoo, ‘Tarsney, 
Bland, Gibson, McCullogh, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Blount, Glover, McKenna, Taylor, J.D. 
Bowden, Goff, McMillin, Thomas, J.R. 
Bowen, Granger, McShane, Thompson, A. 0. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Greenman, Mills, Thompson, T, L. 
Brower, Tare, Moore, Tillman, 
Brown, J.R. Henderson, D.B. Morgan, Turner, E. J. 
Brumm, Henderson, T. J. orse, Vandever, 
Buchanan, Herbert, Nutting, Wade, 
Burnes, Hires, O'Neall, J, H. W: ashington, 
Butterworth, Hooker, Randall, Weaver, 
Bynum, Houk, Rayner, White, S. V. 
Campbell, Felix Hudd, Rogers, Whiting, J. R. 
Cannon, Hutton, Romeis, Wilkinson, 
Clardy, Kelley, Rusk, Wise, 
Cochran, Laffoon, Scott, Woodburn. 
Collins, 5 Seney, 

Compton, Lane, Shively, . 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. PAYSON said: I move to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 
oe following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 

y: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. HENDERSON, of IHinois. 

Mr. THompson, of California, with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. DE LANO. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that when the Houseadjourns 
to-day it adjourn till Friday next. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Would 
it not be better to adjourn than to waste time as we are doing? - 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Allow me to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Would it not be better to allow discussion and amendment 
of this bill than to attempt to force it through in this way ? 

Mr. LONG, I make the point of order that to-morrow at 3 o’clock 
has been set apart by special assignment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to be heard on that point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. -The House can adjourn over notwith- 
standing that assignment, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of course it can. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 37. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas, and Mr. WILKINS. 

Mr, SOWDEN demanded the yeas and nays. 


eee and nays were not ordered, one-fifth not voting in favor 
ereof, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. . I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is disagreed to, there being 
12 in the affirmative and 37 in the negative. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILKINS (at 3 o'clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 5409) for the relief of James 
Entwistle—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DUNHAM: A bill (H. R. 5410) for the reliefof Edward Golden 
and Charles F. Thomas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 5411) for the reliefof the Rome 
Railroad Company of Georgia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5412) for the relief of the estate of 
Sylvanus Sandford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 5413) granting a pension to Samuel 
Stubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension to Catharine Falvey—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 5415) granting a pension to William 
H. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5416) for the relief of Felix F. 
Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 5417) for the relief of John Sorrel—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5418) for the relief of 'Andrew McKinney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5419) for the relief of Sarah Cord—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5420) for the relief of Richard French—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5421) for the relief of Mary J. Dodd—to the Com- 
mittee | on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5422) for the relief of 
S. L. La Prade—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5423) for the relief of Thomas Russell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 5424) for the relief of the ‘iin 
of Evan Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 5425) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of John H. Weeks— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph 
Commercial College, of St. Joseph, Mo.—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5427) granting a pension to John N. Smith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.%5428) for the relief of Cornelius [C.] Cain—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 5429) to place the name of Smith 
V. Campbell on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MCADOO: A bill (H. R. 5430) for the relief of Bvt. Col. 
Thomas P. O’Reilly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. C. S. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 5431) for the relief of Addie 
Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: A bill (H. R. 5432) for the relief of Frank P. 
Hay wood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5433) for the relief of Frank P. Haywood, jr., and 
Minnie M. Bagley, née Haywood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 5434) to pension Abbie L. Cun- 
nin ete ta the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 5435) granting a pension to Mary 
M: Schock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension toJohn Say- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 5437) to place the name of James 
McLean on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5438) to place the name of Edward Tobey on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 5439) for the relief of Reu- 
ben G. Herbein—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 5440) for the relief of William Mil- 
pee Costner, Cocke County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5441) granting a pension to C. C. Creet—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 5442) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from John Lyons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE (by request): A bill (H. R. 5443) granting a pension 
to Isaac M. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid @ensions, 
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By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 5444) for the reliefof Frank Siger- 
ist—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 82) to arbitrate and 
settle the question at issue between the District of Columbia and Sam- 
uel Strong—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of A. G. Owens and 60 others, 
of Holmes County, and of J. M. Ivby and 33 others, citizens of Lau- 
derdale County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Joint resolutions to authorize the purchase of 
. the lands necessary for the construction of locks and dams on the Black 
Warrior River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Request for permission for Lieut. Seaton Schroe- 
der, United States Navy, to accept decoration conferred by the Emperor 
of Japan—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of C. L. Randall, L. K. Strong, and 90 
other citizens of Danville, Mich., for the passage of the Blair bill—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Merchants’ Exchange, for the protection of the legitimate manufact- 
urers and consumers of lard, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of 153 citizens of the Fourth district of 
Missouri, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of 89 citizens of the Fourth district of 
Michigan, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Colambia. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of William Hampson, private in Cap- 
tain "Oliver's and Bradley’s Company, Seventh Regiment, North Caro- 
lina Militia—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAREY: Memorial praying that a land office be established 
at Sundance, Wyo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CATGHINGS: Petition of Thomas H. Barefield, heir of Su- 
san Barefield, of Warren County, Mississippi, for reference ‘of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of the Associated Lithographers of the 
United States, in favor ofa bill to fix the duty on lithographic prints— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the lithographic artists and workingmen of the 
United States, in favor of a bill to fix the duty on lithographic prints— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: Papers in the case of Henry Moore to accom- 
pany House bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill for the improvement of Flint River in Geor- 
gia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Oconee River in Georgia—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Ocmulgee River in Georgia— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of the gold and silver beaters of the United 
States, for an increased duty on certain articles—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Petition foraninternational copyright law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of the governor, Staté officers, senators, 
and members of the house of representatives of South Carolina, for the 
improvement of the Winyah Bay bar, South Carolina—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the gold and silver beaters of 
the United States, for an increased duty on certain articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Remonstrance of Hon. Anthony Mow- 
ary and others, against the reduction of internal-revenue taxes and in 
favor of reduction or repeal of taxes on salt, lumber, coal, iron, steel, 
leather, wool, woolens, sugar, and other necessaries—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of 62 citizens of Astoria, Oregon, for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of James Snodgrass, of Jefferson County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.. HUNTER: Petition of J. J. Younglove & Bro., against the 
reissue of fractional currency and in favor of postal stamps of large 
denominations—to the Committee om Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Mrs. E. M. Rice and 23 others, citi- 
zens of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah 
as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, asking that the Mescalero Apache reservation in said Territory be 
thrown open to settlement—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Papers in the case of John S. Chism, for relief— 
to the Select Con®mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 


Also, papers in the case of Christian Church, of Henderson, Ky., and 
of Omar 8. Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill for the improvement of Quantico Creek, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Letters in support of House bill 3144, for the relief 
of J. W. Duncan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Petition of 186 citizens of the Twenty-first 
district of Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of 45 citizens of the Third district 
of Minnesota, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Cigar-makers’ International 
Union of Duluth, Minn., opposing the repeal of the tax on cigars—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Papers in the claim of F. P. Haywood, and of 
Wiis P. Haywood and Minnie E. Bagley—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of C. M. Ralstine, H. M. Waters, and 
others, of Independence, Kans., for a pension for Mrs. Mary Baker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Cigar-makers’ Union, No. 286, of Wich- 
ita, Kans., opposing repeal of internal-revenue tax on tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. R. Wilhite, for relief—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of J. Pierce, for relief—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, petition relating to survey of township 31 north, range 10 west, 
aem principal meridian, Kansas—to the Committee on the Public 

s. 

Also, petition of 102 citizens of Stafford County, Kansas, favoring 
goremment telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of Mary M. Shock, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Irma Compeve, of Natchitoches 
Parish, Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAW: Papersin the daim of Francis I. Wheeler—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers in the case of Boynton Leach, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of 166 citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia, for prohibition—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of John McGowan, and of Mar- 
garet E. Rose, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of 69 citizens of the Sixth district of 
California, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 28 citizens of North Yakima; of 
30 citizens of Whitman County, and of 27 citizens of Lincoln County, 
Washington Territory, for prohibition in the District of Colaumbia—to 
the Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of J. N. Parker, of Cain Leach, and 
of Luey C. Bradford, of Lauderdale County; of Fred Storm, and of 
George W. Burrow, of Jackson County, and of J. C. Allen, adminis- 
trator of Lindsay Allen, of Franklin County, Alabama—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of John L. Champe and other heirs 
of John Champe, for certain relief—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to place Walter F. Halleck on the re- 
tired-list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of John Lyons from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Richard Jackson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Papers in the case of L. M. Pearlman, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
tmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Of John H. Hannah and 59 others; of L. D., 
Duckworth and others; of H. H. Falconer and others; of John L. Wright 
and 54 others; of J. T. Thompson and 152 others; of T. E. Cadden and 
others, and of V. P. Williams and others, of Alabama. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Middletown Centre, Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. COBB: Of J. H. Phillips and others, of Alabama. 

By Mr. COOPER: Of John Wallace and 58 others, of North Liberty, 
Knox County, Ohio. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of J. W. Cook, P. M. Strickland, and others, of 
Houston, Heard County; of W. D. Meriwether, E. Mosely, and others, 
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of Coweta County, and of T. J. Bird, E. M. Smith, and others, of Rock- 
alo, Heard County, Georgia. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of George E. Crowell and 101 others, of Brattle- 
borough, Vt. 

By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of Butler County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Of Charles Williamson and 57 others, citizens of 
Jefferson County, Indiana. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Of citizens of Celina, Tenn. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of 44 citizens of Bulger, Washington County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of citizens of Owenby, Buncombe County, 
and of Paint Gap, Yancy County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. LEE: Of citizens of Pine View, and of Elk Run, Fauquier 
County, Virginia. 

E Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Delight, Green County, Penn- 
sylvania. 
` By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of J. C. Mullen and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of J. L. Mulligan and others, citizens of Belltown, 
Monroe County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of citizens of Rivanna, Albemarle County, 


irginia. 

By Mr. PEEL: Of J. M. Brubble and others, citizens of Arkansas. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of 14 citizens of Stafford, Kans. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Ofcitizensof Pike County, of Highland County, 
a Clinton County, of Ross County, and of P. J. Linn and others, of 

io. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of citizens of Gipson, Scott County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of White’s Store, and of Diamond Hill, An- 
son County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of Thomas C. Pettus and others, and of James 
F. Sharp and others, of Alabama. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 19, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary ofthe Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of February 28, 1887, calling for certain information in 
reference to the listing and patenting of swamp and overflowed lands 
to the several States, a report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and other documents relating to the subject; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of John E. Ey- 
ans and 21 others, citizens of Salt Lake, Utah, praying that all goods 
produced in whole or in part by convicts shall be plainly marked ‘‘con- 
Sp labor;’’ -which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

bor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a resolution adopted by the Produce Ex- 
change of Toledo, Ohio, favoring the adoption by the Government of a 
postal telegraph system; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of A. B. Gibson, of Havana, Ohio, 
praying that his name be placed on record as majorin the One hundred 
and sixty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteers as having been relieved by 
reason of disability May 12, 1864; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of George Gross, M. D., of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the creation and temporary support of a bo- 
tanic hospital and home in Washington, D. C., for the sick, in connec- 
tion with a free school for the medical education of women; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Andrew Ingraham and others, mem- 
bers of the faculty of the Swain Free Schoolof New Bedford, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of an international copyright law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CHACE presented a petition of the Friends’ Temperance Union 
of New York, officially signed, praying for the submission to the States 
of a constitutional amendment to prohibit the alcoholic liquor traffic 
throughout the national domain; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HARRIS presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Chattanooga, Tenn., favoring the raising of necessary reve- 
nues for the support of the Government by a tariff upon imports soad- 
justed as to prevent unequal burdens and encourage the development 
of our material resources, and at the same time afford just compensa- 
tion to labor; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of John McClary Perkins, 
of 61 Court street, Boston, Mass. He asks that the patent laws of the 


United States may be so amended that patents shall be granted substan- 
tially as they were before the law of July 4, 1836, the first patent law, of 
1790, authorizing the grant of letters patent to any person who applied 
in proper form and paid the required Government fees. In 1835 the Sec- 
retary of State informed the public that patents were issued in the order 
of time that proper documents were received at the Patent Office. In 
1836 Congress radically changed the law regulating the grant of pat- 
ents by providing that they should not be issued until the Commissioner 
of Patents should be satisfied that the subject-matter was really patent- 
able. ,Theobjectin thuschanging the law was to obviate inconveniences 
resulting from the fact that because drawings and specifications in those 
early days were not published some patents came to be many times du- 
plicated. Under the present practice, however, with the publication 
and sale at a merely nominal price of drawings and specifications im- 
mediately upon the issue of every patent, inventors can easily ascertain 
whether or not it will be profitable for them to obtain patents and to 
undertake to enforce such patents by suits in the court; and the reason 
of the change made in 1836 no longer applies. 

Under the present system the memorialist states that the features of 
a juditial tribunal have been engrafted upon the Patent Office until 
now its machinery rivals in elaborateness that of the Federal courts, and 
yet after all the proceedings have been had in the Patent Office and a 
patent is issued nothing has been settled. The whole question must 
be fought over again in the courts the same as before the law of 1836. 

The memorialist claims that the practice prevailing before 1836 of 
granting patents toallapplicants is substantially the English system and 
that of all other patent-granting countries. The memorialist proposes 
as his remedy for existing evils to abolish the requirement of a Patent- 
Officeexamination before the grant of a patent, and to give to every in- 
ventor his patent on his filing a correct application therefor; and, if 
disputes arise between different inventors as to their rights, to let the 
controversies be settled by the courts alone, exactly as they in fact 
must beandare now settled. Hestates thatthe annual report of Judge 
Mason, Commissioner of Patents in 1855, presents very clearly the rea- 
sons why this change should be made; that Commissioner Foote, in his 
report for 1868, reinforces Judge Mason’s recommendation, and that the 
ablest Commissioners of Patents have repeatedly pointed out the great 
injustice of the prens system. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BOWEN presented a petition of citizens of Boulder, Colo., 
praying for the erection of a public building at that place; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr, PALMER presented the petition of G. Haynes and 89 other citi- 
zens of the Fourth Congressional district of Michigan, praying for the 
prohibition of the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY presented additional papers in explanation of the bill (S. 
1364) to declare the sense of an act entitled ‘‘An act to reimburse the 
State of Pennsylvania for moneys advanced Government for war pur- 
poses;”’ which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day, it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Pennsylvania moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 
Hon peas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I do not know how 
he would vote if present, and therefore I abstain from voting. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 29, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 

5 Evarts, . Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Butler, Faulkner, Morgan, ance, 

Call, George, Palmer, est, 
Cameron, Gorman, Platt, Walthall. 
Chace, ə Hawley, Pugh, 
Cockrell, earst, Quay, . 
Davis, Hiscock, m, 
NAYS—22. 

Allison, Coke Hampton, Stockbridge, 
Beck, Cullom, Hoar, Teller, 
Berry, Dawes, i Wilson of Iowa, 
Blair, Dolph, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Bowen, Edmunds, Sherman, 
Chandler, Frye, Stewart, 

ABSENT—25. 
Aldrich, Gray, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Hale, Morrill, Stanford, 
Brown, ~ Paddock, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, Voorhees. 
Daniel, enna, Plumb, 
Eustis, MePherson, Riddileberger, 
Gibson, Manderson, Sabin, - 


So the motion was agreed to, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 276) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Mis- 
souri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo., reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee. to whom was referred the bill (S. 
290) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-pas- 
senger bridge acrossthe Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa, 
reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
544) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge across that part 
of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the islands of North 
Hero and South Hero, in the county of Grand Isle, in the State of Ver- 
mont, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1069) for the relief of L. A. Noyes, asked to be discharged 

- from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. ī am also instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report adversely the bill (S. 633) to amend article 3 of chapter 354 
of the United States Statutes at Large, passed at the second session of 
the Forty-eighth Congress, which is a bill providing for certain regula- 
tions at sea—regulations touching the lights. The last session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress adopted the revised international regulations for 
the prevention of collisions at sea. However desirable it might be to 
have the provisions of this bill, it would create great confusion to enact 
it into law, and therefore the committee instruct me to report thatthe 
bill ought not to pass, and I move thatit be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam alsoinstructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report adversely the bill (S. 236) to amend section 4400 of the Revised 
Statutes so that-vessels under 5 tons burden, and used for private 

urposes and not carrying passengers for hire, shall not be subject to 
RAS Perhaps atsome time, when inspection fees were very high and 
paid, there might have been some reason for exempting these small 
steam-boats. To-day thereisno reason whatever for the exemption, and 
the committee is very decidedly of the opinion that it would be very 
unfortunate to enact into law any such provision as that asked for in 
this bill, and therefore they report it adversely. I move that the bill 
be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. CALL. I did not hear the statement of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘The bill is reported adversely by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
and the bill indefinitely postponed, if no objection be interposed. 

Mr. BOWEN. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 428) to authorize the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and render final judgment upon the claim of the 
Old Settler or Western Cherokee Indians, to report it with amendments. 

I ask the Chair whether it is the custom of the Senate to grant leave 
to file a written report after a bill has been reported ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Written reports are always received 
at any time prior to action on a bill. 

Nicos BOWEN. Then I give notice that I shall file a written report 
ter. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1213) to punish robbery, burglary, 
and larceny in the Indian Territory, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


COMPILATION OF REVENUE AND APPROPRIATION ACTS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules, to which 
was referred a resolution in relation to a chronological history of reve- 
nue and general appropriation bills, to arpoi back a substitute resolu- 
tion with a favorable recommendatio: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution referred to the com- 
mittee will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLISON, Jan- 
tary 9, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed il a ab 
from the Journals of the two Houses, the ERE of Co Congress, the Register o; 
Dara in Congress, and the Congressional Globe and RECORD, a complete chro- 

cal history of revenue and appropriation bills from the First to 
ihe ‘orty-ninth Congresses, inclusive, and for this pu: shall be authorized 
to employ an additional clerk, who be paid out of the contingent fund such 
compensation as shall be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute resolution reported 
by the committee will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the substitute proposed by the Committee on 
Rules, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed, under the direction of 
the Committees on Finance and Appropriations of the , to compile for the 
use of the Senate, from all available sources, a complete chronological histo 
of revenue and general appropriation bills from the First to the Forty-nint 
Con, inclusive; and for this purpose shall be autho: to employ an 
additional clerk, who cabal be pai out of the con’ t fund such com: 


tion as shall be fixed by the Committee to Audit Control the Coni t 
Expenses of the Senate, Bi idi 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This resolution imposing a charge 
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upon the contingent fund will be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, under the rule. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1537) to grant pensions for service 
in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1538) to establish the rank of An- 
drew R. G. Smith, of Whitefield, Me., as assistant surgeon of the Sec- 
ond Regiment of Maine Cavalry, on the 1st day of December, 1865; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1539) to increase the pension of James 
E: Gott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1540) granting a pension to Hannah 
Babb Hutchins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to 
Alfred. Williamson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1542) granting a pension to John W. 
Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1543) for the re- 
lief of H. C. Rogers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1544) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth Hicks; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1545) for the relief of captains, pilots, 
engineers, and mates of steam-vessels; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 1546) granting an increase of 
pension tą James H. Harold; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1547) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Dougherty; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1548) for the relief of the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company of Canada; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1549) for the erection of a public 
building at Hudson, N. Y.; whick was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1550) for the relief of Charles A. 
Danolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1551) to provide for the 
construction of a public building in the city of Grand Haven, State of 
Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1552) for an increase of pension to 
Oscar K. Rogers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 1553) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for and the erection of a public building at Oakland, 
Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. . ’ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1554) to increase the appropriation for 
the erection of the public building at Sacramento, Cal.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1555) granting a pension to Charles 
W. Gore; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1556) granting a pension to Martin N. 
Kellogg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 1557) for the relief of William 
Coakley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1558) for the relief of William G. Gal- 
‘owas: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced.a bill (S. 1559) to quiet title to certain 
land in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. I ask leave to make a report at this time a little it of 
order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will receive the report if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Committee on tees i 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4271) making ap tions to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
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30, 1887, and for prior years, and for other purposes, to report it with 
amendments. J 

This is the old deficiency bill which failed to become a law at the 
last session of Congress. I shall, at the close of the morning business 
to-day, ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take it up for con- 
sideration, and try to have it passed in the course of the next hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it amended in various ways ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it ought to be printed, so that we can see it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
the bill may be printed with the amendments. 

Mr. HALE. The bill asreceived from the House of Representatives 
is in full print, and the amendments submitted by the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate are but few in number, all written out, 
and will be readily appreciated and understood by every Senator when 
theyareread. Ofcourse, the Senatorcan insist upon their being printed. 
If he does so, the bill will go over as a matter of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it ought to be printed. Appropriation 
bills ought not to go through without our seeing the amendments in 


print. 

Mr. HALE. Then I give notice that, with the leave of the Senate, 
I shall call up the bill early to-morrow, after the morning business. 

Several SENATORS. We have agreed to adjourn over. 

Mr. HALE. Then I shall call it up on Monday, the n@xt day of the 
session of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
72) relating to the invitation of the British Government to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to participate in the international exhi- 
bition at Melbourne to celebrate the founding of New South Wales; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of N. K. Gould be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 72) relating to the invitation of the 
British Government to the Government of the United States to partici- 
pate in the international exhibition at Melbourne to celebrate the found- 
ing of New South Wales, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC TIMBER LANDS. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following resolution; which was cor- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of the Interior be,and he is 
pe ghd Ce eg to communicate to the Senate a statement in detail of the plan 
s 


of legislation referred to on pagn 23 of his report to the President for 1887, and 
thought by him to be needed for the disposal of the public timber lands, so as to 


secure at the same time “ the preservation of the natural forest lands at the head- 
waters of navigable rivers, and put within the reach of settlers a legal means of 
providing themselyes with timber for building their homes, fuel, and other do- 
mestic purposes.” 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH, 
Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to employ a sten pher to report such arguments, state- 
ments, and evidence as may be heard 7 said committee on the subject of postal 
telegraph, and also to have printed such portions of the same asthe committee 
may deem necessary. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT OMAHA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that a resolution which comes over from 
yesterday may be taken up, and, if there is no objection to its present 
consideration, that it be acted on now. It will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was about to lay before 
the Senate the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska coming over 
from a former day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Nebraska will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. MANDERSON 
January 17, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to make investigation and re- 
pa to the Senate what steps have been taken by the Omaha and Council Bluffs 
lway and Bridge Company, its successors or assi to construct a bridge 
across the Missouri River between the cities of Omaha Nebe- and Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, and if he shall find the construction of said bridge has been commenced, 
to investigate whether said structure is in accord with the provisions of the act 
approved March 3, 1887, and plans and fications heretofore approved by the 


tary of War, and whether said bridge is being constructed as a combined 
railway and wagon bridge, or a wagon-bridge only. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. . 

Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire whether it was the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska that has just been adopted. I 
did not catch the whole of it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itis directing the Secretary of War to investi- 
gate as to the construction of this bridge, and to see whether itis being 
Spa ats in compliance with the law and on the plan prescribed by 

m. - : 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. I was not sure as to its terms. “If it is 
only what the Senator says, I have no objection. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. While the galleries are being cleared I desire to 
offer a resolution and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not receive business 
while the order of the Senate is being executed. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business; and, 
after three hours and forty-four minutes spent in executive session, the 
doors were reopened. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary su 
port of common schools, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. EVARTS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 23, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 16, 1888. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


D. Lynch Pringle, of South Carolina, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Constantinople. 

, CONSULS, 

Almar F. Dickson, of Thorndike, Mass., to be consul of the United 
States at Gaspé Basin. `: 

William O. Patton, of Murphy, N. C., to be consul of the United 
States at Bahia. 

N. J. George, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States at 
Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island. 

Edward J. Hill, of Duplin County, North Carolina, to be consul of 
the United States at Montevideo. 

George C. Tanner, of Spartanburgh, S. C., tobe consul of the United 
States at Pictou, Nova Scotia. 

Edward C. Weilep, of Galena, Kans., to be consul of the United 
States at Sonneberg. 

Richard W. Traian of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States 
at Stratford, Ontario. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Benjamin F. Burch, of Independence, Oregon, to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Oregon City, Oregon. 

Isaac Hilliard Polk, of California, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Los Angeles, Cal. 

Thomas W. Slusher, of The Dalles, Oregon, to be receiver of public 
moneys at The Dalles, Oregon. 

TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR. 

Eugene Semple, of Vancouver, Wash., to be governor of Washington 
Territory. 

APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

Michael P. Curran, of Massachusetts, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of 
Massachusetts. 

Henry P. Kitfield, of Massachusetts, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise for the port of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts. 


COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 


James Sheakley, of Greenville, Pa., to be a commissioner in and for 

the district of Alaska, to reside at Wrangel. 
TERRITORIAL SECRETARIES. ` : 

William C. Hall, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be secretary of Utah 
Territory. 

Samuel D. Shannon, of Cheyenne, Wyoming, to be secretary of Wyo- 
ming Territory. 

PENSION AGENTS. 

Daniel A. Carpenter, of Knoxville, Tenn., to be pension agent at 
Knoxville, Tenn. 

William H. Barclay, of Pittsburgh, Pa., to be pension agent at Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 3 
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COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Stephen 8. Mitchell, ‘of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saco, in the State of Maine. 

Van Buren Chase, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Barnstable, in the State of Massachusetts. 

Charles C. Hubbard, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut. 

William M. Stark, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New London, in the State of Connecticut. 

P. Stephen Hunter, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Tappahanvock, in the State of Virginia. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONERS. 

Aldace F. Walker, of Vermont, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner (for the term ending December 31, 1889). 

Augustus Schoonmaker, of New York, to be an Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner (for the term ending December 31, 1890). 

Walter L. Bragg, of Alabama, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner (for the term ending December 31, 1888). ` 

Thomas M. Cooley, of Michigan, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner (for the term ending December 31, 1892). 

William R. Morrison, of Illinois, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner (for the term ending December 31, 1891). 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


General officer. 
Col. Wesley Merritt, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be brigadier-general. 
`  Quartermaster’s Department. 
First Lieut. Crosby P. Miller, regimental quartermaster Fourth Ar- 
tillery, to be assistant quartermaster, with the rank of captain. 
Medical Department. 
Lieut. Col. Charles Page, surgeon, to be Assistant Surgeon-General, 
with the rank of colonel. 
Maj. James C. McKee, surgeon, to be surgeon, with the rank of lieu- 
tenant-colonel, 
Capt. Alfred C. Girard, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with the 
rank of major. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 
Maj. George B. Dandy, quartermaster, to be deputy AORTAE. 
general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. John V. Furey, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermaster, 
with ie rank of major. 
Medical Department. 
Capt. Robert H. White, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with the 
rank of major. 
f First Regiment of Cavalry. 
Capt. John M. Hamilton, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be majot. 
: Third Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. George F. Chase, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Parker W. West, to be first lieutenant. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavatry. 
Lieut. Col. Charles E. Compton, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be colonel. 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Lieut. Col, James F. Wade, of the Tenth Cavalry, to be colonel. 
Maj. James Biddle, of the Sixth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
First Lieut. William P. Hall, regimental quartermaster, to be cap- 
tain. 
First Lieut. Walter 8. Schuyler, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Augustus C. Macomb, to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Luther S. Welborn, to be first lieutenant. 
Sixth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Capt. Tullius C. Tupper, to be major. 
First Lieut. Henry P. Kingsbury, to be captain. 
First Lieut. Frank West, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Thomas Cruse, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. John Y. F. Blake, to be first lieutenant. ‘ 
Second Lieut. George H. Sands, to be first lieutenant. 
Seventh Regiment of Cavatry. 
Capt. Theodore A. Baldwin, of the Tenth Cavalry, to be major. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Maj, George H. Huntt, of the First Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
First Lieut. Samuel L. Woodward, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Leighton Finley, to be first lieutenant. 
. First Regiment of Artillery. 
Maj. William M. Graham, of the Fourth Artillery, to be lieutenant- 
colonel. 
Capt. Edward R. Warner, of the First Artillery, to be major. 
Second Regiment of Artillery. 
First Lieut. John C. Scantling, to be captain. 
First Lieut. George S. Grimes, to be captain. 


~ Second Lieut. Edwin St. J. Greble, to be first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Melzar C. Richards, to be first lieutenant. 
Third Regiment of Artillery. 
Maj. La Rhett L. Livingston, of the Fourth Artillery, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel. 
First Lieut. Edward C, Knower, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Wilbur Loveridge, to be first lieutenant. 
Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 
Capt. Henry C. Hasbrouck, to be major. 
Capt. Jacob B. Rawles, of the Fifth Artillery, to be major. 
First Lieut. Frederick Fuger, regimental quartermaster, to be captain. 
First Lieut. William Ennis, regimental adjutant, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Walter S. Alexander, to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Frederick 8. Strong, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Williston Fish, to be first lieutenant. 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
Lieut. Col. Alexander Piper, of the First Artillery, to be colonel. 
First Lieut. Paul Roemer, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Albert C, Blunt, to ts first lieutenant. 
First Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieug. John J. O'Connell, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Benjamin 8. Wever, to be first lieutenant. 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Edgar Hubert, to be first lieutenant. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. James Regan, to be captain. 
First Lieut. William L. Carpenter, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Frank L. Dodge, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles R. Noyes, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles P. Stivers, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut, Christopher C. Miner, to be first lieutenant, 
Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Charles W. Abbot, jr., to be first lieutenant, 
Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Julius E. Quentin, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Joseph H. Gustin, to be first lieutenant, 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Samuel R. Whitall, to be captain. ` 
Second Lieut. Elias Chandler, to be first lieutenant. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Michael Leahy, regimental quartermaster, to be captain, 
First Lieut. James H. Baldwin, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Charles McClure, to be fist lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles L. Steele, to be first lieutenant. 
Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. John A. Manley, to be captain. 
First Lieut. William H. Hamner, to be captain. 
First Lieut. John B. Rodman, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. James A. Irons, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. James S. Rogers, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Henry B. Moon, jr., to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Edwin H. Webber, to be first lieutenant. 
Twenty-fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. Jacob Kline, of the Eighteenth Infantry, to be major. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry: 
First Lieut. Henry P., Ritzius, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Eaton A. Edwards, to be first lieutenant, 
Corps of Engineers. 
First Lieut. Solomon W. Roessler, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. David DuB. Gaillard, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Harry Taylor, to be first lieutenant. 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
First Lieut. Edmund L. Zalinski, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Warren P. Newcomb, to be first lieutenant. 
Eleventh Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Richard M. Blatchford, to be first lieutenant, 
` To be assistant surgeons, with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Jefferson D. Poindexter, of Virginia. 
Charles E. Woodruff, of Pennsylvania. 
Julian M. Cabell, of Virginia. 
William N. Suter, of Virginia. 
Eugene L. Swift, of New York. 
Nathan S. Jarvis, of New York. 
To be post chaplain. 
Rey. William K. Tully, of Florida. 
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Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Stephen H. Elliott, of the Eighth Cavalry, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant. 
Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 


Second Lieut. George W. Gatchell, of the Fifth Artillery, to be sec- 


ond lieutenant. 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 


Second Lieut. John D. Miley, of the Fourth Artillery, to be second 
lieutenant. 

Additional Second Lieut. James C, Bourke, of the Second Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant. ° 


Corps of Engineers. 

Additional Second Lieut. Francis R. Shunk, to be second lieutenant. 
Additional Second Lieut. James J. Meyler, to be second lieutenant. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 

First Regiment of Cavalry. 
. Cadet William C. Rivers. 

; Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
21. Cadet P. D. Lochridge. 

Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 


22. Cadet Thomas H. Slavens. z 
23. Cadet Nathaniel F. McClure. 


Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
10. Cadet John M. Jenkins. 
16. Cadet Alfred M. Hunter. 
Eighth Regiment ef Cavalry. 
Cadet Ellwood W. Evans. 
Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Cadet John H. Alexander. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Cadet Robert G. Paxton. 
First Regiment of Artillery. 
8. Cadet Eugene W. Van C. Lucas. 
F7 Second Regiment of Artillery. 
6. Cadet Richmond P. Davis. 
8. Cadet Ernest Hinds. 
Third Regiment of Artillery. 


7. Cadet George O. Squiet. 
1. Cadet Edgar Russell. 


Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 


9. Cadet Wirt Robinson. 
Cadet George F. Landers. 


Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
4. Cadet Charles B. Wheeler. 
First Regiment of Infantry. 
28, Cadet Frederic A. Tripp. 
Second Regiment of Infantry. + 
14. Cadet Harry E. Wilkins. 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet James T. Dean. 
Fourth Reziment of Infantry. 
42. Cadet Herman Hall. 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 
39. Cadet Ambrose I. Moriarty. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet William P. Baker. 
Eleventh Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet William Weigel, 
51. Cadet Eugene L. Loveridge. 
Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
46. Cadet Alexander L. Dade. 
Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
19. Cadet Charles H. Martin. s 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
31. Cadet John C. Gregg. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
5. Cadet Edward C. Young. 
Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
36. Cadet Thomas C. Hanson. 
44. Cadet Arthur B. Foster, 


29. 


32. 


30. 


Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 


Cadet Marcus D. Cronin. 
Cadet Charles Gerhardt. 


Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 
49. Cadet Samuel Seay, jr. ‘ 


Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 
41, Cadet William E. Bruce. , 


Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet Charles S. Farnsworth, 
. Cadet Ulysses G. McAlexander. . 

TO BE ADDITIONAL SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 

Attached to the Corps of Engineers. 
1. Cadet Francis R. Shunk. 
2. Cadet James J. Meyer. 

Aitached to the Cavalry arm. 

. Cadet John A. Harman, to the Seventh Cavalry. < 
Cadet Thomas Q. Donaldson, jr., to the Third Cavalry. 
Cadet George McK. Williamson, to the Sixth Cavalry. 
. Cadet Francis H. Beach, to the First Cavalry. 
. Cadet Thomas W. Hall, to the Fourth Cavalry. 
. Cadet Alonzo Gray, to the Fifth Cavalry. 
Cadet Pierrepont Isham, to the Seventh Cavalry, 


Attached to the Artillery arm. 


Cadet George W. Gatchell, to the Fifth Artillery. a 
Cadet Oscar I. Straub, to the First Artillery. ~ 

Cadet Fremont P. Peck, to the Fourth Artillery. 

. Cadet John D. Miley, to the Fifth Artillery. 

. Cadet Herman C. Schumm, to the Third Artillery, 

. Cadet James C. Bourke, to the Second Artillery. 


Attached to the Infantry arm. 


Cadet Edson A. Lewis, to the Eighteenth Infantry. 
. Cadet William K. Jones, to the Fourteenth Infantry. 
Cadet Edmund Wittenmyer, to the Ninth Infantry. 
Cadet Michael J. Lenihan, to the Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Cadet William H. Wassell, to the Ninth Infantry. 
Cadet Mark L. Hersey, to the Nineteenth Infantry. 
Cadet Walter L. Taylor, to the Sixteenth Infantry. 
Cadet Bard P. Schenck, to the Seventh Infantry. 
. Cadet Henry R. Adams, to the Twenty-third Infantry, 
63. Cadet Samuel A. Smoke, to the Sixth Infantry. 
64. Cadet Frank H. Albright, to the Twelfth Infantry. 
Third Regiment of Cavairy. 
Additional Second Lieut, Pierrepont Isham, of the Seventh Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant. 
- Sixth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. George McK. Williamson, to be second 
lieutenant. 
Additional Second Lieut. Francis H. Beach, of the First Cavairy, to 
be second lieutenant. 


Additional Second Lieut. Alonzo Gray, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant. 


. 


SSSSRARSS 


Seventh Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. John A. Harman, to be second lieutenant. 


Additional Second Lieut. Thomas Q. Donaldson, jr., of the Third 
Cavalry, to be second lieutenant. š 


Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 


Additional Second Lieut. Thomas W. Hall, of the Fourth Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant. 
Second Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. Herman C. Schumm, of the Third Artil- 
lery, to be second lieutenant. : 
Fourth Regiment of Artitlery. 
Additional Second Lieut. John D. Miley, of the Fifth Artillery, to 
be second lieutenant. 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. George W. Gatchell, to be second lieuten- 
ant. > 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Edmund Wittenmyer, to be second lieu- 
tenant. 
Additional Second Lieut. William H. Wassell, to be second lieuten- 
ant. 


Additional Second Lieut. Mark L. Hersey, of the Nineteenth Infan- 
try, to be second lieutenant. 
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Additional Second Lieut. Frank H. Albright, of the Twelfth Infan- 
try, to be second lieutenant. 


Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. ; 

Additional Second Lieut. Bard P. Schenck, of the Seventh Infantry, 

to be second lieutenant. 
y Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Additional Second Lieut. William K. Jones, to be second lieutenant. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. ; 

Additional Second Lient. Edson A. Lewis, to be second lieutenant. 

Additional Second Lieut. Samuel A. Smoke, of the Sixth Infantry, 
to be second lieuténant. 

Additional Second Lieut. Frederic D. Evans, of the Twenty-second 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant. 

Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Michael J. Lenihan, of the Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant. 

a Additional Second Lieut. Walter L. Taylor, of the Sixteenth Infan- 
try, to be second lieutenant. 

Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 

Cadet Frederic D. Evans, graduate of the Military Academy, to be 

additional second lieutenant, the date he was given his diploma. 
_ Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Henry R. Adams, of the Twenty-third In- 

oe to be second lieutenant. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. William H. Beck, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. James W. Watson, to be first lieutenant. 


Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 
Second Lient. Charles L. Phillips, to be first lientenant. 
Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. Edward C. Woodruff, of the Twelfth Infantry, to be major. 
Seventh Regiment of Infantry. ` 
Maj. Andrew S. Burt, of the Eighth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Eigħth Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. Charles J. Dickey, of the Twenty-second Infantry, to be major. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Maj. Simon Snyder, of the Fifth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
t Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Harry L. Haskell, to be i 
Second Lieut. Daniel E. McCarthy, to be first lieutenant. 
Seventeenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Lieut. Col. Henry R. Mizner, of the Tenth Infantry, to be colonel. 
Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 


First Lieut. Cornelius C. Cusick, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Frank B. Jones, to be first lieutenant. 


Twenty-fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Morris C. W: to be captain. 
Second Lieut. James E. Brett, to be first lieutenant. 


NAVAL PROMOTIONS. 
MEDICAL CORPS. 


Medical Inspector C. J. Cleborne, to be a medical director in the 
Navy. 

Surgeon William Knickerbocker Van Reypen, to be a medical in- 
spector.in the Navy. 

Surgeon ‘Thomas c. Walton, to bea medical inspector in the Navy. 
hg Assistant Surgeon James R. Waggener, to be a surgeon in the 

avy. 

Passed Assistant Surgeon Thomas H. Streets, to be a surgeon in the 
Navy. 
zine Assistant Surgeon Manly H. Simons, to be asurgeon in the 

avy. 

Passed Assistant Surgeon John C. Boyd, to be asurgeon in the Navy. 

Stephen Stuart White, to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy. 

James Gaven Field, to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy. 

Hatton N. T. Harris, to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy. 

George McCaw Pickrell, to bean assistant surgeon in the Navy. 

Rand Percy Crandall, to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy. 

Charles Franklin Webster, to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy. 


MARINE CORPS. 


Second Lieut. Carroll Mercer, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
first lieutenant in that corps. 


, 


CHIEF OF BUREAU. 

Chief George W. Melville, to be Engineer-in-Chief and Chief 
of the Bureau of Steam Engineering in the Department of the Navy, 
with the relative rank of commodore. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William B. Woodard, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

William R. G. Estes, to be postmaster at Skowhegan, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Maine. 

John F. Arnold, to be postmaster at Foxcroft, in the county of Pis- 
cataquis and State of Maine. 

Giles G. Wickwire, to be postmaster at«Colchester, in the county of 
New London and State of Connecticut. 

John H. Swartwout, to be postmaster at Stamford, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Henry P. Markham, to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

George D. Bissell, to be postmaster at Naugatuck, in ‘the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Ambrose Beatty, to be postmaster at New Britain, in 
Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Frank Pay, to be postmaster at Benkleman, in the county of Dundy 
and State of Nebraska. 

Herbert Baltenberg, to be postmaster at Hay Springs, in the county 
of Sheridan and State of Nebraska. 

James E. Galbraith, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
Boone and State of Nebraska. 

William H. Cooksey, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county of 
Fillmore and State of Nebraska, 

William I. Boulware, to be postmaster at Valentine, in the county 
of Cherry and State of ’Nebraskg. 

Nathan P. Bowman, to be pdstmaster at St. Johnsbury, in the county 
of Caledonia and State of Vermont. 

Frank E. Randall, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 

True E. Prescott, to be OAE at Lake Village, in the county of 
Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 

Joseph I. Prescott, to be postmaster at Meredith Village, in the 
county of Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 

John H. Welch, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of 
Fillmore and State of Nebraska. 

Orlando Currier, to be postmaster at Hallowell, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine. 

Cyrus M. Walworth, to be postmaster at Loup City, in the county 
of Sherman and State of Nebraska. 

O’Sullivan to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 
Cuming and State of Nebraska. 

Lawrence A. Ryan, to be postmaster at Falls City, in the county of 
Richardson and State of Nebraska. 

Carrie Patton, to be postmaster at Ogallala, in the county of Keith 
and State of Nebraska. 

Donald Maccuaig, to be postmaster at Nebraska City, in the county 
of Otoe and State of Nebraska. 

Jacob Galley, to be postmaster at Nelson, in the county of Nuckolls 
and State of Nebraska. 

Constantine V. Gallagher, to be postmaster at Omaha, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Nebraska. 

Ira A. Hanning, to be postmasterat Cambridge, in the county of Fur- 
nas and State of Nebraska. 

C. L. Jack, to be postmaster at Fernandina, in the county of Nassau 
and State of Florida. 

John F. Redding, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county of 
Pike and State of Georgia. 

John F. Kiddo, to be postmaster at Cuthbert, in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of Georgia. 

James T. Van Derveer, to be postmaster at Somerville, i in the county 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey. 

Jobn B. Manlove, to be postmaster at New Castle, in the county of 
New Castle and State of Delaware. 

Thomas B. Coon, to be postmaster at Kilbourn City, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 

Christopher Gordon, to be postmaster at Winooski, in the county of 
Chittenden and State of Vermont. 

Peter Cockrell, to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Nebraska. 

Wiiliam G. Stone, to be postmaster at Machias, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maine. 

Melville M. Folsom, to be postmaster at Old Town, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine. : 
Daniel O’ Donnell, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of Jas- 

per and State of Illinois. 

Thomas G. Dennis, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Illinois. 

Hibben S. Corwin, to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of La 
Salle and State of Illinois. 


in the county of 
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Samuel Berry, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of Scott 
and State of Illinois, 
Charles O. Holcomb, to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 
George Flammer, to be postmaster of Covington, in the county of 
Miami and State of Ohio. : $ 
Wiliam Rowe, to be postmaster at Westerville, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Ohio. 
Patrick Gaynor, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of War- 
ren and State of Ohio. 
William T. Broyles, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Rhea and State of Tennessee. , 
George Warren, to be postmaster at Hickman, in the county of Ful- 
ton and State of Kentucky. 
Walter G, Peckham, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
Ernest M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Maynard, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Charles B. Carpenter, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Henry A. Pope, to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of Norfolk 
and State of Massachusetts. 
Thomas F. Lyons, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Nor- 
folk and State of Massachusetts. ë 
Joseph M. Hollywood, to be postmaster at Brockton, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 
John M. Winslow, to be postmaster at Nantucket, in the county of 
Nantucket and State of Massachusetts. 
Ira Goddard, to be postmaster at Ludlow, in the county of Windsor 
and State of Vermont. 
Herbert W. Martin, to be postmaster at Bennington, in the county of 
Bennington and State of Vermont. 
John J. Love, to be postmaster at Webster, in the county of Worces- 
ter and State of Massachusetts. 
William J. Johnson, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
Thomas H. Jackman, to be postmaster at Peabody, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. k 
James M. Freeman, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, 
Henry 8. Farnum, to be postmaster at Uxbridge, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Lawrence W. Dower, to be postmaster at Easthampton, in the county 
of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 
Sylvester A. Donoghue, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
George L. W. Dike, to be postmaster at Stoneham, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Albert H. W. Carpenter, to be postmaster at New Bedford, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 
William W. Fish, to be postmaster at Athol, in the county of Wor- 
cester and State of Massachusetts. 
John M. Woodburn, to be postmaster at Newville, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 
James P. Smith, to be postmaster at Lehighton, in the county of Car- 
bon and State of Pennsylvania. 
- Jeremiah Mohler, to be postmaster at Ephrata, in the county of Lan- 
caster and State of Pennsylvania. 
David Maxwell, to be postmaster at Wilkinsburgh, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 
Sidney Hayden, to be postmaster at Sayre, in the county of Bradford 
and State of Pennsylvania. 
H. Wells Buser, to be postmaster at Hummelstown, in the county of 
Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 
` Patrick Bracken, to be postmaster at Parker’s Landing, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 
John G. Herzog, to be postmaster at Loudonville, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Ohio. 
Hamer D. Hunt, to be postmaster at Warrén, in the county of Trum- 
bull and State of Ohio. 
Henry A. Jordan, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of 
Chesterfield and State of Virginia. 
Laura W. Yarrington, to be postmaster at Eagle Pass, in the county 
of Maverick and State of Texas. 
William H. Allen, to be postmaster at Ennis, in the county of Ellis 
an nala se Texas, ‘ 
saac D. Price, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of Jack- 
son and State of Arkansas. vee p 
Elizabeth J. Cook, to be postmaster at Arkadelphia, in the county 
of Clark and State of Arkansas. 
Volney E. H. Reed, to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county of 
Milam and State of Texas, 5 
John H. Stapp, to be postmaster at Burnet, in the county of Burnet 
and State of Texas. 
George W. Martin, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Mississippi and State of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, January 19, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. ` 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with the papers in each case, a 
list of claims arising under the act of the 4th of July, 1864, examined 
and allowed since January 7, 1837; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


PAY OF EMPLOYÉS ON LEAVE, ETC. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Public 
Printer of appropriations for the pay of employés during the annual 
leave of absence, and for the removal and storage of Government prop- 
erty; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OFFICIAL EMOLUMENTS, CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an abstract of official emol- 
uments received by certain customs officers for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1887; which was referred to the Committee ou Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF ANACOSTIA RIVER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secre- 
tary of War of appropriations for a survey of Anacostia River, District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WEBER, for ten days, on account of a death in his family. 

To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of professional business. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, for five days, on account of important business 
and sickness in his family. 


THOMAS A. COAKLEY. 


Mr. O’DONNELL, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the 
following report: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution num- 
bered 8,as follows: ‘Resolved, That Thomas A. Coakley, of New York, be, and 
he is hereby, appointed a messenger during the present Congress, at the same 
rate of compensation received by him during the Forty-ninth Congress, said 
compensation to be d out of the contingent fund of the House,” have con- 
sidered the same and recommend its passage. 


Mr. DONNELL. I demand the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered; and under its operation the reso- 
lution was adopted. 

Mr. O’DONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WILKINS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. ‘ 
J. E. PILCHER. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 339) for the relief of J. E. Pilcher; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1251) to 
amend section 714 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was ordered to be laid on the table and, the accompanying report 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. SENEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1709) to regulate the ` 
practice in causes removed from State courts; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. ad 
BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
submitted a report concerning the consideration of business reported by 
that committee; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. à 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees for reports is 
completed. The Chair will now call committees for the consideration 
of bills for one hour, which begins at twenty minutes past 12 o’clock. 


INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION AT MELBOURNE, 


` Mr. BELMONT. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution which was under consideration yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the joint resolution the title of which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res, 72) relating to the invitation of the British Govern- 


ment to the Government of the United States to participate in the interna- 
tional exhibition at Melbourne to celebrate the founding of New South Wales. 


The CHAIRMAN. Anamendmentispending, which the Clerk will 


report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, in line 5, section 1, by striking out the word “fifty ” and inserting the 
bike ee so that if amended as proposed it will read “fiye thousand dol- 

The CHAIRMAN. When the hour for consideration of bills expired 
yesterday the committee was dividing on this amendment. 

Mr. McADOO. IfI may be permitted, I will say to the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs that I withdraw my demand of yes- 
terday for tellers, and I ask him if he will allow me three minutes to 
explain further the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. BELMONT. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the demand for tellers 
is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McADOO. Iam aware that this measure is not of sufficient im- 
portance to take up the time of the House by mere dilatory motions, 
and I have therefore withdrawn my call fora quorum. I desire, how- 
ever, in support of the amendment which I have offered, to say one or 
two words somewhat by way of criticism on the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. Iunderstand, Mr. Chairman, that there is now before that com- 
mittee an invitation from the Republic of France that the United States 
join them in celebrating one of the most important events in the annals 
of history—in the record of the struggles of mankind toward universal 
democracy—the fall of the Bastile, and I am surprised, after reading an 
interview in the newspapers purporting to have been held with the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, which, if true, does him in- 
finite credit, that a resolution preceding this one relating to the invita- 
tion of the British Government should not have been offered to this House 
that this nation join heartily with our former allies and friends of the 
French Republic in that, I trust, magnificent celebration of so great an 
event in the history of the human race in its struggles forliberty against 
class, caste, and feudalism. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman from New Jersey permit me 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. BELMONT. I desire to say that the invitation of the French 
Government did not precede the invitation now under consideration. 
I will also say to my friend from New Jersey that I did hold such an 
interview as he has referred to, and my personal sympathy and feeling 
in regard to accepting the invitation of the French Government is very 
great, and I trast that at an early day the House will have a report 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs recommending the acceptance 
of that invitation. I have on my desk at present a bill to present to 
the House, asking the House to accept it. 

Mr. McADOO. Iam very glad to know that—and for this reason: 
It is a fact known to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs and to all intelligent newspaper readers in this country that there 
has been and there is a premeditated effort on the part of the jealous 
monarchical governments of Europe whose thrones are menaced by her 
teachings and example to bring about a sort of international boycott of 
this French celebration; and if the greatest Republic in Europe, which 
has successfully maintained itself against internal conspiracies, dissen- 
sions, and intrigues, as well as external force and malice, our ancient 
friend and gallant ally, who supported us in our memorable struggle 
for liberty with an unselfishness and génerosity I think unequaled in 
history—if she is to be left to struggle because of her republican con- 
victions against this interdict, this attempt to suppress her celebration 
without the generous support of this great Republic, it would be highly 
discreditable to us as a and liberty-loving people. I am therefore 
very glad to hear this morning the statement of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

My only criticism was, Mr. Chairman, that I thought, without regard 
to the time at which these invitations had been received by our Gov- 
ernment, that the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the American Republic should have cheerfully given prece- 
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dence in this House to a resolution to join in the celebration of that 
glorious event in the history of France, in preference to the acceptance 
of an inyitation from the British Government and spending $50,000 to 
assist in adding to the attractiveness and pleasure of a British colonial 
exhibition. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me to say that the 
French exhibition is to be held in 1889, and the exhibition which is 
contemplated in this resolution is to be held this year, in the month of 
August, and therefore it was necessary we should take up the matter 
without delay? 

Mr. McADOO. Preparations will have to be made in advance for 
the French centennial exhibition; but I accept the statement of the 
gentleman from New York, and withdraw the demand for a quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, this joint resolution is a proposition 
that the United States Government shall participate in an international 
exposition to be held in Australia in honor of the centenary of the set- 
tlement of one of the Australasian provinces. It proposes that for the 
expenses of this participation the United States shall appropriate $50,000. 
The United States may or may not participate in this exposition. It 
may not participate, and may refuse to do so without prejudice, in my 
opinion, to the relations which now subsist between the two countries; 
but if it does participate, then I think we are bound by every principle 
of prudence and of self-respect to participate in a creditable manner. 
It is the unanimous opinion of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, it is 
the opinion of the State Department, that $50,000 is the smallest appro- 
priation which would enable the United States to act in a manner which 
would not reflect discredit upon our participation in the enterprise. 
When a man or a nation steps outside of the line of business and un- 
dertakes to do something in the domain of friendship or of display, if 
it is done at all, it should be done well. Of such a nature is this en- 
terprise; and I urge it upon the committee that, if it decides that we 
take part in this exposition at all, it shall vote at least $50,000. If we 
are not willing to expend $50,000, then let us make no appropriation, 
and let the whole matter die an easy and natural death. 

In favor of participation is the fact that these expositions have gen- 
erally been thought and generally been found to encourage and develop 
social and business relations. Business relations are what we want to 
promote and strengthen with the colonies of Australasia. Thefriendly 
feeling already existing is marked. The business relations which we 
wish to strengthen are already begun. The friendship is manifested 
by the act which was cited yesterday—an act of extraordinary gen- 
erosity on the part of that government; I wish we could imitate it— 
the fact that the Australian provinces are now paying $150,000 a year 
to American steamships for carrying the mail between their country 
and ours; and as for the birth and growth of business, we have only to 
note that when in 1880 there was an exhibition at Melbourne in which 
we participated, the trade between this country and Australasia was less 
than $5,000,000. Five years afterwards the amount was $12,000,000. 
This, certainly, is good ground to cultivate, and these are the circum- 
stances under which the House is to determine whether they wish to 
continue to cultivate or to withhold their hands. Participation in an 
exposition is not the best or the most efficient method of cultivating 
these relations, but it is one of them, and better than none. A method 
which many of us think is better and more direct is to follow the ex- 
ample of the Australasian provinces, and to send American steamships, 
fairly paid, to seize the markets which offer an opening over there for 
our surplus products. 

But if we can not use that method, let us do this. In any case I 
repeat my appeal to the gentlemen of the committee, if you undertake 
to participate in this exposition at all, vote $50,000. Vote either that 
or nothing. With $50,000 we can make a creditable appearance. I 
do not claim we can do more, and my friend from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McApoo] was correct when he said yesterday that $250,000 could 
be well and profitably expended in this way. If we expended that 
sum we could avail ourselves fully of this fine opening for the cultiva- 
tion of business and social relations; but it was the opinion of the com- 
mittee, it was the opinion of the Department of State, that this House 
would not be willing to do more in the premises, if it did anything, 
than to vote just the sum which would save our appearance from being 
discreditable. We can do that with $50,000. Remember, it ought to 
be $50,000 or nothing. 

Mr. McADOO. My colleague did not state quite correctly what I 
said yesterday. What I did say was that $50,000 was too much for 
nothing and too little for anything, and that in my opinion it would 
take $250,000 to represent us properly at thatexposition; butI did not 
say that I thought the $250,000 could be expended with great profit 
there. 

Mr. PHELPS. I did not mean to represent my colleague as stating 
more than what he has again stated for himself. The only difference, 
then, in judgment between my colleague and myself seems to be this: 
He does not think $50,000 would be sufficient to enable this Govern- 
ment to make a creditable appearance in this exposition. ‘That opinion 
is not shared by the Department of State or by the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs; and as they have given investigation and consideration te 
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the subject, it seems to me that this Committee of the Whole House 
had better rely upon them. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask a question for in- 
formation. Can the gentleman in of this bill tell us what use 
is proposed to be made of this $50,000; whether itis to be used to make 
a Government exhibit, or to assist citizens in making an American 
exhibit? 

Mr. BELMONT. To assist citizens in making their exhibits and to 

pay the salaries of the commissioners. It is, of course, impossible to 
say in advance just how the expenditure will be made in detail, but 
I have herea statement from the Department, which shows how the 
appropriation for the previous exposition at Melbourne was expended, 
and gives a general idea of the manner in which this one will be used. 
This statement comes from Mr. Rives, and is as follows: 
f Previous appropriation for exhibition at Melbourne, $23,000; expended for 
salaries of commissioners, $5,749.99; for traveling expenses, $4.036.97; for clerk- 
hire and salary of secretary, $3,336.55; for contingent expenses, $13,746.85; un- 
expended balance of $1,129.64 covered into the Treasury, 

Mr. RAYNER was recognized. 

Mr. McADOO, Will my colleague [Mr. PHELPS] inform the com- 
mittee—— 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally, when a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed the House that the Senate had 
passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: S 

A bill (S. 81) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the es- 
tate of William Tinder, deceased; $ 

A bill (S. 1027) to fix the charge for passports at $1; and - - 

A bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. - 

The message also requested that the House return to the Senate the 
bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and Indian 
women. 
' INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION AT MELBOURNE. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in 
the chair. . 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McADOO. I thought I had been recognized, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland had addressed 
the Chair. Debate upon the pending amendment is exhausted, but the 
gentleman from Maryland may move a formal amendment. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to amend by strik- 
ing out the last word. I desire to occupy only two or three minutes 
in calling the attention of the House to some points connected with this 
bill. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], who spoke yesterday, 
seemed to regard this bill as contemplating a ‘* junketing expedition” 
to some unexplored and uninhabited colonial dependency of Great Brit- 
ain, in the Pacific Ocean. If this were a fact I, asa member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, would have opposed this measure. ButI want 
to impress upon the attention of the Committee of the Whole this fact, 
that to-day the five provinces of New South Wales, Queensland, North 
and West Australia, New Zealand, and Victoria, form parts and par- 
cels of a great continent, containing three millions of human beings, to 
whom this country is annually remitting $10,000,000 worth of its manu- 
factured products. 

I wish to call attention further to the fact that Australia issending to 
this country $5,000,000 worth ofits own agricultural products, leaving a 
clear balance of trade in our favor to the amount of $5,000,000. I wish 
to add, if the committee will permit me, that in 1880 we appropriated 
$20,000 for a purpose similar to this, and since that time our commerce 
with Australia has increased as a result of that exhibition from $5,000,- 
000 to $10,000,000. I will state also that one of the few American 
steam-ship lines leaving any port of this Republic sails to-day between 
the harbor of San Francisco and the harbors of New Zealand; and the 
government of New Zealand pays a registered American steam-ship line 
$150,000 per annum. 

I willonly add, because it is pertinent in this connection, that a few 
years ago we controlled the carrying trade of the world. The colors of 
our Republic could be seen floating from the mastheads in every port 
of entry in every civilized country of the globe; and the American 
sailor was the recognized monarch of the sea. To-day our flag has vir- 
tually disappeared from the ocean. Great Britain owns 63 per cent. of 
the steam marine of the world, while France and Germany, and even 
Austria, with but a single seaport, are bidding for the commerce of 
mankind. I do not believe that ships create commerce; but I do be- 
lieve that commerce creates ships, and I do believe that the exhibition 
and public display of our goods in the markets of the world by means of 
enterprises of this sort create commerce, 

If I looked upon this exhibition as a sort of ‘‘junketing expedition,” 
or as a circus or menagerie, as the gentleman from Texas seems to re- 
gard it, oras affording the citizens of the California coast an opportunity 
in which the constituents of the honorable gentleman ean not indulge 
to go upon an immense ‘‘drunk ” in that unexplored region, I should 
vote against it. ButIdonotsoregardit. Ithink it will do what every 


other similar exhibition has done; that it will bring us in closer ties of 
amity, and upon a firmer footing of friendly trade and commercial re- 
lationship with one of the growing continents of this earth. I trust 
that for this reason the House will ratify the recommendations of the 
State Department and the well-considered action of this committee. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, in view of the remarks of my col- 
league from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS], I think it would be only jus- 
tice to the House if either he or the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs would state how, in what manner, and for what pur- 
pose this $50,000 is to be expended. I stated to the House yester- 
day that the distance between the seaboard States and the city of Mel- 
bourne was very great, and thatif the Government of the United States 
intends to pay the freightage on the goods of its citizens, $50,000 will 
be totally inadequate for the purpose. Therefore, I think it proper 
that before the members of this House vote $50,000 out of the public 
Treasury to carry out the purposes of this measure there should be a 
statement from the Committee on Foreign Affairs as to the mannerand 
purpose of this expenditure, with at least a skeleton of particulars. 

There is another point. If I am correctly informed, New South 
Wales, although a colonial dependency of Great Britain, happily en- 
joys the inestimable boon of ‘‘ home rule.’’ This is not the universal 
rale, strange as it may seem, under the British constitution. Now, I 
find from the long preamble of this resolution that we are to accept 
this invitation from the British Government. I wish to know, Mr. 
Chairman, before voting on this question, if New South Wales has a 
parliament of her own, as I trust she has, why the representatives of 
New South Wales, not officials located in Downing street, London, but 
the free representatives of the free people of New South Wales have 
not, through the constituted and elected home authorities, asked the 
United States to participate in this exhibition. For my own part I 
should be loath to have the United States of America accept a second- 
hand and may be unauthorized invitation from the officials of the Brit- 
ish Government in Downing street, London, instead of from the gov- 
ernment erected, maintained, and perpetuated by the free electors of 
New South Wales itself. If no invitation has been extended to the 
people of the United States from the people of New South Wales, then 
it may be that those people themselves do not wish us to participate in 
the exhibition. A guest of the British Government is not always sure 
of a hearty welcome from the people of a country under British rule. 
This is sometimes embarrassing to the guest. What evidence haye we 
at this distance that the British Government may not misrepresent the 
people of New South Wales? I know from history and observation 
that no government is so generous as the British in representing other 
people without their consent and often against their will. What au- 
thority has the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House to attach 
a preamble to this resolution telling us, the representatives of the free 
American people, that the British Government knows what the people 
of New South Wales, located nearly 10,000 miles or more, as I suppose, 
distant, wantin the way of our participation in the exhibition at Mel- 
bourne? Who told the British Government that the people of New 
South Wales, a good people, no doubt, would welcome our exhibit? 

I have no objection to this resolution so far as it looks to extending 
American commerce; and I have no objection to legitimate participa- 
tion by the United States in exhibitions of this kind. Iam desirous 
that whatever of surplus products we may have from our imperial and 
magnificent home market may find their way to the inhabitants of 
New South Wales, if those people think it to their advantage to buy 
them, and in the mean time I wish the good, honest, enterprising peo- 
ple of New South Wales freedom and prosperity and the right to at- 
tend to their own business. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I renew it for the purpose of say- 
ing just a few words in regard to the scope of this resolution. The pre- 
amble of course forms no part of the resolution, and yet all the infor- 
mation we get of thescope of the resolution is contained in the preamble. 
The preamble recites: 


Whereas the British Government has extended to the Government of the 
United States an invitation to participate in the international exhibition which 
is to be held at Melbourne, ete.: 

Resolved, etc., That said invitation is accepted, and that there be, and there 
hereby is, ce 64g eee out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to effect the purpose of this resolution, to be expended in the discre-, 
Hon reS the Secretary of State for the purpose of such representation at said ex- 

hibition, 


Now, the purpose of this resolution, as gathered from the preamble— 
and we can gather it nowhere else—is to enable the Government of the 
United States to participate in this exhibition. I asked the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. BELMONT] a moment ago, or the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], whether the pi of the resolu- 
tion was to enable the Government of the United States to make a 
Government exhibit or whether it was to enable the Government of 
the United States to assist citizens of the United States to make an 
exhibit from this country. The chairman assured me it was the latter; 
that is, to enable citizens to make an exhibit. The purpose of the res- 
olution, as defined by the preamble itself, is to enable the Government 
itself to make an exhibit, that is, to participate in this exhibition, 
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and if that be the true purpose of the preamble and resolution, as it 
seems to me itis, I desire to know from the chairman how the Govern- 
ment of the United States is going to use the $50,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. In order to carry out the object of the resolution 
it will be necessary, of course, to appoint commissioners who will super- 
intend the exhibit by citizens of the United States of American pro- 
ducts at this international exhibition to be held in Melbourne. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is it intended te use this $50,000, or any part of 
it, to enable citizens to collect exhibits, say in San Francisco, and 

rt them to New South Wales for this exhibition at Melbourne? 

Mr. BELMONT. It is true that, whatever is to be done with this 
sum, as the gentleman will observe, the second section of the bill pro- 
vides it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to report to Congress 
a detailed statement of the expenses incurred. Itis almost impossible 
to state at present what the expenses will be, and therefore it becomes 
necessary to provide as has been done in this joint resolution. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That would be a sort of post-facto explanation; 
but what I ask the gentleman to state now is what use will be made of 
this $50,000 if we vote it. 

Mr. BELMONT. Past experience in regard to these matters would 
answer that question for the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not wish to yield my time any further. I 
wish to say in the remainder of my five minutes that I believe in the 
utility of these exhibitions. I thought yesterday that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] endeavored to pull the wool over the eyes of 
this House on this subject. 

A MEMBER. Australian wool. [Laughter.] » 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, Australian wool; a cheap kind of wool. But 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, great good has comeout of these international 
exhibitions. Last year I voted for a measure which, in my opinion, 
tended to extend our commerce with the isles of the sea and with South 
American countries by what was called asubsidy for ocean mail service. 
I believed that promised good. It may be this $50,000 may also result 
in some good, but before I vote for it—and I would be glad to vote for 
it if its purpose can be well defined—I would like to know from some 
one competent to speak what use will be made of it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRAIN. I have an amendment to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one already pending. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause. I 
would like to have the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
explain to the House in what portion of the organic law of the land he 
finds authority given to Congress tomake an appropriation of this char- 
acter. It is certainly not embraced in that provision which authorizes 
Co: to regulate foreign commerce, because this proposition is sim- 
ply to make an exhibit of manufactures at Melbourne, in the province 
of Victoria. No such power is granted by the Constitution, either di- 
rectly or by implication, to the Congress of the United States. 

It will not do for gentlemen to say precedents have been established 
for the passage of this resolution. Gentlemen ought not in support of 
this resolution to point to the appropriations made by Congress for the 
expositions at Vienna and Paris, because in doing this they simply act 
as aman charged with larceny would act were he to justify himself 
upon the ground that other men had gone unwhipped of justice who 
had been guilty of the same crime. 

I ask the friends of the Constitution and the strict constructionists of 
that instrument on this side who are supporting this measure to point 
out to us where the grant of power can be found in the Constitution, 
which they profess to revere and venerate, by which this resolution can 
be justified. 

This whole question was most ably discussed in the House of Rep- 
resentatives on a similar occasion by the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the last Congress, Hon: Randolph 
Tucker, and also by my brilliant and accomplished friend from New 
York [Mr. Cox], who is now temporarily occupying the place of our 
distinguished Speaker, whose early restoration to health is earnestly 
hoped for by every member of this House without regard to political 

iations or sentiments. 

The latter gentleman opposed a proposition to grant money in aid of 
the centennial celebration at Philadelphia in 1876, and upon what 
ground? Because, Mr. Chairman, he said there was no authority for 
such a grant in the Constitution of the United States, 

The chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary of the House in the 
Forty-ninth Congress spoke in opposition to a grant of money to the 
Paris exposition upon the same ground; and I ask, therefore, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to show, as a member of the 
Democratic y, as astrict constructionist of the Constitution, where 
he finds the authority for recommending such a grant as this. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] tells us that this ap- 
propriation will result in building up the merchant marine of this coun- 

. _L ask him, in response to that statement, to show how this result 
will be accomplished. There is no connection between the exhibition 
of our manufactures in a town thousandsof miles away and the build- 
ing up of our merchant marine. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS], for whose opinion 
upon this and kindred subjects I entertain the most profound respect, 


has told us that during the year 1880, when the Mclbotirne exposition 
was held, the exports and imports between Australia and the United 
States amounted to but $5,000,000, and that several years afterwards they 
had increased to $12,000,000, which result was brought about by the ex- 
position. The facts are, however, that the year following the expo- 
sition at Melbourne these exports and imports had decreased; and that 
to-day, according to the report I find embodied in a speech of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Morrow], the exports and imports between 
the United States and Australia are less than they were two years ago. 

This shows a decrease and not an extension of the commerce between 
the two countries, as has been claimed; and if it be true that Australia 
is paying $150,000 annually to an American steam-ship company for 
carrying the mails to this country, why is it necessary to make an ex- 
hibition of our manufactured goods for the benefit of a few favored 
manufacturers, merely to show the people of Australia that this is a 
great and growing country? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed just one min- 
ute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iadmit, Mr. Chairman, that the passage of this reso- 
lution will be attended with some beneficial results, and I do not pro- 
pose to obstruct its passage if the majority of the House are in favor of 
it. I know that the gentlemen who go there to represent this country 
will, after the fashion of travelers, ordinary travelers, I mean, and not 
such distinguished travelers as my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], 
come back and describe to admiring constituents the kind of plum- 
age the birds wear in that far-off country. They will be able to in- 
form us, from personal examination and inspection, of the truth or 
falsity of that story which we have all heard from our earliest child- 
hood, that the monkeys of that region, with their prehensile tails, make 
bridges by which they crossrivers. But, sir, I fear that they may bring 
back the microbes of cholera, which might inoculate the Republican 
party and kill it, many of ‘whose members I respect and esteem and 
am proud to as my friends. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in response to 
the inquiry which comes from several gentlemen here as to what was 
the origin of the resolution reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. That resolution had its origin in a message sent by the Presi- 
dent to the Congress of the United States, and to which message a de- 
cent regard was pajd by this House in referring its subject-matter, per- 
taining exclusively as it did toa representation of America in this Aus- 
tralian centennial, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ~ When that 
message, accompanied as it was bya letter from the Secretary of State, 
was referred to the committee, we deemed it our duty to give the sub- 
ject that consideration which we thought a message from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of State, 
was entitled to receive. Hence the resolution was reported by the com- 
mittee. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is not the first time in the history of this coun- 
try that we have been asked to make an appropriation to celebrate cen- 
tennials. It was said by my distinguished friend from New Jersey that 
he would consent that a commission should be sent to participate in 
the Paris Exposition because of the response which came when we ex- 
tended our invitation to the whole world in 1876 to participate with 
us in the celebration of the centennial of our national existence and of 
the declaration of our national independence from Great Britain. But 
it should be remembered that no nation responded more cordially to 
that invitation than did Great Britain herself. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me fora moment? I 
desire to say right there that this Government refused to contribute a 
cent towards the expenses of that exposition, to which it had invited 
the people of the civilized world, and Philadelphia and Pennsylvania 
bore them. : 

Mr. HOOKER. Allow me to say I think the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is slightly mistaken. The Government ofthe United 
States did make an appropriation for the purpose of constructing a 


building there for its exhibits, 
Mr. KELLEY. They made a loan, and recovered every dollar of it. 
Mr. HOOKER. Iam familiar with the whole subject. It is here 


recorded in the American Almanac for 1878, showing precisely what 
the Government did. á 

They did loan a million and a half of dollars, but in addition to that 
we appropriated over half a million dollars for the construction of the 
building to which I referred; and every gentleman who was here in 
Congress when those appropriations were made is fully cognizant of 
the fact. 

But I was about to say to my distinguished friend from New Jersey 
that no nation of the earth responded to our invitation to participate 
in that celebration more cordially than England—-England, whose colo- 
nies had been wrested from her by the Revolution ; England, who had 
suffered all the losses of the war of the Revolution which established this 
grand galaxy ofStatesand Territories. Notonly did England come with 
her public exhibits, but her private citizens sent to the gallery of art in 
Philadelphia numerous exhibits as evidence of the good-will of the 


* 
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British nation, from whom, by the Revolution whose centenary we 
were celebrating, was wrested this vast continent. Isay, then, the dec- 
laration that England should not be treated with courtesy and respect 
when an invitation comes from her minister, indorsed by our Secretary 
of State and recommended to us by the President of the United States— 
I say that declaration is not worthy of us. England, with whose peo- 
ple we desire friendly relations, of all countries, deserves from us as 
friendly respect as any people we know. P 

I beg to embody, as part of the remarks I am now making, the re- 
port,in which the letter of the Secretary of State, addressed to the 
President of the United States, is published, as well as the recommen- 
dation made by the Secretary himself on that subject. It is as follows: 

The importance of the proposed exhibition and the claim it has for our aid in 
the liberal display of American industries are indicated in the following note of 
the Secretary of State, referred to in the message of the President; 

“To the PRESIDENT: 

“I submit herewith a copy of a note to this Department from Sir Lionel West, 
Her Britannic Majesty’s minister at this capital, extending an invitation to this 
Government to participate in the international exhibition which is to be heldat 
Melbourne, 1 to celebrate the centenary of the founding of New South Wales, 
the first Australian colony. 

“ As our social and commercial relations are daily becoming more intimate 
with the kindred people inhabiting Australia, it would seem to be very appro 

riate that this country should officially take part in an exhibition w. is 

ntended to commemorate such an important event as the founding of the 
first of those Australian commonwealths which are now so tand p T- 
ous, Moreover, as Australia was extensively represented in our Centennial Ex- 
hibition held at Philadelphia in 1876, itis very proper that we should reciprocate 
by accepting the invitation to take part in the similar exhibition to be held at 
Melbourne. I therefore respectfully recommend thatthe accompanying papers 
be communicated to Congress, with the suggestion that the invitation be ac- 
cepted and that the sum of $50,000 be appropriated to defray the expenses of a 
commission to represent the United States at the exhibition. 

“This Department is advised that many American manufacturers have al- 
ready made application for space in the Melbourne exhibition in expectation of 
the appointment of a commission to represent this country there, Asitappears 
from Sir Lionel West’s note of the 21st ultimo that the time for making applica- 
tions for space for exhibitors will expire on the last day of the present month, 
it will be necessary for Congress to take very prompt action in order to prevent 
serious injury to American interests in the premises. 

“ Respectfully submitted, 

“T. F. BAYARD, 

“DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

“Washington, December 19, 1887." 


Concurring in the views expressed by the Secretary of State, and believing 
that it is highly important that the growing commercial and social relations 
between this country and Australia should be encouraged in every proper way, 
the committee recommend the acceptance of the invitation so kindly tendered ‘ 
and for the purpose of participating in the exhibition in an bed SS py and ef- 
fective manner, the committee recommend an appropriation of $50,000 to defray 
the expenses attending a proper official representation. 

For this purpose the joint resolution herewith reported is recommended for 
passage. 

Let me say one word further in response to the observation which 
fell from the gentleman from Texas [Mr, CRAIN]. We did make ap- 
propriations for the celebration in Philadelphia, and we have made 
appropriations to exhibitions in America and in other countries. We 
made an appropriation, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of haying this 
country represented at the Vienna Exposition of $200,000. Wemadean 
appropriation for the purpose of haying our exhibits at the Paris Expo- 
sition of $95,000; and so we have done at various other times. And 
when I am asked for the authority to do so, and when I am referred 
by the gentleman from Texas to the action of former Congresses in de- 
nunciatory terms of the men who constituted those Congresses, having 
been part and parcel of one of them that made appropriations for the 
Philadelphia Centennial, I desire to say that we had the sanction of 
the whole legislative department, the House as well as the Senate, in 
making these appropriations for the purpose of representing our coun- 
try at these various exhibitions, 

This invitation comes in respectful terms from Great Britain. It is 
transmitted tous by the President of the United States, and the amount 
appropriated is a bagatelle in proportion to the benefits which will ac- 
crue from the acceptance of the invitation. I appeal to gentlemen on 
both sides of the House, for there is nothing of party politics in this— 
I appeal to the good sense and fair judgment of the committee whether 
or not, in responding to this invitation, we shall not intrust the Secre- 
tary of State with the expenditure of such an amount as may be neces- 
sary to make our exhibition in that foreign country creditable to the 
commerce and the manufactures of our country. 

I willsay just one word more. This resolution, reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, proposes an expenditure of $50,000; or so 
much thereof us may be necessary; and, in addition to that, couples 
the appropriation with the restriction on the Secretary of State that he 
shall account and report to Congress the mode and manner of the ex- 
penditure of every dollar that is used for this purpose. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, when I interrupted the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] it was not with the purpose of oppos- 
ing this appropriation. I wanted only to vindicate the truth of his- 
tory by correcting an error into which he had fallen. The Congress 
of the United States refused to appropriate one dollar in aid of the 
American International Centennial Exhibition otherwise than as a 
loan the payment of which should be abundantly secured. ‘The loan 


was abundantly secured, as the repayment of every dollar of the prin- 
cipal proves. 

Mr. HOOKER. With the permission of the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsy. 


lvania I will read two lines from the American Almanac 
for 1878. 


Mr. KELLEY. Proceed for two lines. 
Mr. HOOKER (reading): 


Besides the advance of $1,500,000 the United States Congress eppecpelated 
$505,000 for the erection of the United States Government building and for or- 
ganizing and defraying the expenses of the highly creditable display by the va- 
rious departments and bureaus of the Government and by the Smi ian In- 
stitution. The amounts invested by Pennsylvania and Philadelphia were 
manent. That invested by the United States was a loan to be repaid out of the 
profits of the exhibition, if any. At the winding up of the entire business of the 
exhibition there was found to be a surplus on hand after paying all expenses of 
administration. The centennial board of finance took the ground that this 
belonged to the stockholders, who were entitled to share it prorata. Asno 
actual profits had been derived from the exhibition they viewed the sub- 
scriptions.of the stockholders as a lien upon the surplus funds, The United 
States authorities, on the other hand, maintained that it was the clear intent of 
Congress in the act of February 16,1876, advancing the $1,500,000, that the United 
States should be fully repaid before any dividends were made. To decide the 
question an amicable suit was brought in the United States court and decided 
in the spring of 1877 in favorof the Government. ‘The $1,500,000 was accordingly 
returned to the United States, the stockholders receiving about 25 per cent. on 
theirinvestments. The financial result of the exhibition was more favorable 
than that of any other international exhibition except one. 


Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman had not interrupted me I should 
have stated these facts, for I am vindicating the truth of history. I 
say that Philadelphia and Pennsylvania, New Jersey contributing, gave 
$100,000, the State of Delaware, I think, $10,000, and Massachusetts 
making a contribution the amount of which I forget, but would be 
glad to have stated, and out of the fund thus created Congress required 
the commissioner$ of the United States from the several States and Ter- 
ritories to be fed. Many of these United States commissioners brought 
their families with them, and took quarters at the best and most ex- 
pensive hotels in Philadelphia, and incurred bills to be paid out of 
these and individual contributions. 

But in spite of the absence of a Government contribution the thing be- 
came so grand a fact in prospective that the Government of the United 
States felt it would be disgraced if it did not make an exhibition in the 
Centennial grounds to the assembled people of the world, and it pro- 
posed to exhibit. the methods of the United States Government, so far 
as they were or might be embodied in physical facts that could be ex- 
hibited, and at its instance Congress made an appropriation of $550,000 
for use by the Government. The amount did not go into the fund of the 
Centennial commissioners, butthe Government expended it, and when 
it had made its independent national exhibition it gathered up its ex- 
hibits and its buildings and hustled them all off. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of Philadelphia and Pennsylvania, of New 
Jersey, and Massachusetts, and Delaware, and the individual subscrib- 
ers to the stock, were not a little surprised when they found that there 
was a member of the Congress that appropriated the $1,500,000—who, by 
the way, is a member of this Congress also—who claimed a fee of $10,000 
after havingastutely inserted the clause in the bill making that loan on 
which he could go into court and enforce its repayment. When the 
United States Government brought its suit, Philadelphia, Pennsylva- 
nia, and their coadjutors submitted the question quietly to the cir- 
cuit court, which rejected the Government’s claim, from which decision, 
however, an appeal was taken, and on an intimation from the Supreme 
Court that the language of the law justified the Government in demand- 
ing repayment, judgment was entered and the money was immediately 


And yet, sir, the representatives of Philadelphia voted $100,000 more 
than the whole of that loan, $1,600,000, towards rejuvenating the 
South, by establishing and maintaining an exhibition at New Orleans, 
and they have stood by all these movements. [remember the alacrity 
with which I hastened to the other side of this House to induce a 
Pennsylvania member, who is now an oficer of this Government, re- 
siding in Washington, to withdraw his objection, which at that stage 
of the session would have defeated the appropriation of $20,000 to en- 
able us to exhibit our fishery apparatus at the German exposition. He 
was a strict-construction Democrat, but I implored him to withdraw 
his objection, and not to disgrace his native State, which was also mine. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania had his five minutes ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam glad to have had the floor so long, and to have 
been able to say what I have said. 

Mr. BELMONT. I ask a vote on the pending amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] 
proposes toamend by striking out a portion of the joint resolution and 
inserting the words which have been read. Pending that motion, the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] moves to strike out all of the bill 
after the enacting clause. The Chair will treat that as an amendment 
to the amendment. The question, therefore, is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas to strike out all of the bill after the enact- 
ing clause. 


516. 


CONGRESSIONAL ‘RECORD—HOUSE. 


J. ee 19, 


The question Was takénjon the amendment offered by Mr. Cians, nee 
it was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. | The question now recurs upon, the aaa nent 
of the gentleman from New’ Jersey [Mr McA noo] to = out and 
insert—— 


Several MEMBERS. Let it be read an 

The amendment of Mr. McAnoo was again read. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. McAoo, acid it 
was rejected. 

Mr. BELMONT. I now move that the committee rise and report 
the joint resolution to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and. Mr. Cox having IETU the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the joint resolu- 
tion relating to the invitation of the British Government to the Govern- 
mentof the United States to participate in the international exposition 
at Melbourne to celebrate the founding of New South Wales, and had 
instructed him to report the same to the House and recommend its pas- 


sage. 

Mr. BELMONT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the joint resolution as reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

Greet oiler question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the joint resolution. 

Mr. McADOO. On that I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 183, noes 27; so the joint 
resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the passage of 
the resolution. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, Irise to a padlisinentacy i inquiry. Has 
the hour expired ? 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour has not yet expired. 


Mr. BELMONT. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. OATES. I demand the yeas and nays on the passage of the joint 
resolution. 

- The yeas and none were ordered. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is a motion to recommit in order now? 

Several MEMBERS. ~ ‘ Regular order!” 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is a motion to recommit in order at this time? 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
et Sr that nothing is in order now except to proceed with the 
ro) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tilinois [Mr. 
DUNHAM] rises to make a motion to recommit. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iask the Chair whether that is in order now? 

“Mr. BELMONT, The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to hold that, the 
yeas.and nays having been ordered, the only question now is on the 

of the resolution. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I make the point of order that the hour is up, and 
this business can not be proceeded with further to-day. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘The hour is not up yet. 

Several MEMBERS. Call the roll. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will now be taken by 
yeas and nays on the of the joint resolution reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. ‘The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS.. Mr. Speaker, at what time is the morning hour up? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Half a minute of the hour yet remains. 
[Laughter. ] 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
157, nays 89, not voting 77; as follows: 


YEAS—157. 

Adams, Clardy, Hall, Long, 
Allen, ©. H. Clark, Harmer, Lynch. 
Anderson, G. A. well, Hatch, ahoney, 
Arnold, Collins, Hayden, aish, 
Atkinson, Cot $ yes, Mansur, 
Baker, O.S, Crouse, ž 
Bayne, Dalzell, Hemphill, McKenna, Š 
Belden, Dargan, Hermann, McKinley, 
Belmont, Darlington, ires, McKinney, 
Bi Davidson, R. H.M. Hitt, Milliken 
Bissohiti, Davis, Hogg, Moftit 
Boothman, De Lano, Hooker, Morrill, 
Bound, Diogas: Hopkins, S, T. Morrow, 
Boutelle, ugherty, Howard, Morse, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Elliott, Hudd, Newton, 
ain AN , WOP Ermentrout, Hunter, Nichols, 

Farquhar, Hutton, rw 
Brown, C.E. Finley, lackson, Ni J H; 
Brumm, Fisher, Johnston, J.T. O'Neill, Charles 
Foran, ean, O'Neill, J. J. 
French, Kelley, Osborne, 
pbell, Felix Gallinger, Kennedy, Owen, 
Campbell, T.J. Gay, Laffoon, Patton, 
non, Gest, Laidlaw, Perkins, 

L Granger, Laird, erry, 

Caswell, Greenman, Lee, Phelan, 
eadle, Grimes, Lehlbach, Phelps, 
Chipmag, Grout, Lind, Plumb, 


yok : > ©. Simmons, Tho G Whiting, J.R, *- 
er, | Smith, Thomas, 0. B. Whiting, Wiliam , 
M, Snyder, Thompson, T; itthorne, Air 
Rockwell; 1 Sowden, imân, Wickham, ° 
Rowell, +% 4 Spooner, Tracey, p + & Wilkins, + i 
ussell, 0. A. Springer, Turner, E.J, * ~ Wilkinson, - 
Russell, J. E. , Stahlnecker, “Vance, Wilson, Thomas 
Ryan, t rg Steele, -i Vandever,“ Wilson; W.D, = ~ 
Scott, Stephenson, Walker, oder, 
Scull, Stewart, J. W. Weaver, ny 
Seney, Struble, West, : 
Shaw, Symes, White; S. V. 
‘ $ ‘3 
è NAYS—89. s 
Abbott, Crain, Johnston, T, D. O'Ferrall, 
Allen, E. P. Culberson, yone Payson, 
Anderson, ©. L. Cummings, Kerr, Peel, 
Anderson, J. A. Davidson, A, C. Kilgore, Pideock, 
Baker, Jehu Dockery, Landes, P ey, 
Bankhead, Dorsey, Lane, Richardson, 
Barnes, Dunham, Lanham, Rowland, 
TY, înloe, Latham, Sayers, 
Brewer, Forney, Lyman, Sherman, 
Brower, Fuller, Martin, Shively, 
Browne, T, M. Funston, Mason, Stewart, Charles 
Buckalew, ear, Matson, Stone of K 
Bunnell,” Glass, MeAdoo, . Stone of Mo. 
Burnes, Hare, McClammy, Tarsney, 
Burrows, ` Haugen, McCullogh, Tauilbee, 
Butler, Henderson, D.B. McMillin, Turner, H.G, 
Campbell, J. E. Henderson, J. S. McRae, Warner, 
Candler, Henderson, T, J. Montgomery, Washington, 
Catchings, Hiestand, Moore, Yardley, 
San Holman,’ Heal ‘ost. 
mger, olmes, Nutting, 
Cooper, Hopkins, 8. I, Oates, 
Cowles, Hovey, O'Donnell, 
NOT VOTING—77. 
Allen, J.M. Davenport, Lodge, Sawyer, 
Anderson, A. R. Dibble, Macdonald, Spinola, 
on, Dunn, Maffett, Stewart, J. D. 
Bingham, Felton, McComas, Stockdale, 
Bland, Fitch, McCormick. ‘Taylor, E. B 
liss, Flood, McShane, Taylor, J. D. 
Blount, Ford, Merriman, Thomas, J. R, 
Bowden, Gaines, Mills, Thompson, A.C, 
Bowen, Gibson, Morgan, Townshend 
Brown, J. R. Glover, Nelson, Wade, 
Burnett, ff, Outhwaite, Weber, 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, Parker, Wheeler, 
Bynum, Guenther, Penington, White, J. B. 
Carleton, Herbert, Pete: Wilber, 
Clements, Hopkins, A. J. Randall, Williams, 
Cockran, . Houk, d, Wise, 
Compton, Ketcham, Rice, Woodburn. 
x, La Follette, ef 
Crisp, Iagan, Rome 
Cutcheon, Lawler, Rusk, 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
Mr. MANSUR. Iam authorized by the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. StocKDALE] to say that he has been unexpectedly called from the 


House, and is paired with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON]. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pairs will now be read. 
The following-named gentlemen were announced as paired until 


further notice: 


. Bynum with Mr. WEBER. 

. BURNETT with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

. CLEMENTS with Mr. KETCHAM., 

. McCormick with Mr. PENINGTON,. 

. GLOVER with Mr. GAINES. 

. RoGERS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

. HERBERT with Mr. GOFF. 

. COCKRAN with Mr. WHITE, of New York. 
. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 

. BACON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 


. CATCHINGS with Mr. HOUK. 

. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. BOWDEN. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. Romets. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. FELTON. 

. DIBBLE with Mr. GUENTHER. 

. OUTHWAITE with Mr. BINGHAM. 

. LAWLER with Mr. Burrerwortn. 

. Rusk with Mr. FITCH. 

. STOCKDALE with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
. Lyncn with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

. MILLS with Mr. McComas. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL JURISDICTION, INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1204) conferring civil 


jurisdiction in certain cases arising in the Indian Territory on the United 
States courts which now ormay hereafter exercise criminal jurisdiction 
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over said Territory; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PARIS EXPOSITION, 


Mr. BELMONT, by unanimons consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 83) accepting the invitation of the French Republic to take 
part in the international exposition to be held in Paris in 1889; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORAN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, reported a bill (H. R. 5445) making appropriations for the 
‘payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and,with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CASES FROM THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. TAULBEE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be authorized to refer to the proper 


committees of the House the bills now on the House Private CIA Repornn 
by the Court of Claims in the Forty-ninth Congress and brought forward, 


NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 


Mr. WILKINS. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lar order of business is the un- 
finished business of yesterday, and the Clerk will read the title of the 
pending bill. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1733) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to national-bank 
associations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The existing condition of the question 
is this: The yeas and nays have been ordered on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. The pending question is on the demand 
for the previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. WILKINS. I desire to make a proposition to the House, and 
will send it to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. WEAVER. There is no objection to its being read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; we do not objectif it does not de- 
prive us of any of our rights. 

Mr. WEAVER. Of course we give up none of our rights. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The understanding is, of course, that 
the proposition is read for the information of the House. 

Mr. WILKINS. I ask the Clerk to read it. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WILKINS] will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I ask unanimous consent that the vote dan gate the yeas and nays on order- 
ing the previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the pendin; 
bill be vacated and the motion withdrawn, and that debate allowed an 
amendments in order be offered, and the previous question on the bill and such 
then pending amendments be considered as ordered at 5 o’clock on the 
[the being left blank}. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask for the reading of the proposi- 
tion again. 

The proposition was again read. 

Mr. WILKINS. I wish to submit to the gentlemen who oppose this 
measure that they supply the blank. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How long does the gentleman propose 
to give? 

Mr. WILKINS. I propose that the debate shall close within a rea- 
sonable time. 

Mr. WEAVER. There is no use taking up the time of the House. 
We will exercise our rights, and want no intimation from the gentleman 
from Ohio as to what we ought to do. I object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask to present this proposition. I 
ask unanimous consent that the vote ordering the yeas and nays on or- 
dering the previous question on the engrossment and third reading of 
the pending bill be vacated and the motion withdrawn. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. WEAVER asked that the proposition be 


again read. 

The proposition of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, was read from the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this proposition? 

Mr. WILKINS. Ican not consent, unless some time in the future 
is fixed when this debate shall end. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How long does the gentleman propose 
to give? 

Mr. WILKINS. Within a week or ten days. I will say ten days. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I accept that proposition. 

Mr. WEAVER. I do notagree to that. Iwill not agree if the gen- 
tleman says thirty daye a 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let us declare, by unanimous consent, 
that the minority can always delay the legislation of this House. ~ 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘Those who are in favor of this bill, and are pressin 
it here, are the obstructionists. Here is a bill in favor of the Arem 
banks that you are trying to rush in to the exclusion of everything else 
which the people require. If gentlemen choose to place themselves in 
that position, they can do it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A question of consideration is pending. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let that proposition be read again. 

Several members demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I hope gentlemen will withdraw 
that demand, as we can probably arrange this matter. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understood the gentleman from Ohio to propose 
this: that he would consent to ten days’ extension for debate and 
amendment, provided at the expiration of that time there should be a 
vote on the passage of the bill. a i 

Mr. WILKINS. The gentleman is eorrect in that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is not my request. 

Mr. WILKINS. Iam perfectly willing to accord that time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is not included in my motion. 

Mr. WILKINS. I accept that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It was not my proposition. I pro- 

that the debate should continue for ten days—— [Cries of 
*‘ Regular order !??] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is out of order except by unan- 
imous consent. 

i Tne first question is, Will the House now proceed to consider this 
ill? $ 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 107, 
noes 57. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. WILKINS. It will save time to have the yeas and nays at once. 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 99, not . 
voting 99; as follows: 


YEAS—125. : 
Adam: Cothran, Howard, Perry, - 
Allen, 6. H. in, Hunter, Plumb, 
Allen, E. P. Cummings, Hutton, Pugsley, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Jackson, Rice, 
Atkinson, Dargan, Jones, Rockwell, 
Baker, C.S. Darlington, Kean, Rowell, 
Bayne, Davenport, Kennedy, Russell, G, A. 
Belden, vis, Laidlaw, Russell, J. E. 
Belmont, De Lano, Laird, Sawyer, 

k Dingley, Lehlbach, tt; 
Boothman, rsey, Long, Scull, 
Bound, Dougherty, Taman; Sherman, 
Bowen, Dunham, honey, Spooner, 
Breckinridge, WCP Elliott, Maish, Steele, 
Brewer, Ermentrout, Mason, Stewart, J. W. 
Brower, Farquhar, Mo s truble, 
Browne, T. H. B. Finley, McKenna, Thomas, G. M, 
Browne, T. M. Gallinger, McKinley, Thomas, 0. B, 
Brown, C0. E. Gear, erriman, Y, 
Bryce, Greenman, illiken, > 
Buchanan, Grout, Moffitt, White, J. B, 
Bunnell, Hall, Montgomery, White, S. V. 
Burrows, Harmer, Morrill, ickham, 
Butler, Haugen, Morrow, Wilkins, 
Campbell, Felix Hayden, Morse, Wilkinson, 
Caswell, Hemphill, Nichols, Williams, 
Catchings, Henderson, D. B, Oates, Wilson, Thomas 
Clark, Hiestand, O'Donnell, Yardley, 
Cogswell, Hires, O'Neill, Charles Yost. 
Collins, Hitt, Osborne, 

Conger, Hopkins, 8. T. Parker, 
Cooper, Hovey, Patton, 

NAYS—99. 
Abbott, Enloe, Mansur, Seney, 
Anderson, A. R. Fisher, Martin, Shively, 
Anderson, C. L. Foran, Matson, Simmons, 
Anderson, G. A. Forney, McAdoo, . Smith, 
Anderson, J. A. Fuller, McClammy, Snyder, 
Baker, Jehu Gest, McCullogh, Stew: Charles 
Bankhead, Glass, MeMillin, Stone of Ky. 
Barnes, Grimes, McRae, ey, 
Blanchard, Hare, McShane, Taulbee, 
Blount, Hatch, Joore, Thompson, T, L. 
Brumm, Henderson, J.S. Neal, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Hogg, Newton, Townshend, 

on, Holman, Nutting Turner, E, J. 
Caruth, Hopkins, 8. I. O’Ferrall, Turner, H. G. 
Cheadle, Hudd, O'Neill, J. J. Wade, 
Chipman, Johnston, J.T. Outhwaite, Walker, 
Clardy, - Kerr, Owen, Washington, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Payson, Weaver, 
Compton, m, l, Wheeler, 
Cowles, La Follette, Phelan, Whiting, J. R. 
Crisp, Lane, Pid Whitthorne 
Culberson, Lanham, anon Wilson, W. L. 
Davidson, A. ©. Latham, bertson, Wise, 
Davidson, R. H. M, Tomen, Rowland, Yoder. 
Dockery, mald, ers, 
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NOT VOTING—99. 


Allen, J.M. Felton, Ketcham, Romeis, 
Bacon, pre Lagan, 
Barry, Fleod, IL Ryan, 
Biggs, Ford, Lawler, Wy 
Bingham, French, Lee, Sowden, 
were miaren Lind, ~ 
Boutelle, nes, Lodge, nger, 
Bowden, Gay, Maffatt, Stahlneeker, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, McComas, Stephenson, 
Brown, J. R. Glover, McCormick, ere, J.D. 
Burnes, off, McKinney, Stock z 
Burnett, Granger, ills, Stone of Mo. 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, Morgan, Symes, 
Bynum, Guenther, Nelson, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. E. Hayes, Vorw Taylor, J. D. 
Campbell, T. J Heard, O'Neall, J.H omas, J. R. 
er, Henderson, T.J. Penington, ‘Thompson, A. C. 
Cark Herbert, Perkins, 
Clements, Hermann, Peters, Vandever, 
Cockran, Holmes, Phelps, Warner, 
20, Hopkins, A.J Randall, Whiting, William 
5 opkins, A, J. g, 
Cu Houk. Rayner, Wilbur, 
Dibble, Johnston, T.D. Reed, 
Dunn, Kelley, _ Rogers, 


So the House determined to consider the bill. 

Mr. OATES. Task unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. 

A BuURNES with Mr, STONE, of Missouri, on this bill. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. SrAHLNECKER, on the bank bill. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. CUTCHEON, on this bill for EiS 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. WILBER, on the bank bill. If present, Mr. 
WILBER would vote for the bill, Mr. PERKINS against it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say that if I was not paired I would 
vote “‘ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs— 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House take a recess until 3 o'clock, 
when the special assignment comes up. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 17, 
noes 36. . 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. WEAVER and Mr. WILKINS were appointed tellers. 

The House again proceeded to divide. 

_ Mr. WILKINS (one of the tellers). Iask unanimous consent that 
this matter go over until to-morrow, and that the hour for the special 
order may be considered as having now arrived. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask unanimous 
consent that a recess be taken until 3 o’clock? 

Mr. RANDALL. Can not the special order fixed for 3 o’clock be 
proceeded with now hy consent? s 

Mr. WILKINS. That was my proposition. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I understand the Massachusetts delegation do not 
desire to commence the proceedings until 3 o’clock. 

` Mr. WEAVER. Then let us take the recess until 3 o’clock by unani- 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit that request to 
the House, 

Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the House (at 2 o’clock and twenty-five 
minutes p. m.) took a recess until 3 o’clock. 

PORTRAITS OF EX-SPEAKERS. 

‘The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 3 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 3 having arrived, the 
special order will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday, January 19, at 3 o'clock p. m., be set apart for the 
presentation to the House of Representatives of portraits of ex-Speakers Sedg- 
wick, Varnum, and Banks by the Commonwealth of usetts, and that 
upon that mn the committee of the executive council of that State be ad- 
mitted to the floor, 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, several years ago, when I was in official 
position in Massachusetts, Hon. George B. Loring, then a member of 
this body from that State, wrote me urging the propriety of its furnish- 
ing suitable oil paintings of the Speakers it had given to this House. 
No action was taken in the matter at that time. But the consumma- 
tion was not far off. When my colleague, Mr. ROCKWELL) entered 
the Forty-eighth Congress he sought, at first in vain, among the pìc- 
tures of the ex-Speakers of the House for one bearing the name of Theo- 
dore Sedgwick, who was Speaker in the Sixth Congress, and whose 
home was in that part of Massachfisetts which Mr. ROCKWELL now rep- 
resents. After persistent inquiry he ascertained that one of the then 


unnamed pictures hanging in the adjoining lobby was the object of his 
search. He wasaided in his investigation by Mr. Clark, the Architect 
of the Capitol, who two years later, as a result of a conversation be- 
tween them, addressed to him the following letter: 
ÅRCHITECT’S OFFICE, U.S. CAPTTO; 
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1888, 


DEAR Sie: As relates to the portraits of the Massachusetts Speakers of the 
United States House of Representatives, I have the honor to state that the por- 
trait of Speaker Winthrop, recently presented by certain citizens of Massachu- 
setts, is a work of art worthy of the place it holds and the person it represents. 
That of Speaker Banks, though an oil painting, is on paper, and in a decaying 
condition, Those of ick and Varnum are erayon drawings, quite be- 
neath criticism. 

I can not but entertain the Hopa that yourgreat State will follow the example 
of the State of Connecticut, and have painted by artists of repute portraits of 
its anm, Sedgwick, Varnum, and Banks, to grace this national collection. 

ery y, yours, 
EDWARD CLARK, 
Architect United States Capitol. 
Hon. F. W, ROCKWELL, 
House of Representatives. 
The following memorial to the authorities of Massachusetts was the 
next step: 
WAsHINGTON, D, O., February 16, 1886, 


The undersigned, Representatives from the State of Massachusetts in tho 
Forty-ninth Co respectfally represent that in the collection of the por- 
traitsof the §; ers of Lhe House of peprcecotecres of the United States, those 
of ers ick, Varnum, and | ks are unworthy of the place they 
hold, one being ina g condition, and the others crayon drawings in- 
differently exeeuted. They therefore earnestly pray that measures will be 
taken by the authorities of the State which they have the honor to representin 
perp a bras a A A Vex for God A A ee Capitol portraits 
of Speakers ie! arnum, an y ts of repute, 
as in the case of Speaker Winthrop. 
R. T. DAVIS. 


JOHN D. LONG. 


. CO 
E. D. HAYDEN, 
H. B. LOVERING. 
E? F. STONE. 
CHAS, H. ALLEN, 
FREDERIOK D. ELY. 
W, W. RICE. 
WM. WHITING. 
FRANCIS W. ROCKWELL. 

We have had no recent opportunity of examining the portraits of the distin- 
guished gentlemen referred to. Fully confiding, however, in the judgment of 
the d: in the House of Representatives as to the pictures referred to, we 
concur in their desire. 

H. L. DAWES. 
GEO. F. HOAR, 

This letter and memorial were presented to the governor of Massa- 
chusetis, who transmitted both to the senate and house of 
atives of that Commonwealth, recommending the subject to their favor- 
able consideration andaction. The Massachusetts Legislature promptly 
responded by passing the following resolve, which was approved April 
1, 1886: - 

Resolved, That the governor and council be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and requested to have furnished for the national Capitol at Washington, D. O., 
worthy pons of Speakers Sedgwick, Varnum, and same to be 
painted by some artist or artists of skill and repute, and to correspond in merit 
with that of Speaker Winthrop, already in the collection. 

Under the authority of this resolve the governor and council em- 
ployed Edgar Parker, of Boston, to paint a portrait of Theodore Sedg- 
wick, from an original by Stuart, in the possession of the Sedgwick 
family, in Stockbridge, Mass. 

‘They purchased of a great grandson of the Speaker of the Tenth and 
Eleventh Congresses a portrait of Joseph Bradley Varnum. It is acopy 
painted by Charles Loring Eliot more than thirty years ago. The 
original was done by an artist whose name isnotascertained. Theeopy 
wasintended, when made, for the national Capitol, but the original in- 
tention seems to have been abandoned. 

They employed R. W. Yonnoh, of Boston, to paint a-portrait of the 
Speaker of the Thirty-fourth Congress, Nathaniel Prentiss Banks, from 
life, representing him, however, as of the age at which he was Speaker. 

The artists have finished their work. The portraits are here, having 
been brought to Washington under the charge of Messrs. Bourne, John- 
son, and Locke, a committee of the executive council of Massachusetts, 
appointed by Governor Ames to present them to the National Govern- 
ment, and now, by the courtesy of the Honse, present on its floor. 
Speaking for them and for the ancient Commonwealth whoss gift they 
bring, I present tothe national House of Representatives these ** worthy 
portraits’? of SpeakersSedgwick, Varnum,and Banks, With thepaint- 
ing of Winthrop, already here, they are speakers still for the State and 
for the Union, to which the men whose faces they picture rendered 
high and honorable service. I trust that other States, following the 
example of this day, will array beside these portraits worthy portraits 
of their own distinguished sons who have held the same office, and who 
deserve, as Massachusetts thought hers deserved, more permanent and 
artistic memorials than those which have hitherto hung upon the ad- 
joining walls. 

It is fitting, Mr, Speaker, that Ileaveto my colleagues who represent 
the several distriets in which lived the Speakers whom Massachusetts 
has given to the chair you occupy the appreciative words which this 
occasion demands in their behalf; but Ican not forbear toadd in asingle 


1888. 


sentence that their fame and service are limited to no district in that 
historic Commonwealth, but are hers, associated with her common glory; 
hers, not as she stands alone, but as she stands and has stood and will 
stand, as a part of that Union which, under her construction of its Con- 
stitution, has been tried and not found wanting in power to preserve its 
own integrity, to establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide 
for the common defense, promote the and secure the 
blessings of liberty for ourselves and our posterity; hers, too, proud | wa: 
mother as she has been of so many other statesmen, soldiers, scholars, 
orators, poets, and patriots who have loved, Rones; and served their 


country. 

Could you, sir, like Virgil’s man, cross the stream and walk the 
fields, as at some time you will—may it be late alike with 
you and with him whose place by reason of his illness you oceupy this 
day—you would see them there—Sam Adhms and John; Otis and 
Quincy and Hancock; Warren, his patriot blood spouting hot from his 
gaping wound; the swart, mighty brow of Webster, bent over the open 
pages of the Constitution: the nervous figure of Choate; the graceful 
pen of Everett; Longfellow, dreaming of the banks of the Charles; 
and Sumner; and Phillips, calm in his merciless scorn of in- 
justice, walking arm "and arm with the fiery Andrew, no Greek or 
Trojan helmets on their heads, but in their hands the broken shackles 
of a slave and the olive branches of the restored peace and union of their 
eountry. Only shadows. Only pictures, such as these we bring to- 

day—mute, but forever eloquent. [Applause.]} 
Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, in the Fiftieth Congress we reeall 
the eminent public service of a gentleman who was in the First Con- 


gress. 

Theodore Sedgwick won a high position in the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, in the councils of the Federal party, andin Congress. A 
manofintegrity, fidelity, and capacity, he leads a lineof well-equipped 
Western Massachusetts men who have been honored, not alone by mer- 
ited promotion at home,“but who have been intrusted in the Congress 
of the United States with the high duty of framing, shaping, defend- 
ing, maintaining the dignity, power, and humanity of a beloved coun- 
try. When he entered the First Congress he brought talent and ex- 
pane Educated at Yale, entering the Massachusetts bar (April, 

768) when searce twenty, we find him at thirty an aide to General 
Thomas in the expedition to Canada (1776), and afterward procuring 
supplies for the Continental Army. He represented the old town ot 
Sheffield in the Massachusetts general court, both before and after the 
Revolution. _ His votes are recorded as a delegate in the Congress of the 
Confederation in 1786 (June 1 to August 22) and in 1788 (April 4 to 
September 3). In the winter of 1787 at home he aided in suppressing 
the Shays insurrection. In 1788 he was also a representative from 
Stockbridge to the Massachusetts State convention that adopted the 
Federal Constitution, a course he strongly advocated in the convention. 
The same year he was speakerof the Massachusetts house of repre- 
sentatives. 

He served in the First, Second, Third, and Fourth Congresses in the 
House until he was appointed from the Fourth Congress as an United 
States Senator to succeed Caleb Strong, presenting his credentials on 
December 21, 1796. On June 27, 1798, he was elected President pro 
tempore of the Senate, serving until July 19. Returned to the House 
= PAPEI CIOE, he was elected Speaker, serving till March 

1 

In 1802, Massachusetts, who appreciates faithful public service, placed 
him in her supreme court, where he remained until his death, in his 
sixty-sixth year. Thus a life beginning in 1746 and ending in 1813 
was filled with usefulness and crowned with honor. Thus it appears 
that he served in two Congresses under the Confederation and in the first 
six Congresses after the adoption of the Constitution, under our present 
representative Republic. Heserved during the two administrations of 
Washington and under that of John Adams. 

He took his seat in the First Congress, held in the city of New York, 
on June 15,1789. He served in the held at Philadelphia, 
and was there Speaker in the first session of the Sixth. When the sec- 
ond session of the Sixth Congress opened its sitting in the new Federal 
city of Washington he was the presiding officer (November 17, 1800). 

He lived and was deeply interested in the stirring times 
and during the Revolution and throughout the formative period of the 
Republic. He was in the midst of affairs when the Articles of Confed- 
eration were agreed upon (1777); when the ninth State adopted the 
Constitution (1788). 

Mr. Sedgwick believed in a firm government. His speeches indicate 
it. He believed in the Republic. His distrust of the capacity of the 
people for self-government as intimated by his distinguished daughter, 

Catherine, I believe, on careful comparison with his public utter- 
ances, to be overdrawn. Logical and lucid, elegant in expression, and 
with the dignity of a gentleman of the old school, he proved by his 
speeches that Congress is a house of work for intellectual men. The 

- speeches of that day indeed disclose a grand grasp of ideas, a philosoph- 
ical reasoning second only to the good judgment, S A ma 

thought of the framers of the Constitution itself. In those 
ick bore a conspicuous part. He was a well-grounded and 


Mr. 8 
. ready de . The day after taking his seat in the First Congress he 
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maa in the debate upon the question of allowing the head of the pro- 
posed department of foreign affairs to be removable by the President, 
urging his position by illustration, logic, and marked ability. This po- 
sition of a sound reasoner, an eloquent debater, he steadily maintained. 
His speeches disclose a familiarity with subjects then before Congress 
that mark him as a man of intellect, of great research, comprehension, 
~ able to meet, grapple with, and conquer difficulties ina practical 


With constitutional ardor he became a leader of his party. His re- 
lations with the leading men of his day were intimate and confidential. 
In the works of Alexander Hamilton appear a few of his letters and 
the replies received to them. Indeed, the last political letter written 
by Hamilton, the day before his death, was directed to Judge Sedgwick. 
His was the Federalism of fhe Hamiltonian era—‘‘an honest faith, a pa- 
triotic, true-hearted, and high-minded one.”’ 

His learning, integrity, impartiality, and courtly bearing made him 
as a judge honored and respected, worthy tte high | Sosia Massachu- 
setts had conferred upon him. 

Judge *s private life was passed ‘anid the sg ens me 
of Berkshire. Here he lived in republican simplicity, 
generous hospitality. The tributes of his children Tile he lived aad 
after his death disclose the loving relations that mark the true home. 
His care and guidance impressed his character and attainments on his 
children’s children. $ 

The town of Stockbridge, the county of Berkshire, the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, will ever cherish the memory of his life and 
eminent publie serviee. Standing here to-day, representing the district 
in which he lived, the bar at which he practiced, a family of the neigh- 
borhood that has witnessed and known his career, I admit a peeuliar 
personal delight in the occasion of the presentation of this portrait. 
His was a masterful personality. His life was one of high and suc- 
cessful endeavor; it presents a charm and an inspiration. With ‘‘the 
old Massachusetts paper,” “‘we leave it to the skill of the exquisite 
artist to complete a picture which, if a faithful resemblance of the 

ean not fail to engage the attention and produce the delight ot 


posterity.” [Applause.] 
GENERAL JOSEPH BRADLEY VARNUM. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, almost a century in 
the busy growth and active life of this nation has passed since General 
Joseph Bradley Varnum, of Massachusetts, presided as Speaker over 
the deliberations of this body, and on this day the old Commonwealth 
once more calls attention to the early days of our national life, as she 
hangs.upon the walls of the nation’s Capitol this truthful ta- 
tion of one who characterized a type, in our early struggles, that the 
thousands of American citizens coming to this place, as to a shrine, 
shall here find, in honored the likenesses of those men whose 
heroie traits of character added so much to our national greatness, as if 
woven into the web of our national life in its first weaving, forming 
beautiful tapestry, to educate and delight. 

So far removed in time, from the subject of these remarks, an epitome 
of his life will serve the purpose of the occasion, if from it we may 
draw a lesson, applicable to modern times. 

On January 29, 1750, General Varnum was born in the town of 
Dracut, Mass., where his ancestors had settled in 1664, and where his 
deseendants still dwell. 

A delightful village onthe banks of the charming Merrimac, which, 
having its source a the White Mountains of New Hampshire, 
flows between beautifully wooded banks, with varying interest, down 
to the sea; pausing in its busy way to turn millions of cotton-spindles, 
and blending the musie of its own easy-flowing rhythm with the hum 
of the looms on which are being woven, day by day, the garments of 
the Oriental. Amid pastoral scenes the most delightful, this rugged 
man had his early life, and among such associations were formed those 
habits of thought, that simplicity of character, that ardent patriotism, 
thatintense zeal, which characterized the youth of that historie section 
and made possible that sudden arming and gathering,which found 
the men of Hiddlesex County, on that Historie April morning, at the 
bridge at Concord, to inaugurate the great struggle of the Revolution, 

this nation was to arise. He was the Younger of two 
brothers, both of whom became conspicuous in the history of their 
country. 
At the age of eighteen he was commissioned captain by the commit- 
tee of the Colony of Massachusetts Bay, and in 1787 colonel by the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In 1802 he was made brigadier, and 
in 1805 major general of the State militia, holding the latter office at 
his death in 1821. His love of military affairs commenced early, and 
continued through a long and useful life. 

From 1780 to 1795 he was a member of the house of repre- 
sentatives and senate of Massachusetis, and in 1787 and 1795 served 
as a member of the governor’s council. From 1795 to 1811 he was a 
member of the national House of Representatives, during which time 
he was chosen Speaker two terms—from 1807 to 1811—having been 
the immediate predecessor of Henry Clay. From 1811 to 1817 he was 
United States Senator from Massachusetts, having been elected in op. 
position to Timothy Pickering, and he was President pro tempore of 
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Senate, and Acting Vice-President of the United States, from December 
6, 1813, to April 17, 1814. He was a member of the State convention 
to ratify the Federal Constitution in 1787, and that of 1820 to revise 
the constitution of Massachusetts, and was the presiding officer in the 
absence of Presidents John Adams and Chief-Justice Parker. He was 
an authority in that convention on parliamentary rules and military 
affairs. In 1813 he ran as candidate for Governor of Massachusetts 
against Caleb Strong, the incumbent of that office, but was defeated— 
the only political defeat of his life. 

General Varnum was among the earliest patriots of the Revolution, 
having raised and commanded, as captain, a company of minute-men 
from his native town, which participated in engagements in Rhode 
Island and New York. He was with General Sullivanin Rhode Island, 
and was present with his company at the surrender of Burgoyne at 
Saratoga, in October, 1777, and convoyed the German prisoners of war 
to Boston. For his assistance in putting down Shays’s rebellion, in 1787, 
he received a personal letter of thanks from General Benjamin Lincoln, 
commanding the State forces. In politics (unlike his brother,General 
James M. Varnum, of Rhode Island, who was a Federalist) he was a 
Democrat, and a strong and consistent supporter of the administration 
of Jefferson, and was the latter’s personal adviser and friend. After 
his retirement, in 1817, from the National Congress, he was again chosen 
to represent his district in the State Legislature; and when he died, 
September 21, 1821, he was the senior member of the senate of Massa- 
chusetts—thus having for over thirty years been in continuous public 
service, twenty-two of which were spent at the national capital. 

He left a valuable correspondence with Jefferson, Madison, the elder 

. Adams, Elbridge Gerry, and the eminent men of his day. The sim- 
plicity of his life and character nowhere appear to greater advantage 
than in his direction for his funeral—that there should be no military 
or civic display, but that he should be buried from his farm-house and 
atténded by his friends and neighbors. Iam indebted for many of the 


above data respecting his life to the courtesy of his grandson, Mr. John, 


M. Varnum, now residing in Cambridge, Mass. 

But any mere picture, however famous the artist or excellent the 
production, falls short of its purpose in this connection, unless from it, 
U Americans, we can draw some lessons useful to us in our national 
life. j 

In these hurly-burly days of great activity in political matters, we 
are apt to lose sight of the paramount interest of the state in the press- 
ing demands of personal politics, and it does us good to turn aside from 
the beaten path, and climb the elevation at hand; where we can over- 
look the small matters of immediate detail, and take a broad and com- 
prehensive view of our great affairs. The days of General Varnum 
were, in their way, the crucial period in the history of our country. 
They marked the separation from the mother country, the setting up 
of the new nation, the daily meeting of new propositions to be decided 
with sound sense, prudence, and caution, and they exacted from those 
who had to deal with them wide experience and information, sim- 
plicity of purpose, a profound love of country, and an entire faith in its 
great future. And it seemed as if Providence, in the rearing of our 
early patriots, prepared a people for the new life and new conditions. 
In other lands the theory of government had been based upon the 
divine right, and liberty-yearning people everywhere, were casting 
about for some spot, where the experiment of a government based upon 
human rights and human equality, could be attempted. Toward our 
shores the tide of emigration had settled. Sturdy, resolute men and 
women had come hither. The bleak and dreary snow-covered hills 
and plains, the fog-enveloped, rock-bound coasts of New England 
seemed in their almost forbidding harshness to invite men who had the 
fire of liberty burning in their hearts, and among surroundings the 
most disheartening, upon these shores, determined men mapped out 
the future of this country. 

In the hill towns of New England the very air was freighted with the 
purposes of the people, and the greater the obstacles to be surmounted, 
the more enduring and useful the lesson taught. 

Behind these people was the great story of the English-speaking 
race, with its excellences to imitate, its vices to shun; and the greater 
the difficulties, the grander the character developed. 

Just as on some bleak and barren waste, where the blasts of winter 
- sweep and rage with relentless fury, now and then one sees standing 
fair and stately, some massive tree, stronger of trunk, broader of limb 
than is wont to be, developed the more by the very elements with 
which it contends, so in New England were developed those strong 
characteristics of a freedom-loving people, broad enough to embrace all 
who loved their country, and strong and elastic enough, though they 
bend and swing beneath tremendous pressure, to rise again to the same 
stately and commanding dignity of spirit. : 

Inviting the fullest and widest discussion, the broadest liberty, yet 
with a quiet dignity, and a superb conservatism, placing the limit— 
the dead-line of discussion—where personal liberty is threatened, or 
the sacredness of person or property menaced. That was the spirit of 
New England, always aggressive, and that, in my judgment, is the act- 
ive underlying .principle of our’ Government, which must ever move 
and control. No limit to theories or ‘‘isms’’ until they approach, in 
their tendencies, the overthrow of Government, the rights of property, 


or the lives of persons. Of such a people was General Varnum, and his 
life is but the working out, in one man, the essence of this principle. 
From him down, the same spirit animates our citizens, whether they 
make their path through Northern climes, or whether the warm sun of 
the Southern latitudes finds them toiling still. It is the love of coun- 
try. The nation first, then the individual, but the aggregate of the in- 
dividual weal,the highest honor of the nation. Thisis the spirit which 
has controlled our countrymen, whether in Faneuil Hall, or Independ- 
ence Hall, or wherever patriots have gathered; it has been this banner 
of human right and perfectequality of all before the law which has been 
lifted up in the sight of all men—that golden symbol—that whosoever 
looketh upon, liveth, 

And here is the lesson, and here I leave it. As this painting shall 
hang upon yonder wall in the years to come, so may its presence recall the 
heroic struggles through which we have passed asa nation, the difficul- 
ties and dangers still menacing us, and may the contemplation of these 
earlier patriots, in their earnestness of pu and simplicity of char- 
acter be a lesson and an inspiration to all, drawing men continually to- 

ther as members of the same country, and teaching us all to take a 

igher and more ennobling view of our dutiesas citizens of this great Re- 
public. [Applause. 

Mr. COLLINS. r, Speaker, it has been deemed by the repre- 
sentatives from Massachusetts in this House not only fitting, but, in- 
deed, essential to the completeness of this day’s ceremony, that at least 
a reference should be made to the eminent citizen of that Common- 
wealth who graced the Speaker’s chair some forty years ago. 

During the session of the Forty-seventh Congress his portrait was 
presented and received here in words so true and appropriate, so clearly 
estimating his character and weighing his work, that, though the 
gracious task is allotted to me, I refrain from an extended analysis of 
either. Yet I can not, as a citizen of that great State, a State proud 
of the achievements of all her sons and sensitive as a mother of praise 
and blame, let the hour pass without asking you again to recognize 
and appreciate the space that Robert C. Winthrop so superbly filled. 

If Virginia is the mother of Presidents, Massachusetts is the cradle 
of Speakers. Of the thirty-six who have presided over the House of 
Representatives four have come from that Commonwealth. My col- 
leagues have portrayed the characters of the other three distinguished 
gentlemen, and the qualities of head and heart that won and justified 
the favor of their associates. They served their State and the ltepublic 
with ability, honor, and patriotism. To whatever parties we are at- 
tached and whatever traditions guide, bind, or affect us, we men of 
Massachusetts are as one in our respect for our stainless fellow-citizens 
who have filled that chair. 

Worthy among the best, or best among the worthy, was Speaker Win- 
throp. e came equipped for service as few men come to the House. 
He was carefully and thoroughly educated; free from the cares that 
oppress the struggling beginner, with six years’ experience as a legisla- 
tor and parliamentarian, he arrived in time to match his mind in de- 
bate with the ablest men the Republic has honored with its suffrages. 
In a recent publication due credit is given to his great capacity as an 
orator, but his power as a debater is more than questioned. Men yet 
live whoserved with him, notonly here, but in other deliberative bodies, 
and "their testimony is that he not only excelled all others in grace and 
force of diction in what may be termed ‘‘set speeches,” but he stood level 
with the great debaters of the time. We need not seek, however, evi- 
dence from outside. The printed record which from day to day ex- 
presses the hot extemporaneous thought of our legislators does fall 
justice to him. He was a great debater as well as an accomplished 
rhetorician. Called to the Speaker’s chair in a stormy epoch, heserved 
with rare grace, felicity, and firmness. It is worth remarking that he 
had the privilege of placing Abraham Lincoln, in the only Congress in 
which he ever served, upon a committee which helped, to extend the 
postal system into the then far West. In the chair he guided the House, 
as a Speaker can, with prudence, firmness, and great wisdom. He left 
our active legislative life at an age when most men aspire to enter it, 
only to contribute in other ways to the common weal and to the enrich- 
ment of our literature. In serene and graceful old age he still remains 
to remind us of all that is just and honorable, true and intellectual, of 
that group of statesmen that clearly saw the forming of the great cloud 
and knew its fearful portent. The cloud has come and gone, and in 
another way the air is free; but we owe our acknowledgments to men 
like him who sought to dissipate it in peace. 

His masterly oration at Yorktown and his more recent utterances in 
this Hall will live as models of eloquence and fortunate analysisof char- 
acter as long as our institutions that he did so much to conserve shall 
endure. [Applause. ] 

Task to supplement my remarks by having read a letter written to 
me by Hon. Julius Rockwell, the father of a member on this floor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LENOX, MAss., January 16, 1888. 


My Dear Sime: I learn from the newspapers that you are expected to make 
some remarks at an early day in the House of Representatives in relation to Mr, 
Winthrop, a former Speaker of the House. 

In the first volume of Mr. Blaine’s “Twenty Years of Congress,” at the sey- 
enty-third page, in what purports to be a summary of the character of Mr. Win- 
throp as a public man, this sentence occurs: “Asan orator he was always grace- 
ful and effective, but never took high rank in the House as a debater,” . 
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I think this sentence, unintentionally of course, fails essentially in justice to 


Mr. Winthrop. I served with Mr. Winthrop in the Twenty-eighth, Twenty- 
ninth, and T eth Congresses, in the House of Representatives. Thad been 
with him previously in the house of representatives of Massachusetts, in the 


years of 1835, 1836, and 1837, and have heard his speeches on many (ponis occa- 
sions. The value of such books as that of Mr. Blaine, and of the opinions 
therein expressed upon such a subject, must depend greatly upon the oppor- 
tunity which the author has had to observe the continual conduct and character 
of debates. I think Mr, Blaine has never been associated with Mr. Winthrop 
in any deliberative assembly. I feel justified, therefore, and deem it a duty, on 
any proper occasion, to express a different opinion. Mr. Winthrop, while a 
member of the House, spoke upon many, I think most, of the important ques- 
tions then discussed. He not only made what may be called set speeches, in 
which he was always ful and effective, as Mr. Blaine says, but I think his 
utterances, as well in theseasin general debate, placed himin a very highrank 
as a parliamentary debater, and that such was the general opinion of his asso- 
eiates. During the Congress in which he was S er of the House his duties 
were performed to the universal satisfaction of all parties. Sofaras I can I wish 
to give my testimony especially to his high rank as a debater, and to assure 
you that tavza pE have quoted from Mr. Blaine is not justto Mr. Winthrop. 

I am sure you will pardon me for these suggestions, as Iam one of the few 

living who had these opportunities of observation. 
With great respect, your obedient servant, 

Hon, P. A. COLLINS, 

[Applause. ] 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Thirty-fourth Congress meton the 3d of Decem- 
ber, 1855. The House consisted of 234 members and 7 Territorial dele- 
gates, two new Territories having lately been formed, namely, Kansas 
and Nebraska. The Clerk of the House announced that a quorum had 
answered to theirnames,and a motion was made to proceed to the election 
of a Speaker. Then began one of the most memorable contests to elect 
a presiding officer of the House of Representatives known since the for- 
mation ofthe Government. The balloting continued day after day with- 
out an election, no candidate receiving a majority of the ballots. The 
debates which sprang up between the times of voting plainly expressed 
the temper of the public mind on the great question which agitated the 
country. It wasatimeoftransition. The old parties were disintegrat- 
ing; new ones were being formed; the question of slavery and freedom was 
uppermost in all minds, and this burning subject was forced to the front 
by the repeal of the compromises and the acts relating to slavery in the 
Territories. The passage of the Kansas-Nebraska bill had divided the 
party in power and had driven from it many sincere and earnest men 
opposed at heart to the institution of slavery; but love for the Consti- 
tution and reverence for the memory and acts of the fathers who framed 
that instrument had restrained them from the honest expression of hos- 
tility to that institution. Now, the barriers having been removed by 
the passage of these acts, the old struggle was renewed which from the 
earliest days had produced the fiercest and harshest debates and which 
shook the very foundation of thisGovernment. Theretofore men with 
this veneration for the Constitution had spoken of slavery reluctantly, 
with bated breath and with euphemistic phrase; but now men spoke 
boldly and with no uncertain sound on this dominant subject, and it 
was apparent that the country was dividing as never before. ‘The issue 
was being made and parties were forming which would bring this 
question to a final settlement, though then and later earnest efforts 
for conciliation and compromise were being made. The people of the 
country watched this contest of two months for Speaker with intense 
interest. 

On the 2d of February, 1856, and on the one hundred and thirty- 
third ballot, the House elected, by the plurality rule, Nathaniel Pren- 
tiss Banks, of Massachusetts, Speaker. Mr. Banks was born in Wal- 
tham, in that State, January 30, 1816. The cotton-mills of this town 
were about the first in the country to take raw matefial and make it 
into a fabric under one roof. His parents were in humble circum- 
stances and connected with the factory population. He attended the 
village school, and in early life entered the mills asan operative. Eager 
to learn, he was a great reader of the books in the library of the corpo- 
ration, and he studied hard and continuously, being his own teacher. 
A bright lad, he was apt, and ready in discussion, and evinced much 
skill and information in the village debating society. The training 
got here made him later a prominent figure in the town meetings, 
where his dignity and grace of manner, oratorical power, quickness 
and facility in debate, won him many a victory on questions of local 
government. These steps in training advanced him to the public plat- 
form, and he took part in the Presidential campaign of 1840, advocating 
the election of Martin Van Buren. He was a candidate for the general 
court, but was defeated seven times before he gained a seat in the Mas- 
sachusetts house of representatives. He was twice elected its speaker. 
He was president of the convention to revise the constitution, and was 
elected to the Thirty-third Congress asa Democrat. Elected to the 
Thirty-fourth Congress, “‘clothed,” in his own words, “with a ma- 
jority of 7,000, the largest majority, with a single exception, any man 
ever received in the political contests of Massachusetts. I may say, 
perhana, that I represent thestrongest anti-slavery district in the United 

ates. 

This was the elected Speaker of the Thirty-fourth Congress. Daring 
the contest, replying toa member, he said, “In my brief period of 
publie life, not altogether a quiet one, I have relied upon myselfalone. 

have done that, under all cireumstances, which my-conviction taught 
me to be right. ’’ One member spoke of him ‘‘as the very bone and 
sinew of Free-soilism. ”’ 


JULIUS ROCKWELL. 


On January 9, 1856, Mr. Dunn, of Indiana, appealed to Massachu- 
setts in these terms: 

I put it to you, men of Massachusetts, if the lesson of the past does not say, | 
concede a little? What is the teaching of your own great and glorious his- 
tory, whenever it has been manifest that your personal wishes stood in the way 
of the attainment of a great end which we were all struggling for? Look at the 
burning page that is before you, and read itsteachings. Let me ask in kindness, 
I beg me fcc what is written in the history of your own eventful and brilliant 
past? Eight years, almost one-eighth of the existence of our Government—your 
children have sat in the chair of the Speakership of this House. There was your 
Sedgwick, your Varnum, your Winthrop. And in the other end of the Capitol 
twelve years of Presidency have been yours. Your great Adams and your 
Gerry have been there. The seat of highest honor—the Chief Magistracy—the 
great father and the great son, the elder and the younger Adams, have occu- 
peara. ‘In our diplomatic relstions, your neme haa been registered in nearly 

. om. O: 
every court Upon earth “on pe KAri these honors, and have worn them 
well. They were yours by the highest title—merit. 

Mr. Knowlton, replying to this appeal: 

The place has seemed to seek the man, and not the man the place. It is not 
Massachusetts that comes here and asks the election of the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts as $ er, She,as a State, does not press it, although she 
eaek oer Vote le does not aren fe ho great mytris Of eedoen aroused 

le oes no 

AEON the length and breadth of the free States of the Union has laid her 
hand upon that honorable gentleman, and is asking that he may go up to 

that chair. And, so far as the West is concerned, so far as the pioneer pp t 
that dwells in the West is concerned—that spirit of energy which has led these 
men out into that land—where inall the Union can that spirit of inherentenergy 
find a more fit representative than in the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, for whom we vote? Sir, if I may be pardoned the ay sepa heisa 
man whose native-ene has broken through all the barriers that surrounded 
him, and he has raised himself to a position in the estimation of the free men of 
this nation of which any man on earth might well be proud. 

As the presiding officer of the greatest legislative body, the experi- 
ence acquired as moderator of the town meeting and as speaker of the 
Massachusetts house of representatives, fitted him admirably; and he 
gained a deserved reputation amongst all parties in the land. Of an 
erect figure, much dignity of manner; with a sonorous and attractive 
voice, untiring courtesy, fairness to all sides, he won the respect of the 
members, and ranks among the most successful of Speakers. , 

Elected to the Thirty-fifth Congress, he resigned, and was three times 
elected governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. During his 
administration the great institutions of learning and philanthropy, 
which that Commonwealth so zealously fosters and encourages, received 
his earnest attention. 

Her militia, under his direction, became efficient, and had no superior 
in any State. All classes of citizens joined in doing him honor. He 
won the applause of scholars, when he represented the State at the an- 
nual commencement of its oldest university, by his eloquent words and 
elegant diction, and he retained to the end of his term the confidence 
and affection of his people. 

During the civil war he commanded armies and great departments. 
The training of the soldier had not been his, but he was placed in high 
position, served faithfully and courageously, and was a prominent figure. 

After the close of the war he was elected to the Thirty-ninth, Fortieth, 
Forty-second, Forty-fourth, and Forty-fifth Congresses. Since then 
he has served the country in other places, and always honestly and 
with ability. 7 

This man of simple origin and scant education fitted himself by his 
own inherent strength and untiring industry to fill with credit any 
place within the gift of the people, and Massachusetts honors herself 
when she honors him whose steadfast integrity has always been con- 
spicuous and whose public services command the praise of all her 

ple. 

It would not be becoming in me to indulge too much in eulogistic 
speech. He would so counsel me. I have pointed out in a brief way 
to the Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress the public services of 
Massachusetts’ fonrth contribution to the Speaker’s chair. My honor- 
able colleague hasin eloquent words borne witness to the distinguished 
merits of Mr. Winthrop. These two men area striking illustration of 
our free institutions; the one the descendant of the first governor of 
Massachusetts Bay, the recipient of all she could give in education 
and culture; the other of limited education, of simple surroundin 
self-taught, have both occupied with equal ability the Speaker’s chair 
and shared in that great prize of a great people. 

Massachusetts to-day presents to the House of Representatives the 
portrait of Nathaniel Prentiss Banks, one of her honored sons, sprung 
from the plain people, from whose loins come the strength and pros- 
perity of the land. [Applause. ] : 

Mr. LODGE. It would be idle for me to attempt toadd to whathas 
been so eloquently said as to the Massachusetts Kepresentatives who 
have filled the high place of Speaker in this House. Yet I can not for- 
bear to say a few words as to one of the distinguished men whose por- 
traits Massachusetts to-day presents to the nation. I am led todo 
this by a strong feeling of personal regard and by an equally strong 
sense of many kindnesses. I have, however, still another motive. In 
that famous declaration of literary independence which Dr. Johnson ad- 
dressed to Lord Chesterfield he said, ‘‘ The notice which you have been 
pleased to take of my labors, had it been early had been kind; but it 
has been delayed till I am indifferent, and can not enjoy it; till I am 
solitary and can not impart it; till I am known and do not want it.” 
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The sentiment, with slight variation of phrase, is susceptible of wide 
application. We are too apt to give only criticism to the living man 
and reserve all our praise until he is dead. I do not mean by this the 
common praise that *‘ crooksthe pregnant hinges of the knee, that thrift 
may follow fawning,” nor that which is poured out at theshrine where 
the fancy or the folly of the hour makes it fashionable to worship. I 
mean the praise of those who have nothing to expect and which is of- 
fered to those who have nothing to give. . It is this which we are too 
ready to keep for the frigid lines of the epitaph or the obituary, when 
the heart which in life it might have stirred with pleasure is still and 
cold in death. We can certainly afford to praise a friend, when, as in 
the case of Mr. Winthrop, to whom I refer, his career as a public man 
has passed into history. It would seem, perhaps, too soon to say this, 
but itis not the lapse of time that has made historical the events of 
forty years ago. There is the gulf of a civil war between that time 
and this, and the mighty conflict which divided States and altered con- 
stitutions, which obliterated parties and swept social systems into ruin, 
has pushed into the domain of history men and events which by a 
mere counting of years would still belong to the present. 

Turn to the pagesof the Congressional Globe, which record the doings 
of the Thirtieth Co: and run youreye down the listof committees 
appointed by Mr. Winthrop. It isa somewhat sobering exercise, for 
the names are for the most part mere names and nothing more. Some 
few are famous; some are remembered, and most forgotten. Thereare 
** some with lives that came to nothing, some with deeds as well un- 
done.” Butif you scan the list closely you will find, as one of the 
gentlemen who preceded me said, last but one, on the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, thenameof Abraham Lincoln. Try to 
realize what that name meant then, and think what it means to this 
country and to mankind to-day, and then comes a very sharp percep- 
tion of how far the Thirtieth Congress has into history. 

Mr. Winthrop filled the office of Speaker with ability and impartial- 
ity, as well as with the grace and courtesy for which he has ever been 
conspicuous. It isnot my purpose, nor is it necessary, after what has 
been said to-day and on a previous occasion, to trace his public career 
either before orafter that period. Idesire simply tospeak of himsince his 
retirement from public life. Whatever his feelings may have been at 
the ending ofa political career of unusual promise and success, he never 
swerved from that honorable service of the public which for two hun- 
dred and fifty years has been the habit and tradition of hisrace. As 
president of the Massachusetts Historical Society for more than a quar- 
ter of a century he has done a great work for the preservation and pub- 


lication of our early historical records. By his writings he has largely | read 


contributed to American history. As president of the Provident Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, and of the Peabody Trustees he has labored long 
and earnestly for the reliefof poverty and suffering at his door, and for 
the spread of education throughout the country. His eloquence has 
graced many of our most memorable celebrations, and his orations at 
Yorktown and at the completion of the Washington Monument are 
still fresh in every one’s memory. 

With these simple allusions I must be content. I only desire to 
pra upon the record this slight personal tribute, not so much to the 

peakerof the Thirtieth Congressas to thescholar and historiar, to the 
orator and the philanthropist; above all, to the good citizen and the 
kindly gentleman. Massachusetts is proud to be represented in these 
latter days on.the honorable roll of the Speakers of this House by one 
who has added fresh luster to the name which she reveres as that of the 
founder of the Commonwealth, and also by the gray-haired soldier who 
has served both State and nation in the field and in civil life with so 
much patriotism and distinction. [Applause.] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, Ispeak under the impulse which the 
occasion immediately prompts. The State of Massachusetts presents 
the portraits of ex-Speakers Theodore Sedgwick, wha presided over the 
Sixth Congress; Joseph Bradley Varnum, who presided over the Tenth 
and Eleventh Congresses, and Nathaniel P. Banks, who presided over 
the Thirty-fourth Congress, to be placed alongside the portrait of Robert 
C. Winthrop, who presided over the Thirtieth Congress. I rise to offer 
aresolution accepting these portraits with the assurance, not only of this 
House but of others yet to sit here, they will be safely kept and treas- 
Massachusetts is affluent in her list of illustrious men who have added 
to her renown and that of our country. Theodore Sedgwick presided, 
as I have said, during the Sixth Congress. It was the Congress that 
sat Auning the last two years of Mr: John Adams’s administration. He 
was a Federalist. “Joseph Bradley Varnum presided during the Tenth 
and Eleventh Congresses, and was, as has been said here to-day, a dis- 
ciple of Thomas Jefferson. His occupancy of that chair was during the 
stormy period preceding the second war of independence with Great 
Britain, from 1812 to 1815. Nathaniel P. Banks presided during the 
Thirty-fourth and it was the privilege of some of us to be here 
with him, not, perhaps, during his term as Speaker, but subsequently, 
and therefore we know better of him and are able to speak with more 


ty. 
Mr. Banks, to my mind, was a typical American. He came from the 
mill to preside over the deliberations of a body of men ting a 
country that to-day is without a superior. Mr. Banks in the discharge 


of that duty, and in his whole career, has given to us an example which 
teaches us the strength of our institutions, and their justice and im- 
partiality, and demonstrates to American youth the truth that by in- 
dustry, by perseverance, by energy and will power, the field is open 
for them tooccupy almost any station to which those qualities of char- 
acter can advance them. d itis because we have such a Govern- 
ment, affording such opportunities, we have been blessed with results 
commanding the admiration of the leading intellectual statesmen of 
civilization. 

Soon after I entered this House, now more than a quarter of a cen- 
tury ago, I came to consider that that office which you, sir, now tem- 
porarily hold was the highest office within the reach of an American 
citizen; that it was a grand official station, great in the honors which 
it conferred and still greater in the ability it gave to impress upon our 
history and legislation the stamp of trath, fairness, justice, and right. 

And, sir, there is a iar reason why these early Speakers who 
have occupied that chair are entitled to have what they did ever to be 
remembered, and their history never to be forgotten. They gave to 
the nation in its early years, after its organization, and when it came 
to be practically tested, a direction, force, strength, and success rarely 
equaled, and certainly not surpassed, by any government of the pastor 
present time. ; 

When it fell to my fortune to occupy the Speaker’s chair, I realized 
how true was my idea-of the position and its possibilities; and I do not 
believe there is any one worthy of being mentioned in connection with 
it, who, the very instant he takes it, will not become so broad and gen- 
erous in the scope of his political vision as to act regardless of individ- 
ual and personal consequences, and only for the best interests of the 
American people as his judgment shall dictate. 

Public men in the United States, I am sorry to say, have few rewards 
or emoluments in return for the strain, the exacting labor, and the 
worry of public service; and yet the fact should be always keptin sight 
that the people do not always forget the good which their Representa- 
tives take part in doing; and I am sure I express the sentiment of all 
of us here when I say that it is a great incentive to exertion in the dis- 
charge of our duties to know our labors and services are not ignored or 
cast into oblivion. In the caseof these eminent public servants they 
have been held in veneration for what they did in the past; and for the 
future, by the gift of the State of Massachusetts, their portraits will 
adorn our walls to carry down to ity their well-earned and well- 
deserved fame. [Great applause. 

I now send up a resolation of acceptance, which I ask the Clerk to 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That this House has received with | Pp robamocmning 3.0 the portraits of 
Hon, Theodore Sedgwick, Speaker of the Sixth Congress, Hon, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Speaker of the Tenth and Eleventh Congresses, and Hon. Nathaniel P. 
Banks, Speaker of the Thirty-fourth Congress, presented by the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, and will cause them to be placed and preserved among those 
of the other distinguished men who in times past have presided over the House 
of Representatives, 

[Applause. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to sec- 
ond the motion just submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania; 
and it is perhaps not altogether improper that the person s¢lected to 
second this resolution should be a Representative from the State of 
Kentucky. Without any purpose to say one word in honor of that be- 
loved State, whoge people know that I love her with a passionate idola- 
try, itis not un ming to say that in her history there is no more 
glorious page than that on which are written the names and the deeds 
of her sons who have filled the Speaker’s chair, and I to-day take ad- 
vantage of the absence of one of those sons to say that in impartiality 
and intellectuality the son who fills it to-day never had a superior. 
[Applause. ] 

It is rather a peculiar fact, sir, that one of the gentlemen whose por- 
trait we accept on this occasion was succeeded as Speaker by Henry 
Clay, of Kentucky, and another gentleman whose portrait we accept, 
Mr. Banks, himself succeeded Hon. Linn Boyd, of Kentucky; and 
if I may refer to so small a matter as a personal fact, my eldest son 
bears the name of a Kentucky delegate who voted twice to elect Gen- 
eral Varnum Speaker of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, as I meditated about what it might be proper to say 
this afternoon, the one great thought that continually arose in my mind 
was the contrast between to-day, when this representative body legis- 
lates for sixty millions of free men and for a country stretching from 
ocean to ocean, this day whose past is but the precursor of an ampler 
and nobler and more beloved future, and that day on which Theodore 
Sedgwick was born, a-hundred and forty-two years ago. If any one 
standing by the side of his humble cradle on that May day in New Eng- 
land could have looked down the corridors of time and beheld the radiant 
effulgence of this glorious period, and, with prophetic ken and poetic 
power, have given utterance to it, he would have been held an insane 
dreamer of wild and im ible dreams. 

The reality that has come to our ancestors and to ourselves outstrips 
all possible prophetic inspiration. And if we could widen the contrast 
and take in the whole English-speaking people, if we could measure 
the feebleness of that race of which we are a part, on thatspring day 
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those years ago, and see how to-day the uplifted cross, which has been 
carried in the hands of those who speak this marvelous tongue, has 
been permanently planted in every part of the globe, how the hot justice 
that marks our people and our civilizationis melting away the barbarism 
in every part of the heathen earth, and how, under the benign rays of our 
` Christianity, the fruits of nobler pul ree: and higher hopes are daily 

growing into magnificence—if we could do this, we would realize some- 
what of the duties which are committed by the very fact of inheritance 
toour hands, and the glory of the triumphs which await our children 
in the future, 3 

This contrast continually pressed itself upon me as I meditated upon 
the scene that was to be presented here this afternoon. Ina narrower 
sense each one of the periods marked by the terms of these three gen- 
tlemen is a historic period in our development. When John Adams 
gave way to Thomas Jefferson it was not merely the sequence of names 
in the dull chronology of office; it was something more than that. 
Without undertaking to defend or to attack the principles or the poli- 
cies of either of the two parties that had contended for mastery, I 
may be permitted to suggest that underneath the transient and com- 
paratively trivial contests and difficulties between those parties there 
were deeper causes of difference. The Jeffersonian party represented 
the spirit of annexation. It had turned its face towards the West. 
It had fixed its eyes upon the setting sun. It felt the throbbing 
pulsations of a new country, and, conscious of the pervasive power of 
free institutions, it felt that the arena upon which the future was to 
be worked out was the entire continent. Modes of government, con- 
structions of constitutions, the mere erystallizations of legislation, were 
not the true causesofdifference. Thatpolicy which had at its head Mr. 
Jefferson looked to the accomplishment of a world-wide republic. It 
aimed to found a form of government so flexible that two States could 
be harmonious under it, ora hundred States could be united and happy 
in its progressive power. Realizing that that growth could only beat- 
tained by setting aside the trammels that were sought to be pa upon 
the majestic limbs of this new mistress of the West, the followers of 
Jefferson changed not only the personnel of the Government, but the 
policies of the Government also, and when Theodore Sedgwick went out 
mh] Speaker’s chair a Jeffersonian Democrat went into the Speaker’s 

ir, 

Fifty years passed away. The annexation had been accomplished. 
The Mississippi no longer divided us. Our fathers had gone across the 
continent. The muniments of our title were blood-stained by the vic- 
tories of Buena Vista, and from VeraCruz to the city of Mexico. Grave 
questions arose as to what should be the future of this ocean-bound Re- 
public, and in the midst of the throes of the dying Whig party, in the 
midst of the changes that this very annexation produced, in the begin- 
ning of the consolidations that were to follow that disintegration, Massa- 
chusetts, who had lost leadership in 1801, stepped ready armed with all 
the culture that Harvard had given her, with all the heroic blood that 
poured through the veins coming from the Adamses and Quincys, witha 
generation equal to the generation of the Revolution—ay, superior in all 
the elements of true manhood and of lofty culture to that Revolution- 
ary generation—Massachusetts stepped to the front; and as the begin- 
ning of the leadership in that tremendous struggle, Nathaniel Prentiss 
roars, SENTA Speaker of the House of Representatives; and though 
Orr followed him, and though a Democrat was elected once more, yet 
practically from 1855 until 1875 the House of Representatives regis- 
tered the decrees of Massachusetts and the Republic of America fol- 
lowed the lead of the old Bay Commonwealth. Ido not exaggerate, 
Mr. Speaker, I think, when I say that from 1855 to 1875—whether it 
was for weal or for woe, whether it was wisely or unwisely done, men 
may differ and historians may dispute—but as a matter of fact Massa- 
chusetts led America and led her with an audacity and an aggressive- 
ness, with a skill and an eloquence, with a power and force that have 
never been sur in all the tide of time in the leadership of a 
great people. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, is this all of it? Is this the end of the chapter? Is 
this ceremonial about the past all that is to be said and all that is to 
enter our hearts on this early day of a new year? In some other hall, 
when the assembled representatives of many more millions are met to- 
gether to accept the picture of some other Speaker, some Speaker as 
earnest, as dutiful, as resolute as these, some Speaker such as the em- 
inent gentleman who has just preceded me [Mr. RANDALL], whose 
name honors the list of Speakers [general applause]—when some one, 
standing as I stand to-day, seconds the motion then to be made as I do 
the motion submitted to-day, may he not with more eloquent tongue 
felicitate himself and his country upon the added triumphs that he 
and his enjoy, that will have come down from this evening to that day? 

As we go away to-day from this scene the thought which in my 
heart is uppermost has a tinge of envy in it. I envy the little boy 
who, careless to-day of this transaction, may live to see the develop- 
ment of the next seventy years. I feel toward him a certain degree of 
jealousy that he will see so much more than we have seen. I am glad. 
Mr. Speaker, I did not live when Washington lived; I am glad I lived 
not when Warren fell at Bunker Hill; I am glad that I have lived in 
a later day, amid other generations, that thereby I became the inher- 
itor of all the accumulated glory, all the aggregated heroism, all the 


nameless and indescribable sacrifices that man has put forth from that 
day to this; and as I project myself into the future Ido not accept the 
olive branch that my friend from Massachusetts has held out to me, 
but, lovingly waving it aside, I take with outstretched hand his out- 
stretched hand, and I challenge Massachusetts to a nobler rivalry for 
higher p in that glorious future which I pray God to give those 
we love.. [Loud and long-continued applanse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the adoption 
of the resolution proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, 
RANDALL]. z : 

The resolution was adopted unanimously. 

Mr. RANDALL. I moye that the House now adjourn. 

The motion wasagreed to; and accordingly (at 40°clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

Under the rule private bills aid joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 3 

By Mr. BUTLER: A Joint resolution (H. Res. 84) authorizing the 
erection ofan inn at Fortress Monroe, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension 
to William H. Dowdall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 5447) granting additional pension to 
William Reddick—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5448) granting.a pension to Henry J. Alvis—to 


|. the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5449) for the relief of 
S. F. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 5450) for the relief of C. Au- 
gusta Urquhart—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 5451) for the: relief of Stephen 
Casey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 5452) for the relief of Emily J. Fardy— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 5453) for the relief of Henry East—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5454) granting a pension to Julia A. Tuckey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5455) granting a pension to Mary A. Mills—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5456) to increase pension of William M. Stewart 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5457) to increase, the pension of Frederick Engel- 


hardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5458) granting a pension to Julie Stirzel—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 5459) granting a pension to Michael 
Clarke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5460) granting a pension to Amelia J. Leavitt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 5461) granting a pension to 
Stephen Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5462) granting a pension to Edwin 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5463) granting a pension to Susan ©. Nelson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5464) granting a pension to Mehitabel A. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H; R. 5465) granting a pension to Jo- 
seph Goosey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 5466) granting a pension to John 
F. Coufer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 5467) granting a pension to Daniel 
Foreman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 5468) granting a pension to 
Charles W. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 5469) granting a pension to John 
Crapsey, father of Agelo M. Crapsey—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 5470) for the relief of Henry 
Rongey, of Van Buren, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5471) for the relief of Henry Schoen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5472) grantinga pension to Michael Zapp, of Cape 
Girardeau, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. Rt 5473) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Barber, of Sedgewicksville, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5474) for the relief of Martin Justice, of Laflin, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5475) for the relief of R. W. Barber—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5476) granting a pension to Christian Pope—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 5477) for the relief of James A, 


Murray—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 5478) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Ephraim Bova—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 5479) granting a pension to A. H. 
Jenks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, A 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 5480) for the relief of James Ire- 
dell Meares—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H; R. 5481) granting a pension to Sarah 
A. Vananda—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) granting a pension to Rachel Beck—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5483) granting a pension to Samuel H. Edwards— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 5484) granting a pension to 
Rufus N. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 5485) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 5486) for the relief of Ruth 
Frances, mother of James D. Prosser—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 5487) granting a pension to William 
R. Weimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 5488) +o’ increase the pension of 
Martha McKeown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 5489) for the reliefof Jacob Kagorise— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 5490) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Catharine Sinnott--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 5491) for the relief of R. B. Owen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 5492) for the relief of Mrs. E. G. Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5493) granting a pension to Mrs. E. G. Carter—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 3 

By Mr, ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 5494) for the relief of John T. Rober- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 5495) for the relief of Isaac Hodge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5496) for jthe relief ‘of Lincoln S. Jones, late a 
private Company H, Eighth Tennessee Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5497) for the relief of Josiah Mahoney—to the 
. Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 5498) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas H. Willis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 5499) granting an increase of pension 
to Frederick Augustin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of John P. 
Clum—to the Committee on Claims. _ ; 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 5501) granting a pension to War- 
ren Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 5502) granting a pension to James 
E. Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to Charles 
Walster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 5504) authorizing and directing 
the Treasurer of the United States to pay all members of the One hun- 
dred and eighty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, war of the 
rebellion, the balance of bounty due them, and fer other purposes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 5505) granting a pension to Ruth 
Collier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES; A bill (H. R. 5506) extending the period of limita- 
tion for claims for back pay to J. T. Foster—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: A bill (H. R. 5507) granting a pension to Julia 
E. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 5508) for the relief of George 
K. Otis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and 
Chicago Air-Line Railway Company the right to construct bridges over 
navigable water-courses—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5510) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5511) for the relief of L. H. Walker—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5512) to grant the right of way over the public lands 
in Alabama and Mississippi to the Cincinnati, Nashville and New 
Orleans Railroad—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 5513) for the relief of Henry 8S. 
Wishart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows : 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Narcisse Prudhomme, of Louisi- 


ana, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of William Bowman, for special-act 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of John F. Contee, for special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Elijah Killday, praying to be placed 
on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition and papers in the case of William Bean, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
with outline specification, for the erection of a monument in that city 
in memory of prison-ship martyrs of the American Revolution—io the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of George J. Kellogg and 17 others, cit- 
izens of Janesville, Wis., for reissue of fractional currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Joseph Goorey, for a special-act 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Julia Barnett, for payment of her war 
claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Paper to accompany House bill 157, for relief of 
Robert McNutt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 155, for relief of Dulcena Noel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of Hon. D. P. Markey and 10 others, for 
relief of James E. Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Mariah Dockery, of Etowah County, 
Alabama, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Statement of G. M. Ochiltree, to accompany House 
bill 4659—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Warren Page, for special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of George E. Crowell and 101 others, citi- 
zens of Brattleborough, Vt., asking for fractional currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of Harvey W. Brown, John Miller, and John W., 
Mooney, for increased compensation to letter-carriers—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, in 
favor of Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOVEY: Petition from the city of Evansville, Ind., for the 
erection of a marine hospital in said city—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of Susan Jerome, for additional pension 
legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of John T. Reeves and 61 others, citizens 
of the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania, against the admission of 
Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition and affidavit of Martha McKeown, for 
relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of Sarah A. Vananda, for a gidow’s 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of the executor of Joseph H. Maddox, 
of Maryland, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. É 

By Mr. O'FERRALL: Resolution of the General Assembly of Vir- 

inia, favoring an appropriation for adequate quarantine at or near Ca 
les, to prevent introduction of contagious diseases—to the Gone 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of E. E, Hillis, J. R. Linbury, and 346 
others, citizensof Pittsburgh, Kans., for a governmental system of teleg- 
raphy, tobe operated in connection with the Post-Office Department— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of Mrs. M. L. Stratton and 114 others, 
citizens of Wheaton, Ill., for the prohibition of the manufacture and 
sale of alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Colambia. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Frederick Waly, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of P. H. Philbin, with papers to accompany 
House bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : $ 

Also, petition of citizens of Baltimore, Md., for the abolition of the 
duty on salt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition to accompany abill for the relief of Mary 
O’Neill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Ella E. Gibson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Stephen Smith for special-act pension to accompany 
bill for his relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULL: Papers in the case of William Baley and James 
Fisher, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Emily J. Fardy, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Catharine Sinnott, widow of Patrick 
Sinnott, for special-act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also (by request), petition of Elizabeth Howell, for investigation of 
Insane Asylum in District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of Ruth Francis, mother of James 
D. Prosser, late private Company D, Sixty-third Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, for mother’s pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition and papers in the case of Chris- 
tian Leder, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of citizens of San Luis Obispo, Cal., 
for an adequate appropriation for the improvement of their harbor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Petition of John W. Shine and others, for 
the improvement of the Pinepog River, Michigan—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Papersin the case of estate of Lucien Goyaux; 
of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, and of Mary Shannon, administra- 
trix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BARRY: Of J. A. Wilkinson and others, of Sparta, Miss. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of A. P. Edwards and 54 others, 
and of James A. Calhoun and 53 others, of Louisiana. 

By Mr. BOWEN: Of Charles Thompson and others, of R. C. Rob- 
ertson and others, and of J. R. Lumkin and others, of Grantville, 
Ala. 
By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE (by request): Of citizens of Floyd, Dak., 
of Belverde, Tex., of Blocker, Ark., of Central Lake, Mich., of Mexia, 
Tex., and of W. S. Cash and others, of S. C. Sheppard and others, 
of Henry Swift and others, of Virginia, and of S. F. Carolan and others, 
of Long Ridge, Ark. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Of citizens of Fox, Mo. 
lee dies ROWLAND: Of citizens of Ghio, Richmond County, North 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 20, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN MINNESOTA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Secretary of 
the Interior of appropriations to fulfill agreements with Chippewa In- 
dians in Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF MOUTH OF BRAZOS RIVER, TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers, a report of the survey at the mouth of the Brazos River, in 
Texas; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MUSKINGUM RIVER, OHIO. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers in 
regard to the improvement of Muskingum River, Ohio; which was re- 
aor i the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
bills of the Senate; which were severally read twice, and referred as 
indicated: 

The bill (S. 81) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the 
estate of William Tinder, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1027) to fix the charge for passports at $1—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

The bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, In regard to the reference of the last 
bill, the Chair has investigated the precedents and finds that at the 
first session of the Forty-ninth Congress a bill of similar purport was 
referred to the committee which the Chair has just indicated, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair lays before the House the 
following request from the Senate. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In SENATE UNITED STATES, January 18, 1888. 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


585 


tives to return to the Senate Senate bill 928, in relation to the marriage between 
white men and Indian women. 

There was no objection; and the request of the Senate was granted, 
and the bill ordered to be returned. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSION REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair lays before the House a let- 
ter received by the Clerk of the House from the Public Printer. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 19, 1888, 


Str: The resolution to print 10,000 copies of the President's message and ae- 
companying reports of the Pacific Railroad Commission is herewith returned, 
for the reason that our estimates place the cost of the same at $805, being in 
excess of the amount of printing permissible on resolution of the House. 


Very respectfully, - 
ez EN TH., E. BENEDICT, 
Public Printer, 
Jons B. CLARK, Esq., 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the letter will 


be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I have a resolution to submit which I believe 
is privileged in its character. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed for the use of the House 10,000 copies of the President's message and 
accompanying reports of the majority and minority of the Pacific Railroad Com- 


mission, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The letter of the Public Printer shows it-will 
take $805 to print these documents, and under the law that printing 
can not be done under a simple House resolution. I therefore submit 
the concurrent resolution which has just been read, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration and adoption. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be . 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 


The gentleman will send it up. 


cases: 
To Mr. DE LANO, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. HAYDEN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. LAWLER, for to-day. 
To Mr. WILBER, for ten days from to-day. 


TERM OF CIRCUIT COURT, KANSAS CITY. 


Mr.WARNER. I ask, by unanimous consent, to discharge the House 
Calendar from further consideration of a bill (H. R. 1604) to change the 
time of the sessions of the circuit court of the western division of the 
western district of Missouri, and to take it up for consideration at this 
time. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: t 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sessions of the circuit court of the United States for 
the western division of the western district of Missouri, at the city of Kansas. 
shall begin and be held on the first Monday of March and the fourth Monday ot 
September of each year. Al acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are 
hereby ee ere 

Sec. 2. All process issued from the clerk's office of said court shall be taken 
and considered as returnable to the term or terms hereby established in lieu of 
the term or terms existing at the time such process was issued, 

Mr. WARNER.” I will state, Mr. Speaker, this bill simply changes 
the time of holding the terms of the United States circuit court of the 
western division of the western district of Missouri, held at Kansas 
City. It has received the approval of the United States circuit judge 
and the bar of that State, and was introduced at their request. Tiere 
can be, of course, no objection to its passage. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The effect of that bill is merely to change the 
time of holing the terms of the circuit court in Kansas City. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SIGNING OF PATENTS, 


Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 5514) 
to amend section 4883 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Task for the reading of the bill, and I ask, by unan- 
imous consent, it may be taken up and put on its passage at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


+ 

And be it enacted, etc., That section 4883 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by inserting after the words “Secretary of the Interior” 
where that name occurs, the following words, “or under his direction by one 
of the Assistant Secretaries of the Interior ;” so thatthe said section, asamended, 
will read as follows: 

“Seo, 4883. All patents shall be issued in the name of the United States of Amer- 
ica under the seal of the Patent Office, and shall be signed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, or under his direction by one of the Assistant Secretaries of the In- 
terior, and countersigned by the Commissioner of Patents; and they shall be 
recorded, together with these specifications, in the Patent Office in books to be 
kept for that purpose,” 
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Mr. PAYSON. Under existing Jaw ail patents must be signed by 
the Secretary of the Interior. By his request, and under his direction, 
this bili was drawn to relieve him of that clerical labor, so if this bill 

he may designate one of the Assistant Secretaries to perform that 
clerical work of affixing his signature to letters patent and copyright. 

The bill was presented to the Judiciary Committee, and I am author- 
ized by them to say it is approved unanimously by them. The draught 
which I have presented was prepared by the present Secretary of the 
Interior, and is presented at his request. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ponien ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. BLANCHARD, the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 322) 
to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian Territory Railroad 
Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita River in Arkansas; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

IMPROVEMENT OF NAVIGABLE WATERS. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
rinted in the RECORD a short memorial of the National Board of 
de. s 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

It is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled : 
The National Board of Trade, now in session in the city of Washington, re- 
uly memorializes your honorable bodies in favor of adequate appropria- 

ions for the so ora of our navigable rivers and harbors; for theremoval 
of obstructions therein in tious and thorough manner; and for sur- 


an 
veys thereof, with a view to define the jurisdiction of the United States over 
them, so that provision may a by law to prevent obstructions therein, 


By vote and in behalf of the 
FREDK. FRALEY, President. 
WASHINGTON, January 19, 1883. H. A. HILL, Secretary. 
WILLIAM D. WILSON. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 828) for the relief of William D. Wilson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LUKE REILLY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 847) for the 
relief of Luke Reilly; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

CAPT. JOHN BURKHART, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2112) for 
the relief of Capt. John Burkhart; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, 

LUCIUS J. SEALS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 5515) for the relief of Lucius J. Seals; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. TRAVIS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2273) 
for the relief of William L. Travis; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H., WEEKS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 5516) for the relief of John H. Weeks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

FLORA ADAMS DARLING. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iam instructed to report back the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in a case which was improperly referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. It should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
on the Judiciary 

Mr. DUNN. 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule provides that the change 
of reference shall be made through the petition-box in such cases. 

The bill will go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


This will be referred to the Committee 
through the petition-box. 
This bill, as I understand it, goes to the Judiciary Com- 


WIDOW OF LIEUT. JOHN F. STEWART. 


Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 456) for the relief of the 
widow of Lieut, John F. Stewart; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the aecompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. 5517) for the reliefof the Norfolk County Ferry Committee; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees for reports is 
now contpleted. 

Mr. LANHAM. Idemand the regular order. « 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up for present consideration the contested-elec- 
tion case of Thobe vs. Carlisle. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me to 
make a statement? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. . 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to state, within the hearing of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, that this is the day specially set apart by the rules 
of the House for the consideration of business upon the Private Calen- 
dar. I have no disposition to antagonize his motion for the speedy 
consideration of the report mentioned by him. Butas this isthe only 
day for private business, I would like to see, if possible, whether we 
can not effect an arrangement whereby to-morrow may be substituted 
for to-day for the consideration of such business. I ask unanimous 
consent, therefore, by permission of the gentleman from Georgia, that 
on to-morrow the business on the Private Calendar shall be the special 
order instead of for to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. WEAVER. Itseems to me, with the understanding that the 
Private Calendar comes on to-day after the disposition of the election 
case, there could be no objection. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Seona indicate the 
probable length of time which will be consumed in the consideration 
of the election case? 

Mr. CRISP. Iam not able tostate accurately how much time will 
be required. I understand that some gentlemen on the other side de- 
sire to debate the resolution submitted by the committee, but what 
time they will need I can not state. I will, however, endeavor to as- 
certain after the reading of the report what time gentlemen desire. 
My purpose is that there shall be .a full opportunity given to every 
member to. submit remarks upon this question, and I should be very 
glad, Mr. Speaker, if the House would consent to the request of the 


Is there objection to the request of the 


gentleman from Texas. I will state further that the Committee on . . 


Elections would not ask this action to-day, but would agree to call it 
up to-morrow, were it not for the fact that to-morrow has been assigned 
by the committee for a hearing in the contested-election case from Ala- 
bama, and not to hear it at that time would be a disappointment and 
a hardship to the parties interested, as well as to the counsel in the 


case. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I ask consent of the House that to-morrow 
may be set apart for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iask unanimous consent that the consent asked 
by the gentleman from Texas shall not interfere with the evening ses- 
sion ? 
© Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. For what purpose is the evening ses- 

on? 

A MEMBER. For the consideration of pension bills. + 

Mr. TAULBEE. .I withdraw the request I made. 

Mr. WEAVER. I see noobjection to proceeding with private busi- 
ness after the election case is disposed of, and also to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas ? 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman has modified his requestso thatthe 
House may proceed with private business to-day after the election case 
is di of, and also to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the request of 
the gentleman from Texas, as modified, will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me for 
a few moments, that I may rise to a question of personal privilege? 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read 


-| an extract from the RECORD of to-day which I have marked. 


1888. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, the people of Philadelphia and Pennsylvania, of New Jersey, 
and Massachusetts, and Delaware, and the individual subscribers to the stock 
were not a little surprised when they found that there was a member of the Con- 

that appropriated the $1,500,000—who, by the way, is a member of this 
ngress also—who claimed a fee of $10,000 for having astutely inserted the clause 
in the bill making that loan on which he could go into court and enforce its re- 
eena jel When the United States Government brought its suit, Philadelphia, 
ennsylvania, and their coadjutors submitted the question quietly to the circuit 
court, which rejected the Government's claim, from which d on, however, 
an appeal was taken, and on an intimation from the Supreme Court that the 
Janguage of the law justified the Government in demanding repayment, judg- 
ment was entered and the money was immediately paid. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker I dislike very much to believe that 
the honorablegentleman from Pennsylvania, who is so uniformly courte- 
ous in his manner toward the members of this House, would intention- 
ally put upon the records of Congress a statement which did injus- 
tice to one of his fellow-members; and I think a brief statement 

` from me will satisfy that distinguished gentleman that he has done me 
great injustice. The remark made by him was at the time I was oc- 
cupying the Speaker’s chair as chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House and had no opportunity to reply; and if I had undertaken to 
reply before the pending bill was disposed of, it would haye carried it 
beyond the consideration hour and placed it in the order of unfinished 
business, where its friends could not have obtained the action of the 
Honse upon it for several days at least. Therefore I ask the privilege 
this morning of making this statement. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania stated in the remark which I sent 

to the Clerk’s desk that a member of the Congress to which he referred, 
who was alsoa member of this Congress, had astutely obtained an 
amendment to the centennial bill which required the money appro- 
priated by that bill to be refunded to the United States, and for that 
service demanded a fee of $10,000. As I wasa member of that Con- 
‘gress, and as the amendment upon which the decision of the Supreme 
Court turned was moved by me in that Congress, of course I take it 
.for granted that no other person than myself could be referred to. I 
did moye the amendment in the Forty-fourth Congress to the centen- 
nial appropriation bill which changed that appropriation from a Con- 
gressional donation to a loan, and required the board of finance, after 
the conclusion of the exhibition, to sell all the property on hand, con- 
vert it into cash, and first repay the United States the $1,500,000 which 
was appropriated by Congress before any division of assets was made 
among the stockholders. That proposition was carried in the House. 
It went to the Senate and the bill was so passed and became a law. 

At the close of the exposition the board of finance was of the opinion 
that the money remaining in their hands belonged to the stockholders 
of the centennial company, and that no part of it belonged to the Gov- 
ernment; but the district attorney of the United Statesin Philadel- 
phia, Mr, Valentine, I believe, was instructed to bring a suit against 
the centennial board ef finance in the United States circuit court at 
Philadelphia, Mr. Justice Strong presiding. ‘That case was heard. 
Briefs and arguments were submitted. Able counsel appeared on both 
sides, and Mr. Justice Strong decided, after stating the facts and his 
reasons, as follows: 

For these reasons we are of the opinion that the fund in the treasury of the 


centennial board of finance should be distributed pro rata among the stock- 


holders of the corporation,as directed by the tenth section of the act of 1872; 


and as it is insufficient to pay to the stockholders the full amount invested by 
them as stockholders,as no part of it is made up of profits,the case contem- 
piason Holey proviso has not arisen, and the Unitefl States is entitled to no part 

I quote from the printed record of the case in the Supreme Court, page 
23. The proviso mentioned by Judge Strong contains the amendment 
which I moved to the centennial act of February 16, 1876, and which 
was adopted. 

As soon as that decision was published I went to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral in person and called, his attention to it, and stated to him that I 
was satisfied the court had erred in making it, and asked him to appeal 
the case to the Supreme Court of the United States. He stated to me 
if I would put my request in writing he would make the order for the 
appeal, I thereupon returned to my seat in the House, and on 22d 
January, 1877, sent a letter to the Attorney-General, which I will ask 
to have incorporated in my remarks. 

It is as follows: 

House or REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C., January 22, 1877. 


Sm: I see from the papers that the United States court at Philadelphia has 
REEE A adversely to the claim of the Government to the $1,500,000 appropri- 
ated to the centennial board of finance in February,1876. I have read the de- 
cision of the court in that case, and am quite sure the court has entirely misap- 
prehended the true intent and meaning of the act of Congress. Having moved 
the amendment which in some way has ts influenced the decision, I re- 
spectfully ask that the case be taken to the Supreme Court. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


WM. M. SPRINGER, 
Hon, A. Tart, Atlorney-General, 
Washington, D. O. 


The case yas therefore taken to the Supreme Court. In a conversa- 
tion I had at the time with Attorney-General Taft he said it was an 
important matter, and when the case was considered in the Supreme 
Court he desired me to appear on behalf of the United States and argue 
the case for the Government. I stated to: him I would gladly do so. 
He thought it would be just to the House of Representatives which 


had this amendment, as well as to myself who had moved it, that 
I should be heard. 

To prove the truth of this statement, I will quote the following ex- 
tract from a letter written by Attorney-General Taft, November 9, 
1877, to a member of this House at that time: 

Without wishing to deprive Mr. SPRINGER of compensation for hisargument 
Iam bound to say, however, that my authorizing him to assist in the eni 
did not arise from any want of legal assistance in the Department of Justice, 
but from a desire that Mr. SPRINGER and the House of Representatives might 
be satisfied that their views of the act were properly presented, 

This statement of Attorney-General Taft discloses the motive which 
prompted him to authorize my employment as counsel in the case, 
The reason is creditable to him, and conclusively demonstrates that 
my appearance in the case was not only professionally honorable and 
free from all criticism, but in fulfillment of a public duty which I 
owed to the House of Representatives, of which I was a member. 

I desire to state now, and my recollection is clear upon that point, 
that the suggestion first came from the Attorney-General that Ishould 
appear for the Government in that case, and not from me. 

To that fact I have made affidavit antsy ey ready herne 
it again, if necessary. The case was ap , and I was immediately 
notified by Attorney-General Taft. I have here his original letter in 
which he notified me that an appeal had been taken, stating also that 
the case had been advanced and would be heard ata very early day, 
which fact, he stated, involved prompt attention to the preparation for 
the ent, I proceeded to prepare for the argument, as suggested. 
I will ask this letter to be printed as a part of my remarks. 

The letter is as follows: É 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, January 27, 1877. 

- My DEAR Sw: I have instructed the district attorney of Philadelphia to ap- 
peal the centennial case as you request; I consented, „on the request of 
the centennial board, that the case might be brought forwardon the docket of. 
the Supreme Court, so that it may be heard without much delay. This seemed 
to be reasonable, in order to facilitate that board in making a final settlement of 
their centennial responsibilities. It involves, however, promptattention to the 
ie a nt for a 

PAESE: ALPHONSO TAFT, 
Attorney-General. 

Hon. Wm. M. Sprincer, M. C. 

I have here also a copy of the brief which I submitted in behalf of 
the Government, covering 40 printed`pages, printed at the Government 
Printing Office, by order of the Attorney-General. I have also a tran- 
script of the record of the case in the Supreme Court. I have also copies 
of the briefs and arguments—very able arguments they were—submit- 
ted by the gentleman who appeared for the board of finance. The 
case was argued in the Supreme Court, each side being allowed the usual 
time, two hours. Mr. Smith, the Assistant Attorney-General, stated 
to the court that the principal argument for the Government would be 
made by me, that he would not discuss the merits of the case at any 
length, but would confine himself to a formal statement of the facts, 
leaving it to me to make the principal argument. 

That was done. The court heard the arguments, and after a few 
weeks they decided the case. The decision will be found in 4 Otto, 
500, and it will be seen from an examination of the record that the Su- 
preme Court, with the exception of Mr. Justice Strong, unanimously 
reversed the decision of the court below, and ordered this money to be 
paid into the Treasury, and it was paid in pursuance of a mandate of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. That ended my connection 
with the case asa lawyer. It has been stated frequently in the press 
that I had demanded and received $10,000 for this service; and it 
was stated by the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania yesterday, 
that I had ‘‘claimed a fee of $10,000 for having astutely inserted ” the 
amendment into the bill which provided for the repayment of this 
money to the Government. I state here that I have never asked here- 
tofore that $10,000, or any sum of money, be paid me for my profes- 
sional services in that case, nor do I ask it now. What I did in the 
matter was this: Ifiledin the petition-box, in the Forty-fifth Congress, 
my petition as a citizen, calling attention to my services in this matter, 
and submitting a copy of the briefs in the case, and an affidavit setting 
forth the facts. That affidavit remained on the files of this House until 
this day, when I withdrew it a few minutes ago, and I haveitnow inmy 
hand. In my petition I asked, not that anything should be paid to me, 
but that the case should be referred to the Court of Claims, with the 
right of appealasin other cases, leaving that court to determine whether 
my services were of any value to the United States or not. 

When I went before the Committee on the Judiciary I was asked to 
consent that a sum should be fixed as compensation for my services and 
inserted in a bill which should be reported to the House. I said I pre- 
ferred that that should not be done; that I did not desire to receive any 
compensation from a body of which I was a member; that all I asked 
was to be permitted to go into court like any other citizen, and show 
there the services I had rendered, and their value, and get a judgment 
for the amount, if the court should so decide. That petition was con- 
sidered by the Judiciary Committee, and on the 21st day of February, 
1878, General Butler, of Massachusetts, by the unanimous instruction 
of the committee, reported a bill to the House referring the claim to the 
Court of Claims, like other cases, and in his report, which I hold in 
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my hand, he set forth the circumstances of the services rendered by me, ° 
and had the kindness to say that those services were valuable to the 
Government, that the claim was a just and reasonable one, and that the 
tanay provided forin the bill reported to the House should be af- 
forded. 

I will ask permission of the House to print with my remarks the 
bill and report thereon. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacied by the Senate and House of Representatives Y the United Slates of 

America in Congress assembled, That the Court of Claims is hereby directed to 

take jurisdiction of the claim of Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, &nd determine the 

amount, if any, due him for professional services rendered the United States in 

the case of the centennial board of finance and others against the assistant 

— a of the United States at Philadelphia, lately decided in the Supreme 
urt, 


The following is the report of the committee thereon: 
Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following 


report: 
[No. 237, to accompany bill H. R. 3388,] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill in relation to 
the compensation of Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, for professional services ren- 
dered the United States, having considered the subject, beg leave to report: 

That a suit in the nature of a bill of interpleader arose between the central 
board of finance of the centennial exhibition and the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Philadelphia, involving the right of the United States to $1,500,- 
000 claimed by the assistant treasurer on behalf of the United States, under the 
ad hea contained in the act of February 16, 1876. This claim was duly heard 

ore the circuit court of the eastern district of Pennsylvania and decided 
against the United States. Afterward, upon an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, the case was advanced on the docket and was decided in 
favor of the United States, and by such decision $1,500,000 was put into the 
Treasury of the United States for its use. 

There was evidence before your committee tending toshow that Mr. SPRINGER 
was employed by the Attorney-General of the United States to take charge of 
the cause as the leading counsel before the Supreme Court of the United States; 
that Mr. SPRINGER did prepare a brief in the cause and gave to it very considera- 


“ble time and attention; argued it fully, the brief of which argument shows a 


good amount of labor in ropen, and skillfully pees. the point before the 
court upon which the adjudication of the case was finally made. 

Mr, SPRINGER wasa member of Congressatthe time the service wasrendered, 
and so could not be apponiteg assistant district attorney and draw pr under 
the law regulating the ment of Justice, and hence he has made applica- 
tion to Congress that the Court of Claims may take jurisdiction of the case. 

There ap to your committee to be no inhibition of law nst his ap- 
pearing in behalf of the United States, or, indeed, against the United States, as 
professional counsel in the duly constituted civil courts of the United States, 
while being such member of Congress; nor is your committee convinced that 
the law which provides that no officer of the United States shall receive pay 
other than his salary for any services rendered by him to the United States 
meets the case of Mr. SPRINGER, or was intended to include or does include such 
services as he rendered. Certainly it can not be claimed that a member of Con- 
gress is bound to try the causes of the United States in its law courts, or, if 
employed by the Attorney-General so to do for the best interests of the Gov- 
ernment, that he ought not to be paid as any other counsel would be for like 
services. He doubtless would have te2n pai if there had been an appropria- 
tion out of which he could have been paid according to law. 

Appreciating the del of his position, Mr. SPRrINGER’s bill, presented to 

our committee, asked to have his claim for services referred to the Court of 

aims for adjudication, so that he might not seem to be asking Congress, of 
which he was a member, to vote him a sum of money, but only that a proper 
court might adjudicate what was the value of his services to the Government, 
and pay him such sum as he merits. This, of course, relieves the committee 
from ome’ Sree, ussion of what sum Mr. SPRINGER ought tobe paid for his serv- 
ices, as t must be determined upon evidence by the Court of Claims. 

In the judgment of your committee, the services of Mr. SPRINGER were valu- 
able; the claim is a ig and reasonable one, and the remedy set forth in the 
bill ought to be afforded. 


The bill reported by the Judiciary Committee at that time went on 
the Calendar of Private Bills, but it was never reached, and there the 
matter has remained from that time to this. I havehere, Mr. Speaker, 
a letter which I deem of considerable value to me personally, on ac- 
count of the distinguished gentleman who wrote it—Hon. Richard T. 
Merrick, now deceased. In that letter Mr. Merrick states that he has 
investigated the matter, and gives his judgment as to the value of my 
services, and I think everybody will agree that on a question of that 
kind Mr. Merrick was a judge of the very highest competency and char- 
acter. In thisletterhestates that my services were clearly worth to the 
Government $30,000, and that in making his estimate he had put the 
figure far below what would ordinarily be charged for like services in a 
case of similar magnitude between individuals. I will print Mr. Mer- 
rick's letter in full in the RECORD as a part of my remarks, It is as 


follows: 
LINWOOD, August 8, 1878. 


My Dear Sm: The necessity for passing back and forth between this place 
and Washington must excuse me for allowing your favor of the 31st ultimo to 
remain unanswered for so many days. 

You inclose report, No. 237, submitted to the House with the bill referring 
your claim to the Court of Claims foradjudication, and ask my opinion asto the 
amount that ought to be paid to you for professional services in the case, 

Independent of the statement contained in the report, I have a personal knowl- 
edge of your connection with the litigation from two or three interviews with 
you whilst you were preparing to sae the case in the Supreme Court, in which 
we discussed the questions involved. “ A 

You were deeply interested in the case, gave it much earnest thought and 
labor, and argued it with ability. The judgment of the circuit court 
tates was reversed by the Supreme 
Court, and $1,500,000 thus saved to the Government. 

Considering the amount involved and the peril in which it was placed by an 
adverse decision of the court below, and your successful effort to reverse that de- 
cision, I think that m compensation should certainly not be less than $30,000, 
being 2 per cent. only on the amount in li ion. 

Twilladd that this isa very moderate estimate according to the ordinary rate of 
fees for the argument of cases in the Supreme Court of the United States, where 


the counsel succeeds in obtaining a reversal of the judgment below and secures 
to his client the entire fund in dispute. 
Sincerely and traly, yours, 
R. T. MERRICK, 

Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER. 

Gentlemen must remember that in the case as it stood when I entered 
it there was a decision of the United States court below to the effect 
that this money belonged to the board of finance of the centennial ex- 
position, and that no part of it should go to the Government; that at 
my request the case was appealed; that I appeared for the Government 
as its attorney to argue the case; that the Supreme Court unanimously 
reversed the judgment of the court below, and in pursuance of this de- 
cision the whole sum of $1,500,000 was paid into the Treasury of the 
United States. If that case had been between two great railroad cor- 
porations of this country, and my distinguished friend from Pennsyl- 
vania had been retained by one of those companies, and had made the 
principal argument in behalf of the company that took the appeal, had - 
had the judgment againstit reversed, and had thus secured to his clients 
by his services the sum of $1,500,000, would he have considered himself 
too highly paid if the sum which Mr. Merrick indicated had been tend- 
ered him ? 

But I will state for myself that I never had the slightest idea of re- 
ceiving any such sum from the Government, nor did I desire to receive 
it. I only desired that the case should be heard by the Court of 
Claims in the first instance, and taken thence to the tribunal that 
heard the argument in the case, read the briefs, and knew what was 
done, and could well compare those services with the services of other 
attorneys appearing before them from day to day. I was willing to 
take whatever compensation that high tribunal would say I was en- 
titled to as the attorney for the Government in that case. 

Having made this statement, Mr. Speaker, I hope the honorable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, for whom I have personally the highest 
regard, will do me the justice to retract the statement which he has 
made, and, so far as he can, withdraw it from the record. 

Mr. BAYNE. How much did the Court of Claims find——- 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman means the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. BAYNE. How much did the Court of Claims find you were 
entitled to? j 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill which proposed to refer the matter to 
the Court of Claims was never passed at all; the question never went 
to the Court of Claims. The bill remained on the Calendar, and was 
never considered in the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Did you receive anything for your services ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I never received a cent for that service. If 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania wants to do me justice, 
he can move the of a bill sending this case to the Court of 
Claims in order that I may get what it or the Supreme Court, on ap- 
peal, may decide the Government owes me. But whatever claim I 
may have in that regard, I presume I shall have to leave as a legacy 
to my posterity. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I should dislike very much to remem- 
ber having done an injustice to the amiable gentleman from Illinois. I 
did not mean to doone; I do not mean to do one now, when I reaffirm 
in the language of the RECORD what I said yesterday. Ithen said, Mr. 
Speaker: 

The people of Philadelphia and Pennsylvania, of New Jersey, and Massachu- 
setts, and Delaware, and the individual subscribers to the stock, were not a lit- 
tle surprised when they found that there was a member of the Congress that 
appropriated the $1,500,000—who, by the way, isa member of this Congress also— 
who claimed a fee of $10,000 for having astutely inserted the clause in the bill 
making that loan on which be could go into court and enforce its repayment, 

If there be wrong to the gentleman in that statement, I regret it; but 
I have lived long under what I have believed to be the well-founded 
expectation of that gentleman to receive $10,000 as a reward for having 
obtruded himself in this case upon the United States official whose duty 
it was to take charge of it. Such was the popular belief of the day; 
and I remember to have been waited upon by one who was recognized 
by me as a friend of that gentleman to ascertain whether if he preferred 
a professional claim in the matter I would oppose it, and I answered 
no; that if the gentleman entertained the idea of pressing such a claim 
I would be glad to have it put on record publicly. And when I was 
asked whether I thought $10,000 would be too large a fee for the re- 
covery of a million and a half of dollars, I answered no; that if, in any 
case in which I might have been retained, I had gained an amount like 
that for my client, I should ask a much larger fee; and there the con- 
versation ended. But I supposed, and now believe, that that gentle- 
man came to me as the friend of my friend from Illinois, — j 

I may feel a little more deeply than I should upon this. subject of 
any claim or pretended claim for the professional services of a man who 
intervened in the case and magnified its importance and the impor- 
tance of his possible service to officials who were charged with looking 
after and attending to the interests involved., X 

Sir, I am no longer as young as I was soon after I entered the bar; 
but I have carried from that time till the present the impressions de- 
rived from the seniors of a bar which was conspicuous as the foremost 
bar in the Union in the early days of the Government and until 1824, 
when the Erie Canal supplanted the commercial facilities offered by 
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Pennsylvania turnpikes, and Philadelphia became the second commer- 
cial city of the country. I grew up at the feet of those Gamaliels, and 
one lesson which they each and all taught, when evil occasion invited 
criticism of such matter, was that no man was entitled to a fee in liti- 
gation which he had engendered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One more word, with the indulgence of the 
House. I regret very much that after the statement I have made the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania insists upon his declaration that I de- 
manded $10,000 for procuring the insertion in the bill of a clause mak- 
ing the appropriation a loan instead of a donation. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will not the gentleman take in what I said? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thought I took itin. Will the gentleman read 
it again ? 

r. KELLEY. I spoke of the gentleman going into court. I did 
not allude to the fact that he invited himself to be put on the record 
as an attorney in the case and then went into court. I dealt gently 
with him. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER, And I shall deal gently with the distinguished 
gentleman trom Pennsylvania. I always desire to treat him kindly 
and will do so now. He used these words: 

Who claimed a fee of $10,000 for having astutely inserted the clause in the bill 
DANNE that a loan on which he could, go into court and enforce its repay- 
ment, 

Now, does the gentleman mean to say that I have ever demanded a 
fee of $10,000 for vate inserted in a legislative bill of any kind in 
this House any provision whatever? 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman say—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Answer that question. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, I am about to answer it. Now, will the gentle- 
man from Illinois say that he did not invite attention of the United States 
legal authorities to the fact that there was a clause in it that suit ought 
to be instituted, and that he went into court to press that clause, and 
when the circuit court of the United States had decided—the suit which 
the district attorney of the United States when he had intervened in 
the case had declined to press—that he then pressed it? But, Mr. 
Speaker, I did not tell the whole story of his going into court, from 
court to court, from district attorney to Attorney-General, to show how 
important his services were. The thing had an ugly odor then, and I 
do not think it is savory now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
still insists on his statement with some limitations which the state- 
ment does not make. 

Mr. KELLEY. Thelimitation appears in the RECORD of this morn- 
ing, containing the report of what occurred yesterday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman states this in the RECORD, that I 
claimed a fee of $10,000 for having astutely inserted the clause in the 
bill making that a loan on which I could go into court and enforce its 
repayment. That is the language of the gentleman. Does he adhere 
to that statement? 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not mean that he demanded a fee for inserting 
that clause. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then you withdraw that statement? - 

Mr. KELLEY. IfI may state— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, you withdraw that statement. 

Mr. KELLEY. Allow me to speak for myself. I do not think the 
gentleman demanded a fee for inserting that clause. If I am under- 
stood as saying that he demanded $10,000 for inserting that clause, I 
am misunderstood. What I mean to say is that, knowing the purport 
of his own clause, he was the one man among more that 50,000,000 ot 
American citizens who felt that the citizens of Philadelphia and the 
subscribers to that exposition from Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Jer- 
sey, and Massachusetts ought to be made to pay its burdens, and who, 
following his own tracks, hunted them until he stripped them of their 
investment, patriotic as it was. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s statement is 
satisfactory so far as withdrawing the statement he made. He does 
not now say all that I quoted from his remarks, hut withdraws that 
part wherein he said I claimed a fee of $10,600 for inserting this pro- 
vision in the bill. $ 

Mr. KELLEY. Idid not mean to say that: 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to say that if the gentleman means to 
state that I demanded a fee for inserting that clause in the bill, he 
states what is not true and utters that for which there is no founda- 
tion either in my conduct then or since. If he means, however, merely 
to state I pursued that case with all the zeal and ability I had to the 
highest court in the country and obtained from that tribunal a decision 
that the stockholders of the centennial exposition were not entitled to 
that money, but that it belonged to the people of the United States, 
and should go into the Treasury, where it did go—— i 

Mr. KELLEY. My proposition yesterday — 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to finish my sentence. If the gentle- 
man imputes that as disreputable conduct on my part, I beg to assure 
him that I am proud of my record in that case and regard it as the best 
service I have rendered the people since I have been a member of Con- 
gress. That is the judgment of my constituents, also, who have re- 
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eta r here to six Congresses in succession, since that time. [Ap- 
ause. 

Mr. KELLEY rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One moment further. The governor of the State 
of Pennsylvania informed the United States in 1872 that all provisions 
were made for the pay of the expenses of that exposition, and that nob 
one dollar would be asked of the Government of the United States to 
pay for that exposition. Every bill which passed Congresson this sub- 
ject was based upon the fact that the expenses of that exposition were 
to be borne by the people interested in it and not by the Government 
of the United States. The Supreme Court of the United States in its 
decision, in 4th Otto, to which I have referred, bears me out in rela- 
tion to the language of my amendment in this case, and I will read it: 

Giving that signification to the word in this case, we encounter no difficulties. 
The statutes are complete, and there is nothing to supply. Everything is in 
harmony, and no PES E construction is required. AR accounts are easily ad- 
j , without resort to unusual proceedings. 

Thus the court held that all the statutes passed (and there were sev- 
eral acts passed on the subject) were in harmony with each other, in- 
cluding the act last passed requiring the money appropriated to be paid 
back to the United States. 

The gentleman says that the people of Pennsylvania are entitled to 
great credit for having gotten up this exposition. New York wanted 
it, other States wanted it, the merchants, the railroad interests, and 
the hotel interests in every city and State desired this centennial ex- 
position held in their locality. 

And why, Mr. Speaker? Because it was well known that thousands 
of people from every partof this country, from the Lakes to the Gulf, 
and from California to Maine, would rush to that city which secured 
its location. Philadelphia secured the prize. Visitors to the exposi- 
tion staid there from one day to three or four weeks, or perhaps months, 
and they left millions of dollars in that city. The other places that 
were competitors forthe exposition never objected to having these ben- 
efits received by the people of Philadelphia. When the citizens of 
Philadelphia and Pennsylvania and other States put their money into 
the stock of this exposition it was done with the expectation that it 
was a contribution to the great celebration there, and that the com- 
pensation to them for the money subscribed would be in the increased 
transportation on the railways, in the increased business of their mer- 
chants, in the traffic on the street railways, and in the profits to owners 
of livery-stables, keepers of boarding-houses, and the great gain which 
would come to all of the other manifold interests which reaped mill- 
ions of dollars profit out of it. : 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg leave to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that I would like to make my interruption while he is still on the floor, 
for he may want to reply to it, and I do not want, after he shall have 
closed his remarks, to again call his attention to the matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman now. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman proclaims the fact that this was one 
of the most honored, honorable, and to-be-remembered events of his 
life. It might have been so if it had not been followed by the sugges- 
tion of reward on the part of the man who, according to his own state- 
ment, deserves credit for having inserted the clause upon which that 
claim was to be fixed. Ido not think the ave professional sense 
can possibly feel that the gentleman should derive any satisfaction from 
looking back on that record, winding up with General Butler’s bill to 
send WILLIAM M. SPRINGER’S claim for professional services to th 
Court of Claims to adjust the amount he had earned. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia again, and I say it with a full knowledge of all the facts involved, 
that the first suggestion for my appearance in this case came from the 
Attorney-General of the United States, Attorney-General Taft. He 
was a Republican Attorney-General, as the gentleman well knows, and 
I was not at that time in such intimate relations towards the Repub- 
lican party—a time when we were engaged in the midst of the heated 
contest of 1876 in relation to the occupancy of the Presidential chair— 
to ask favors of any kind from the representatives of that party. 

He asked this favor of me, to argue the case, for the reasons stated 
by him in the letter from which I have already quoted, and in view of 
the fact that it was close upon the time when a change of administra- 
tion was to take place. That change of administration did, in fact, 
take place between the period of my employment in that connection 
and the arguing of the case. A new Attorney-General came in, who was 
not familiar with the facts of the case. It was at that time I was re- 
quested by Attorney-General Taft to appear on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and represent its interests. I had no 
thought at the time, nor did the Attorney-General, I presume, think of 
any consideration for my services. That question did not enter my 
mind. ButI had moved in the House the amendment upon which the 
decision of the court at Philadelphia turned, and I felt it my duty as 
a representative of the people to urge upon the Attorney-General the 
importance of taking the case to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which I did in person, and in the letter to which I have already re- 
ferred. 

Mr. KELLEY. Let me ask the gentleman whether the Attorney- 
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General asked the gentleman to go to Philadelphia and take charge of 
the case? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not go to Philadelphia. I left the case 
there to the tender mercies of the people of that city, who by their im- 

rtunities and pleadings, which must have been very effective, in- 
Saad the presiding judge to decide that the money belonged to them. 
But when that case came, on an appeal, to the highest tribunal in the 
country, every member thereof, except the justice who tried if below, 
decided that if belonged to the people of the United States. It was 
upon their mandate, and not upon the slight intimation the gentleman 
senate ea see money was paid into the Treasury of the United 

tes. t 

So far as my professional and official conduct is concerned in this ma: 
ter, I submit it with perfect confidence to my colleagues on this floor, 
to my constituents, and to my country. I shall be governed by the 
dictates of my own conscience in the discharge of my official duties 
here and of my professivnal duties elsewhere. If the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would take as good care of his own honor in matters of 
legislation as he would require me to do, we would not probably have 
heard some allegations which have been made in past Congresses in re- 
gard to members being interested in legislation. [Applause.] 


JOHN H. JONES AND THOMAS DÐ. HARRIS. 


Mr, CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, by unanimous 
consent, submitted a on the bill (H. R. 37) for the relief of John 
H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris, with an amendment; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


} CONTESTED ELECTION—THOBE VS. CARLISLE. 


Mr. CRISP. Inow call up the contested-election case of Thohe es. 
Carlisle, from the Sixth district of Kentucky. I presume the members 
of this House have read and are familiar with the report of the ma- 
jority and the report of the minority in this case, and the individual 
views which one member of the committee has presented, as the re- 
ports have been sent to members through the mail. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me tosay 
that it is impossible that members can be familiar with the reports, as 
they were not delivered until this morning ? 

Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman is in error. 
in the mails last evening to members. 

Mr. BURROWS. It was not delivered at my residence until this 
morning. I mention the fact in order that the gentleman may explain 
the case fully. 

Mr. CRISP. Perhaps, then, Mr. Speaker, I had best give a some- 
what fall history of this case. . 

For my part I have 


‘The report was sent 


Mr. STRUBLE. I rise to a question or order. 
not had time to examine the report of the committee in this case, and I 
presume that the gentleman from Georgia is about to submit a sam- 
mary of that report as well as arguments in support of it. I, for one, 
ae him, which I ean not do while so much confusion prevails 
in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thepoint of orderis well taken. Gen- 
tlemen in front of the Chair will be seated. 

Mr. CRISP. In tè Sixth district of Kentucky, at the election for 
Congress in 1886, by the official returns Mr. Carlisle received 6,476 
votes and Mr. Thobe received 5,651 votes, showing a majority for the 
sitting member of 825 votes. Within the time preseribed by statute 
Mr. Thobe served on Mr. Carlisle a notice of contest. That notice 
of contest contained a great number of specifications not necessary to be 
now read to the House, They may be summarized, and they are sum- 
marized in the report as being a claim that the contestant received a 
thousand votes in the district which were not counted for him; that 
the ballot-boxes at some of the precincts were opened before the time 
prescribed by law; that the officers of election at some of the precincts 
were not divided between the different political parties as they should 
have been under the statute of Kentucky; and there was an amended 
notice, in which he alleged that duplicate returns were not made out by 
the managers as the law directs. 

‘The contestee replied to this notice, denying generally and specifically 
every allegation except the one as to the failure to divide the election 
offieers between the two political parties, and alleged as to that that in 
certain precincts that could not be done because there were no Repub- 
licans in the district qualified to act as election officers. 

Those were the issues between the parties. The contestant took 
testimony in the district for seven days, or parts of seven days, out of 
the forty that the statute allowed him for taking testimony. There 
the case rested, the contestee taking no testimony. ‘There the case 
rested until August, 1887, when this testimony was transmitted by the 
notary before whom it was taken to the Clerk of the House. In that 
state of the case the contestant appeared before the Committee on 
Elections in person and by counsel, and asked that the case might be 
reopened, so that further testimony might be taken; ot failing in that, 
that a committee might bo appointed to visit the disteiet'and investi- 
gate the character of the election that was held there in 1886. Insup- 


port of that motion the contestant presented certain affidavits, letters, 
and papers, which will be found printed as an appendix to the report 
in this case. 

The contestee, who up to that time had never appeared in the case 
except to cross-examine the witnesses down in the district—at that stage 
of the case the contestee asked the privilege of Ag Napa in reply 
or in denial of the affidavits that bad been filed by the contestant. 
That privilege was given him, and when the committee again proceeded 
to consider the case the contestee presented the affidavits and papers 
which appear in the record in the case. 

The first question, Mr. Speaker, that was considered by the committee 
was the motion to reopen the case. The reasons assigned by the con- 
testant in support of the motion you will find stated in the report. One 
reason urged was that his counsel had been untrue to him; and the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Elections in the report submitted by them 
in this case press that charge and seem to think that the action of the 
majority of the committee in proceeding with this case under the facts 
presented in the affidavits was improper and unjust to the House and 
tothecontestant. It becomes necessary, therefore, to call the attention 
of the House to the character of the papers presented by the contestant 
and the character of the reply made by the contestee. 

The contestant in the ease alleges in his own affidavit that his at- 
torney professed to him that he could establish the necessary facts; that 
he knew all about the witnesses in the case, and that he alone, without 
the special aid or assistance of the contestant, would prepare his case, 
would procure the witnesses, and would do everything that was neces- 
sary to establish the right of the contestant to a seat. He says that 
very soon after the taking of the testimony began he discovered a luke- 
warmness on the part of his attorney, an indifference on the part of his 
attorney which indicated to him he had Jost interest in the case; and 
then he says that from a conversation with his counsel he inferred that 
his counsel had probably sold out, as he expresses it, to the friends of 
the contestee. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is a very grave against his counsel. If 
this House were fully satisfied that the counsel of the contestant had 
thus deceived him, had thus betrayed- him, if would go very far to- 
ward inducing them to give that gentleman another opportunity to 
present his case. 

In reply to that charge, the contestee presents evidence which will 
be found in the record. He presents the evidence of the counsel as- 
sailed; he presents the evidence of other witnesses, and perhaps it may 
be proper to call attention to what those witnesses say. Mr. Wood, 
the gentleman assailed, denies under oath, specifically, the charges 
that are made by the contestant. He denies that he made the state- 
ment that he would himself procure the evidence. He denies that the 
contestant committed his case unreservedly to him. He denies every 
substantial allegation made by the contestant going to show that he, 
Wood, had been in any manner derelict in his duty, or had in any 
regard betrayed his trust. 

But the contestee does not rely alone upon the statement of Mr. 
Wood. He shows by affidavits of others, by the affidavit of the notary 
before whom the evidence was taken, the conduct of Mr. Thobe him- 
self, which, it seems to me, is a complete refutation of the charge which 
he now makes, that Mr. Wood was unfaithful to him. Mr. Thobe 
charges, as gentlemen will recollect, that he sought to or toin- 
duce his attorney to forward the papers here, that he did everything he 
could to induce him to procure the testimony of witnesses and to for- 
ward it, but that this attorney, whilst promising from day to day so to 
do, continually neglected and thereby en and 
case. I want to call the attention of the House to the evidence of the 
notary who took the testimony, a man by the name of Tinley. 

This notary says that some three or four months elapsed between 
the time of the taking of said testimony and its being forwarded to 
Washington; that this delay was the result of Mr. Thobe’s tardiness 
in the payment of his fees; that he does not recall the date of Mr. 
Thobe’s calling at his office and requesting him to get the papers, but 
that he (Thobe) did call and so request; that affiant then demanded 
of Mr. Thobe payment of his fees, the amount of which seemed to 
astonish him, and during the conversation which followed—I commend 
this to the attention of the House—during the conversation which fol- 
lowed, Thobe said to him, in the presence of other witnesses (whose 
affidavits I will produce), that hé did not like to pay out any money 
in the matter; that he never wanted to go into it, and would like now, 
he said, to get out of it; and, continuing, he remarked that the labor 
clubs had forced him into it and had promised him assistance, but 
that their assistanee had failed to materialize. He further said that 
this was the only day’s work he had lost on account of this business, 
and that he would not have lost this, nor would he pay out any money, 
but. for the imputations and slurs that were being cast upon him and 
Mr. Wood (the attorney whom he now accuses of faithlessness) by his 
own party; which imputations and slurs were to the effect that he and 
Mr. Wood had been bought up; and, simply, as he said, to show his 
labor friendsand supporters that he had not sold out, he would send on 
what little testimony there was in his behalf to Washi andlet J. 
Hale Sypher do what he could with it, for, he said, ‘‘from what I have 
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heard of Sypher’s reputation, he can doa great deal with it,” and send- 
ing the to Washington would at least, he said, remove the impu- 
tation of trand on his part in the matter. 

That is the affidavit of Mr. Tinley as to the statements of Mr. 
Thobe in August, at the time the testimony was sent on here. Bear 
in mind that the testimony was taken in February and March. In the 
affidavit now presented to the committee the contestant says that even 
during the taking of the testimony he was impressed with the belief 
that his counsel was dilatory and was not doing what he ought to do; 
yet in August thereafter he states to the notary who took the testi- 
mony that he only sends the testimony on to Washington now in order 
that the labor clubs might not impute to him and to his counsel, this 
same Mr. Wood, any improper motives in the conduct of the case. In 
this record you will find the affidavit of a junior Mr. Wood, who says 
that he heard the same conversation and that it was substantially as 
set forth in the affidavit. Mr. Speaker, speaking as one member of the 
committee, and I think in that respect I can speak for the majority, I 
am fully persuaded that the contest on the part of Mr. Thobe, with 
whatever motive it may have been begun, was abandoned—abandoned 
by him and his attorney after an earnest effort to establish what they 
had charged in their notice of contest. It langnished. No further ef- 
forts were made because they felt that they had exhausted what they 
could do, and the case stood justin that attitude. Speaking for my- 
self, sir, I believe that but for an inspiration that came from Washing- 
ton, and not from Kentucky, the case would have remained just as it 
was at that time. I make that statement, sir, because I think the 
record in the case justifies and demands it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to ask the gentleman whether it is 
the finding of the majority of the committee that the contestant did 
abandon his contest at any period after he commenced it. 

Mr. CRISP. There is no statement in the report that he did aban- 
don the contest. I said distinctly, Mr. Speaker, that, ing as one 
member of the committee, I believed that he did, and believed that the 
majority of the committee so thought. The House will find in this 
record, among the papers presented by the contestant, certain letters 
which have satisfied me at least that the inspiration for the further 
prosecution of this contest came from Washington, and did not origi- 
nate in Kentucky. 

Bear in mind the contestant’s statement, that he did not originally 
want to go into the case; that he would get out of it now if he could; 
that he did not want to pay any money ont in the contest; that the 
Tabor ‘clubs had promised to help him, but their help had failed to 
‘materialize; and then turn to the record in the case which you have 
before you. You will find a series of letters attached to the affidavit 
of Mr. Wood, the counsel, whose bona fides and good faith have been 
assailed. These letters throw a flood of light upon the case and the 
reasons for the prosecution of this contest. 

The contestant in his affidavit charges that one reason why Mr. Wood, 
his attorney below, became offended and abandoned his contest was 
that he employed as associate counsel, or as counsel in the case, one J. 
H. Sypher, of this city, a gentleman whose name is perhaps not un- 
known to members of this House. The record discloses the fact thata 
series of letters passed between Mr. Wood, the counsel in Kentucky, 
and Mr. Sypher, the gentleman in Washington, whom it was proposed 
to employ, and that Mr. Lee Crandall was the medium through whom 
these letters passed. In those letters you will find that the counsel 
or tne contemplated counsel here is laboring to satisfy Mr. Wood that 
no reputable lawyer in Washington would appear in an election case 
unless he has a written power of attorney, the form of which appears 
in the record. By that form of power of attorney the party delegates 
to his counsel the exclusive management of his case. It is, gentlemen, 
the power of attorney with which you are all familiar, which counsel 
present and file when they appear in any of the Departments of the 
Government. It has no more application to a case pending before the 
House of Representatives than it would have to any case in any court 
of any State. 

The counsel in Kentucky insists that the power of attorney must 
not be given, because it commits to Mr. Sypher the exclusive control 
of the case. Mr. Sypher replies that he can not appear, and no reputa- 
ble counsel can appear, without it. And in these letters he offers in- 
ducements to Mr. Thobe to execute this power of attorney, although 
he says in the letters that he has no desire to come into the case. 

It seems that Mr. Crandall originally suggested the employment of 
Mr. Sypher, and was the mutual friend of him and Mr. Thobe. Mr. 
Sypher and Mr. Crandall had frequent conversations about the case. 
These letters which have passed have been putin the record. You 
will find by reference to them various statements which I think illus- 
trate the reason why this contest was carried on. Mr. Sypher, ina 
letter of December 1, 1886, to Mr. Crandall, says: $ 

DEAR Sre: Our mutual friend and brother, Mr. Jeffers, has handed me Mr. 
Thobe’s letter of November 28, addressed to you. AsIam not informed as to 
the contents of your letters to Mr. Thobe and. his attorney, Mr. Wood, I do not 


understand what Mr. Thobe means by sa; that “ ’t possib: 
case out of Mr. Wood’s hands.” zae ore ume 


it was not my intention or purpose to have him do so, and if you wrote him 
to do so, it was not at my su ion. idea wie that Mr Wood should 


continue in the case exactly began change profi 
sional relations in any way Dok hat mens Pe hg remy ena ilk al 


of contest, and aid him in taking the testimony, it necessary, and when the case 
“here is no lawyer in this country, not familiar ` 
cases before Congress, but 


I have never known of 


ma: nt of such eases has ma as much to do with success or failure as the 
techn: ings, and it isin these matters that I have decided ad- 
vantages over any lawyer from a distance. Sp 

Then you will finda further statement which I think justifies the 
inferenee I draw. Ina letter of December 10, 1887, Mr. Sypher says: 

Knowing my views and relations as to the order of K. of L., you suggested 
my employment as counsel. We discussed fully the whole case, and among 
other things the matter of “ ways and means ™ to carry on a costly contest. It 
was agreed between us that if 1 was empowered officially— 

That is by this power of attorney— 


if I was ampowered officially to represent Mr. Thobe I might enlist the interest 
not only of all my Republican friends in the House, but that I might be able to 
induce some of my hy and powerful prot friends to contribute some- 
thing towards the expenses of Mr. Thobe’s contest. These are matters which I 
do not like to write t, as from the publications I have seen concerning this 
contest I have great reason to doubt the discretion of both Mr. Wood and his 
client. The power of attorney about which Mr. Wood complains is the usual 

rinted form used by all attorneys in Washington. What I meant particularly 

n saying in a former letter that I would expect to take charge of the case here, 
was assuming that the case would, like all others of the kind, run for six to eight- 
een months and sometimes the entire Congress, two years. 

In a letter of Mr. Blakely, one of the counsel in this case, to Mr. 
Sypher, the leading counsel who appeared before the committee, will be 
found a further statement which I wish toread. After reciting a great 
many alleged errors we find this statement: 


Your theory of the “ ways and means” as expressed in your letter of the 5th 
instant is correct, except in one minor.detai]l, You ask, “How much of this 
can we prove?” Isay, all that I have set out herein and y more. 


Now mark you, this isa letter from the counsel of Mr. Thobe residing 
in Kentucky to the counsel of Mr. Thobe residing in Washington. He 
further says: : ; 
avenavaredlly Gonses, the $b. ZM CNAN ta a OIS PAA AAS weet 
the cash for a venture in that direction. 

Your statement in regard to my remittance after the elections to-day is per- 
fectly satisfactory so far as my fee is concerned, but as my expenses through 
Boone and Pendleton, in the main, have been borne by Mr. Thobe, I must re 
quest you to remit by telegraphic order the $50 at once. 

This is a letter voluntarily filed by the contestant in the case, and 
from this letter it appears that the ways and means were furnished, and 
the carrying on of this contest advised, in Washington and not in Ken- 
tucky. 

It appears that counsel in Kentucky, where Mr. Thobe lives, when 
he wanted his fee did not call on Mr. Thobe, his neighbor, but applied 
to his counsel here in Washington. It appears when expenses were to 
be furnished to carry on the contest he did not apply to his neighbor, 
Mr. Thobe, but applied to his counsel here in Washington. And he 
says one reason why this fee should be paid at once is that Mr. Thobe 
had himself borne some part of the expense of the contest. 

Mr. Speaker, I infer from the evidence, some of which I have read to 
you, that the contestant in this case told the exact truth when he said 
that he did not want to remain in this case; that he did not want to pay 
a dollar out in this case; that but for the fact that his labor friends 
had accused him and Mr. Wood of selling out he would not pay a 
dollar in the case, and that he only sent the papers on now to satisfy 
them he and his counsel had not betrayed them, and to leave it to Mr. 
Sypher, in Washington, to make as much as possible out of the papers; 
to leave to him the ent, the furnishing of the means, and sug- 
gesting the ways; to leave it to him to secure the aid of his Republican 
friends in the House; to leave itto him to manage the case diplomatie- 
ally, so as to have it linger, as such cases do linger, from six months to 
two years, on the Calendar of the House; and to leave it to Mr. Sypher 
to get from his rich protection friends throughout the country money 
to help in the proseention of this case. 

I think a careful and impartial examination of the affidavits will sat- 
isfy any man who is reasonably free from bias and prejudice that such 
is the exact truth in this case. 

Now, when we go from that question and come to questions of fact 
presented by the affidavits of the contestant, all fair-minded men must 
admit that the charges and allegations made by the contestant are 
overwhelmingly refuted. The minority of the committee, I under- 
stand, do not deny that. 

This is not a case where one witness swears to the existence of a 
certain state of facts and another denies it, and the committee and 
House are called upon to determine between them; thisis a case where 
in most instances contestee produces the affidavit of the witness by 
whom contestant avers that he can prove a charge, and such witness 
proves the contrary. Here is a sample: Contestant avers that on the 
evening of the day after the election contestee admitted to Horace Cam- 
bron that he was defeated. The boning prodhon the affidavit of 
Mr. Cambron, in which he says that no fact_can be proven by 
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him, for itis not true. 


Again, he presents the affidavit of one John J. 
Pearce that there was a meeting of friends of Mr. Carlisle in Cov- 
ington for the purpose of defeating and overthrowing the election of 


Mr. Thobe. The contestee produces the affidavits of his neighbors in 
the'city of Covington, where the meeting is said to have been held, that 
they had never heard of any such meeting. 

He produces the affidavit of the custodian of the public building, 
of the clerk of the court, of the postmaster, in which they say no such 
meeting was held. Mr. Pearce alleges in his affidavit that he can show 
by one P. Casey that the meeting was held. The defendant produces 
an affidavit of P. Casey in which he states that no such thing can be 
shown by him, for it is not true. 

The coutestant states he can show by Mr. John J. Pearce that in 
seven out of eight precincts of Carroll County the votes were fraudu- 
lently returned; that the names on the register of voters in each pre- 
cinct were in the same handwriting, showing they must necessarily be 
forgeries. 

The contestee produces the affidavits of the election officers and the 
clerks who wrote the lists, who swear it is their writing, and was done 
at the time of the election; that each particular list is correct. And 
further, the contestee produced in the committee-room the clerk of Car- 
roll County, the custodian of its public records, who presented to the com- 
mittee tke records themselves, an inspection of which shows the afi- 
davit of Pearce to be absolutely and necessarily false. Pearce could not 
have been innocently in error, because he says in his affidavit— 

I have examined these returns; Iam an expert; I have been called to testify 
in court as to handwriting, and I state to you the returns in each one of these 
precincts isin the same handwriting. 

The committee examined each one of those original returns, produced 
under the order of the county court of Carroll County, and it appears 
from such examination that the names in every precinct were in a differ- 
ent handwriting. So that this charge must be considered absolutely 
out of the case, 

As to every allegation made by the contestant, or nearly all, there is 
acomplete andan emphatic denial, not only by witnesses of credibility, 
but by the evidence of witnesses by whom the contestant claimed he 
could prove the facts alleged. 

Mr. LAIRD. ‘There are several original copies of the returns, are 
there not—two or more ? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not know whether there were two, or not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the minority of the committee, as I understand 
them, make no question upon the fact that on the record as made be- 
fore the motion was entered in the committee the contestee is entitled 
to his seat. I understand, I say, that no point is made upon that. 

But the minority say that the committee were in too great haste in 
disposing of this case. They say, and how they can say it they can ex- 
plain, for I can not understand—they say that the contestant made a 
strong ex parte showing to establish certain facts; and then they say 
that in that state of the case it is incumbent upon the House, without 
considering the affidavits in response, to reopen the case. Gentlemen 
claim that there are two precedents sustaining their motion to reopen 
the case; they are simply mistaken. ‘The cases cited by them do not 
sustain their proposition, and are not like the case at bar in any respect. 

Gentlemen cite the case of Sypher in the Forty-third Congress. They 
state that in that case there was no notice of contest, no evidence was 
taken, and that upon a mere memorial from the person claiming to have 
been elected the House ordered the Committee on Elections to investi- 
gate the matter and opened the case, allowing notice to be served and 
evidence taken. : 

If gentlemen had taken the trouble to examine that case they would 
have found this state of facts: That in the State of Louisiana at that 
time there were five returning boards, each claiming to be the proper 
tribunal to count and certify the vote; that Mr. Sypher appeared here 
with a certificate from the Lynch board, and that Mr. Lawrence ap- 
peared with a certificate from one of the other boards, and both came 
before the House claiming to have the prima facieright. Neither could 
contest the seat because each claimed the seat under his credentials. 
Mr. Lawrence had a certificate, and Mr. Sypher had acertifieate. They 
came here under that state of facts and presented their claim, and it 
was decided to seat Mr. Sypher upon the prima facie case; and when 
they did, then, for the first time, Mr. Lawrence became aware of the 
fact that he was a contestant in the case. 

He could not have been expected to serve notice of contest and take 
testimony when he held a certificate and claimed that he was entitled 
to be seated on the prima facie case. These are the facts. Is that a 
precedent for this case, where, under the statutes of the United States, 
contestant serves notice within the time prescribed, takes testimony, 
pase neglects and practically abandons his case, and then comes 

ere and asks to haveitreopened? Certainly gentlemen can not claim 
the Sypher case to be a precedent for the motion urged in this. 

You will find that case reported among the contested-election cases 
of the Forty-third Congress, and an examination of it will fully sustain 
my statement of it here. I may say in passing that when they come 
to consider that case, in which one of the gentlemen now appearing as 
counsel here was a party, the committee found his certificate was 
fraudulently obtained, or rather I should say that it was fraudulently 


issued by the board; that the board had actually made and signed a 
certificate for Lawrence, after which there were presented to them some 
seventeen hundred affidavits, which they counted as votes for Sypher, 
and which the committee found upon an examination of the case were, 
to use their own expression, ‘‘ manufactured, ”? 

The other case is that of Mr. BUTTERWORTH in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress. In that case, Mr. Speaker, Mr. BUTTERWORTH and his colleague 
(Mr. Young) were sitting members. There was no notice of contest, 
but there was a memorial from the citizens, or some part of them, of the 
city of Cincinnati asserting or alleging that there had been two or three 
thousand United States marshals appointed to override the will of the 
people; that they had taken charge of the polls in Cincinnati and had 
countenanced all manner of fraud and iniquity. In that state of the 
ease the House of Representatives adopted a resolution not to contest 
the seat of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, but that a subcommittee might be ap- 
pointed to visit Cincinnati and take testimony to ascertain the truth 
or falsity of the charge; and on motion of the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio who died as President of the United States, the motion was 
enlarged so that they might inquire as to the manner of the execution 
of the law in reference to the appointments of marshals at Federal elec- 
tions, Is that a precedent for this case? These are the only two cases 
that can be found, I believe, where this action has been had. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CRISP. With pleasure. 

Mr. BRUMM. In the case of Cook vs. Cutts was the case not re- 
opened and the parties permitted to take additional testimony ? 

Mr. CRISP. It is quite possible. 

Mr. BRUMM. I am quite positive that it is true. 

Mr. CRISP. Perhaps the gentleman did not comprehend my point. 
The minority insist that this case ought to be opened; aver that it 
has been the practice of the House to open cases even without any 
notice of contest, and cite these two cases as instances. I concede 
that there are cases where the House has extended time for taking 
testimony—— 

Mr. BRUMM. That is only where there is an issue of fact that has 
not been decided. Is not that the case? 

If the gentleman from Georgia will permit me, is not this the trouble 
here—first I understand you have agreed that the counsel for contestant 
have botched his case, or at least that thereis incompetency, if not worse, 
on the part of one if not more of the counsel? It is alleged that there 
are certain facts at issue in this case that the contestant wants to have 
a chance to investigate. If there are facts that are at issue, and there 
is no contradiction except by ex parle affidavits, would not that case 
come exactly within the case of Cook rs. Cutts, there being only ques- 
tions of fact at issue that were not decided without regard to the exact 
law and points in the case? 

Mr. CRISP. If I understand the view presented by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM]; it is only in line with the views of 
the distinguished gentlemen who have filed a minority report in the 
case. As I understand their report, they claim that whenever a con- 
testant files an affidavit.alleging frauds and irregularities in an election 
it is the duty of the House, without any regard to the truth or the 
falsity of the charge, without allowing any affidavits to be filed in re- 
buttal, without making any investigation as to the character of the 
witnesses by whom the charge is preferred, to order the case to be re- 
opened. That is the view of the minority in this case. I do not think 
it tenable, and if the House agree with me that the contestee has a 
right to deny by ex parte affidavit the charges that the contestant makes 
by ex parte affidavit, then there can be no question that the evidence is 
overwhelmingly in favor of contestee, and carries with it conviction 
that the chargesof contestant are untrue. The minority will notand do 
not deny this. But their proposition is that however irresponsible the 
witness, however vague the charge, that where under oath it is alleged 
there were frauds in an election then it is the duty of the House to take 
anew the evidence. 

Mr. BRUMM. In other words, if the gentleman will allow me, 
wherever there is an issue of fact, and that issue is created on ex parte 
affidavits on both sides, they claim it is the duty of the committee to 
investigate those facts. That is my position exactly. 

Mr. CRISP. That means exactly what I said, that whenever afda- 
vits are presented, no matter how worthless, no matter how untrue, no 
matter how absurd —— 

Mr. BRUMM. Are you not assuming that fact? There are simply 
ex parte affidavits on both sides. Are you not assuming that on one 
side those affidavits are worthless and untrue? 

Mr. CRISP. I understand the gentleman’s claim to be that where 
the contestant claimed that he showed by affidavit certain facts, and 
the contestee claims that he has produced affidavits which refute the 
alleged facts, the committee must reopen the case. That is the prop- 
osition. I say in this case the only point the.contestant makes in his 
affidavit, as has been well said by the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois, my colleague on the committee [Mr. RowELL]—theonly point 
he makes of any consequence is that seven of the eight precinct returns 
of Carroll County were all in one handwriting. Mr. Pearce swears that 
the names of the voters were all in the same handwriting. The con- 
testee produces the original refurns and they show Mr. Pearce’s afli- 
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davit to be untrue. Are you to open the case, or are you to appoint 
2 commission to go to Kentucky to look at the returns, which we have 
seen and you can see? Is that the proposition? 

Mr. BRUMM. Is the gentleman from Georgia not assuming now 
that the returns shown to be different from the statement made in re- 
gard to them are absolutely correct? May the facts not show that 
they are fraudulent? ~ 

Mr. CRISP. If human testimony can show anything it shows that 
those returns are correct. ; 

Mr. BRUMM. You have only ex parte testimony as to that, 

Mr. CRISP. And so is the charge which is made based on the er 
parte testimony of witnesses shown to be irresponsible. 

Mr. BRUMM. On your assumption. 

Mr. CRISP. It isnot assumption. Itis an opinion based upon the 
testimony of credible, respectable citizens. 

Mr. BRUMM. And counteracted by other testimony by other re- 
spectable citizens. = 

Mr. CRISP. Notatall. Pearce says the record of Carroll County 
returnsshow the registers of the voters’ names are all in the same hand- 
writing. The Committee on Elections have inspected those original 
records, and from thatinspection say the statement of Pearce is not true. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. May Isuggest that there is no evidence or claim 
made that these are not the original returns? 

Mr. CRISP. None whatever. 

Mr. BRUMM. Itmight be the proper time to make that claim now. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman’s claim is exactly what I said. It is 
that wherever an affidavit was presented, no matter how well satisfied 
the committee or the House may be that the affidavitis false, you must 
reopen the case. He says you can notinvestigate on ex parte affidavits 
the question of the truth or falsity of the charge. That means that 
for the purpose of opening the case you must accept it as true. 

Mr. Speaker, I deny that proposition. There is no court on earth 
that, on a motion for a new trial on the ground of newly discovered 
evidence, would not hear the reply to the proposition made by the party 
making the motion. There is no case where you propose to do that by 
an ex parte affidavit where a tribunal will not hear a reply to the party 
making the motion. 

Mr. BRUMM rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON). Does the gentle- 
man from Georgia yield ? : 

Mr. CRISP. I should like to proceed with my argument. That is 
all there is in the case. The proposition of the minority of the com- 
mittee is just this, that the contestant, having submitted certain affi- 
davits charging fraud in this election, asks to open the case. 

The contestee submits affidavits and records in reply, which, to the 
minds of your committee, overwhelmingly establish the fact’ that if 
you opened the case the contestant could not prove one single charge 
that he makes. Is the House of Representatives going to do the idle, 
the futile, thing of opening this case and sending down to Kentucky to 
give the contestant the opportunity to prove something which the evi- 
dence already on file will convince any impartial, unbiased mind he 
can not possibly prove? That evidence, too, furnished by the very wit- 
nesses by whom he says he will prove his case. 

Mr. LAIRD. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAIRD. Conceding that the votes of Carroll County would 
stand investigation, are there enough other votes challenged to change 
the result? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, that that would 
change the result. Ido not so understand it. There is absolutely 
nothing, sir, but the proposition that I have stated. If this House is 
Willing to establish a rule in a contested-election case, where there has 
been due notice of contest, where there has been full opportunity to 
take testimony, and where testimony has been taken only seven out of 
the forty days allowed by law, that, upon a hearing more than twelve 
months after the election, & party may present an ex parte affidavit 
charging fraud, and that the other side shall not be heard in the same 
manner before the same forum, then you may open this case. 

But if you believe, as we believe, that when affidavits are presented 
in that way, it is not only the privilege, but it is the duty of the com- 
mittee and the House to take the case and examine the evidence offered 
and see what substantial good could result from the reopening of the 
case, and, if they are of the opinion that no good could result, if they 
are of the opinion that the case made by the contestant is absolutely 
and wholly refuted by the case made by the contestee, they will then 
and there dispose of the case and settle it. Then this case should not 
be reopened, no amount of investigation can change the result, and to 
open this case will set a precedent under which any contestant or con- 
testee can, at great expense to the Government, extend a contest over 
six months, or indeed two years, as suggested by contestant’s counsel. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended. There are some facts that I would like to 
bring out—— 

Mr. CRISP. Ithank the gentleman, but other members of the com- 
mittee desire to speak. 
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Mr. BRUMM. That would not interfere with their speaking; the 
time is unlimited. ` 

Mr. CRISP. Ithank the gentleman, but will now give way to other 
gentlemen who desire to be heard. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ROWELL] desires to occupy some time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Some gentleman representing the views 
of the minority of the committee will now be heard. 

Mr. LYMAN was recognized. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, had not we better defer this to some sub- 
sequent day? Let it go over until to-morrow or next day, so that we 
may have time to examine the case. 

A MEMBER. Yes; let us have a chance to examine these affidavits. 

ee HOUE We have not had time to examine and read these records, 
an —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LyMAN] yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. LYMAN. What is the proposition, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee will 
state it. 

Mr. HOUK. We have no sacred characters here. Let us go into 
this case and examine it properly and know what we are doing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LyMAN] yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houk]? 

Mr. LYMAN. I think I had better not, sir. 

Mr. HOUK. Well, Mr. Speaker, I move that we adjourn this case 
until this day week. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Ly- 
MAN] has the floor, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HOUK] 
can not make a motion in his time. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, as I was about to say, when inter- 
rupted by the gentleman from Tennessee, I am not very familiar with 
the rules of the House, and therefore I will ask the Chair to state 
how much time I bave at my disposal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one hour. 

Mr. LYMAN. And will other members of the minority have the 
same time as a matter of course? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Until the House by its action changes 
the order that will be recognized as the order of business, and each 
member of the committee will be entitled to an hour. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, in the position which I shall take in 
this case I am actuated by no political or partisan motives whatever: 
nor am I actuated by any personal motives. Indeed, there are mem- 
bers of this House on both sides, I think, who have heard me say more 
than once that if any other gentleman than a member of my own po- 
litical party was to occupy.the chair of Speaker of this House, I should 
prefer that it should be the contestee in this case. I mention this 
simply to show that I am actuated by no personal motive, and that I 
am acting simply in pursuance of what I conceive to be my duty as a 
member of the Committee on Elections, and a member of this House. 
If the question involved in this case had come to a vote upon the 
printed record as it stood at the time the committee was organized, 
there can be no question as to what that vote would have been. The 
vote would haye been unanimous. There would have been no division 
in the committee; for, as has been stated, the record as then presented 
disclosed no cloud in law upon the title of the contestee to the seat. 

During the able argument to which we have just listened extracts 
have been read from correspondence between Mr. Sypher, the Washing- 
ton attorney of the contestant, and another gentleman who, I believe, 
had some connection with the contest at a priortime. Now, whatever 
may be said of that correspondence, it has nothing to do in my judg- 
ment with the question which the minority of the Committee on Elec- 
tions desire to present to this House. The private correspondence of 
Mr, Sypher with other gentlemen ought not, in my judgment, to in- 
finence in the least the vote of any member on this floor upon the res- 
olation presented by the majority of this committee. If those letters, 
coming from the source from which they do come, prove anything, they 
sustain the allegation which the contestant makes here that he has been 
betrayed by his attorneysin Covington; for those letters come here as 
an exhibit attached to the affidavit of Mr. Wood; and coming from Mr. 
Wood, the local attorney of the contestant in this case, the man whom 
he charges with having betrayed his interests, they establish his posi- 
tion in that regard; and that is the only bearing they have on this case; 
only in that view ought they have any influence upon any member 
here. Mr. Wood had no business to send those letters here. Whatever 
their weight may be they were received by him as the attorney of the 
contestant from one who afterward became also his attorney. Mr. Wood 
had no right to send them here. They come here attached as an ex- 
hibit to his affidavit procured at the instance and in the interest of the 
contestee. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. Does not the evidence before the committee show that 
at the time those letters were sent here Mr. Wood, the attorney who 
sent them, had terminated his relations as attorney and that the senior 
counsel of the contestant, Mr. Sypher, had, as is shown by the public 
prints (because the committee-room was open during the discussion), 
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vigorously and mercilessly assailed Mr. Wi 
ing given away or sold out his case? These letters, as I understand, 
were sent as a defense of Mr. Wood. 

Mr. LYMAN. Granting that to have been the fact—that the rela- 
tion of Mr. Wood as an attorney of the contestant had ceased, which 
. was the fact—that is no excuse, no reason why any attorney at law 

should betray the interests of any one who had ever been his client. 


charging him with hay- 


Mr. HEARD. I concede that. There is no issue on that point. I 
simply stated it in a narrative way; my point being that those letters 
were sent here in mse to made by counsel here involving 
the character of the attorney in Kentucky, who sent those letters here 
in defense of his character. 

Mr. BRUMM. That does not alter the case at all. 

Mr. LYMAN. They were sent here after the contestant had 
upon his Covington attorney that he had mismanaged 
constituted no defense to any charge of that kind. They have no ref- 
erence in the slightest degree to any charge the contestant had made 

nst Mr. Wood. Their publication was simply a base and inexcusa- 
ble betrayal by counsel of one who had been his client. 

Now an assault is made on the character of Mr. Pearce, who makes 
an affidavit in thiscase. Hesaid in his affidavit that a day or two after 
the election of the 2d of November, 1886, there was a meeting of the 
friends of the contestee in the city of Covington. It is said on behalf 
of the contestee that Mr. Pearce is not to be believed, that this cause 
ought not to be reopened and this House made cognizant of the facts 
in reference to that matter because five or six gentlemen of Covington, 
Ky., who say they are the most intimate political friends of the con- 
testee, have said they were not at that meeting, were not advised of it, 
and never heard of it. Any member of this House could make a sim- 
ilar affidavit, that he was not present at any such meeting, was not in- 
vited to attend it, and never heard of it. > 

Why, whensuch business as thisis going on, if any such there was, itis 
not the respectable part of the community, the gentlemen of integ- 
rity, who are invited to such consultations—consultations called for 
the purpase of devising ways and means by which the choice of the 
people for their Representative may be overthrown. These affidavits 
may be true; yet they tend only to establish the allegation that the 
contestant has made—not only that he has been betrayed, but that 
steps were taken to overthrow by fraudulent means the choice of the 
people of that district. 

Again, it is argued that the only point which ought in any manner to 
entitle the contestant to a rehearing is in reference to the poll-lists from 
Carroll County; and gentlemen say it has been demonstrated beyond 
controversy that the affidavits of Mr. Pearce and others in that regard 
are false. They say that the original poll-lists are here; that the com- 
mittee had an opportunity toinspect them; that every member of the 
House may inspect them, and that the inspection will demonstrate the 
affidavit of Mr. Pearce to be false. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman speaks of the affidavits of Mr. 
Pearce ‘‘and others.” Will he mention any “ others’? who made any 
affidavits sustaining Mr. Pearce? 

Mr.LYMAN. Ibegthe gentleman’s pardon. I believe I committed 
the same error in the committee on one occasion. I am not certain that 
there are any affidavits on that point besides the affidavit of Mr. Pearce. 
I do not care whether there are or not. I may grant for the purpose 
of what I have to say that Mr. Pearce’s affidavit was the only one on 
that question. 

Iwas about to say, when interrupted, that it is taken for granted that 
the members of the committee have seen, and that members of the 
House may see, the original poll-lists from seven precincts of Carroll 
County. Now, Isubmit—and thisis the only comment I have to make 
upon the minority views of my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]—that on these ex parte showings we 
have no right to take that for granted. That is one of the points on 
which the House wants further information before ing upon the 
question who is entitled to a seat from the Sixth district of Kentucky. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Are those returns here? 

Mr. LYMAN. Idonot know. What purported to be the returns 
were before the committee. I do not know whether they are here now 
or not. I must say that the appearance of those returns was very sus- 
picious to my mind at least, if not to the minds of others. If those 
are the original poll-lists, they have been through an election day in 
the various p cts of Carroll County; they haye been handled by 
clerks in those precincts, and, so far as my experience goes, those per- 
sons are not always the most careful or the best educated. The paper 
on which these returns are written is clean, undefaced, unsoiled, except 
so far as the writing may be a defacement. 

If it be true that the papers are the original returns, then the man 
who swears that the returns from the seven precincts of Carroll County 
are all in the same handwriting has committed deliberate perjury; for 
these are not in the same handwriting; no man, whether an expert or 
non-expert, would suspect for a moment that they were in the same 
handwriting. 

All I suggest on this point is that there is room for doubt as to 
whether the Committee on Elections has seen the original poll-list 
from Carroll County. That is one of the questions we want to exam- 


s; charged 
his case, but they’ 


ine. Ifthe ex parte showing made by the contestant upon this ques- 
tion be true, then the wrong gentleman has a seat in this House from 
that district; if it be not true, the right gentleman occupies the seat. 
This is the very turning-point in this contest—what was the vote in 
Carroll County? Were the original returns from seven out of the eight 
precincts of Carroll County in the same handwriting, made up after 
sthe election, or were they not, as claimed by the contestee ? 

Mr. § er, at the first meeting of the committee for the purpose 
of considering this case, the contestant, by his counsel, appeared before 
the committee and presented this motion: 

Motion to investi, the conduct of the election held ig Thanet 1886, for a 
Representative in Congress from the Sixth Congressional of Kentucky: 
1. By select committee, as was done in the case of the First and d Co: 

gressional districts of Ohio by the Forty-sixth Congress, first session. 

2. resolution to zeopen, case and take testimony, as was done by Forty- 
third Congress in case of Lawrence ts. Sypher and Davidson vs. Smith. 

3. By summoning witnesses before this committee. 

That was the motion, and those were the three propositions which 
the contestant presented to the committee at its first meeting for the 
consideration of this case. 

A strong ex parte showing was made by affidavits and otherwise in 
support of said motion or proposition, which showing in the view of 
the minority committee tended very strongly to establish the following 
facts, to wit: 

1. That great and inexcusable frauds were committed in the conduct 
of the Jast Congressional election in the Sixth Congressional district of 
Kentucky, whereby the apparent defeat of contestant was accomplished. 

2. That when it was discovered that by the vote of the people of that 
district the contestant was elected, there was evinced a determination 
on the part of the friends of contestee to prevent such a result being 
announced and the certificate of election being given to contestant. 

3. That forgery was actually committed for that purpose, whereby 
the contestant was deprived of the said certificate. 

4. That election returns were tampered with and changed for such 
purpose and with such result, 

5. That telegrams had been sent on the night of election to have the 
returns withheld for the purpose of altering them in behalf of the sit- 
ting member. s 

6. That the necessary testimony was not taken to establish such 
facts within the time required by the rules of law and of this House 
because contestant was betrayed and deceived by his attorney, and be- 
cause he supposed from the representations of his said attorney that 
the same had been taken, and that the case was fully p on his 
part for submission to this House within the time provided by the law 
and the rules of the House. 

Now, the minority of the committee claim there was a strong ex parte 
statement showing the facts I have rehearsed in your hearing. As was 
stated by my friend, the chairman of the committee [Mr. Crisp], this 
morning, up to this time the contestee made no appearance before the 
committee. We were furnished with a request on the part of the con- 
testee that time should be given so that he might examine this show- 
ing to determine what course he should pursue. 

Without a dissenting voice the time asked was granted. At the ex- 
piration of that time the contestee came in, and, as has been said al- 
ready, made a statement in answer to this ex parte showing which had 
been made. 

I care not how strong gentlemen may believe that showing to have 
been. Ido not intend here to-day to discuss that question for one 
moment. In nly view of what ought to be and is the law, and ought 
to be the rule of this House, it makes no difference how strongit was. 
That showing was read. The various affidavits were read, which are 
printed as an appendix to the report of the committee. No member of 
the Committee on Elections till the time this vote was taken, in my 

judgment, had read one of these affidavits. My judgment is, up to that 
time not one of these affidavits produced by the contestee had ever been 
in the hands of any member of that committee. Time was asked for 
the purpose of allowing the members of the committee to examine this 
ex parte showing which had been made by the contestee. By a vote of 
the committee, and I trust I do not get beyond what is proper when 
I say this—by a vote of that committee that request for time was re- 
fused. 

Mr, CRISP. Will the gentleman candidly say to the House that 
every affidavit presented by the contestee was read in the hearing of 
every member of the committee? 

-~ Mr, LYMAN. Iwill say so, and I didsay so. Every member of 
the committee was present. 

Mr. CRISP. What is the point in the fact that the members had not 
seen them, if they had heard them? 

Mr. LYMAN. The point isthis: Some of the members of the com- 
mittee desired to read them. They desired to go through those afti- 
dayits in order to see what they purported tobe. We wanted to read 
those affidavits upon which we were asked to determine a question of 
so much importance to this House as the seating the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. We only had them read by the attorney of 
the contestee. They were an ex parteshowing. But asI have already 
said the request made to examine that showing on the part of the con- 
testee was absolutely denied by the majority of the committee. 


n- 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. What purpose did you wish 
to establish, the affidavits having already been read in the hearing of 
every member of the committee? 

Mr. LYMAN. The gentleman asks me to go into the discussion of 
a question of ethics and mathematics. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. No. You say the aflidavits 
were ex parte, and you were ready to go on the record to what was in 
the affidavits —— 

Mr. LYMAN. No; I did not say so, and do not propose to say so. 
Pelee JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. That is not your position, 

n. 

Mr. LYMAN. If you will listen patiently with your ears and eyes 
open—— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Ihave my ears and eyes open. 

Mr. LONG. Do you say the members of the committee were not 
permitted to read everything before the committee? 

Mr. HOUK. The remarks which have just been made cause me to 
ask to be heard. While it is a fact we were permitted to read the affi- 
davits, we were not permitted to examine them as we wished. 

Mr. LYMAN. In answer to an interrogatory p ded by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, I wish to say this, that it is a fact the 
committee was not permitted for want of time to read the affidavits 
which had been presented by the contestee in answer to the showing 
of the contestant; but without any examination or without a showing, 
we were compelled to vote first upon a motion to ask the House to re- 
open the case, and then upon the resolution which the majority of the 
committee have presented here. 

Now, that was not an honest, fair treatment of the minority of this 
committee. There are too many members of this House who have been 
accustomed to proceedings of this kind—I mean proceedings where 
testimony is to be considered and affidavits weighed—to know that any 
gentleman in order to act intelligently upon matters of that kind must 
have an opportunity of examination as to what he is called to vote 
upon. That opportunity was denied not only to the minority of the 
committee, but all the committee were deprived of that privilege. 
Granting, therefore, and conceding the superior intelligence of my 
friends, the majority of the committee, who may not have required that 
examination, I am compelled to say that it was desirable, at all events, 
the minority should have that privilege. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. On what account were they denied it; what ex- 
cuse was urged ? 

Mr, LYMAN. A majority voted against it in committee. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. That is just it; brute force. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wanted to know what excuse was given for it. 

Mr. LYMAN. And I have told you. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow me for a moment, 
as this is perhaps hardly just to the committee ? 

Mr. LYMAN. LI certainly do not want to do injustice. 

Mr. CRISP. I believe the gentleman does not, and therefore I 
took the liberty of interrupting him for a moment. 

Mr. LYMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. After the reading of these aflidavits—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does my friend from Georgia state that the 
affidavits were read ? 

Mr. CRISP. I do. 

Mr. LYMAN. I said they had been read. 

Mr. HOUK. They were not all read. 

Mr. CRISP. By the kindness of my friend from Iowa, I would like 
just now to reply to what seems to be upon the minds of my friends 
from Massachusetts and from Maine, that by some means or other mem- 
bers of the committee were refused or denied the right to read the affi- 
davits to which the gentleman from Iowa refers. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. 8 , I ask the chairman of the committee if 
this is not a faet: did not ask time to read these affidavits, and was 
not that refused by brute force? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You wanted two weeks. 

Mr. HOUK. No, sir; I wanted time. 


Mr.BRUMM. And it should have been given ifit required a month. 

Mr. CRISP. I want to state with the permission of the gentleman 
exactly what took place, 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Irise to a auestion of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state if. 


Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire to know whether this House is to be 
precipitated into an unseemly debate between members on the floor as 
to what took place in a committee of the House. As I understand the 
general parliamentary practice, the proceedings in committee are not 
matters for public announcement on the floor of the House. Ican not 
see, therefore, that any good result can arise from prolonging the dis- 
cussion in this shape. Bad feeling must necessarily be engendered, and 
I ask the Chair to decide now whether it is competent for members to 
discuss publicly the proceedings in a committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state—— 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if any ruling is to be made about the pro- 
priety of the conduct of other members of the House, in response to 


‘| for the contestant that those tel 


the point of order raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I wish 
to be heard upon it. 

. The charge is made distinctly, by amember of the Committee on Elec- 
tions, that the other members of that committee, by a majority vote in 
the committee-room, were refused the privilege of looking at certain 
affidavits filed in the case under consideration. That statement forces 
me to say what took place if the members of the House and the Chair 
will permit me. 

Mr. LYMAN. I have no objection. 

Several MEMBERS. Goon. 

Mr. CRISP. There seems to be no objection except on the part of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. - 

Mr. LYMAN. Only I do not want it to come out of my time. 

Mr. CRISP. Notatall. I just want the House to understand the 
ng because I do not wish the committee to be put in a wrong posi- 

on. 

After the reading of the affidavits and the submission of the case to the 
committee we went into executive session, or had the room to ourselves. 
Tacir our rules we have three hours for debate after a case is sub- 

one hour and a half on each side. Nobody claimed the time 
dE desired debate. Questions were submitted, but there was no request 
for debate. The contestant and his friends could have talked for an 
hour and a half, or could have examined papers for that length of time, 
under the rules "of the committee, and there could have been no objec- 
tion. They did ee except submit a motion on the part of the 
gentleman from Tennessee to continue the case for eight days, which 
the majority voted down. 

Mr. LYMAN. Well, I do not see that anything that I have said is 
ns all controverted by the statement of the chairman of the committee, 
Isaid that by a majority vote in the committee we were refused an 
opportunity to examine the affidavits which had been read. My 
friend, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houk], says they were et 
all That is true, but it was stated that it was an unnecessary 
consumption of time to read the affidavits, which were exactly the 
same as others which had been read. I desire to be entirely fair in 
what I say, and I am sorry that I said a word as to what occurred in 
committee on account of the dynamite which it has exploded here. 

AVe were called upon to vote in succession upon the questions I have 
named, with the results shown by the various reports of the committee 
and its individual members. 

Now, then, as has been suggested in the course of this debate, it does 
seem to me that here was presented too grave a question to be decided 
simply on exv parte showings on either or both sides. If the showing 
made by the contestant be true, this House ought to knowit. If it be 
true that the returns and the poll-lists from seven out of eight pre- 
cincts of Carroll County were in the same handwriting; if they were 
manufactured for the occasion after the report had gone to the entire 
country by the Associated Press that the contestee was beaten; if they 
were manufactured after that time, this House wants to know it. Ifit 
be true that on the night after the election, when the returus from the 
two principal counties in the district in which Newport and Covington 
are situated—I forget at this moment their names—showed that the 
contestant undoubtedly was elected, telegrams were sent to the outly- 
ing counties to withhold returns until they could be fixed up, this House 
wants to know it. If it be true that there was a meeting of the con- 
testee and his friends, or of his friends alone, to devise means by which 
this disaster to the contestee might be avoided, this House wants to 
know it. And I say that it is not just to this House, it is not just to 
the contestant, and the contestee ought to deem it not just tohim,that 
so important a question as that should be tried in that summary man- 
ner. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit me a question? 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. I will ask the gentleman if there was any evidence 
whatever presented to the committee as to the sending of any such 
telegrams as he alludes to, and if it was not suggested to the counsel 
should be presented, or some 
ene of them, if he expected the committee to consider and seek 

or them? 

Mr. LYMAN. The gentleman from Missouri can not have teed the 
printed record before the committee, or he would not have asked me 
that question. There was evidence before the committee; it was in 
the printed record that there had been telegrams sent, and the agent 
of the telegraph company refused to produce them. 

Mr. HEARD. I meant in connection with the application for re- 
opening the case. Iunderstand, so far as the record is concerned, there 
is no difference between us. 

Mr. LYMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is too good a lawyer 
to stand upon any such question as that. He knows the whole record 
was before the committee, and that record showed there had been tele- 

sent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What kind of telegrams? 

Mr. LYMAN. Wedo not know, because the agents of the telegraph 
company refused to produce them; but my friend from Ohio knows the 
way to produce them when they are wanted at the proper time, 
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Iam only speaking now as to what this committee acted on. If 
these charges are not true that the contestant has made; if the showing 
that contestant has made is unfounded, why is it, I ask, thatthe contestee 
and his. friends are standing here so persistently blocking every road to 
an investigation? Is he afraid of thetruth? Are his friends upon this 
floor afraid of the truth? Does he doubt—I ought to say do his friends 
doubt—their ability to go into the Sixth district of Kentucky and es- 
tablish beyond all controversy that these charges of contestant are not 
true, if it be a fact that they are not true? The fact that there issuch 
a constant denial, such a persistent determination that the events of 
the election in the Sixth district of Kentucky shall not be investigated, 
suggests strongly to my mind that there is something wrong down 
there; and I can conceive of no good reason why the contestee should 
be so persistent in his determination that the facts of that election 
shall not be investigated. 

Now, all that the contestant asksis that these facts shall be investi- 
apie and I am free to say here as a member of the Committee on 

leetions and as an individual member of this House that if the evi- 
dence shall not establish these allegations made by the contestant I 
shall be as ready on the final vote as any gentleman on the other side of 
the House to vote to retain the contesteein hisseat. But if they shall 
be established, if they can be established, I want to know it; and I 
know no good reason why this House should not take the proper steps 
to ascertain whether that is so or not. 

We are not without precedents. The precedents have already been 
alluded to by the gentleman who has preceded me. Inthe Forty-third 
Congress there were two sitting members from the State of Louisiana 
whose seats, when Congress met, were claimed by two other gentlemen. 
There was no notice of contest; there was no vote taken. The matter 
went to the Committee on Elections, and that committee made this 
report to the House: 

Mr. Spear, from the Committee on Elections, reported the following resolu- 
tions: which were read, considered, and cm ea to, namely: 

“Resolved, That Effingham Lawrence and E. C. Davidson, from the First and 
Fourth Congressional districts of Louisiana, respectively, be permitted to serve 
on J. Hale Sypher and George L. Smith, who are sitting members of the same 
districts, respectively, notices of contest within twenty days from the passage 
of this resolution; and that the said sitting members be permitted to answer the 
same within twenty days after the service thereof. 

“Resolved, That the time for the taking of testimony in each of said contested- 
election cases is hereby extended ninety days from the time the answer is al- 
lowed to be filed to the notice of contest.” 

After Congress has met gentlemen in that case are permitted to serve 
notice of contest, and the time is extended to allow them to take testi- 
mony in order to contest the right of the sitting members, Mr. Sypher 
and Mr. Smith, to sit in this House. What the result of that contest 
was I do not know, but I am under the impression that the contestees 
prevailed. 

A MEMBER. The contestants prevailed. 

Mr. LYMAN. Iam informed by a gentleman near me that the con- 
testants prevailed: I care nothing about that. The reason I bring 
the action of Congress in that ‘case up here now is to show that we have 
a precedent for the action which the contestant claims ought to he 
taken in this case. And soin the Forty-sixth Congress, Hon. BENJAMIN 
BUTTERWORTH, who is an honored and able member of this House, 
and ex-Lieutenant-Governor Young, of the State of Ohio, were the sit- 
ting members from the First and Second districts of that State, respect- 
ively. They came here with their regular certificates; there were no 
conilicting certificates, as has been suggested by the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. Crisp]. Messrs. BUTTERWORTH and Young came here 
with undisputed credentials, and were seated as members of the For- 
ty-sixth Congress. A memorial came up in the early days of the first 
session of that Congress, signed by less than twenty-five citizens of Cincin- 
nati, a great city with hundreds of thousands of inhabitants. In that 
great city, which these two gentleman represented, there were found just 
twenty-three men to signa memorial alleging that there had been fraud 
in their election. What did Congress do? Congress appointed a com- 
mittee of seven, of which the contestee in this case was the chairman, 
and sent that committee to Ohio to investigate the election in the two 
districts in question. In the discussion of that memorial upon this 
floor, the contestee in this case used this language: 

I mean to say just this, that under the Constitution of the United States this 
House has the absolute and uncontrollable power, at any time and under any 
circumstances, to inquire into and determine the election, return, and qualifica- 
tions of its own members, and that the act of Congress to which the gentleman 
from Ohio alludes (the act providing for contesting elections in the House) is a 
mere practice act, if I may use the expression, which prescribes the method of 
proceeding in certain cases, that is, in cases where there are regular contests in 
respect to a seat on this floor; but that legislation does not, and in the nature of 
things could not, affect the constitutional power which belongs to this House, 
and which belongs inherently to every esienye body, to judge of the election, 
return, and qualifications of its own members. 

In the course of the same debate, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, one of the sit- 
ting members who occupied in relation to that case the same position 
which the contestee here occupies in relation to the present case, said: 

I am heartily in favor of the adoption of the resolution. All I ask of the House 
is a free, full and fair investigation, not only to purify this House of unworthy 
members, but as a warning to evildoers, that if there shall be found a taint of 


fraud affecting the title of my colleague or myself to our seats, all I ask is that 
we be unseated, as unworthy to sit upon this floor, ts oF 


That was the language of one of the sitting members in that case, 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Young, the other sitting memberinvolved in 
the memorial, said: 


I rise now only tosay that I fully indorse what my colleague, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 
has said, and give free consent on my part to an investigation that will take in 
every point now embraced in the resolution and to say that I do not wantto be 
here unless I have a clear title to it. 

How striking the con- 


Commendable words! Commendable acts! 
trast between these words and acts and those of the sitting member in 
the case at bar! I have shown, then, that we are not without prece- 
dènts, precedents established by this House, if not exactly parallel 
cases, as it is claimed by the chairman of the committee they are not, 
cases at least parallel in principle; that principle being that this House 
ought to know who have been selected by the various Congressional 
districts of this country by the majority of the legal voters of those dis- 
tricis. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said aboutall I desire to say in opposition 
to the report of the majority of the committee. The minority think 
and believe, and in that belief they are sincere and conscientious as 
members of the committee and of the House, not influenced or actuated 
by any political or personal feeling—they believe, I say, that a case is 
presented here which demands investigation. The contestant is of the 
same political party as you gentlemen on the other side of the House. 
This is not a political contest. 

The contestantis poor. He sayshis case has been mismanaged. He 
says he has been deceived; that he is unversed in the rules and prac- 
tices of law; that he supposed his case was ready for presentation to 
this House. He is not asking for this seat unless he is entitled to it 
by the votes.of an absolute majority of the legal voters of the Sixth 
Congressional district of Kentucky, cast on the 2d day of November, 
1886. He asks only that this House take such steps as shall be ade- 
quate to ascertain who received the majority. If he did not get the 
majority, he is content with his present position outside of these walls. 
If he did receive a majority of the legal votes, he says that out of 
respect to the vote which was cast and the wishes of the legal voters 
of the Sixth Congressional district, he wants to sit here among you. 
He has that right. The fact that he is poor, the fact that heis a labor- 
ing man, that he earns his bread by the toil of his hands, entitles him 
to no more consideration than you would accord to anybody else; but 
do not forget, gentlemen, that at the same time these things entitle 
him to no less consideration. Let us treat him fairly. Let us say to 
this hard-handed son of toil, “You shall have your rights, whatever 
they are, before the American Congress. If you have been elected, 
this House will ascertain that fact and you shall be seated; if you 
have not been elected, this House will find that out and leave you 
where you now are.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. One question for information. Those books 
which were produced before your committee—were they authenticated? 

Mr. LYMAN. ‘They were not books; they were sheets. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Poll-lists, then. Y 

Mr. LYMAN. ‘They purported to be the poll-lists of various pre- 
cincts. They purported to be authenticated by the judges, or inspect- 
ors of the election, whatever the officers may be called. 

Mr, BUCHANAN. But is there with them any affidavit showing 
zae committee that the sheets thus produced are the sheets used at the 

ection? 

Mr. LYMAN. There are affidavits tending to show that they are 
the original poll-lists. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Whose affidavits? 

Mr. LYMAN. I do not know—some ex parte affidavits. 

Mr. CRISP. But they were brought here and produced by their 
custodian, the clerk of the court. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But Ido not find any statement that the books 
thus produced are the books he had in his custody. 

Mr. CRISP. You will find other affidavits. 

7 Mr. BUCHANAN. Are these lists attached as exhibits to any affi- 
avits? 

Mr. LYMAN. No, sir. 

Mr.STRUBLE, Did the gentleman wish to be understood as saying 
that while this case was being heard by the committee certain affidavits 
produced in support of the contestee were not allowed to be examined 
personally by the minority of the committee? 

Mr. LYMAN. Ido not want to be misunderstood on that point. I 
did not intend to say that we were not allowed to examine those affida- 
vits. But there was a motion made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
that a further hearing of the case be postponed in order that there might 
be an opportunity to examine them; and that motion was voted down. 
We had not such opportunity to examine them as we desired. I donot 
mean to say that they were pocketed or withheld from us, so that we 
could not get them; they were not; they were in the possession of the 
clerk of the committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman say that he was not granted 
time to examine them? 

Mr. LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKENNA. Had you any reason to suspect that those affidavits 
had not been read correctly? 
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Mr. LYMAN. 


Well, that is a leading question. 

Mr. McKENNA. You must go that farif you desire to make the 
point good. 
Mr. LYMAN. Oh, no; I am not obliged to take that position. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield the remainder of my time to my coll e 
on the committee, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 


Several MEMBERS (to Mr. LODGE). Speak in your own time. 

Mr. LYMAN. If the gentleman from Massachusetts can be recog- 
nized, I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CRISP. Before the discussion proceeds further, I would like to 
see whether we can come to some understanding as to when the debate 
shall terminate and a vote be taken. 

Mr. LYMAN. One or two other members of the committee desire to 
speak, and also the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Although not a member of the committee, I would 
like to occupy some time. I do not often occupy the attention of the 
House, and I should not like to be limited in point of time. 

Mr. LYMAN, Ithink themembersof the committee can get through 
in another hour. 

Mr. COOPER obtained the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought I was recognized by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts, if 
he should proceed now, could only occupy ten minutes, The Chair has 
recognized the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. COOPER], a member of the 
committee. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, while it is always unpleasant to differ 
with those for whose judgment we have profound respect and about 
whose honesty of purpose we have no question, I desire to submit a 
few of the reasons why I concur with the majority of the committee 
and dissent from the views of my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
LYMAN] who has just taken his seat. 

I believe, sir, that there ought to be a period in the term of a mem- 
ber of this House when he can be relieved from the menace of a pro- 
posed "contest, when he may be conscious that the time has elapsed for 
the challenging of his right to be here. I believe that the provisions 
of our statute providing when contests may be originated, how con- 
ducted, and when terminated are politic, wise, and just. The contest- 
ant in the present case seemed to understand this, and in due time 
served notice of contest upon the sitting member that he would under- 
take to prove that he and not the contestee had been elected to repre- 
sent the Sixth Kentucky district in the Fiftieth Congress. He com- 
menced taking testimony in that behalf, yet, as the record shows, and 
as is conceded here, he was unable to produce, and has not filed, a syl- 
lable of testimony justifying his claim or impeaching or casting a stain 
upon the claim of the sitting member. 

The only testimony which the contestant took was testimony tend- 
ing to show that there were irregularities in the organization of the 
election boards and in the conduct of the election in certain precincts 
in Kenton and Campbell Counties, in which precincts he, the contest- 
ant, had a large majority, and whichif thrown out would have de- 
stroyed every pretense of his claim. He was verifying the old story of 
the man who, seated on a limb, sawed it off between where he sat and 
the trunk of the tree. [Laughter.] 

The testimony being closed, and the time for taking testimony hay- 
ing elapsed, the contestant appeared before the committee and invoked 
it to reopen this case, which the committee, of course, had no power to 
grant; but the committee might have recommended to the House the 
adoption of a resolution to that effect, and the House with its plenary 
power could ignore or override the statutes which govern the com- 
mittee. And, sir, even at this late day, if the contestant had procured 
and preserfted to us testimony from which it could be reasonably, or, I 
will say, probably or possibly inferred that it was in his power to 
prove that he had received a majority of the legal votes cast at the 
election, I, for one on the committee, would have voted to give him 
that opportunity. 

But what is the case as presented by the testimony? The testimony 
is ex parte on both sides, and no more ex parte on the part of the con- 
testee than on the part of the contestant. What does the contestant 
suggest as a reason why this case should now be reopened, or rather 
inaugurated on the part of the House? For, Mr. Speaker, it will be 
remembered there was no memorial before the committee signed by 
any one. I have never seen one, nor have I seen anybody who ever 
read or heard of one being in existence signed by any person. If there 
is a memorial anywhere it has not come to the committee, and was not 
in the possession of the committee. 

But he brought some affidavits there of himself and of somebody else, 

“tending to show that there was a conspiracy on the part of the sitting 
member and some others, originating at a meeting of Mr. Carlisle and 
his friends, to deprive the contestant of his rights under and by virtue 
of the election. Upon that point he had only his own affidavit to 
support his claim, he not pretending to have any personal knowledge of 
the matter, and without anything upon which to found his claim ex- 
cept some idlerumors floating around the streets of Covington. In con- 
tradiction to that affidavit, we have the affidavit of the contestee, who 
ought to know where he was, and what he did, and of other parties 


who are unimpeached, and who are unimpeachable and admitted to be 
honorable men, who testify to a state of facts showing the allegations 
made on the part of the contestant were unfounded, and could not pos- 
sibly be true. 

It was impossible for Mr. Carlisle to be at that alleged meeting in 
the nature of things, because he was far away from there, at another 
place. It is demonstrated, I repeat—it is proven beyond a reasonable 
doubt—that the allegation of the meeting and conspiracy on the part of 
the friends of the contestee to deprive the contestant of his right to a 
seat on this floor is entirely unfounded, and but idle chaff that was 
floating in the atmosphere, under all circumstances. In regard to-this 
charge of conspiracy, I insist that the affidavits prove that it never ex- 
isted and this meeting was never held; and in the second place, if it 
ever had been, it could never have been proved by these parties. 

Next he claims the case should be reopened because the sitting mem- 
ber is alleged to have admitted on the day after the election that he had 
been defeated. Whatifhe did? It would have been but the expres- 
sion of his opinion as to what might be the result of the pending count 
not yet ascertained. Itwould amount to nothing. But this is denied 
by the contestee. In the first place, he swears that he never made any 
such admission, and in the second place, the party who is all to 
have heard it from the lips of the contestee denies that he heard it or 
ever said he had heard it. Both witnesses deny that the language at- 
tributed to the contestee was ever uttered. 

Mr. GOFF. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima question? 

Mr. COOPER. ‘Certainly. 

Mr. GOFF. IfI correctly read the affidavit of Mr. Thobe, he says 
that Mr. Carlisle was with the reporter of an evening newspaper, of The 
Telegraph, I believe. 

A MEMBER. Horace Cambron. : 

Mr. GOFF. He also states that the remarks of Mr. Carlisle on that 
oceasion were reduced to writing and published in the paper repre- 
sented by that reporter. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Has that paper ever been produced before the committee? 

Mr. COOPER. No, sir; nor the affidavit of the alleged reporter, 
which has never been produced. 

‘Mr. GOFF. I thought perhaps it might be a matter of evidence of 
peculiar weight where a party swears that another had stated a matter 
which had been published, that in the denial of it, the publication it- 
self, in which it was claimed to have appeared, had been produced. 

Mr. COOPER. It was not there; nobody produced or claimed to be 
able to produce it. 

Mr. LYMAN. Was there any evidence that a search had been made 
forit; and that that particular number of the papercould not be found? 

Mr. COOPER. There seems to have been some sort of an affidavit 
in reference to such search and failure to find the paper. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me ask if this whole thing is not on some- 
body’s affidavit? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, the whole trouble is in reference to an affidavit 
that some newspaper man made, not of matter that he heard himself, 
but claimed to have heard from somebody else. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But is not eyen ex parte evidence better than no 
evidence in reference to grave charges of fraud? 

Mr. COOPER. We will see whether there is any substance in the 
charges of fraud as I proceed. 

Mr. Speaker, what are the charges of fraud as alleged? It is, as has 
been well said by my colleague on the committee [Mr. ROWELL], in his 
report, the gravamen of this allegation, upon which we are requested to 
open up the case, that a gentleman who claimed that he hadsome experi- 
ence and ability as an expert had examined these returns from Carroll 
County, and upon such examination they showed upon their face that 
they were all written by the same hand, including the signatures of the 
election officers, That was an exceedingly grave charge, and if true it 
would show that a monstrous fraud had been committed there, and that 
this whole question of that election should be opened up to careful in- 
quiry, no matter what might be the result. 

If so grave and monstrous an outrage had been committed upon the 
ballot-box as is there alleged, it was worthy of the most serious con- 
sideration. But, sir, how can such a charge be established? By what 
means can it be proven, or is it susceptible of proof, if the House should 
undertake the work,of affording the contestant an opportunity to ey 
tablish his allegations, 

If the charge be true, it might be proved by the testimony of parties 
who committed the outrage. It might be proved by the testimony of 
the judges and the clerks of the election in those precincts, if they could 
testify, when brought forward, that they did not sign the poll-books, the 
tally-sheets, or the returns in question in Carroll County; or it might be 
established by the testimony of experts, showing that forgery had been 
committed; but I undertake to say here that, with the exception of a 
single affidavit of this man Pearce, there is a total want of testimony 
supporting the charge. But that is not all. I say further, and chal- 
lenge contradiction of my statement, thatall the testimony which could 
possibly be brought forward to throw light upon this question, either 
by a commission or by subpcenaing witnesses, or by any other process 
of investigation that the House might order, even if the time were ex- 
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has been 


tended until the great sounded the last trum: 
ess character 


already produced before the committee, showing the 
of the charge of fraud. 

Mr. BRUMM. Give us some evidence on that point. 

Mr. COOPER. You can read it in the record. 

Mr. BRUMM. Lut that is not entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. COOPER. Ido not know what might satisfy my distinguished 
friend, the gentleman from Pennsylvania; but I take it that the testi- 
mony there will satisfy any reasonable man. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will it do any harm to enlighten us? 

Mr. COOPER. It will do no good; and that which occupies the 
time of the House and expends the people’s money vainly does harm. 

What is the testimony on this point? ‘The sitting member first pro- 
duces the testimony of prominent experts, men whose position in busi- 
ness life qualifies them and justifies them in saying that they are ex- 
perts in handwriting; cashiers and other officers of banks with whom 
the men in that immediate vicinity, and who presided at this election, 
were in daily business contact. These men tell us that they are famil- 
iar with the signatures of these election officers, and that they have ex- 
amined the returns and found them genuine. Affidavits are produced 
of the judges and clerks of the election, honest men I take it, and quite 
a number of them Republicans, Mr. Speaker—ay, gentlemen, Repub- 
licans of Kentucky—who testify that this election was fairly held; that 
there was a free, fair election and an honest count; that their signa- 
tures to the returns are true and genuine; and they testify er, 
that some of them were earnest and active opponentsof the sitting mem- 
ber, vigilantly looking after the interests of their candidate, the con- 
testant, and they know that there was an honest count and return. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You say that they were Republicans. How did 
they vote? 

Mr. COOPER. Idonotknow. They swore they were Republicans, 
and although it may be, and is, so high an honor to be a Republican 
that a man may step out of his way to proclaim it, I presume that théy 


swore to the truth. [Laughter. 
That is not all. ey say the returns were produced before the 
committee. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. How can they be identified? 

Mr. COOPER. I will read, if you please, from the affidavit. Ihave 
here the aflidavit of the clerk himself, which, if I understand language, 
does show what I have said. I call attention to the affidavit of Mr. R. 
F. Harrison, which begins on page 40 of the record and is completed on 
page 41. He says this: 


Affiant says that the said poll-books and certificates are still in his custody, and 
that by an order of the county court of said county of Carroll, made on the llth 
day of January, 1885, which is hereto appended, afflant has been permitted to 
withdraw the same from his office as clerk of the court of said county, and they 
are all herewith exhibited to the committee. 


And they were exhibited and were examined by the committee, and 
it was conceded by everybody, the minority as well as the majority, 
that there could be no question about the genuineness of these returns, 
and thatany statement that these returns were forged, that these papers, 
including the signatures of the officers, were all in the same handwrit- 
ing. was wholly unfounded, to put it as mildly as possible. 

fr. LYMAN. I wish to ask my colleague on the committee, where 
is the evidence that those returns before the committee are the returns 
about which the clerk swore ? 

Mr. COOPER. ‘They came here with the affidavit of the clerk, and 
I think it is unworthy the dignity of this House to stand here splitting 
hairs on such a point as that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I wish to ask my colleague, did any one in the 
committee question the genuineness of those papers? 

Mr. COOPER. If any such question was made it was not in my 
penoa, or at least not in my hearing; and Ido not believe any mem- 

of the House has any doubt upon that question now. 

Mr. LYMAN. What allegation? 

Mr. COOPER. That they were not the same returns that were for- 
warded by the clerk. 

Mr. LYMAN. ‘That they were not the same returns that were for- 
warded to the returning officers. 

Mr. COOPER. Iam not talking about that. 

Mr. LYMAN. That is what we want to get at. 

Mr. COOPER. But that we examined the identical returns covered 
by the affidavit of the clerk nobody questions. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwish to ask the gentleman whether there has 
been any impeachment of the character of Mr. Pearce? 

Mr. COOPER. I do not know anything about that gentleman’s 
character; and I do not know that there has been any impeachment 
of the character of Mr. Pearce, or anybody else in this case, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I may be permitted to suggest to my colleague 
on the committee that the poll-books were brought here by their proper 
custodian, 

Mr. LYMAN. How does the gentleman know that? 

Mr. O'FERRALL. He appeared with them there in the committee- 
room. 

Mr. LYMAN. Do you know him? ‘ 

A MEMBER. Perhaps he, too, was forged. 

Mr. COOPER. There is no question but a gentleman claiming to be 


the clerk of the county court of Carroll County came into the commit- 
tee-room, and claiming to besuch, delivered these returns to the clerk 
of the committee, and nobody then challenged the proposition that he 
was the person he claimed to be. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. And he came exhibiting the order of the court 
authorizing him to bring the books here. 

Mr. COOPER. He exhibited all the credentials and paraphernalia 
which could accompany such a messenger, and I do not understand 
how it can be insinuated that these returns came here or that this man 

t possession of them in an improper way. 

Mr. LYMAN. I simply say I do not know. 

Mr. COOPER. Are we to presume every man who comes here to 
appear before a committee is a scoundrel and a forger? The contest- 
ant’s counsel were present—two_of them. Modesty have pre- 
vented them from making any such questionat that time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EZRA B, TAYLOR. Will my colleague permit me to interrupt 
him for a moment? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The point made by the contestant as it 
presents itself to my mind is this: That the returns as first made were 
right; that Mr, Carlisle was defeated; and that afterwards they were 
cooked up, the returns in Carroll County being in the same handwrit- 
ing. Now, it is claimed that the returns here show that they were not 
in the same handwriting. I ask my colleague, was there any evidence 
before the committee to show that the returns on which Mr. Carlisle 
was declared to be elected were the returns before the committee? 

Mr. COOPER. The affidavit of the clerk shows they were the orig- 
inal returns. 

Mr. ROWELL. And he was one of the election officers. ' 

Mr. CRISP. Will my colleague permit me to suggest to him, in reply 
to his colleague from Ohio, that there is the affidavit of Nat B. Lewis, 
who says he is a Republican; that he examined these poll-books in the 
county clerk’s office, and they are in the same condition that they were 
when he signed them; that there is the affidavit of W. H. Hisle, clerk 
of the election in another precinct, who says the same thing; that there 
are the affidavits of Mosgrove, Gilkner, and Long to the same effect; 
also the affidavit of a Knight of Labor, Mr. Leep? These men and 
others swore that they examined the returns; that they examined the 
returns on file in the county court of Carroll, and that they are in the 
same condition as when signed on the day of election, ‘The clerk of 
the county of Carroll appeared in the committee-room and ted 
these returns with an affidavit in which he said that these returns 
were those on which the count was made; and these witnesses told you 
that the returns they examined there in Jan were the identical. Te- 
turns and in the same condition as they were in November, 1886. 

Mr. COOPER. Permit me to say further that these gentlemen who 
swore they were, and appeared to have been, the officers of the election, 
some of whom were Republicans, also swear that the actual count as 
made by them on the night of the election corresponded precisely with 
the returns here. : 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. ‘That is the only statement which has 
been made here that touches my point. 

Mr. COOPER. I understand that I am within the record when I 
state that that is established. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. COOPER. I think I must decline to yield further; there are 
so many gentlemen making speeches in my time. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not be tedious, but I wish to repeat that 
not only do the affidavits of the officers of election show that these are 
the returns, but they also show that the actual ballots cast and counted 
by them verified the correctness of the count, as it appears here by this 
return, and that the result of the election in the various precincts in 
that county was precisely as it now appears from the returns. Now, 
then, inthe face of these facts, Mr. Speaker, what good result can pos- 
sibly come from action by this House reopening this case? In what 
way are these alleged frauds or forgeries to be proved, if not by the 
very men who are here upon record as disproving them, and in that 
way affirming a negative? How can it be possible to make a caso 
stronger? = 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir; if it is not too long. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It will not be long. There has been 
some discussion here, and apparently some feeling, in regard to the 
question of giving time in committee for members to examine those 
affidayits—— 

Mr. COOPER. I will come to that in a moment. Mr. Speaker, L 
approach the discussion of what took pre in the committee-room with 
very great hesitation and delicacy. I certainly would not have been 
the one to thrust it in here; butas this seems to be a sort of confessional 
on that subject, I desire to say that when a member of the committee, 
my friend from Tennessee, I believe [Mr. Houk], moved that the con- 
sideration of the case be postponed for cight or ten days, I voted with 
him on that proposition. Although I did not desire any further time 
to come to a conclusion upon the case myself, I was quite willing, and 
more than willing, that any other gentleman who desired it should 
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have any reasonable time to reread and examine thoroughly the affi- 
davits and the records in this case. But with that view the majority 
of the committee did not agree. Mr, Speaker, in the interest of fair- 
ness, I wish to say that all the affidavits on both sides, with the excep- 
tions which I shall mention in a moment, were carefully and intelli- 
gently read in the committee-room. ` 

Thedistinguished chairman of the committee himself read the affida- 
vits of the contestant, or a portion of them. There were two or three 
affidavits for the contestee’ which were not fully read to the committee, 
but their substance was stated. Thecommittee were told that they were 
merely cumulative as to certain points, and no member expressed any 
desire whatever to have them read; on the cohtrary, it was unanimously 
signified that no such desiré existed. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the face 
of these facts, I ask again what good result can follow from the adoption 
of a resolution to reopen this case? What can be hoped fromit? The 
Louisiana case is cited, a case which I do not understand to be by any 
manner of means on all-fours with this. In that case there was a ques- 
tion as to which of two returning boards, each claiming to bealawfully 
organized board, wasauthorized to givea certificate to the member-elect. 

The Cincinnati case is also cited. In that case there was a memorial 
asking for an investigation of the election, but here the committee 
have no memorial before them, nor do I understand that the House 
has any memorial before it. If it has, I have no knowledge of the 
fact. I wish to say further, that the result of the investigation upon 
that memorial in the First and Second districts of Ohio was not such 
as to encourage similar investigations, A committee went forth from 
this House, clothed with all the authority the House could give them, 
and sat in solemn council in the city of Cincinnati until they got tired, 
at an to this Republic of over $60,000, and then they returned 
without having found anything upon which to even predicate a report. 
I submit, therefore, without desiring to weary the House with words 
of mine, that the passage of a resolution by this House to reopen this 
case would be an injustice to the contestee, an injustice to the contest- 
ant, and a wrong to this House itself and to the people whom we rep- 
resent. 


It would be an injustice to the contestee that upon such a thin, 
shadowy, unsubstantial showing as has been made in this case, a show- 
ing which of itself demonstrates the utter impossibility of establish- 
ing the claim set up, he should be subjected to the annoyance and the 
expense incident to such a contest. I grant you that, high as his po- 
sition may be as Speaker of this House, the duties of which office he 
has discharged in a manner challenging the respect and admiration not 
only of the House itself, but of the whole nation—I grant you that 
his high position does not entitle him to any more consideration or to 
any other measure of justice than that which is due to the humblest 
member of this House—if there be differences of degree here, which I 
do not understand to be the case. But Ido claim for him that he is 
entitled to just the same measure of consideration and protection from 
unfounded and unjustifiable annoyance that any other member of this 
House is, and I submit that this House would do itself a wrong and 
any member a wrong, whoever he may be, by subjecting such member 
to the annoyance and expense of a contest of this kind,compelling him 
to expend his time, and to withdraw his attention from the di 
of his high and responsible duties 2s a member, in order to ‘‘cayort’’ 
around over the country, following a contestant upon such a showing. 
Such a proceeding would be an injustice to this contestant, because it 
would be an invitation to him on the part of the House to spend his 
time and money in the vain effort to find proof which does not exist— 
an invitation to attempt to accomplish the impossible feat of establish- 
ing that which is not capable of being established. 

I see itisgiven out by thecontestant, or his friends, through the press 
that he will carry this contest before the voters of the Sixth Congres- 
sional district of Kentucky at the next election—a resolution which I 
commend—an enterprise in which I wish him success; and I hope to 
live long enough to congratulate him upon the successful issue of his 
contest before that tribunal. 

I submit further it would be a wrong to this House for it to occupy 
its time and attention, which ought to ba devoted to the interests of 
the public, upon a contest the determination of which is so obvious and 
the result so incohtestable as that in this case. 

Mr. Speaker, I propose to yield now to my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
ROWELL]. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Before fhe gentleman takes his seat, I 
would like to ask him one question. 

Mr. COOPER. Iwill answer gladly, if I can. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Is it true there was evidence before the 
committee showing that some of the polls in that district were opened 
on the day before the law allowed them to be opened? j 

Mr. COOPER. Notatall. There was such an allegationin regard to 
a single precinct, the precinctof Verona. That matter, however, was 
successfully explained to the committee, as I have no doubt my colleague 
on the committée [Mr. ROWELL] will successfully explain it to the 
House. There was nosuch occurrence evenin the Verona precinct, the 
only precinct as to which such an allegation was made. 

I will only say, in conclusion, that giving this contestant the benefit 
of every vote which he specifically challenges, he still has no claim 
here to the seat, : 


Mr. SOWDEN. Did I understand the gentleman to say that the 
counsel for the contestant were present at the timeof the reading of 
those affidavits ? 

Mr. COOPER. Certainly. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Was not the contestant himself also present? 

Mr. COOPER. Not when the affidavits were read by the contestee, 
as I remember. 

Mr. SOWDEN. But his counsel were present? 

Mr. COOPER. Both his counsel were present. 7 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not design to detain the House by any Jengthy, 
remarks. It is always pleasant to be found in harmony with those 
coll es upon a committee with whom you affiliate politically, and I 
regret that I am obliged to differ with some of my party friends in this 
case. It is sometimessaid thatall the evidence needed to be presented 
to the Committee on Elections in a case of this kind is evidence show- 
ing the political parties to which the contestee and the contestant be- 
long. So faras my action is concerned, I wish to give the lie to that 
expression and that belief. I want to try to make in every case a 
record which shall be law for every other case, and not to make law 
for each individual case in accordance with party predilection. 

Let it be remembered that this case came before the committee as an 
election contest under the statutes regulating the proceedings in such 
cases; thatit is not the case of a memorial sent to the committee to de- 
termine whether the action of the voters in any Congressional district 
shall be investigated, but a question whether the contestant is entitled 
to a seat claimed by him in pursuance of the-statute, or whether the 
contestee is entitled to retain his seat. 

As has already heen said, there was and there could be no difference 
of opinion among members of the committee upon the original record as 
presented to the committee. There was presented but a single ques- 
tion of Jaw, and that question capable of decision in but a single way, 
so that there could be no doubt as to the result upon that question. 
The contestant comes before the committee and files a- motion for a 
recommendation to the House that a committee go to Kentucky and 
investigate the conduct of the election in the Sixth Congressional 
district. Now, in accordance with the well-established practice, a 
motion of that kind in a pending case, to be successful, should be 
supported by some proof. What does the contestant do? He brings 
before the committee four affidavits, the affidavit of himself and three 
other persons. In his own afidavit he alleges no fact upon nal 
knowledge. He reiterates substantially the same thing that he had put 
into his notice of contest. Now, I understand an application for a re- 
hearing, in order to have weight before a court, must be accompanied 
by the affidavits of witnesses havirg personal knowledge of the facts 
upon which the rehearing is to be granted. 

There is no claim of personal knowledge. It is asimple affidavit of 
hearsay, an affidavit based upon information and belief. But other 
affidavits follow, and in neither of them is alleged one fact which could 
possibly be material in the investigation of this case. 

It is said that the sitting member expressed the opinion on the night 
after the election that he had been defeated. Whatifhedid? Would 
that be a legitimate question to be proved in the contest? The ques- 
tion of whether,on the night after the election, the Speaker or anybody 
else believed one person or another had been elected can have no possible 

ing upon the question of who was elected. 

So that in the affidavit of the contestant and in the affidavits of two 
other persons there is raised upon personal knowledge no question to 
be decided, not one, either to be met by counter-affidavits or to be in- 
vestigated in proof. The only question presented on plain personal 
knowledge is to be found in the affidavit of Mr. Pearce, who alleges of 
his own knowledge that the returns of Carroll County, in seven out of 
eight precincts of Carroll County, were in one and the same handwrit- 
ing. If that afidavit was true it shows that the returns of Carroll 
County wereforgeries. But whetherenough to change the result of the 
election, it was so grave a charge it-ought to be investigated in the in- 
terest of all elections. Now, I understand when an affidavit is so pre- 
sented by one man purporting to have knowledge of facts, and another 
and opposing affidavit is presented by some other’ person claiming to 
have knowledge of the same facts, it raises a question to be sent to a 


jury. 

But if I understand court proceedings, when there is a plea of a 
record it raises no issue of fact to be submitted to a jury, but it raises 
a question to be submitted to the court itself. Now, the only question 
to be met in the affidayits of the contestant or the personal knowledge 
of any witness is the question of the forgeries of the returns of the 
precincts of Carroll County. Everything else is so much bosh. Every 
other allegation of personal knowledge is the allegation of immaterial 
fact; and we by opening this case shall be establishing as a precedent 
that anybody who has been a candidate for Congress may neglect to 
proceed according to the statutes, and when Congress assembles come 
in and file his affidavit that he believes certain things may be proven, 
and then that we must send out committees to investigate that ques- 
tion, Then there is an end of contest under the statutes and an end 
of security for any member who received a certificate and comes here. 

As regards the affidavit of Pearce, there was brought before the com- 
mittee the clerk who was the legal custodian of these precinct returns, 
who was by law one of those whose duty it was to open these ballots 
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when they were returned, the third day after the election, to count the 
ballots and make up the returns of the count, and to keep in custody 
the returns sent in from the precincts. That clerk brings with him 
those returns, which he declares have been in his custody as their legal 
custodian from the day when they were returned to him and when they 
were brought before the committee by orderof the court. They have all 
the prerequisitesofarecord. They haveall the force ofasolemn record of 
acourt presented to us by the legal custodian of thatrecord. Itstood 
before us as a plea of a record, and the returns were submitted to us 
for tion and decision as to whether they were all in one. hand- 
writing. We did inspect the record, and the affidavit ee, psi it 
was proved to have been a falseaflidavit. By examination it would be 
found in the printed form the blanks were filled up in the handwriting 
of the clerk, as they should be, before being sent out to the several pre- 
cincts, and I take it, in the examination of this peculiar handwriting of 
the clerk Pearce satisfied his conscience in saying there was the same 
peculiar handwriting in each one of these returns. 

Now, what issue of fact was raised which we ought to take cognizance 
of? The single one, and that one settled beyond all peradventure—an 
issue to be determined on inspection and not by the testimony of wit- 


nesses. 

Why, itissaid, ‘‘ Give us an opportunity and we will prove that these 
are not the original returns; give us an opportunity and we will prove 
that the records of a court are not the records ofa court.” Now, I do 
not propose to open the case, so far as my vote is concerned, to give any- 
body an opportunity to attempt to falsify the solemn records made in 
pursuance of law by the courts of Kentucky or anywhere else, because 
it is too herculean a task for anybody to attempt. 

Mr. BRUMM. How do you know they were the records of the court? 

Mr. ROWELL. Because they are identified and verified, as the law 
provides, by the custodian of the records, and by order under the seal 
of the judge of that court himself. 

Mr. BRUMM. But the custodian of the records is also the custo- 
dian of the seal. 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. k 

Mr. BRUMM. Then you have simply one man against one man, 

one official against another, one oath against another oath. 

- Mr. ROWELL. Every record, every certificate brought here by every 
member who comes here with the great seal of the State upon it, is 
precisely the same character of record; and you might justas well chal- 
lenge that seal, and declare that the Clerk of this House did not know 
that somebody had not stolen the seal and put it on without authority; 
or that the officer provided by law had not himself committed a forgery 
and perjury. 

Mr. BRUMM. When it is challenged under oath there is an issue 
raised, no matter whether itis a question even as to the seal of the State, 
for it is after all only the action of the individual that places it there. 

Mr. ROWELL. It is not challenged under oath except by one man, 
himself not the custodian of these records, himself not capable of iden- 
tifying what the records are in any court. The only way you may 
identify the records when produced in evidence is to bring the regular 
legal custodian, and not some outside party to swear to them. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does the gentleman pretend that the legal custodian 
of a record, who is also the legal custodian of the seal attached to the 
recerd which is the evidence of the action of the court, that if that cus- 
todian has falsely placed the seal of his office upon a piece of paper, and 
committed a perjury by swearing it is on original paper, that you will 

` shut your eyes and not tolerate an investigation into the fact, when that 
fact is challenged underoath? That isall the question involved in this 
case; and I would like to know the gentleman’s view of that subject. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, I do not exactly claim that; but Ido claim 
that when some unknown party files an ex parte affidavit that the rec- 
ords are, in his judgment, in one and the same handwriting, that the 
solemu records of the case, identified by the legal custodian that the 
people have placed over them, are’so conclusive that there is scarcely a 
shadow cast across them by somebody whom I do not know coming in 
and offering an affidavit that he thinks the records are all in one hand- 
writing. 

Mr. BRUMM. But you do not even know the clerk. You know 
one as well as the other. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, I do not know the clerk; but I know that he 
has the confidence of the lawful authorities of the State of Kentucky. 
I know that the official in question has the confidence of the people to 
the extent that he manages estates; the interests of children are in- 
trusted to his keeping and care, and I know in the solemn way official 
records are identified that these records are before us. 

Now, if we are to engage in the business of investigation at the beck 
and call of everybody, we ought to go into this investigation. But 
the committee had to consider the things before them. It was nota 

nestionof public policy. It wasasimple question of a contested elec- 

on made up first by a record taken in pursuance of law, but second 
by affidavits filed for a new trial, and these affidavits were gotten up to 
secure that. 

Mr. BRUMM. Are you not rather in error when you say that this 
is an nee for a new trial? 

Mr. ROWELL. No, sir. 
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Mr. BRUMM. I beg pardon; I think you are. An application for 
a new trial is always made after the verdict. It is pending a trial of 
the facts themselves and the issue that an application is made upon an 
affidavit for a fair opportunity to traverse the facts alleged to exist in 
this case. One of the facts alleged is that the attorneys had divulged 
the secrets of their client. 

Mr. ROWELL. Well, perhaps technically the application was not 
made after the verdict; but it was in the nature of a verdict after all. 

Mr. BRUMM. Who delivered it? 

Mr. ROWELL. It was after the verdict of the committee, because 
it was substantially conceded that the verdict upon the record could 
be but one way. There was and could be no difference of opinion 
among men that had any knowledge of legal questions. So that it 
was a motion—well, put it in another way—that it was a motion to 
reopen the case and go back to the people and try to take some more 
testimony, the same rule that would be applied after an order of court 
to close testimony, and the day of closing had passed for the parties to 
come in and ask a new order reopening the hearing. And when seek- 
ing to do that they must bring the affidavits of the witnesses who pur- 
port to know the facts and not the affidavits of the interested party 
upon information and belief. 

Mr. STEELE. These returns, as I understand, were identified and 
sworn to by a number of others besides the clerk. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes; they were identified by oceans of affidavits. 
But the affidavits of fact on the one side and the affidavits of fact on 
the other have raised an issue of fact that ought to be submitted to the 
jury, and hence I considered none of the affidavits except the one 
identifying these returns, because it is a proper way to identify them. 
I treat this mattersimply as I would treat a plea of a record submitted 
to the court and not to the jury. > 

I would like, if I could find it in my conscience, to reopen this case, 
because this contestant seems to believe that if it was reopened some- 
thing would turn up. But when a contestant comes before a commit- 
tee and says, ‘‘I can prove certain things by witnesses whose names I 
withhold from this committee, and whose names I will disclose after a 
committee is appointed to investigate,’’ such a statement does not come 
to me with very much persuasive force in favor of reopening the case. 

Mr. WARNER, Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER. If I understand the gentleman’s position correctly, 
it is that an issue of fact should not have been passed on by the Com- 
mittee on Elections on ex parte affidavits. 

Mr. ROWELL. That is correct. 

Mr. WARNER. I will ask the gentleman if it is not now an issue 
of fact whether these returns that come themselves out of the jurisdic- 
tion of the court without any process here in Washington before the 
committee were the returns which were alleged? 

Mr. ROWELL. My friend from Missouri is mistaken. It was not 
a question of fact resting in the knowledge of witnesses. These records 
were not out of the jurisdiction of the court without legal authority. 
These records were here by order of the court. ‘They were here in the 
custody of their proper custodian. They are identified as the records; 
and you can not bring against the record parol testimony. 

Mr. WARNER. I presume the gentleman has consulted the laws of 
Kentucky. I understand him to say that these records are here within 
the jurisdiction of the court and by proper order of the court. Is there 
any law of the State of Kentucky that authorizes the clerk to take the 
records of that court beyond the jurisdiction of that State? 

Mr. ROWELL. I have not examined the laws of Kentucky, but 
there is a presumption in favor of the legal judgment of a court. 

Mr. WARNER. Then doI understand the gentleman to give this 
as the opinion of the committee, that it is a presumption if the clerk 
comes here with the records that they are correct? 

Mr. ROWELL. No, sir. You do not correctly understand me in 
that way. But when a court makes an order, I say that presumptively 
it has adjudged according to law. 

Mr. WARNER. If the court make an order withoutits jurisdiction, 
I ask the gentleman what would be the effect in that case? e 

Mr. ROWELL. If the court makes an order without having juris- 
diction in a case, its order is a nullity when the lack of jurisdiction 


appears. 

PRY COOPER. Ifmy colleague will allow me to make a suggestion, 
what difference does it make whether there was an order or not, if it 
be true that the records came here and were before the committee? 

Mr. ROWELL. Nota bit. We got a chance to see the records with- 
out going to Carroll County. The material question here is a plea of 
record, and that is to be determined by inspection and not by the ex- 
amination of witnesses, That is all there is in this case; and if that 
be so, the minority should have joined the majority in the declaration 
that there is no occasion for this House to reopen the case in this pro- 
ceeding of Mr. Thobe to contest the right of the sitting member toa 
seat. action I might take on a proper memorial is a question 
for other consideration. It is not one to be considered in this contested 
case when the record is presented to the committee. 

For these reasons I have been compelled to withhold my signature 


from the views of my associates of the minority side of the committee, 
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much as it would have gratified me to join them in recommending the 
reopening of the case. 

Mr. LODGE rose. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
De Lopar] isentitled to the floor, as a member of the committee, for 
one hour. 

Mr. LODGE. As the committee has been put in the confessional 
on the matter of forcing a vote in regard to the affidavits, I should like 
to state exactly what occurred for the benefit of the House. We lis- 
tened to the affidavits of the contestee during the entire morning; we 
then took a recess and came in, if my memory serves me right, at half 


past 1 o'clock. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I cail the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER pro temopre. What is the gentleman’s question of 
order? 


Mr. BUCKALEW. I raise the pointof order that it is not in order 
to debate the, proceedings in the committee, and the gentleman who 
now holds the floor has given notice that he proposes to re-enter that 
field of debate which had been interrupted. For that reason I in- 


terpose. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I should like to say a word on the 

int of order. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

UCKALEW], if it is in order for the secrets of the committee-room to 
be given out and published in the public prints, whether it is not in 
order for a member of that committee to tell on this floor just what 
did happen in the committee-room ? 

Mr. LONG. I suggest, if there is anything in this point of order, 
it is made too late, as this has already been a matter of discussion. 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly. Discussion has proceeded upon the theory 
that it was right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is not made too 
late. It can be made at any time during the progress of the debate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I should not have raised this question 
of what took place in the committee, but it has been discussed freely 
on this floor. When it was under discussion between the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] and the chairman of the committee, the hon- 
orable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], the point of order was not 
pressed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUcKALEW], and I 
think that as a mere matter of courtesy each member of the committee 
might be allowed to make a statement. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Under the circumstances, Mr. Speaker, I will 
not press the point. 

Mr. LODGE. We came in, as I remember, at about half past 1. 
It was moved by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] that a 
week should be allowed for the documents on both sides to be printed, 
and an opportunity given us to read andexaminethem. That motion 
was voted down without discussion, and that was the whole of that 
business. 

Now, as to the position of the minority. Speaking as one of ‘those 
who signed the minority report, their position seems to me an ex- 
tremely simple one. The case on the original record as it has been so 
ably argued by the chairman of the committee both in his report and 
before the House this afternoon, is perfectly plain. It requires no ar- 
gument. On the case as made up on the printed record there was no 
room for question. Every man on that committee would have voted 
in favor of the contestee. But a motion was made io reopen the case. 
Affidavits were presented by the contestant’s counsel and by the con- 
testant himself. Those affidavits were met a week later by counter- 
affidavits, which, I freely admit, rebut thementirely. Iam not going 
to weary the House by discussing those affidavits. I desire to make 
this one point: If we are going to try election cases on affidavits, why 
does the practice act of this House provide that they shall be tried by 
taking testimony ? 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD, I understand the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
concede that upon the record there is no issue between us—that we are 
all agreed. 

Mr. LODGE. So I understand. 

Mr. HEARD. And I understand the gentleman now to admit that 
so far as those affidavits are concerned, they are completely answered 
by those presented in rebuttal. Therefore, I ask him, what was there 
for us to try, and what is there to induce us to reopen the case? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam coming tothat. There was a week taken to get 
those rebutting affidavits, and the very able gentlemen in charge of the 
case of the contestee would have been much duller than I suppose them 
ever to be if they could not, in that time, procure affidavits to rebut 
those presented for the contestant. The point I submit is this: The 
practice of the House before the present practice act, the practice of 
the House to-day under the existing practice act, is not to try election 
cases by affidavit, 

Mr. ENLOE, Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Ican not yield. I have but very little to say, and I 
will soon come to an end. The next point is that the practice act, as 
weall know, shuts out further evidence. The question, then, is simply 


whether the House will settle this case on affidavits, or whether it con- 
siders the case one of suflicient gravity to reopen it. Itseemed to mein 
its significance and its meaning, it seemed to me in the allegations that 
were made, too important a case to be settled in this way. It seemed 
to me that it was a case that deserved the attention of the American - 
Congress. - It seemed to me that, considering particularly the enormous 
disparity of political position between the contestant and the contestee, 
we should proceed with great circumspection and not quite so hastily 
as we have proceeded. In the case of Butterworth and Young, which 
has been cited on this floor, there was no notice of contest; there was no 
contest made; there was simply a petition from less than twenty-five 
citizens of Cincinnati, alleging fraud. 

In a week probably a bushel basketful of affidavits could have been 
brought in rebutting the statements in that memorial; but the honor- 
able Speaker of this House, who was at that time a member on this 
floor, stood here and advocated in the most liberal terms the opening 
of that case, which was as much excluded by the practice act as the 
present case is excluded by the present practice act. I think the atti- 
tude which he then assumed, of going beyond and through the practice 
act when the seat of a member of this House was called in question, 
was the correct attitude. The ground which he then took I believe 
to be the correct ground, and I think so, not only on account of the 
importance of removing the slightest taint which may attach to the 
seat of any member, but also because I think it is very important that 
a false impression of the attitude of this House in this particular case 
should not go forth to the country. 

The contestant was not a Republican candidate. He was the candi- 
date of certain labor organizations and of the labor party. He is a 
poor man. He has been unable to bear the e of this contest. 
There is no doubt whatever—any one who reads the record and the tes- 
timony of his counsel will admit—that his case was shockingly mis- 
managed. He comes here and in a large measure throws himself upon 
the mercy of the committee and of the House. There is, as every man 
knows, a widespread belief among the great working classes of this 
country that the power of corporations, the power of “‘ trusts,” the 
power of “rings,” the power of men in high authority, backed by 
money and influence, has enormous weight in all legislative bodies in 
thiscountry. Whether that belief is erroneous—and I am happy tosay 
that I believe if to be—matters not. That belief is abroad; and it is 
an unwholesome, a dangerous belief. 

It is the kind of vague theory to which agitators opposed to every form 
of orderand society appeal. And I do think that when an honest man, 
whose affiliations are with the working classes, and who ran as their 
especial candidate, comes before this House asking simply for a hear- 
ing—for this contestant says that if there is one majority against him 
he does not desire to be seated—I do believe that it can do no harm to 
any man or any body of men or to the interests of the people to allow 
a hearing of the case. : 

It has been said that in the Cincinnati case the committee went out, 
spent some time and a great deal of money, and then came back with- 
ont enough to hang a report upon. Suppose they did; when allega- 
tions of this sort are made in regard to an election to this House, and 
when the contestant is such aman as I have stated, I think this House 
can afford, as has been said in the report of the minority of the com- 
mittee, to temper justice with a very large measureof generosity. And 
I can not reconcile to my mind the policy which has been alluded to 
by my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
COOPER], of limiting contests. I can not see why the contesteeshould 
desire to assume the attitude which has been assumed by his friends 


‘and counsel in this case. The examination of the case has been hur- 


ried. Every effort has béen made to stop the investigation. It seems 
to me (speaking for myself) that if allegations of this sort were made 
in any contest as to my right toa seat, I should for my own sake wish 
the matter to.be probed to the bottom. 

For these reasons I signed the minority report, because I think no 
harm and no injustice can be done by a further examination of this 
case. I do not base this position upon the question of affidavits or 
upon the printed record; I urge it simply as a matter of good policy, 
of exact and equal justice to all. [Applause]. 

Mr. CRISP. I now ask unanimous consent that the contestant [Mr. 
Thobe] be allowed to address the House, if he desires to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is customary to grant such requests 
by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope that members will remain here, so that we may 
vote on this question this evening. 

Mr. THOBE (the contestant). Mr. Speaker, Iam not here with any 
set speech prepared by my attorneys or anybody else. I claim simply 
that right which every American citizen has the right to claim under 
the law, to hear that which may be advanced against him and to reply 
toit. Now for the first time have I seen the affidavits which have been 
before the committee. I dispatched to the chairman of the committee 
Monday morning before I left home, Cincinnati, to come here, to please 
withhold the report of the committee and prevent action of the House 
untill arrivedin Washington. I brought with mea protest, and I would 
like the Clerk to read it. - 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


hse oe ee rs 
House of Representatives, Fiftieth Congress: 

I, George H. Thobe. De O IT O: DENAN ani ON DOUDE oE a MAAT OEA 
qualified electors of the Sixth EE gulp arene isg Kentucky, protest hereby 
against your committee reporting adversely on the question of reopening the 
contest between m f and John G. Carlisle until I have had Brgy seer Bm 
to examine the vits filed by Mr, Carlisle and to file counter-affidavits 
thereto. 


I t to your committee that upon the mere est of Mr. Carlisle he 
was v pas ipar rpe in paba to wr va ana those an by me Bon 
port motion to reopen the case; yet, notwithstanding opportu- 
nite Kana to him, your committee, within one hour after discussion on the 
en, decided adversely thereto. 
ight and justice Gemanded. and still demand, at least a reasonable time in 
whi Imay the affidavits filed on f of the Speaker of the House, 
and oppose them by affidavits of citizens of eguel Sanane and reputation. 

‘This, by the action of your committee, has been denied me. 

Idonotcare to call the attention of yourcommitteeto the fact that Iam the first 
candidate of the Union Labor party, myselfa mechanic, and whose friends arein 
the humble walks of life, to contest for my right to a seat in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, nor that the contestee is the Speaker, but I do call your attention 
earnestly to the fact that I am contesting only for the freedom of elections and 
the right of the electors to choose whom they will to represent them, be he 
lawyer or isn he mechanic, 

There is an affidavit, so far as hasbeen stated in the public prints as hay- 

boon filed on behalf of the & er, but can be controverted successfully. 
f others were filed, of which [ have had no notice, I am entitled to the same 
ts, so far as assertin ned title to my seat, as is the distinguished Speaker, 
ed to establish aa Re eto m:i 
up letters to the 
pied the relation of 


your 
then pran were not the 


I aati the seo et s of rac committee va the disparity of resources possessed 
by me compared w: jose possessed by the Speaker of the House, the con- 
testec, since, in E M- fes of the laws of peipei prohibiting such acts under 

ns and pe Leary the county clerk of Carroll County, a sworn Nggae 
nd the limi his county, not in obedience toa su any court 
nor from your committee, a portion of the records of his office; Spee only 
baron ma limits of his county, but beyond the boundaries of the Common- 
wealt 


I Pn ey untrue, in every cular, the affidavit said to haye been 
nA to the effi Sy haa ean Rae essence a 
“slush”? cast at me and 


‘might m make what he could out ot 


“fr Senti no time was given to 
atures it; but so far as I have been advised of it by the public prints, I charge 


As to all other affidavits herve we of which I have not been advised, I claim 


I charge that th 
taken and presented to yo ittee, was 
counsel for the contestee ythat a names should be gen 
he met, or who met araa sao n, after the Hod pt when it was said oe 

e was could bedone; but that 
inbid deposition Colonel Nelson had deposed 

close land Molton tale friends of Speaker Carlisle, ponent nance of high 
standing, and influential in Covington. 

I that the statements as to the conference of certain friends of Mr. Car- 
election are true; that it was ao gin common pigs wpe 

conference was held; and a reopening of 

with retarence to it. 
gentlemen of standing in an ano Democratic party other than 


have cena paper ge 
malities nor the peace apod of ‘er enter into 
im I demand for 
of the people of the Sixth 
Sen get o metheir tative in Con- 


wrens and w Lewy nd naa of your committee be not reversed, will be denied 
ice a po 

I claim only the right which —— humblest citizen may claim under the law— 

to hear that which has been ad vented againd say cate eee to it, 


er 
be a 


OBE. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this 17th day of January, A. D. 1888. 
[sean] ROBT. . HUGHES, 
Notary Publie, 


Mr. THOBE Mow be nsospeaiy Mr. Speaker, I submitted that sworn 
statement, which has just been read, to the Committee on Elections, 
and it was rejected, disregarded, and returned to me by the chairman, 
with the following letter: 
Hovse REPRESENTATIVES, U. 
Washington, D. C, January is, Sises. 

Sm: The chairman of the committee received inclosed affidavit yesterday. 
To-day he submitted it to tho committee, and was directed to return it to you 
with statement that so far as this committee is concerned the case referred to 
therein is closed, 

Very respectfully, 


J. H. Syrnen, Esq. 
Here, then, is a flat and indignant refusal of the committee to even 
hear me; and they indecently rushed the report through the commit- 
tee and submitted it to the House before I could reach Sho Capitol. If 
I was a criminal charged witha heinous crime I could not have been 
treated with less respect to my rights as a citizen by this partisan 


committee. 
Mr. Speaker, I made this contest in good faith, and not 
by a single action have I ever shown it was not in good fai 


legally elected by the qualified voters of the Sixth district of Ken- 


CHARLES F. CRISP. 


cee or 


tucky. It was commonly understood and announced that my majority 
was over 2,900. In Kenton and Campbell it was larger than the entire 
vote injthe-other six counties, 

Much stress has been laid by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. COOPER] 
upon the affidavit of Cambron, who made an affidavit as to what Mr. ` 
Carlisle said in an interview printed in the Cincinnati Evening Tel- 
egram. Now what was it he did say? We have been able o find, 
after much trouble, one copy, and per sr age only one which is pre- 
served, of that paper of November 3, 1 We had these printed 
[holding ur up a ) aap copy] and scattered throughout the district. Let 
me read from copy: 


hie the Evening Telegram, last edition, Vol, 2, No. 187.] 
CISCISNATI, ONTO, November 3, 1886. 


ME. CARLISLE TALKS. 


Pei a Boag Mr. keris i Peyton “2 aie se pre and Ao sate a 
wr e Donee smiling, and looks on very pro efeat 
with the utmost compos He said; 

“The result is BALTAIS ow owing to the fact that Democrats feltn6 concern what- 
ever in my election, and would pass the polls with the remark that ‘that man 
Thobe would not get 100 votes!’ PAVby. ere Was Moncey, and poy of it, fur- 
nished by manufacturing concerns back of this movement. ey went round 
the dis Fegan the election, = = Be paren gy beret 0 organized in every precinctin 

e — The district was flooded with their tickets just before the election, 

hy dor on is correct, fase I have no reason for doubting it, Mr. Thobe 

ae Aree vary ig sano ogg and I will feel a sense of persona! nal relief that I 
pee not felt before for ten years, I will fecl that a heavy load has been lifted 
m me, 


The other copies of this edition have been burned or destroyed by 
Carlisle’s partisans, For this copy a gentleman was offered $20, and 
perhaps it is the only one in existence in that neighborhood. 

That was the talk, I do notcome here and ask for my seat. I say 
simply, gentlemen, I ask for simple justice and fair play. I havea me- 
morial here containing the signatures of 3,000 voters—more signatures 
of voters than perhaps some members received votes at their election. 
[Laughter and applause.] All we ask is simply to investigate and 


learn just what m aj majority was in the district. In fact,I had an ad- 
mitted majority of over 2,000 when the polls closed. 
There was 


pan stress put upon the fact that the contestee’s 
affidavit was I saw only a little synopsis of it. I didnot know 
to what extent it went. Ishould like to have had time to have put 
in that protest,and to have stated what is the opinion of gentlemen in 
regard to this matter of mine of equal standing in their community 
with any upon this floor. 

But I must submit, itis a pitiable spectacle pr the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives to bolster himself up by his own affidavit to 
maintain himself in a seat in this House upon a fraudulent title. 

If you do not t this prayer to investigate this election, but close 
down, I do not think you are doing justice to the election laws and to 
the ballot-box of this country. Oneof the speakers during this debate 
has said—the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, CoopER]—that the time had 
expired, and therefore he had voted against opening the case. 

The chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Georgia, stated 
that seven days were only used to take proof. That is true, and I will 
tell you how it was. A few days after the election Senator VooRHEES 
was interviewed, and in that published interview he said, ‘‘ Why 
Thobe will stand buta slim chance ofa hearing, much less of the seat.” 
And the attorney Iemployed, Logan A. Wood, in whom I had fall con- 
fidence, about the beginning of December, 1886, in a published card of 
over a column and a half, referred to it, and quoted language of a 
tleman from Kentucky, Hon. Mr. McCreary, where he was sai to 
have stated in an interview that if CarKsle’s majority was 10,000 I 
would stillcontest. In that card or report my attorney says the frauds 
are so glaring on all hands that they can be easily proven. 

cCREARY. Let meask what paper that alleged interview 
was in? 2 

Mr. THOBE. In the Cincinnati Commercial. 

Mr. McCREARY. By whom written? 

Mr. THOBE. By my attorney, Logan A. Wood. 

Mr, McCREARY. And that purports to be an interview with me? 

Mr. THOBE. No; that interview is copied from the Courier-J our- 
nal, which purported to contain an interview with you, and he (Wood) 
replied, to it. 

Now, gentlemen, I wish to explain to the members of the committee 
and of the House why I think it it no more than just that I should have 
an opportunity of reopening this case. I ask simply to have justice 
and fair play, nothing more. The very fact that I_intrusted these let- 
ters to that attorney, Wood, and went to my work day by day, he tell- 
ing me that I should not lose any time, that he would attend to it, and 
I working, so that by my wages I could pay him—and I did pay him 
between and $300, although he states in his affidavit that all that 
he ever received was $43. That statement is false, and he knows it. 
It is true that I received a small amount from an organization in Cin- 
cinnati; but on the second day after the election I paid him, Wood, in 
the presence of five or six witnesses, went to the bank and drew out all 
the money I had there, $95, and on the 16th of November I paid him 
$50 more, and then afterwards sums of $25 and $10, making up the 
whole amount I stated, in the aggregate being not less than $250. 
But now he comes and says that ‘‘Thobe only paid him $43.” Hs 
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said in that card there was no question that great frauds had been com- 
mitted; that they were so glaring that they could be easily proved when 
the time came to take testimony. And, by the way, in this card which 
he published, he refers to three or four prominent Democrats who were 
heard talking on the street corners, using such lan; as, “*This is 
getting dangerous for the Speaker and his party. e must buy the 
Thobe party off.’? Then, in his own room, he says to me, ** Thobe, 
we have got them; they are getting afraid; we can make some money 
out of them.” This part of the statement he denies, but he does not 
deny having the conversation. 

But I still had confidence in him; that he would go on and attend to 
my case; and I urged him day after day todo so. In the meanwhile 
he told me that Carlisle’s answer was enough to unseat him. I said 
time and time again if I could not show the people that a frand had 

been committed, and that I was legally and fairly entitled to the seat, 
I would not make the contest. ; 

I said, ‘‘If I can notdo so I will decline to enter it.’? I was honest 
in my intentions. In the last seven days my attorney did take a little 
testimony in Covington; and if you had seen Carlisle's attorney sit- 
ting there laughing and smiling while that was going on you would 
know what he thought it would amount to. It was then being re- 
ported, gentlemen, that the Thobe case did not amount to anything, 
and that they still had hopes the case would not be opened and Thobe 
would not have a chance to prove the facts that he alleged. It is not 
to be expected, gentlemen, that men holding positions in that Demo- 
cratic stronghold will volunteer to give testimony against one of their 
own party in such a case. But you can get that testimony by having 
a proper committee duly authorized. They are honest men and will 
tell the truth, and you will find that a conference was held by Car- 
lisle’s friends and that something was done to bring in enough votes 
from these six outlying counties to‘overcome my majority of 2,062 in 
Kenton and Campbell Counties. 

` Gentlemen, here are something like 3,000 voters whose names are 
appended to this memorial. They are not bankers nor wealthy mer- 
chants, but they are men like myself, who labor in the shops, factories, 
and farms of the Sixth district. Two-thirds of them are voters living 
in Covington and employed across the river in Cincinnati. Here are 
the papers, and the names will show for themselves. 

It has been stated that I was getting voters from Cincinnati to sign 
their names to this petition, becanse it hap that I went there to 
the factories toask them to sign. But the facts are that those persons 
that I went to there were employed in the factories of Cincinnati, but 
not a man has signed this paper except those who lived and voted in 
that district. Still an effort has been made to show that all of these 
names were fraudulent. Why should this House determine to refuse 
to reopen the case? No previous House of Representatives has disre- 
garded such a petition. No American Congress has ever attempted to 
deny the right of petition and do justicé in such a case. * If you do so 
in this case, you establish a precedent without a parallel in the history 
of our country. 

Gentlemen, I am sorry that the working class of our country have 
begun to lose confidence in the security of the ballot; and if the ballot 
is not pure and honest, what laws can you make that will be just and 
secure the rights of the people? [Applause.] 

Iam proud of Kentucky, where I was born, but there are man 
things there that Iam not proud of. Twenty-seven years ago I was 
apprentice boy at my trade. If I had then been in a Jawyer’s office 

‘reading law, perhaps I might stand a little different now. 

But I do not consider it a very great honor exactly to be a member 
of this House. [Great laughter.] Gentlemen, what I meant by the 
remark was this: that I think the mechanic who invents something 
useful, the farmer and the miner who discharge their duties faithfally, 
are just.as honorable and noble, and just as much entitled to respect, as 
any citizens of thiscountry. If every member here were like the Ken- 
tuckian whom we all admire, who would rather be right than be Pres- 
ident, these seats would be filled by the right men. When you can 

Y that in your long lives of public service you were never influenced 

y pecuniary or selfish motives, but had a single eye to the welfare of 
your people, then we would have the legislation we ougit to have and 
there would be realized what Ingersoll has beautifully said, that under 
aus flag of ours the weakest must be protected and the strongest must 
obey. 

I am not here asking for favors. Simple justice is all I ask, and that 
is all that those petitioners in my district are asking. In seeking to 
reopen this case I do not make any capital or propose tomake any, be- 
cause Iama working man. Jam sorry some people think they might 
be under some obligation in regard to their vote in this matter because 
of the difference between myself and the distinguished Speaker. But 
Ido not dwell on that fora moment. The humblest citizen has as 
much right and is entitled to as much as the highest. 

Gentlemen, I do not wish to take up much time. IfI hadhad time 
to look over those affidavits I might have made some notes in regard to 
them. I did make a few while the discussion was going on. 

Reference has been made to the fact that in some cases the ballot- 
boxes were opened before the proper day for counting the vote. That 
was in Trimble County. The ballot-boxes were opened and the ballots 


counted on the second day, while the law directs that that shall be 
done on the third day. Some 300 votes were counted for Mr. Carlisle 
and 3 forme. In every county I received some votes, ‘ 

When I have met some of the first men in that district. and I have 
asked, ‘‘Do you honestly believe Mr. Carlisle was elected?” they an- 
swer, “No.” The feeling there is that Mr. Carlisle was not elected, 
but was defeated, but you can not expect those gentlemen to come for- 
ward and testify. If, however, you put them on the witness-stand 
they will tell the truth. i 

local attorney in Covington told me what had been said on the 
§ y after the election by a prominent politician: ‘‘We will fix that 
fellow; he has been a Democrat for so many years and has now turned 
against us, and we will fix him.’’ I have no party there_to back me, 
no officials in those counties to take my part as the Democratic 
has. The Republican party is doing nothing in my behalf down there, 
and I never asked them to do anything forme. I have simply asked 
for justice. The great majority of the votes I received came from the 
workingmen, who had been trying for long years to get a fair chance. 

Gentlemen, can you afford to not investigate this matter thoroughly? 
I make no threats and do not want to be understood so. I expect to 
never lose confidence in the ballot,which is the only remedy I see by 
which the people can redress any wrong that may befall this country 
and its people. 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, I 
will suggest that he send that memorial up to the desk and have it 
made part of his remarks. : 

Mr. THOBE. Iwill do so. 


To the Congress of the United States: 

The undersigned, citizens and electors of the Sixth Congressional district of 
the State of Kentucky, respectfully represent: That at the election for member 
of Congress in the said district, held on Tuesday, the 2d day of November, A. 
D. 1835, in accordance with the acts of Co: and the laws of the State of 
Kentucky in that behalf made and provided, there was not a full, fair, and im- 
partial expréssion of a majority of the qualified voters of said Congressional 
district in regard to their choice for a member of Congress for said district in 
the Fiftieth Congress of the United States, for the following reasons 

1. That in the matter of the appointment, service, ahd qualifications of the 
election officers, there was an open, intentional, and corrupt violation of law, in 
that the said election officers were not appointed in the interest of a faire} m 
and an honest count and return of the vote so cast, but were appointed to aid 
and assist in the election of J. G. Carlisle, the candidate of the raietan fA 
to the injury and prejudice and defeat of George H. Thobe, the opposing can 
date of Union Labor party. 

2. That gross frauds were pe ted and committed by the supporters and 
partisans of John G. Carlisle, in his interest and for his benefit, in the counties of 
Trimble, Grant, Gallatin, Campbell. Carroll, Boone, Pendleton, and Kenton. 

3. That the returned majority of 825 votes which it was was recei 
by John G. Carlisle in the said Congressional election is false and fraudulent. 

4. That your memorialists further charge, in consequence of the outrageous 
frauds perpetrated at the election andin the district aforesaid, John G, Carlisle 
was falsely and wrongfully returned asa member-elect from said Congressional 
district, and he, the said Carlisle, now occupies and holds said seat to the in- 
jury and prejudice of a majority of the legally qualified electors of the said State 
and Congressional district. 

5. And because in many election precincts in the counties of the said Sixth 
district of Kentucky the polls were not opened until after the hour of 6 o'clock 
and were closed before 4 o'clock of said day, in open violation of the laws 
Kentucky, thereby preventing many persons from voting for said Thobe who 
otherwise would have voted for him. 

And your memorialists herewith present a number of affidavits in support of 
the allegations herein contained, and they aver that the charges therein can be 
substantiated by a great number of reliable and credible witnesses. 

Wherefore your joners lly request in the interest of - 
mentand of honest and impartial elections, to the end that an honest ballotand 
a fair count may be had in the State and district aforesaid, that yéur honorable 
body may direct to be made and make a thorough and searching investigation 
into the matters herein set forth as to the conduct and results of said election 
in the State and Co nal district aforesaid, to the end that full and com- 
plete justice may be done in the premises. 


Mr. Speaker, the signers of this memorial are voters of the Sixth 
Kentucky district. Does any member of this House suppose these 
3,000 voters would sign such a petition if the contest was not being 
prosecuted in good faith? They are in earnestand so am I, and all we 
ask is justice,and wedo not believe you can afford to deny us. Great 
stress was.laid on the poll-books of Carroll County. The gentleman 
who investigated them on two or three occasions told me they were in 
one handwriting. Private marks were made on them. He made a 
private mark on each one of those poll-books that no one else knew. 

I feel now certain in my own mind that those poll-sheets presen 
here to the committee were not the original ones, I have every reason 
to believe that the gentleman sent in my behalf put a private mark on 
those poll-books. If those produced have that private mark, right 
and well. So much far the great stress laid on the poll-books from 
Carroll County. But I assert here and now that if this House will re- 
open this case and investigate the matter honestly and thoroughly, it 
will be found that the poli-sheets produced on behalf of the Speaker 
are as false and fraudulent as the certificate on which he holds his seat 
in this House. Those poll-sheets are spurious and were manufactured 
and dumped upon the committee and this House to save the Speaker. 

Mr. BRUMM. Were you present when these poll-books were before 
the committee ? 

Mr. AROPE. I was not, and I never saw them. The committee 
a urious rs without question. 

piani iI can nat EEO VO LEANE eatin of Carlisle’s friends 
was held after the election, and that something was done, as I have 
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SORS , to change the honest result, I am willing to rest my case on 
at. 

Ifa committee would go down to Covington and subpæœna gentlemen 
of high standing there and examine them, then if we could not prove 
that a conference was held I would give up the fight. Iam positive 
about it, gentlemen. It was common talk. Not enough votes were 
polled to overcome the large majority of the workingmen in those two 
counties, which was 2,062. Ifmy attorney, L. A. Wood, had been true 
to me, there is no doubt he could have proven these facts; and because 
he was not true to me I wish to have this case reopened, in any way you 
gentlemen see fit, and I am certain that we will prove up this case to 
your satisfaction. The people there do not wish to volunteer their tes- 
timony, but their testimony can be had by a committee. Another 
thing, paten jit has been said again and again in conversation by 
men of character and high standing, ‘‘Mr. Carlisle was defeated; but 
then, look at the man Thobe. It is better to say nothing about itand 
let Carlisle hold the seat than to have that man Thobe.”? But, gen- 
tlemen, the people have made inquiries in regard tothis man Thobe, and 
they have found that he isnot quite as bad a man as they thought he was. 
They have found that he has six children, and that he sends them to 
school. He has a boy eighteen years old now in the State of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], at Atlanta, working at bricklaying, 
and another going to school at Lexington. Iownmy own home, where 
I was born and raised, in Covington, and when I went to Indiana some 
years ago, the first thing was to get a home, and I own a home there 
still. I have always taken an interest in elections and in the affairs of 
this Government, and all I ask is justice in this matter. During our 
campaign we distributed some sixty thousand copies ofour ‘‘platform,”’ 
and the two paragraphs that we dwelt most upon were these: 


Fourth. Should encourage home industries, make such liberal appropriations 
for internal improvements as shall meet all the industrial demands of the coun- 
try and develop its resources, and so afford employment for otherwise unem- 
ployed labor; and should prohibit the importation or employment of all con- 


tract, convict, or pauper labor. 

Sixth. Should maintain and praana the purity and freedom of the ballot, and 
the rights and interests of citizenship at all times, in all p and under all 
circumstances by the whole power of the Government, State and National. 

Gentlemen, the workingmen are in earnest in this matter. It was 
talked about at all their public meetings, and all they asked or ask 
now is justice and fair play. I well remember that when I used to 
read the Bible as a school-boy the Ark of the Covenant always seemed 
to me the most sacred thing possible, but I believe to-day that every 
citizen ought to think just as muchof the ballot-box. The ballot-box 
should not be handled like a plaything. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. THOBE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It has been stated, or the opinion has been ex- 
pressed here in the course of the debate, that the gentleman [Mr. 
Thobe] at one time gave up his case, and that his present movement 
in asking it to be reopened was inspired from Washington. What I 
desire to ask is whether that be true, or whether it be true that he is 
now proceeding of his own motion, inspired by what he believes to be 
the justice of his case? 

Mr. THOBE. It isutterly untrue that I did not want to go into this 
contest, or that I everthought of abandoningit; utterly untrue. Ican 
prove by twenty or thirty of the leading workingmen of Covington that 
on the first Sunday after the election, when my first attorney said to 
them that it would be an easy matter to prove fraud and to seat their 
candidate, I insisted on the contest. I was not forced into it by any- 
body else, and I will state again that in no instance have I said anything 
or done anything that could in the least imply that I did not enter into 
the contest in good faith. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. THOBE. Yes, sir. -I like to be asked questions. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 51 of the report of the committee is the affi- 
davit of Horace Cambron, from which I read: 

Affiant says that he never caused to be published in said paper uy item to 
the effect that Mr. Carlisle admitted his defeat, nor was any such item eyer 
published to affiant’s knowledge; but the files of that paper prior to a change of 
ownership about six or seven months ago were not preserved, and affiant does 
not know where to find a copy of said issue. 

Is that paper in which the affiant denies that any such publication 
was made the one in which it was made? 

Mr. THOBE. That is the paper. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the gentleman to send the paper to the Clerk’s 
desk that the publication may be read. 

Mr. THOBE. November 3 is the date of the paper. I ask the 
Clerk to read the which are marked. 

The Clerk read as follows from the Evening Telegram, published at 
Cincinnati, Wednesday evening, November 3, 1886: 

There are yet ge precincts to be heard from in Kenton sleeper’ and all in 


Campbell, except Dayton and Bellevue, so that it is utterly impossible, jud; 
rises : idea ee =} 


by the surp: y received, to form any accurate i as to the res 


MR, CARLISLE TALKS, 

The Tel met Mr, Carlisle in Covington this morning and had quite a 
chat with ac, The Speaker is smiling and looks on his very paobable detent 
with the utmost composure. He said: 

“The result is entirely owing to the fact that Democrats felt no concern what- 


‘the district, 


ever in my election,and would pass the polls with the remark that ‘that man 
Thobe would not get 100 votes.’ Why, there was money, and plenty of it, fur- 
nished by manufacturing concerns back of this movement. They went round 

uietly before the election and were thoroughly organized in every precinct in 
The district was flooded with their tickets just before the election, 
A Go penne is correct, and I have no reason for doubting it, Mr. 'Thobe 
will be the next Con man,and I will feel a sense of personal relicf that I 
pare not felt before for ten years. I will feel that a heavy load has been lifted 
rom me, 


CARLISLE—THE BIG KENTUCKIAN PROBABLY A DEFEATED MAN, 

At 12 o’clock the indications are that Hon. John G. Carlisle is a beaten man. 
But for more definite information see next edition. Republicans are claiming 
the election of their candidate by 500. 

Mr. STRUBLE (to the Clerk). Read the name of that paper. 

Mr. THOBE. It is a Carlisle paper—the Evening Telegram, of Cin- 
cinnati—the issue of November 3, 1886. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do the names of the publishers or editors ap- 


r? 

Mr. THOBE. The reporter of that paper who wrote the article was 
Mr. Horace Cambron, formerly a lawyer, who stated to my local attor- 
ney that he would hate to make an affidavit in regard to the interview, 
because Mr. Carlisle was a particular friend of his, and he had named 
hissonafter the Speaker. [Laughter.] In thatinterview Mr. Carlisle 
says: 

If my information is correct, and I have no reason for doubting it, Mr. Thobe 
will be the next Congressman. 

How did he get his information? Some particular friends of his gave 
it to him; and I can say that if I wished to do so, I could mention the 
names of half a dozen prominent gentlemen who said to others the day 
after the election, ‘‘ Mr. Carlisle is defeated, but he won’t be defeated 
to-morrow.” 

Now, gentlemen, can you afford to pass this question by without a 
full investigation, when, if you do so, every man in that district will 
believe that I was elected? All I ask is simply an investigation. 

One word more and Iam done. I was legally elected a member of 
this House by the legally qualified voters of my district. I was de- 
fraudedand cheated out of my legal majority by ballot-box stuffing and 
false counting. I was betrayed and sold out by my original counsel in 
the contest. I have been denied the right to furnish the legal proofs, 
to expose the frauds committed, and to establish my right to the seat 
to which I was elected. Isubmit my appeal for justice to this House, 
and in the name of the industrial classes who voted for me, and of whom 
Iam proud to be an humble member, and in the name of the three 
thousand signers of this petition, I respectfully demand that justice be 
done in this matter. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCREARY. In justice to myself as well as Mr. Thobe, I wish 
him to state again in what connection he referred to me, so that if nec- 
essary I may make the explanation. 

Mr. ROGERS, Iraise the point of order that there is so much con- 
fusion on the floor members can not hear what is going on. 

Mr. THOBE. I wish to be understood —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The contestant will d a mo- 
ment. Gentlemen of the House will be seated. Does the contestant 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. THOBE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY. In order that justice may be done to myself as 
well as to Mr. Thobe, I ask him to repeat what he has stated in the 
course of his remarks in reference to myself, so that I may understand 
exactly the purport of his language. . 

Mr. THOBE. That was in the Commercial of December, 1886. It 
was in reply to an interview published in the Courier-Journal in refer- 
ence to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. p erri | wherein it 
was stated that if Carlisle’s majority was ten thousand, I would still 
contest the election. In reply to that my attorney, Logan A. Wood, 
wrote a column and a half, and also dwelt on the interview published 
before that with “‘the Tall Sycamore of the Wabash,” in which he said 
that I would not even get a hearing. The article to which I refer could 
be read if the House desired, showing the exact language that Logan 
A. Wood used, mentioning Mr. McCrrary’s name, and also varioug 
other names. 

Mr. McCREARY. Was that a statement in Mr. Wood’s card, or did 
it purport to be an interview with me? 

Mr. THOBE. Oh, no; he just wrote, a card after reading what the 
Courier-Journal said. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Wood wrote a card after reading what the 
Courier-Journal said? 

Mr. THOBE. That is it exactly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I think it proper I should say now 
that I never atany timesaid that no matter what the result of thatelec- 
tion might be Mr. Thobe would contestit. Iwas never interviewed at 
Louisville about the Carlisle-Thobe election, and Ineversaid at any time 
anything in regard to it, except that I desired the returns to be counted 
fairly, that I believed they would be so counted, and that when the re- 
sult was announced, I wanted it to be in accordance with the law and 
with i votes as they had been cast by the people of that district. [Ap- 

lause. 
i Mr. MATSON. I wish to ask the contestant whether he did not 
state the alleged interview with Senator VOORHEES too strongly when 
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he said the Senator had stated that he (Mr. Thobe) would not even 
get a hearing. 

Mr. THOBE. Those are the words. 

Mr. MATSON. Let me refresh the gentleman’s memory a little. 
Did not Senator VOORHEES state, or rather did not the alleged inter- 
view represent him as stating, that Mr. Carlisle was very popular 
with both sides of the House, and that the Republicans would be very 
sorry to see him lose his seat? Was not that about it? 


Mr. THOBE. If you will look over the files of the paper to which 
I have referred 

Mr. MATSON. Have you the paper? 

Mr. THOBE. No, sir. 


Mr. MATSON. Do you say the language represented to have been 
used in that interview was that you would not even get a hearing? 

Mr. THOBE. My attorney wrote a column and a half in reply to 
that article. ‘The language was that I would stand but a slim chance 
of getting even a hearing. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to say that I read that article myself; and 
Iam sure that Senator VOORHEES was not represented as saying that 
the gentleman (Mr. Thobe) would not even get a hearing. Thatis my 
recollection. 

Mr. THOBE. ‘‘ Would stand a slim chance.’’ 

Mr. MATSON. No, sir; the language was not anything like that. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is for the contestant 


to proceed. 

Mr. THOBE. Mr. Speaker, I would not like to see party lines 
drawn on this question. I trust that members will vote as their con- 
sciences dictate. When I left home the impression prevailing there, 
especially among the industrial classes, was that, there being a major- 
ity of Democrats in this House, they would vote solidly against inves- 
tigating this matter. I told them I did not believe that statement; 
that they would be fair; and I hope they will be fair now. All I ask is 
a simple investigation, and the facts I have stated can be established. 
The people there have no doubt of the future, but say that it did look 
doubtful at one time, but it is all cleared up now. 

I ask that the memorial to which I have referred be made a part of 


my remarks as read. : 
Mr. CRISP. What is that request? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The contestant asks that a memorial 


to which he has referred be made a part of his remarks. s 
Mr. CRISP. Isit understood that all the namèės are to be printed 
Mr. ROGERS. He says he does not desire the names printed. 

Mr. THOBE. I will state that there are twelve hundred more on 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the memorial as 
read will be printed without the names. 

There was no objection. 

It is as follows: 


Memorial for reopening the case for new testimony from Grant, Gallatin, two 
precincts of Pendleton, four precincts of Trimble, and the Eighth ward of 
Covington (Kenton); also from Kenton and Campbell Counties, 

To the Congress of the United States: 

The undersigned citizens and electors of the Sixth Congressional district of 
the State of apenas | Se png A represent: That at the election for member 
of Congress in the said district, held on Tuesday, the 2d day of November, A. D, 
1886, in acco! ce with the acts of Congress and the laws of the State of Ken- 
tucky in that behalf made and provided, there was not a full, fair, and impartial 
expression of a majority of the qualified voters of said Congressional district in 
regard to their choice for a member of Congress for said district in the Fiftieth 
eee of the United States, for the following reasons: 

1. That in the matter of the appointment, service, and qualifications of the 
election officers there was an open, intentional, and corrupt violation of law, in 
that the said election officers were not appointed in the interest of a fair elec- 
tion and an honest count and return of the vote so cast, but were appointed to 
eae a snag in the peonon ar J. See ma og R po Democratic 

4 e injury an udice and defeat of Geo: ol eo in 
inet ri of e Gatos r Party. a $ si dared 

2. That gross frauds were perpetrated and committed by the sup) 
partisans of John G. Carlisle in his interest and for his benefit in 
of Trimble, Grant, Gallatin, Campbell, ll, Boone, Pendleton, and Kenton. 

3. That the returned ority of 825 votes which it is alleged was received by 
John G. Carlisle in the said Congressional election is false and fraudulent. 

4, That your memorialists further charge in consequence of the outrageous 
frauds perpetrated at the election and in the district aforesaid, John G. Car- 
lisle was falsely and wrongfully returned as the member elect from said Con- 
gressional district, and he, the said Carlisle, now occupies and holds said seat 
to the injury and prejudice of a majority of the legally qualified electors of the 
said State and Congressional district. 

5. And because in many election precincts in the counties of the said Sixth 
district of Kentucky the pons were not opened until after the hour of 6 o'clock. 
and were closed before 4 o'clock of said day, in open violation of the laws of 
Kentucky, thereb: exter es 2 many persons from voting for said Thobe who 
otherwise would haye voted for him. 

And your memorialists herewith present a number of affidavits in support of 
the allegations herein contained, and they aver that the charges therein can be 
eee bya paa number of tp me and yrs hrar 

erefore your petitioners respectfully request, in the interest of good gov- 
ernment and of honest and impartial elections, to the end that an honest ballot 
and a fair count may be had in the State and district aforesaid, that your hon- 
orable body may direct to be made and makea thorough and searching investi- 
gation into the matters herein set forth as to the conduct and results of said 
election in the State and Congressional district aforesaid, to the end that fulland 
complete justice may be done in the premises. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

The undersigned citizens and electors of the Sixth Congressional district of 
the State of Kentucky respectfully represent: That an election a member of 


rters and 
e counties 


Congress In the said district was held on Tuesday, the 2d day of November, A. D. 
1886, in accordance with the acts of Con and the laws of the State of Ken- 
tucky in that behalf made and provided; and your memorialists represent that 
atthe election held upon the day last mentioned there was not a full, fair, and 
impartial expression of a majority of the qualified voters of said Congressional 
district in regard to their choice for a member of Congress for said district in the 
Fiftieth Congress of the United States, for the following reasons: 

1, That in the matter of the appointment, service, and qualifications of the elec- 
tion officers there was an open, intentional, and corrupt violation of law, in that 
the said election officers were not appointed in the interest of a fair electionand 
an honest count and return of the votes so cast, but were appointed to aid and 
assist in the election of J. G. Carlisle, the candidate of the Democratic party, to 
the injury and prejudice and defeat of George H. Thobe, the opposing candidate, 
ofthe Union Labor party. 

2. That gross frauds were perpetrated and committed by the supporters and 

isans of John G. Carlisle in his interest and for his benefit in the counties of 
rimble, Grant, Gallatin, Campbell, Carroll, Boone, Pendleton, and Kenton, 

8. That the returned gest cao of 825 votes which it is alleged was received by 
John G., Carlisle in the said Congressional election is false and fraudulent. 

And that your memorialists further charge in consequence of the outrageous 
frauds perpetrated at the election and in the district aforesaid, John C. Car- 
lisle was falsely and wrongfully returned as the member elect from said Con- 
gressional district, and he, the said Carlisle, now occupies and holds said seat 
to the injury and prejudice of a majority of the legally qualified electors of the 
said State and Congressional district. 

And your memorialists herewith present a number of affidavits in support of 
the allegation herein contained, an oad aver that the charges herein can be 
substantiated by a great number of reliable and credible witnesses, 

Wherefore your petitioners respectfully request, in the interest of good gov- 
ernment and of honest and impartial elections, to the end thatan honest ballot 
and a fair count may be had in the State and district aforesaid, that your honor- 
able body may direct to be made and make a thorough and searching inyesti- 
gation into the matters herein set forth as to the conduct and results of said 
election in the State and Congressional district aforesaid,to the end that full 
and complete justice may be done in the premises. 


Mr. CRISP. I move that the House do now adjourn. [Cries of 
t Let us take a vote!’’] Very well, I will withdraw that motion and 
demand the previous question upon the adoption of the resolutions, 
which seems to be the desire of the House. 

Mr. LYMAN. I desire to offer a substitute for the resolution pro- 

ed by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Georgia has 
demanded the previous question. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not desire to exclude that, of course. 

Mr. LYMAN. I supposed not from our conversation. 
wish to discuss it, but ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the contest of George H. Thobe, an elector residing in the Sixth 
Con onal district of Kentucky pening the election of John Griffin 
Carlisle as a member of the House o presentatives and his right to represent 
such district in this House, is of such importance to the sitting member, and to 
the people of the country, regardless of party, that itis entitled toa full, eatery w 
and impartial investigation, and without expressing any opinion upon the 


merits of such contest: 
Be it mage Rea all the papers be printed and referred to a select or sub- 


committee of the Election Committee of this House, with power to sit during the 
sessions of Congress, and to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, and 
employ a clerk and a stenographer, and to visit such places as may be necessary 
to ascertain the full truth; aad the expenses necessarily incurred in the execu- 
tion of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The previous question was ordered. ‘ 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is upon agreeing to 
the substitute of the gentleman from Iowa, 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and na: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 132, not 
voting 66; as follows: 


I do not 


YEAS—13. 

Ad use, Hovey, Perkins, 
Allen, C. H. Dalzell, Hunter, Peters, 
Allen E. P. Darlington, Jackson, Plumb, 
Anderson, A. R. Davis, Johnston, J. T. d, 
Anderson, J. A. Dingley, Kean, Rockwell, 
Arnold, rsey, Kennedy, Russell, C. A. 
Atkinson. Dunham, Kerr, Ryan, 
Baker, 0. b. Farquhar, La Follette, Sawyer, 
Baker, Jehu Finley, Laidlaw, ull, 
Bayne, Flood, š rd, Shively, 
Boothman, Foran, Lehlbach, Smith, 
Bound Fuller, Lind, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Funston, Lodge, Stephenson, 
Bowden, Galli r, Long, Ste ` 
Bowen, Gear, L; è Struble, 
Brewer, Gest, n, Symes, 
Brower, Gof, McCo Taylor, J. D. 
Browne,T.H.B. Grout, MeCullogh, Thomas, G. 
Brown Guenther, McKenna, ‘Thomas, O. B. 
Brown. E. re, McKinley, Thompson, A.C, 

rumm, ey, pa McKinney, rner, E. y. 
Buchanan, Henderson, D.B. Milliken, Vandever, 

nell, Henderson, T.J. Moffitt, Wade, 
Burro Hermann, Morrill, Warner, 
Butler, eg ret a 
Bynum res, utting, 
ORADOR Hitt, O’Donn Whiting, William 
Caswell, Holmes, Osborne, Wi 7 
Cheadle, Hopkins, A. J. Owen, Ww 
Clark, Hopkins, 8,1. Parker, Yardley, 
Cogswell, ouk, Patton, Yost. 
Conger, 
NAYS—132. 

Abbott, Barry, Blount, z 
Anderson, C. L. Biggs, ard Breckinridge, Campbell, T, J. 
Anderson, G, A. Blan b Breckinridge, WOP Candler, 
Bankhead, Bland, Bryce, th, 
Barnes, Bliss, Buckalew, Catchings, 


Clardy, 
Cobb, 
Compton, 
& les, ; 
W. 
Orain, 
Crisp, 
; Hutto O’Neall, J. H. Taulbee, 
ee on A.C, Johnston, T. D. O'Neill, J. J. Thompson, T. L. 
Dibble, Jones, Outhwaite, Tillman, 
Douay, Spent Pan Townshend. 
erry, o en 
ee f Lane, Phelan, Turner, H. G. 
Elliott, Lanham, Pidcock, ‘ance, 
een i ly ice, wenn 
er, Lee, chardson, ashington, 
Forney, Lynch, Robertson, eeler, 
Fren Rogers, Whiting, J. R. 
Gay, Mahoney, Rowland, Whitthorne, 
Gibson, Maish, Rusk, ilkins, 
Glass, Sayers, Wilkinson. 
Granger, Martin, Scott, Wilson, Thomas 
Greenman, Matson, Seney, Wilson, W. 
Grimes, McAdoo, Shaw, Wise, 
Hall, McCreary, Simmons, Yoder, 
NOT VOTING—66, 
Allen, J.M. Daven: Pugsley, 
Bacon, Davidson, R.H.M. Lawler, Randall 
Belden, De Lano, ett, Rayner, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, McClammy, Romeis, 
Bingbam, Felton, McCormick, Rowell, 
Brown, J. R. Fitch, McShane, Russell, J. E. 
Burnett, Ford, Mills, Sherman, 
Butterworth, Gaines, Morse, Spinola, 
Campbell, Felix Glover, Nelson, Steele, 
Campbell, J. Grosvenor, Nichols, Taylor, E. B. 
Carlton, Harmer, Norwood, Thomas, J. R. 
n Hayden, O'Neill, Charles Weber, 
Collins, Hopkins, 8. T. Payson, White, J. B. 
per, Hudd, Penington, White, 8S. V. 
$ Kelley, Phelps, Wilber, 
Cummings, Ketcham, Post, Woodburn. 
Cutcheon, Laffoon, 
So the substitute was rejected. 


Mr. CRISP. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I object. 

Mr. CRISP. Lunderstand the previous question is still operating 
upon the other two resolutions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Had not we better have the vote first announced 
on this? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will first announce the 


The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr, Tuomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. WHITE, of New York. 

Mr. CumMincs with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. BAcoN with Mr. WEBER. 

-Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until 
January 23. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. PENINGTON, until January 28, 

Mr, ERMENTROUT with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. Payson. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. JOHN R..Brown. 

Mr. Norwood with Mr. ROMEIS. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. CurcHEoN, on this vote. 

Mr, CARLTON with Mr. DE LANO. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr, RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. STEELE, on this vote. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Iam paired with Mr. NICHOLS. Were he pres- 
ent, Iwould vote ‘nay; he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. LANHAM. My colleague, Mr, MILLS, is absent from the House, 
by reason of sickness. 

Mr. BRUMM. It seems tome that several gentlemen sitting around 
here—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !?] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise ? 

Mr. BRUMM. There may be an error in the recapitulation of the 
vote. We heard the name of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 

AN] announced as having voted ‘‘nay.’? He voted ‘‘ay’? onthe 


first call. x 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct; but the gentleman 
himself corrected the vote immediately. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the first 
resolution reported by the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. On that question I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That George H. Thobe was not elected a Representative to the Fif- 
tieth Con; of the United States from the Sixth district of Kentucky. 

Resol t John G. Carlisle was duly elected a Representative to the Fif- 
tieth Congress of the United States from the Sixth district of Kentucky, and is 
entitled to his seat, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to know if the gen- 
tleman from Georgia demanded the yeas and nays on both resolutions. 

Mr. CRISP. On the first one only. 

Mr. BRUMM. I desire to make a parliamentary inguiry. Are we 
to vote on the report of the majority or of the minority first? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the first 
resolution reported by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. Ifit is the wish of the House, there is no objection to 
taking the vote on both resolutions; the one that Mr. Thobe was not, 
the other that Mr. Carlisle was elected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the vote being 
taken on both resolutions? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask that the Clerk again report the resolutions. 

The resolutions were again read. 

Mr. KERR. I askif we have the parliamentary right to have the 
two questions divided. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair submitted to the House the 
proposition that the vote should be taken on both resolutions, and no 
one objected. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 3, not vot- 
ing 181; as follows: 


YEAS—139, 
Abbott, kery, Lee, Say: 
Anderson, C. L. Dougherty, Lynch, Soatt, ” 
Anderson, G, A. Dunn, acdonald, Seney, 
Bankhead, Elliott, Mahoney, Shaw 
Barnes, oe, Maish, Shively, 
Barry, + Foran, Mansur, Simmons, 
Biggs, Forney, Martin, Snyder, 
T nch, mawon; Bowden, 
and, y, 00, nger, 
a, Gibson, McO: Stahinecker, 
lount, McKinney, Steele, 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Granger, MeMillin, Stewart, J.D. 
Breckinridge, WOP Greenman, McRae, Stewart, Charles 
ryce, Grimes, Merriman, Stockdale 
Buckalew, Hall, Montgomery, Stone of Ky. 
rnes, are, Moore, Stone of Mo. 
Campbell, T. J. Hatch, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Candler, Hayes, Neal, Taulbee, 
Cannon, Heard, Newton, Thompson, T, L, 
Caruth, H yi tes, Iman, 
Catchings, Henderson, J.S, O’Ferrall Townshend, 
Chipman, Herbert, O’Neall, J.H. racey, 
Clardy, Hogg, O'Neill, J. J. Turner, H, G, 
Clements, Holman, Outhwaite, Vance, 
CORRS noke Teel TE io 
mpton, oward, Iry, ashington, 
z Hutton, Phelan, heeler, 
Co x Johnston, T, D, Pidcock, Whitthorne, = 
Cowles, Jones, Rice, ilkins, 
K Kilgore, Richardson, Wilkinson 
oon, Robertson Wilson, Thomas 
Culberson, Landes, Wilson, W. L. 
n, Lane, , Rowell, Wise, 
Davidson, A. C. Lanham, Row y Yoder. a 
Dibble, Latham, Rusk, 
NAYS—3. 
Bromm, Hovey, Laidlaw. 
NOT VOTING—18L 
Adams, Butler, Fisher, Hunter, 
Allen, O. H. Butterworth, Fiteh. Jackson, 
en, E. P. Bynum, Flood, Johnston, J. T. 
Allen, J. M. Campbell, Felix Ford, ean, 
Anderson, A. R. Campbell, J. E. Fuller, Kelley, 
Anderson, J. A. Carleton, Funston, Kennedy, 
Arnold, Caswell, Gaines, Kerr, 
A nm, Cheadle, Gallinger, Ketcham 
Bacon, Clark, Gear, La Follette, 
Baker, O.S. Cockran Gest, Lagan, 
Baker, Jehu Cogsw: Glover, Laird, 
ie, Collins, off, Lawler, 
Belden. Conger, Grosvenor, Lehlbach, 
Belmont, Cox, Grou Lind, 
Bin; a Crouse, Guenther, Lodge, 
Boot Cummings, Harmer, Long, 
Bound, Cutcheon, Haugen, Lyman, 
Boutelle, ll, Hayden, Maffett, 
Bowden, Darlington, Henderson, D. B. Mason, 
Bowen, Davenport, Henderson, T. J. McClammy, 
Brewer, Davidson, R.H.M. Hermann, ‘cComas, 
Brower, Davis, Hiestand, McCormick, 
Browne, T.H.B. De Lano, Hires, McCullogh, 
Brown Dingley, Hitt, MeKenna, 
Brown, rsey, Holmes, MeKinley, 
Brown, J. R, Hopkins, A. J. McShane, 
Bu Ermentrout, Hopkins, 8. I. Milliken, 
Bunnell, uhar, Hopkins, 8S, T, Mills, 
Burn Felton, Houk, Moffitt, 
Burrows, Findlay, Hudd, Morrill, 
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Morrow, Phel, Spinola, Weaver, 

orse, Plumb, Spooner, Weber, 

‘ost, Stephenson, West, 

Nichols, Pugsley, Stewart, J. W. White, J. B. 
Norw: ndall, ble, White, S. V. 
Nutting, Rayner, Whiting, J. R. 
O’Donnell, s Taylor, E. B. Whiting, W. 
O'Neill, Charles Rockwell, Taylor, J.D. Wickham, 
Owens: Pomel C.A. Thomas $: Willie 

wen, s omas, J. illiams, 
Parker, Russe! Thomas, O. B. Woodburn, 

atton, Ryan, Thompson, Ae ©. Yardley, 
Payson, Sawyer, rner, ost. 
penioasen, a Vandever, | 

e, 

Peters, Smith, Warner, 


Mr. PETERS. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names of members voting. 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. On the resolutions reported by the 
majority of the committee there are—yeas 139, nays 3. No quorum 
has voted.’ 

Mr. HOGG. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a question of order. I desire to ask if the 
House should now adjourn whether the vote upon the pending resolu- 
tions would not be the first thing in order to-morrow morning after the 
reading of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think so, as 
the resolutions present a question of the highest privilege. 

The motion of Mr. HoaG was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock 
and 3 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 5518) granting a pension to Henry 
Kanflield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 5519) for the relief of William H. 
Pursley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 5520) for the relief of DeWitt 
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 5521) for the relief of James A. Fenley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 5522) for the relief of Elijah 
Martin—to tne Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5523) for the relief of George Cook—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. RB 5524) for the relief of Hiram Somerville—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 5525) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane 
Potts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 5526) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Lindersmith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5527) granting back pay to Willis A. Graham— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 5528) rice de pension to Mrs. 
Mary C. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora 
Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 5530) for the relief of Thomas Har- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 5531) granting a pension to Solomon 
W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5532) granting a pension to Ursul Voiturier—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5533) granting a pension to James 
N. Guthrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5534) for the benefit of the soldiers of the late 
Forty-ninth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5535) granting a pension to Louisa J. Tucker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 5536) for the relief of Robert C. 
Speed—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 5537) for the reliefof Bertrand 

and Gaudin Cazes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

* _ By Mr, COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 5538) authorizing the Secretary of 

the Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted trustee 

for certain registered United States bonds redeemed or assigned by the 

so nang upon forged assignments—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of John J. Cough- 
lin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 5540) for the relief of Mary Ann Fur- 
ars M and Eim Ge yen peer the Committee ae Claims. 

ting a pension to e er— 

‘the, Committee on In id Pensions. aa eas 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 5542) for the relief of Mary 
Danahy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5543) granting a pension to Michael Griflin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to Jobn 
Shine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5545) granting a pension to Nancy F. Jennings— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 5546) granting a pension to 
David Keys—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 5547) for the relief of Patrick 
Hart, United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 5548) for the relief of Gillem Rog- 
ers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 5549) for the relief of Warren 
Shaw—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 5550) for the relief of Sarah 
C. Morrison—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 5551) granting a pension to Mar- 
cus De Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 5552) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension to R. B. 
Vunuk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 5554) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph W. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 5555) granting a pension to David Cof- 
ffiet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 5556) granting a pension to Elias 
C. Weldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5557) for the relief of Elijah 
W. Dobbs, Mariano G. Samaniego, and H. C. Hooker—io the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5558) for the relief of William Franklin Grounds— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 5559) granting a pension to Capt. 
John™™M. Ellis, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 5560) granting a pension 
to Oren M. Harlan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5561) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Peer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5562) granting a pension to Mary Bolen, widow 
of Andrew Bolen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J.J.O’NEALL: A bill (H. R. 5563) for the relief of James 
Grace—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 5564) for the relief of William M. 
Handley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 5565) for the relief of Henry 
B. Hunter—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 5566) granting a pension to Rob- 
ert E. Kersey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5567) granting a pension to John M. Dowell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 5568) for the relief of Hozea 
Knowlton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Papers in the case of Mary Danahy and of 
Michael Griffin, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Petition of 118 citizens of the Twelfth 
district of Illinois, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Letter of C. A. Pierson, of Louisiana, re- 
lating to his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By. Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of John Dillon, for an invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Sarah Boden, for a dependent mother’s pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWEN: Letter of the Clinch Valley Coal and Iron Com- 
pany of Philadelphia, and telegrams from Pulaski Iron Company, Pu- 
laski, Va., and also from Pocahontas, Va.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Erastus Murphy and others, citizens 
of Berrien County, Michigan, for amendment of the patent laws—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Mrs. Caty Jones, for reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. 
Y., with outline specification, for the erection of a monument in that 
city in memory of prison-ship martyrs of the American Revolution—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Petition of Reinhold Werner, Company 
D, Twenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteers, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of A. J. Roberts and others, of Norway, 
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Me., for the establishment of a Government postal-telegraph system— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Indiana, for arrearages of pension to Mrs. Mary Hawke, widow of Ar- 
thur J. Hawke, late lieutenant-colonel Forty-ninth Indiana Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of M. A. McKinney, administratrix of J. 
P. McKinney, of Henderson County, Tennessee, for reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of James Cunningham, against 
the reduction of postage—to the Committee on the Post-Officeand Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition for the relief of John Shine, late of Com- 
pany L, Seventh Regiment Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of 25 attorneys of Des Moines, Iowa, for 
increase of salaries of United States judges—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Solomon W. Reed, for a special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ursul Voiturier, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of C. Jones andof J. B. Harper, of Gibson 
County, Tennessee, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of J. R. McMillan and 97 others, for the re- 
lief of the State troops of West Virginia for services rendered in the 
war for the preservation of the Union—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the Marietta (Ohio) Centennial 
Monument Association, for aid to erect a monument—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of Fred. L. Houghton, for repeal of law 
prohibiting advertising on fourth-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of the Pneumatic Gun Carriage and 
Power Company, relating to House bill No. 1555, to provide for the 
public defense—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in favor of a pro- 
tective tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Dallas County, and of the 
Sixth district of Missouri, in favor of granting a pension to Daniel 
Bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of John Cain, for relief for teamstersin 
the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of the gold and silver beaters of the United 
States, for increase of duty on certain articles—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Erastus Colton and 116 others, citizens of 
Shirland, Winnebago County, Illinois, against the admission of Utah— 
to the Committee on the Territories. ` 

Also, petition of 117 citizens of the Sixth district of Illinois, for pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of William Evans, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of Ike Wertheim and others, of Rich- 
mond, andof W. J. Seabury and others, of Lynchburgh, Va., for increased 
compensation of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition and papers of Benjamin F. Peer, 
for special-act pension, to accompany bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Mary Bolen and others, for a pension, to accompany 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of Robert E. Kersey for increase of 

ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions ofa mass-meeting of citizens of San 
Francisco, December 28, 1887, against Chinese immigration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affai 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition and papers in the case of John Massoner, to 
Soay House bill 4731, for his relief—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, petition of Mary J. Fowler, of Monroe County, Tennessee, for 
reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of David Coffiet, for special-act pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Stewart, of Bledsoe County, Tennessee, for 
payment of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of C. G, Odell, of Eagle Bend, Minn., for 
additional pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Petition of M. M. Carter and 47 others, citizens 
of New York, for repeal of limit of arrears-of-pension act—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of 


Philadelphia, for a protective tariff for the protection of American in- 
dustries, and condemning the doctrine of free trade—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition to place the name of James B. Burton on 
the muster-roll of Company A, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military ’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of 25 citizens of Twentieth district of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of Government telegraphs—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Bucknell University, of Lewisburgh, Pa., in favor 
of international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of William H. Park, of Hardeman 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—- 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Henry Kreiling, John McGinnis, and 
57 others, members of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Peoria, 
TL, for repeal of the limitation on the payment of arrears of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of 199 citizens of Ross County, Ohio, 
including J. B. Dixon Post, Grand Army of the Republic, for the pas- 
sage of a service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Frederick Welz, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of Warren Shaw, of Pembroke, Genesee 
County, New York, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Toledo Produce Exchange, favoring 
telegraph postal system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Memorial of the Merchants’ Association 
and Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., for a publie building— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SYMES: Resolution of Denver (Colo.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, for confirmation of title to cemetery land—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, six petitions of sundry citizens of Colorado, for a Government 
ale wae system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roa 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Paper in the claim of P, O. Gollins—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: Petition of John H. Turney and others, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Petition of David Keys, for a special-act 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Sarah Morrison, for relief—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
John Lyons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of citizens of Eagle Foundry, Pa. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Of citizens of Alabama; of I. B. Tult and 
others, of Belmont; of Thomas White and 50 others, of Corona; of S. L. 
Gelmorre and others, of Rye, Marion County; of M. T. Wreigte and 
others, of Barnesville; of H. H. Sarten and others, of Humphrey; of O. 
C. Young and others; of I. A. Johnson and others, of Alabama. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of citizens of Accomack, Va. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Of citizens of Myers, Greene County, of Har- 
mony, Washington County, and of Edson, Hawkins County, Tennessee. 

Also, of citizens of Logantor, Vinco County, and of Maples, Granger 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of J. I. Dale and 65 others, of Buchanan, Henry 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens of Dry Hill, Tenn. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of H. T. Edwards and others, of Baxter County, 
West Virginia. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of S. J. Bonzeman and 23 others, of 
Violette, Crenshaw County, Alabama. 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: Petition of ©. B. Finch and others, of 
Old Hickory, Botetourt County, Virginia. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of G. M. Harris and others, of Montford, 
McDowell County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. LEE: Of citizens of Owens, King George County; of Freder- 
ick Hull, Vi re 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Rise, Moore County, and of 
Snead’s Ferry, and Richlands, Onslow County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of T. B. Mosely and others, Laynesville, Sequatchie 
County, and D. R. Reed, of Odgen, Rhea County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. OATES: Of L. W. Simmons and 250 others, of New Topia, 
Barbour County, Alabama. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of Josiah Strader and others, of Giles County, 
Virginia. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Of T. W. Norris and 55 others, of Alton, 
Franklin County, Ohio. 
By Mr. PUGSLEY: Of citizens of Reesyille, Clinton County, Ohio. 
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By Mr. ROGERS: Of citizens of Brazils, Saline County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Whitley, Stanly County; and of 
Hornet, Mecklenburgh County, North Carolina. 

T Mr. SCULL: Of citizens of Pocahontas, Somerset County, Penn- 
sylvania. š 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of William F. Ford and 36 others, of Fordton; 
of William B. Gross and 30 others, of Alabama, and of A. A. Simpson, 
of Simpson, Ala. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of W. 8. Cotham and others, of Hickman 
County, ‘Tennessee. 

‘Also, of J. F. Black and others, of Giles County, Tennessee, and 
of A. J. McClarer, of Williamson County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Of D. C. Leaw and others, of Brownsburgh, 
Bucks County, Pennsylvania. 
ead Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Mount Sidney; of Letcher, Bath County, 

irginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 21, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mripurn, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
TRUST AND POOL COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. BACON. I submit a report from the Committee on Manufact- 
ures, and ask its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Manufactures, to which was referred House resolution 69, 
relating to an investigation of certain trusts, respectfully report back said reso- 
lution with the accompanying resolution as a substitute therefor, and with the 
recommendation that the original resolution lie on the table, and that the sub- 
stitute be adopted in lieu thereof. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let the substitute be reported. 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that certain individuals and corporations in the United 
States engaged in manufacturing, mining, or dealing in some of the necessaries 
of life have combined for the purpose of controlling or curtailing the production 
or supply of the same, and thereby increasing their price to the people of the 
country, which combinations are known as associations, trusts, pools, and like 
names, but are not incorporated under the laws of any State; and 

Whereas such combinations not only injuriously affect commerce between 
the States but impair the revenues of the United States as derived from its 
duties on imports: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and the same is hereby, di- 
rected to inquire into the names and numbers and extent of such alleged com- 
binations, under whatever name known, their methods of combination or doing 
business, their effect upon the prices of any of the necessaries of life to the people 
of the country, upon its internal or foreign commerce, and its revenues from im- 
port duties, together with any and all other matters relating to the same which 
may call for orsuggest a cacey-o yy by Congress, and report the same to the House 
with such recommendations as the said committee may agree upon. 

And for these purposes the Committee on Manufactures is authorized to sit 
during the sessions of the House, to employ a stenographer, to administer oaths, 
examine witnesses, to compel the attendance of persons and the production of 

pers. 

And the expense of such investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House, 

Mr. RANDALL. What is proposed to be done with it? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that it be considered now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. I do not object to its reference. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman concedes what 
he can not withhold. Everybody knows that hecan not object to the 
reference of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


House Calendar. 
SURVEY AND ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secre 
of the Interior of an appropriation for surveying and allotting the In- 
dian reservations for the current fiscal year, for pay of special agents 
and necessary expenses; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. : T 
PRESSMEN, TREASURER’S OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Treasurer of the United States, submitting an amended estimate 
for salaries of pressmen in his office for the next fiscal year; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ARICKAREE, GROS VENTRE, AND MANDAN INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate for carrying 
into effect the agreement between the commissioners of the United 
States and the Arickaree, Gros Ventre, and Mandan tribes of Indians; 


which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


The resolution will be referred to the 


TREATIES WITH KICKAPOO INDIANS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
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the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior of appropriation for fulfilling treaties with Kicka- 
poo Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PRESSES, TREASURER’S OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Treas- 
urer of the United States of an appropriation for the purchase of addi- 
tional presses for the use of his office; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SHIP JOANNA, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of find- 
ings of fact and conclusions of law in the matter of the ship Joanna; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETER TARGONE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of find- 
ings of fact in the case of Peter Targone; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


RED CLOUD AND RED LEAF INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of appropriations for the payment to the Red 
Cloud and Red Leaf bands of Sioux Indians for ponies taken by the, 
military; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS ©. DICKEY. i 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Committee of the Whole the bill (H. R. 484) 
for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Thomas C. Dickey, late postmaster at Murphy, 
N ps me sum of $275, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
pria! . 

Mr. BREWER. Has that bill been considered by a committee? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. It has been considered and 
has received a favorable report. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish toinquire of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina whether this case is not covered by existing law. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. No, sir; itis not. The bill 

the last House, and it is a proper bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNSATISFACTORY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer for 
reference the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: . 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inquire into and inform 
the House of Representatives of the cause and foundation of the grievances 
complained of in the subjoined editorial taken from the Capital, a daily news- 

r published at Topeka, Kans,, under date of January 11, 1888, and also to 
ia e the House whether the almost universal complaint prevailing in the 
West against the present unsatisfactory mail service results from the ro 
ment of inexperienced and incapable employés or from inadequate and insuffi- 
cient appropriations to meet the wants of the Post-Office Department and the 
needs of the people, or whether it results from other causes, and if so, what, 


[From the Capital, official State paper. ] 
THE MAIL SERVICE OF KANSAS, 


Never at any time in the history of Kansas has there been in the United States 
mail service such an utter disregard of the rights of the people as at this time. 
Notwithstanding the great increase iy Po ulation, the stupid attempt on the part 
of the Administration to make a reco for economy has cut down the clerical 
force necessary to properly distribute the mails at large offices and in the mail 
trains, and it is consequently too small to do the work. Tons of mail matter 
paos through Kansas on the trains westward that can not be disposed of by the 

orce allowed by the Post-Office Department. The result is that it is carried 
past the towns where it belongs, and brought back after two or three days’ ab- 
sence in Colorado or New Mexico. It is not the fault of the railway clerks, be- 
cause the Department asks of them a task that it is not possible for them to Ee. 
form. The people of Kansas have been patient, and the press has been lenient 
over this Democratic folly. Mails going west are so heavy that men working 
tothe extent of their strength, doing more than double duty, can nothandle them. 

Appeals to the Departmentat Washington for adequate help to take care ofthis 
important publicservice are unheeded. The railway mail service through Kansas 
has become criminally neglected, and it is time this weary of the Democratic 
yor to make capital by a show of false economy should be brought to the at- 
tention of Congress. In reply to continued appeals for the Department to send 


` 


a man to examine the railway mail service in Kansas, a man came, and over- 
looking the tons of mail that could not be distributed in time to be thrown off 
at the towns where it belonged, he succeeded in having two or three clerks fined 
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for not having the 
reform was inden 


Mr. LANHAM. I call for the regular order. 


lation goid-lace band on their caps, and thus civil-service 
and the record a the party for economy maintained. 


Objection was made, 
ELECTION CONTEST—THOBE VS. CARLISLE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 


mittees for DZ vig of a private nature. 
RY. What disposition was made of the resolution just 


Mr. DOCK 
read? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection was made to its considera- 


tion. 


Mr. CRISP. I submit that under the rules of the House the Tegu- 
Jar order to-day, immediately after the reading of the Journal, is the 
execution of the order of the House made yesterday under the opera- 
tion of the previous question. The pending question is upon the reso- 
lutions reported by the Committee on Elections in the contested-elec- 


tion case of Thobe vs. Carlisle. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
that question, it takes precedence. 
Mr. CRISP. Iask that the consideration of that question be resumed, 


and the vote be taken upon the pending motion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


question. 


Ifthe gentleman from Georgia calls up 


‘The Chair will state the position of the 


At the adjournment last evening the House had voted by 


yeas and nays upon the resolutions reported by the majority of the 
Committee on Elections, and no quorum had voted. 


Mr. HOGG. 


I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Cana mo- 


tion be now made to reconsider the vote by which the substitute of the 
gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. LyMAN] was rejected? Can that motion 


be made pending the call of the yeas and nays? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentleman vote on the pre- 


vailing side? 


Mr. HOGG. I voted in the negative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. HOGG. I now move that the vote—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gentleman ca can enter that motion. 


- It is nat in order to debate it. 


The 


House in the execution of its order is taking a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOGG. Isimply wish to make the motion—not to offer any 
remarks in support of it. I move that the vote by which the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Iowa was rejected be reconsid- 


ered. 


Mr. CRISP. I submit that nothing is in order now except the 
vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOGG. Iam not debating my proposition. 

Mr. CRISP. No motion is in order; the only business in order is to 


take the vote. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can enter the motion 


to reconsider. 


A motion to reconsider is in order at any time on the 


day when the original proposition is voted upon, or on the succeeding 


day. 


The question is now on the resolutions re 


by the gentle- 


man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] on behalf of the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Elections, On that question the yeas and nays were yester- 


day ordered and taken; iat no quorum ap 


now call the roll. 


resolutions. 


The Clerk will 


That is the only matter now in order.. 
saree Clerk, proceeding to call the roll, called the name of Mr. AB- 


ak Pe ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for the reading of the pending 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That George H. Thobe was not elected a 


tieth 


That John G. Carlisle was dul. 
tieth Congress of the United States from 


entitled to his seat. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


of the United States from the Sixth 


Representative to the Fif- 


ct of Kentucky. 


elected a Representative to the Fif- 


e Sixth 


ct of Kentucky, and is 


Mr. Speaker, 


would it be in order for me now to ask unanimous consent to offer a 
resolution which I will send to the Chair? 


‘ [Cries of ‘ 


order !’?] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not be in order at this time. 
The roll-call has begun; and the order of the House for the yeas and 
nays must be executed. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I wish to offer a’ motion—— 


Mr. CRISP. I object. 

Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. A motion to reconsider the vote by which the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr: LyMAN] was defeated. 

The call of the yeas and nays was resumed. 

Mr. BYNUM (when his name was called) said: I ask consent to ex- 


order! 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate isi isin order during a roll-call. 


pin my vote. 
Mr. STEELE. Regular order! 
Mr. STEELE. Icall for the 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, 


the call of the roll. 


e regular order is to proceed with 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 6, not vot- 
ing 177; as follows: 


YEAS—140. 
Dibble, Lane, Russell, J. E. 

Allen, J. M. Dockery, Lanbam, Rusk, 
Anderson, O, L, Dougherty, Lynch, Sayres, 
Anderson,G. A. Dunn, acedo Scott, 
Bacon, Eliott, Mahoney, Seney, 
Bankhead, Enloe, Maish, Shaw. 
Barnes, Ermentrout, Mansur, Shively, 
Barry, Forney, Martin, Simmons, 
Bi French, Matson, Snyder, 
Blanchard, y, McCreary, Sowden, 
Bland, Gibson, McKenna, Springer 
Blount, lass, McKinney, tahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Granger, MeMillin, Steele, 
Bryce, reenman, McRae, Stewart, Charles 
Buckalew, Grimes, McShane, Stewart, J. D. 
Burnes, Merriman, tockdale 
Bynum. Hare, foore, Stone of Ky. 
sirga pase T.J. Hatch, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Candler, Hayes, Neal, Taulbee, 
Cannon, Heard, Newton, Thompson, T., L. 
Caruth, Hemphill, Oates, Tillman, 
Catchings, Henderson, J.S. O’Ferrall, Tracey, 
Clardy, Herbert, Neall, J.H. Townshend, 
Clements, Hogg, Outhwaite, Turner, H. G. 
Cobb, Holman, Peel, Vance, 
Cockran, Hooker, Perry, Walker, 
Collins, o Phelan, Washington, 
Cooper, Hudd, Post, Wheeler, 
Cothran, Hutton, Randall, Whitthorne, 
Crain, Johnston, T. D. Rice, Wilkins, 
Crisp, Jones, Richardson, Wilkinson, 
Culberson, Kilgore, Robertson, Wilson, Thomas 

tgan, Laifoon, ogers, Wilson, 
Davenport, Lagan, Rowell, ‘Wise, 
Davidson, A. O. Landes, Rowland, Yoder. 

j NAYS—46. 

Baker, Jehu Browne, T. M. Hovey, Laidlaw, 

wer, Cheadle, = 

NOT VOTING—177. 

Adams, Darlington, Kennedy, Plumb, 
Allen, C. H. Davidson, R.H.M. Kerr, Pugsley, 
Allen, E. P. Davis, Ketcham, Rayner, 
Anderson, A. R. Delano, La Follette, Reed, 

n, Dingley, Laird, Rockwell, 
Arnold, Dorsey,! Lat Romeis, 
Atkinson, Du a Lawler, Russell, C. A. 

er, F.: Tee, Ryan, 
Bayne, Felton Lehibach, Sawyer, 
Belden, Finley, Lind, Scull, 
Belmont, Fisher, Lodge, Sherman, 
To om sai 
iss, pinoia, 
Boothman, Foran, Maffett, Spooner, 
Bound, Ford, Mason, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Fuller, McAdoo, joes, J.W. 
Bowden, M: Y, Stone’of Mo. 
Bowen, wo ines; ook, Leer 
reckinridge, PGallinger, rm. 
Brower, x McCullogh, Roe E.B. 
Browne, T, H. B. McKinley, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, O, E. Glover, Sanken Thomas, G. M, 
Brown, J. R. Gof, Mills, Thomas, J. R. 
Brumm, Grosvenor, Moffitt, Thomas, O. B. 
Grout, Montgomery, Thompson, A.O. 
Bunnell, Guenther, Morrill, Turner, E, J. 
Burnett, Harmer, Morrow, Vandever, 
Burrows, Morse, Wade, 
tler, elson, Warner, 
Butterworth, An D.B. Nichols, Wott” 
Campbell, Felix Henderson, T.J. Norwood, Webe 
Campbell, Hermann, Nutting, West, ' 
Carlton, Hiestand, O'Donnell, te B. 
Caswell, Hires, O'Neill, White, S. V. 
Chipman, Hitt, < O'Neill, J.J. Whiting, J.R. ~ 
Clark, Holmes, rne, Whiting, William 
Cogswell, Hopkins, A. J. eases Wickham, 
Compton, Hopkins, S. L Parker, Wilber, 
Conger, Hopkins, 8. T. Patton, Williams, 
Cowles, Houk, Payson, Woodburn, 
Cox, Hunter, Penington, Yardley, 
Crouse. Jackson, Per! 4 ost. 
Cummings, Johnston, J. T. Peters, 
Cutcheon, Kean, Phelps, 
Dalzell, A 
No quorum voted. 
During the roll-call— 


Mr. CRISP. I move to dispense with the reading of the names. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I object. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs, for this day: 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. Procock with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. Mitts with Mr. DE LANO. x 

Mr. Compron with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, with Mr. HAYDEN. 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. McComas. 


Until further notice: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois, 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr, GAINES, 
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Mr. McCiammy with Mr. NicHors, on the contested election of 
Thobe ts. Carlisle. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. SowDEN, on all political questions and 
banking bill from Monday until Wednesday next. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. STONE, of Missouri, on the banking bill. 


Mr. LAWLER with Mr. STAHLNECKER, on the bill. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, 
until January 23, at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. PENINGTON, on all political questions, 
until the 28th instant. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Vi 
[Mr. Hoce] made the motion, as the Chair understood, to reconsider 
the vote by which the substitute was rejected. That motion will not 
be in order until the vote on ordering the previous question has been 
reconsidered, 

Mr. HOGG. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. CRISP. And pending that motion I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. JACKSON, I call for the regular order of business. N 
is in order but the call of the roll, as a quorum did not vote on the 
last roll-call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, To adjourn orordera Nap therulessay. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 96. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House agrees to adjourn. 

Mr. BRUMM. Tieni the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
140, nays 122, not voting 61; as follows: 


YEAS—140, 
Abbott, loe, Latham, Russell, J. E, 

s Ermentrout, > 

n, Fisher, Lynch, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Foran, Mahoney, Scott, 

Barnes, Forney, Maish, Seney, 
x nch, Mansur, Shaw, 
iggs, Gay, Martin, Shively, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mason, Snyder, 

d, A Matson, wden, 
Blount, McAdoo, Springer, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Greenman, MM Inecker, 
Bryce, Grimes, McKinney, Stewart, Charles 
Bynum, Hall, MeMillin, Stewart, J.D. 
Cam. TJ. McRae, 

Candler, Hatch, McShane, Stone, of Ky. 

Caruth, Hayes, Merriman, Stone, of Mo, 

Catchings, Heard Montgomery, a 

Chipman, Hemphill, Moore, 

Clardy, Henderson, J.S. Morgan, Thompson, T, L. 

Clements, Herbert, eal Tillman, 
e a i 

‘orwi 

Collins, Hooker, Turner, H.G, 

Cothran, Howard, O'Ferrall. Vance, 

Cowles, Hudd, O'Neall, J. H. Walker, 

z Hutton, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Crisp, Johnston, T. D. Peel, Weaver, 
Culberson, ones, - Perry, Wheeler, 
Dargan, Kilgore, Phelan. Whiting, J.R. 
Davidson, A.C. Laffoon, Randall, Wilkins, 
Dibble, | Lagan, Rice, - i Wilkinson, 
Dockery, Laird, Richardson, Wilson, Thomas 

g Landes, Robertson, Wilson, W. L. 
Dunn, Lane, TS, 
Elliott, Lanham, Rowland, Yoder. 
NAYS—i12. 
A Cutcheon, Jackson, Phelps, 
Allen, C. H. Daizell, Johnston, J.T, Plumb, 
ARD ei; Eney Pugsley 
nderson, venport, ennedy, 5 
Davis, Kerr, Reed, 
Anaren; J.A. Dingley, Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Baker, C. 8. Dorsey, La Follette, Rowell, 
nase Jehu Dunham, ae. = 
yne, Farquhar, LehIbach, yan, 
Bootham, Finley, > Lind, Sawyer, 
Boutelle, Flood, Lodge, Scull, 
Bowen, Fuller, Long, Spooner, 
Brewer, a Steele, 
Brower, Gaines, eCullogh, Homer gee 
Browne, T. M. Gallinger, McKenna, Stewart, J. W. 
QE. T McKinley, Strubie, 
Brown, J. R. Gest, Milliken, Taylor, E. B. 
Brumm, Gof, Moffitt, ylor, J.D. 
Buchanan, Grou Morrill, ‘Thomas, G. M. 
Buckalew, Guen ser; Morrow, a oO. rig. 
Bunnell, D, jompson, 
Burnes, Hen Pes D.B. Nutting, er, E.J. 
Burrows, Henderson, T.J. O'Donnell ade, 
Butler, Hiestand, O'Neill, J.J. Warner, 
Cannon, Holmes, re, est, 
Caswell, Hopkins, A.J. Owen, Wickham, 
Cheadle, =: Hopkins, 8. I. Parker, Williams, 
Se ee S.T. Patton, Yardley, 
Conger, Houk, Payson, Yost. 
per, Hovey, Perkins, 
use, Hunter, ers, 
NOT VOTING—41. 
Anderson, G. A, Belmont, Bowden, Butterworth, 
Arnold, Bingham, Breckinridge, WOP Campbell, Felix 
Atkinson, Bliss, Browne, T. H. B. Campbell, J. E. 
. Burnett, Carlton, 


Cogsw Hayden, M Thomas, J. R. 
Compton, Hermann, Nichols, Vandever, 
Cox, Hires, O'Neill, Charles eber, 

gs, Hitt, P: on, White, J. B. 
Davidson, R. H. M. Kean, . Pidcock, ite, 5. V. 
De O, Lawler, Rayner, Whiting, William 
Felton, Macdonald, e Whitthorne, 
Fitch, Maffett, Sherman, Wilber, 
Ford, McClammy, Simmons, Wi 
Glover, McComas, Smith, 
Grosvenor, McCormick, Spinola, 

i Š Symes, 

So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WISE. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

Mr. WEST. Iobject. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pair was announced: s 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. WHITTHORNE on this vote. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement of the vote, Jeave of absence * was granted 
as follows: 

To Mr. DARLINGTON, until Wednesday next, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. FORD, for one day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. CoGswELL, for this day, on account of important business, 

To Mr. HIRES for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BAYNE, for Monday and Tuesday next. 


AMENDMENT TO THE BANK BILL. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. DUNN was granted leave to print in the 
RECORD a proposed amendment to th: bill (H. R. 1733) relating to the 
issue of circulating notes to national banks. 

The proposed amendment is as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

2. That hereafter any national banking association may d it goldand 
silver bullion with the Treasurer orany assistant treasurer of the United States, 
in amounts not less in value one ber 000, and receive therefor certificates in de- 
nominations of $5, $10, $20, $50, '$ and $500,as the depositor may elect, pe 
pe as now prov ided by law oes the United States notes, fractional parts of 

10 on any deposit of bullion to be paid for in coin. Such certificates shall be 


receivable in all of the United States for customs, taxes, and all other pub- 
lic dues, and shail be a legal tender in payment ofall public and private, 
except where payment in coin is ex iy stipu y shall be redeem- 


able ne presentation at the Treasury, or su! in the Tity of Ney York, 


‘in co; 

“See, 3. That the yalue or ratio to gold at which certificates shall be issued on 
silver bullion deposited under this act shall be its actual ratio or market value 
at the time of deposit, to be determined by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
each calendar month by taking t the average sellin 
expressed in gold ee opon market ew York city, during the 
preceding month, which is oe so determined, shall be the value or ratio to gold 
at which certificates shal! be issued during the tian month: Provided, 
That certificates shall not be issued on silver bullion at a wae above the ratio 
of: silver to goldas now fixed by law forstandard gold and silver coins. 

“Sec. 4. That silver bullion deposited under thisact shall be received subject to 
all the provisions of law as to assaying, melting, and refining when below stand- 
ard, casting into ingots or bars, the sameas if deposited for coinage: Provided, 
That coins struck at European mints,and ingots and bars made by melting 
down such coins, shall be excluded from the visions of this act. 

** Sec. 5, That when any of the certificates herein authorized are redeemed in 
coin they shall be canceled and destroyed; but certificates which come back 
into the Treasury by being received for customs, taxes, or other public dues, 
or in exchange for lawful money, shall not be canceled, but shall be held as 
and may be reissued or paid out again,as current money, for all debts and de- 
— owing by the United States, except where payment in coin is expressly 


price of silver bullion, as 


“Sec. 6. That on the taking effect of this act the monthly co’ of silver dol- 
lars under the act of atle 1878, shall be stopped, nea AuR of such 
monthly coinage the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and re- 


quired to cause the coinage, from time to time, of standard silver dollars cat 
gold coins from the bullion deposited under this act in amounts sufficient to 
supply any demand that may arise for coin for circulation, or that may be re- 
qui to pay coin obligations of the Government: Provided, That concurrently 
_— the coinage of any bullion for which certificates have been issued under 
act the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be destroyed certificates 
equal i in value tothe e haion so coined at the time of its deposit. 
“Src. 8. That this act shall take effect 188—.” 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded; and 
accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DUNHAM: A bill (H. R. 5569) to authorize the President 
to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to 
place him upon the retired-list of Army officers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5570) granting a pension - 
.| to Samuel Harrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 5571) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Cover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5572) for the relief of Albert McConnell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 5573) for the relief of James W. 
Hightower—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Byers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5575) granting a pension to James J. Snyder—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5576) granting a pension to Joan Richardson, widow 
of Jonathan H. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5577) to correct the military record of. Second 
Lieut. James M. Sinks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5578) to correct the military record of Abraham 
Smith, and to pay him all moneys due him—to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs. 


By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 5579) for the relief of James F. Robert- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 5580) for the relief of Thomas J. 
Fowler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5581) for the relief of Isom Johnson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5582) for the relief of Isom Johnson, adminis- 
trator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5583) for the relief of Thomas Osburn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5584) for the relief of 
Turner C. Goodrum—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: A bill (H. R. 5585) for the relief of the estate of Dr. 
Joseph H. Pugh, deceased, late of Thibodeaux, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 5586) for the relief of W. R, 
Wimbish—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5587) fortherelief of Mrs. Mary M. Roberts, wife of 
John M. Roberts, of East Feliciana Parish, Louisiana—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5588) for the relief of Mrs. Hermina Martel, wife of 
7 Martel, of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 5589) for the relief of John A. 
Heard—to the Committee on War Claims. f 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 5590) for the relief of James D. 
Cook—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5591) for the relief of John McFall—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 5592) granting a pension to Samuel 
Cody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of 
pension to Laura L. Wallen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 5594) granting a pension to Eliza- 
_ beth Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: A bill (H. R. 5595) for the relief of Giles B. 
Overton, late captain of the Fourteenth Regiment of United States In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 5596) for the relief of Mary 
Elizabeth Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 5597) granting a pension to Jacob 
Rue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 5598) for the relief of Albert Wood— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: A bill (H. R. 5599) granting an increase of pension 
to Enoch Childers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 5600) for the relief of Albert Wood— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 5601) granting a pension to Susan R. 
Lusk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWEN: A bill (H. R. 5602) for the relief of Bernhard Raff— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The Committee on Mili Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 26) to pro- 
vide for the preparation and printing of an illustrated catalogue of the 
Army Medical Museum, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of Letter-Carriers’ Association “of 
Lowell, Mass., for increased compensation—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Papersin the claim of Alfred G. Persen, 
of Alcorn County, and of R. H. Bustin, of Scott County, Mississippi— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BACON: Petition of Susan R. Lusk, mother of Sidney Lusk, 
for a special-act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Kent County, Maryland, for 
increase of pension to Rebecca C. Bailey—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Narcisse Prudhomme, of Natchi- 
toches Parish, Louisiana. 


By Mr. BLISS (by request): Petition of James Roach, of District of 
Columbia, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers in the case of Henry M. 
Quattleburn, of Jefferson County; of William M. Crosby, of White 
County, and of Micajah Lamb, of Arkansas County, Arkansas—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Robert Booth, jr., executor of Robert Booth, of 
White County; and of Jonathan Elms, of Washington County, Arkansas, 
for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Papers in the case of Maurice G. Griffith—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Papers in the claim of Martha Cock, of 
Prince George County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Standard Underground Cable 
Company, for payment for underground cables connecting the Capitol 
with the Executive, War, and Navy Departments—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of Hobart College for the passage of 
an international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Papers in the case of Margaret A. Poland, of 
Loudoun County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of J. L. Murphy, of Woodruff County, 
and of Martin Redden, of Cherokee County, Alabama, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers in the claims of Martin Redden; of Cain Leach; of Will- 
iam H. Huff, and of James L. Campbell, of Alabama—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENMAN: Petition of citizens of Troy and Lansingburgh, 
N. Y., for the repeal of that portion of the pension laws limiting time 
of application—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON; Paper and resolution from the Cigar- 
makers’ Union, No. 88, of Dubuque, Iowa, for the retention of taxes 
on cigars and tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Papers in the case of John Reynolds, of Day- 
ton, Ohio—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. HOGG: Papers in the case of D. M. Miller, to accompany 
House bill 1133—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOOKER (by request): Petition of citizens of Tacoma, 
Wash.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: Petition of 193 citizens of the Fifth dis- 
trict of Illinois, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Papers in the case of Francis M. Nisbet—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of M. E. Carrico, widow of Pleasant B. White, of Christian 
County, Kentucky, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of P. Cudmore, of Fairbanks, Rice 
County, Minnesota, and 243 others, in favor of an amendment of the 
Constitution to protect the people from alien land ownership and monop- 
oly—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers in the case of Arthur W. Sweeney—to 
the Committee on Claims. — 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Hosea Knowlton, for removal of 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of James S. Woods, of Panola County, 
Mississippi, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, : 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of D. H. Mitchell, for payment of his 
claim—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Papers in the claim of Thornton O. Wynd- 
ham, of Clark County, and of William C. Harrison, of Rockingham 
County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: Papers in the case of John N. Curtis and Thomas 
Austin; of John N, Curtis; of James F. Wilson, and of William Bry- 
ant, of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), petition of J. W. Parish & Co., for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of D. W. Steinmell and 42 others, citi- 
zens of Newton, Kans., for fractional paper currency—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. i 

Also, petition of T. C. Cutlerand 48 others, citizens of Newton, Kans., 
for reduced postage on seeds, bulbs, ete.—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Herinina Martel, wife of B. Mar- 
tel, in relation to her war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Memorial of the school board of Milwanu- 
kee, for a nautical school on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Papers in the case of Charles Halle— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: Petition of citizens and the Chamber of 
Commerce of Eureka, Cal., for an appropriation to improve their har- 
bor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of lumbermen of the Pacific coast 
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against admitting free lumber from British America—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of executor of W. H. Cherry, of 
administrator of Phillip Brown, and of E. P. Boudurant, of Davidson 
County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. s 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of J. H. Carter, of James M. Thana- 
son, one of heirs of W. K. Craig, of Colbert County; of John Lawler, 
of Robert H. Strong, and of William P. McBride, of Madison County; 
of James B. Davis, of James A. Meal, of Lovel B. Walker, of J. W. 
Todd, of James D. Coffman, and of Silas H. Scott, of Limestone County; 
of widow of Joseph A. Hardwick, of Daniel J. Ray, of John Kachel- 
` man, of George W. Stutts, of administrator of John McKelvey, of 
Francis Wilkes, of John Jones, of Caroline Holland, and of Caswell 
Gooch, of Lauderdale County; of administrator of Lindsey Allen, of 
Franklin County; of W. R. Hill, administragor of C. B. Hill, of Jack- 
son County; of C. A. Staples, administrator of Ellis Toon, of Jackson 
County; of Daniel Thompson, of Tuscumbia, Ala.; and of Hiram W. 
Eberly, for reference of their several claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of Stephen J. Matthews and of Thomas 
A. Wallace, of Lauderdale County, Alabama—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of heirs of James E. Bryant, of 
Maury County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Of citizens of Virginia, of Galveston, Pitt- 
sylvania County; of Ararat, of Bateman, Patrick County; of Duncan’s, 
Floyd County, and of Horse Putnam, Henry County, Virginia. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of North Carolina. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of William Wilhelm and others, of Berks 
County, Pennsylvania, and of M. Z. Gergee and others, of Berks 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of S. G. Dude and others, of Heard County, 
Georgia. $ 

By Mr. HOOKER: Of citizens of Rankin County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Summerville, Harnett County, 
and of Sloan, Duplin County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Of citizens of Simsboro, La.; of Harrisonburgh, 
of Caldwell, of Ruston, and of Redwine, La. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Frank McDaniel and 71 others, 
of Buckeye Cottage, Perry County, Ohio. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of 15 citizens of Okaw, Kans. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of L. L. Bobbs and others, of Moore 
County, Tennessee. : 

By y Mr: ROWLAND: Of citizensof Poplar Hill, Anson County, North 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 23, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs on the subject of the agreements nego- 
tiated with the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, stating, in response to a resolution of-January 18, 1888, in re- 
lation to the employment of Charles R. Westbrook as assistant attor- 
ney to the district attorney for the southern district of New York, that 
the Department has no official knowledge of such employment of 
Charles R. Westbrook, has no correspondence upon its files in relation 
thereto, nor any information as to compensation paid him forany such 
services; which was read. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave just come in from the Committee on Appro- 
priations and did not hear the reading of the communication. I hope 
it will be printed and lie on the table for the present, so that I may 
examine it. 

The communication was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings 
of fact and conclusions of law of that court in a certain spoliation claim 
under the act approved January 28, 1885; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, y 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a petition, nu- 
merously signed by citizens of New Jersey and elsewhere, praying that 
W. 8. Cogswell may be placed upon the retired-list of the Navy. The 
petition will be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
mayor and city council of Des Moines, Iowa, in favor of the proposed 
world’s exposition in honor of. the four hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of America by Columbus; which were referred to the Select 
Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution and the Discoyery of 
America. 

He also presented a petition of numerous citizensof Illinois and a pe- 
tition of 103 citizens of Georgia, in favor of prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of business men of the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying that the stone-cutting for the new Library building 
be done in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Select 
Committee to Provide Additional Accommodations for the Library. 

Mr. BECK. I present the petition of the surveyor of customs at 
Louisville, Ky., and I believe all, certainly a large majority, of the im- 
porters of that city; praying for the passage of Senate bill 532, the bill 
introduced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], amending 
the statutes relative to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods 
so as to allow them to pay at home when the goods come under a pro 
Jorma invoice as well as when there is a regular invoice, they being cut 
off now unless they produce the invoice in ten days, while the citizens 
at the port of landing have the privilege which is denied to them. I 
move the reference of this petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be so referred, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; we have the subject before us in another 
form in the Committee on Finance; but I understand from the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] that the bill has gone to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. I ask that the petition be referred to that commit- 
tee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 

Mr. BECK. I have been requested by Dr. Norvin Green, president 
of the Western Union Telegraph Company, to present the memorial of 
that company in the form of a remonstrance against the passage of what 
is known as the postal-telegraph bill. The memorial is a’ very full 
presentation of the case. I have consulted with the chairman of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, who, by the request of his 
committee, desires that the memorial should be printed and referred to ` 
them, they having the subject under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and printed, if there be 
no objection. _ 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition signed by 138 citizens of the 
Fifth, Eighth, and Eleventh Congressional districts of Indiana, praying 
for the passage of the bill prohibiting the manufacture, sale, and im- 
portation of alcoholic liquors in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of Nathaniel Magruder, a citizen 
of the District of Columbia, praying compensation for injury to his 
property in West Washington, caused by grading streets; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I presenta resolution adopted by the board of health 
of the county of San Diego, California, praying for the establishment 
of a quarantine station at the harbor of San Diego. LIalso present reso- 
lutions passed by the Legislature of Virginia favoring the full equip- 
ment of the quarantine station at St. Charles. I move the reference of 
these resolutions, with the accompanying letter from the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral of the Marine-Hospital Service, to the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Oregon, praying for the passage of Senate bill 22, for the establish- 
ment of a Government assay office in that city; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. ' 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Nevada, Eastern Ore- 
gon, and Idaho Wool Growers’ Association, remonstrating against the 
repeal of the duty upon wool; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the National Board of Trade, favor- 
ing adequate appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. = 

Mr. STEWART. I present resolutions adopted by the Nevada, East- 
ern Oregon, and Idaho Wool Growers’ Association, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the duty on wool. The resolutions are short and pointed, 
and I ask that they be printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of J. L. Harrison, J. B. Hender- 
son, and other citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for an ap- 
propriation of $60,000 to improve certain streets in the Meridian Hill 


subdivision; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. - 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Nebraska, praying for a revision of the tariff; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ipresent the petition of H. A. White and 2,700 others, 
who are members of various colored churches throughout the South, 
transmitted to me by Rev. C. R. Harris, treasurer of Stanford Seminary, 
North Carolina, who says: . 


I send you by this mail 2,700 more petitions, , 


I presented a petition from the same source a few days since. Like 
that petition, this one prays for the enactment of the educational bill 
into alaw. I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of Rev. J. C. Henderson, Rev. 
A. M. Newton, F. A. Jones, M. D., and other officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, praying for the passage of the educational 
bill. The locality of the petitioners is not given. Imove that the pe- 
tition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the board of directors of 
the Commercial Exchange of Kansas City, Mo., in favor of extending 
the jurisdiction of certain United States courts over the Indian Terri- 
tory; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Belle T. Dodds and other citi- 
zens of Sylvania, Dade County, Missouri, praying for the prohibition of 
the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Oliver Ames, governor of the- 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts; Hugh O’Brien, mayor of the city of 
Boston; Alexander H. Rice,late governor of the Commonwealth; Charles 
W. Eliot, and Julius H. Seelye, presidents of colleges in that State; 
Dr. Edward Everett Hale, Phillips Brooks, Andrew P. Peabody, Lev- 
erett Saltonstall, Edwin D. Mead, and a large number of other per- 
sons, eminent scholars, men of letters, clergymen, and in other various 
walks of life, a committee representing a mass meeting held at Tre- 
mont Temple, in Boston, on the 12th of November, 1887, to welcome 
the British deputation of peace and arbitration, praying that the desire 
of that deputation may be granted by Congress, or by the treaty-mak- 
ing power, and that a treaty be made with Great Britain providing for 
asettlement by arbitration of all future disputes between these two 
nations which can not be settled by diplomatic agency. i 
. This British deputation represents a large number, I believe a ma- 
jority, of the present members of the British Parliament, and a large 
number of other persons of rank and influence and distinction in that 
country. 

Some jealousy has arisen lest this present message, which has come 
so recently from Great Britain, may be intended to affect in some man- 
ner matters which are now in course of negotiation between these two 
countries, and which I have no doubt will be adjusted by peaceful and 
ordinary diplomatic methods, or by the good sense of the two nations 
without diplomatic intervention. I am satisfied that there is no foun- 
dation for that jealousy; that the existence of the fishery disputes or 
of any other which may have arisen between this country and Great 
Britain has no connection whatever with this deputation, but that it 
relates to a larger and more comprehensive purpose. 

I desire to say in moving the reference of the petition to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, that it seems to me one of the most im- 
portani and interesting questions which can be brought before the 

nate at the present time. This message is a message which it well 
becomes Great Britain and the United States on the one hand to send 
and on the other to receive and welcome. These two nations speak 
the same language, are of the same blood, have largely the same pur- 
suits and the same interests; and the evil which itis sought to avert— 
an evil to mankind in a thousand ways, evil because of its waste of 
human life and of treasure and of the great forces which may be so be- 
neficent when turned into peaceful channels—is especially an evil, as it 
constitutes the test and most serious burden which presses upon 
the neck of the lahoring classes of mankind. 

The great armaments which are kept up by the European nations 
operate chiefly as a burden upon their poor and laboring classes; not 
upon their dominant classes, but upon the classes to whom the sympa- 
thy of the American people always goes out. On the continent of Eu- 
rope every peasant or workingman who is born is born with a soldier 
upon his back, and he goes through life with the armed man clinging 
to his neck and p him down into the dust. : 

The cost of a single ship of war is much greater than the cost of a 
first-class university. The cost of our own late war, the result of which 
I know and concede is worth all the cost, still is so great that if the 
amount were put out at interest at 5 per cent., the interest would pay 
all the expenses of government, national and State both, in this coun- 
try forever. 

Isay again, it seems to me this message, which comes from so high 
an authority in Great Britain, isone which is well worth the respectful 
attention of the American people, 
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I move that the- petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 99 citizens of the Ninth and Elev- 
enth Co: ional districts of Massachusetts, praying for the enact- 
ment of a law prohibiging the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. i 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the members of the faculty of 
Milton College, at Milton, Wis., praying for the speedy enactment of an 
sarenpiionai copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis., approving the report of the Vessel-Owners’ Asso- 
ciation of Cleveland, Ohio, recommending legislation by Congress pro- 
viding for the clearing ọf obstructions to navigation, ete., upon the 
lakes; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce 
of West Superior, Wis., favoring an appropriation by Congress for the 
barbor of Superior, Wis.; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 235 citizens of the Sec- 
ond, Third, Eighth, and Eleventh Congressional districts of Michigan, 
praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of the faculty of Wells College, 
New York, praying for the speedy enactment of an international copy- 
right law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of Catherine McQuade, praying that 
she be granted a widow’s pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of the Historical Society of Jefferson 
County, New York, praying thatan appropriation be made for the erec- 
tion of a suitable monument on the battle-field at Sackett’s Harbor, N. 
Y.; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 108 citizens of the Twenty-second, 
Twenty-fourth, Twenty-seventh, and Twenty-eighth Congressional dis- 
tricts of New York, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of J. C. Phillips, of Chicago, 
Illinois, praying to be ETR APA expended in organizing the 
Sixteenth Regiment of Missouri Volunteers, by order of General Fré- 
mont; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Faculty of the Lake 
Forest University, at Lake Forest, Il., praying for the speedy enact- 
ment of an international copyright law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of health of Rock- 
ford, Ill., favoring the passage of a bill to form a national quarantine 
that will insure better protection against epidemic diseases; which 
were referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of P. Cudmoor and 158 other 
citizens of Minnesota, praying that certain articles be put on the free- 
list, that internal-revenue taxes be abolished, ete.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the Phila- 
delphis Board of Trade, January 16, 1888, in favor of a protective 
policy; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial from citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial from citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the evils of convict-labor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Standard Underground Cable Com- 
pany, of the District of Columbia, praying payment for underground 
cables connecting the Capitol with the Executive, War, and Navy De- 
partments, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Healso presented a petition of 137 citizens of the Twelfth, Eighteenth, 
and Twenty-third Congressional districts; a petition of 97 citizens of 
the Seventeenth Congressional district;‘and a petition of 17 citizens of 
the Thirteenth Congressional district, State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions in the form of a memo- 
rial of the cigar-makers’ union, of Dubuque, Iowa, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on cigars and tobacco; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of the faculty of Heidelberg 
College, at Tiffin, Ohio, and the petition of Charles W. Super, presi- 
dent, and other members of the faculty of the Ohio University, at Ath- 
ens, Ohio, praying for the passage of an international copyright law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Toledo (Ohio) Produce 
Exchange, relative to the exclusion of American pork from France and 
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Germany; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of R. B. Windham, J. M. 
Patterson, and 75 other citizens of Plattsmouth, Nebr., praying that an 
appropriation be made for a public building for post-office purposes in 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, A 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of citizens of the Seventeenth, 
Eighteenth, and Twenty-sixth districts of Pennsylvania, praying for pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GRAY presented the petition of Robert King, of Sussex County, 
Delaware, late a private in Company H, First Regiment Delaware In- 
fantry Volunteers, praying for the removal of the charge of desertion 
against him; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Mitchell, of Sussex County, 
Delaware, late a private in Company B, Third iment Delaware In- 
fantry Volunteers, praying for the removal of the charge of desertion 
against him; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Cyrus B. Wilson, of Sussex County, 
Delaware, late private in Company H, First Regiment Delaware In- 
fantry Volunteers, praying for the removal of the charge of desertion 
against him; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of David R. Salmons, of Sussex County, 
Delaware, late private in Company H, First Regiment Delaware In- 
fantry Volunteers, praying for the removal of the charge of desertion 
against him; which was referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Mary J. Goslée, mother of George 
H. Goslee, late private in Company D, Third Regiment Delaware Vol- 
unteer Infantry, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Stephen H. Warrington, of Sussex 
County, Delaware, late private in Company A, Baltimore Battalion, in 
the Mexican war, praying to be allowed a pension for wounds received 
in the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Mrs. Mary J. McGregor, of 
Augusta, Me., praying that she be granted a widow’s pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of the faculty of Hanover Col- 
lege, Indiana, praying for the speedy enactment of an international 
copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented two petitions of citizens of Oregon, pray- 
ing that increased compensation be granted to fourth-class ters; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of J. H. McClalland and other citi- 
zens of Chipola, Fla., and a petition of William S. Videon and 190 
other citizens of Osceola, Fla., praying that increased compensation be 
allowed fourth-class postmasters; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of the faculty of Hobart Col- 
lege, at Geneva, N. Y., praying that an international copyright law be 
enacted; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. z 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented a petition of 87 citizens of the Second 
Congressional district of Vermont, praying for prohibition in the Dis- 
trict ofColumbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 40 citizens of Washington Ter- 
ritory, a petition of 73 citizens of the District of Columbia, a petition of 
89 citizens of the First and Third Congressional districts of Connecticut, 
and a petition of 12 citizens of the Third Congressional district of Con- 
necticut, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Isaac C. Lewis and 78 others, 
citizens of the Second Congressional district of Connecticut, praying for 
the passage of the bill to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors}in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. - 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 77 citizens of the Third and 
Tenth Congressional districts of Michigan; a petition of 27 citizens of the 
Tenth Congressional district of Michigan; and a petition of 156 citizens 
of the First, Fifth, and Eleventh districts of Michigan, praying for pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of the mayor and city council of 
Fayetteville, Ark., praying that an appropriation be made to grade, 
build, and macadamize the route to the national cemetery at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented the petition of the faculty of South Caro- 
lina College at Columbia, S. C., praying for the speedy enactment of an 
Taen copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of 113 citizens of the Seventh Con- 
gressional district of Kansas, praying for prohibition in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of the faculty of Davidson Col- 


lege, North Carolina, praying for the passage of an international copy- 
right law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the members of the faculty 
of the Central Wesleyan College, at Warrenton, Mo., and a petition of 
the members of the faculty of Christian University, at Canton, Mo., 
praying for the enactment of an international copyright law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 423) to enable the State of Colorado to select in- 
demnity school lands, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 424) relating to lands in Colorado lately cecupied by the Uncom- 

and White River Ute Indians, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
687) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey to Anson 
Rudd, of the State of Colorado, certain real estate in the county of Fre- 
mont, in said State, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
109) for the relief of Thomas H. Norton and James McLean, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 500) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow 
and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State 
of Colorado, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. : 

He also, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 185) to provide for the admission of the State of Dakota 
into the Union, and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln, 
re it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER. _I desire to give notice that the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Territories will ask leave to submit a minority report on the 
Dakota bill. I understand the bill is accompanied by a report of the 
majority. The minority would like to have a little time in which to 
prepare a minority report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That opportunity will be afforded. 
The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 558) for the relief of certain settlers upon the school 
lands of Washington Territory, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
664) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamber- 
lain, of California, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
555) to establish an additional land district in the State of Oregon, re- 
ported it with amendments. . f 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report back adversely the bill (S. 556) providing for the resurvey of cer- 
tain public lands in the State of Oregon. The bill proposes to provide 
for the resurvey of a certain township in that State embracing what is 
known as Warner Lake. Correspondence received from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
shows that the matter to be provided for by the bill has been antici- 
pated by the Interior Department, and that the resurvey has been 
ordered. Therefore I report back the bill adversely, and move that it 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (s. 1082) for the relief of I. R. B. Moore, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 458) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
David Walter Jones, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. a 

Mr. STEWART. I am directed by the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1176) to authorize the sale 
to aliens of certain mineral lands, to report it with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. The substitute is identically the same as 
the bill introduced by the Senator from California. We think his is a 


bill covering the question exactly. 
The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report back with amendments the bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes. I give notice to the Senate that 
I shall at an early day ask that the bill be considered and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 
Mr. PLUMB. Iamalso directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom were referred the bill (S. 557) to protect certain purchasers of 
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lands from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and the bill (S. 
1496) to forfeit certain lands herefore granted for the purpose of aiding 
in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, to report them 
with the recommendation that they be indefinitely postponed, the sub- 
stance of them having been embraced in Senate bill 1430, which I have 
just reported favorably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
and the bills will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1022) to relinquish the interest of the United States 
in certain lands in Kansas, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the bill 
(S. 457) for the relief of Electa Brace, and the bill (S. 248) granting 
bounty land to Laura Prine, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration and that they be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

JACKSON (MISS.) MUNICIPAL ELECTION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I report from the Committee on the Judiciary the 
resolutions which I send to the desk, and I ask for their present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from Vermont will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas by a resolution of the Senate adopted on the 12th January instant, 
the Committee on the Judiciary was instructed to inquire into the suppression 
of the votes of colored citizens of Jackson, Miss., at the recent municipal elec- 
tion in that city, and into the alleged participation in such suppression by the 
United States attorney and by a deputy collector of internal revenue and a dep- 
uty marshal, and to report the facts to the Senate; and 

Whereas it is desirable, in respect of inquiring into the alleged participation 
of the United States district attorney, the deputy collector of internal revenue, 
and deputy United States marshal in the suppression of the votes of the colored 
citizens mentioned in said resolution, that the Committee on the Judiciary have 
authority to send for parsons and papers: Itis therefore 

Resolved, That the npe on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to send for persons and rsin respect of its inquiry into the said alleged 
participation of officers of the United States in said matter, 

The said committee is authorized to sit during the sessions of the Senate, 
either as a full committee or by any subcommittee thereof, and any such sub- 
committee shall, for the purpose of such investigation, be a committee of the 
Senate to all intents and purposes. 

Resolved, That said committee have authority to employ a stenographer in 
making said inquiry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill state that these resolutions, I believe, meet 
the approval of all the gentlemen of the committee who were present, 
and they were all present excepting the present presiding officer [Mr. 
INGALLS]. So I presume there will be no objection to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolutions? 

Mr. VEST. I wish to state asa member of the committee that I 
consented to the reporting of these resolutions because it went without 
saying that they would be adopted; but, as a matter of fact, I do not be- 
lieve in any such inquiry. I saw, however, that it was a foregone con- 
clusion that the resolutions would be adopted, and therefore I con- 
sented to this modified form, confining the investigation to United 
States officials alone. I am opposed to the whole thing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From the same committee I report a resolution 
which must go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. It provides 
for paying the expenses of the investigation. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That the necessary expenses of the Committee on the Judiciary or 
reef nae EARE thereof, in making the inquiries into certain matters alleged 
to haye occurred at Jackson, Miss., and as directed by the resolutions of the Sen- 
ate of the 12th instant and of the 23d instant, be d out of the appropriation 


for the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
to be approved by the chairman of said committee, 


INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION AT MELBOURNE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report without amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 72) 
relating to the invitation of the British Government to the Government 
of the United States to participate in the international exhibition at 
Melbourne to celebrate the founding of New South Wales; and for rea- 
sons which I will state, if the Senate will give me a moment, I ask for 
the pe consideration of the joint resolution. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations some time ago unanimously 
recommended the adoption of the provision of this joint resolution, and 
directed that it should be moved as an amendment to the urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill; but since that time the House of Repre- 
sentatives has passed, I believe without much division, a similar joint 
resolution. The Committee on Foreign Relations now report back the 
House joint resolution, and ask that the Senate agree to it. 

If this invitation is to be accepted and a commission is to be sent to 
Australia, there is a necessity that itshould be now organized. I trust, 
therefore, that as the subject-matter has been pretty fully debated in 
the other House (and I am prepared to give the Senate any informa- 
tion on the subject if desired) that we shall have a vote upon it now. 


The resolutions reported by the Sen- 


_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the joint 
resolution will be considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, and read at length. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthere be no debate. If there be debate, I shall ask 
the Senator to put it over until the routine business is concluded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I do not desire to debate it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Whereas the British Government has extended to the Government of the 
United States an invitation to participate in the international exhibition which 
is to be held at Melbourne, beginning on the Ist day of August, 1888, to cele- 
brate the centenary of the founding of New South Wales: Therefore, 

Resolved, ete., That said invitation is accepted, and that there be, and there 
hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to effect the purpose of this resolution, to be expended in the discre- 
Honor the Secretary of State for the purpose of such representation at sgid ex- 

on, 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to transmit to Con- 
gress a detailed statement of the expenditures which may have been incurred 
under the provisions of this resolution, together with any reports which may 
be made by the representatives of this country at said exhibition, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1560) granting a pension to 
Mrs. —— North, dependent mother of the late Col. Frank North, a 
Pawnee scout; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1561) to provide for the completion of 
the quarters, barracks, and stables at Fort Robinson and at Fort Nio- 
brara, in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. > 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1562) for the relief of C. Augusta 
Urquhart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1563) relative to claims of certain North- 
ern creditors; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 1564) for the relief of importers 
of animals for breeding p in certain cases; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1565) to regulate the salary and provide 
for the payment of the expenses of the district judge of the United 
States for the western district of Wisconsin; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1566) to regulate the salary and provide 
for the payment of the expenses of the district judge of the United 
States for the eastern district of Wisconsin; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1567) to give a pension of $100 per 
month to persons who, in the military or naval service of the United 
States, and in the discharge of duty, have lost both hands or the use of 
both hands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALTHALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1568) to promote 
the efficiency òf the Signal Service; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1569) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River, at Memphis,Tenn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1570) to amend the organic 
law of Utah Territory; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1571) for the relief of John H. 
Jones and Thomas D. Harris; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1572) for the relief of John Kouns; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1573) for the relief of Sarah Morrison, 
dependent mother of George F. Morrison, lieutenant-commander, United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1574) for the erection of a post-of- 
fice building at St. Paul, Minn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1575) granting an increase of 
pension to William Wallace Young; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1576) for the relief of the heirs of 
Joseph Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1577) granting a pension to Mary 
H. Casler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1578) for the relief of the administrators 
of the estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1579) to facilitate the giving of bonds 
required by law; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. K 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1580) to amend an 
act entitled “An act incorporating the Capitol, North O Street and 
South Washington Railway Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EUSTIS introduced a bill (S. 1581) for the relief of Bertrand 
and Gaudin Cazes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lu- 
cien Goyaux; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1583) to confirm to Lucretia Williams 
the title to one square league of land in the State of Florida; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 1584) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac Gibson; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1585) praying for the location of 
scrip issued under the acts of August 31, 1852, and June 22, 1860; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1586) to provide additional 
flag officers for squadrons; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1587) in reference to the election of 
Representatives in Congress; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. = 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 1588) to amend an act entitled 
‘*Anact to provideadditional regulations for homestead and pre-emption 
entries of public lands,” approved March 3, 1879; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1589) for the relief of Isaac N. Thomp- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1590) to authorize the construction 
of the Ohio Connecting Railway Company Bridge; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1591) granting an increase of pension 
to Madison M. Meredith; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1592) to continue the 
publication of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws. : 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1593) for the relief of Giles B. 
Overton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1594) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. 
Clarissa Munson, widow of Elias Y. Munson, for hisservices of ninety 
days in the war of 1812; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1595) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Rebecca A. Craw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1596) in relation to oaths in pension 
and other cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. y 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 1597) to increase the pensionsof widows 
in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1598) granting to Truman A, Morton a 
pension of $24 a month since his discharge; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1599) correcting the military record of 
Lieut. James O’ Rourke; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1600) to refer the claim of Alice E. De 
Groot and Theodore R. B. De Groot, administrators of William H. De 
Groot, deceased, to the United States Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1601) to amend ‘‘An act to restrict 
the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens,” 
etc., approved March 3, 1887; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1602) relating to 
procedure in pension cases; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1603) for the relief 
of Thornton Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 1604) for the relief of Jonathan 
D. Stevenson, of California; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1605) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Ed- 
ward E. Eyre; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1606) referring the claim of Robert W, 
Dunbar to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1607) granting a pension to Robert 
A. Bride or McBride; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1608) for the relief of Charles E. Wheeler; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1609) for the relief of James McLaugh- 
lin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1610) to increase certain pensions; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1611) to provide for the final set- 
tlement of the transportation account with the Richmond and Dan- 
ville Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1612) to provide for the closing of parts 
of two alleys in square one hundred and thirty-two (132) m the city of 
Washington, D. C., and for the relief of Charles Early and Corbin War- 
wick; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. HOAR. [I introduce a joint resolution to obtain the freedom of 
certain canals and ship-railways therein named for the American mer- 
cantile marine. These canals and railways are in foreign countries, 
and I suppose eventually the joint resolution should go to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations; but as it relates principally to the commerce 
of the country I desire, in the first place, that it shall be considered 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 40) as to obtaining the freedom of cer- 
tain canals and ship-railways therein named for the American mercan- 
tile marine was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 41) authoriz- 
ing the publication of an edition of The Treasury of the Confederate 
States; or, Documentary History of the Financial, Fiscal, and Commer- 
cial Measures of the Confederate States, edited by Raphael P. Thian; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending the 
provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to arrears of taxes in the 
District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1887; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr, HEARST submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the bill (S. 215) amendatory of the act for the benefit of the 
States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and 
Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada 
when a Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. : 


POSTAL-TELEGRAPH INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay the stenographer authorized by the resolution of the 19th 
instant to report the arguments, evidence, ete., for the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads on the subject of the postal telegraph, out of tke contingent 
fund of the Senate. è 

ACTION OF THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate what 
plans, designs, drawings, or specifications of ships or marine engines haye been 
purchased or procured in foreign countries by or in behalf of the Navy Depas: 
ment and from whom they have been obtained; and to state what plans, desi 
drawings, or specifications so purchased or procured have been adopted in whole 
orin part for vessels or engines now under contract or construction; and also 
to transmit to the Senate a statement of the cost to the Government of each of 
such plans, designs, drawings, and specifications; and also an account ofall ex- 
penditures made by the Navy Department since March 20, 1885, under the appro- 
priations for information from abroad, and for emergencies and extraordinary 
expenses arising abroad. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a statement of the changes made from the original plans of the Chicago, Boston, 
Atlanta, and Dolphin in addition to those specified in a communication from 
the Navy De ment to the House of Representatives of February 11, 1885 


(constitutin, ouse Executive Document No. 220, Forty-eighth Congress, sec- 
ond parran mi ae in a communication from said Department to the Senate of 
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May 24, 1886 (constituting Senate Executive Document No, 153, Forty-ninth 

first session), together with the cost of such additional changes in 
each case; and thatthe Secretary be directed also to furnish the Senate with 
copies of all documents and correspondence on file in said Department, written 
since March 5, in any way concerning the aforesaid vessels, which are not 
contained in the annual reports of said Department, pero? far y all reports of 
boards. and of commanding officers and engineer officers; and all log- kept 
while the vessels have been in motion since said d and all the evidences of 
settlements and payments made since said date by the United States, and of any 
unsettled claims on account of said vessels; and that the Secre be directed 
further to state the a condition of the Atlanta, Boston, and cago, and 
the reasons for the delay in their completion and reception into active service. 


Mr. CHANDLER, I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 


tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BECK. I do not propose to object to this or the preceding reso- 
lution, but they are very comprehensive, and I do not see any member 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs on this side in the Chamber. Is 
there any objection to laying them over until to-morrow, so that they 
may be printed ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not at all. 
zte PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under the 

e. 

Mr. BECK. There are two of them, I think.. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The first resolution offered by me was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Perhaps it might be as well to let them both go over 
until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee suggests 
a reconsideration of the vote by which the first resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS. So that both may be printed. 9 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave no objection to that course, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reconsideration will be ordered, 
if there be no objection. Both resolutions will go over and be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution, which wasread: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmitto the Senate 
information concerning all naval vessels and machinery and armor forthe same, 
and all naval ordnance and gun metal, for constructing or furnishing which 
contracts have been made by the Navy ‘Department since March 4, 1885, as fol- 


1, Copies in the case of each contract of the advertisement, and of the written 
or printed conditions and rules for tests and inspections upon which proposals 


were invited. 
2. A schedule of the p; received and awards made." 
ma 


3. A copy of the contra de. 

4. A statement showing the time within which the contract was to be per- 
formed, and the present condition of the work, and the payments made thereon, 
with copies of the reports and correspondence upon-which each payment was 


made. 

And that the Secretary be directed also to inform the Senate whether or not 
since said contracts have been made any of the terms or conditions of any of 
them have been altered, or any agreements have been made for changes in the 
quality of material or work, or any of the stipulations or rules for tests and in- 

ons have been relaxed or varied; and, if so, to state the circumstances 
and causes of any such alteration, change, or variation. 

Mr. BECK. Let that be printed along with the other resolutions 
submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will lie over until to- 
morrow, and be printed, under the rule. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 20th instant approved and signed the act (S. 261) to amend the law 
concerning the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned, in compliance with the request of the Senate, the bill 
(5. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and Indian women. 

The message also announced that the House had passed 2 resolution 
for printing 10,000 copies of the President’s message and accompany- 
ing reports of the majority and minority of the Pacific Railroad Com- 
mission for the use of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 1604) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit 
court of the western division of the western district of Missouri; and 

A bill (H. R. 5514) to amend section 4883 of the Revised Statutes. 


MASSACHUSETTS STATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate as early as practicable what progress has been made by 
his Department in examining the claim of the State of Massachusetts for ex- 

mses incurred and paid at the request of the President and Secretary of State 

uring the war in protecting the harbors and strengthening the fortifications 
on the coast, now on file with the Third Auditor, under the act of July 27, 1861, in 
pursuance of the authority and direction of the act of July 7,1834; and how early 
the “report of the amount to Congress ” therein required will be made, 


ISAAC D. SMEAD & CO. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, directed to furnish the Senate with a detailed statement of the en- 


tire amount paid by the District poem to Isaac D. Smead & Co. from the 
date they commenced work for the District to the present time, giving in con- 
nection with each Lag gent its amount, date, kind of work done, and designa- 
tion of the building in which it was done; also to report whether there was 
any competition or whether any proposals were invited for said work before 
contract was entered into therefor, and, if so, to furnish specific information in 
regard to the same. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Let that lie over. : 
ete PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under the 
e. 
CŒUR D'ALENE RESERVATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Whereas it is alleged that the present area of the Cour d'Alene Indian reser- 
vation, in the Territory of Idaho, embraces 480,000 acres of land; that there are 
according to the statistics in the Indian Bureau only about four hundred and 
seventy-six Indians in the tribe now occupying such reservation, or more than 
1,000 acres to each man, woman, and child; that Lake Cour d’Alene, all the 
navigable waters of Cœur d'Alene River, and about 20 miles of the navigable 
pe of St. cine sa River, and part of St. Mary’s,a navigable tributary of the St. 

oseph, are embraced within this reservation, except a shore-line of 3} miles at 
the north end of the lake, it being alleged that this lake and its rivers tributary 
constitute the most important highways of commerce in the Territory of Idaho, 
and are, in fact, the only navigable waters,except Snake River, now used for 
steam-boat navigation in the Territory; that all boats now entering such waters 
are subject to the laws governing the Indian country, and all persons going on 
such lake or waters within the reservation lines are trespassers; and: 

Whereas it is further all that the Indians now on such reservation are 
located in the extreme southwest corner of the same, around De Smet Mission. 
near the town of Farmington, in Washington Territory, where the land isgood 
for agriculture; and it being furtherall that all that part of such reservation 
lying between Lake Cœur d'Alene and Cœur d'Alene River and that spars be- 
tween the Cœur d’Alene River and St. Joseph River is a territory rich in the 
pious metals and at the same time being of no real value or benefit to the 

ndians: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate as to the extent of the present area and boun ies of the 
Cour d’Alene Indian reservation in the Territory of Idaho; whether such area 
includes any portion, and if so,about how much,of the navigable waters of 
Lake Cœur d'Alene and of Cour d'Alene and St. Joseph Rivers; about what 
proportion of said reservation is agricultural, grazing, and mineral land, respect- 
ively; also the number of Indians occupying such reservation; also on what 

rtion of such reservation the Indians now thereon are located; also whether, 
n the opinion of the Secretary,it is advisable to throw any portion of such 
reservation open to occupation and settlement under the mineral laws of the 
United States, and, if so, precisely what portion; and also whether it is advis- 
able to Seas any of the navigable waters aforesaid from the limits of such 
rese on. Nf 


Mr. DAWES. I do not know that there is any objection to the 
adoption of the resolution, but all the information called for in refer- 
ence to the character of that reservation is in the report of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, already printed and on file; and so far as 
the Secretary of the Interior is directed by the resolution to inquire 
whether it is proper or feasible to reduce the reservation, I will say 
that recent legislation has authorized the Secretary to do that very 
thing whenever in his opinion it is beneficial to the Indians. All that 
is a matter of enactment now, so that without coming to Congress for 
that purpose the Secretary of the Interior can initiate any negotiation 
suggested by the resolution. However, I do not object to its passage. 
I only make this statement so that the Senator from Oregon may ad- 
dress his arguments and considerations to the Secretary himself with- 
out coming to Congress for aid. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I simply want the information in a condensed 
form, and I want the advice of the Secretary of the Interior on the sub- 
ject directly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think the resolution is a very important one, 
and should be printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 


printed. 
Mr. MITCHELL, I give notice that I shall call it up to-morrow 
morning. 
THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to take from the table the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to refer the annual message of the 
President of the United States to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, that the President’s annual message be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. : F 

The motion wasagreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the motion to refer. 

Mr. FRYE said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The President of the United States, in his annual 
message, has thrown down the gauntlet of ‘“‘free trade,” with, I 
admit, a thin veneer of disguise—too thin, however, to deceive the 
people, His remarkable declaration of policy has, of course, been re- 
ceived in England with undisguised joy. She has been seeking our 
markets with a persistency that never tired, a courage that never failed, 
a faith never hopeless, though for a quarter of a century the defenses 
against her aggressions have been formidable, and now she hails with 
unconcealed delight the announcement that these defenses are to be 
razed. Listen to the comments of her press congratulating her people, 


If there be no further morning busi- 
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and at the same time mercilessly stripping off the President's flimsy 
disguises: 


{From the Saturday Review.] 


It may be taken for nted that the President has not acted without pre- 
viously consulting the leaders of the Democratic party and securing their ap- 
ro He and they have taken upagain the old free-trade policy of the South 

rolina politicians, unconnected with what, in the jargon of American politics, 
was called the sectional question. 

: [From The Sepectator,] 

His terse and telling message has struck a blow at American protection such 
as could never have been struck by any fair-trade league, such, indeed, as would 
have been greatly weakened by the operations of any fair-trade league. * * * 
He has fired a shot at the protectionists which will be all the more effective for 
his refusal to discuss the theoretic issue. 


[From the People’s Journal, Dundee.] 


A great sensation has been created by President Cleveland's Message, and if 
the rene which it indicates be carried out, it will produce almostas much effect 
in this country asin America. The tariff reform which the President recom- 
mends as far, at least, as the abolition or reduction of the duties on raw 
materials, Should Congress give effect to this proposal, its immediate result 
would be an enormous stimulus to English industry. 


[From the Scotsman.] 


The President proposes a radical reduction in the duties on raw materials, or 
even their free importation, as a way of compensating manufacturers for the 
sacrifice which they are asked tomake. The free importation of iron, coal, and 
wool would be a great boon to British producers; if it were accompanied with 
reductions in the tariff upon cotton, woolen, and other manufactures the arti- 
sans of this country would derive a marked benefit from it. If once the United 
States finds herselfon the road to trade she will hardly know where to 
stop, for the principle which President Cleveland, as the head of the Demo- 
cratic party, Ilaysdown is really that no import duties are justifiable which are 
notlevied solely for purposes of revenue. 

[From the Glasgow Herald.] 

“Tt is a condition which confronts us; not a theory,” Precisely so. Words 
almost identical with these have been used, and with enormous effect, in this 
country by Adam Smith, by Richard Cobden, by Sir Robert Peel. President 
Cleveland may say to others, therefore, and think what he chooses, but he has 

recipitated the inevitable straggle between free trade and protection in the 

nited States, and that is tantamount to saying that he is on the side of free 
trade. 
[From the Haddingtonshire (Scotland) Courier.] 

This much is certain, that another flerce contest isimpending in America over 
the principle at issue. Ifit terminates, as it may be hoped it will do, in the di- 
rection of a relaxation of those imposts that now so vexatiously per com- 
mercial intercourse between Great Britain and the United States, we may look 
to an impetus being given to our home trade that will go farto make up for the 
depression of late years. 


[The London Iron and Steel Trades Journal.] 


The facts set forth in the President's message, though by no means new, are 
now broughtso prominently under the notice of the American Congress and of 
American citizens that a violent stimulus must be given to the party which ad- 
vocates entire freedom of trade. : 


[The London Iron.] 


The message of President Cleveland to the United States Congress is the pre- 
liminary to a movement which, we trust, will gain in strength. S 


[The London Ironmonger.] 


Dealing with the message as it stands, it would certainly seem to indicate a 
a leaning towards free-trade principles on the part of the United States 

binet than has been observable hitherto,” 

“Mr, Cleveland's policy,” said the Times, “ may not establish free trade in 
the strict sense of the term, but it will to a great extent make trade free.” 

“The President,” said the Daily News, “does not seem to perceive the effect 
of his own arguments, or even the meaning of his own wo His statement 
that the K cet of free trade is irrelevant is astounding and preposterous. 
Mr. Cleveland has pom tes himself to think, or finds it convenient to say, that 
the principle of fosi ring native industries by duties on foreign imports can be 
made compatible with the principle of regulating the burdens upon the people 
by the needs of the pani service. It is pure delusion. Protection, albeit in- 
defensible, is the height of wisdom compared with proposals which combine all 
the evils of interference with all the risks of liberty.” 

“ His real meaning is that the scheme by which the artificial fabric of domes- 
tic enterprise has been built up in America is fundamentally vicious. He de- 
mands in effect that there should be a tariff for revenue purposes only.” 


[From "A member of Parliament” by cable to the free-trade New York Herald.] 


To convert the United States is indeed a triumph. The Cobden Club will 
hencefort shet up a special shrine for the worship of President Cleveland, and 
send him all its publications gratis. Cobden founded free trade; Cleveland 
saved it. Such is the burden of the song all through England to-day. 


[By special cable dispatch to the free-trade New York World.] 


T LOxDON, December 10. 

The English papers continue to devote much space to what they call “Mr, 
Cleveland's delaration in favor of free trade,” From the average English com- 
ment the public here has been led to believe that free trade is now as good as 
adopted in the United States. It is considered here (in England) that free trade 
with us (in America) is just what is needed to revive drooping English indus- 
tries. The Times, this morning, devotes a column to the American situation. 
denoucing Mr, Blaine for holding on to what it calls “the absurd principle of 
protection.” 

{From the London Post.] 

"We must regard the message of the President of the United States as being a 
distinct pronouncement in favor of free trade. 

We shall be much mistaken if the effect of this State communication will not 
be to strengthen considerably the case of free traders in all parts of the world. 
It will be regarded as a step in the right direction by all who believe in the 
soundness of free-trade principles. 

[From the London Times.] 


It is calenlated that to give effect to Mr. Cleveland's policy, duties to the 
amount of some £16,000,000 a year, about two-fifths of the entire customs reve- 
nue, must be surrendered. This operation may not establish “free trade” in 
the strict sense of the term, but it will to a great extent make trade free. 

As was to be opera: the protectionists have taken the , and, as our 
correspondent at Philadelphia informs us, they are organizing for a determined 
resistance. They are, no doubt, right in believing that, whatever may be said 
of preserving the essence of the protective system and of ignoring free trade, 
the tariff can not be reduced to the strict proportions of a reyenue correspond- 


ing to the limited and diminishing necessities of the Federal Government with- 
out admitting a great flood of foreign competition. x 


[From the London Standard.] 

“In readjusting the tariff,” he adroitly explains, “ the interests of American 
labor and our manufactures should be carefully considered. Relief from the 
hardships of the present tariff,” he goes on to say, “should be devised with es- 

precaution against imperiling the existence of the manufacturing inter- 
ests, but’’—there is much virtue in the “ but”—“ such existence should not mean 
excessive profits,” 

Mr. Cleveland has used such praiseworthy candor in his positive treatment 
of the evils of the existing faulty system, that this soothing parenthesis, which 
the whole context proves to be a polite nothingness, may well be pardoned. 
When the inevitable consequences of adherence to a protectionist tariff are set 
forth by a man in Mr, Cleveland’s position in the language which he has used, 
free trade becomes at once a living issue, There isan end of the truce, of the 
makeshifts, of the hollow compromises between the rival factions to keep the 
delicate subject in the background of the platforms, If the Congress does not 
forthwith expunge the scandals of the customs lists the next Presidential cam- 
paign will be fought out, not on the obsolete cries of Republican and Demo- 
cratic strife, but on the new question whether the people are—simply because it 
suits the convenience of certain manufacturing rings that foreign competition 
should be rigorously excluded—to be mulcted year after year of enormous sums 
which the Treasury does not need, and which it can not employ. 

These exposures of the President’s purpose, these expressions of re- 
dundant joy, these prophecies of the realization of long-deferred hopes, 
would haye multiplied without limitation, if warning had not come 
that English opinions must be restrained in their utterance, or the full 
fruition of English hopes might be endangered. They heard the warn- 
ing cry of the London Pall Mal! Gazette: 

English free-traders would be well advised if they moderated the of 
their jubilation over President Cleveland's message. Every word which they 
say in its favor will be used as a powerful argument against the adoption of its 
recommendations, 

They promptly gave heed, and these English free-traders assumed a 
newrole, econgratulatory of America, complimentary of ourstates- 
men, prophets ‘‘of a marvelous prosperity to visit our borders,” seers 
with bright visions of our disenthralled Republic, ‘‘successfully com- 
peting with their own country in the markets of the world.” Isit pos- 
sible that England has seen the shining of a light from heaven, and 
suddenly been converted into a great philanthropist? Has she come 
to recognize our country as ‘‘her daughter beyond the seas,” entitled 
to her affectionate regard? Did she ever in all the history of her mar- 
velous success permit the rights of any other nation to impede her prog- 
ress in commerce or manufacturing? I admit freely her sagacity, her 
clear-sightedness, her promptness in action, her success in diplomacy, 
her power, but I deny emphatically that she ever before indicated any 
sympathy in our prosperity, and I assert with equal emphasis that she 
has never permitted an opportunity to injure us to pass unimproved. 

Ireceive her congratulations now for all that they are worth in the 
light of her past conduct. But ought not these fresh and unwarned 
declarations of her press at least to put uson our guard? Ireland once 
supported in reasonable comfort 8,000,000 of people. Her manufact- 
ure of linen, silk, wool, and cotton, protected by tariffs, and encour- 
aged by subsidies, absorbed her capital, employed her laborers, pro- 
moted a diversity of industries, and insured prosperity. England, was 
hernext friend, advised, cajoled, and flattered herin to the belief that 
she could raise raw materials on her fertile soil, sell them to her, buy 
of her the manufactured products more cheaply than she could make 
them, and that free trade would bea national blessing. Beguiled by her, 
Treland consented, her tariff was gradually repealed, horizontally de- 
stroyed, her subsidies withdrawn. Since then she has been raising 
raw material, selling it to England, buying her manufactured 
of her at prices determined by England alone, and to-day, with only 
5,000,000 of people, is the poorest, most distracted and harassed 
country on earth. She drank the free-trade cup which England press- 
ed to her lips tothe very dregs. Thomas Francis Meagher, the Irish 
patriot, in a speech made at Dublin in 1847, thus summarized the re- 
sults to his afflicted country of England’s friendship and advice: 

Thecotton manufacture of Dublin, which employed 14,000 operatives, has been 
destroyed; the 3,000 silk looms of the Liberty bave been destroyed; the stuff and 
serge manufactures, which employed 1,491 operatives, have been destroyed; the 
calico looms of Balbriggan have been destroyed; the flannel manufacture of 
Rotterdrum has been destroyed; the blanket manufacture of Kilkenny has been 
destroyed; the camlet trade of Bandon, which produced £100,000 a year, bas been 
destroyed; the worsted and stuff manufactures of Waterford have been de- 
stroyed; the rateen and frieze manufactures of Carrick-on-Suir have been de- 
stroyed; one business alone survives, thrives, and flourishes, and dreads no 
bankruptcy, * * * That favored and privileged and patronized business is 
the Irish coffin-makers. 

And yet, England hopes and the Democratic party expects that every 
Irish-American citizen of this Republic shall, in the coming Presiden- 
tial election, vote for Mr. Cleveland and free trade! 

Portugal, Egypt, India, China, and, indeed, our own country, in its 
early life, can bear abundant testimony to the blighting influences of 
England’s peculiar policy. But all her victories in the past would pale 
into comparative insignificance in the presence of that she is now so 
confidently contemplating in the promise of Mr. Cleveland’s message. 
One of the greatest of her free-trade writers and speakers declared, 
years ago, that her proudest achievement would be the subjugation of 
the American market, and that she thinks she beholds close at hand, 
accomplished, too, at a time for her the most fortunate possible. 

She finds herself with her markets open to the world, whilst nearly 
all the nations of the earth have, partially at least, closed theirs to her. 
She sees her industries suffering from a competition under which some 
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of them can notlong survive; hersilk manufactures almost destroyed; 
where oncein London alone there were 90,000 operatives, now only 8,000; 
Germany and Belgium capturing one-half of her colonial trade in iron 
and steel manufactures, competing successfully in her own home mar- 
ket to her loss of over $800,000,000 in four years; James Adamson, pres- 
ident of the British Iron and Steel Association, in his inaugural address, 
delivered only a short time since, declaring that this industry would 
be driven to the wall without protection or a reduction of wages; her 
cotton industry crippled; the manufacturers of Manchester, in conven- 
tion only a few months ago, declaring that lower wages or protection 

instGermany and Belgium must behad; millionsof menand women 
seeking for work and finding none; thousands and tensof thousands of 
hungry men’marching through the streets of London, eveninto that holy 
of holies, Westminster Abbey, with bannersinscribed ‘‘ bread or work;’’ 
nearly one-fifth of the population of London indoor paupers or requir- 
ing outdoor relief; her agricultural lands mortgaged for 58 per cent. of 
their worth, shrinking in value the last ten years more than one-half, 
and her farm laborers decreasing more than one-third, while those re- 
maining work for from 1 shilling 6 pence to 2 shillings a day. In her dis- 
tressed condition she hears the voice of President Cleveland proclaim- 
ing that ‘‘our present tariff laws,” the very laws that partially close 
against her the best market in the world, are ‘‘ the vicious, inequita- 
ble, and illogical source of unnecessary taxation,” and who can won- 
der that her people should deafen our ears with their ‘‘hears! hears?’ 

She sees him adopt, as the slogan of the political battle of 1888, that 
fundamental doctrine of the free-trader of the past ages, exploded ten 
thousand times by cold facts, ‘‘the tariff raises the price to consumers 
of all articles imported and subject to duty, by precisely the sum paid 
for such duties,” and why should they not indorse him as the great 
champion of their interests. She listens to his invitations to partici- 
pate in the best market in the world, and knowing that such a partici- 

tion would start her halting machinery, employ her millions of 

ungry, idle, laborers, why shouldn’t they hail him as their great de- 
liverer? 

But, Mr. President, I come to a question more important to us here 
than England’s attitude. Willthe Democratic party indorse and sus- 
tain their chief? They have fora score or so of years been masquerading 
as reformers, in the garb of ‘‘ tariff for revenue only with incidental 
protection,” ‘‘of tariff for revenue exclusively,” even in manufacturing 
sections as mild-mannered protectionists. In the South, where, until 
recently, there has been but little diversity in industries, they have been 
bolder in their utterances, but for the last few years, even there, blinded 
it may be by the smoke of iron furnaces, or bewildered by the noise of 
the loom and shuttle, now and then some bold man dares proclaim 
himself a friend of protection! But the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] a few days since, said, on the floor of the Senate, that he indorsed 
every line, word, and letter of the message, while the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES] in his elaborate speech, in cold blood, laboring 
under no excitement, declared “‘it is true to the teachings and principles 
of the Democratie party, from its foundation, eighty-seven years ago, 
to the present day.” ~ 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] in a speech made elsc- 
where, announced that his vote would never be given to the protection 
of any industry whatever. Indeed, I am inclined to the opinion that 
the party really believes ‘‘our tariff legislation to be vicious and illog- 
ical,” that a duty is a tax paid by the consumer. And why should it 
not? The controling clement of the Democratic party is in the South, 
and can to-day determine its principles as readily as it could before the 
rebellion, when it forced it into the championship of slavery. As to 
their position there can be little, if any, doubt. When they adopted a 
Constitution for the Confederacy, a portion of one article, agreed upon 
with entire unanimity, as I am informed, was in these words: 

But no bounties shall be granted from the Treasury, nor shall any duties or 
taxes on importations from forcign nations be laid to promote or foster any 
branch of industry. z 

The Democratic Representatives of this part of our country learn and 
forget very slowly; and, in my opinion, the most of them still hold to 
that Confederate doctrine, and are totally blind to the marvelous 
changes wrought in their midst. For fifty years they have been inspir- 
ing the Democratic party to fidelity to the shibboleth of free trade, and 
whatever disguises the party may have adopted, however frequently it 
may have masqueraded before the public, however elastic it may have 
made its platforms, whenever it has beén called upon to act it has fully 
justified the President’s message as sound Democratic doctrine. In 
the Forty-fourth Congress they controlled the House, and have from 
then to now, except during the Forty-seventh, and for that entire time 
they have kept the whole country disturbed by their frantic efforts 
to revise the tariff, which has but one meaning in a Democratic dic- 
tionary—to reduce duties. Fernando Wood, William R. Morrison, and 
Randolph Tucker have been chairmen of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, all three of them open, undisguised free-traders. Mr. MILLS, 
of Texas, now presides over the deliberations of that committee—almost 
cranky in his advocacy of the same doctrine. 

The Speaker of the House, Mr. CARLISLE, in his devotion to the 
work of destroying our present tariff, arrogated to himself almost des- 
potic power in his refusal during the last Congress to recognize any 


member of the House to offer for immediate consideration any prop- . 
osition to reduce the surplus unless it should first have been submitted 
to a Democratic caucus. At the opening of every Congress since and 
while they have had a majority in the House their war cry has been 
‘*Revise the tariff!” and every bill reported from their committee as 
a revision, if enacted into law, would have sacrificed many of our in- 
dustries to the greed of Great Britain. They have even gone to the 
absurd extent of reporting favorably a horizontal reduction along the 
whole line of duties. The Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, too, 
helps to swell the choral song of free trade. In his annual report he 
says: 

And now there is left only the revenue from customs taxation to be consid- 
ered. Here is where the reduction should be made. * * * Add to the free- 


listas many articles as possible. Reduce duties upon every dutiable article to 
the lowest point possible. 

Tn other words, strike down our ‘‘vicious’’ tariff. But the honorable 
Secretary does not rest here. He sees another direction in which we 
can legislate in the interests of Great Britain, and promptly seizes upon 
it. He says, in the same report: 

A citizen of the United States may buy a foreign-built vessel in a foreign port; 
he may put the United States flag upon it and trade with all the countries of the 
world except his own. Our Government will protect him with all its power in 
such trade; but if he brings his ship with our flag upon it to one of our ports, 
our Government will confiscate it or impose prohibitory duties. He may, how- 
ever, put the flag of any other country on that same ship and bring it to his 
home without molestation by our Government; itisthen protected by the power 
of a foreign country. Itis difficult to understand why it would not be well to 
so change our navigation laws as to allow foreign-built ships owned by our citi- 
zens to come and go between this and other countries while bearing the flag of 
the country of their owners. 


What the Secretary means in the first ten lines of this quotation is 
beyond my comprehension. I have always believed that the only way 
to determine the nationality of a vessel was by an examination of her 
papers, and it is an entirely novel doctrine that a flag settles the ques- 
tion. There is hardly a foreign steamship entering an American port 
that does not hoist the American flag. Nor was I aware before that a 
vessel could trade at any port of any commercial country without car- 
rying such papers, regardless of the flag she was flying. The last four 
lines are unmistakable. The Secretary advises the prompt repeal of 
our laws which provide that no foreign-built vessel shall be admitted 
to an American register, also, of course, of all restrictions now protect- 
ing our coastwise trade. In other words, the Secretary accedes to the 
demands of Great Britain that she, with her cheap coal, iron, steel, and 
labor, shall build all of ourships. To besure they are 90 per cent. labor; 
what of that? This Administration, from President down, prefers to 
employ, feed, and clothe English workmen to American. To be sure, 
such a surrender would destroy our coastwise fleet and trade; but what 
of that, the English and Canadians would serve our people more cheaply. 

To be sure our ship-yards would disappear, our skilled ship-carpen- 
ters and mechanics forget their cunning, our sailors become unknown; 
but what of that, England could supply our necessities. To be sure a 
maritime nation without ships, ship-yards, and sailors might as well 
be without a constitution, would properly fall into contempt in the 
presence of the world; but what of that, our mother England has mari- 
time power enough for the whole family, and will surely take care of 
her own. 

Mr. President, it seems to me we may safely assume that the Demo- 
cratic party, while it may not have the courage or the honesty of the 
President, does enjoy the same convictions as to the vicious, illogical, 
and inequitable character of our tariff laws; that, if by cheating the 
people as to their realsentiments, they can secureanother lease of power, 
obtain coutro] of the Senate, then we may bid farewell to any policy of 
protection illustrated in legislation. 

Mr. President, the Republicans rejoice in the courage of the Presi- 
dent, and take up his free-trade gauntlet. 

They join the issue tendered and emphatically declare that our tariff 
laws, instead of being ‘‘ vicious, inequitable, and illogical,” are and 
have been promotive of a marvelous prosperity. That instead of ‘' the 
duty increasing the tax to the pu r” the effect of it has almost 
invariably been a reduction of cost to the consumer. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, we live in a country wonderfully endowed, splendidly equipped 
for a successful struggle with any other. Our fertile lands can feed a 
billion of people as readily as they now sustain sixty millions. We 
have a seacoast almost limitless, within our borders one-half of all the 
fresh water in the world, located in lakes and rivers, as if our necessities 
and convenience had alone been consulted; as many miles of railroad 
as the rest of the world, and as a legitimate consequence, the lowest 
rates of freight to be found anywhere. We have inexhaustible mines 
of iron and coal in twenty-four of our States and Territories; even 
mountains of iron like Pilot Knob and Iron Mountain, said to contain 
500,000,000 of tons of good quality, accessible. We have copper, lead, 
tin, gold, silver, granite, slate, lime-rock, marble, mountains of salt 
andsulphur. Ourcapacity for wool-growing and for cotton-raising has 
never yet been tested. ‘Texas alone can easily produce all the cotton 
we manufacture at home and export. We are possessed to-day of the 
finest machinery and the best tools, with a skill in their manufacture 
able to respond to all demands that may be made npon it. We have 
more inventive genius than any two of the nations of Europe. Onr 
business men are energetic, bold, and sagacious, our laborers the best 
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in the world, active, hopeful, and ambitious. With all these advan- 
tages we can not compete successfully with the countries of Europe. 
Whynot? There is, there can be but one answer, we are handicapped by 
the cheap labor there, 

Why, is labor a factor in production sufficient to overcome all of our 
advantages? Undoubtedly it is. Labor, on the average, makes one- 
half the cost of all production. Ido not mean to assert that the cost 
ofa yard of cheap cotton cloth is one-half labor, but iron ships, ma- 
chinery, furnaces, forges, and factories are 90 per cent. labor. A year 
or two since I was in the Waltham Watch Factory. The superinten- 
dent showed me some watch screws so fine that the naked eye could not 
see the thread. I asked him to figure out their cost by the ton. He 
complied, and found it to be a little over $4,600,000, seven times more 
precious than gold, and yet laying in the earth the ore was not worth 
more than one dollar and a half. Whether the labor converting the 
ore into the screw was one or two dollars a day would make a marvel- 
ous difference in itscost. But the free-trader insists that after all there 
is not much difference between the cost of labor here and in Europe; 
that the living is not so expensive there as here. Now, this is a ques- 
tion which must be settled according to the facts. It is fundamental, 
vital; and a mistake in its determination may be fatal to our industries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the unfinished business will be informally 
laid aside and the Senator from Maine allowed to proceed. 
ioe PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection be made, that will be 

e order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I make no objection this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maite will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. FRYE. During the year, the opportunity offering, I investigated 
as thoroughly as I could the condition of laborin Europe. My informa- 
tion was gathered largely from European investigatorsand fromthe men 
and women who worked. I found that to obtain it from the employers 
was difficult, and when obtained it was unreliable, wages being gener- 
ally exaggerated. They were fond of dealing in averages. They ar- 
rived at these by disregarding numbers. For instance, ina cotton mill 
nearly all of the employés are women, a few skilled men being required 
to look after the machinery, to whom fair wages are paid. The super- 
intendent in answer to your inquiry would reply, ‘‘ We pay from $2 
a week to $8, the average being $4 or $5.” He never volunteered the 
information that while one hundred of his employés earned $2 a week, 
only two were paid $8. Our consuls are entitled to great credit for their 
unceasing efforts to arrive at the facts, but their sources of information 
have generally necessarily been the employers, and some of it I know 
has been incorrect. I visited personally factories, furnaces, forges, ship- 
yards, iron and coal mines, and talked whenever I could with the work- 
men, and in my conclusions.as to facts do not think I can be mistaken. 


ITALY. 


Italy is not, I admit, a serious competitor of ours to-day, but, if I 
mistake not her spirit, means soon to be. She is not a power to beig- 
noredin the great struggle of the nations for commercial and manufact* 
uring supremacy. She has nearly 30,000,000 of people, an army of 
500,000 men, a navy greatly superior to ours, powerful coast defense, 
supports and encourages her merchant marine by bountiesand subsidies. 
King Humbert is one of the most sagacious rulers in all Europe, and 
understanding thoroughly that to make his country prosperous and 
powerful the people must be employed, he is doing his utmost to en- 
courage manufacturing enterprises, with a success, too, whichis little 
known outside his own borders. During ten years the increase ship- 
ment of cotton from India to Italy has been 175 per cent., while that 
to England for the same period shows a decided decrease. What are the 
wages? Ina government lace factory, employing hundreds of women 
and girls, making the finest thread laces in the world, the earnings 
were from 8 to 12 cents a day. One woman, who had worked there for 
forty years, the most skilled in the factory, sueceeded in earning 12 
cents a day, as I saw by the pay-roll of the mill. The superintendent 
ofa cotton mill near Naples, employing mostly women, told me that 
they were excellent workmen, willing, contented, and cheerful; that 
their wages averaged 20 cents a day, while the men worked for 40. 
Ina marble yard I found the earnings to be from 40 to 60 cents a day. 
Forty cents a day was regarded as good pay for an able bodied man. 
In the silk mills 20 cents for women and from 40 to 50 for men 
would secure all the laborers wanted. The farming was done almost 
entirely by women at from 16 to 20 centsa day. I neversaw there any 
improved farm implements. Should they be furnished, four out of five 
of these women could be relieved from out door work and go into the 
milis. Indeed; there seems to be no end to the men and women willing 
to work for the lowest wages and yet with nothing to do. It is diffi- 
cult to conceive of a p in manufacturing which shall create in 
twenty years a demand for labor sufficient to increase to any great ex- 


tent the wages. 
BELGIUM. 


Belgium isa competitor, and to England a most alarming one. It 
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is a perfect bee-hive. The women make the land blossom like a rose at 
daily wages from 20 to 25 cents. In the lace factories at Brussels the 
skilled women, who in Italy were earning 12 cents a day, could com- 
mand 20, In the cotton mills 25 cents a day was regarded as satisfac- 
tory wages for women, from 40 to 50 for men. In the iron and steel 
works $4a week would furnish an ample supply of common laborers, 
while skilled labor seldom avera more than $5or $6. Miners ofiron 
and coal received from $3.75 to $4 a week. S 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator will be able to tell us how itis that 
the protective policy there and the system of bounties and subsidies, 
for the obtaining of which he says King Humbert was the sagacious 
promoter, has not operated to raise this scale of wages. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not suppose the Senator would ever ask that 
question. I have heard others ask it a great many times, and I have 
heard England pointed out over and over again as a free-trade country 
that has higher wages than countries with a tariff like Germaiiy or 
Italy. It ought to be as plain as A BC to any man. How did the 
English seale of wages ever get above the scale of wages in France, 
Germany, and Italy? It got above their scale of wages when they were 
all free-trade countries and when England was a protective-tariff coun- 
try with the very highest kind of a protective tariff, and under that 
protective policy of Great Britain her scale of wages was raised while 
the scale of wages in these free-trade countries was kept down. 

How can a protective tariff increase wages? There is only one way 
on the face of the earth that a protective tariff increases and that 
is by making a demand for labor, by building mills and opening mines 
and erecting -furnaces and forges, and thereby creating a demand for 
labor, and the moment labor gets ahead of the supply then your wages 
begin to go up. That is what the protective tariff does for wages; and 
to-day in Germany, in the iron and steel manufactories, they are in- 
creasing their wages, and not in the others. Why not? Because even 
under their protective tariff, adopted only in 1879 or 1880, the demand 
has not yet got to be beyond the supply. 

Mr. GRAY. That is your answer? 
Mr. FRYE. That is my answer. 
GERMANY, 

My conclusion was that the wages in Germany were hardly as high 
asin Belgium. Agricultural laborers seemed to be plenty at 20 cents 
a day, while women wood-sawyers in the streets of Munich were con- 
tent with the same. I was told by a German statistician, an investi- 
gator of the labor problem, that the cotton-mills, employing mostly 
women, could hire them for anything they pleased to pay, and that 
some corporations without soul were taking advantage of this condition 
and paying wages ‘‘atrocious in their meagerness.’’ To test the in- 
fluence of their tariff on wages, a call was made upon 233 establish- 
ments, engineering, iron and steel, where, presumably, the highest wages 
are paid, for returns for the years 1879 and 1886. The responses show 
that the average wages paid before were about 15 shillings a week, and 16 
shillings 6 pence in 1886, while the increase of workmen in these in- 
dustries was 30,000. The supply of labor still exceeded the demand, 
and the tise had been small. I see that one of our consuls reports the 
average wages of women employed in the German factories to be $2.38 
a week, Iam clearly of opinion that he is deceived, that he procured 
these figures from the employers and not from the employ: Tam 
entirely confident that one can employ all the women he requires at 
25 cents a day to do any kind of work. 

AtStuttgart, an important manufacturing point, there is an immense 
corset factory and the wages actually paid were not one-third of those 
in a like concern in the United States. The entire product was shipped 
to this country and invoiced at one-half of its market price. Hon. 
Charles P. Kimball, formerly Democratic candidate for governor of 
Maine, received the appointment from Mr. Cleveland to the consulship 
at this city. Three months after his arrival he wrote me: ‘I came 
here a free-trader; I am now ahigh protectionist. With present wages 
in America the attempt to compete with these Germans is absurd. 
Why the wages are a mere bagatelle. Our party should be looking to 
an increase rather than to a decrease in duties.” I am quoting this 
letter from memory, but the substance is correctly given. Mr. Kim- 
ball paid a first-class coachman 2 marks (48 cents) a day and he boarded 
himself. From careful inquiries addressed to our consuls, to gentle- 
men investigating the labor problem, to employers and employed, I 
am entirely satisfied that the average annual earnings of able-bodied 
men in Germany will not exceed $115, and of women $85, while the 
agricultural laborers and the women employed in out-of-door work 
earn still less. 


Now take Germany. 


ENGLAND. 

But England is the free-trader’s paradise, and her scale of wages-higher 
than in any continental country, is cited as proof positive that a tariff 
is no protector of wage-workers, forgetting that this scale was largely 
influenced by the highest kind of protection, regorously enforced by 
England until she believed that her wealth, her machinery, and her 
skilled workmen could control the markets of the world. Neither her 
manufacturers nor her laborers to-day participate in this admiration of 
her fiscal policy. Wages all over Great Britain are low and decreasing. 
Eighty thousund women are working ir her cotton-mills at Manchester 
for from 30 to 35 cents a day, while the manufacturers are insisting 
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upon a decrease, to enable them to compete with Germany and Belgium. 
Two shillings, and in favored localities, two and six-pence a day are 
the highest wages paid to common men laborers, while hundreds of 
thousands can not get work at that. Isaw, on the magnificent docks 
at Liverpool, thousands of men, hungry-looking men, daily for 
work, work at any price, work if only an hour, so thatthey might buy 
bread for their children. The streets of the great cities are full of 
idI@ men, not willingly so, but from necessity, and great armies of police 
are required to preserve the peace. She is to-day supporting in her 
poor houses more than a million of people, and how many more receive 
ontdoor relief no man can tell. Her silk industry is almost destroyed, 
her cotton is suffering, her iron and steel being supplanted by that of 
Germany and Belgium, hership-building not employing one-halfof the 
usual complement of men. 

I heard Mr. Bradlaugh declare in a speech in Parliament that agri- 
culture was ruined; that half of the farm laborers could get no work; 
that those employed received the pittance of a shillingor a shilling and 
sixpence a day. If I should describe the condition of English laborers 
in his words I should be charged with gross exaggeration. This being 
England’s condition to-day, what utter nonsense to talk about high 
wages there. I say that men and women there will to-day work for 
what they can get, and that the wages actually paid are not more than 
one-half of those paid in our Northern States. 


SCOTLAND, 


Scotland is in no better condition. In Glasgow, where Mr. Bright 
said forty-one thousand families out of every one hundred thousand 
lived each in one room, the army of the unemployed is perfectly im- 
mense, the evidences of pinching poverty horrible. The great works 
on and near that marvelous river, the Clyde, are painfully slack in 
business, ship-building greatly depressed, the most of the iron used, 
until recently mined and worked at home, is now imported from Spain, 
and wages are adjusted by the employers. While I was there all the 
ship-yards, furnaces, forges, and factories in and for 10 miles around 
the city shut down for an entire week on account of a two-days fair. 

The Langloan iron works, located here, do an immense business, cover 
35 acres of Jand, run seyen furnaces, produce 300 tons of iron daily, 
consume in its production 500 tons of coal. The average haul of the 
coal is only 2 miles, and the cost delivered 5s. The average wages 
illustrate the highest paid labor. Skilled workmen are paid from 3s. 
to 7s. a day, the large majority not over 4s; their coal-miners from 
$5.59 a week to $5.88, iron-miners from $5.34 to $5.59 per hand, foremen 
from $6.25 to $6.32 a week, common laborers from 54 cents to 62a 
day. I had a curiosity to visit Paisley, knowing that the enormous 
thread mills had their duplicates in our own country, at Newark and 
Pawtucket, run by the same owners. The hands employed there and 
here are nearly all women. ‘The business is such as to require careful 
selection. The operatives were neat in appearance, active, attentive to 
their work, and satisfactory to their employers. Their earnings at the 
Paisley mills averaged about $2.80 a week. A month or two since I 
was at Pawtucket; found the average weekly wages of the same class 
of workers, on precisely the same work and for the same owners, to be 
nearly $8 a week. Mr. Coates, of the firm, told me that the help in 
Paisley were as active, efficient, and attended to as many machines or 
spindles as at Pawtucket. It is impossible to find a more reliable and 
faithful illustration of the difference in wages in Great Britain and 


America than this. 
IRELAND, 


It is hard for me to understand how any moderately decent rate of 
wages can prevail in this afflicted country. More than halfof the peo- 
ple, men and women, seemed to be entirely out of work. As you ride 
through the country hundreds will follow your carriage, some of them 
for miles, begging for a penny. Agriculture seems practically dead. 
Ont of the 250,000 tenants of small holdings, 5 acres and less, many, 
if not the most, formerly worked on the farms in England and Scotland 
during eachsummer, earning and saving enough to pay theirrents, while 
their wives and children cared for the home lot. But now the farm- 
ers of England and Scotland cannot employ more than two-thirds of 
their own, so that resource is cut off. In some counties almost half 
of the inhabitants are now receiving help. Pauperism is fearfully in- 
creasing. They raise an abundance of wool, are willing to work for the 
lowest wages, and nearly all their mills are idle. What little cotton 
manufacturing they had seems to have disappeared, and even the linen 
industry has greatly declined. I hardly see how any rate of wages 
could be fixed. 

They might depend upon the greed of the manufacturer and the 
hunger of the worker. The very best of house servants could be ob- 
tained for $1 a week. Flax breakers asked about $4 a week, hacklers 
about the same, spinners and weavers $2 to $2.50. The women at work 
on the farms, I was told by good authority, were glad of 20 cents a 
day. Of the countries I visited, the wages in Switzerland and Italy 
were the lowest, Germany next, then Belgium, then France, while those 
in England were highest. Now, Mr. President, as to the cost of liv- 

A conversation I had with an American consul will illustrate this. 
‘The consul had just concluded a report to the State Department with, 
“the cost of living for the laborer here is not half so great as in the 
United States.” I called his attention to the statement, and asked him 
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if beef was any cheaper there? No,wasthereply. Pork? no; mutton? 
no; flour? no; butter? no; cheese ? no; bacori? no. Iasked him toname 
some necessary of life that was cheaper. Henamed clothing. I asked 
him if cotton underwear, such as they used, was cheaper than in Amer- 
ica. Headmittedit was not. I had already experimented in that, and 
discovered, by paying for it,that it was considerably higher. He, how- 
ever, stood by woolen clothing. This I carefully investigated, and . 
concluded the investigation in Boston on the day of my return. Ihave 
no hesitation in saying that our machine ready-made clothing, better 
made, more neatly fitted, can be purchased by the laborer hereas cheaply 
as it can be in Great Britain. The consul finally said that I misun- 
derstood the force of his report; that what he meant to be understood 
was that the laborer there did not expend for his living more than one- 
half as muchas he did in the United States. This I readily admit, and 
am rejoiced that our workingmen can expend twiceas much. If, how- 
ever, free-trade policy prevails, they will have an opportunity to compete 
in economy with the laborers abroad. 

On the Continent almost everything consumed by workingmen is fear- 
fully taxed. It is estimated that in Italy 30 per cent. of the wages are 
required for taxes. In Russia, church and state take about one-half. 
In Germany, a Swiss porter without family, without a dollar of prop- 
erty, paid as his tax $17a year. Isaw his receipt. But afterall, the 
cost of living to the workman has no bearing at all on the question of 
our ability to compete. It is only significant as to the question, how 
shall he live when free trade has done its perfect work and his wages 
have been reduced to the European standard. 

Now, Mr. President, this difference in the cost of labor has been becom- 
ing more vital every day. In my opinion 10 per cent. protection from 
1830 to 1840 had as much efficiency as 40 per cent. now. Why? Fifty 
years ago the countries of the earth were widely apart, communication 
between them slow, uncertain, and dangerous, freights enormously high, 
the profits insisted upon by merchants and manufacturers excessive. 
Mr. Bright,-in.a speech in Parliament about that time, arguing that 
America as an independent country was a more valuable customer of 
England than she possibly could have been as her colony, said, ‘‘on all 
the goods exported to America during the last quarter of a century you 
have made a net profit of 40 per cent.” These conditions and these 
circumstances alone afforded us great protection against their products 
and effectually weakened the force of their competition. But now all 
these nations are touching elbows, the distances between are of little or 
no account; in time New York and Liverpool are no further apart than 
New York and San Francisco; in cost of freight not half so far; com- 
munication is regular, certain, constant. 

The great interior cities have been brought close to the seaports by 
railroads. In but a few days’ time the bulk of any and all of the pro- 
ducts of any one of the nations can be dumped onto the wharves of 
another. Excessive profits have disappeared. Whether or not there 
shall be any profit to the manufacturer at all depends upon his skillin 
organization, his economy in manufacturing, his immediate appropria- 
tion of every improvement in machinery—the largest possible produc- 
tion from any given amount of power. England, fifty years ago, with 
her advantage in machinery and skilled labor, had no fear of the com- 
petition of any country, however much cheaper its labor might be, 
while to-day she admits that Germany, and Belgium, and France are 
sorely pressing her. Now, Mr. President, confronted with the living 
facts of to-day, laying aside all fanciful theories, generally founded on 
error, can this Republic, with all her admitted advantages, compete 
with Great Britain and the nations of the Continent, even in her own 
markets, with labor here from one to two hundred per cent. higher 
than there? Itcan in only two ways: . 

First. By enacting into law the policy of protection; that is, nearly 
equalizing labor by a duty. 

Second. By reducing the wages paid our laborers nearly to the level 
of Euro wages. 

The first method, fortunately, is now no experiment. It has been on 
trial for a quarter of a century and its fruits are known. During 
that time, though for four years, millions of men were converted from 
producers to destroyers, though lives were sacrificed by the hundreds of 
thousands, though treasure was expended and property destroyed by 
the billions, yet we increased in population a million a year—more 
than England, France, Germany, and Austria combined in the same 
time. We increased in wealth from $17,000,000, 000 to $43, 000,000,000 
—a billion a year. Mulhall, the English statistician, no enthusiast 
in our favor, says that this Republic for a quarter of a century has 
laid up every year $885,000,000—almost half as much as the saving of 
the whole world. Gladstone says: ‘‘England’s daughter beyond the 
seas is passing by the mother at a canter,” and she passed by her long 
ago—almost distanced her in the race. Mulhall gives the value of the 
annual product ot Great Britain manufactories, mines and forestry, 
$4,500,000,000, an increase since 1850 of 30 per cent. The same pro- 
ductin the United States, as appears by the census of 1830, was valued. 
at $5,500,000,000, an increase since 1860 of 160 per cent. 

Since 1860 our farms have doubled in number, increased in value 
from $6,000,000,000 to over $10,000,000,000, while their product has 
increased from $1,800,000,000 in 1860 to $3,600,000,000in 1880. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We want to change the balance on to the English 
side, 
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Mr. FRYE. That is what I have been charging. 

Mulhall gives the entire product of Great Britain, farms and all, in 
1880, as.worth $6,200,000,000, $172 to an inhabitant; her exportations 
same year $1,300,000,000, leaving consumed at home $136 worth toan 
inhabitant. The entire product of the United States for the same year 
was valued at $10,000,000,000, $200 to an inhabitant, and, more sig- 
nificant of prosperity than any other statement, $9,176,000,000 of it 
were consumed at home. Our home market consumed more than 
Great Britain’s home consumption and exportation combined. Our 
home market disposed of double in value the combined exports of 
Great Britain, France, Germany, Russia, Holland and Austria. 

Great Britain has 20,000 miles of railroad, while we have 130,000, 
reaching 2,300 counties of our 44 States and Territories. We have 
grown weak in but one direction, our- foreign carrying trade, which, 
during this period, has been absolutely without protection; but our 
coastwise fleet has grown to magnificent proportions, three times as 
large as Great Britain’s, five times greater than that of any other 
country. This has been protected by our navigation laws, and yet the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury can see no reason why they should 
not be repealed. ‘These results, Mr. President, are terrible blows to 
theoretical free trade, and yet, sir, we have not accomplished all that 
we ought the past year. ‘The completed returns show that we imported 
last year, notwithstanding the ‘‘vicious’’ tariff: 

Iron and steel and their manufactures 


$54, 618, 986 


Wool and its manufactures. .....,...... 60, 556, 614 
Flax, hemp and jute manufactures 83, 807, 283 
Bilk manufactures .... sssssssssseenesee 31,264, 277 


Cotton manufactures. + 29,500, 000 
Total..... seasseeeveee 209, 777, 160 


The same returns show that the increased importations of these 
manufactures over that of 1886 amounted to nearly $25,000,000; that 
the increase came when the duties had been slightly reduced. Now 
nearly all of these manufactures might just as well have been produced 
at home, two or three hundred thousand more of our people employed, 
a million more supported, a larger market insured. ‘The most of these 
goods were those in the manufacturing of which labor was the most im- 
portant element, its cheapness abroad enabling the foreign manufact- 
urer to pay the duty and sell the goods in our market to the exclusion 
ofours. The duties on these products ought, in my opinion, to be in- 
creased; but is there a Democrat of all those frantic for the revision of 
rine pe who admits, even in his dreams, that any duty should be 
raised ? 

The second method by which competition is possible to us, the reduc- 
tion of wages to the European standard, I do not care to diseuss—a re- 
sort to it would destroy our industries, and imperil the very life of 
the Republic. It would degrade our laboring men and women, take 
from them all the stimulus of hope and ambition, reduce them to a 
condition worse than that of the foreign worker. They could not live 
as the European does, for they have known something better. Many 
things have become necessities to them and to their families which 
are luxuries elsewhere. And yet free trade would inevitably work 
out this result. 

Mr. President, what is this tariff which so provokes the hostility of 
the Democratic party; so arouses the warm indignation of the Presi- 
dent, and Jeads him to such vigorous denunciation? 

They say, first, that it is a canning device of the Republican party to 
care for capital; to protect bloated manufacturers; to build up monop- 
olies; to make the rich richer and the poor poorer, and the President 
appeals to the patriotism of these greedy manufacturers to surrender 
some of their ill-gotten gains. Why, sir, how utterly absurd. The 
capital, the money of this country needs no especial protection. It is 
amply able to care foritself. If invested it finds its business unprofit- 
able, it can readily change its investment; if located at one point it 
gains no adequate returns, it can easily locate at another; it may even, 
as it does occasionally, leave the country and build up an industry in 
another; it may avoid all business enterprise, invest itself in United 
States bonds, where it is perfectly safe and pays no taxes, or in State, 
county, town, and railroad bonds, or it may deposit itself in national or 
savings banks. But, Mr. President, capital is excessively timid. A 
tariff encourages it to locate itself here at home, to come out from 
banks and bonds, go into factories of wool, cotton, and silk, into machine 
shops, into furnaces and forges, into an active development of the vast 
resources of this country, thus creating and sustaining a constantly in- 
creasing demand for labor, which inevitably results in advancing wages 
for the workman. The tariff does its beneficent work of protection 
where protection most is needed. It guards the laborer here against 
the competition of the cheap wages of Europe. 

Without it as a safeguard, when times were hard, when European 
countries had, as they do every now and then, enormous surpluses of 
manufactured products piled up at home, our markets would be flooded, 
our factories closed, our laborers out of work, or if business continued 
wages would necessarily suffer a serious reduction. 

Again: Suppose we had free trade, manufacturing in this country 
would not cease. Iron, steel, cotton, wool, and silk would still be 
worked by busy hands, but the hearts of the workers would no longer 
be buoyant with hope, their homes no longer comfortable and happy. 


They must work and weep, or starve. Then, indeed, might monopoly 
become possible, and capital despotic, for the cheaper the wages, the 
more likelihood of the ownership of the worker. 

Mr. President, where are the enormous profits of the manufacturer 
the President asks them to yield in part? That such were realized, 
both at home and abroad, years ago, I admit, but that day has gone 
forever. Competition is so fierce that the margin for gain is exceedingly 
small. Iam personally familiar with the operations of manufacturers 
of fabrics, indeed, live in a city devoted to the business, and I assert, 
without fear of contradiction, that the manufacturers of New England 
of cotton, wool, and silk have not for the Jast five years averaged a net 
profit of over 6 per cent. I assert further that a guaranty to them of 
such a profit for the next ten years would be eminently satisfactory. 

But, says the President, the tariff raises the prices to consumers by 
precisely the sums paid for such duties, or in other words, a duty 
is a tax paid by the purchaser, and yet he may examine the entire list 
of the industries of this country, encouraged and sustained by the pro- 
tective tariff, and not one can be found justifying his proposition, ex- 
cept sugar, and that only because up to now, for climatic reasons, com- 
petition has not done its perfect work. I assert the very contrary, 
that even ‘‘the present vicious, iniquitable, and illogical’’ tariff laws 
have decreased io the consumer the prices of all the products of pro- 
tected industries, other than sugar, by more than 25 per cent. since 
they have been in force, and if I had time could bring forward to its 
support hundreds of unimpeachable witnesses. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Sugar is cheaper when the tax is highest, it seems, 

Mr. FRYE. That is the general rule. I could bring a good many 
witnesses to that. I only want to bring a few, however. : 

Under ihe encouragement of our tariff, that is a duty of about 58 per 
cent., the manufacture of glass has increased enormously in this country, 
employing thousands of men at good wages, and yet you can buy a foot 
of plate glass to-day for $1 which cost $2.50 in 1860. 

In 1860 salt was free; the price at Chicago was $2 a barrel. In 1861 
a duty of 6 cents a hundred was Jaid—later on 24 cents a hundred—and 
in 1880 it was selling in Chicago for 75 cents a barrel, and now in Michi- 
gan for 60 cents. 

WORSTED CLOTHS, . 

In 1860 there were 3 mills in the country, wages low, business poor, 
production small. We encouraged it with a heavy duty, and in 1883 
we were running 5,000 looms, employing 75,000 workmen, consuming 
50,000,000 pounds of wool, producing 15,000,000 yards annually, with 
a capital of $20,000,000. During this time worsted cloths declined in 
price from 35 to 40 per cent. In 1883 the duty was reduced; by a 
vicious construction of the law a greater reduction still was made; now 
one-third of our looms are idle. In 1883 we imported a little less than 
$500,000 worth of these goods, last year nearly $5,000,000. If the 
President succeeds in inducing Congress to still further reduce, all of 
our mills will close, we shall once more import all we need from Eng- 
land, and the prices will go back to those of 1860. 

POTTERY. 

In 1860 pottery carried a revenue duty of 24 per cent. The business 
was insignificant, the wages low; only two or three thousand people 
employed. The Morrill tariff act levied a duty of 40 per cent., subse- 
quently increased to 55, and to-day we make pottery in every State in 
the Union, except Florida, employ an immense force of help, pay wages 
higher than in 1860, and yet as much can be bought now for $2.50 as 
could be then for $4. 

COTTON GOODS, 

The duty on some of the cheaper lines of cotton goods is nearly as 
great as the price of the fabric, and yet they were never furnished to 
the people as cheaply as now. They are retailing in my city at a lower 
price than in Manchester, England. 

SILK. 

Silk manufacture in this country is almost entirely due to the Mor- 
rill tariff act, which laid a duty of over 50 cent. In 1860 only 4,000 
workmen were engaged in the business. To-day 40,000 men and 
women are employed; capital invested, $17,000,000; annual pay-roll, 
$9,000,000; product valued at $50,000,000. In New Jersey alone in 
1886 the production of the silk looms was worth $28,000,000, employed 
20,000 people, paying them annually nearly $7,000,000. 

How about the prices? I give the decline as shown by the price 
lists of 1865 and 1882: 


Per cent. 

DY wChiInG Gwist..) cccdocseccsssevasscescessatseovecesouesstoeveeavsveseoasswerseeeeorsorevess verve s.. 56 
Fine silks and scarfs ..., eos 55 
Serges and twilled silks... 62 
Handkerchief: 62 
5 

50 


Take soda-ash. We use it in enormous quantities in the manufacture 
of glass, soap, and for bleaching purposes. Six years ago we imported 
all we used and paid $48 a ton. A duty was laid on it of one-quarter 
cent a pound. Six hundred thousand dollars of English capital was 
induced to come to Syracuse, unite with an equal amount there, erect 
an immense factory, which I had the pleasure of visiting a short time 
since. The product of the mill was 150 tons daily, requiring for its 
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production 300 tons of lime rock, 300 tons of salt, 300 tons of coal, and 
5 tons of ammonia; all, while in the earth, of little value, 90 per cent. 
of the worth of the manufactured product being labor. This concern 
employs directly 750 men; wages average $1.75 a day, while the Eng- 
lish wages in the same business average a little less than a dollar. 
How about the price? During the first quarter of their operations in 
1884 the price fell to $45 a ton; the second quarter to $36, while in 
the last invoice I saw, only a month or two since, it was a shade less 
than $30. But why pursue this further? Ten thousand such witnesses 
might be summoned and testify as clearly and convincingly as these, 
and then the free-trader, with the President of the United States, 
championing his cause, would still insist that a duty was a tax paid 
by the consumer. Well, Mr, President, why is it not, and how does 
a protective tariff decrease the price to consumers? 

The worsted manufacture will illustrate it. We were purchasing all 
of our goods in England; there the price was determined, not here. 
Of course the highest possible was fixed. We imposed a heavy duty 
on the cloths, and fora brief period prices strengthened, but encouraged 
by this protection capital emerged from the banks, bonds were converted 
into money, worsted mills were built all over the North until $20,000, - 
000 were invested. Then we established the market price, not England. 
Competition at home became a powerful factor in its determination. 
The mills were thoroughly reorganized, economy became a science, the 

- inventive genius of the country was called upon for new and improved 
machinery; itresponded generously, as it always does here, the product 
was doubled with the same power, and the prices continually fell, while 
the wages of the operatives increased. 

Now, Mr. President, suppose this Administration succeeds in destroy- 
ing this industry, what will be the inevitable result ? 

ome competition will disappear, we shall no longer regulate the 
market; what cloths we need we shall buy abroad. England once 
more determines the conditions on which we shall buy, and the prices 
will go back. If, however, all of our industries were equally exposed 
to the pernicious effects of free trade, they might not be destroyed. 
Manufacturing might, and probably would, continue here, but the price 
of it would have to be paid by the poor laborer, in scanty wages, hard 
work, poor living, and destroyed homes. The total extinguishment of 
one industry is easy, for its laborers would not consent to a reduction 
of wages which would enable it io live, but would find employment 
in those that survived. The doctrine of the President, that the wages 
of those employed in the protected industries alone are affected is too 
absurd to require refutation. 

But, Mr. President, there is a surplus. What shall be done with 
that? I object to-the surplus just as vehemently as does the Presi- 
dent. We need nothing more, und ought to have nothing more than 
a working surplus. Democratic incapacity has afilicted us with this 
evil, and if we are not careful the same incapacity, in providing a 
remedy for the disease, will, by mistake, administer poison to the pa- 
tient. The disposition of this surplus does not seem to me a very seri- 
ous problem, Some of itought to be wisely expended in the restoration 
of our merchant marine, in the building of a navy, in the erection of 
necessary coast and harbor fortifications, in the education of the people. 
But if the only thing desirable is to stop the inflow of money, that can 
be easily effected. Not, however, by the method proposed by the Presi- 
dent, and indorsed by his Secretary of the Treasury, 

A readjustment or reyision of the tariff can be depended upon to re- 
duce revenues only by two methods, one by extending the free-list, the 
other by an increase of duties and the consequent discouragement of im- 
portations. Thelatter would provoke the hostility of every free-trader 
in the country, while the former would cripple or destroy many of our 
industries. There is no middle course, for any reduction of duty less 
than a repeal only tends to invite increased importation, and to insure 
a greater revenue. Theannual report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
shows this clearly. By reference to it we find a small decrease of duty 
on wool, manufactures of wool,of iron, steel, and silk, while the increase 
revenue in 1887 over 1886 from these articles alone was $10,908, 460. 
Knit goods fairly illustrate this position. By the act of 1883 theduty 
was reduced 10 per cent., now about 15. During the years 1881, 1882, 
and 1883, under the old tariff, we imported 1,318,807 pounds, and col- 
lected as duty $1,722,483. . = 

For the years 1884, 1885, and 1886, under the reduced duties, we im- 
ported 3,433,480 pounds, an increase of 2,114,573 pounds, and there was 
paid into the Treasury $3,617,864, an increase in therevenue from this 
source of $1,894,881. Worsted cloths afford anotherillustration. The 
act of 1883 made aslight reduction on the wool and on the cloth, butan un- 
just classification resulted in a reduction on the cloths of, I should think, 
from 15to 20 per cent. What followed? The year before this act took 
effeet our importations of these cloths amounted to a little less than 
$500,000. Then an increasecommenced which resulted, last year, in an 
importation of nearly $5,000,000, a decrease of duty of 20 per cent., an 
increase of revenue of 500 per cent. The same result followed the re- 
duction on yarns, on dolmans, cloaks, and other outside garments, on 
raw, combing, clothing, carpet wools, and shoddy. 

Now, suppose Congress, in response to the message of the President, 
reduces the tariff along the whole line 20 or 30 per cent. Is not anin- 
crease of revenue inevitable? Then, surely, our industries would have 
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been crippled for nothing, our laborers sacrificed without compensation, 
our market surrendered without pay. 

But if the earnest purpose is to stop the inflow of money into the 
Treasury, then as the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] proposes, 
we can repeal all of the internal-revenue taxes, and it is accomplished. 
The Democrats and their allies, the brewers and salvon-keepers, need 


not worry so about the temperance sentimentof the country. That is 
very rapidly crystallizing into the opinion that the tax on spirits onght 
to be repealed, in the best interests of temperance. One of my objec- 
tions to this proposition is that it would keep from the Treasury too 
much money, that an exigency might arise, as in 1875, requiring the 
reimposition of these taxes, always a difficult thing to do. 

We can repeal the tobacco tax and $30,000,000 will stay in the pockets 
of the people. Repeal the tax on all spirits used inthe mechanic arts 
and in manufactures—ten millions more are provided against. If 
in the list of dutiable articles any can be found the importation of which 
will not compete with a successful production of the like at home, place 
them on the free-list. It seems to me that sugar clearly comes within 
this specification. It has been highly protected for many years, carries 
to-day the heaviest tax of any article necessary for consumption, 78 per 
cent. ad valorem, and yet while its use has steadily increased its pro- 
duction in this country has not increased at all in thirty years. It is 
the only protected article illustrating the fidelity to truth of the Presi- 
dent’s free-trade doctrine. that a duty is a tax paid by the consumer. 

Mr. EUSTIS, Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does the Senator understand that it is possible for a 
capitalist to engage in increasing an industry where that industry is ex- 
posed to such violent threats of destruction as are being made year after 
year by the leaders of the Republican party? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr, President, what does the Senator from Louisiana say 
to the threats that have been coming from the Democratic party ever 
since they have had power in the national House of Representatives to 
every single industryin the United States of America, except sugar? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I deny it. 

Mr. FRYE. I served on the Committee of Ways and Means in the 
Forty-fourth Congress when Ferdinand Wood was chairman, and I was 
on a subcommittee to revise the tariff, and I say the bill that committee 
finally agreed upon was a menace to every single industry that I know 
of in the country, except rice and sugar. Bee 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘Those bills, as I understand them, were for the re- 
vision of the tariff, and to destroy the inequalities, and what both po- 
litical parties denounced as the iniquities of the tariff. Ido not mean 
to say that the duty on sugar is a protective tax. 

Mr. FRYE. That is what it is for. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If the Senator will allow me a moment to read an ex- 
tract; I do not want to interrupt him—— 

Mr. FRYE, Iam nearly through, but I yield. 

Mr. EUSTIS. No; go on. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwas saying we were in need of money in 1875, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury sent to the House of Representatives a state- 
ment as to the condition of the finances and a request that new taxa- 
tion should be levied somewhere; and where did welevy it? We puta 
duty of 25 per cent. on sugar, because we knew we could get money 
from sugar in the quickest and the most certain way to meet the exi- 
gency of the Treasury. The title of the act is ‘‘An act to provide for 
the exigencies of the Government,” and that duty of 25 percent. is still 
on sugar. Where is the exigency? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator one question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield to 
the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. When you increased the duty on sugar by 25 per 
cent. in 1875, was not everything then in this country taxed to the 
highest point, and was not sugar selected because it was considered a 
tax which the people could more cheerfully endure than any other? 
It isa tax which protects the sugar-planter only remotely and inci- 
dentally. For every $10 of the tax that is derived from the import 
duty on sugar $9 go into the United States Treasury and $1 to the ben- 
efit of the protection of the sugar-planter. Why was that article se- 
lected if it was not that it could bear taxation more equally and more 
evenly than any other? 

Mr. FRYE. I told the Senator a moment ago why it was selected. 
It was selected because people were compelled practically from neces- 
sity to use sugar. We knew perfectly well that the most certain way 
to answer the demands of the hungry Treasury then was to put that 
tax on sugar. We put it there for money and nothing else, not for 
protection, but to relieve the Treasury. What I complain of is not 
that it was put there, but that it is there now, and here is the President 
of the United States declaring that the Treasury is so plethoric that it 
is a standing menace to the Republic itself, and yet that duty of 25 
per cent. still remains. 

Mr. President, I would repeal the duty on sugar. I tried my best 
in 1883 when the tariff was under revision in the Senate of the United 
States to get that 25 per cent. off, and then 40 per cent. off, and nearly 
every Democrat in the Senate voted against my amendments, I asked 
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the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxr], I remember perfectly well, to 
inform me or the Senate why it was that he, a free-trader, voted 
against every amendment to reduce the duty on sugar, and he replied 
frankly that it was begause it was a duty for revenue only. 

Mr, EUSTIS rose. 

Mr. FRYE. I decline to be interrupted any further, because I am 
getting very tired. 

Mr. President, I say I am in favor of taking the duty off sugar and 
giving it to the people cheap. It is infact the only duty paid by the 
consumer, is paid,too, by every family in the country—the only one that 
fails to encourage home production, and in my opinion ought to be re- 
pealed. ButI would not destroy this industry, feeble as it is, nor would 
Idiscourage the present attempts to make sugar from beets or sorghum. 

In the repealing act I would provide fora direct bounty on every pound 
of sugar produced in this country equivalent to the duty now levied. 
I would make further provision that this repeal should notapply to the 
sugar product of any country laying an export duty, nor to sugar brought 
into our ports in any vessels other than those of the country exporting 
or onr own, nor to such exportation from countries refusing to our ships 
in their ports precisely the same treatment in light-house dues and other 
charges as we grant to theirs in our ports, or making less favorable 
terms for the entry of any of our products than are made by it to the 
goods of other countries. 

This repeal would probably reduce our revenues next year $60,000,- 
000, and the bounties paid would amount to seven millions more. A 
further reduction would not be safe, for ‘‘exigencies’’ are liable to con- 
front us, as they did in 1875. 

If this should be regarded as too radical, resulting in too great ade- 
crease of revenue, we could reduce the duty on sugar one-half, and then 
it would bear the highest rate imposed on any article of food, except 
rice. If, however, the only purpose is to destroy the protective prin- 
ciple in the tariff, then, of course, the President and his Secretary of the 
Treasury have submitted to Congress a plan absolutely certain of suc- 
cess. ; 

Mr. President, we have a splendid country, perfectly marvelous in 
its possibilities. It ought to lead the world in a lofty, pure civiliza- 
tion, in religion, education, temperance, in the arts, sciences, literature, 
and in material progress. Who of us doubts its glorious future, if only 
we remember that we are Americans; if only our administration of 
affairs, and our legislation shall be earnestly directed to the promotion 
of the best interests of our people, [Applause in the galleries. ] 


REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION. 


_ Mr, PALMER. I desire to give notice at this time that I will call 
up a bill now lying on the table, which was introduced by me, entitled 
a bill (S. 553) to regulate immigration, to-morrow morning imme- 
diately after the morning hour, for the purpose of submitting a few re- 
marks. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com- 
mon schools, the pending question being on the amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to strike out section 2, and 
insert in lieu thereof what will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 

Src, 2, That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the 
several States and Territories and in the District of Columbia, in proportion to 
their population, respectively, according to the census of 1830: Provided, That 
all of said money remaining undistributed at the date of the publication of the 


returns of population as shown by the census of 1890, shall be divided as afore- 
said in proportion to the population according to said census of 1890. 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire to present some further suggestions in the 
way of testimony showing the necessity of this aid to common schools 
in the Southern States. I have understood that the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations may desire to go on with an appropria- 
tion bill; but if he does not, I will proceed with this matter at the 
present time. 

It may be remembered by those who were present at the close of the 
discussion of this bill last Wednesday—other matters have intervened 
and have occupied the attention of the Senate—that one of the Sena- 
tors from Texas was making some explanation in regard to the diffi- 
culty experienced therein the pay of teachers. It will be remembered 
that there was a deficit, or a delay at least, in the payment of teachers, 
that the aggregate amount which was unpaid was something like a 
million dollars, and it was explained by the suggestion that there had 
been a drought in that State, and for the relief of that drought it was 
necessary that there should be an appropriation of about $10,000 worth 
of seeds, and the suggestion was made that this wasan uncommon state 
of the country. 

If that was a true explanation there was a million dollars duein the 
wages of teachers and $10,000 was necessary to provide for the relief of the 
drought, and then further a suggestion was made that this difficulty was 
‘not one of long standing; that it came about casually and as a conse- 
quence of the destitution of moisture insthat State. Ihave nowin my 
possession a letter from the superintendent of public instruction for that 
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State upon this very point, Mr. O. H. Cooper. It seems that the teachers 
and others interested have been applying to him, as to the treasurer 
and other State authorities, to know why it is that the money is not 
ready when the services have been rendered. I read the other day a 
reply to a letter of one of the county treasurers. This officer, Mr. 
Cooper, is the superintendent for the entire State, and he replies to a 
teacher writing from Coryell County, who, like others, has not been 


paid: 
Avustrx, TEX., January 5, 1883. 

Dear SIR: I have read with interest your letter of January 2, setting forth the 
embarrassing and vexatious delays which you in common with many other 
faithful and earnest teachers in Texas suffer year after year in collecting your 
wages after you have done your work. The cause of this trouble is beyond the 
reach of the executive officers of the government. It lies in the defective laws 
regulating the school finances. Let the teachers agitate this subject until our 
lawmakers understand that the time can not longer be postponed when the finan- 
cial administration of the sclrool system must be placed on a sound and correct 
business basis. Public opinion needs to be enlightened on the defects in our 


school system, 
0. H. COOPER. 


This, from the highest educational authority in the State, would 
seem to indicate that the explanation of the Senator needed some ex- 
planation itself. I have here the biennial report of the superintendent 
of public instruction for the year 1886, a Mr. Baker. It seems he has 
been succeeded by Mr. Cooper, and as bearing on the question of the 
reliability of some of the returns of superintendents and others in the 
Southern States which have been cited as an evidence that the deduc- 
tions from the census were not to be relied upon, I will introduce what 
he says in criticising the reports that he has to rely upon from the 
counties, for it must be understood that the superintendent of education 
makes up his report from the statistics which are furnished to him by 
teachers and by county and by other officers. At page 11 of the report 
of 1886 Mr. Baker says: 


Another evil consists in the unreliability and, in many instances, absurdity of 
the statistics furnished by county judges, when furnished at all. 


I ask attention to this in connection with the statistics which have 
been furnished and relied upon so largely from the New York Post, 
which Senators seem to think are to be accepted as a reply to every- 
thing that has ever been urged in any of these debates founded on the 
sworn returns of the Government. 


A few specimens culled at random will givea better idea. The official reports 
show that for the scholastic year ending August 31, 1885, Webb County had an 
average school term of four hundred days, and that the tuition of the children 
of that county cost between $20 and $21 per month— 


Whereas in that State where the highest cost obtains of any in the 
Union, Massachusetts, that cost has never been fixed at more than $22 
the entire year, but in Webb County, Texas, according to their returns 
it seems the schools cost per month the same amount— > 
while tuition in Hopkins County only costs 14Ẹ cents per month;— 

“Twenty dollars and $21 in the other county— 


that Red River, with a scholastic population of 4,085 had an average dail 
attendance of only 43 and a total daily attendance of 199,583; while Runnels 
ee had an average daily attendance of 152 and a total daily attendance of 
only 192. 

Grayson County, with a scholastic population of 6,832, had an average daily 
attendance of only 56, although she had 102 schools; and Shelby, with a popu- 
lation of 2,051, had an average daily attendance of 34. 

The total daily attendance is from 100 to 120 times greater than the average 
daily attendance, but in Liberty County last year they tallied with each other. 
The total daily attendance in Montgomery County was 1,801, ave’ dail 

attendance 1,801, with 583 pupils studying natural philosophy; while El 
County, with a scholastic population nearly twice as large, had only 12 study- 
ing natural philosophy, Travis County only 3, and Austin City 31. 

Now, if the Legislature of the State were te appropriate enough money for a 
six months’ term: at the same rate as the actual costof the Webb County schools 
for 188i, it would take about $13,000,000. 


Which is more than is expended in all the Southern States, leaving 
out Missouri and Maryland. 


On the other hand, if the appropriation was made on the Hopkins County 
basis, it would only require $89,986.71 to maintain the schools of the State forsix 
months. 

* s . e = * 

Nothing approximating a complete diagnosis of our school affairs can be 
had until the Legis!ature establishes a school system, and it seems to me that 
the first step towards the establishment of a system would be the creation of the 
office of county superintendent of schools,and the complete annihilation of 
county judges, treasurers, assessors, and boards of examiners as school officers 
and a merger of their duties into the office of county superintendent. In this 
officer the State would have a responsible nt, charged with the duty of keep- 
ing accurate accounts, of obtaining thoroughly reliable statistics, and adminis- 
tering the school affairs of the State honestly, intelligently, and in accordance 
with the best business methods. 


He goes on making further useful suggestions, showing that he is a 
competent officer, and that he realizes the nature of the difficulties he 
has to engage with. He speaks further of the failure of officers to make 
reports at all. He says: : 


An inspection of the accompanying tables will show that several county 
judges, county treasurers, city superintendents, and city treasurers have failed 
to make reports to this department as directed by law. I have every ex- 
ertion to secure tliese reports. The Legislature can not be accurately informed 
of the condition of affairs unless the officers of government make prompt and 
faithful reports to the proper departments. > 


He deals with the matter of taxation, and in conclusion he says: 


In this connection it may be well tostate that many districts and committees 
are practically without school-houses. The schools are being taught in rented 
houses, in dwellings, in church houses, and public halis. The time has arrived 
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for looking these matters squarely in the face, and the situation demands pro- 
vision for present needs and active preparation for future wants. 

The report is for 1886, a late report. It is not one of the obsolete re- 
turns; it is since this marvelous reform has taken place, since this en- 
tire transformation ! 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that every 
. Legislature that has met for several years past has been amending and 
. improving the laws on the subject. They are rapidly developing into 
a complete system, and the last report shows that the annual school 
revenues are about $3,750,000, which is every dollar that is needed when 
the Legislature shall have perfected our school system as it should be. 

Mr, BLAIR. The Senator stated that three times before. I have 
here the last report of the Commissioner of Education, the report for 
1885—86. I desire to introduce some matter from this as bearing on 
the alleged statistics which are said to falsify everything that has ever 
been introduced in this debate before. I have taken some tables to be 
found in this report of the present Commissioner of Education, who is 
strongly in favor of the enactment of this bill into a law, basing that 
on his knowledge of the condition of the South, that it is and still con- 
tinues an actual necessity. This report contains tables which are 
founded upon a principle or idea that I have never seen embodied in 
any other report, and one which most excellently exhibits the actual 
condition of education as it is proceeding throughout the country. 

Assuming that sufficient education is to be obtained in the common 
schools between the ages of six and fourteen inclusive, these tables are 
constructed in such a way as to show the proportion of the attendance 
that actually took place between those ages, and also including the ad- 
ditional attendance of those who are younger and those who are older, 
and the ratio of that actual and total attendance to the total number 
of those between the ages of six and fourteen. I find that the ratio of 
attendance in 1885 and 1886 to the population between the ages of six 
and fourteen was, in several of the States, what I shall proceed to give. 
They have not been able to obtain the returns of all the States, and I 
take those which illustrate the actual situation best. 

I with first, however, to callattention to the fact that in every State 
there will be those attending the schools who are less than six, and 
there will be others attending the schools who are over fourteen years 
ofage. In fact, in some of the Southern States it is still the truth that 
colored people, and I think perhaps some of the white people, are at- 
tending the schools who have attained their majority. In Alabama 
there are 46.75 per cent., that is to say, less than one-half, including 
all that attend school of the population between six and fourteen. The 
actual attendance is 46.75 per cent. of the number who are there in that 
State between the ages of six and fourteen. 

In Florida—and I call attention to Florida because that is a State 
which has been contrasted with New Hampshire, and it has been al- 
leged in statistics which have been cited by the three Senators who haye 
argued against this bill, that education is as advanced now in Florida 
as in the State of New Hampshire—in Florida the proportion of all who 
attend school to those between six and fourteen is 50.64 per cent., or 
one-half. In Louisiana it is 33.43 per cent.; that is to say, one-third 
as many attend school as there are those within the State between six 
and fourteen. In Maryland theratio is 49.04 per cent., less than half; in 
Mississippi, 65.51 per cent. ; in North Carolina,56.45 per cent. ; in South 
Carolina, 52.44 per cent. ; in Virginia, 48.23 per cent.—allabout one-half. 
On the other hand, of the Northern States where the schools have been 
longer established and there is money to support them, in California 
the total attendance compared to the number of children between six 
and fourteen is 79.22 per cent.; in Colorado, 87.55 per cent.;,in Con- 
necticut, 75.89 per cent. ; in Illinois, 78.11 per cent.; in Indiana, 83.39 
per cent.; in Kansas, 84.89 per cent. ; in Massachusetts, 91.06 per cent. ; 
in New Hampshire, 88.10 per cent.; in New York, 71.25 per cent.; in 
Ohio, 81.05 per cent. ; in Oregon, 81.67 per cent. ; in Pennsylvania, 74.66 
per cent.; in Vermont, 85.59 per cent.; in. the District of Columbia, 
68.07 per cent.; and in Dakota Territory, 80.82 per cent. 
` Mr. COKE. What about Texas? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ithink Texas is not given. There are no returns 
from Texas, 

Now, in the matter of expenditure in the several States, as between the 
Northern States and Sonthern States and the actual necessity for aid, 
it appears that in 1885—’86 in Alabama, with a population of 1,467,384, 
there was an expenditure of $741,244; in Wisconsin, with a population of 
1,563,423, there was an expenditure of $3,645,160; in Arkansas, with 
a population of 935,058, there was an expenditure of $866,892; in Ne- 
braska, with a populaiton of .740,645, there was an expenditure of 
$2,350,869; in Louisiana, with a population of 1,008,951, there was an 
expenditure of $450,030; in California, with 2 population of 1,001,293, 
there was an expenditure of $3,505,931; in Florida, with a population 
of 338,406, there was an expenditure of $385,800; in Vermont, witha 
population of 333,155, there wasan expenditure of $599,515; in Georgia, 
with a population of 1,694,809, there was an expenditure of $711,990; 
in Iowa, with a population of 1,766,239, there was an expenditure of 
$4,660,000; in Kentucky, with a population of 1,801,831, there was 
an expenditure of $700,790, while in Michigan, with a population of 
1,912,181, there was an expenditure of $4,332,968; in Mississippi, with 
a population of 1,237,453, there was an expenditure of $840,776; in 


Minnesota, with a population of 1,117,798, there was an expenditure of 
$2,371,990; in North Carolina, with a population of 1,525,341, there was 
an expenditure of $671,116; in Kansas, with a population of 1,284,809, 
the expenditure was $3,849,017; in South Carolina, with a population 
of 1,085,789, there was an expenditure of $425, 903; in Connecticut, with 
a population of 670,807, there was an expenditure of $1,791,666; in 
Tennessee, with a population of 1,723,996, there was an expenditure of 
$1,047,223, while in Massachusetts, with a population of 1,942,141, 
there was an expenditure of $7,151,075; Indiana, with a population of 
2,061,008, spent $5,214,198, while Texas, with 2,027,895 population, 
expended $2,166,633. 

Ihave here massed together the school expenditures for 1885 and 
1886 in most of the Southern States. Ido not know but that I have 
them all. Here is the list. Ihaveall with the exception of Missouri, 
Maryland, and Delaware. Missouri has a large fund, and her expendi- 
ture, I think, is nearly $5,000,000 yearly. This report makes the entire 
expenditure for all school purposes throughout the country $111,304,- 
927. Thatis much the largest estimate I have ever seen. Ido not 
know whether it can be authenticated. I hope it is as much as that. 
It is variously estimated at from about $90,000,000 up to this amount. 
In the States which I have enumerated here, Alabama, Arkansas, Flor- 
ida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia, the total 
reaches $11,497,574. 

Mr. COKE. Iask the Senator if that is based on the last census? 

Mr. BLAIR. The figures I am giving now? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not giving the population. Iam giving the ex- 
penditures. That can be easily ascertained by comparing the table 
with the census returns. 

Mr.COKE. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that the amount 
put down as having been expended by Texas is a million dollars less 
than shown by the statement of Mr. Cooper, the superintendent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know how that may be. These are returns 
made the last year, 1885-’86._ Is the Senator aware of any great in- 
crease of taxation in Texas by one-third the present year? 

Mr. COKE. Mycolleagne some daysago read a letter from the comp- 
troller of Texas, in which he stated that the actual annual school fund 
for the last scholastic year was $3,700,000. Where does the table the 
Senator read come from? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is taken from the last reports of the superintend- 
ents of public instruction. Does the Senator give any reason why the 
teachers are not paid, the letter of the superintendent showing that a 
million dollars nearly is behindhand now? 

Mr. COKE. ‘The reason of that has been explained to the Senate, 
Perhaps the Senator has forgotten it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I had not heard any complaint as to the non-pay- 
ment of teachers when I sent to the comptroller for the amount of the 
school fund. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will simply say in regard to this matter in Texas 
that I do not want this to degenerate into an interstate controversy. I 
suppose that the State of Texas is doing what it can, and I find no 
fault; but I do state that the Senators fail to appreciate the actual dif- 
ficulties with reference to the education of their own population, and I 
submit these figures, these complaints, and the fact that at least twice 
the teachers of the State in convention have resolved strongly and ear- 
nestly for the enactment of this bill into alaw on the ground that fands 
are necessary in Texas. I do submit those facts to the consideration 
of the Senate. i 

I was about to give the expenditure in the States which I enumerated 
in the year 1885-’86, being the last returns that are available to us. 
Those States contain over 17,000,000 population, not one-third, but 
nearly one-third of the population of this country; and it is a well- 
known fact that, relatively, population from natural causes is increas- 
ing more rapidly in the South than in the North, so that I think it is 
no more than fair to presume that at least one-third of the educatable 
population of the country is to be found in the States which I have 
enumerated, and the aggregate of expenditures, according to these lat- 
est returns in those States, is $11,497,574, while the total expenditure 
for the whole country is $111,304,927, all these returns coming from 
the same authority. It should be understood still further—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 3 

Mr. REAGAN. Ionly want to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that in some of the States he enumerated there are Jaws which 
authorize localities, school districts, to vote moneys by taxation for 
school purposes. s 

Mr. BLAIR. The table includes all those, 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not know whether the estimates he has pre- 
sented embrace what the people tax themselves for by vote in the school 
districts, which amounts to a very large sum of money each year. 

Mr. BLAIR. It does, and I understand this table includes the en- 
tire expenditure from all sources of which returns are available. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthat is the table furnished by the superintend- 
ent of public instruction for the year 1884-85, then I will state to the 
Senator that it does not embrace those items, 
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Mr. BLAIR. I understand it to embrace them, and the Senator will 
find it so. 

With reference to the condition of Louisiana I find a quotation from 
Governor McEnery, which I will read, in addition to that which has 
already been placed in the possession of the Senate relative to the con- 
dition of education in that State. He says in an address very lately: 


With an inereasing ss illiteracy increases in ratio greater than the 
increased popeiasion: nd this is particularly true of this State, for every year 
we are drawing from the illiteracy of South Carolina, Georgi ppi, and 
Alabama by the introduction of colored laborers. This illiteracy among the 
masses not escaped my attention. In the address I delivered before the 
State Educational Society, at Monroe, in August, 1885, I said: 

“We will have to go beyond the common school and the university, among 
the masses of the people and educate them, first, as to the necessity for the es- 
tablishment of publie schools, the sacrifices to be made for ered purpose; and 
show that it is the best investment that the people can make—leading to econ- 
omy in peues the lessening of crime, the creation of new industries, the 
accumulation of wealth, and the decrease of taxation; an ucate them, sec- 
ondly, to the proper understanding of the rights and duties of citizenship, the 
functions of government, and the appreciation of free institutions. Iam safe in 
saying that not one-half of the voting population of Louisiana have any knowl- 
edge whatever of these subjects, yet they are eligible to the highest office in the 
iri sit as jurors, and determine questions affecting property, liberty, and 


e.” 


And further, to the same effect, I wish now to read from the report 
of the Commissioner of Education for the year last preceding, on the 
illiteracy of the South and the necessity of national aid. I will send 
this to the desk to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TEACHERS FOR COLORED SCHOOLS, 


The South also suffers particularly from the want of qualified teachers in the 

elementary schools. report to the trustees of the Slater fund, Dr. Hay- 
t, writes as follows: 

“Many of the ersinthe colored publicschoolsare pitiably incompetent— 
the statement need not be qualified by the word ‘colored,’ if we were consid- 
ering the whole case of the public schools in the Southern States. Many of 
them lack not only scholarship and training, but moral character. Asa rule, 
there is good reason to believe that they do the best they can; nota few of them 
do admirably well; some do their work so efficiently and usefully as to justify 

e belief that the colored people are capable of furnishing fit material for mak- 

g teachers of the mostapproved quality. The defects ofthese colored teachers 
are so great as to create an urgent necessity for training better ones; their ex- 
eellences and their successes are sufficient to justify the hopes of success in 
the effort, and to vindicate the judgment of those who make investments 
of money and service to give to colored students opportunity for thoroughly 
preparing themselves for the work of teaching the children of their le.” 

have before stated, the provision for training teachers continually in- 
creases, but it is far below the requirement, and only a small proportion of the 
well-trained teachers go into the rural districts, which, with their short terms, 
miserable school-houses, and utter lack of ap) liances, offer no inducement to 
competent teachers, While both races are affected by these drawbacks, it is 
the colored people whose welfare is most seriously threatened. In my judg- 
ment there is no graver problem before us than the adequate and appropriate 
training of these people, who, after years of servitude, were suddenly invested 
with the rights and duties of citizenship. They require a training specially 
adapted to their wants, a training in which the moral and industrious aptitudes 
shall receive equal attention with the intellectual. These conditions are well 
understood; the methods, the subjects of instruction, the material appliances 
og a for the development of the colored population of the South have been 
fully considered, and I am satisfied that if the means were forthcoming the 
work would go rapidly forward to satisfactory resul 
ILLITERACY IN THE SOUTH. 


The fact of steady progress in the educational system of the South has given 
rise to the belief in many quarters that the deficiency in the means of public edu- 
cation which existed in that section at the close of the civil war has been very 
nearly overcome, and that the States in question are amply able to rid them- 
selves a gpa of illiteracy, which made such an alarming showing in the 
census o! X 

On account of this erroneous impression, which some find it for their interest 
to foster, it is to be regretted that we have not from all of the Southerf States 
more recent statistjcs than those of 1880, setting forth the various conditions by 
which literacy and illiteracy are determined. In accordance with the law of 
Virginia, during the months of June and July, 1855, a census was taken in that 
State of all persons residing within the school districts between the ages.of five 
and twenty-one years. This census enables us to form the following compari- 
sons with the showings of the United States census of 1880: 

Census of 1880.—Population 10 to 20, both inclusive: White, 205,360; unable to 
write, oe percentage, 21, Colored, 160,338; unable to write, 101,320; per- 

n 


centage, 
v Census of 18855.—Population 10 to 20, both inclusive: White, 212,524; unable to 
ma ni percentage, 13. Colored, 136,975; unable to read, 55,368; percent- 
age, 40. 
Census of 1885.—Population 7 to 15 years of age: White, 189,882; unable to write, 
72,492; percentage, 38. Colored, 145,663; unable to write, 98,132; percentage, 67. 
Of the white population between 7 and 15 years of age who can not write. 
29,846, or 15.7 per cent., are between 10 and 15 years of age, and of the colored 
population, 50,705, or 34.8 per cent. The State census of 1885 does not give pre- 
cisely the same data asthe United States census, inability to write having been 
made in the former the test for persons between 7 and 15 years, and in the latter 
for those between 10 and 20. It can not, however, escape notice that the pro- 
portion of illiterates between 7 and 15 years of age in 1885 is greater than the 
porton between 10 and 20 in 1880; also thatthe numberof colored illiterates 
ween 10 and 15 years in 1885 bears to the colored population between 7 and 
iba rratio than that of the colored illiterates between 10 and 20 years of 
age to the colored es Bremer between those years in 1890. The corresponding 
comparison for the whites indicates a slightly more favorable condition in 1895, 
With respect to this census Hon, R. R. Farr, the State superintendent, says: 
“The percentage of illiteracy ofeach classand sex is given, and affordsacurious 
study, and admonishes us that it will take a steady and persistent fight to mect 
and overcome the army of illiterates which is embraced within the school pe- 
riod, to say nothing about those who are under the prescribed age, and who will 
soon require school facilities. We know of no way to generally remove the 
illiteracy of our adult population ; asa rule that will stand asa cankerin the body- 
litic, a source of much danger and of inestimable losstotheState. But there 
s every reason why the State and nation shoud remove the illiteracy from our 
young generation by furnishing ample school facilities for all the different 
classes and conditions of the present and future school population and then by 
some practicable method compel them to acquire at least the rudiments of a 
common education, The safety and progress of the State and nation demand 


this, to say nothing of humanity and religion. It is not remarkable that the 
percentage of of the colored school so is somuch greater than 
that of the white. The one is the offspring of anancestry of illiteracy, and con- 
sequently without any opportunity of home training; the other, the descend- 
ants of an intelligent and refined people, surrounded by all those home infiu- 
ences which are such potent factors in the education and elevation of a people. 
It may be safely assumed, as a rule, that all the education, be it ever so little, 
that is possessed by the colored school population has been derived from one 
class or another of public education; and when we remember that in this State 
they have only had the advantage of some fifteen years’ school facilities, their 
progress is wonderful, deserving of the highest praise, and shows eee 
that they have the capacity to acquire an education, and that all they need 
fair school facilities to enable them soon to remove the burden of their illiter- 
ss A from the body-politic.” 

tshould be remembered in this connection that V; ia is one of the most 
favored of the States included in the table before us, In density of population 
it is surpassed by two of those States only,in the amount of taxable property 
by four,and in the amount of school income by two. The school sern has 
been administered by superintendents of great energy, and the teaching force 
includes an unusually large proportion of qualified teachers, from all of which 
it may be inferred that Virginia is making as rapid progress in the struggle 
against illiteracy as any one of the Southern States. 


Mr. BLAIR. Iam now willing to give way to a motion to proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, as I understand that is de- 
sired by many Senators. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of my friend from New Hamp- 
shire, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-two minutes spentin ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 12 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 
24, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 23d day of January, 1888. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 


John Blair Hoge, of the District of Columbia, to be attorney of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, in the place of Augustus 8. 
Worthington, whose commission expires January 23, 1888. 


FISH COMMISSIONER, 


Marshall McDonald, of the District of Columbia, to be Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries, as authorized by an act of Congress approved 
January 20, 1888. 

John W. Ross, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county of 
Washington and District of Columbia, in the place of Frank B. Conger, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1887. 

John H. Currey, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county of Da- 
vidson and State of Tennessee, in the place of Anna B. Cheatham, de- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 23, 1888. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read. 

Mr: CRISP. Mr. Speaker, it appears from the Journal as read by the 
Clerk that the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Hoge] entered a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was 
ordered. I want to say, sir, I think there is some mistake about that. 
The gentleman from West Virginia, as the Journal states, moved to re- 
consider the yote by which the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. LyMAN] was rejected. The Chair atthe moment permitted 
him to do so, but subsequently, upon reflection, stated that the motion 
would not then be inorder. Watching, as I think vigilantly, the pro- 
ceedings, I failed to hear any motion upon the part of the gentleman 
from West Virginia that the vote ordering the previous question should 
be reconsidered. 

The only purpose I have in making this statement is that I should 
have objected to such a motion if made. Gentlemen here around me 
did not hear the motion, and the first knowledge I had that sucha 
motion was submitted, or was admitted, was on reading the REcoRD 
of yesterday morning, and gentlemen will see upon an examination 
what it contains. I say the only object I have in calling attention to 
it is, that I can not be deprived of the privilege of objecting to the 
motion to reconsider that vote on the ground that the execution of 
the order of the House, in ordering the previous question, had been 
partly carried out, and that therefore, under well-established -rules, it 
could not be reconsidered. 

I will not make a question on the Journal if the Chair understands 
the rale as I do, that the mere entering of the motion to reconsider 
would not preclude any point of order being made upon it whenever it 
is sought to be acted upon. I do not want, of course, to get up any 
issue about the Journal, and I merely call attention to the point. 
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If it ‘is true that the point of order may be made upon the motion to 
reconsider whenever it is proposed to call it up, I have no objection to 
the Journal standing as it is, although, according to my recollection 
and the recollection of gentlemen sitting around me, it is not correct. 

Mr. REED. Either the motion was entered or it was not. 

Mr. CRISP. In my opinion, and in that I think I am sustained by 
brother members and the clerks at the desk, it was not entered. 

Mr. REED. How did it get into the Journal? 

Mr. CRISP. That I can not answer. 

Mr. REED. Is it on account of our haying a new Journal Clerk? 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not know. 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The Chair will state its recollection 
to be in conformity with the Journal, The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia can state whether he made the motion or not. 

Mr. HOGG. I wish to say that when the House convened on Sat- 
urday morning I asked the question which the RECORD discloses, 
whether it would be in order, pending the call of the yeas and nays, 
to move to reconsider the vote whereby the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Iowa was rejected. The Chair answered that it would be in 
order to submit the motion, but that the consideration of it would be 
deferred until the yeas and nays had been disposed of. That motion 
was entered as a matter of record, not for consideration at the time the 
motion was made, but for future consideration and to reserve the rights 
of those who desired action upon that motion. 

Now, the yeas and nays were called, and upon the announcement of 
the vote it was disclosed that there was not a quorum voting upon the 
question of adopting the resolution reported by the Committee on Elec- 
tions. Then I niade a motion to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered upon the question of agreeing to the resolutions, 
and the gentleman from Georgia hearing the motion said: 

Pending that motion— 

Recognizing the one I had just made— 

Imove that the House do now adjourn, r 

And pending the consideration of the motion which I had made the 
House did adjourn. That is in conformity with the Recorp. The 
RECORD discloses the true course of the procedure in that matter. 

Mr. CRISP. It is apparent from the statement now made by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Hoce] that the Journal is wrong. 
That gentleman now states that he made a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered. The Journal states that 
he made a motion to reconsider the vote by which the previous question 
was ordered. Therefore it is apparent the Journal is not correct. 

Now as to the statement of the RECORD, I know that to be incorrect 
where it states that the gentleman from Georgia said: 

Pending that motion I move that the House do now adjourn. 

I had intended to call attention to that, and have sought the notes of 
the reporter for that purpose. I did not say ‘‘ pending the motion,” 
because I had no knowledge of any such motion; nor had the gentle- 
men around me, or the clerks at the desk. 

But what I wanted to emphasize is that the statement of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia shows that the Journal is wrong. It shows 
that he entered the motion to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; whereas he now states he made a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

And farther, I insist that no motion that is made or entered by any 
member of this House can be considered as a pending motion unless it 
is acknowledged and stated by the Chair. The mere fact that a gentle- 
man rises and says ‘‘I move so and so,” without the Chair entertain- 
ing and stating it to the House, amounts to nothing; such a motion is 
a nullity. The only way whereby a motion can be considered as pend- 
ing is where the Chair states, in accordance with the rules, that the gen- 
tleman from so and so makes such a motion; and in the absence of such 

a statement the mere remark of a gentleman on the floor that he makes 
sucha motionis not, in the contemplation of parliamentary law, mak- 
ingamotion. It is not accepted; it is not received; it is not before the 
House. How often do we see a gentleman rise here and there and 
make a motion, which the Chair does not at the time entertain; and 
in such a case it can in no sense be construed as a motion pending be- 
fore the House. According to the rule the Chair must state the motions 
that are made before they can be accepted by the House. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the Journal is incorrect in the 
particular that I have referred to. 

Mr. HOGG. I have before me in the RECORD the exact language of 
the Chair, after the motion I made to reconsider the vote by which the 
substitute had been rejected had been entered on the Journal. And 
there seems to be some misapprehension as to the motive which actu- 
ated that motion. It seemed to be thought it was made for immediate 
consideration, which I knew was not in order pending the vote upon 
the original resolutions reported from the committee under the call of 
the yeas and nays. Therefore the Chair, realizing that fact, under- 
standing what I proposed by my original motion, used this language: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Hoce] 
made the googie as the Chair understood, to reconsider the vote by which the 


substitute was rejected. That motion will not be in order until the vote on or- 
dering the previous question has been reconsidered. 


In order, therefore, to make myself distinctly understood I replied, 
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“Then I make that motion;’’ not repeating the language, but follow- 
ing up the language used by the Chair. Both those expressions must 
be taken together in order to convey the intention of the mover. 

Mr. CRISP. Is that the way in which the gentleman stated the 
motion a few moments ago? 

-Mr. HOGG. Itis precisely the way in which I intended to do it. 

Mr. CRISP. Perhaps the gentleman had his intention on Saturday, 
but did not carry it out. Certainly I never heard it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand the 
gentleman from Georgia to make a motion to correct the RECORD? 

Mr. CRISP. I merely call the attention of the Chair to what I 
think is an incorrect statement in the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state for the guidance 
of the House hereafter that a motion to reconsider is of the highest 
privilege and can be entered at any time even pending a motion to ad- 
journ. It has been ordered to be entered pending the consideration of 
a conference report. It has been so ruled every time from Speaker 
Stevenson down, and by various Speakerssince. It has been ruled that 
a motion to reconsider having only two days in which to be entered 
shall be entered whenever the member can obtain the floor for that pur- 
pose. But all rights as to points of order and as to the consideration of 
the motion, whether it isa valid motion or not, are of course reserved; 
and when the motion comes up in its order all points of order are re- 
served for the action of the Chair. 

The RECORD is accurate according to the recollection of the Chair. 
The gentleman from West Virginia first made a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the substitute wasrejected. Afterward, upon a sug- 
gestion of the Chair, he modified his original proposition so as to make 
it a motion to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was 
ordered, the previous question operating on both the substitute and the 
original resolution, and being partly executed. So that the RECORD is 
absolutely correct in recording both these motions, the motion to re- 
consider the order for the previous question having been substituted by 
the gentleman from West Virginia for his prior motion. When these 
motions come up, if they should ever come up in order, the gentleman 
from Georgia or any other gentleman will be recognized to make the 
point of order as to the propriety or validity of the motions. If there 
be no objection, the Journal of Saturday last will be approved. The 
Chair hears no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
I call for the regular order. 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BRUMM. I rise toa question of privilege. I have read in the 
Washington Post of yesterday what purports to be an interview be- 
tween a reporter of that paper and the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Elections [Mr. Crisp]. I presume that gentleman has read 
this interview, and I take it for granted that what purports to have 
been said by him was actually said. I also find in that paper an edi- 
torial making certain charges. I shall ask the Clerk to read the inter- 
view and the editorial, and then I wish to say something upon this 
subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Isubmit that the gentleman from Pennsylvya- 
nia [Mr. BRUMM] has not stated any question of privilege, and before 
any extract from a newspaper has been read he ought to make such a 
statement. = 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not yet determine 
whether this is a question of privilege or not, under the rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I submit that the Chair ought to be able 
to determine that from the statement of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, not from any extract which may be read from any newspaper. 

Mr. BRUMM. IfI didnotso state hefore, I state now that both arti- 
cles I wish to have read reflect upon the personal character of a very 
large minority in this House in their representative capacity. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I submit to the Chair whether the gentleman 
has stated a question of privilege. $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have read the rule as 
to questions of privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ruiz IX. 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 
Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their representative 


capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions 
to fix the day to which the House shali adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess, 


TheSPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania states, 
that he rises to a question of privilege affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, or affecting the rights, reputation, or conduct of members 
individually in their representative capacity. The Chair understood 
the gentleman to make that statement. 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir. 

es TOWNSHEND. I did not understand the gentleman at first as 
I do now. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 


Mr. CRISP. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


THE REPUBLICAN TACTICS—WHAT JUDGE CRISP THINKS OF THE OPPOSITION IN 
THE HOUSE—A DENIAL FROM MR, CARLISLE OF THE PUBLISHED REPORT THAT 
HE WOULD ASK TO HAVE THE CONTEST REOPENED. 

* How do you account for the opposition of the Republicans to voting on the 
Thobe-Carlisle case?” asked a Post reporter last night of Judge Crisp, chair- 
man of the House Elections Committee. 

“Their action in that regard is inexplicable to me,” responded Judge Crisp, 
“ unless it is based besa | upon a desire to make some political capital among 
people who do not or will not consider the facts in the case. Mr, Thobe has 

n afforded two opportunities to submit his proofs, first,in Kentucky last 

February, and second, before the Committee on Elections on the 6th of this 

month, The evidence presented to the committee consists of certain affidavits, 

all that he asked to file. After they were filed Mr. CARLISLE was allowed one 
week in which to file affidavits in denial of Mr. Thobe’s. He was not per- 
mitted to make any new countercharges, and filed affidavits directly in. re- 
buttal of those.filed by Mr. Thobe. After the affidavits of Mr. CARLISLE were 
filed, Mr. Sypher, the counsel of Mr. Thobe, was permitted to argue the case 
before the committee. He asked no further time. The case was then closed by 
consent of both Mr. Thobe and Mr. CARLISLE. The committee considered and 
pang upon it. Nine Democrats and two Republicans, Messrs. ROWELL and 

P. united in the majority report. The other members of the committee, 
although filing a minority report, concede that the case made by the affidavits 
of Mr. Thobe was completely rebutted by the affidavits filed by Mr. CARLISLE. 

They so state in their report, The House is asked to reopen the case when the 

whole committee agree that there is no evidence before them or in the record 

which would in any degree impeach the fairness of the election.” 

* Is there say precedent for opening this case ? ” asked the io yn 

“No; there is no precedent for such action. Thes h of Mr. Thobe in the 
House fails to show any new matter of complaint. The charges he makes are 
vague and general, and the names of no witnesses by whom he proposes to 
prove anything are cited, I believe, in the langu of Mr. COOPER, ‘there 
ought to be a period in the term of a member of the House when he can be re- 
lieved from the menace of a hi, tia contest—when he may be conscious that 
the time has ela; for the challenging of his right to be here.’ I do not be- 
lieve that the House has any right to reopen a contest that has begun under 
the statute unless the whole evidence presented to it is such as. to make it at 
least reasonably probable that the contestant can establish his right to the seat, 
The very able arguments of Mr, Cooper and Mr. ROWELL, leading Republi- 
cans, members of the Committee on Elections, gentlemen who are thoroughly 
familiar with the whole evidence in the case, ought to satisfy any reasonable 
man that there is absolutely no merit in the contest of Mr. Thobe. If there is 
any doubt of this in the mind of any member of the House, it must arise from 
the fact that he has not carefully considered the evidence in the case.” 

“OW! the position of the Republican members who are acting with the 
majority?” asked the reporter. 

“I can not answer you better,” replied Judge Crisp, "than by quoting from 
Mr, RowWELU’s speech: 

“«The only question to be met in the affidavits of the contestant or the per- 
sonal knowledge of any witness is the question of the forgeries of the returns 
of the precincts of Carroll County. Everything else is so much bosh. Every 
other allegation of personal knowledge is the allegation of immaterial fact; and 
we, by opening this case, shall be establishing as a precedent that anybody who 
has been a candidate for Congress may neglect to proceed according to the stat- 
utes, and when Congress assembles come in and file his affidavit that he believes 
certain things may be proven, and then that we must send out committees to 
investigate that question. Then there is an end of contest under the statutes, 
and an end of security for any member who recei a certificate and comes 
here.’ And that gre the position of the whole Democratic party in the House. 
Even if the case should be opened so as to give Mr. Thobe a third opportunity 
to be heard, and the committees should find against him, what assurance have 
we that he would not again ask for a hearing on the plea that justice had not 
been done him? Most men who have a case in court or before a legislative 
pony Bave to be satisfied with an opportunity once to present their case. Mr. 
Thobe has twice been accorded this privile; 
have any cause for complaint at the House refusing him a third hearing. 

“If the House should reopen the case it would, I think, establish a dangerous 

recedent which would return to torment us, No member would feel secure 
his seat. Every defeated candidate would be encouraged to contest the seat 
or his sina opponent, and much useless expense would be entailed upon 

e people. 

Speaker CARLISLE last night authorized a Post reporter to publish an absolute 
denial of the rumor that he intended to ask the House to do what Mr. Thobe 
desires, own words were, “I have not contemplated such a step. The 
House must take its own course in the case without dictation or attempted dic- 
tation from me,” 


Mr. DIBBLE. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Without going into the question whether the article 
just read affects the rights of individual members or their reputation 
or conduct in their representative capacity, I submit that this is not a 
question of privilege of the order which affects the rights of the House 
collectively; that at most it affects only the rights, reputation, and con- 
duct of members individually—as stated by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, a large minority of members, but still not the House asa whole, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my point of order is, that there is now pending 
before this House a question of high privilege, affecting the right of a 
member to his seat, and that until this question is settled the House 
can not take up and settle, contrary to objection, a question of no 
higher privilege than the one pending. The regular order has been 
demanded, and the question of privilege to the decision of which the 
House is now about to proceed is certainly of as high dignity as that 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes to submit, and must 
be decided before the other can be in order. 


Mr, BRUMM. Mr. Speaker—— 
pec SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to decide the point 
of order. 


Mr. DIBBLE. The rule covering this point is Rule IX. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read Rule IX. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


i pees of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 

collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the 

sights, sepeetaty, and conduct of members in: ividually in their representative 
pacity only, 


Mr. BURROWS. May I call the attention of the Chair to a passage 


„and neither he nor his friends. 


in the Digest commenting upon the rule just read? It ison page 457, 
and I ask that it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


It has, however, become the well-settled practice, when a member rises to a 
Ss yor of privilege” based upon a Reageke yan gor publication, for the Chair to 
hold that such publication must assail or reflect upon the member in his repre- 
sentative or official capacity; that is, connecting him with alleged corrupt or 
improper influences as to pending or proposed legislation. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was about to have that por- 
tion of the rule or of the Digest read, when the gentleman from Michi- 
gan rose. Now, the Chair does not see from the reading of the extract 
from a newspaper—— i 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I was simply going to state before the 
Chair ruled— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggested to the gentleman 
on Pennsylvania, if he had anything to say, the Chair would hear 

uim, 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to say whether the point 
of order would have been well taken or not is not material. At that 
time I assumed probably the point of order may have been in order at 
the proper time, but notat this time. The Chair having permitted me 
to make my statement and having allowed to be read the article I com- 
plain of, the matter is now before the House. This privileged ques- 
tion, therefore, being in order, having been recognized by the Chair, it 
is now too late to raise the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that he listened 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to hear his statement and to hear 
the extract read, but did not allow the gentleman to raise the question 
of privilege. The Chair was about to have read that extract which the 
gentleman from Michigan had read, which, if it means anything, means 
the connection of a member with improper things pending proposed 
legislation. The Chair does not see that this does connect members in 
that way—in that gross way suggested by the rule. 

Beside, the Chair is ready to rule that when a question of privilege 
of this kind is raised in the presence of another question of privilege 
of the highest order, going to the organization of this. body in an effect- 
ive way, it will not receive any other question of privilege until the 
pending one is disposed of. The Chair therefore overrules the point of 
order of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRUMM. Only oneof thearticleswasread. [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 
lar order!” ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear what the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has to say. 

g BRUMM. The Chair will hear me. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BRUMM. One article was read, but the other article has not 
been read. The Chair has made up his mind on one article only. I 
call the Chair’s attention to the point where it is stated we voted for 
political purposes, impugning the motives that we had—that we had 
not examined the question—which, in my judgment, is a direct charge 
of corruption against those who voted to investigate this case. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is this debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sees no reason to change his 
ruling. The r order is demanded. 

Mr. BRUMM. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I will withdraw the appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution of the majority of the committee, a quorum not 
having appeared on the last vote, and the roll will be again called. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 164, nays 7, not voting 152; as follows: 


YEAS-104, 
Abbott, Cobb, Hail, Matson, 
Allen, J. M. Collins, Hare, McAdoo, 
Anderson, O. L, Compton, Hatch, McCreary, 
Anderson, G. A. Cooper, Hayes, McKenna, 
Bacon, Cothran, Heard, McKinney, 
Bankhead, Cox, Hemphill, MeMillin, 
Barnes, Crain, Henderson, J. S. McRae, 
Barry, Crisp, Herbert, McShane, 
Bi Culberson, Hogg, Merriman, 
BJanchard, Dargan, Holman, Mills, 
Bland, Davenport, Hooker, Montgomery, 
Bliss, Davidson, A. ©. Howard, Moore, 
Blount, Davidson, R.H.M. Hudd, Morgan, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Dibble, Hutton, Morse, 
Breckinridge, WOP Dockery, Johnston, T, D. Neal, 
Bryce, Dougherty, Jones, Newton, 
Buckalew, Dunn, Kilgore, Norwood, 
Burnes, Elliott, Laffoon, Oates, 
Burnett, Enloe, Lagan, O'Ferrall 
Bynum, Ermentrout, Landes, O'Neall, J. i 
Campbell, Felix Fisher, ane, O'Neill, J.J. 
Campbell, J. E, Ford, Lanham, Outhwaite, 
Campbell, T. J. Forney, Latham, Peel, 
Candler, French, Lawler, erry, 
Cannon, Gay, Lee, Phelan, 
Carleton, Gibson, Lynch, Pidcock, 
Caruth, Glass, Macdonald, Post, 
Catchings, lover, Mahoney, Randall, 
Chipman, ranger, Maish, Rayner, 
Clardy, Greenman, Mansur, Rice, 
Clements, Grimes, Martin, Richardson, 
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Robertson, Shively, Stone,of Mo, Washington, 
Rogers, Simmons, ‘Tarsney, er, 
Rowell, Snyder, bee, Whiting, J. R. 
Rowland, ger, Thompson, T, L. 
Russell, J. E. ecker, Wilkins, 
Rusk, e, Townshend, 
Sayers, Stewart, Charles Tracey, Wilson, 
Scott, Stewart, J. D. Turner, H.G. Wilson, W. L. 
Seney, Stockdale, Vance, Wise, 
Shaw, Stone, of Ky. Walker, Yoder. 
NAYS—7. 
Baker, Jehu Buchanan, Hovey, Laidlaw. 
Brewer, Cheadle, Kerr, 
NOT VOTING—152. 
Adams, Davis, Kean, Reed, 
co gee meee: eee 
N ngley, ennedy, ei 
Anderson, A. rsey, Ketcham, Russell, C. A. 
Anderson, J. A. La Follette, Ryan, 
Arnold, Farquhar, S Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Felton, Lehibach, ie 
Baker, O. S. Finley, Lind, Sherman, 
on ba Fitch, Lodge, 
Belo: at, wea Temes Sol la, 
: ni ‘oran, § no! 
Bin; A Fuller, - Matfett, Spooner, 
Boothman, Funston, Mason, p 
Bound, Gaines, McClammy, Stewart, J. 
Boutelle, Gallinger, McComas, ble, 
Bowden, Gear, McCormick, es, 
Bowen, 5 McCullogh, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Brower, Gof, McKinley, Taylor, J.D. 
Browne, T. H.B. Grosvenor, Milliken, ‘Thomas, G. 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Moit Thomas, J. R. 
Brown, C. E. Guenther, Morrill, Thomas, O. B. 
Brown, J. Harmer, Morrow, ‘Thompson, A. C. 
Brumm, Haugen, Nelson, s E.J. 
Bunnell, Hayden, Nichols, Vandever, 
Burrows, Henderson, D. B. Nutting, ade, 
Butler, Henderson, T.J. O’ nell, Warner, 
Butterworth, Hermann, O'Neill, Charles Weaver, 
Caswell, Hiestand, Osborne, Weber, 
Clark, Hires, Owen, West, 
Hitt, Parker, White, J. B. 
Cogswell, Holmes, Patton, White, 8. V, 
Conger, Hopkins, A. J. Payson, Whiting, William 
Cowles, Hopkins, S, I. Penington, Wi 5 
Crouse, Hopkins, S.T. Perkins, Wilber, 
Cummings, Houk, Wi 
Cutcheon, Hunter, Phelps, Woodburn, 
Dalzell, Jackson, Plumb, Yardley, 
Darlington, Johnson, J. T. Pugsley, Yost. 


So the resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam paired with my colleague [ Mr. Frrca], with 
the quorum proviso. As my vote is not necessary to make a quorum 
I withdraw it. > 

Mr.SOWDEN. Iam paired with Mr. DARLINGTON. Ivoted ‘‘aye’’ 
upon this question, our pair containing a reservation that it should not 
break a quorum. I understand there is a quoram without my vote. 
Hence I withdraw it, and I want this statement to go on record. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will go on record. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would ask if there is a quorum without my 
vote? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. A-quorum has voted, and the Clerk 
will announce the pairs, if any. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, until further notice. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. PENINGTON, on all political questions 
until the 28th instant. 

Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr. NicHOLs, on the contested-election case. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions were 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, in writing, was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The message also announced the approval of the following bill: 

An act (H. R. 3318) relating to permissible marks, printing or writ- 
ing, upon second, third, and fourth class mail matter, and to amend the 
twenty-second and twenty-third sections of the act entitled ‘‘An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes.” 

CORRECTION OF THE RECORD. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a correction of the REC- 
ORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. In the RECORD of the 2ist of January, in the report 
of the speech of Mr. Thobe, the contestant for a seat on this floor, I 
find there is a reflection upon the character of the Committee on Elec- 
tions and upon the action of the committee, which reflection was not 

. uttered by him in his speech on this floor, but was incorporated after- 
wards in the revision of his And I wish to state that it was 
not only no partof his remarks upon the floor, but it goes to the dis- 
credit of this lication, which ought to be a correct record of the 
proceedings of Congress, that such an insertion should be permitted to 


stand. It is an abuse of the privileges of this body, and I call the at- 
tention of the House to it. ; 

I ask the Clerk to read that portion of his speech from the RECORD 
to which I have referred. It is the part immediately following the 
reading of the memorial to which he alludes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, I submitted that statem hich been 
the Committes egy Elections, DANAA n Siotoartell ena ot i 
me by the chairman, with the following letter : 

“ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, U. S., 
“ Washington, D. C., January 18, 1888. 

“Sre: The chairman of the committee received inelosed affidavit yesterday. 
To-day he submitted it to the committee, and was directed to return it to you 
ht ig nao that so far as this committee is concerned the case referred to 


“Very respectfully, 


“J. H. Sypuer, Esq.” 

Here, then, is a flat and indignant refusal of the committee to eyen hear me; 
and they indecently rushed the report through the committee and submitted it 
to the House before I could reach the Capitol. If I was a criminal char with 
a heinous crime I could not have been treated with less respect to my rights as 
a citizen by this partisan committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Isimply desire to say that Mr. Thobe did not 
use any such language. and the language he did use contained no such 
reflection upon a committee of this House. The Official Reporter, I 
understand, says the same thing; that it was incorporated in the re- 
vision. 

This alleged letter of Mr. Crisp was not read in the hearing of the 
House; and I want to say further: Iam informed that, not being a 
member of the House, Mr. Thobe had no right to revise his remarks in” 
that manner, by interpolating language that was not uttered on the 
floor. And furthermore, I wish to say that it is an abuse that mem- 
bers of the House should incorporate in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
language that has not been uttered upon the floor; and I shall protest 
against it as often as it occurs, for this RECORD has gone tothe country 
time and again, not as a faithful and accurate record of the proceedings 
and business of this House, but has been a living lie upon those pro- 
ceedings. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”] 

Mr. HOGG. Iwould like to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Elections a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded, 
which is the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills. 


ACCEPTANCE OF PORTRAITS OF EX-SPEAKERS. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a resolution and ask 
its reference to the Committee on Printing. I understand it to bea 
privileged resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I object to that part of the RECORD 
which I have caused to be read, and desire to supplement that objec- 
tion with the motion to strike it out and substitute what actually took 


“CHARLES F, CRISP. 


place. 
The SPEAKER tempore. The regular order has been demanded. 
Mr. ENLOE. But this is a question of privilege to have the RECORD 
corrected. 


Mr. JONES. Iwish to submita privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thereisa privileged matter now pend- 
ing, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Resolved by the House resentatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
posie ino ETAR of it addresses delivered earn i 0 5 Med epresentaiven, 
TE MMi a R 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I think I am entitled as a matter of 
privilege to have the motion submitted. 
The SPEAKER pro . Another matter of privil 
ing, however. The gentleman from Alabama states that 


that purpose. A 
OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE WILLAMETTE. 
Mr. JONES. I am instructed by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors to report back the resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Wheres the Willamette River, in Oregon, one of the largest navigable and 


is pend- 
e rises for 


shipping rivers of the Pacific by repeated freshets has so far become des 
flect its original channel near the city of Corvallis and by its destruction 
of the as now to the near prevention of navigation at 


y to threaten i 
this point and the abandonment of Corvallis as a shipping mart unless timely 
aid be rendered; and 

Whereas five sand-bars have formed in said river between Corvallis and Ore- 
gon City and are now formidable impediments to navigation, and urgent neces- 
sity exists for immediate improvement: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to inform this House what 
special action, if any, has been undertaken by the Government, or what is 
deemed ially eg A to remedy the imminent dangers to said navigation 
and commerce on the Willamette River in Oregon. f 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred the foregoing 
resolution of uiry, introduced by Mr. HERMANN, having had the same under 


considerations, leave to report it favorably to the House, and recommend 
its adoption. 
The resolution was agreed to. ` F 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] rises to a question of privilege. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the motion to strike from the RECORD that 
portion of it which has been read, and to direct the Official Reporter 
of the House to insertin place of it the exact language which was used 
by Mr. Thobe in his speech. - 

I have no objection to Mr. Thobe’s coming into the center of the 
Democratic side of the House and posing there as a representative of 
workingmen, while he was receiving notes and suggestions from gen- 
tlemen on the other side; but I object to their revising his speech and 
putting into it what was not submitted inthis House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] asks that certain remarks attributed in the RECORD to Mr. 
‘Thobe be stricken out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Task that those remarks may be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They have been read already. But if 
there be no objection, they may be read again. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The only question to consider is whether the 
gentleman, Mr. Thobe, said what is alleged in the RECORD to haye been 
said. If it is the fact that he did not use those words, that fact ought 
to appear. As I understand the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, it merely undertakes to strike out certain words that appear in 
the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is to strike out the words 
alleged to have been uttered by Mr. Thobe, and to insert the words 
which the reporter states were actually spoken. The Clerk will now 
read what appear in the RECORD as the remarks of Mr. Thobe and 
which the gentleman from Tennessee pro to strike ont. : 

The remarks attributed to Mr. Thobe were again read. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it nec- 
essary to have a motion to correct the RECORD? Is it not the right 
and privilege of a member to have the RECORD corrected in accordance 
with the notes of the reporter? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the reporter 
could only make a correction by the order of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then I demand the previous question on the motion 
I have submitted. 

Mr. REED. I think we might have the poor privilege of having 
this matter properly understood. : 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. J desire to make a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
= The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If Mr. Thobe did not say what ap- 
in the RECORD and the reporter states he did not use those words, 
. I wish to know how the language attributed to him got into the REC- 
ORD? Z 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not answer thatquestion. 

Mr. ENLOE. It got intothe RECORD as many other things get into 
it. I can answer the gentleman’s question, because I asked the Official 
Reporter how it got there, and he informed me that it was because the 
remarks were withheld for revision, and after he turned them over to 
the Government Printer these remarks were inserted. 

A MEMBER. That is customary. 

Mr. ENLOE. It isa bad custom. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If itis abad custom, it would be better to abolish 
the custom, and not make this an exception to the rule. 

Mr. JACKSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
question. Is not the letter which is published in the RECORD, purport- 
ing to be from the chairman of the Committee on Elections, a correct 
copy of one which was addressed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Elections to Mr. Thobe’s counsel? 

Mr. ENLOE. It may be; but Mr. Thobe did not read that letter in 
his remarks upon the floor. 

Mr. JACKSON. Did he not refer to it in his remarks? 

Mr. ENLOE. That is what I want to know. I want that the re- 
porter shall furnish the language that he actually did use. Linsist on 
the previous question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is it that is proposed to be stricken out? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to ask whether the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is intended to abolish the custom of permitting re- 
marks made upon the floor to be revised for publication in the RECORD, 

-or does he propose merely to deprive the contestant in this instance ot 
a right which has been conceded to all the members of this House? 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman insist that Mr. Thobe is a mem- 
ber of this House? y 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. RYAN. He has the same rights in this respect as a member of 
the House. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. He was granted the privilege of the floor to make 
certain remarks. 

Mr: RYAN. And ought to be treated with the same consideration 


and to have the same privileges in that respect as are accorded to mem- 
bers on the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not, the previous question having 
been called. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘Then I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to say—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. On what is the previous question demanded? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is demanded on 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee far. ENLOE]. 

Mr. RYAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I suggest that the notes of the reporter be pro- 
duced. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is it in order pending the demand for the pre- 
vious question to have the reporter’s notes read? 

Mr. SOWDEN. I rise to a question of érder. In the confusion 
which prevails in the Hall it is impossible to hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to state that the object of my motion has 
been accomplished by calling attention to this matter and I do not insist 
on the motion for the previous question. [Cries of “Regular order!” ] 

Mr. BRUMM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ENLOE. I withdraw my motion, and in doing so desire to 
emphasize my remarks against the practice I have criticised. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday, the regular order 
is the call of the States and Territories for bills and resolutions. Upon 
this call joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials from Stateand 
Territorial Legislatures are in order; also resolutions of inquiry ad- 
dressed to heads of Departments. 

UNITED STATES BONDED DEBT. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 5603) to refund the bonded 
debt of the United States at 2} per cent. interest, to reduce taxation 
upon circulating bank-note currency, and to secure such currency 
against unnecessary disturbance and fluctuation by applying the na- 
tional revenues economically to payment of the national debt; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULE YIN, 
Mr. OATES also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 


ferred to the Commitee on Rules: 


Resolved, That subdivision 2 of Rule VIII be, and the same is hereby, amended, 
by adding thereto the following, to wit: ** Provided further, T! no pairs shall 
be announced or printed'in the Recorp unless the members paired have pre- 
viously been ex: by the unanimous consent of the House for the time cev- 
ered by the pair,” s 


EFFICIENCY OF SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 5604) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Signal Service; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

BALANCES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5605) to determine and settle final balances in the Treasury De- 
partment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT STOCKTON, CAL. 

Mr. BIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 5606) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building, ete., in the city of Stockton, Cal. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee'on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

THE MILITIA. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 5607) for the relief of the 
militia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

ACT FOR BENEFIT OF VARIOUS STATES, ETC. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. 5608) amend- 
atory to the act for the benefitof the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, 
Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Wash- 
ington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RODMAN GUNS FOR COLORADO. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5609) to authorize the Secretary 

of War to issue two Rodman guns to the State of Colorado; which was 
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read a first and ‘second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTIONS 2275 AND 2276, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5610) to amend sections 
2275 and 2276 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, introduced a bill (H. R. 5611) grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors in the service of the United 
States in the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
FEES AND EXPENSES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5612) 
establishing the fees and expenses of examining surgeons; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

GOODS SEIZED UNDER INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. GRANGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5613) authorizing the re- 
delivery of goods seized in certain cases of violation of the internal- 
revenue laws, upon giving bonds; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SUBMARINE CABLES. 

Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 5614) to carry into effect the 
international convention of the 14th of March, 1884, for the protection 
of submarine cables; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY, NICARAGUA. 


Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5615) to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company, of Nicaragua; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LETTER-SHEET ENVELOPES. 


Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 5616) in relation to letter-sheet 
envelopes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE, 


Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5617) to provide for the 
leasing of premises for the Washington City post-office; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
fice and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 5 


REFUNDING ACT OF 1870. ; 
Mr, PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


‘Whereas the last annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury made to this 
body shows that, acting in aceord with the views of the President, he has paid 
out of the revenues collected from imposts the sum of $2,852,015.88 in premiums 
to holders of Government bonds, assuming that in no other way under existing 
laws can the requirements of the sinking fund be met; and 

Whereas by the terms of the refunding act passed July 14,1870,as shown b 
the record of the final vote thereon, all of the bonds called 4 per cents, of which 
there is now outstanding the sum of $736,561,950, are payable at the pleasure of 
the United States for thirty years from the date oftheir issue—a provision which, 
if understood and acted upon in accordance with the manifest wording and in- 
tention, makes possible not only the payment of the said bonds as fast as any 
surplus available for such purpose may accumulate in the Treasury, but also the 
refunding of the same ata rate of interest that would save to the tax-payers more 
than $200,000,000; and 

Whereas the said refunding act has as it ig poked without due authority been 
so altered and published in the Statutes at Large, as to read *‘ payable at the 
pleasure of the United States after thirty years” instead of “for thirty years,” 
as voted, thus entirely subverting the manifest meaning of the provision of said 
act, which provides for the redemption of the bonds named: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States in Congress 
assembled, That a committee of five members of this House be appointed by the 
Speaker whose duty it shall be tomake acareful examination of all the facts re- 
lating to the passage, en, ent, and enrollment of the funding act, so called, 
and all acts in foree bearing upon the question of the right of the Government 
to redeem its outstanding obligations, with a view to taking such steps as may 
be required to ascertain the true state of the law on that subject, and for that 
purpose the committee have power to send for persons and papers, examine all 
records and original documents, and to obtain true copies of the same, as well 
as to administer oaths; the committee to report to this House with such recom- 
mendations as may be deemed advisable in the premises. 


Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent to occupy five minutes in 
making an explanation of the circumstances which have led to the in- 
troduction of this resolution. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. 
pending the call of the States. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has never been customary to enter- 
tain any such request during this call. The Chair, after the call is 
over, will recognize the gentleman to make the request. 

Mr. BYNUM. Task that the resolution just reported be referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


That request can not be entertained 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the reference of the resolution to the Commit- | 


tee on the Judiciary. There are some very weighty and important 


scans why it should go to that committee, as it involves questions of 


W. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Inasmuch as the resolution provides 
for the raising of a committee, the Chair is inclined to think it should 
go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. KELLEY. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, to be a question for 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr, 
PLUMB] moves the reference to the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Chair will submit that motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER CANAL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5618) to pro- 
vide for the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the first clause of Rule XV be, and is hereby, so amended that 
immediately after reading the Journal each day the Clerk si call the roll of 


members, and the names of the absentees shall be published in the RECORD 
with the other proceedings of this House. 


TAX ON SALT. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5619) to amend 
section 3022 of the Revised Statutes so as to place the tax on salt used 
in curing pork, beef, and other provisions on the same basis with salt 
used in curing fish; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5620) granting pen- 
sions to teamsters employed in the Quartermaster’s Department during 
the Mexican war; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PILOTS EMPLOYED IN LATE WAR. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5621) for the relief 
of pilots who served in the war of the late rebellion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5622) to amend sec- 
tion 536 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the 
division of the State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to provide 
for holding terms of court of the southern district at Mount Vernon; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


STATUES TO GENERALS SHIELDS AND LOGAN. 


Mr. LAWLER introduced the following joint resolution (H. Res. 85) 
making appropriation for statues of Generals Shields and Logan; which 
was read a first and second time: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of ihe United States in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of $100,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary to 
proresy carry out the proposed object of this resolution, be, and the same is 

ereby, appropriated, out of any monera in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, for the purpose of crecting in the city of Washington, in the District of 
lumbia, under direction of the Secretary of War, statues of the late General 
James Shields and the late General John A. Logan, two of the most distin- 
uished citizens, soldiers, and statesmen of the American Republic, whose un- 
Biemished careers on the battle-fields of the country and in the forum of the 
legislative branch of the Government are illustrative of patriotism and devotion 
alike of an adopted and a native-born citizen. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 3 

Mr. LAWLER. I move its reference to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. J 

So the joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPENDENT PARENTS. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (H. R. 5623) to amend the pension 
law in relation to dependent parents; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iilinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5624) to es- 
tablish two additional land offices in the State of Colorado; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

B. C. KUEHLING. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a resolution to pay B. C. Kuehling, out of 

the contingent fund of the House, a balance due him as locksmith to 
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the House of Representatives; which was referred to the Committee on 
Accounts. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 5625) to direct 
the Attorney-General of the United States to commence judicial pro- 
ceedings against the various Pacific railroad and railway companies and 
other parties; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION %67, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. LYMAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5626) to repeal 
section 967 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to enact a 
substitute therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5627) to amend the act of 
June 17, 1878, relating to invalid pensions; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. š 

PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. PETERS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 86) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit the repeal of general pen- 
sion laws affecting soldiers, sailors, or marines who served during the 
war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEAD ENTRYMEN, ETC. 


Mr. PETERS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 5628) for the relief of home- 
stead entrymen and pre-emption claimants upon the public domain; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT GARDEN CITY, KANS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5629) for the erection of 
a public building at Garden City, in the State of Kansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


RESURVEY OF CERTAIN TOWNSHIPS. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, introduced a bill g R. 5630) to resurvey 
townships 9 south, of ranges 31 and 32 west of the sixth principal me- 
ridian in Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEADING. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5631) to 
shorten the period required in homesteading public lands to three 
years; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


UNSATISFACTORY MAIL SERVICE. 


_. Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inquire into and inform 
the House of Representatives of the cause and foundation of the grievances 
complained of in the subjoined editorial taken from the Capital, a daily news- 
ps published at Topeka, Kans., under date of January 11, 1888, and also to 
os ot the House whether the almost universal complaint prevailing in the 
West inst the present unsatisfactory mail service results from the appoint- 
ment of inexperienced and incapable employés or from inadequate and insuffi- 
cient pw phe gireserg to meet the wants of the Post-Office Department and the 
needs of the people, or whether it results from other causes, and if so, what. 


[From the Capital, official State paper.] 
THE MAIL SERVICE OF KANSAS. 


Never at any time inthe history of Kansas has there been in the United States 
mail service such an utter disregard of the rights of the people as at this time. 
Notwithstanding the great increase in population, the stupid attempt on the part 
of the Administration to make a record for economy has cut down the clerical 
force ni to properly distribute the mails at large offices and in the mail 

and it is consequently too small to do the work. Tons of mail matter 
pass ugh Kansas on the trains westward that can not be disposed of by 
the force allowed by the Post-Office Department. The result is that it is carried 
past the towns where it belongs, and brought back after two or three days’ ab- 
sence in Colorado or New Mexico. It is not the fault of the railway clerks, be- 
cause the Department asks of them a task that it is not possible for them to 
form. The people of Kansas have been patient, and the press has been lenient 
over this Democratic folly. Mails going west are so heavy that men working 
so the extent of their strength, doing more than double duty, can not handle 


em. 

Appeals to the Department at Washington for adequate help to take care of 
this important public service are unheeded. The railway mail service through 
Kansas has me criminally neglected, and it is time this attempt of the 
Democratic party to make capital by a show of false economy should be brought 
to the attention of Congress. Inreply to continued appeals for the Department 
to send a man to examine the railway mail service in Kansas, a man came, and 
overlooking the tons of mail that dould not be distributed in time to be thrown 
off at the towns where it belonged, he succeeded in having two or three clerks 
fined for not having the regulation gold-lace band on their caps, and thus civil- 
ropie: j reform was indorsed and record of the party for economy main- 

ned. 


SALARIES OF HOUSE MESSENGERS. 


Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 5632) to equalize salaries 
of messengers of the House of Representatives, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIGIBILITY TO APPOINTMENT OF CONFEDERATES. 

Mr. NEWTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5633) to repeal section 1218 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and rendering eligible to 
any position in the Army of the United States any person who has 
served in any capacity in the military, naval, or civil service of the 
Confederate States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, SWAN POINT BAR, CHESAPEAKE BAY. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5634) appropriating $50,000 
for the erection of a light-house on Swan Point Bar, in the Chesapeake 
Bay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES CUSTOM-HOUSE, BALTIMORE. 

Mr. RUSK introduced a bill (H. R. 5635) to provide for the purchase 
of additional property for the use of and the alteration and improve- 
ment of the United States custom-house at Baltimore, Md., and mak- 
ing appropriation therefor; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO MEMORY OF FRANCIS SCOTT KEY. 

Mr. RUSK introduced a jointresolution (H. Res. 87) providing forthe 
erection of a monument at Patterson Park, Baltimore, Md.,in memory 
of Francis Scott Key, the author of ‘‘ The Star-Spangled Banner;’’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


TIN PLATES, TERNE PLATES, AND IRON PLATES. 

Mr. RUSK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5636) to place tin plates, 
terne plates, and iron plates coated with tin or terne on the free-list; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

: LIST OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. LONG submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Appropriations: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he hereby is, requested 
to transmit to the House of Representatives a tabulated list of all claims enu- 
merated in House Executive Documents Nos. 55 and 153, Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, second session, for which appropriations have not been made, 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. COLLINS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5637) granting 
an increase of pension to soldiers, sailors, and marines who have lost 
both hands or the use of both hands; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY, TELEGRAPH LINES. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 5638) to amend section 5263 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FIRE-PROOF WORKSHOP AT NATIONAL ARMORY. 


Mr. ROCKWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5639) for the erection of 
a fire-proof workshop at the National Armory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
INSPECTION, HULLS AND BOILERS. 


Mr. TARSNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5640) to amend section 
4414 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF OFFICERS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5641) for the relief of 
captains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steam-vessels; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EVIDENCE IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5642) to regulate evi- 
dence in certain cases in the Pension Office of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALIEN AND CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5643) to prevent the 
employment of alien and convict labor upon public buildings and other 
public works, and convict labor in the preparation and manufacture of 
materials for public buildings or other public works, and to regulate the 
manner of letting contracts therefor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5644) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
States;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 
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EXTENSION OF LAND LAWS TO ALASKA, 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 5645) to extend the gen- 
eral land laws of the United States over the Territory of Alaska, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5646) to establish the northern 
judicial district of Minnesota; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT, DULUTH HARBOR. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5647) to reimburse the 
city of Duluth, Minn., for money expended in the improvement of its 
harbor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 

Mr. RICE introduced a bill (H. R. 5648) to amend section 4414 of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to inspectors of hulls and boilers, as amended 
by section 12 of the act approved January 3, 1887; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DETAIL OF ARMY OFFICERS FOR EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5649) to amend section 1225 
of the Revised Statutes, concerning the detail of Army officers to edu- 
cational institutions, ete.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, STILLWATER, MINN. 

Mr. RICE also introdnced a bill (H. R. 5650) for the erection of a 
public building at Stillwater, Minn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

7 PIER LIGHTS, GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5651) for the construction of 
pier lights on the Great Lakes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 5652) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to apply the surplus money in the Treasury 
that may accumulate prior to June 30, 1888, to the purchase of United 
States bonds; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


INDEX SOUTHERN CLAIMS, ETC. 


Mr. WARNER introduced a concurrent resolution authorizing the 
mneng of 4,000 copies of the index of Southern claims referred to the 
Sea Claims under the Bowman act; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
GOVERNMENT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 5653) to amend section 2 of 
an act approved June 11, 1878, entitled “An act providing a perma- 
nent form of government for the District of Columbia;’’ which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


OFFICERS’ QUARTERS, ETC., FORTS ROBINSON AND NIOBRARA. 


Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5654) to provide for the com- 
letion of quarters and barracks ‘and stables at Fort Robinson and 
ort Niobrara, in the State of Nebraska; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
ALASKA COMMERCIAL COMPANY. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Mr. Speaker, believing it to relate to a matter 
of great national importance, I ask that the resolution I now send to 
the desk be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move that the further reading of that 
paper be dispensed with, and that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain that re- 
quest at this time. The gentleman from Nevada before presenting the 
resolution demanded the reading. 

Mr, WOODBURN. I will accept that suggestion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not in order at this 
time. The Chair will entertain the motion if the gentleman will call 
it up hereafter when the call of the States is concluded. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iam obliged to the Chair. 

Mr. WOODBURN. If the House allows it to go into the RECORD, I 

. shall not object to the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Nevada that the only motion in order under this call is the motion 
for reference. The gentleman has a right to demand the reading, but 
it will not thereby go into the RECORD. The mere reading of the res- 
olution does not carry it into the RECORD. The Clerk will proceed 
with the reading. ` 
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. I understand the gentleman does not 
demand the further reading. 

Mr. WOODBURN. With the understanding that it is to be printed 
in the RECORD, I shall not demand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated to the gentleman 
that that request could not be entertained at this time. 

Mr. BRUMM. May he not ask unanimous consent at any time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He cannot, according tothe rule of the 
House. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. WOODBURN (interrupting). I am willing that the further 
reading be dispensed with. I have marked the resolution for reference 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, but am in doubt whether that 
is the proper committee to which to refer it, because it asks for the ap- 
pointment of a committee to investigate the truth of alleged charges. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iask for the further reading of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution authorizing the Speaker of the House to appoint a committee of 
five to investigate the nature of the ch made by the governor of Alaska 
against the Alaska Commercial Company in his report to the Secretary of the In- 


terior, and if said company has not forfeited all rights and privileges uired 
under its lease from the United States, and if such lease ikonia: notbe arinaa; 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks, under the rules, the 
resolution should be referred to the Committee on Rules, being for the 
appointment of a special committee. Did the Chair understand the 
gentleman from Oregon to insist on the further reading of the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The resolution has been read, I understand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has only been read in 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the resolution, and 
it was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5655) in amendment of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pensions of widows and depend- 
ent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors,’ approved March 19, 
1886; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BREVET RANK. 


Mr. GALLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5656) to authorize 
the President to confer brevet rank upon officers of the Army for wounds 
or for gallant services in Indian compaigns; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HOUSE ELEVATORS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, ‘That one of the elevators in the south end of the Capitol building be 
reserved for the exclusive use of members. and officers of the House and 
clerks of the committees and the regular seid pooner of the press during the » 
time the House shall be in actual session, and fora period of ten minutes prior 
and ten minutes subsequent thereto, and that the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds designate the elevator to be so reserved and make such rules 
as will make effective this resolution. 

SPOLIATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also submitted a resolution regarding the spoli- 
ation of public lands; which was referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic 

PORT OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. BRYCE introduced a bill (H. R. 5657) relating to the anchorage 
of vessels in the port of New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 5658) to prevent obstruc- 
tions and injurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of 
New York City, and to protect all fishing and oyster beds in such wa- 
ters; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. i 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. CUMMINGS also introduced a (bill H. R. 5659) abrogating all 
treaties heretofore made and now operative between the United States 
Government and the Chinese Empire, in so far as they or any of them 
provide for, recognize, or permit the coming of Chinese to the United 
States, and in so far as they or any of them inhibit the United States 
from absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States; 
and repealing all acts of Congress in so far as they or any of them 
recognize or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States; and 
absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States, ex- 
cepting only diplomatic, consular, and other officers, and prohibiting 
the landing of any Chinese therein, excepting only such diplomatic and 
other officers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PHOTOGRAPHIC PAPER. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 5660) to regu- 
late the admission of photographic paper; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
SHEEP-DIPPING POWDERS. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5661) to 
exempt sheep-di powders from customs duties; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5662) to 
ga pensions for service in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the 

nited States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TWENTY-FIRST NEW YORK CAVALRY. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5663) for 
the relief of the surviving members of the Twenty-first Regiment New 
York Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE CLERKS. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 5664) for the classification of 
clerks in first-class post-offices, and for fixing salaries of the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTION OF FOREIGN STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. 5665) to amend section 4400 
ofthe Revised Statutes of the United States, as to the inspection of for- 
eign steam-vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 905, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. 5666) amending section 905 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE HUDSON. 

Mr. MAHONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5667) authorizing the re- 
moval of certain obstructions in the Hudson River opposite Poughkeep- 
sie, in the State of New York; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


INCLOSING FORT JOHNSON, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. ROWLAND introdaced a bill (H. R. 5668) to provide for in- 
Papen | the Government reservation at Fort Johnson, at Southport, N. 
C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHARLOTTE, N. C. 

Mr. ROWLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 5669) to provide for 
the erection of a publie building at Charlotte, N. C.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


REVENUE-CUTTER, NEW BERNE, N. C. 
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and providing for pensions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers 
and sailors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PIQUA, OHIO. 

Mr. WILLIAMS introduced a bill (H. R. 5675) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Piqua, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings, and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 5676) to amend 
“An act to designate, classify, and fix the salaries of persons in the rail- 
way mail service,” approved July 31, 1882; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ISLAND IN THE GREAT MIAMI. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5677) to re- 
linquish the title of the United States to an island in the Great Miami 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION LEGISLATION. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5678) amend- 
atory of and supplementary to ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors of the Mexican war, and for other p » approved January 
29, 1887; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

* Mr. HERMANN introduced a bill (H. R. 5679) abrogating all treaties 
heretofore made and now operative between the United States Govern- . 
ment and the Chinese Empire in so far as they, or any of them, pro- 
vide for, recognize, or permit the coming of Chinese to the United 
States, and in so far as they or any of them inhibit the Uni tates 
from absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States; 
and repealing all acts of Congress in so far as they, or any of them, 
recognize or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States; and 
absolutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese to the United States, ex- 
cepting only diplomatic, consular, and other officers, and prohibiting 
the landing of any Chinese therein, excepting only such diplomatic or 
other officers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION AT CAPE PERPETUA. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5680) making an appro- 
priation for the establishment of a life-saving station and providing for 
a life-saving crew at Cape Perpetua, in the State of Oregon; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. ~ 

HERDING ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. HERMANN also presented a memorial of the ture of 
Oregon, for legislation prohibiting aliens from using the public domain 
for herding purposes; which was referred to the Committee on the Pub- 


Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (H. R. 5670) for the construction of HTa 


a revenue-cutter for New Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter 
Stevens; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS BANK, 


Mr. SIMMONS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5671) to reimburse the 
depositors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses 
incurred by the failure of said company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SILVER COINS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SIMMONS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5672) to prescribe the 
weight of standard silver for certain coins of the United States, to en- 
large the legal-tender character of the half-dollar, and to ‘permit the 
issue of silver certificates upon deposits of the same; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

VALIDATION OF PATENTS. 

Mr. E. B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5673) to give validity 
to certain patents for inventions which were irregularly executed ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


THE FISHERIES CONTROVERSY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH offered a resolution expressive of the senseof 
the House in regard to the adjustment of the differences between the 
United States and Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada in the 
matter of the fisheries; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5674 ing pensio: 

to ex-soldiers who are incapacitated for ime Pr ake rs sree labor, 


SURVEY OF BAY OF TILLAMOOK. 


Mr. HERMANN also presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Oregon for the survey of the bay and bar of Tillamook, in the State of 
Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

MONONGAHELA NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. DALZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 5681) to provide for the pur- 
chase or condemnation of the entire property and appurtenances of the 
Monongahela Navigation Company, a corporation of Pennsylvania; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. PERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 5682) to provide distinct dis- 
trict attorneys, marshals, and clerks for the eastern and western judi- 
cial districts of the State of South Carolina, and to te the terms 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States for said districts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5683) to au- 
thorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to complete a con- 
tract for the sale of certain real estate to Job Barnard; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5684) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and 
Georgetown Railroad Company,” approved May 17, 1862, and acts 
amendatory thereto; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to me Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
prin 
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UNITED STATES COURTS IN TENNESSEE, 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (H. R. 5685) to establish a circuit and 
district court at Johnson City, Tenn.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond mo referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

printed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, BRISTOL, TENN. 

Mr. BUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5686) to erect a post-office 
building in the city of Bristol, State of Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, MORRISTOWN, TENN. 

Mr. BUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5687) to erect a post-of- 
fice building in the city of Morristown, Tenn.; which was a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. = 

CONGRESSIONAL CONCURRENT LEGISLATION. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5688) to dis- 
seminate Congressional concurrent legislation among the people; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

“ FUTURES” IN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 

Mr. ENLOE introduced a bill (H. R. 5689) to punish dealing in 
“t futures” in agricultural products; which was read a first and second 
oot referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 


SALE OF LAND, HOUSTON, TEX. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5690) authoriz; 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell block of land 108 in the city 
of Houston, Tex.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. LEE introduced a bill (H. R. 5691) making an appropriation to 
construct a road and approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to 
the national military cemetery near that city; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia, introduced a bill(H. R. 5692) to grant 
an increase of pension to survivors of the war of 1812; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PAY OF ENSIGNS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 5693) to regulate the pay of en- 
signs in the United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ASSISTANTS TO CHIEFS OF BUREAUS, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5694) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of assistants to the chiefs of Bureaus of the Navy Department; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF LAND, NORFOLK NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5695) for the purchase, for 
naval purposes, of 79 acres of land belonging to William Schmoele, jr., 
south of the Norfolk navy-yard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BEACON LIGHT, CAPE CHARLES CITY, VA. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5696) to 
establish beacon lights at the entrance to the harbor of Cape Charles 
City, in Virginia; which was read a first and secand time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. ` 

ICE BOAT, POTOMAC RIVER. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5697) 
to provide an ice boat or boats to facilitate the navigation of the 
Potomac River; which was reada first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ONANCOCK, VA. 
Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5698) 
_ to purchase a site and erect a public building in the town of Onan- 
cock, Va.; which was read afirstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, ard ordered to be printed. 


OYSTER STATIONS, GWYNN’S AND TANGIER ISLANDS. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5699) 
to establish stations at Gwynn’sand Tangier Islands, in Virginia, for the 
culture of the oyster and other shell-fish; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, and ordered to be printed. 

HOG ISLAND. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 5700) to 


facilitate the transportation of life-saving and light-housesuppliesat Hog 
Island, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


NARROWS ISLAND BAR, CHESAPEAKE BAY. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE (by request) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5701) for the establishment of a light-house on Narrows Island 
Bar, in Chesapeake Bay; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT ASTRONOMERS, UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 5702) defining the positions and 
salaries of assistant astronomers at the United States Naval Observatory, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, submitted the following joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 88); which was read a first and second time: 


In THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 


Whereas the President in his message transmitting the report of the United 
States Pacific Railroad Commission to Congress January 17, 1888, after zene. 
to a statement furnished to him showing how some of the operations of the di- 
rectors of the Central Pacific road strongly condemned by the commissioners 
are defended by the directors themselves, says, “In view of this statement and 
the facts developed in the commissioners’ reports it seems proper to recall the 
grants and benefits derived from the General Government by both the Union 
and Central Pacific Companies for the purpose of aiding the construction of their 
roads,” and while clearly stating that “executive power must be exe ac- 
coran to existing laws,” calls attention to the fact that executive discretion is 
probabiy not broad noopt to reach such difficulties, and invokes Congress in 
this language. to wit: “If donated lands are not yet granted to these compa- 
nies,and if their violations of contract and of duty are such as in justice and 
morals forfeit their rights to such lands, Congressionat action should intervene 
to prevent further consummation : Therefore, 

e it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That all further patents or approvals of lands hereto- 
fore granted to the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company to aid in the construction of their several lines of railway 
be withheld until a final accounting and settlement be had in pursuance of law 
by and between the United States and said railroad companies, and complete 
and ample indemnification be given by said railroad companies or their bene- 
ficiaries to secure the Government of the United States against ultimate loss, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH in the chair), The resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of order that the 
resolution should go to the Committee on the Public Lands, as it con- 
cerns the public lands. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Butit is a reference to public Jands granted 
or intended to be granted to the Pacific railroads, and is properly ref- 
erable to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the resolution should 
be sent to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I make the motion, Mr. Speaker, that 
it he referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The question was put to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand a division. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Let the title be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution has been read. 

Mr. DUNHAM. We do not know what it is we are voting on, and 
I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution has been read in its 
entirety. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 50. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order of no quorum and de- 
mand tellers. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Have the title again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no title. The entire resolu- 
tion has been read. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point of 
no quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To enable us to understand the resolution, I ask it 
be again read. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like unanimous consent to make a brief 
statement of my objections to its reference to the other committee. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Under the rule the reference must be 
made without debate, | F 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iunderstand that, but I simply ask unanimous 
consent to make a very brief statement to the effect that this bill has 
already, by the action of this House, been referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, and they have had it under consideration. This reso- 
lution is simply taking away from the committee that which has already 
been referred to it by the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis manifest that this does not belong to that com- 
mittee, but to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Mr. WEAVER. I would like unanimous consent to make a brief 
statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that under the 
former action of the House referring the President’s message on thi 
subject to the Committee on Pacific Railroads the Chair decided that 
this resolution should be appropriately referred to that committee. 


s 
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The gentleman from Wisconsin moved thatit be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and upon that the House is now dividing. 
Tho point that no quorum has voted being made the Chair will order 

ers. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. OUTHWAITE were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellersreported—ayes 90, noes 83. 
Bs: pe joint resolution was referred to the Committee on the Public 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, without amendment, the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 72) relating to the invitation of the British Government to 
the Government of the United States to participate in the international 
exhibition at Melbourne, to celebrate the founding of New South Wales. 


REPAYMENT TONNAGE TAX. 


Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 5703) to amend section 
2931 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Iask the reference of that bill to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, as I think it properly belongs there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this is in the 
nature of an act to amend an existing law, and relates to the subject- 
matter referred under the rules of the House to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. While it may embody a claim, it 
must go, under the rules of the House, to that committee. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY AT SUPERIOR, WIS. 

Mr. HAUGEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5704) providing for the es- 
tablishment of a port of entry at Superior, in the county of Douglas, 
State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FEES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS. 

Mr. CLARK introfiuced a bill (H. R. 5705) establishing the fees 
and expenses of examining surgeons; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MEDALS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE LATE WAR. 


Mr. CLARK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5706) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War and the Secretary of the Navy to issue bro silver, and 
ld medals to the honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the 
nited States of the late war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RATIFICATION OF AGREEMENT WITH CERTAIN INDIANS. 


Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5707) to ratify and confirm 
the agreement with the Indians of Fort Berthold agency, in Dakota; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLIES, ETC., TERRITORIES. 


Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5708) to amend sections 1847, 
1852, 1857, 1862, and 1885 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


DIVISION OF IDAHO TERRITORY. 


Mr. DUBOIS also submitted a memorial of the islature of Idaho 
Territory against any division of Idaho Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Inasmuch as this is a matter of great importance to 
the people of that Territory, I ask unanimous consent that it be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man, after the call is over, to make that request. 

Some time subsequently— 

Mr. DUBOIS. Inow renew my request to have the memorial printed 
in the Recorp. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

It is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Secretary's Office, Idaho. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, : 
Territory of Idaho, ss: 

I, Edward J. Curtis, secretary of the Territory of Idaho, do hereby certify 
that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of the original council 
pas memorial No, 1, passed at the fourteenth session of the Idaho Legislature, 

886-87, approved by the governor January 12, 1887, as the same appears on the 
files of this office. 

In testimony whercof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of the Territory. Done at Boisé City, the capital of Idaho, this 9th day of Jan- 


uary, A. D. 1888, 

[SEAL,] E. J. CURTIS, 

Secretary of Idaho, 
Council joint memorial No.1. 
To the honorablethe Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the council and house of representatives of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Idaho, respectfully represent that 

Whereas during the thirteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of said Ter- 


ritory of Idaho ajoint memorial was passed by said Legislature, raving and ask- 
ing that when as Territory of Washington r+ admitted into the'Un on asa State, 
that that portion of the Territory of Idaho known as “ North Idaho,” compris- 
ing the counties of Idaho, Nez Perce, Shoshone, and Kootenai, should be annexed 
to said Washington zetor and accepted as a portion of the State of Wash- 
ington when itted into the Union as such ; and 
_ Whereas your memorialists, comprising the fourteenth session of thè Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the said Territory of Idaho, would further represent that the 
renee Soren and lp sab S na gee agent ec compia ed of bee the 
oint memo: to Congress, passed by the thirteenth session of the Legislature, 
since then have been almost entirely obviated by the construction of railroads 
and the opening and building of public thoroughfares through that portion of 
Idaho which was then sought to annexed and made part of the Territory 
or State of Washington, thus making the capital of Idaho as accessible as either 
the capital of Montana or Washington; and 
ereas your memorialists would further represent that another effort was 
also made during the session of Congress to attach that portion of our Territory 
known as “North Idaho” to the Territory of Montana, and when admitted asa 
State to become part and parcel of the State of Montana; and 
Whereas the original area of Idaho Territory embraced 326,373 og ee tans 
which has since been reduced to about 85,000 square miles by the formation ol 
the Territories of Montana and Wyoming out of her domain; and x 
Whereas we would further represent that by the further slicing propositions 
which are being agitated another scheme is being inaugurated, that when the 
disintegration should be consummated in favor of either Washington or Mon- 
tana, the balance of what may be left of the Territory of Idaho is proposed to be 
annexed to and form part of State of Nevada; and 
Whereas your memorialists would further represent that our citizens, during 
the lapse of twenty-four years and upwards, have endured all the rivations in- 
cidental to a pioneer life; their homes, whether in the valleys or inthe mining 
ore of the mountains, have been secured and beautified under most tryin; 
disadvantages, Our mining andagricultural resources, with the aid of rail 
facilities, are at present beginning to dawn with pocerenly Our population is 
greatly multiplying year by year, and all the material elements which make up 
to place us as one among the States of the Union are gradually and surely in- 
creasing. That the idea of segregating nearly one-third of the area of our fair 
cox? and one-third of our population was conceived and nurtured more 
especially for political rather than social, commercial, and substantial objects, 
our memorialists farther represent that since the passage of the joint memo- 
rial, passed at the thirteenth session of the Legislature, the debt of Idaho Terri- 
tory has been materially increased by the erection of a capitol building and 
insane asylum; that this debt was increased with the aid and consent of the 
members from “North Idaho,” and that under the bill now pending before Con- 
gress it is proposed to segregate the hgh, but no portion of the debt or care 
of convicts in the ponktenyary or patients in the insane aa is to follow; 
that by segregating this portion of Idaho it would leave the balance of this 
Territory at the mercy of the Mormon element in Southeastern Idaho: There- 


fore, 
Be it resolved by the council and house of representatives of the Territory of Idaho 
now ‘hat we most earnestly protest against any proposition to sever 


any Boe of Idaho with a view of attaching or annexing to any other State or 
Territory, believing that any such move would prove disadvan us to any 
hopes for stateh in the future. and further recognizing the fact after the 
enjoyment and occupancy of the domain for nearly a quarter of a century which 
Sonas had once ceded to us rag an organic act, now, at this late day, it 
would be unjust and impolitie to disintegrate the Territory in any manner or 


form, 
Resolved, That the secretary of the Territory be, and hereby is, instructed to 


transmit certified copies of this joint memorial and resolution, immediately upon 
its approval by the governor, to our Delegate in Congress, one copy to be trans- 
mitted to the President of the United States and one copy each to the President 
of the United States Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives in 
Con with the request that the same may be presented to their respective 


es, 
Passed the council January 5,1887. 
ALEXANDER E. MAYHEW,- 
Paed hoh ; ak 3 po President of the Council, 
e house of representatives Janu: A 
S rely M. B. THEWS, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

EDWARD A. STEVENSON, 


é Governor, 
[Indorsed.] 


I hereby certify that the within council joint memorial No. 1 ori d inthe 
council of the Legislative Assembly of Idaho Territory during the fourteenth 


session. 
JAMES H. WICKERSHAM, 
Chief Clerk of the Council, 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FLATHEAD INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5709) to grant the right of way 
through the Flathead Indian reservation to the Missoula and Northern 
Railroad Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT SELDEN MILITARY POST. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 89) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to enlarge the military post at Fort 


Approved January 14, 1887. 


| Selden, N. Mex., and appropriating $100,000 for the purpose; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 


BOARD OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5710) to establish a board 
of commissioners to examine, adjust, and report on all claims arising 
out of Indian treaties and depredations committed by Indians, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNDARY LINE OF DONA ANA* COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 5711) to repeal an act en- 
titled “An act to establish the boundary line of Doña Aña County,” in 
the Territory of Now Mexico; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
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ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, UTAH. , 

Mr. CAINE introduced a bill (H. R.5712) providing for an addi- 
tional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Utah, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF ON LEAD. 

Mr. CAINE also submitted resolutions of the council and house of 
representatives of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah in 
opposition to any reduction in the tariff on lead; which were referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FORT RUSSELL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 5713) to authorize the Chey- 
enne Street Railroad Company to build its road on and across the Fort 
D. A. Russell military reservation; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

LEASING SCHOOL AND UNIVERSITY LANDS, WYOMING. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5714) authorizing the 
leasing of the school and university lands in the Territory of Wyoming, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF. BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox having resumed the chair). 
The call of States and Territories is completed. The Chair will now 
recognize the gentlemen who were not in their seats when their States 
were called, 

BOOKS FOR CONGRESSMEN. . 

Mr. TAULBEE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


That the Committee on Printing inquire into and report the reason 
why of Con: can not procure books standing to their credit on 
the books of the Doorkeeper, if such fact exists. 


RECORDS OF WAR OF REBELLION. 

Mr. FARQUHAR introduced a bill (H. R. 5715) for the reissue of 
the first five volumes of the Records of the War of the Rebellion; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

OTTER CREEK, LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H. R. 5716) for es- 
tablishing a light-house at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. . 


DISCHARGES, ETC., IN PUBLIC PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I send to the desk a privileged resolution, and 
ask that it be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: i = 
Whereas it is reported that a considerable number of employés have been 
ublic Printer, and that others have 


seeped es l Sere caer yika i ing the fi loyed in th 
Matin PUDO EREE. tam Oe ENI j 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to report to this House whether 
he has recently d or furloughed any of his force, and if go, how many, 
and for what reasons such di and furloughs have been made at a time 
when the printing ordered by this House is largely in arrears, 

Also, whether in making such discharges and furloughs regard has been had 
to section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, by giving the preference to honorably 

soldiers and sailors. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that that resolution does not present a 
privil question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis notin order at this time for con- 
sideration under the call for bills and resolutions. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to its going to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will withdraw it for the present. 

AIR SHIP. 

Mr. DUNHAM introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. 5717) making 
an appropriation of $150,000 to enable A. de Bausset to buildan air ship 
to convey passengers and freight through the air, and for other purposes; 
which was read & first and second time. x ’ 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 


on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that reference 
will be made. 

The bill was referred to the Select Committee on Ventilation and 
Acoustics, and ordered to be printed. 

` DONATION OF CONDEMNED MUSKETS, ETC. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. 5718) to donate condemned mus- 

kets to the Nahum Mitchell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Maine; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5719) authorizing the voluntary 
retirement of certain officers of the United States Navy who have ren- 
dered conspicuous services in battle or who have served thirty years in 
the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5720) granting a condemned 
cannon and carriage to Opedyke Post, No. 322, Department of Iowa, 
Grand Army of the Republic; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 5721) amending section 10 of 
an act approved March 3, 1879, making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CLERKS FOR COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Whereas it appears from the RECORD that about four-tenths of all the bills in- 
troduced into this House are referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions for 
its action : Therefore, 

Resolved, That each subcommittee of the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
authorized to employ a clerk during the session of Congress, to be paid for from 
the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day. 


COOSA RIVER. 


Mr. HERBERT introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 90) to author- 
ize sites for necessary locks and dams on the Coosa River to be pur- 
chased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE submitted a resolution setting apart certain days 
for the consideration of measures reported from the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL-BANE BILL. 


Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the REC- 
ORD a substitute for the bill (H. R. 1733) relating to the circulation of 
national banks. 

‘There was no objection. 

The proposed substitute is as follows: 

Section 1, It shall be lawful for any national banking association to deposit 
gold or silver; bullion of standard weight and} fineness in any amount not less 
than $100 with the Treasurer of the United States,and to receive therefor coin 
notes in such denominations as the depositor shall prefer, the same to be of an 
denominations now authorized for gold or silver certificates: Provided, No suci 
coin note shall be of a larger denomination than $500; such coin notesto be 
issued in amount equal to the value of the bullion so deposited, the value of said 
bullion to be the market value of the same in the city of New York,to be as- 
certained and determined from month to month by the Secretary of the Treas- 

under such rulesand regulations as he may establish for that pu ; that 
said coin notes shall be a legal tender for all veces for which gold or silver 
certificates are now a legal tender, and when held by any national banking as- 
sociations shall be counted as part of theirreserve. Said coin notes shall be re- 
deemed by the Government in gold or silver coin at the option of the Govern- 
ment when presented at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer 
of the United States for that purpose. 

Sec. 2, The bullion, when deposited under the provisions of this act, shall be- 
come the property of the Government, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
cause the same to be coined, from time to time, in sufficient quantities toredeem 
coin notes and to meet other obligations of the Government. 

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to 
establish such rules and regulati necessary to carry into effect 
the provisions of this act. 


PUBLIC LANDS FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 


Mr. McRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 5722) to grant the thirty-sixth 
section of land to certain States for public schools and other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 461, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. McRAE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5723) to 
amend section 461 of the Revised Statutes, regulating the fees for the 
exemplification of land patents, and for other p ; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EXTRADITION OF CRIMINALS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 91) in rela- 

tion to the extradition of criminals; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ions as may be 


NEWBURGH CENTENNIAL. 

Mr. BACON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 92) for the print- 
ing of the report of the Newburgh, N. Y., centennial celebration; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 


1888. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


On motion of Mr. SIMMONS the bill introduced by him to-day (H. 
R. 5670) for the construction of a reyenue-cutter for New Berne, N. C., 
was withdrawn from the Committee on Appropriations and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. ti 

TARIFF ON WOOL. 


Mr. CAINE presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Salt Lake City, protesting against any reduction in the tariff on wool 
and woolens; which, by unanimous consent, were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

To the honorable the Senaleand House of Representatives of the 
. United Siates in Congress assembled : 

The wool-growers of Utah Territory, representing a capital of $8,000,000, beg 
to submit to you, through their Chamber of Commerce, the following preamble 
and resolutions hy them adopted at their convention, held this 9th day of Janu- 


1888, 

Wenas the wool-growers of Utah Territory, being duly assembled in con- 
vention, in the city of Salt Lake, this 9th day of January, fen PTE Ys 
2,500,000 sheep and a capital of $8,000,000 inv: „and an annual yield of 12,000,000 
pounds of wool; and 

Whereas any reduction in the present tariff on wool would seriously cripple, 
if not destroy, the wool interests of the Territory Bany throwing out of em- 
orb low: thousands of men, and causing hardship throughout the Territory : 


herefore, 
Be it resolved, That we, the wool-growers in convention assembled, protest 
against any uction in the tariff as relates to wool and woolens. 

Resolved, That we pledge ourselves to work for the maintenance of the present 
tariff on wool and woolen goods and tostand by all committees and associations 
in giving full and complete protection to all the American industries in need of 
the same, and cordially invite their co-operation in this matter. : 

Resolved, That we call upon our Delegate to Congress to do all in his power to 
aid in protecting interests of such vital importance to us, 

Weaska ul consideration of our claims, and your memorialists will ever 


J W. S. McCORNICK, 
President Salt Lake Chamber of Commerce. 
M. J. FORHAN, $ 


Ata mass meeting of the wool-growers of Utah, held in the city of Salt Lake, 
January 9,1888, the foregoing resolutions were heartily indorsed, and we re- 
spectfully request our to Congress to use his influence in preventing 
any repeal of the tariff on wool. 


CHARLES CRANE, 
. President Territorial Wool-Growers’ Association. 
J.H. Baa 


CLOSING ALLEYS IN WASHINGTON, ETC. 


Mr. PHELAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5724) to provide for the 
closing of parts of two alleys in square 132 in the city of Washington, 
D. C., and for the relief of Charles Early and C. Warwick; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 


of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
CLOCK FOR CUSTOM-HOUSE AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. PHELAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5725) to authorize the 
purchase of a clock for the custom-house at Memphis, Tenn. ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


DEFINING AND REGULATING MANUFACTURE, ETC., OF LARD, 


Mr. PHELAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5726) to define lard and 
to regulate the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation there- 
of; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


DISCHARGES, ETC., IN PUBLIC PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the request which I 
made for the immediate consideration of the resolution introduced 
me a while ago in relation to discharges of employés by the Public 
Printer, and consent that it be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was so referred. 


CHARGES AGAINST THE ALASKA COMMERCIAL COMPANY. 


Mr. WOODBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent thatthe 
resolution introduced by me for the appointment of a committee to 
investigate the truth of charges made by the governor of Alaska against 
the Alaska Fur Company be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Whereas A. P.Swineford, the governor of Alaska Territory,in his report to 
the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year 1887, arrai the Alaska Com- 
mercial Company for į flagrant and outrageous abuse of the powers and priv- 
ileges conferred upon it by the Government of the United States, in the manner 
following, to wit: 

“The trade of Alaska is practically monopolized by the Alaska Commer- 
cial Company, a non-resident corporation, which does not confine its operations 
to the seal islands leased to it by the Government, but holdsand possesses most 
of the Aleutian chain and the greater part of the mainland as a principality of 
its own, over which it exercises undisputed sway and control. Clothed by the 
Government with a monopoly of the seal-fur trade, by which it has profited to 
the extent of many millions, it has, octopus-like, thrown out its great tentacles 
po, eer to itself about all there is of value in the fur trade of the whole 

tory. It Ban bie the power of its great wealth, driven away all competi- 
tion and reduced the native population, wherever its operations are not super- 
vised by Government o! is, toa condition of helpless dependence, if not one 
of ute and abject slavery. Unhampered bya healthy competition, it offers 
and compels acceptance by the natives, on of starvation, such beggarly 


prices for their that it manages invariably to keep them in its debt and 
at its mercy. Boke to more effectually monopolize the-trade in furs, it at 
one time marked and mutilated the coin of the United States and refused to re- 
ceive any other from the natives in payment for necessary to their com- 
fort and well-being. Its insatiable greed is such that it is not content with 
robbing the poor native in the price it sets upon the product of his 

ous toil, but it robs him also in the exorbitant prices it exacts for the goods given 
in exchange. And there is noappeal; noalternative. There are no other trad- 
ing stations in all that vast section, and the natives must pay the price asked 
and accept that which is offered—the first a hundred per cent. advance on the 
amount at which the same are sold to the whites, and the last low enough 
to add still another hundred per cent. to the company’s profit. As, for instance, 
there is no timber on the Aleutian Islands, and the native who goes out to hunt 
the sea-otter has no time to provide himself with fuel by gathering drift-wood 
from the shores, as many are able todo. He must have fuel for the winter, and 
the company generously takes his sea-otter skins at half their real cash value 
and pays him in coal at $40 per ton—coal of the same quality as that which it 
sells to the few white residents for $20. The native who dares to sell his fursfor 
cash to others than the agents of the eompany finds that his money has no pur- 
chasing power at perhaps the only trading station within a distance of several 

starved into pn Saar 


hundred miles, and is thus on. 
“ While all this and much more is true concerning its treatment of the native 
people, instances are not lacking where it has cotted and driven away from 


leasure or 
wer to compel com: 
ned a foothold nei 


and ept 
any and every effort that may be made to pro- 
mote the w ° ugh such 1 tion as will encourage 
tion and the enlistment of capital in the development of the natural wealth 
hidden away in her forests, streams, and mountains; its every aim and effort is 
in the direction or prolo its existence and strengthening its tyrannical hold 


by a blocking of 
the fact that Alaska is not to-day largely populated with an industrious, enter- 
prising, prosperous Ee le; that millions where there are now only hundreds 
fan TS DV TATA ADT grok oie resem. heen oe 
and, as I honestly eve, incom y nal resources, ve 
tive information of nt Bep ma the law and executive ordersin relation 
to the importation and sale of breech-loading fire-arms by itsagents; its oppres- 
sion and robbery of the natives is notorious; the responsibility at least 
of the Government for the wrongs to which the inoffensive native people of the 
Aleutian Islands and the whole of Northwestern Alaska have been are still 
pang subjected can not be ignored or denied. 

“Tf it can not legally be rescinded, the lease to and contract with this company 
ought not to be renewed. It is not, in my opinion, necessary to the preserya- 
tion of seal life or the seal-fur industry that the islands on which the rookeries 
are located should be leased to any corporation or individual, but if it be held 
that I am wrong in that regard, then I do not hesitate to aver that it would be 
better for Alaska, better for the Government, and, above all, far better for the 
enslaved Aleuts that every fur seal in Alaskan waters should be exterminated 
at one fell swoop than that such a blighting monopoly should be perpetuated. 
It is manifestly the duty of Government to protect the weak againstthe strong, 
to shield the poor and helpless from wrong and oppression; yet here we have 
thousands of the latter class, who by solemn treaty stipulation were guarantied 
enjoyment of “all the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the 
United States,” practically enslaved, and a professedly free and liberal Govern- 
ment not only creating but actually protecting their oppressions, and that, too, 
against a restless spirit of enterprise which, unhindered, would people the best 
portions of Alaska with a thrifty population and add untold millions to the 
wealth of the nation. 

“T have said that the leasing of the seal islands is not necessary to the preser- 
vation of the industry; neither is it, as so persistently claimed, and as I was at 
first inclined to believe, essential that a fur-seal monopoly should be maintained 
in order to secure the largest revenue to the Government. Manifestly, the na- 
tives of the seal and adjoining islands have the first and best a oy to profit by 
an industry which may truly be said to have come to them by inheritance. 
They are not Indians, but a peaceful, honest gorie of much natural intelli- 
gence, and capable of transacting business for themselyes. They can nearly all 
read and write in their own ortheR language, and if most of the youn 
men and women on St. Paul and St. George are not fairly well educated in 
glish, the fact can only be accounted for on the theory thatthe Alaska Commer- 
cial Company has not complied faithfully with that provision of its contract 
which requires it tomaintain schools on those islands for at least eight months 


n ear. 
“Tnstead of practically enslaving them by farming out to others that which is 
theirs by right of inheritance, it seems to me that the Government should se- 
cure to them atleast a fair share of the profits, and that its duty is to protect and, 
if possible, perpetuate the seal fisheries for their benefit, and not in the almost 
exclusive interest of organized greed and corporate monopoly. To accomplish 
this it is only necessary that regulations be promulgated by the proper de- 
rtment prohibiting the killing of seals on the islands of St. Paul and St. 
eorge by any but natives, prescribing the number that may be killed in each 
ear, the mode of killing, and imposing all the other restrictions now in force. 
t would require no greater number of agentsto supervise the killing by natives 
than are now employed to watch and guard the interests of the Government, if 
as many. The skins could then be sold in open market by the natives them- 
selves, in the presence of or by a Government agent acting in their behalf, and 
whose duty it should be made to collect from pure! a Government tax of 
not less than $5 on each skin sold. By sucha plan a much larger permanent 
revenue would be assured to the Government, the natives secured in the free 
enjoyment of their rights, and a mondpoly wholly inimical to the best interests 
of the Territory shorn of a large part of its tyrannical power. Conceived (as 
there is abundant evidence to show) in corruption, born in iniquity, and nurt- 
ured and grown strong and insolent on ill-gotten gains wrung from a hapless 
and helpless people, this giant monopoly, which rests like a blighting curse 
upon the progress and welfare of this great Territory, should be shorn of its 
corruptly-secured, much-abused franchise with no more delay than may be ab- 
solutely necessary. 7 
“The mortality rate as apne to the number of births furnished me by the 
authorities of the Greco-R Church indicates the ual extinvtion of the 
native people, icularly the Aleuts on Ounalaska nd, the population of 
which was 1,065 in 1882; 326 deaths have since been recorded, while there have 
been only 158 births. During the past summer an epidemic carried off a Jarge 
number of the le at Belkofsky and on the Shumagin Islands; a very heavy 
rate of Papin s is also ie ey from Kenai and Bristol Bay, occasioned by 
pulmonary diseases, to which the natives, owing to exposure and want of proper 


e wheels of progress; and to its pernicious influence is due 


, 
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precaution, are generally subject. In my opinion, if some effective measures | from such fraudulent practices, and what further legislation, if any, is nece: 


are not taken to ameliorate their condition the complete extinction of the native 
_ inhabitants of the Aleutian Islands and on some parts of the mainland will be 
a question of seapea short time only. A removal of the disabilities im- 
posed by the grinding monopoly which has destroyed their every ambition, and 
made them reckless of lives scarcely worth the living, would give them new 
hope, and tend to an indefinite prolongation of their existence as a people. 
The civil government is powerless in the premises, having as yet been unabie 
by reason of the absence of mail communication or means of transportation, 
to extend to them the poor protection of its qualified, limited, and altogether 
doubtful Sy To a higher governmental power, one they donot knowin 
their present deplorable condition of aya dependence how to reach, and if 
they did would not dare appeal to, must they look fora redress of wrongs which 
would not for solongatime have been quietly endured by any people here 
in the slightest degree less patient and helpless; ” an 
Whereas the foregoing statements are Pansy corroborated by other 
officers and citizens of the Government having knowledge thereof; an 
Whereas the chai therein contained involve the rights, liberties, and prop- 
erty of American citizens, the development and prosperity of one of the most 
important Territories of the Union, and the character and honor of the nation 
itself, the obligations of duty resting upon the Administration now in power as 
well as upon Congress to the American people demand that Congress investi- 
te at once the truth of the statements hereinbefore recited from the report of 
vernor Swineford, to the end that if found true the extraordinary powersand 
privil heretofore granted by Congress to ssid company be promptly re- 
seinded and such provisions made as will protect the property of the Govern- 
ment and the rigħts of American citizens in the Territory of Alaska: Now, 


ore, 

Be it resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Ld per arch be, and is 
ph authorized and instructed to appoint a committee of five members of 
the House, whose duty it shall be to inquire into the truth of the statements 
hereinbefore recited, and whether the lease under which said company is now 
operating is conducive to the best interests of the Government of the United 
States, and whether it would be just and expedient for the Government to ter- 
minate the same and to take charge of the said islands and to take upon itself 
the care and custody of the seal life on said islands and of the waters of the 
Alaska Territory, and that said committee shall, when so constituted, be au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer, with full power to send for persons and 
Be a books, and vouchers, and report thereon with all convenient speed to 
ouse. 

SPOLIATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution intro- 
duced by me in relation to fraudulent practices in connection with the 
public lands be also printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Whereas the Irish World of January 21, instant, asserts the following : 
“A SAMPLE OF LAND STEALING. 


“The story of the way the California Redwood Company came into the pe 
sion of 64,000 acres of most valuable timber land,estimated to be worth $22,000,000, 
shows the kind of barefaced fraud that has been practiced upon the Government 
by foreign land thieves. What is known as the California Redwood Company 
consists of an English president and a Scotch board of directors. Some time 
ago these land thievesdetermined to steal from the American people the lands 
we have ken of. It was true that bribery and perjury of the most startling 
kind would have to be reso to before they could carry out their designs. 
They, however, cared very little for that. They had made up their minds to 
cheat the United States of $22,000,000 worth of land, and they were not going to 
be deterred by the prospect of having to go into the bribery and perjury busi- 
ness by thé wholesale. 

“They began by hiring an agent whose duty it was to get persons to make 
fraudulent entries, which were immediately transferred to the syndicate of for- 
eign thieves. The consideration in each case was $50 for the 160 acres thus trans- 
ferred. Four hundred men were bribed with this sum to make entries 
under the homestead act, which were immediately deeded to the Redwood Com- 
pany. In every case the entry included a part of the timber land that the for- 
eign syndicate wan; to steal. Whenever there wasdifficulty about obtaining 
American citizens to perjure themselves in the interest of the land thieves, or- 
ders were given to have sham naturalization papers made out for foreigners 
who never intended to become bona fide citizens of the United States. 

*In the county where the stolen lands are situated 309 aliens filed with the 
clerk ot the county court their sworn declaration of intention of becoming citi- 
zens of the United States, a preliminary indispensable in order to make a land 
entry. Although four years have elapsed since these declarations were made, 
only 37 of those making them have up to date taken out their final papers. 
The following testimony of the keeper ofa sailors’ boarding-house shows the 
way in which the business of making false entries was conducted : 

“* Marks and Beach (the agents of the Scotch Rine pn konn to me and pro- 

d that I shouid have some seamen boarding at my house, awaiting to be 
shipped, file land entries. He d to pay me the entry fees of twelve. I 
agreed, and we fixed up the business. After the twelve men, all I had in the 
house, had filed at the land office on numbers given by Marks, Lhad them go be- 
fore the notary po and they signed twelve deeds in blank. Most of these 
men were not citizensof the United States. Isaw themen sign. Then I shipped 
the men off tosea as quickly as possible.’ 

“In this case it was not necessary to go through the formality of getting out first 
papers, as the alien sailors who made the entries could be’easily shipped out of 
the way and no further inquiries would be made about them. As each of the 
twelve men supplied by the rding-house keeper entered a claim for 160 acres, 
the Scotch syndicate obtained 1,920 acres of rich timber land for the insignificant 
sum of $500, their agent baving given each of the sailors $50 for deeding his 
claim to the syndicate. 

“ By frauds of this kind a band of English and Scotch thieves have stolen from 
the Government land whose value excecds by seven millions the amount that 
England was compelled to pay to the United States for the damagesdone by the 
Alabama, Jud by the standard of the Geneva award, the California Red- 
wood Company, composed exclusively of Englishmen and Scotchmen, has done 
once and a half as much injury to the United States as was done by the priva- 
teer that England sent forth to drivethe Stars and Stripesfrom the seas. en 
we consider that the syndicate we have been speaking of is only one of muny 
similar English corporations that are engaged in the business of stealing our 
public lands, we can form an estimate of the amount of plunder gathered in by 
these foreign land thieves. There is enough of evidence to prove the frauds by 

which large slices of the publicdomain have beef stolen by foreign syndicates. 
Under these circum$tances the duty of Congress is plain. It should compel the 
foreign land thieves to restore to the people of the United States every foot of 
land they have stolen;” and 

Whereas it is matter of common knowledge that similar frauds have been 
practiced u; other s of the public domain: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie Lands are hereby directed to ex- 
amine what further legislation, if any, is nceded to protect Government 


‘ 


tosecure to the Governmenta reclamation of lands thus fraudulently nero f 
with leave to report at any time by bill or otherwise. 


PRINTING. 


Mr. WILKINS offered a resolution authorizing the printing of cer- 
tain documents; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now call the commit- 
tees for reports. 
Mr. HERBERT. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


SECTION 5209, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1215) to amend and 
re-enact section 5209 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

NAVIGATION LAWS. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported as a substitute for House bill 1486 a bill (H. R. 
5728) to amend the laws relating to the navigation, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill, H. R. 1486, was laid on the table. 

LAND SALES IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1235) granting 
to the State of California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the cash 
sales of public lands in said State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SPANISH AND MEXICAN LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. HAYES, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1968) to provide for the 
judicial investigation and determination of the yalidity of Spanish and 
Mexican land grants in New Mexico, Arizona, and the territory ac- 
quired of Mexico, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
se tae Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIMS OF ACCOUNTING OFFICERS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 5727) for the 
allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
United States Treasury; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, GREENVILLE, 8. C. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1805) for a public building at 
Greenville, S. C.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ASHEVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 
1697) for the erection of a public building in the city of Asheville, N. 
C.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MO. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported hack favorably the bill (H. R. 1611) for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Springfield, Mo.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MONROE, LA. 

Mr. NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1483) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Monroe, La. ; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House cn the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. . 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1712) forthe erection 
of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

FORT OMAHA, NEBR. 

On motion of Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the sale of the site of 
Fort Omaha, Nebr., the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, 


1888. 


and for a new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
i MALINDA VEST. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee en Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 863) granting a pension to Malinda 
Vest; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Houseon the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

EMILY B. NEWELL. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 442) granting a pension to Emily 
B. Newell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. "|$ 


LAURA A. WRIGHT. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 445) granting a pension to 
Laura A. Wright; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ALBERT G. FIFIELD. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 443) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert G. Fifield; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. - 

MRS. MARY JANE CASE. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 85) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
Jane Case; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed, 3 

SQUIRE ADMIN. 

_ Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4812) to grant a pension toSquire 
Admin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the poyu Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER, LEXINGTON, MO. 

Mr. DUNHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2578) to authorize the construction of abridge 
over the Missouri River, at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; which 

- was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

The call of the committees having been completed— 

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 45 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 5729) for the relief of J. R. Stott— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 5730) for the relief of Edward Byrne— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5731) for the relief of Amos L. 
Moody, administrator of the estate of Argy L. Garner, deceased, and. 
for the benefit of Miss Sallie Bettie Cameron—-to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5732) for the relief of James Moore—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5733) for the relief of William Rodgers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5734) to reimburse the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Huntsville, Madison County, Alabama—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5735) to refer the claim against the United States 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Huntsville, Ala., to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 5736) for the relief of heirs of Samuel B. 
Derryherry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 5737) for the relief of Philip Loney— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 5738) granting a pension to James 
A. Bolton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5739) grantinga pension 
to Simon §. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 5740) grantinga pension to Anson Ward— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 5741) to recognize Elias J. Beymer 
as an enrolling officer, and for the relief of his widow and minor chil- 
dren—to the Gomimnities on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5742) for the relief of Caroline Fuglestadt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5743) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Horton—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5744) granting a pension to Arthur H. Howe—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5745) to relieve Thomas Dunne of the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 5746) for the relief of Jacob J. Wal- 
ser—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5747) granting a pension to Emma Zimmerman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 5748) for the relief of A. D. 
‘omlinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5749) for the reliefof R. J. Hyde—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEST; A bill (H. R. 5750) for thereliefof Quincy MeNeil— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 5751) for the relief of Margaret M. 
Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 5753) for the relief of Solomon 
Davis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 5754) granting a pension to 
Malinda Lemon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 5755) granting a pension to Peter 
Kenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David 
Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 5757) granting a pension to Ernest 
Mueller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alsg, a bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to Livinia Wright—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 5760) granting a pension to Hiram 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5761) granting a pension to Orson Young—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5762) for the relief of Stephen A. Toop—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. n 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 5763) for the relief of David C. 
Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5764) granting a pension to Philip 8. Likes—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5765) granting a pension to B. F. Runkle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 5766) granting a pension to Miss 
Cappie Harsh, daughter of Daniel Harsh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 5767) for the relief of Henry S. 
Saunders—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 5768) for the relief of William 
T. Saunders, administrator of Susan Saunders—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5769) for the relief of H. S. Powell—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5770) for the relief of William J. Landrum—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5771) for the relief of Mary Elkins—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5772) for the relief of Dr. O. P. Hill—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5773) for the relief of B. B. Young—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5774) to place the name of Jane Pruitt on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5775) to place the name of Rebecea A. Vanarsdall, 
of Mercer County, Kentucky, on the pension-roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5776) to place the name of William L. Burgess on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5777) to place the name of Henry B. Gabbard on 
the pension-ro]l—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5778) to restore the name of Robert N. Doughty 
to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5779) granting a pension to Mary C. Davis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 5780) for the relief of Catharine Dough- 
erty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 5781) for the reliéf of Hannah H. La- 
tham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 5782) granting a pension to Han- 
nah Fickett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 5783) 
Elizabeth Steadman—to the Committee on In 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 578) f ec the met of C. I. 

~“Nourse—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 5785) for the relief of Jane A. 
Lusk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5786) granting a pension to Perry Dixon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Lot- 
tie E. Dilley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5788) granting a pension to Lucy Hale—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5790) granting a pam to Mary A. Whitney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5791) granting a pension to Mary W. Smalley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mary A. Wells—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5793) granting a pension to Eliza Campbell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5794) for the relief of James W. Sears—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5795) for the relief of Francis M. Potter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICE: A bill (H. R. 5796) for the relief of Theodore B. 
Beaulieu—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5797) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Ander- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 5798) for the relief of Andrew J. 
Boss—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 5799) forthe relief of the 1 rep- 
resentatives and suvivors of the late firm of Child, Pratt & Fox—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5800) to relieye Lonis Knorr of the charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5801) granting a pension to Jules Lassource—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5802) granting a pension to Willis Sebastian—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5803) granting a pen- 
sion fe Robert C. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 5804) granting a pension to Francis 
M. Goodman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5805) granting a pension to A. Carney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 5806) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Frakes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to John 
McCool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 5808) granting a pension to Mark 
Costello—to the Committeo on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5809) granting a pension to Timothy Donoghoe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5810) granting a pension to Herminie M. A. 
J to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 5811) granting a pension to Edward 
L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Catha- 
rine Tierney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Joint resolution (H. Res. 93) to incorporate 
the People’s Real Estate Tontine in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 5813) for the relief of Mary Walsh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 5814) for the relief of Alonzo 
Koon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 5815) for the relief of Ann 
Coleman, widow of Granville Peck—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5816) for the relief of 
Strauss, Bianchi & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 5817) to place Mary M. Biggs, 
an Army nurse, on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5818) to authorize the 
United States district court for the northern district of California to 
proceed in the case of the executors and heirs of Augustin de Yturbide, 
deceased, appellants, against the United States, appellees, and hear and 
determine the same on its merits—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the muster 
and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. ` 

By Mr. BROWER: A bill (H. R. 5820) for the relief of the Kerners- 
ville Manufacturing Company—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. KENNEDY: <A bill (H. R. 5821) to pension Robert E. Ker- 
sey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J.D. TAYLOR: A bill (H.R. 5822) to grant a pension to 
Squire R. Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5823) granting a pension to George S. Parks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5824) granting a pension to John Lappert—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5825) to remove certain disabilities in the case of 
R. S. Forbes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 5826) granting a pension to 
W. W. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: <A bill (H. R. 5827) granting a pension to Elizabeth 

*A. Ingerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5828) granting a pension to An- 
drew Shullenberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5829) for the relief of Jo- 
seph Driskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5830) granting to the Newport and 
King’s Valley Railroad Company the right of way through the Siletz 
Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5831) granting a pension to M. T. Lindsey, of 
Oregon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5832) granting a pension to Thomas M. Seweard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5833) to pension to Christopher Lehman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5834) to provide compensation to Isaac Bailey, of 
Douglas County, Oregon, for Indian depredations committed by Piute 
and Modoc Indians on Pitt River, in California—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 5835) granting a pension to Sa- 
rah R. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5836) granting a pension to Charles F, Hurts— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5837) granting a pension to William Sweger—to 
the Committee on Hight Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. ) for the relief of Hiram J. Steinberger—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5839) for the relief of George Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 5840) granting a pension to Abraham 
Tyson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUND: A bill (H. R. 5841) granting a pension to Sarah. 
Seesholtz, widow of Reuben Seesholtz—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5842) for the relief of Abram Heckendorn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H, R. 5843) for the relief of Robert Dough- 
erty—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5844) to increase the pension of William Clark— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 5845) granting a pension to Mary 
A. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5846) to restore Charles H. Campbell to the rank 
of captain in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 5847) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Twigg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5848) granting a pension to Susan G. Wood—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bili (H. R. 5849) granting a pension to Caswell 
N. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5850) granting a pension to James Goff, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5851) for the relief of Marshall J. Grubb, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5852) for the relief of Capt. Elias Beal, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 5853) for the relief of Daniel Bond— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 5854) for allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treas- 
ury—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill (H. R. 5855) to amend an act entitled 
“An act incorporating the Capitol, North O Street and South Washing- 
ton Railway Company ’’—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H, R. 5856) for the relief of Robert Car- 
rick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 5857) for the relief of the heirs of Mark 
Davis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. K. 5858) to provide for the final settlement of the 
transportation account withthe Richmond and Danville Railroad Com- 

y—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5859) to remove the political disabilities of Orris 
A. Browne, of Virginia—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 5860) to establish a break- 

water at Chincoteague Inlet, Virginia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 5861) providing for payment to F. H. 

late military instructor at the Washington High School, Dis- 

trict of Columbia, of certain moneys heretofore appropriated—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 5862) for the relief of James F. 
Carr—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the Richmond and 
Danville Railroad Company to lay tracks, etc., in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5864) granting to the Colorado 
River Canal Company the privilege of constructing a dam across the 
Colorado River at Stevenson’s Island, Arizona—to the Committee on 
Commerce. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5865) for the relief of Michael McKenna, alias 
David Dutton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 5866) for the relief of Patrick V. Do- 
lan—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 5867) for the relief of Andrew Cam- 
eron—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: A bill (H. R. 5868) for the relief of Jacob 
Kuntz, alias John Walters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 5869) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Daniel W. Selleck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Changes in the reference of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 149) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 456) for the relief of the widow of Lieut. John F. 
Stewart—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. : 

A bill (H. R. 664) for the relief of George mmittee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Dep- 
redation Claims. y 

A bill (H. R. 732) for the relief of Fannie Pemberton, formerly Fan- 
nie Glass—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. x 

A bill (H. R. 794) for the relief of Wilton F. Ward—Committee on 
Claims di ed, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 795) for the relief of Ansyl Potter—Committee on 
Claims di , and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 886) for the relief of Felix McKetterick—Committee 
on Claims di ed, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Johnson—Commitiee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 380) granting a pension to Winifred Bleoffin—Com- 
muvee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

A bill (H. R. 382) granting a pension to Catherine G. Bodfish—Com- 
mino on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of citizens of the Second Congres- 
sional district, State of Michigan, praying for prohibition in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petitionof Thomas W. Walker, of Jacob Wal- 
ker, of Benjamin Powell, of John W. Stevens, and of Josiah Walker, 
of Alcorn County, Mississippi, for reference of their claims to théCourt 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Papersinthecaseof W. H. H. Hardin— 
tothe Committee on Military Affairs. a 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Papers in the case of Samuel A. Sanderson, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Gillam Rogers, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Mrs. Sarah Sushottz, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Abram Heckendom, Washington, D, C., for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolution telegraphed as passed by the town of Pocahontas, 
Va., and the citizens of east Tazewell County, Virginia, protesting 
against putting coal and iron on the free-list, and asking permission to 
be heard before the Committee of Ways and Means before a bill is re- 
ported—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of Mrs. Nancy Pomeroy, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs, Melvina Grunya, for relief—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWEN: Petition and papers of Stephen Hancock, of Craig 
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County, Virginia, for payment of his war claim—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of citizens of Wayne and Ran- 
dolph Counties, Indiana, to prohibit the manufacture, sale, etc., of 
alcoholic liquor in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Board of Trade of Newark, N. J., 
for a public building in that city—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Papers in the claim of Jonathan Newman, of 
Pryor F. Yoe, of John Henry, and of Thomas Nelson, of Jefferson 
County; of Isaiah Standifer, of Claiborne County, and of W. H. Jolly, 
of Grainger County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Russell Kite, fora pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of A. E. Redstone, chairman national executive com- 
mittee, relative to the purchase of bonds and bank-note circulation—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Petition of Daniel Shock, for a special- 
act pension, to accompany bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Rey. Joseph Brown and others, Arcola, 
Il., against admission of Utah—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of W. C. Whitford, president of Mil- 
ton College, and the faculty, and of citizens of Wisconsin, for an inter- 
national copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Hugh Watt, of Boston, Mass., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizensand steamship owners of Boston, asking for a 
better improvement of Boston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER: Petition of Capt. Frederick Ford, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Papers in the case of Semon, Bache & Co., for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Catherine McQuade, widow of Thomas McQuade, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Of W. T. Kimble and others, of Bas- 
com, Jackson County, Florida, for increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters. ; = 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Andrew Ingrahm and others, of New 
Bedford, Mass., in favor of international copyright—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of M. B. Ryan, heir of John 8. Ryan, of 
Charleston, S. C., for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the members of the faculty of South Carolina College, 
in favor of an international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Protest of the Board of Trade of Hailey, Idaho, 
against any division of said Territory—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, protest of 250 citizens of Idaho, against any division of said 
Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, protest of the county commissioners of Cassia County, Idaho, 
against any division of said Territory—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Memorial of the National Board of Trade rela- 
tive to the improvement of our rivers and harbors—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. a 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of ex-Union Prisoners’ Associa- 
tion, for the passage of the pension bill presented by the National ex- 
Union Prisoners of War Association—to the Committee on Invalid Pen~ 
sions. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of D. Carter and others, asking for a har- 
bor of refuge at False Presque Isle, Michigan—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, . 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request): Petition of 78 citizens of the Second 
district of Connecticut, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Papers in the case of D. C. Allen, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of B. F. Runkle, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Stephen A. Toop, praying for felief from 
the of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens, asking for an appropriation of 
$10,000 for improving Sassafras River, in Kent County, Maryland—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of Eugene Ward and others, and of C. 
J. Seymour and others, for increase of pay of clerks in the post-office 
at Bridgeport, Conn.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


- By Mr. GRIMES: Papers in the claim of C. M. Bethume, formerly 
at Talbottom, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of Dr. Charles W. Super, presi- 
dent of the Ohio University, at Athens, Ohio, and the faculty, for an in- 
ternational copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 
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Also, papers of Robert C. Berry, to accompany House bill 4592—to 
the Commitee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Hon. D. C. Dennison and others, of 
Royalton, praying that Congress grant a pension to Reuben Spaulding— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McADOO: Protest of steam-railroad conductors in the State 
of New Jersey, against House bill 4289—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Ernest Mueller, for original pension; of 
John H. Rountree, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Lavina Wright, for pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of citizens of the Ninth Co: ional 
district, Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State with 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. . 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Waterways Conven- 
tion held at Dubuque, Iowa, January 17 and 18, 1888, relative to Senate 
bill 275—to the Committee on Commerce. f 

By Mr. HERMANN: Protests from the wool-growers of Eastern Ore- 
gon, Nevada, and Idaho, against disturbance of the tariff on foreign 
wools—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of the Oregon Legislature, for survey of the bay and 
bar of Tillamook, in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Pacific coast, asking that no change 
be made in the tariff on lumber; also, of citizens of Gray’s Harbor, 
Washington Territory, for retaining the present duty on foreign lumber; 
also, of citizens of Seattle, in Washington Territory, for retention of pres- 
ent duty on foreign lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of R. A. Moore, M. D., and 61 others, 
citizens of the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania, against the ad- 
mission of Utah—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Petition of salt producers of California, protest- 
ing against the reduction of duty on salt—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, ' 

Also, memorial of the California State Horticultural Society, against 
the removal of duties from foreign fruits and fruit products—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Elizabeth J. Graham, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers in the case of Valoreus G. Austin—to 


~ the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. McSHANE: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, asking that 
the Indian Territory be thrown open to settlement—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of David Gibbons, of Joppa, Ind., for 
an invalid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Rey. Dr. A. T. Slatt, president, and other mem- 
bers of the faculty of Franklin College, Franklin, Ind., in favor of an 
international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers in the claim of Andrew Smith; of Willis 
Dean; of Eliza M. Chappel; of Maria J. Cloud; of Eliza McKee, and of 
John Carruth, of Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers inthe claim of estate of John C. Thompson, and of James 
F. Hogan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of William W. Clayton, of Mississippi, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of mill owners, employés, loggers, mer- 
chants, citizens, etc., of Gray’s Harbor, Shoal Water Bay, Port Lud- 
low, Port Gamble, and Seattle, Wash., in relation to removal of tariff 

_on lumber—to the Commiitee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of citizens, owners, and representatives of 
steam-ship companies, ete., of Boston, Mass., asking for appropriation 
for the improvement of Boston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. : 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of the St. Paul (Minn.) Jobbers’ Union 
against the drummers’ tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of same relative to railroad transportation in certain 
cases—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill appropriating $10,000 for the survey for the 
improyement of the Ouachita River from its mouth, in Louisiana, to 
Camden, Ark., by means of locks, dams, and other methods of improv- 
ing said river—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Petition of E. T. Frisbee, president of Wells 
College, New York, and 11 others ofthe faculty, in favor of interna- 
tional copyright—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of 17 citizens of Burlington, Mich., 
in favor of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill authorizing the survey for a canal connecting 
the waters of Lake Michigan and the Calumet River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of Howard Matley, and of Peter Schad- 
dle, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ _ By Mr. PENINGTON: Papers in the case of owners of private 
dies, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. PERKINS: Resolution of the Kansas Pharmaceutical Asso- 
ciation, asking for the removal of the special-license tax on druggists 


who only sell liquor for mechanical, medicinal, and scientific purposes, 
and for the exemption from internal revenue, etc.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Papers in the claim of Robert H. Cleer, of Mrs. 
Sarah E. Norton, of Reuben B. Bass, of Mrs. J. D. Scott, of William 
L. Vance, and of Julia C. Bailey, administratrix of Sylvester Bailey, 
of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William J. Bishop, of Fayette County, and of D. 
E. Durvitt, administrator of A. D. Neilson, of Hardeman County, 
Persie for payment of their claims*-to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition praying for the passage of the Palmer 
bill for the extirpation of cattle diseases, from L. G. Delano and others, 
of Ross County, Ohio—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICE: A bill to authorize a survey to be made for a canal 
to connect Lake Superior with the St. Croix River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of Elizabeth Steadman, fora mother’s 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of clerks in the post-oflice at Springfield, Mass., for 
Peten of compensation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Memorial of the Toledo Produce Exchange, asking 
Congress to provide additional light-houses, fog-signals, and life-saving 
stations on the chain of Jakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memoriai of the business men of Sandusky, Ohio, asking Con- 
gress to provide additional light-houses and fog-signal stations on the 
chain of lakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the State Normal School at Emporia, 
Kans., for an international copyright law—to the Committee on Pat- 


ents. 

Also, petition of John Nicodemus, for special-act pension for increase 
pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the National Agricultural Con- 
vention to shade our water sources, ete., by planting of trees—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, : 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition for an amendment to section 905 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Rev. Dr. George W. Willard, president. 
of Heidelberg College, Tiffin, Ohio and others, in favor of an interna- 
tional copyright—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of citizens of Washington Territory, against reduction 
of the duty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Francis H. Bankard, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Arthur W. Sweeney, for relief—to the Committee on 
Claims. z 


By Mr. SHIVLEY: Petition of Elias E. Barnes, of Washington, D. 
C., for investigation as to the cause of delay in the construction of the 
foundations of the Government Library building—to the Committee 
on the Library. z 

By Mr.SOWDEN: Petition of Selden J. Coffin and others, of North- 
ampton County, Pennsylvania, protesting against the admission of 
Utah, ete.; and of John F. Sheppard and others, protesting against the 
admission of Utah with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Nathaniel Blydenburg, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Susan G. Wood, for special-act pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Papers in the claim of John Smith; of 
Henry G. Andrews; of Ausborn J. Casey; of Bartlett J. Walker; of 
John W. Hamrick; of Charles. P. Coursey; of Nancy J. Lee; of William 
Shadnik; of John W. Wood; of James P. Carlton, agent; of John N. 
Smith; of Ezekiel P. Moore; of James Z. Ford; of Thomas Mitchell; 
of William T. Conine; of Mahala Winn; of Lemuel M. Murphy; of 
William Shadrick, agent for Nancy Shadrick; of William J. Rivers; of 
David B. Anderson; of Benjamin Cooper; of Isabella J. McMaster; of 
Margaret Garrison; of William Cagle; of Margaret Beavers; of James 
J. Cowan; of Jeremiah Wells; of Thomas Dye, andof Andrew J. Wells, 
of Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Henry D. Fuller, late private in 
Company F, Twenty-eighth Iowa Volunteers, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles C. Penniman, for removal of charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Boles, for special-act pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

' By Mr. SYMES (by request): Petition of John B. Wolff, for pay of 
pension due to Capt A. W. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. M. A. Kretchmar (formerly Miles), for relief— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Anne Lucas, for payment of aliowance mispaid—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of Richard Anderson, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of heirs of Eliza J. Rudden, late of 
Jackson County, and of John Hurst, of Colbert County, Alabama, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Petition of Gilligan, commander 
Post 71, Grand Army of the Republic, of Holyoke, Mass., relating to 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers in the case of Tolbert C. Ankeny, 
and of Mrs. Sarah Loftice, of Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition for an international copyright law—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WISE: Papers in the case of N. H. Van Zandt—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOST: Memorial of citizens of West Virginia; protesting 
against the reduction of the duty on coal and coke, and asking that rep- 
resentatives of their interest may be heard by the Committee on Ways 
and Means—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. ©. L. ANDERSON: Of John Smith and others, of Lake 
Como, Jasper County, and of S. D. Russell and others, of Missionary, 
Jasper County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. BARRY: Of H. W. McQuinn and others, of Mississippi, 
and of Thomas Williams and others, of Mississippi. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Of citizens of Clover Bottoms, Sullivan County; 
of citizens of Key Station, Johnson County; of citizens of Boring, Sul- 
livan County; of citizens of Vance’s Tank, Sullivan County, and of 
citizens of Bloomingdale, Sullivan County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of W. W. Erwin, T. J. Haralson and others, 
Union County, Georgia. 

Also, of M. A. Painter, A. M. Brockman and others, of Georgia. 

à By Mr. CRISP: Of J. M. Coogle and others, of Marion County, 
eorgia. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Of W.T. Dees and others, of Mayo, La 
T County, Florida, and of John Crowley and others, of Miakka, 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of R. W. Caffey and others, of Caffey, McNairy 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: OfA. A. Gibson and others, of Walpole, N. H. 
: By Mr. HAYES: Of citizens in the Second Congressional district of 


owa. 

E By Mr. HERMANN: Of citizens of Parkersburgh, in Coos County, 
regon. 

Also, of citizens of Rock Point, Jackson County, and of citizens of 

Hebo, Tillamook County, Oregon. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Of citizens of Comanche and Somerville Counties, 


'exas. 

By Mr. LEE: Of citizens of La Grange, King George County, Virginia. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of citizens of Norval, Harnett County, 
North Carolina, and of citizens of Gray’s Creek, Cumberland County, 
North Carolina. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens of North George, Columbiana 
County, Ohio. x 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of J. A. Reagon and others, of Bedford 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of citizens of Arkansas, and of citizens of Crow, 
Scott County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Of John Smith and others, of Lehigh County, and 
of Alfred W. Hendricks and others, of Lehigh County, Pennsylvania. 


Also, of Francis Weiss and others, of Lehigh County, Pennsylvania. 
By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Of citizens of Humble, Tex. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 24, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
INDUSTRIAL HOME IN UTAH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
on motion of Mr, CULLOM, was, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the first report of the board of control created by the act 
of Congress approved August 4, 1886 (24 Stat., 252), for the management of an 
industrial home in the Territory of Utah, containing a statement of the action 
of the board in establishing the home, and an account of expenditures from 
the appropriation made for that purpose in the actabove mentioned. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 23, 1888. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
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resolution of March 2, 1887, certain information concerning the rules 
and regulations in force at the custom-house in New York during the 
years 1876 and 1878, and at Baltimore during the years 1871, 1872, 
1873, 1874, and 1875; which, with the accompanying papers, was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of Jan 
17, 1888, certain information concerning the amount of. revenue col- 
lected by the Government under the provisions of the internal-revenue 
law, and the amendments thereto; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a report from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, with supplementary inclosures, in the matter of 
the private land claim in New Mexico known as the Las Padillas or El 
Tajo tract, No, 146; which, with the accompanying documents, was, 
on motion of Mr. CULLOM, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from O. 
C. Marsh, president, transmitting a report of the operations of the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences during the past year; which, with the ac- 
companying report, was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

r INDIAN MARRIAGES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the House of Representatives: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 20, 1888. 


Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate,in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and 
Indian women, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to the message from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, if I have the right todoso. I have exam- 
ined the bill as it passed the Senate and I see that it was amended to 
conform to my views. Therefore I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the motion to reconsider is with- 
drawn by unanimous consent, the bill stands passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the bill read at length. I 
did not happen to be present when it was passed. 

Mr. VEST. I do not see the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] 
in his seat; but he spoke to me yesterday about this bill, and heis in- | 
terested in its reconsideration. I hope the bill will lie over for the 
present until he comes into the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the House of Rep- 
resentatives will lie on the table for the present. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 1604) to change the time of the sessions of the cir- 
cuit court of the western division of the western district of Missouri ` 
Yen read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

The bill (H. R. 5514) to amend section 4883 of the Revised Statutes 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

PRINTING OF PACIFIC RAILWAY COMMISSION REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. CULLOM, was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed for the use of the House 10,000 copies of the President’s message and 
Fyne wo hey reports of the majority and minority of the Pacific Railroad 

lommission, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
Chamber of Commerce of Salt Lake City, Utah, and indorsed by a con- 
vention of the wool-growers of the Territory of Utah, representing two 
million five hundred thousand sheep and an invested capital of $8,000,- 
000, remonstrating against any reduction in the tariff upon wool or 
woolens; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of the District of Columbia, | 
remonstrating against the granting of a right of way to the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Company, or the building of a tunnel through or 
under Tenth or Eleventh streets east for the use of that road; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented two petitions numerously signed by citizens of the 
District of Columbia, praying for prohibition in the District of Colum- 
bia; which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of William Gallagher, of 
Elkhart, Ind., praying for an increase of pension; which was referred 


‘| to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented the petition of Charlotte Frederick, of Evansville, 
Ind., praying for a pension as the widow of Louis Frederick, late of 
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United States gunboats Tyler, etc., Mississippi Flotilla; which was re- 
: a A a i of W R. Hicks, of Ligonier, Ind 

He also presented the petition x i o er, iy 
praying that he be granted a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the board of county commis- 
sioners of Idaho County, Idaho Territory, remonstrating the 
division of Idaho Territory by the annexation of any of the counties of 
Idaho to Washington Territory; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of 35 citizens of the Eleventh Congres- 
sional district of the State of Illinois, praying for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of health of the 
city of Rockford, Ill., favoring the enactment of legislation providing 
for a national quarantine to prevent the introduction of cholera into 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the board of directors of 
the Commercial Exchange, of Kansas City, Mo., favoring legislation 
for the purpose of governmental control of the system of telegraphy in 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER. In behalf of the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
RIDDLEBERGER], who is unable to make himself heard, owing to some 
difficulty in his throat (and for the first timein his life heis unable to 
talk), I present the petition of 28 citizens of the Second Congressional 
district of West Virginia and the petition of 71 citizens of the Eighth 
Congressional district of Virginia, praying for prohibition in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

_ The motion was agreed to. . 
Mr. BATE presented a petition of 205 citizens of the Second Con- 
ional district of Tennessee, praying for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition of 50 citizens of the 
hibition in the 


Fifth Congressional district of Arkansas, praying for 
mittee on the 


District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 126 citizens of the 
Third and Fourth Congressional districts of Michigan, praying for pro- 
hibition in the District;of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the petition of George Steph, of Utica, N. 
Y., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented resolutions adopted by the boatd of di- 
rectors of the Commercial Exchange of Kansas City, Mo., declaring 
that the jurisdiction of the civil laws of the United States ought to be 
extended over the Indian Territory, and provision made sek se 
against defaulting debtors absconding into that Territory; which were 

referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

- - He also presented a resolution adopted by the Exchange Building 
Association of Kansas City, Mo., in favor of the adoption by the Gov- 
ernment of the telegraph postal system; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Nevada, Eastern Oregon, and Idaho Wool-Growers’ Association, held 
at Winnemucca, Nev., January 3, 1888, remonstratingagainstareduction 
of the tariffon wool; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Oregon, praying that in- 
creased compensation be allowed fourth-class postmasters; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of William Schaus, of New 
York City, praying for a refund of certain import duties alleged to have 
peen wrongfully paid by him; which was referred to the Committee on 

ims, 

Mr. GIBSON presented two petitions signed. by D. L. Green and 
other citizens of Louisiana, praying that increased compensation be al- 
lowed to fourth-class postmasters; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of the members of the faculty of 
the Marion Military Institute, at Marion, Ala., praying for the speedy 
enactment of an international copyright law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition from citizens of the Ninth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, praying that Utah be not admitted 
as a State with polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories, 

He also presented a petition of 64 citizens of the Twenty-third Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, praying for prohibition in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ipresent the petition of David Dudley Field, Abram 
S. Hewitt, and three others, constituting a committee appointed at a 


` 


public meeting of citizens of New York, in favor of a treaty between 
the United States and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land providing for an arbitration of any differences arising between 
the two countries. . The petition has been carefully and ably drawn in 
the representation and enforcement of the principal topics that relate 
to this subject; and in asking that it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations I beg leave to ask thatitmay beprintedin the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
that the petition he has just presented may be printed in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the petition will be re- 
ferred tothe Committee’ on Foreign Relations and printed in the RECORD. 

The petition is as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

Uniled States of America in Congress assembled; 

The memorial ofthe undersigned respectfully represents that five of them were 
appointed by the mayor of the city of New York to be a committee, of which 
he was to be ez officio a member, pursuant to a resolution of a publio meeting of 
citizens, to urge upon the Congress and the dent the making of a treaty 
with Great Britain for the settlement by arbitration of differences that may 
arise between that country and our own; and in pursuance of this appointment 
they beg leave to present this memorial. 

The occasion of the meeting was to receive a TE eee of Englishmen who 
had come hither to J reign to the Congress and President a memorial signed 
D7 as members of the House of Commons, in-favor of a treaty between the 

nited States of America and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
stipulating for a reference to arbitration of all differences between the two 
countries which could not be settled by diplomacy. The factof such a memo- 
rial is a signal manifestation of confidence and good-will, and the characters 
of those who signed jit and of those who presented it require for it ‘ul 
attention. As citizens of a friendly nation we can not be insensible-to man- 
ifestation, and as lovers of peace we ean not be inattentive to the direction in 
which public sentiment is tending among the ple from whom we derived 
our n. Our pride of country will not us to lag behind our English 
et soe in the interchange of fraternal sentiments and in co-operation for the 
welfare of man. 

The aim of the proposa] isto confirm the gayaa As increase the security 
ofeach nation, Not that each is not strong enough to repel all attacks, but we 
know by what suffering and sacr: an attack is repelled, and therefore how 
wise and prvdent it is to lessen the chances of its Somin; 

If we look beyond ourselves, it is something to consider what may be the ef- 
fect of such a treaty as we propose upon the future of mankind, Whileit istrue 
that if our two nations can not agree to form such a treaty no other nations can, 
it is also true that when once we shall have made it our example must have 
an influence upon other branches of the human family. If the world should see, 
as we hope it will, that the two great Engli: nations have promise 
to live in peace each other, and have kept the promina and prospered in 
the keeping, it would not be long before the s; cle would attract the atten- 
tion and the sympathy of other nations, and by the force of self-interest lead 
them to disburden themselyes of their intolerable armaments and leaving the 
ranks of unprosperous war take the side of prosperous peace, 

It is the gany prayer of one of the churches of Christend “Give us peace 
in our time, rd,” and alike para goes up from lag 4 oly temple. 

War is not what it used to be in the days of our fathers. e General of our 
Army has lately declared, on a public ocċasion, that the weapons of warfare 
have become so destructive that t ey must needs cause wars to cease and obli 
nations to resort to arbitration for the settlement of their disputes, or, he might 
have added, modern warfare will reduce mankind to the barbarism of the prime- 


val ages. 

War being an unspeakable evil, how shall a nation be prevented from attack- 
ing another for some cause, real or feigned, some grievance or some pretense ? 
This is our answer: “By agreeing beforehand that it will not attack without 
first offering to submit its grievances to impartial arbitrators.” This would at 
once ween end to simulated grievances and furnish a remedy for real ones. It 
would substitute the arbitrament of reason for the arbitrament of the sword, 
It is easy for a cavalier to say that an agreement to arbitrate made before a dis- 

ute began will notbe kept when the passions become hot in its progress. This, 
owever, can not be known until the method has been tried. Show us the in- 
stance in which an agreement to submit to arbitration the differences between 
two nations has been broken, and we will admit that the objection may have 


force. 

Since the general pacification of 1815 there have been nearly sixty instances 
of arbitration for the settlement of international disputes, some of them involv- 
ing the great questions of international right and some only the ascertainment 
of extent of A See The following is a list, imperfect perhaps, but sufficiently 
ee to show that the measure is not only not visionary but eminently prac- 

cable: ` 

1. Arbitration between the United States and Great Britain in 1816 (about St. 
Croix River and the lakes). 

2. The United States and Great Britain in 1818 (about obligation to restore 
A Referred to the Emperor of Russin. 

3. Tho United States and Spain in 1819 (respecting Florida claims). 

4. The United States and Great Britain in 1827 (about boundaries). Referred to 
the King of the Netherlands. 

5. The United States and Denmark in 1830, 

6. Belgium and Holland in 1834, 

7. France and England in 1835. 

8. The United States and Mexico in 1839. 

A as United States and Portugal in 1851. Referred to the Emperor of the 
rench. 

10. The United States and England in 1553. 

11. The United States and New Granada in 1857, 

12. The United States and in 1858. 

13. The United States and Paraguay in 1859. 

14, The United States and Costa Rica in 1860, 

15. The United States and Ecuador in 1962. 

16. Great Britain and Brazil in 1863. 

17. The United States and Peru in aval 

18. The United States and Great B: n in 1863 (about Hudson's Bay Com- 


pany). 
19, ‘The United States and Ecuador in 1864. 
20, ‘The Unitdd States and Venezuela in 1866, 
21, France and Prussia in 1867, 
22. Turkey and Greece in 1867. 
23. England and Spain in 1867. 
24. The United States and 
25, The United States and Peru in 1863. 
26. The United States and Peru in 1899. Referred to the King of the Belgians, 
27. The United States and Brazil in 1870, 
28. Great Britain and Portugal in 1870. . 


29. The United States and §; in 1871. 
reat Britain (on the Alabama) in 1871. 


20. The United States and 
31. The United States and Great Britain in 1871 (about sundry claims), 
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32. The United States and Great Britain (the San Juan dispute) in 1871. 

33. The United State and Great Britain (about Nova Scotia fisheries) in 1871. 
Aa p nS Britain and Brazil in1573. Referred to United States and Italian min- 

at Rio. 

55. Italy and Switzerland in 1874. Referred to United States minister in Italy. 

26. Great Britain and Portugal (about Delagoa Bay) in 1875. Referred to the 
President of the French Republic. 

87. China and Japan in 1876. 

38. Persia and Afghanistan (Seistan arbitration) in 1877, 

39. Great Britain and Liberia in 1879. 

40. The United States and Spain non Cuba) in 1879, 

41. Great Britain and Nicaragua in 1879. 

42, The United States and France in 1880. 

43. The United States and Costa Ricain 1881. 

44. France and Nicaragua in 1881. 

45. Chili and Colombia in 1881. 

47; Chilland Argentine Republic (about Stratis of Monali ete in 1881, Ro- 

` an mtine Republic ( u’ ts o! 
ferred to the President of the United States. : 

48. Holland and Hayti in 1882. 

49, The United States and Hayti in 1884, 

50. The United States and Spain in 1885. 

51, England and Germany (about the Fiji Islands), 

52. The United States and Denmark in 1887. 

53. Germany and Spain (about the Caroline Islands). Referred to the Pope. 

54. England, France, and Italy with Chili (about losses in the war between 
Chili and Peru), 

55. Peru and Japan (about the seizure of a Peruyian bark), 

56. Nicaragua and Rica (about boundary). Referred to President 
Cleveland in July, 1887. 

57. The Berlin congress of 1878 was really a court of arbitration, held by 
seven principal powers, to settle the claims of all the different states in the 
Balkan Penissdin. : 

58. The Danubian commission, established in 1855, is really a standing inter- 
national arbitration. 

These are instances of occasional arbitration; arbitration entered into as a 
controversy happened to arise. Within the last two decades a strong move- 
ment has been made towards P gespan agreements to arbitrate, either general, 
for all differences, or special, for questions of a particular character, as, for exam- 
ple, the interpretation of treaties, 

The history of this movement is instructive. In July, 1872, a resolution, 
moved by Mr. Henry Richard, was passed by the British House of Commons in 
favor of an instruction to the foreign secretary to “enter into communication 
with foreign powers with a view to the further improvement of international 
Jaw and the establishment of a general system of international arbitration.” 
The example was soon followed in other countries. In November, 1873, a res- 
olution was passed unanimously by the Italian Chamber of Deputies in favor 
of arbitration. In March, 1874, the Second Chamber of the Swedish Diet 
adopted a siinilar resolution. So did the States-General of the Netherlands in 
the November following. In January, 1875, a motion to the same effect was 
carried in the Belgian C ber of Deputies and afterwards adopted unani- 
mously by the Senate. Although the question has not yet been formally 
brought forward in the French Assembly, a resolution was carried there in 1878 
referring a ition that had been presented on the subject to the minister of 
foreign affairs, “to whom,” it was added, “shall be left in charge to deter- 
mine the opportune moment when this idea, already tried with success, should 
be submitted for the consent of states whose constitution and principles are 
best adapted for seeking in concert its realization.” 

In 1878, an Italian statesman, Mr. Mancini, knowing that his government was 
about to negotiate or renew treaties of commerce with other countries, carried 
a resolution in the Italian Chamber recommending that such treaties be ac- 
companied by a stipulation for settlement by arbitration of controversies re- 
spena their interpretations or the consequences of their violations. He was 

rwards appointed minister for foreign affairs, and himself negotiated 
some eighteen or nineteen treaties, cach accompanied by the arbitral stipula- 
tion, one of which was concluded with Great Britain in 1883, 

The Berlin congress of 1831, in which fifteen different powers were repre- 
sented, held for the settlement of the relations between the different states on 
the Congo, contained a provision for arbitration in case of disputes between 
these states. 

Switzerland in 1883 proposed to the United States to enter into an arbitral 
convention for thirty years, binding the contracting parties to submit any dif- 
ferences arising between them to a tribunal of three members, one to be chosen 
by each party and the third by those two, or, if they should disagree, by a neu- 
tral government. ing this proposal the President made use of the fol- 
lowing language in his annual message to Con : 

“The Helyetian Confederation has pro the inauguration of a class of 
international treaties for the referment to arbitration grave questions be- 
tween nations. This Government has assented to the proposed negotiation of 
such a treaty with Switzerland.” 

Colombia and Honduras haye entered into a treaty by which they have 
bound themselves to submit all differences to arbitration, the arbitrator to be 
the President of the United States for the time being, if the parties do not agree 
upon a different arbitrator. 

Our own country has not only shown its own disposition in favor of arbitra- 
tion by the repeated agreements that we have mentioned, but by many expres- 
sions of public men, A resolution in fayor of general arbitration was passed 
by the House of Representatives in 1874. One was introduced into the Senate 
in 1882. Another is now pending in the Senate, 

President Grant by exampleand by precept recommended such a course to bis 
countrymen, In an address toa ip acc ia society, after his return from a 
voyage around the world, he said, "Though I have been trained asa soldier, and 
have participated in many battles, there never was a time when, in my opinion, 
some way could not have been found of preventing the drawing of the sword. 
I look forward to an epoch when a court recognized by all ations will settle 
arameo differences instead of keeping large standing armies, as they do in 

rope. 

Presidents Hayes and Garfield did not hesitate to declare their concurrence in 
the same views. 

‘These instances answer the objection that arbitration for the settlement of in- 
ternational disputes is nota practical measure. Other objections have been made, 
but we think it easy to answer them. It has been said that for a nation to bind 


itself beforehand to submit its disputes to arbitrators is to waive its independ- 
ence, They who say this forget that the en ment is reci 1, and that 
when we bind ourselves not to make war upon England, she also binds herself 


not to make war upon us, and that would bea great step in advance towards that 

on earth which we prot io nello is to follow the military ages, and to 
Be demanded alike by the dictates of reason and the precepts of religion. We do 
not bind ourselves to submit to wrongs of ion; we butagree not tocom- 
mit the wrongs ourselves. When,soon after the close of the last war with Eng- 
land, we agreed with her to keep only a nominal force of ships of war on the 
Great Lakes, we were not shorn of our independence any more than she was shorn 
of hers. We agreed that it was better for us, and for all our people on both 
sides of the line, that the waters of these inland seas should be reserved for the 
white sails of commerce, without menace or disquiet from rival armaments. 
We bound ourselves, as greatand brave nations, todo whatgreatand brave men 


do in private life: walk peacefully and confidently, under the protection of mu- 
iT en beet E Why eo against possibl ion? Waitfori 

thas as fe provide e contention ? ait for its com- 
ing, and then, if diplomacy fail us, resort to arbitration. We answer, that this 
is not the way men do in civilized communities. They provide beforehand the 
requisite inery fer terminating disputes, because that is the best for the 
peace and order of society. The fact that repression is ready tends to prevent 
aggmpssion. The effervescence of passion finds a yent, and an explosion from 
pent-up forces is prevented. 

It has been said that a promise in all cases to arbitrate would deprive us of 
weapons of retaliation, less than war, like those threatened lately in respect of 
the fisheries. We answer, that i$ is war and war only, the great, dominant, 
overwhelming evil, which it is the aim of the present movement to prevent. It 

the bloody conflict of arms, the human butchery, the cities bombarded, the 
homes decimated, the widowg and children left desolate; it is these which we 
seek to prevent, and it is the means of preventing them that we are upon 
Congress, the Executive, and the country. 

It been said that a tribunal of arbitration would furnish no radical cure 
for international jealousies. Perhaps it would not. It is war, not jealousies, 
that the proposal of arbitration seeks to prevent. Courts of law do not furnish 
a radical cure, nor any cure at all, for jealousies between citizens of the same 
State or thesame city. Whoever thought of that as a reason for abolishing the 
tribunals of justice? 

been said that our experience of international arbitration has not been 
encouraging. This is said because the Halifax tribunal decided against us. But 
what about the Alabama tribunal, which decided for us? Do we measure our 
approval by our success? What, moreover, will our adversaries say? They 
lose if we gain. The ro Aegtes forget that when two en: in an arbitration or 
a lawsuit, one or the other must lose. But what is the of ten millions ora 
hundred millions com d witn the loss of a great war to both the combatants? 
It has been said that the cost of the battle of Solferino would have sufficed to 
build a ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien. 

Another class of objectors bid us to bearin mind the unfriendly feelings which 
the bape eget poe rs have frequently manifested towards us; the two cruel wars 
we have with them, and the disdain with which they have sometimes, 
though long ago and ignorantly, affected to treat us, and would make these rec- 
ollections reasons for not agreeing to arbitration with them now. Toour minds 
these are the very reasons for providing beforehand an honorable means of set- 
tiing possible disputes. We might add that we havesomething better to do than 
to brood over the hates of buried generations. h 

Yet even in the old days of misapprehension and distrust there were not 
wanting words of conciliation and promise of mutual forbearance. The first 
treaty concluded between Great Britain and the United States, under their pres- 
ent Constitution, declared that there should bea“ firm, inviolable, and universal 
peace ” between the English King and ple and our ponere, and it provided 

or two arbitrations to adjust reciprocal claims of English subjects and Ameri- 
can citizens for injuries sustained during the war, By a separate article of the 
treaty it was “expressly stipulated that neither of the contracting parties would 

will) order or authorize any acts of reprisal against the other on complaints of 

njuries or damages, until the said party should (shall) first have presented to 
the other n statement thereof and verified by competent proof and evidence, 
and demanded justice and satisfaction, and the same should (shall) either have 
been refused or unreasonably delayed.” 

We know that it is one of the traditions of our Republic to avoid entanglin 
alliances, and we do not wish to break the tradition. ‘The treaty which we ad- 
vocate creates no entanglement and no alliance. It would not bind us to help 
our kinsmen beyond the sea any more than it would bind them to help us. Oa 
the contrary, it would bind them to let us alone, if we let themalone. tradi- 
tion has not prevented our entering into many treaties; the statute-books are 
fullofthem. There are treaties of amity and commerce with every civilized 
country on the face of the earth, filled with minute regulations for the conduct 
SF, AEE and people, and we are at this moment engaged in daily trans- 
actions, numberless in fact, under a posh convention, concluded at Berne, in 
1874, by which we have bound ourselves to twenty other attach, states, 

The people of the United States may take pride to themselves that in so many 
instances they have submitted their differences to the decision of arbitrators, 
and have done so oftener than any other people inthe world. Wesball thus be 
following only our own precedents if we propose the policy of arbitration to 
any of our associates in the family of nations, and more than all if we propose 
it to our kindred over the water, one with us in blood, one in speech, and one 
ys en ERA eS t tfully to ask from Co thi f 

re , therefore, mos! ully to as m Congress the passage of a 
joint resolution, requesting the President to propose to the Government of 
Great Britain the making of a treaty between the two nations, for a limited 
period at least, providing in substance that in case a difference should arise bo- 
tween them respecting the interpretation of any treaty which they have made 
or may hereafter make with each other, or any claim of either under the estab- 
lished law of nations, or respecting the boundary of any of their respective pos- 
sessions, or respecting any wrong alleged to have been committed by either 
nation upon the other or its members, or any duty omitted, it shall be the earn- 
est endeavor of both the contracting parties to accommodate the difference by 
conciliatory negotiation; and that in no event shall either nation begin a war 
against the other without first offering to submit the difference between them 
to arbitrators, chosen as may be then agreed, or if there be no different agree- 
ment, then by three arbitrators, one to be chosen by each party, and an umpire 
by those so chosen; it being understood, however, that arbitration as thus pro- 
vided for shall not extend to any question respecting the independence or sov- 
ereignty of either nation, its equality with other nations, its form of govern- 
ment, its internal affairs, or its continental policy. 

And your memorialists, as in duty bound, will Sega ete., ete. 

: DAVID DUDLEY FIELD. 
ANDREW CARNEGIE, 
MORRIS K. JESSUP. 
CHARLES A, PEABODY, 
DORMAN B, EATON. 
ABRAM S. HEWITT. 
New York, January 10, 1888. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of the American Forestry Congress 
and other citizens of the United States, praying for legislation to pro- 
tect American forest and timber lands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Cigar-Makers’ Union, No. 
88, of Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the retention of the internal-revenue 
tax on cigars and tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the president and faculty of 
Carleton College, at Northfield, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
an international copyright law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the St. Paul (Minn. ) Jobbers’ Union, 
praying for the abolition of all taxes and licenses levied upon com- 
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mercial travelers; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the St. Paul (Minn.) Jobbers’ Union, 
praying for an amendment of the interstate-commerce act; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of members of the faculty of Mis- 
sissippi College, at Clinton, Miss., and other citizens of that State, pray- 
ing for the speedy enactment of an international copyright law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of citizens of South Carolina, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement of the Con- 
garee River, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of 136 citizens of the Eighth and 
Second Congressional districts of Wisconsin, praying for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of citizens of Superior, Wis., 
remo¥strating against the passage of Senate bill 361, granting to the 
Duluth, Superior and Wisconsin Railroad the right to build a bridge 
over navigable waters of the United States at the head of Lake Su- 


poise, to wit, between Connor’s Point, in the State of Wisconsin, and” 
i 


ice’s Point, in the State of Minnesota; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 73 citizens of the Sixth Congres- 
sional district of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of a bill pro- 
hibiting the manufacture and sale of alcoholic beverages in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of 206 citizensof the Twenty-fourth 
and Twenty-first Congressional districts of Pennsylvania, praying for 
_ prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FARWELL presented five petitions of citizens of the Fourth, 
Fifth, Sixth, Twelfth, and Eighteenth Congressional districts of Illi- 
nois, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of Erich Brand, B. M. Wichers, 
John R, Osburn, J. W. Wells, and other citizens of the State of Florida 
and county of Fernando, praying for the forfeiture of the grant of pub- 
lic lands made in 1856 to the State of Florida for the construction of 
certain lines of railroad in thatState. ~The petitioners allege that these 
roads have never been built in compliance with the terms of the act,of 
Congress, that they are not now built, and that no grant has ever been 
made by the State of Florida to any of these corporations of the lands 
obtained under this grant. The petitioners further allege that they are 
settlers upon the public lands who have placed valuable improvements 
upon them, and that they are now notified by persons claiming these 
railroad grants that they can not have their lands unless they pay $30 
an acre. They submit correspondence with the agents of the railroad 
company, and ask Congress to enact certain legislation for their protection. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD RECEIVERS. 


Mr. CALL. I give notice, in connection with the petition I have 
just presented, that on Monday next, after the morning hour, I shall 
ask leave to address some observations to the Senate upon the resolu- 
tion which I submitted on the 12th of December, and which now lies 
on the table, looking to such legislation as may be necessary to protect 
creditors in their liens on railroads under the management of receivers. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


Mr. VEST. I present the memorial of Elias E. Barnes, of the city of 
Washington, in regard to the work being done on the Congressional Li- 
brary building; and I wish tosay a few wordsin relation to the matter be- 
fore asking the reference of the memorial to the appropriate committee. 

Soon after the holiday recess I offered a resolution inquiring into the 
cause of the delay in the construction of the Congressional Library 
building. As I have received a large number of communications, some 
of them anonymous, and others from persons of whom I know nothing, 
àn regard to that resolution, making all sorts of charges against the ar- 
chitect, I wish to say that I submitted that resolution without consul- 
tation with anybody. Ido not know the Mr. Barnes whose memorial 
I hold in my hand, and who is a contractor on the foundation for that 
building. I used the words of the resolution deliberately, without 
consultation with any human being. I happened to be passing by the 
site of the Library building and I was astounded to find that after some 
five months the foundation, even, had not been prepared. It struck me 
asa remarkable state of case, considering the amount of money we had 
appropriated and the elaborate preparations which had been made for 
the construction of that building, and as a public official and a citizen 
of the United States I felt it my duty to offer the resolution. 

After the resolution was offered I had a conversation with Mr. 
Spofford, who is upon the commission, and with Mr. Clark, the public 
architect, and they gave such entirely antagonistic reasons why the 
work had not gone on that I was confirmed in the propriety of hav- 
ing acted as I did. 


In response to that resolution I find a report from the Library Com- 
mission which I glanced over and which gives Mr. Smithmeyer’s side 
of the case. In this memorial, which I have not read and which was 
brought to me last night by the attorney of Mr. Barnes, I presume 
his side of the question is given. 

Without knowing anything about the merits of the question, but 
with full knowledge of the personnel of the commission, acquired by 
reason of my having served forten years upon the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, I wish to say that if the commission remains 
as it is now constituted the youngest man in Washington City will 
never see that building completed. The relations between the public 
architect and Mr. Smithmeyer are such that they will never agree, in 
my judgment, upon any proposition connected with that building. 

With that remark, I simply submit this memorial, without taking 
any sides in the controversy, and with the view only that the building 
shall be completed as rapidly as ible. 

I move the reference of the memorial to the Committee on Additional 
Accommodations for the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES subsequently said: While Iwas absent from my 
seat a few moments ago the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] pre- 
sented the memorial of Elias E. Barnes on the subject of cement, etc., 
for the Congressional Library building. 'The memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Library, and I 
ask that it may be printed so that it will be convenient to look at; and 
at the proper time I shall have something to say on the subject. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
there be no objection. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 511) to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbiaall moneys collected 
under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 
1861, to move that it be indefinitely postponed, the subject having 
already been acted upon by the Senate. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 155) relating to the manufacture and 
sale of gas in the city of Washington,!in the District of Columbia, and 
amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act regulating gas-works,”’ approved 
June 23, 1874, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of John F. Ballier, late colonel Ninety-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers and brevet brigadier-general, praying to be allowed an in- 
crease of pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 
1613) granting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier; which was 
read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Phillipe Ray, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1614) grant- 
ing a pension to Phillipé Ray; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 827) granting restoration of pension to 
Thomas Mosher, to ask to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be indefinitely postponed. The pension proposed by the 
bill has been allowed at the Pension Office. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1499) for the relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. 
Lewis, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. On the 19th instant I made a report on 
the bill (H. R. 1213) to punish robbery, burglary, and larceny in the 
Indian Territory. By mistake I sent the wrong paper up to be printed. 
I ask unanimous consent to withdraw that report and substitute the 
report which I send to the Secretary’s desk. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitution will be made by 
unanimous consent, no objection being made. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 549) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1615) to erecta public building 
at Allentown, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1616) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in Lancaster, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1617) for the relief of John M. 
Eddy, Elizabeth K. Carroll, Alice B. Eddy, and Frank M. Eddy; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


The memorial will be printed, if 
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Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 1618) to pay William Bradfield 
for carrying the mails; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1619) to provide for the forma- 
tion and admission into the Union of the State of Montana; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1620) for the relief of 
Esther A. Keyser; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1621) relating to the catching of fish 
by subjects of foreign governments in the waters of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1622) authorizing the erec- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri at Ponca, Nebr.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1623) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commissioned officers of 
the United States Army who have served for a period of thirty years or 
upward ;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1624) to confirm sales of 
lands made by the United States in the Marquette and State Line 
grant in the State of Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1625) to amend section 7 of an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods and for other purposes,” approved 
June 10, A. D. 1880; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. J 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1626) to amend the act of March 3, 
1877, entitled ‘‘ An act amending the-pension law so as to remove the 
disability of those who, having participated in the rebellion, have, 
since its termination, enlisted in the Army of the United States and 
became disabled;’? which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1627) to amend section 
25 of the act of March 3, 1879, entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1880, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1628) fixing the time for the meet- 
ing of Congress; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1629) granting a pension to Erastus B. 
Burnham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 1630) to provide for 
the construction of the Maryland and Delaware free ship-canal as a 
means of military and nayal defense and for commercial purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the 
Washington and Sandy Spring Narrow Gauge Railroad and Street Rail- 
way Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1632) to refund moneys col- 
lected from William Schaus, at the port of New York, on an oil painting 
not subject to duty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1633) to extend the southern and 
western boundaries of the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1634) for the relief of John J. 
Adams; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1635) to regulate the payment of 
pensions to pensioners under guardianship; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1636) to amend section 1910 of chap- 
ter 2, title 23, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. By request, without knowing anything as to the 
merits of the bill, I introduce a bill and ask its reference to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1637) to repeal the acts incorporating the Washington 
and Georgetown and Metropolitan Railroad Companies, to sell at pub- 
lic auction the routes of said companies, and to grant new charters for 
corporations to operate said routes, and thereby, and otherwise, to se- 
cure revenue to the District of Columbia from its street railroads, 
was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 5 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1638) granting a pension to 
William Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1639) to amend “‘ An act to pro- 
vide for the adjustment of land grants e by Congress to aid in the 


construction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and, 
for other p ” approved March 3, 1887, and for the relief of bona 
fide purchasers of the lands reclaimed by such readjustment; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1640) to amend sections 2275 and 2276 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by* 
itstitle, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1641) to establish a permanent 
quarantine station at or near Cape, Charles, Virginia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1642) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary Johnston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1643) for the relief of Albert D. Spalter; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1644) providing compensation to volun- 
tary signal observers at present recognized in the Signal Service, and 
allowing them all the necessary instruments required for observation; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1645) to amend section 2 of the act ap- 
proved June 11, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act providing fora permanent form 
of government for the District of Columbia; ’? which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1646) to increase the appropria- 
tion for a public building at Troy, N. Y.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1647) providing for the construction 
of a public building at Texarkana, on and across the boundary line be- 
tween the States of Texas and Arkansas; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. GRAY it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Mrs. Margaret R. Jones, widow of 
Col, William Hemp! Jones, be withdrawn from the files, under the rules, 

PACIFIC RAILWAY COMMISSION REPORT. 
. Mr. HOAR. I desire, if this be a proper time, to call up the motion 
to reconsider the vote sending the President’s message in regard to the 
Pacific railroads to a special committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the motion offered 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] on a previous day to re- 
consider the vote by which the Senate to the appointment of a 
select committee for the consideration of the Pacific Railway Commis- 
sion report. 6 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I believe that on consideration there 
will be no considerable objection in the Senate to the passage of the 
original resolution. 

My purpose in making the motion was twofold. It is known that 
the Judiciary Committee, a standing committee of this body, has 
had this subject under consideration in one way and another for a 
good while. Of course I should be the last Senator to question the 
capacity of that committee to deal with that or any other subject 
within its jurisdiction; but it so happens that it is a necessity for that 
committee to deal with the business before it without giving any hear- 
ings to persons interested. The pressure of business is so great that if 
the committee depart from that rule it must leave a very large part of 
its ordinary business unconsidered at every session. 

It is exceedingly important that legislation on this subject, which 
is of great public interest and concern, which involves dealing with ac- 
counts and fi in ascertaining what it is in the powerof these roads 
to do on the one side, and what would be the absolute security for the 
Government on the other, shorfld be considered by a committee that 
can summon the parties, or their representatives, and can summon the 
officers of the Government and the representatives of its interests to 
their personal presence. 

In the next place, this subject was, with the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate, of course, sent by Congress to a special commission. It has been 
made the object of a special executive message. It would seem, there- 
fore, eminently proper that so important a matter, involving more than 
a hundred millions of debt shortly to become due to the Government, 
should be dealt with by a special committee. 

Under these circumstances I trust my honorable friend from Mary- 
land will yield to the force of the suggestion which I have made. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, when I entered the motion for a 
reconsideration, it was simply under the general impression that a sub- 
ject of this magnitude, like all the main questions which come before 
the Senate, would be much better considered by one of the standing 
committees of the body. 

However, for the reasons stated by the Senator from Massachusetts a 
moment since, and for others which have come to my knowledge, I 
think ibly the best disposition of this question is to have it con- 
sided Te a ial committee. But, I su t to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, if he will permit the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted to be reconsidered, to amend his resolution so as to create a 
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committee of seven instead of five. I understand that if the cammittee 
were so formed it would give more general satisfaction. I therefore 
suggest to him, if the vote be reconsidered, that there be a simple 
increase of the committee to seven. 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection to that. 

» Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, as the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, for one I shall be extremely glad to have that 
committee relieved of the amount of labor that has hitherto been nec- 
essary in the consideration of this subject. 

The only legislation we have so far had that asserted any rights of 
the Government in respect of these railways and grants, came from the 
Committee on the Judiciary; and it has, twice I am sure, on this sub- 
ject of ending the affair in the best way possible, reported measures 
that, if the Senate had agreed to them, these railways would probably 
have accepted. The upshot of those measures, stated shortly, would 

have been to have given the United States a security upon every spe- 
cies of property that these railways have acquired, either directly or 
indirectly, and in whoseyer name or under whatever form they might 
stand, to have a security and a mortgage covering every possible avail- 
able asset in the resource of these companies. 

It provided, it is true (and necessarily, if we adopt the President’s 

ion of not taking these roads at the end of seven or eight years 
from now), for giving a long time for payment. If accepted by the 
companies it would have saved the United States many millions of 
dollars—the precise amount I have forgotten—on a disputed question 
of interest on the payments that we are now ing upon the coupons 
of the bonds of the United States, the liability to pay which the com- 
panies denied, and in respect of which there is considerable reason to 
fear the legal right of the United States may be somewhat doubtfal. 
I state it with great moderation. But the committee insisted upon it 
that if we were to give this length of time and have this universal se- 
curity, the United States must be reimbursed to a large extent—one- 
half, I believe, at least—for the interest upon the money that we are 
paying out, although the companies denied their liability to pay a sin- 
glecentofit. That would have saved a great many millions of dollars. 

But we have reported and reported, and the Senate has not thought 
it fit to adopt the measures that we have suggested, and therefore I am 
sure that every member of the committee will be glad to be relieved 
from any further labor in the business, and have the best special com- 
mittee that can be devised to take hold of it and see if they can propose 

anything which will meet the approval of the Senate. 

- ‘That something ought to be done, and done speedily, I believe; for I 
think that every day, instead of improving, rather injures the situation 
in respect of the safety of the United States with regard to the enormous 
sums that we have advanced. §So I shall be very glad if the Senate will 
havea select committee to see whether they can propose anything that 
will be better for theinterest of the United States than what the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary has endeavored to do. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to supplement what has been so 
well stated by the Senator from Vermont by simply saying that since 
this resolution was adopted, to which I made no opposition with my 
colleagues on the Committee on the Judiciary, some have supposed that 
it might be regarded as a reflection on that committee to take this sub- 
ject away from that committee, where it has been considered very care- 
fully, and put it in the handsofa committee. It hasbeen sug- 

that that might be considered as a reflection upon the competency 
ofthe Judiciary Committee to actupon the question. I must confess that 
that aspect of the case never presented itself to me until it was suggested. 

As the Senator from Vermont has stated, this question was sent to 
the Judiciary Committee, then before a subcommittee consisting of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS], and myself. We worked earnestly and faithfully to 
formulate a bill. It did not suit me entirely as it did not suit the 
views of the other members of the committee in all respects; but it was 
the very best measure we could at that time recommend. It came to 
the Senate and no attention whatever was paid toit. All sorts of re- 
fiections and insinuations were made in the press of the country about 
the motives of the committee in reporting such a measure. I thought 
then and think now that it was the very best that could be done, for 
the greatest calamity that could happen to this Government would be 
its being forced in any sort of way to take possession of these rai 
We reported a measure which saved millions of dollars to the Govern- 
ment, which I repeat was the very best that in my opinion could be 
made. The Senator from Vermont says it was treated with perfect in- 
difference, except by the newspapers, and they maligned and abused 
everybody conn with that report. 

Now, sir, for myself individually, I want nothing more to do with 
it, except to east my vote when this special committee, which I hope 
‘will be created, shall make its report. As a member of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, I do not propose to serve upon any committee con- 
nected with this matter. For one, I have done all in my power to dis- 
charge my duties as I thought they ought to be discharged, and I am 
done with the subject, except the responsibility of a Senator in voting 
upon any measure that may be proposed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to add one word, to show 
the importance in a matter of this kind of having a committee that 
can give parties a hearing. 
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When the measure for the extension of the indebtedness of these 
roads was framed, a measure was originally introduced and reported 
from the committee which required the roads to pay a certain sum of 
money yearly, beginning with a smaller sum and increasing until the 
whole payment should be made. That was considered on reflection 
too favorable to the roads, and the committee then authorized a report 
by which the larger payment was to be made first and the payments 
gradually diminished year after year. 

On that being called to the attention of the representatives of the 
two principal roads concerned, it appeared that in the case of one, and 
I think it was still more so in the case of the other, that sum would 
entirely exhaust the receipts of the road, leaving nothing for various 
necessary annual expenditures. Accordingly a measure was carefully 
devised, which I reported to the committee in the first place, and it 
received their assent, which was intended to equalize the payments so 
that they could be made at the beginning of the period of extension 
instead of at the end of the period of extension alike. I was m 
personally responsible for that opinion. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary took it upon my authority, and no other member of that commit- 
tee had the slightest responsibility for it, except so far as any gentle- 
man who accepts a computation of a clerk on the authority of another, 
without going over it himself, is held to be responsible. 

After that had been reported to the Senate, by the authority of the 
committee, my honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. paree. who sits 
next to me, and who looks after matters pretty sharply, ed my at- 
tention to the fact that the sum which we pro should be paid an- 
nually to the United States would not be cient in regard to quite 
anumber of millions of dollars to repay the indebtedness to the United 
States; in other words, there was an error against the Government in 
that calculation. Icalled the attention of the committee toitin private 
after the Senator had told me of it, and I stated in the Senate that 
when the bill came up a correction would necessarily be made in that 
particular. Well, it was not long before a large portion of the press of 
the country began to cast on the different members of the Judiciary 
Committeea of having a corrupt understanding with those roads 
in the preparation of thisreport. Whateverthere was of responsibility 
for that error belongs to me, and no other human being. Whatever 
credit is due for the discovery of it belongs to the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, and no other human being, so far as I know. 

If we had had, before I made that report, the presence of the repre- 
sentatives of the Government with a skillful accountant, and the pres- 
ence of the representatives of the roads, that error never would have 
occurred. But the Judiciary Committee not only, as I have stated 
already, is compelled to do its business without giving hearings, but 
ordinarily it is the custom of that committee, for very good reasons 
which have prevailed ever since it was organized, probably, to refuse 
to disclose its report on any matter until the report is absolutely made 
to the Senate. Such a special committee as is proposed will certainly 
avoid any such mistake as that. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido notrise to oppose this motion, butsimply to make 
an observation or two on the situation. 

I should be exceedingly glad if the Judiciary Committee felt that 
they could continue the work which the Senate once sgan to them 
and consider this matter and report upon it, and I feel that the Judi- 
ciary Committee ought todo it. I judge from what has been said here 
this morning that the reason the Judiciary Committee declines to do it 
is purely from a feeling of sensitiveness on the part of the members of 
that committee. My very great respect for the members of that com- 
mittee will probably lead me to indulge them in the exercise of this 
sensitiveness and to vote for the special committee; but it is unfortu- 
nate, I think. ` 

The members of the Judiciary Committee are selected not only for 
their great legal ability, but for their great familiarity with public 
affairs and their goneral ability to deal with a question of this sort. I 
know that they have been subjected to criticisms which are unpleasant; 
but that falls to the lot of all Senators. In the short time I have been 
here, and in the few reports which I have made, I have found that the 
Senate not only does not accept the reports of the committee which I 
represent in many instances, but ina great many instances unceremoni- 
ously sets them aside, I have sometimes felt sensitive myself under 
such circumstances; and I have had some little criticism in the news- 
papers about my motives and conduct. I think it the common lot of 
all Senators that when they attempt to discharge their duty, and to do 
it conscientiously and without fear or favor of any man, somebody will 
arise to criticise them and ascribe to them improper motives. I sim- 
ply rose to say that if the committees of this body are to refuse or de- 
cline or to ask to be excused from the consideration of matters simply 
because of public criticism, or even contemptuous treatment of their re- 
ports by the Senate, we can not get along with the business of the body. 

It seems to me that the appointment of a special committee here is 
simply to create another committee to receive the criticism which 
might otherwise fall upon the Judiciary Committee. As I said, I do 
not oppose the motion, but I wanted simply in these few words tostate 
what appears to me, to use the phrase of a distinguished man, the con- 
dition of affairs, 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I desire to say, as a member of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, that I believe that committee can deal with these 
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questions, and that the duty need not be imposed on a special commit- 
tee. I feel no embarrassment myself touching the subject. I think 
the Judiciary Committee, if the matter is left with that committee, 
will do the subject fall justice. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to express my concurrence 
with what has just been said by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 
I feel no embarrassment, so far as I am concerned, in examining and 
reporting upon this important question, nor do I feel any chagrin at 
any criticisms which the action of the committee heretofore on this 
subject has received from the Senate, or the press. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the message was referred to a special com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I now move toamend, by striking out “five” and 
inserting ‘‘seven.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Maryland moves 
to amend the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. SABIN.  Iask for the reading of the resolution as it now stands, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairis informed that the reso- 
lution was never reduced to writing, but is merely journalized upon 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the Journal entry. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal entry will be read. 
Mr. HOAR. It is the ordinary motion to commit to a special com- 
mittee of five. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
`- that the motion may be zat i It will be read as it appears on the Cal- 
endar. 


The Cuter CLERK. ‘‘A resolution to authorize the appointment of 
a select committee of five to which shall be referred the message of the 
Presidenton the Pacific railroads, 

“January 18, 1888—Mr. Hoar; agreed to. Motion to reconsider 
entered.” ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
desire a further statement of the resolution? 

Mr. SABIN. Do I understand that there is a motion pending before 
the Senate now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to amend the resolu- 
tion, the vote by which it was adopted having been reconsidered, by 
strikingout ‘‘five’’ and inserting ‘‘seven’’ as the number of the special 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR. When the President’s message was read I made a mo- 
tion that it be committed to a special committee of five members to be 
appointed by the Chair. That was the motion, and it is now pending. 
Now, if I may, I accept the modification to make the number seven. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands, the resolu- 
tion not having been adopted, that it is under the control of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, the mover, to modify it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso modify it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
modifies the resolution, and it will be read as modified ? 

The CHIEF CLERK., ‘‘A resolution to authorize the appointment of 
a select committee of seven, to which shall be referred the message of 
the President on the Pacific railroads.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The question is, Will the Senate 

e to the motion as modified ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand the motion for a select committee 
proceeds from the Judiciary Committee itself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not from the Judiciary Committee itself, but with 
the entire concurrence of many gentlemen who are members of that 
committee. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Judiciary Committee, I think, would like 
to be discharged from the consideration of the subject. It involves 
great questions of Jaw which are to be considered by the special com- 
mittee if appointed. I think myself that the objection is mainly that 
the Judiciary Committee has heretofore been criticised for its acts in 
reference to this question; but that does not concern the Senate. That 
committee, I suppose, enjoys the confidence of the members of the 
Senate for the diligence and ability they devote to questions of this 
kind, and the fact of its being taken away from that committee and 
referring it to a select committee may cause the impression on the 
country that it was because of a want of confidence in either the capa- 
city or the fairness of that committee to deal with the question. 
Personally I prefer that the matter should be sent back to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

‘The message was read; and, on motion by Mr. Hoar, 

Ordered, That it be referred, with the accompanying report, to a select com- 
mittee of five Senators, to be appointed by the Shair. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that this is not, in our parliamentary par- 
lance, correctly described as a resolution; it is an ordinary motion. 
Rule XXII says: 


When a question is pending no motion shall be received but— 
To adjourn— 


The Journal entry will now be read. 


-And among the number is— 
To commit; 
To amend. 

Under our parliamentary practice communications from the Execu- 
tive, like petitions and like communications from the heads of Depart- 
ments, are before the Senate for disposition. Of course they are not 
before the Senate like a pending bill or resolution, and the parliament- 
ary motions applicable to them enumerated in this Rule XXT are to 
refer and to amend. I made the ordinary motion to refer. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so holds. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I desire to say, in reply to the Senator from Del- 
aware, that in making the motion I did not urge or suggest any of the 
reasons to which he has replied. The ground upon which I base this 
motion is that this isa subject which must be dealt with bya commit- 
tee that can give a hearing to officers of the Government on the oneside 
and to the parties interested on the other, which the Judiciary Com- 
mittee can not; and second, that having been made by the Senate a 
subject of such special method of consideration that it concurred in a 
law referring it to a special commission, and having been made by the 
President of the United States the subject of a special message, it in 
that way is properly segregated, singled out from the ordinary business 
of the Senate, and it is proper to give it to the consideration of a spe- 
cial committee created for that purpose. 

I understand that the suggestions about reflections on the Judiciary 
Committee are merely made by individual members of the committee 
as a ground for their statement that they did not desire, as far as they 
were personally concerned, to hold on to any jurisdiction; that is all; 
but the ground for the motion is what I have stated. 

Mr. SABIN. Is this resolution subject to amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. SABIN. I move that the reference be made to the Committee 
on Railroads. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would state to the Senator 
from Minnesota that he need not resort to that. A motion to refer to 
a standing committee takes precedence of a motion to refer to a select 
committee; it needs no amendment. 

Mr. SABIN. I move, then, that the President’s message on this sub- 
ject be referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion has priority, and must 
be first decided. 

Mr. SABIN. If this isa question of taking this subject from the Ju- 
diciary Committee I have no desire whatever to interfere with it; but 
if it becomes a question of business, asl understand it has arrived at 
that stage, I can see no earthly object in creating a special committee. 
We seem to have arrived at such a point in the Senate that when any 
subject of special importance is brought before it a special committee 
must be formed to take it away from the proper and regular standing 
committees. If there is any reflection on any side, it certainly must be 
upon the Committee on Railroads, which, I will say to the Senate, has 
ample time to give all the hearings necessary to any and all parties in- 
terested. If other committees are informed on all subjects. that prop- 
erly come before that committee, if may as well be abandoned. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘This is not a question which has anything to do with 
the jurisdiction of the Railroads Committee; it is not a question of the 
railroad policy of the country; it is not a question of building new 
railroads; it is not a question of submitting old railroads to new regu- 
lations of any character. It is a question pure and simple of securing 
an honest debt due the United States. If you are going to take any 
general committee other than the Judiciary Committee, it would seem 
thatthe Committee on Finance would bemore proper. Atany rate, the 
jurisdiction of the Railroads Committee is as far from this question as 
that of any committee of the body. 

Mr. SABIN. May Iask the Senator from Massachusetts if this ques- 
tion was not originally before the Railroad Committee in its inception, 
a few years ago? 

Mr. HOAR. Not this particular question. Doubtless the question 
of constructing the Union Pacific Railroad and the Central Pacific Rail-‘ 
road may have been before the Railroad Committee, because then, like 
every construction of a new railroad by the Government, the question 
was where the road should go and what should be its charter, its obli- 
gations, and so on. 

Mr. SABIN. The Senator speaks from personal knowledge on this 
matter. I was not in the Senate at that time, but I am informed, on 
what I suppose to be undoubted authority, that when the trouble first 
arose between the Government and these railway companies it was a 
matter treated by the Committee on Railroads and afterwards referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary,embracing, as it was supposed, judi- 
cial questions which that committee was alone responsible forand should 
act upon. If Iam mistaken in this, I should like to be corrected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the message and accompany- 
ing reports be referred to the Committee on Railroads? 

Mr, MITCHELL. Mr. President, I have no preference for any par- 
ticular committee in this matter, but I desire to correct the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

This subject was originally before the Committee on Railroads of the 
Senate in 1878. At the same time the same subject was before the . 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate. There was something of a con- 
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test between those two committees over bills introduced and referred 
respectively to those two committees. Each of those committees in 
1878 reported a bill to the Senate; one was reported by the honorable 
Senator from Ohio, Mr. Thurman, and was known as the Thurman 
bill; the other was reported from the Railroad Committee by Senator 
Matthews, then a Senator from Ohio, and now an associate justice of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. The bill known as the Thur- 
man funding bill, I believe, received the unanimous assent, perhaps— 
but I do not know about that—of the Judiciary Committee. Thebill 
reported by Senator Matthews received the unanimous approval, if I 
remember correctly, of the Committee on Railroads. 

There was a contest in the Senate as to which of these two bills should 
be adopted, a somewhat vigorous contest. It was contended by lead- 
ing lawyers upon the part of the Railroad Committee, as constituted at 
that time, led by Senator Matthews, of Ohio, that the Thurman bill 
was unconstitutional. It was alleged, again, by agreat many other Sen- 
ators then in this body, and I believe by every member of the Railroad 
Committee at that time, that as a business proposition the Thurman 
bill would prove a failure. 

There was a vigorous contest, as I say; but the Thurman bill was 
finally adopted, and it became a law. 

The question as to its constitutionality was raised, and it was car- 
ried to the Supreme Court of the United States, as we all know, and 
there by a divided court, a full minority dissenting, it was declared to 
be constitutional. It became the law of the land, and these railroad 
companies owing this immense debt to the Government became subject 
toits operation, and what has been the result? As everybody knows, it 
has proved just what was prophesied at the time in this Senate by myself 
and others, anabsolute and complete failure asa business proposition. If 
the bill reported by Senator Matthews at that time from the Railroad 
Committee had become the law of the land, we should to-day, instead of 
haying six orseven million dollars, or whatever the amountis, in the sink- 
ing fund, have had some thirty million dollars in that fund, the whole 
question between the Government and these railroad companies would 
have been settled, and the Government would have been in fair posi- 
tion to recover back every cent of this immense indebtedness, although 
the times of payment would, of course, have been postponed to a consid- 
erable distance in the future. 

I simply rose to correct the Senator from Massachusetts in the-re- 
mark inadvertently made, that this subject had never been before the 
Railroad Committee of this body. It was there; it was thoroughly 
investigated by that committee, of which, I believe, the Senator from 

usetts [Mr. DAwes], the honorable Senator’s colleague, was a 
member at that time. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say it had never been before the Railroad 
Committee. : 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to 
say in answer to the Senator from Minnesota that this question had 
never been before the Railroad Committee; that the question as to 
granting the original franchises had been before that committee, but 
not the question of the funding of the indebtedness, 

Of course I have great respect, as we all have, for the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate. It is composed of the ablest Iawyers in this 
body, as we all know, but itis admitted to-day that twice heretofore 
they have unfortunately made very great mistakes in regard to this 
matter. It is conceded, I think, by everybody now everywhere that 
the Thurman funding act has been an absolute failure as a business 
proposition, looking to the settlement of this great controversy—involv- 
ing so many millions of dollars—between the Government and the Pa- 
cific Railroad Companies. 

As my friend from Massachusetts has just stated, he unfortunately 
made a mistake at the last session of Congress in the matter of com- 
putation, which he was willing, of course, to correct when the mistake 
was suggested to him by the Senator from Ohio. 

As far as Iam concerned, I do not care where this message goes; per- 
haps it had better goto aspeciaicommittee. Ihave nointerest in itone 
way on the other, except to see a final settlement of the great contro- 
versy on a basis alike fair and honorable to the Government and the 
companies. I have only stated this piece of legislative history in re- 

to the subject-matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I can not let the observations of 
the Senator from Oregon pass without a word or two of remark. 

The Thurman bill was reported in 1878, I think at the time the 
Senator referred to, from the Committee on the Judiciary, receiving, I 
think, the substantially unanimous approval of all the members of the 
committee. There were some of us who thought it did not go far 
enough in exacting the percentages that should be paid into the Treas- 
ury from year to year; but it did contain what the railroad interest re- 
sisted here to their utmost in pushing the bill from the Railroad Com- 
mittee. Ido not mean that any Senator was in the railway interest, but 
the interest on the outside, the atmosphere, that we know is brought to 
bear about telegraphs and railroads and everything that is large and 
heavy, and they tried to compel the Senate to vote in a provision that 
the Thurman bill should stand for twenty years as a contract between 
the railroads and the United States unalterable: 

That was resisted by the Committee on the Judiciary and defeated; 
and it was stated then and there by Judge Thurman, and the rest of us 
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who supported him, that we did not intend to leave Congress for a 
single day without the authority that we asserted asa legislative power 
to control and direct their performances from time to time. If that 
bill had had no other virtue in it, if it had not put a dollar into the 
Treasury instead of the ten or twelve millions that it has, it would 
have had the virtue of asserting a legislative control over this business 
that the Supreme Court itself was obliged to accede to. 

It does not do, therefore, to say that the Thurman bill is a failure, 
It is the only success that we have had within anybody’s recollection 
in laying the hand of the law upon these great corporations and upon 
their influence, and I hope we shall continue to assert that right through 
some committee or other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the motion 
to refer the message and reports to the Committee on Railroads? 

The motion was not agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HoAR] to refer the message and reports to a special committee of seven 
Senators, 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes were 


Mr.-COKE. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that I shall vote for the select com- 
mittee because that seems to be the wish of a number of gentlemen 
connected with the Judiciary Committee. I prefer that the message 
should go there because I believe that is the committee best qualified 
to deal with it; still I shall vote for a select committee because the 
members of the Judiciary Committee wish it. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] on political questions. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’”? This not being a political ques- * 
tion, I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. BECK. ‘The Senator may vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ishall vote, then. 

The result was announced—yeas 55, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—5S5. 
Aldrich, Da Hiscock, Pugh, 
Allison, Dolph, Hoar, Quay, 
Bate, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Beck, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, Manderson, ford, 
ecEeths oe ell, Sieen; Eora a 
owen, ©, organ ridge, 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill,” Teller, 
1, Gray, dock, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hale, Palmer, Vest, 
Hampton, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Harria, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
lom, Hearst, Plumb, 
NAYS—15. 
Berry, George, McPherson. Saulsbury, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Ransom, 3 Spoons $ 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Konpa althall, 
Davis, f Kenna, Sabin, 
ABSENT—6. 
Blackburn, Daniel, Riddleberger, Vance, 
Brown, Faulkner, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
roceed to the consideration of Senate bill 290, Calendar number 103, 
ing a bill to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot- 
passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Burlington, 
Towa. I hope there will be no objection. The bill will not occupy 
any considerable time, and will not involve discussion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Has it been reported from a committee? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It has been reported with several amend- 
ments to which there is no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very desirous that the Senate should proceed to 
consider the deficiency bill because it is important that itshould have 
speedy passage. I will not antagonize this motion of the Senator from 
Iowa provided it is the understanding that his bill will not give rise 
to debate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 
debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 290) to authorize the con- 
struction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was in line 5, section 1, after the word 
“maintain,” to insert ‘‘ifin the opinion of the Secretary of War thesame 
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be a public necessity;’’ in line 7, strike out “suitable place,” and insert 
**place suitable to the interests of nayigation;’’ in line 22, between the 
words ‘‘the’’ and ‘‘ passage,” insert ‘safe and convenient;?’ in line 23, 
after the word ‘‘kinds,”’ strike out ‘‘for the transit of;’’ and ia line 24, 
before the words ‘‘foot-passengers,’’ strike out “‘for;’’ so as to make the 
section read: i 

That the Burlington and Illinois Bridge Company, its successors,and assigns 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to constructand maintain, if in the opinion o 
the Secretary of War the same be a public necessity, a railroad, wagon, and foot- 
passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at a place suitable to the interests 
of navigation at a point at or near the city of Burlington, Iowa, and to lay onor 
over said bridge a track or tracks for the more perfect connection of any railroad 
or railroads that are or shall be constructed to said river, on either or both sides 
thereof, at or op; te said point, under the limitations and conditions herein- 
after provided ; t said bridge shall not interfere with the free navigation ofsaid 
river beyond what is necessary in order to carry into effect the rights and privi- 
leges hereby granted; and in case ofany litigation arising from any obstruction 
or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river, the cause may be 
tried before the circuit court of the United States in and for any district in which 
any portion of said bridge or obstruction touches. Said bridgeshall be constructed 
to provide for the passage of railroad trains, and for the safe and convenient 
passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, animals, and foot-passengers, for 
such reasonable rates of toll as may be fixed from time to time by the Secretary 
of War: Provided, That the proviso regarding wagons, animals, foot-passengers, 
and so forth, shall not influence the location of said bridge in its relation to the 
interests of navigation. 

The amendment was agreed to: 

The next amendment was in line 18, section 2, after the word ‘‘ than,” 
to strike out ‘‘ one ” and insert *‘two;’’ in line 19, after the word ‘‘ hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘ and sixty; ” in line 27, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to 
strike out “not less than 30 feet above low-water mark and;’’ so as to 
read: 


Src. 2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act may, atthe option 
of the company building the same, be built as a draw-bridge or with unbroken 
and continuous spans: Provided, That if the said bridge shall be made with un- 
broken and continuous spans, it shall give clear head-room of not less, in any 
case, than 55} feet above extreme high-water mark,as understood at the point 
of location, nor shall the spans of said bridge give a clear width of water-way 
of less than 250 feet, and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with the cur- 
rent of said river, and the main span shall be overthe main channel of the river 
and give a clear width of water-way of not less than 300 feet: And provided 
Surther, That if any bridge built under the provisions of this act shall be con- 
structed as a draw-bridge, the same shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, 
with a pivot over the main channel of the river at an accessible and navigable 
point and with spans giving a clear width of water-way of not less than 200 feet 
on each side of the central or pivot pe of the draw, and the next oning span 
or spans to the draw shall give a clear width of water-way of not less than 250 
feet: ed, That if the pivot pier of said bridge shall be constructed within 
less-than 410 feet of the west shore of said river the ape constructed west of 
said pivot pier may be less than 250, and said spans shall give a clear head-room 
of not less than 10 feet above extreme high-water mark; and the piers of said 
eds shall be parallel with the current of the river where said bridge shall be 
erected, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 24, section 5, after the word ‘‘ per- 
manent,” to insert ‘‘and easily navigated; and in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘channel,’’ to insert ‘‘ for a distance of not less than 1 mile 
above the bridge location;’’ so as to read: 

And the said bridge shall be constructed with such aids to the passage of said 
bridge, in the form of booms, dikes, piers, or other suilable and proper struct- 
ures for confining the flow of water to a permanent and easily navigated chan- 
nel, for a distance of not less than 1 mile above the bridge location, and for the 
guiding of rafts, steam-boats, and other water-craft safely through the draw and 
raft spans, as the Secretary of War shall prescribe and order to be constructed 
and maintained at the expense of the company owning said bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 

Sec. 6. That if actual construction of the bridge herein authorized shall not 
be commenced within two years from the passage of this act, and be completed 
in four years from the same date, the rights and privileges hereby gran shall 
cease and be determined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to a typographical error, apparently, which should 
be corrected. It will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3 of section 4 “passages” should be 
stricken out and ‘‘ ”? inserted; so as to read: 

Shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges in the passage of the 
same. 

Mr. ALLISON. The textis right. That amendment is not necessary. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. BILL RECOMMIITED. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to recommit the bill (S. 15) providing in cer- 
tain cases for the forfeiture of wagon-road grants in the State of Oregon 
to the Committee on Public Lands. It has been suggested with some 
apparent force that there are amendments to be adopted in the bill to 
make it more effectively cover the purpose for which it was designed, 
and those amendments, I think, should be first considered in commit- 
tee. I therefore move that the bill be recommitted for the purpose of 
considering it. 

Mr. DOLPH. That bill was introduced by myself, and with a sin- 
gle amendment passed the Senate at the last session. I think the 
amendment of the committee strikes out one of the best provisions of 
the bill. If there is any prospect of restoring that provision, I am 
ready to consent to a recommittal. I have been waiting to call up the 


bill on the Calendar and have it passed. If the chairman agrees that 
the amendment can be offered in the Senate best, I would rather that 
the bill shauld not be recommitted, but I will not insist on opposing 
the motion. 

The motion to recommit the bill was agreed to. 

MESSENGER FOR PRESS GALLERY. 

Mr. ALDRICH. . I ask the Senator from Michigan to yield tome to 
offer a resolution for reference. : 

Mr. PALMER. I donot wish to keep yielding; I think my patience 
has been taxed somewhat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Rhode Island will be read. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: ’ 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to appoint a special messenger, who shall attend upon the Press Gallery 
of na Senate, and be paid out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask that the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of common schools may be reprinted for the 
use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). That 
order will be made, unless objection be interposed. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. PALMER. I now move to proceed to the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 553. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mi moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 553) to reg- 
ulate immigration. 

Mr. PALMER. In doing so I would ask the forbearance of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who I know has the right of way on an 
appropriation bill; but my remarks will not be extended, and the rest 
of the day is his. I think he can yield without detriment to the pub- 
lic service. 

Mr. HALE. I can not refuse to yield to that appeal, but I give no- 
tice that at the close of the Senator’s remarks I will ask the Senate to 
go on with the deficiency bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 553) to regulate immigration. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, in introducing this bill I desire to 
disclaim any intention thereby to prevent any capable, honest, indus- 
trious, law-abiding person from seeking a home on American soil’ 

My life has been spent among an admixture of foreign-born and na- 
tive citizens. My affiliations, social, secular, and religious, have never 
been determined by any test of country orcreed. Inumberamong my 
friends many of foreign birth who are, and wherever they might be 
placed would be, a creditto humanity. Foreign-born boys were among 
the playmates of my childhood; foreign-born men and women have 
been among the companions of my maturer years. 

The country and all of us have been better for their coming. They 
have added to the material wealth of the nation, and what is of far 
greater value, they have contributed to its moral and intellectual well- 
being. It isin deference to their opinions and convictions, as well as 
to the sentiments of the native born, that I ask that this measure or 
some one more efficient shall prevail- 

Conditions have changed since we became a Government, and are- 
constantly changing, necessitating legislation as evils become apparent. 
That which ht have been desirable fifty years ago may have ceased 
to be so at present, and that which was never desirable in our immi- 
gration may have assumed such proportion as to call for restrictive 
legislation. 7 

We have used many devices to induce immigration. Government 
has supplied information, which, if used, could not act otherwise than 
as an attraction to other peoples. States have published books show- 

ing the advantages within their borders for immigrants, and the time 
is not remote when their commissioners have been sent abroad to turn 
the incoming tide to their respective localities. It has been our fault, 
if fault it was, that we have welcomed indiscriminately the migrations - 
of the Aryan race. Ido not fear that we shall suffer the fate of the 
Briton, who invited the Saxon over to help him turn back the Picts 
and Scots, and then sank away under the domination of the superior 
race; still there are other conquests than those of force. The contest 
is now waging which, under the protection of law, will push the su- 
perior members of a race to the wall in the fierce competition for work 
wherein the inferior members, by reason of fewer wants and lower as- 
pirations enabling them to accept lower wages, will, if no check bein- 
terposed, come out victor in the battle for bread. It will in that 
case be not the ‘‘survival of the fittest,” but the degradation of the 
best. If we desire that the American workingman shall retain his 
superiority over the underpaid laborer of Europe, we must from time 
to time interpose such obstacles as will deter the influx of those who 
will degrade his labor by undue competition—a competition which joy- 
fully accepts lower wages than the American laborer now receives, be- 
cause it is an improvement on the wages hitherto received by the new 
comer, and because his wants have been repressed by his environment. 


654 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 24, 


Much has been done for our country and the laborers and artisans 
who have created our wealth by the duties imposed on goods man- 
ufactured by foreign labor; but by that very process we have stimu- 
lated immigration, which although in the main beneficent in its opera- 
tion, now threatens, if continued without selection, to aggravate evils 
already apparent, and to lower the standard of our people in lowering 
the wages of those who toil. 

We are working out under the most favorable conditions a new civ- 
ilization. We have a clear field with all of history to select from in 
law, literature, tradition, and customs. To acquit ourselves of our 
trust, to work out the problem of the future of America, it is absolutely 
essential that we scratinize with care not only the factors we now have, 
but also those which are being constantly injected into our national 

life. We have taken the initial stèp, in excluding a race not homoge- 
neous; is it not advisable to select the most desirable from our own 
race, instead of welcoming the dregs with the wine ? 

OUR POPULATION AND IMMIGRATION, 

Our first census (1782) exhibited a total, in round numbers, of 2,389- 
000 souls, one-third of whom, it is estimated by Dr. Loring, were born 
on the other side of the Atlantic. Subsequent decennial numberings 
show our progress in population to have been constant and unprece- 
dented, although, thus far, not beyond our capacity to sustain. 


Total population of the United States. 
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Previous to 1820 our Government made no effort to secure and pre- 
serve annual statisticsof immigration, but since that date a reasonable 
accuracy has been observed at the principal ports of entry in customs 
districts and specific data obtained. 

Accepting the generally received estimate of 250,000 as the number 
of immigrants between the establishment of the nation and the enact- 
ment of the r act, March 2, 1819, the official tables herewith 
presented show a total of 14,266,760 arrivals of actual immigrants prior 
to October 1, 1887, and as from the necessities of the case this can not in- 
clude all those entering by sea or crossing our frontiers from Canada and 
Mexico, the assumption of fifteen millions in round numbers as the to- 
tal accretion of population from foreign sources may be considered as a 
conservative estimate. 


Statement showing total annual immigration into the United States from 
1820 to September 30, 1887, inclusive. 


18, 875 


BERS 
SSBBEER 


Es 


gro 
Ac 


ELRBSSAES 
s 


28 


VALUE OF IMMIGRANTS, 

Political economists differ widely as to the capital value of immi- 
grants. Doctor Engel, of Berlin, director of the Prussian statistical 
bureau, computes the cost of raising a manual laborer to the fifteenth 
year in Germany at 750 thalers. Mr. Kapp, one of the commissioners 
of New York, in 1871, assumed the capital value of each male at $1,500 
and of each female at $750, in currency. Edward Young, chief of our 
Bureau of Statistics at that time, basing his estimate on the producing 
and consuming power, instead of the original cost, finds $800 to be the 
average Value of our immigrants. At this latter figure, which com- 
mends itself upon examination as reasonable and conservative, these 
15,000,000 of adopted citizens have contributed $12,000,000,000 worth 

_ to the real wealth of the country. The estimates as to the amount of 
money in the possession of each immigrant atthe time of landing vary 
from to $150. Assuming the lowest figure, the aggregate cash im- 
portation would be $1,200,000,000. About 25 per cent. of the immi- 
grants are under fifteen years of age and less that 15 per cent. over 


forty, leaving 60 per cent. in the prime of life, qualified for immediate 
service in developing our territory and forwarding our enterprises. 

Vast as has been their contribution to the nation’s wealth, it by no 
means measures their proportionate worth in the total which represents 
our civilization, prosperity, and power. They have digged our canals, 
built our railways, burrowed in our mines, reclaimed and made fruit- 
ful the wilderness. In addition} the names of Hamilton, Gallatin, Mor- 
ris, Girard, Agassiz, Watson, Slater, Ericsson, Schaff, Guyot, Ingham, 
Moran, Draper, Parton, Asbury, and Hopkins suggest a catalogue, 
too long for enumeration, of foreign-born citizens eminent in the ad- 
vance of statesmanship, commerce, science, invention, education, art, 
literature, and morals; and when the integrity and perpetuity of the 
Government of their choice was assailed by internal foes, they hastened 
to enlist under its flag and consecrate their lives and fortunes to its 
defense. From Bull Run to Appomattox, on weary marches, in ener- 
yating camps, in the deadly charge, in stubborn defenses, in the ranks 
and at the council board, their sturdy arms and loyal hearts gave gen- 
erous service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). The 
Senator will suspend till the Chair lays before the Senate, as is his 
duty at this hour, the unfinished business, being Senate bill No. 371. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that that bill be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The unfinished business will be tem- 
porarily laid aside, and the Senator from Michigan will proceed. 

EVILS OF UNRESTRICTED IMMIGRATION, 

Mr. PALMER. Between the establishment of our Government and 
the breaking out of the war of the rebellion 5,293,760 aliens had landed 
on our shores. During the four years of strife only 546,466 were re- 
ceived, but since January 1, 1865, 8,426,534, or more than 58 per cent. 
of the total, have been added. The census enumerators in 1880 found 
6,679,943 foreign-born residents, and 3,577,769 have been registered 
since January 1, 1881, making the present probable imported popula- 
tion of the United States nearly or quite ten millions of souls; but, in- 
asmuch as, according to the Malthusian law of increase, about seventy- 
five years would be required to render our population as dense as that 
of France, there is no present numerical reason for prohibiting the in- 
flux, save possibly the crowding of the labor market. The growing 
disquiet of workingmen and anxiety of property-holders are not prop- 
erly based upon the volume of immigration, but upon its character and 
distribution. An undue and oppressive competition in wages is felt at 
industrial centers; our charities, reformatories, and penal institutions 
are ovyertaxed, and, worst of all, there is seen a growth of classes, un- 
American and hard of assimilation, which menace the public peace and 
threaten to overturn all established law and usages. 

The observation and investigation of the thoughtfal and the patri- 
otic appears to be crystallizing to a conviction that our country, with 
sixty millions of people and fifty billions of wealth, has passed at least 
beyond the need of immigration; that it isfully capable of self-support 
and self-defense, and, while neither completed development, strained 
resources, nor fear of early overpopulation require the exercise of its 
right of exclusion, the time has come to put in operation its right of 
selection. In other words, it is time for America to go out of the 
“asylum” business; to cease to be complacently regarded as the ‘‘ Uni- 
versal Colony” of the Old World; to deny the use of its shores as a 
dumping-ground for the vicious and delinquent human product of other 
nations; it should compel recognition henceforth as a land of oppor- 
tunities for those, and for those only, who desire to become Ameri- 
can citizens in the highest and broadest sense, and whose physical, 
mental, and moral qualifications are such as render their coming profit- 
able to the Republic. 

With us are found the highest wages, the largest liberty, and the 
easiest procurement of comforts and competency in the world, and we 
should exercise a wise discretion in sharing these advantages, to the end 
that they be notlessened by the acts or delinquencies of the beneficiaries. 

UNDESIRABLE IMMIGRANTS. 

An examination of the statistics of immigration between 1872 and 
the present year will show that less than 11 per cent. were skilled la~ 
borers, and more than 48 per cent. were without occupation. 

Total immigration classified by occupation. 


Miscelia- Gupi Without 


tion not| occupa- Total. 
incana T tion. 
2,980 48,792 4, 868 234, 439 
2,477 38, 700 4,233 150, 889 
21426 | 33, 803 1291 | 105,432 
2,400 24, 200 910 70, 201 
1,885 21,006 673 62, 643 
1,510 16, 531 738 61, 884 
1, 639 21, 362 897 80, 875 
1,773 49, 929 2,194 215,252 
2,812 66, 457 140 347,530 
2, 992 72, 664 10, 619 392, 210 
2, 450 62,505 46, 660 275, 658 
2,284 55,061 31,665 245, 387 
2, 097 39, 817 15, 398 196, 332 
2,078 522 496 157, 456 
$1, 808 205,229 | 128,782 | 2,596,183 


1888. 


Several factors in this aggregate may well be viewed with concern. 
‘Chinese immigration has been already checked, but that of the lower 
grades of Slavonians, Hungarians, Russian Jews, Servians, Italians, and 
other races similarly unwholesome in kind, if not in degree, is increas- 
ing; while from Germany, Bohemia, and elsewhere, mingled with thou- 
sands of honest home seekers, come the fanatical followers of Bakunin, 
social wolves, honoring no flag, revering nothing as sacred, defying and 
despising all laws and rights of persons or property, whose emblem of 
ochlocracy is colored with innocent blood, lighted by incendiary torches, 
and saluted by dynamite bombs. 

The introduction of large masses of foreign laborers whose standard 
of living is lower thanours and whose stay is designed to be temporary, 
may stimulate production fora time, but, if it be repeated or prolonged, 
must compel a lowering of the standard of life among native competi- 
tors, add a stigma to labor, and degrade its character and subsequent 
efficiency. A 

The appeal from our workingmen for ‘‘ white men’s wages’’ is more 

. than a catch cry, and should be heeded by those who have the preser- 
vation of our free institutions in view and keeping, while the accepted 
aphorism that ‘‘an ounce of prevention is better than a pound of cure,” 
should need small urging to secure the consent of all to the rigid ex- 
elusion of communists, anarchists, and nihilists. 

DEFECTIVE, DEPENDENT, AND DELINQUENT CLASSES. 

In our repressive and corrective treatment of the Mormon problem 
no attention has been thus far given to preventive applications at the 
main source of supply, although, in 1881, an eminent investigator said: 

But for the steady influx of foreigners the dreadful features of the Mormon 
Church, polygamy and the exaltation of the church over the state, would die 
out in America in two generations, 

Our laws have long forbidden the landing of criminals, paupers, luna- 
ties, idiots, and persons unable to take care of themselves, but their en- 
forcement hag been left to the vigilance of boarding officers at the mo- 
ment of their arrival. The last obtainable general statistics, those of 
the census of 1880, showed 88,246 foreign-born persons among our de- 
fective, dependent, and delinquent classes, in public asylums, alms- 
houses, and prisons, and in this enumeration the children of foreign- 
born parents are classed as natives. While our imported citizens at 
that time constituted but 13} per cent. of our total pépulation they 
furnished more than 28} per cent. of our insane, nearly 22 per cent. of 
our prisoners, more than 34 per cent. of our paupers in almshouses, 
and nearly 44 per cent. of the inmates of work-houses and houses of 
correction. 

Defective, dependent, and delinquent classes—Census of 1880. 
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Children of foreign-born parents are classed in these statistics as “ natives.” 
RESULTS IN NEW YORK. 


In this connection I will read an extract from a very suggestive and 
instructive paper presented before the National Convention of Charities 
and Corrections at Omaha, last September, by Dr. C. S. Hoyt, the sec- 
retary of the State Board of Charities of the State of New York: 


The whole number of inmates of the poor-houses and alms-houses of New 
York, including the insane in the asylum department of New York City, Kings 
and various other counties, during the year ending September 30, 1896, as re- 
ported to the State Board of Charities, was 68,529, of whom 27,075 were native 
and 41,454 foreign born. Estimating the present population of the State at 
6,000,000, as generally accepted, with the relative proportion of native to the 
foreign-born population as found by the Federal census of 1830, its native pop- 
ulation now in round numbers is 4,560,000, or 76 per cent, Jand its foreign popu- 
lation 1,440,000, or 24 per cent. Upon this basis the proportion of its native-born 
inhabitants who were in poor-houses and alms-houses, as indoor paupers, in 
1886, was 1 to every 168 of its native population, while the proportion of those 
of foreign birth who were in those institutions in the course of the year was L 
to every 35 of its foreign-born population, the ratio being nearly five times 
greater than the ratio in the native population. We have no exact data as to 
the nativity of the outdoor paupers relieved in the State during the year, but 
careful observation and the general testimony of the officers charged with the 
administration of this form of public relief lead to the belief that the disparity 
in the ratio of foreign-born to native paupers of this class to the population was 
even greater than in that of its indoor paupers. 

The number of insane committed to its various State hospitals for acute cases 
during the year 1886, as reported by the respective medical superintendents, and 
coming mainly from the rural counties, was 1,248, of whom 868 were of nativeand 
380 of foreign birth, it being an excess of nearly 42 per cent. inthe ratio of the in- 
sane in the foreign-born population over the ratio of the insane arising from the 
native population. The ratio of foreign insane as compared with the ratio of 
native insane in the asylums of New York City, Kingsand other counties, with 
populous centers, is universally conceded to be much than in the State hos- 
pitals, but under the present system of reporting by these institutions extended 
and exact figuresin this seepent ean notbegiven, A recent investigation into the 
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New York City Lunatic Asylum, or Ward’s Island, devoted wholly to m 
showed thatits extremely crowded wards contained 1,916 patients, two-thirds oi 
whom, according to the sworn testimony ot the medical superintendent, were of 
foreign birth, the ratio being more than three times greater than in the insane 
coming from the native population, or in nearly exact figures, an excess of 857 

tients in the institution in consequence of such undue proportion of whe, RA 

mn over native insane, arising from the respective foreign and native popu 
tions. In the Monroe County Lunatic Asylum, embracing thecity of Rochester, 
60 per cent. of its patients last year, according to a recently published address 
of the county superintendent of the poor, were of foreign birth, while only 27 
per cent. of the ulation of the county were foreign-born. The insane in these 
asylums, as well as in the other city and county asylums referred to, belong 
almost wholly to the pauper class, and most of them, therefore, become sub- 
jects of public relief and care through life, the burden and expense of which, 
under the settlement laws of the State, are required tō be borne by the locality 
upon which they may chance to fall. 

The admissions to the State Asylum for Insane Criminals at Auburn in 1336, 
aceording to the report of the medical superintendent, were 75. Of these 48 were 
natives and 27 foreign-born. This shows an excess of more than 75 per cent. in 
the ratio of insane criminals of foreign birth committed to the institution during 

e year as compared with the ratio of native-born insane criminals coming 

rom the native population. 

The Willard Asylum to October 1, 1886, has received 3,964 chronic insane 
patients since its opening in 1869; and the Binghamton State Asylum 1,292 
since its opening in 1881, making a total of 5,256. Of these 3,208 were native 
and 1,9 of foreign birth, while the birth-places of 154 have not been ascertained. 
This gives a proportion of insane of foreign birth in these institutions of near] 
2 to 1, when compared with the proportion of insane in them of native bi 
arising from the native population. All of these insane haye been paw 

le to the respective counties from which they were sent, and with bu 
few exceptions they have been and are likely to continue as life dependents 
upon those counties. ` 

The whole number of convictions in its courts during the year ending Oc- 
tober 31, 1886, for all es of offenses, according to the report of the secretary 
of state, was 89,601, of whom proportionately the fore rh were nearly three 
times greater than the native-born, and the records of its prisons, penitentiaries, 
work-houses, and jails also show an undue ratio of foreign over native born in- 


PROPOSED RESTRICTIONS, 

The design of such proposed changes in the laws regulating and re- 
strictingimmigration as are found in this bill is to provide for the exclu- 
sion of dependent, delinquent, and dangerous classes through an in- 
spection and investigation where their characters are known, instead 
of at the port of entry where they are unknown, and to effect this with 
the least possible hardship or inconvenience to desirable immigrants. 

The first, third, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth sections are 
substantially the same as at present, with such alterations in the laws 
as are required to give effect to the new provisions in sections 2 and 4. 
Section 2 follows the form and language of section 2 of the act to reg- 
ulate immigration now in force to the last clause, which is changed to 
read as follows : 

And if on such examination there ‘shall be found among such gers any 
adult person not a citizen of the United and not provided with a certifi- 


States, 
cate from the United States consul for the district of his residence and from 
which he proposes to emigrate, Legere forth substantially that the said consul 
Th 


is satisfied upon diligent inquiry that heis a suitable and desirable person for 
residence and citizenship in the United States, they shall report the same in 


one to the collector of such port, and such persons shall not be permitted 
an 
Section 4 is as follows: 

That the Secretary of State shall establish such rules and regulations and 
issue from time to time such instructions to consuls of the United States, not 
inconsistent with law or with treaty obligations, as shall enable bet hes ae 
and worthy persons who desire to become residents or citizens of the United 
States to obtain certificates of character and fitness therefor from the consul of 
the district in which they reside, without hardship or unreasonable delay; which 
certificate shall contain, in addition to other specifications required by this act, 
or which may be prescribed by the Secretary of State, the full name of the indi- 
vidual receiving the same, the place of birth, age, occupation, last legal resi- 
dence, physical marks or peculiarities, and al] facts necessary for the identifica- 
tion of such individuals; but no certificate shall be granted to any convict, ex- 
cept those convicted of ao offenses, nor to any lunatic, idiot, or any person 
unable to take care of himself or herself without becoming a public charge, nor 
to any anarchist, nihilist, or an ee hostile to the principles of the Constitu- 
tion or form of government of the United States,nor to any believer or pro- 

believer in the Mormon religion, who failsto satisfy the consul upon ex- 
amination that he or she intendsto and will conform to and obey the laws of 
the United States, nor to any person included in the prohibition in the act to 
prohibit the importation and immigration of foreigners and aliens under con- 
tract or ent to perform labor in the United States, the Territories, and the 
District of Columbia, approved February 26, 1885, or in acts amendatory to said 
act. 


The first clause of section 9 of Article I of the Constitution, ‘‘ The mi- 
gration or importation of such persons as any of the States now existing 
shall think proper toadmit, shall not be prohibited by the Congress prior 
tothe year 1808,” carries with it the power to prohibit immigration sub- 
sequent to that date, and the exclusion of slaves, Chinese, and contract 
labor has been already undertaken by Congress. 

SUGGESTIONS OF UNITED STATES CONSULS, 

In April, 1886, Secretary Bayard, realizing the growing importance 
of this question and the necessity for comprehensive data in its consider- 
ation and determination, addressed a circular letter to consular officers 
of the United States in Europe, instructing them to report upon the ex- 
tent and character of the emigration from their several districts to the 
United States. The result of this inquiry was transmitted to Congress 
under date of February 10, 1887, and I will ask the Clerk to read from 
that report, on page 46, a portion of the communication of Edmund 
Jussen, consul-general at Vienna. - 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

AUSTRIA-HUNGARY ——REPORT OF CONSUL-GENERAL JUSSEN. 


In complying with your circular of April 27, 1886, I have no recent statistics to 
de me, and must rely entirely upon such private information as I baye been 
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enabled to obtain, parce the reports of the statistical bureau, published in 
January, 1886, and co ng no later period than the year 1884. 

From this report it ap; that in the year 1884 Austria lost 7,215 of its sub- 
jects by emigration, of which 5,788 emigrated with and 1,427 without the consent 
of the government, and that in the year 1883 about the same number, namely, 

266, em: from Austria, This report contains the admission that the effort 
to ascertain what particular foreign countries were the destination of these emi- 
ae was quite in vain, and that inquiries in this at the foreign consu- 

of Austria-Hungary were of no avail whatever. 

The report admits further that the information published by foreign statis- 
tical bureaus is the most reliable and only source from which the Austrian Gov- 
ernment can ascertain how many of its subjects leave their Austrian homes and 
to what particular country they emigrate. 

An Austrian can cross the line without a passport without much difficulty. 
and can go on board shipat Havre, Rotterdam, or Antwerp without being asked 
for his papers or having his character inquired into. Those emigrants who ob- 
tain passports generally belong to the better classes and are not members of the 
dangerous elements. e young men who want to escape military ce, the 

the anarchist, the men who have lost all social and business foot- 
ing here, the rupt, embezzler, and swindler stops not to obtain permission 
of the government, and naturally the authorities have no sort of record here 
either as to the number or the place of destination of this class of emigrants. 

There is no J aban nyo at least as far as Austria is concerned, that the emigra- 
tion of these to the United States will ever be controlled by the authori- 
ties here to such an extent as to directly or indirect]. efit our country. 

The government would, as a matter of course, prohibit, if it could do so, the 
emigration of all young men subject to pti’ | duty; but it is quite natural 
that it feels no t to get rid of the ultra-socialist and and that itis 
qo willing the nny N and swindlershould depart for foreign countries, and 

t the paupers should find support away from home, and it is therefore not to 
be expected that the Austrian passport be amended in the direction 
of preventing these incumbrances on society from crossing the line of the Em- 
pire outward bound. 

In view of these facts and circumstances, I would su; that the only practi- 
cal effort in the direction of controlling this sort of em tion to our Republic 
would seem to be a direct supervision by the United States consuls in their re- 
spective districts as to all emigrants desiring to leave that district forthe United 
States. Although any Austrian may leave the Empire without the consent of 
his government, he can not land and settle in the United States except under cer- 
tain conditions and on certain terms which the United States can s 
Would it, therefore, not be feasible to require by proper legislation that every 
emigrant landing in the United States should present a certificate from the United 
States consul of the district from which he emigrated, setting forth that consu- 
lar inquiries as to the character, cte., of the applicant were satisfactorily an- 
swered, the extent of such inquiry to be prescribed by the instructions of the 
Department? The labor involved would of course be considerable, and could 
not possibly be performed with the clerical assistance at present allowed to con- 
sular officers, but the object to be gained would certainly be more than an equiva- 
lent for an increase of the consular expense account. 

As far as Austria is concerned, there would be no difficulty in obtaining de- 
tailed information as tothe character, antecedents, ete., of every subject dwelling 
within its borders. Although the Austrian authorities lose sight of the emigrant 
as soon as he crosses the line, they him very closely while he lives upon 
Austrian soil. It would, of course, be for the Department to decide to what ex- 
tent and in what direction official information as to an emigrant should be re- 
garded as conclusive, and I understand also that it will be extremely difficult 
to sarr the line to be drawn between the refusal and the granting of a con- 
stlar certificate or passport; but in spite of all, the question remains, what other 
practical remedy could be adopted to prevent the immigration of these danger- 
ous elements in the United States? 

The labor and agricultural classes of Bohemia probably supply the greatest 
number of emigrants to the United States, and among the Bohemian industrial 
laborers some of the most violent ultra-socialists are to be found. The great 
majority of these Bohemian laborers, both of the industrial and agricultural 
class, are illiterate and oy dey in the extreme. They stand in great awe of 
the police authorities at home. They are generally very robust and vigorous 
men; industrious and capable of great physical labor and exertion. 


Mr. PALMER. On page 54, Henry Sterne, consul at Budapesth, in 
concluding his report on the Hungarian emigrants, writes what I ask 
the Secretary to read. : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Tam of the opinion that with the present condition of the labor market in the 
United States there is no room there at present for this class of people. I even 
believe that under more favorable conditionsin the United States these Slovacks 
are not a desirable acquisition for us to make, since they appear to have so many 
items in common with the Chinese. 

Like these, they are extremely frugal, the love of whisky of the former being 
balanced by the opium habit of the latter. 

Their ambition lacks together in quality and quantity. Thus they will work 
similarly cheap as the Chinese, and will interfere with a civilized laborer earn- 
ing a “white” laborer’s wages. i 

Like the Chinese, again, they are very exclusive people, and though American 
institutions may go a t way towards removing this defect, it will surely re- 
quire generations to make them enlightened citizens where emigrants of other 
nations only needed a few years. Of their habits I shall not speak, since the 
secured situation would undoubtedly act wonders in this respect in a short 
time. 

Another main objection to them is that, like the Chinese, they do not intend 
to remain in our country, not even as long as the latter, though like some of 
these, also, an occasional Slovack may “‘ stick.” But to show how sincere and 
strong their intention is to return home when they emigrate, I will state what 
Thave from very good authority, namely, that some of the better-to-do families 
give their daughters in marriage tomen upon the special condition that after a 
reasonably lengthy honeymoon, the husband must go to America to make his 
fortune, when he may come back again to his wife, and while thus away they all 
conscientiously supply their families with the necessary means of living, thus 
again like the Chinese, becoming no permanent benefit to the United States, 
their earnings never staying in the country. 

To say a last word about these ‘‘Slovacks,” they are, after all, a people more to 
be pitied than anything else, but “charity should begin at home.” 


Mr. PALMER. I now ask the Secretary to read what Consul Loen- 
ing, at Bremen, says on page 150 of the report, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

BREMEN. ` 

Bremen is the principal rendezvous for emigrants, from all over the middle, 
eastern, and northern of Europe. The Turk and the Norw: together 
seo ap the side of a“ Lioyd” steamer on sailing day, seeking new homes in 

merica, 

From this crowd of emigrants from all oyer the world that con; tes here 
on the day of sailing, I have very little opportunity of personally judging their 


a or Ee anaes Bag reo berate see = ome I gn he ed _ 
emians, Hungarians, Poles ans, an r Russian Jews, who em 
to the United States now, are a worthless lot. = ; an 


Mr. PALMER. Ialso ask the Secretary to read what Consul Tanner, 
of Chemnitz, says as to the social condition of the class who emigrate 
from Saxony, on page 159: 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ` 


SOCIAL CONDITION, 


From what I have said above it may be inferred that the social condition of 
the class that emigrate is very low. Many of them huddle together in one 
room, which is full of lice and other vermin. Cleanliness is their worst enemy, 
and virtue is unknown and unpracticed among them. They live on nothing 
but a crust of dry, dark bread,and spend all they can earn on strong liquors, 
Apart from such drink they live on about 7 or 8 cents per day. _ 

‘he better class of emigrants that we receive are those who come under the 
head in the table of mechanics; but even these are not the best artisans in Ger- 
many. 


Mr. PALMER. On page 185, William W. Lang, consul at Ham- 
burg, gives suggestive information relative to the migration of the 
dangerous classes. I will ask the Secretary to read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Another cause promotive of em tion is found in the socialisiengesetz (so- 
cialisticlaw). This law was enacted by the force of publicsentiment, vated 
by the two attempts on the life of the venerable Emperor William, and deprives 
many, on account of their political opinions, of their P aiding Xl and relegates 
them to the administrative power of the police. Under the provisions of this 
law a pereoo who is suspected of socialistic views may be banished from the 
city where he lives, Also, by this law certain cities are placed partially under 
MATEA ona namely: Berlin, Hamburg, Leipsic, Chemnitz, and more recently 

jpremberg. 

As other German States pursue a like course, the socialist finds himself forced 
to seek shelter and home in some other country. The here’ number of so- 
cialists who have emigrated have gono directly to the United States. This may 
be stated as the only way in which the German Government exerts an influ- 
ence which would encourage emigration, and, if it does this, it is indirectly. 

Crimivals are never banished; on the contrary, they are forbidden to leave 
the country until they have suffered the penaity which the law inflicts. If they 
escape, every effort is made to recapture them. Banishment never been 
adopted by the German Government as a method of riddance of the mischiey- 
ous and turbulent elements of sooty even penal settlements have ever been 
repulsive to the ideas of the Imperial Parliament. As the bulk of German emi- 
gration goes to the United States, so also the majority of the criminals and ref- 
use of society that leave the country find their way there. 

The freedom of our republican form of government, the liberty of the press, 
and the right tohold public assemblies have proved to be a congenial encourage- 
ment to socialistic agitators. 

An opinion prevails that leading members of the German socialistic party are 
going to the United States for the purpose of consolidating and molding into 
one solid, compact party the German socialists who have heretofore emigrated 
there, and who are now acting in a separate and unorganized way. A natural 
sequence of the unmolested condition of the socialists in America as compared 
with their condition in Europe and detailed in their letters from banished co- 
laborers in the cause in America is Moug to be the leading reason for the 
large exodus ofsocialists from the states of Europe to the United States. 

Anarchists are merely the radical elements of the socialistic party. Every 
true social-democrat will become an anarchist if he follows the rules, peronie, 
ideas, and teachings of his party. Socialism is the blossom and anarchy is the 
fruit from seed sown by Barleau, Lasalle, Marx, and other eminent social-dem- 
ocrats. The strict police regulations of the German Government suppress an- 
archism by sheer force, but it may be aquestion pregnant with alarm that two- 
thirds of the social-democrats who have and are emigrating to the United States 
may not grow step by step under our free institutions more and more radical 
in their views and demands, thus becoming anarchists and the disturbers of the 
peace and order of society. 


Mr. PALMER. In his annual report Consul-General Mueller writes 
(see page 326) what I ask the Secretary to read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Before, however, passing this subject, I may be permitted to refer to the ever- 
increasing emigration from Roumania, Galicia, and Russian provinces, which I 
I believe to be injurious to the interests and to the development of our country. 
The class of people emigrating from said countries, with slight exceptions, are 
known to be mentally and physically neglected, if not crippled, notorious inva- 
lids, unfitted to perform manual labor or to earn their livelihood by honest work, 
nor is there any likelihood that they ever become educated to American citi- 
zenship, These people, grown up underthe worst influences, hated, despised, 
persecuted, and suppressed, lack manhood, self-reliance, and ambition, are 
neither disposed to nor capacitated for work, and bare of almost any quality to 
assimilate themselves with American civilization. In the absence of the nobler 
instinets of life, they will ever prove a disagreeable burden to themselves and 
to their adopted country. 

Tt is an open secret that organized and systematic cfforts are being made in 
the above-mentioned countries to fet rid of the poor and helpless Jews by forc- 
ing them to emigrate, by compelling them,if need be. From information I 
learn that this emigration will increase from month to month, soon to assume 
more formidable proportions, unless preventive measures are being devised— 
measures which will protect the United States against the exportation thither 
of paupers, criminals, and semi-barbarians, 

ussia. Austria, Turkey, or any other country should no longer be accommo- 
dated to rid themselves, at the expense of the United States, of the degraded 
products of their own make. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, it will be said by some, and with 
a show of reason, that the means of exclusion proposed by this bill will 
be insufficient; that consuls will have neither the time nor the means 
to make an effective examination on which the enabling certificatemay 
be based; and that, no matter how diligent they may be, many un- 
desirable persons will be accredited. Conceding this to be true, is the 
attempt at selection to be abandoned entirely because, from the nature 
of the case, the examination can not be critically exact? 

From the extracts from consular reports cited it appears that there 
have been many emigrants from localities coming under their super- 
vision whose coming to us they deprecate and against whom they 
would discriminate had they an opportunity. Would not the enu- 
meration of apparently defective and delinquent persons be increased 
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by acareful examination? Are there not many emigrants now landing 
who would be discredited at a glance by the consul? 

The examination, no matter how cursory, would make it more diff- 
cult for the paupers, idiots, and the insane to get embarkation; it 
would be more difficult for convicts, for their reputation would bea 
matter of record. It would be more difficult for polygamous Mormons 
and their flocks, for the converts are known and the sources of supply. 
As for the chronic disturbers of law and order, men and women whom 
adverse surroundings have educated and cruel fate has consecrated to 
an apostleship of the bloody hand and incendiary torch, whose hopes 
for humanity can see the only road to the promised land over the fallen 
columns of despoiled and burning cities and the embers of once peace- 
ful homes, their exclusion would be easy, for they would avow them- 
selves; again, under the police surveillance of other countries, these 
people are known and their record is kept. 

Some may say, to what end should these men be excluded, when their 
disciples with the germs of the anarchistic or nihilistic school already 
developing within them are admitted and their books have wide cir- 
culation among us? ° 

The answer, I conceive, to that objection is this: That many so im- 
bued would, amid other and more favorable surroundings, shrink from 
a propagandism which had for its acknowledged agencies ‘‘ poison and 
poniard.’? They would revolt from a school that had elevated the sci- 
ence of destruction into a system of philosophy, from a religion whose 

l is the sword and whose prophecies are read in letters of fire and 
punctuated by the bullet of the assassin. 

This moral distemper should be guarded against as strictly as phy- 
sical contagion. 

It is almost certain, Mr. President, that the lamentable occurrence 
of the Chicago riot, tragic in its beginning and ending, where Ameri- 
can justice, long delayed, but more terrible because delay could not 
abate its relentless pursuit nor avert the retributive blow, would have 


happened had not discontent, unmoored by false doctrines, been stimu- 
lated to ruthless acts by the infectious example of agitators from abroad. 
The crime was un-American. To the credit of our foreign-born citizens 
be it said that the martyrs to and defenders of law and order upon that 
fatal evening were in a great part our country’s adopted sons, who 
knew that liberty without law was license. 

I do not fear, Mr. President, that anarchy could exist for any length 
of time in an American city, but when we consider that five thousand 
Jacobins (according to Taine) kept Paris, then a city of seven hundred 
thousand people, a people noted for their desperate bravery, in abject 
fear for fourteen months, a period to which the mental condition of the 
inhabitants gave a name as unique as it is descriptive, the “‘Reign of 
Terror,” the presence of these promoters of violence and the personal 
agitation of their pernicious ideas must give us pause. 

The methods of the Jacobins were the same as those advocated by the 
anarchist and nihilist, namely, ‘‘ a series of assassinations and audacious 
and even mad enterprises, horrifying the powerful and dazzling the peo- 
ple till they believe in the triumph of the revolution.’’ 

I do not contend, Mr. President, that this bill is all that could be de- 
sired; but I believe it is a step in the right direction, and a step which 
our people, native and foreign born, desire to see taken. I believe it 
will make the evasion of our present laws more difficult and compel 
in addition thereto, what the enlightened sentiment of our people de- 
mands, a moral quarantine. 

Mr. President, I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and I ask that the tables of statistics which I 
submit shall be printed in the RECORD. I would read them but that 
I wish to save time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the tables printed in the RECORD, 
as requested by the Senator from Michigan, if there be no objection. 

The tables are as follows: 


PASSENGER MOVEMENT AND IMMIGRATION. 


Number and nationalities of alien passengers arrived in the United States during each year from 1820 to 1867, and of immigrants only during each 
year from 1863 to 1886. 


[Nores.—a Prior to the zar 1820 no official record was ke; 
United States from the foundation of the Government 
ending September 30; all other years are calendar years. ] 


of the arrivals of alien passen; 
the year 1820 was 250,000. 6 The years 1820 to 1831 and from 1843 to 1850, inclusive, are fiscal years 


rs. It is estimated, however, that the total number arrived in the 
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Countries, 


1820, | 1821. | 1822, | 1823. | 1824. | 1825. | 1826. | 1827. | 1828. | 1829. | 1830. | 1831. 


44 | South Africa........cccecceccesnecesseres: “4 
45 | Africa, not specified ............000.. 45 
46 a 46 
4T a 47 
48 a 43 
49 a 49 
50 a 50 
51 a 51 
52 C) 52 
53 | British North American provinces, not speci- 

n R IEEE E AA DE EE BREAN] 53 


5i 54 
55 55 
56 56 
57 57 
58 See 58 
Total Central America ...........ccscceren-neee v 
vinta T fa : z | : 2} k ia a 
6l a a a a a a a, a a a a 61 
a, a a a a a a a Q a a 62 
63 a a a a a a a a a a a 63 
64 a a a a a a a a a a a 64 
65 a f a a a : vt, te A (a ; a 65 
2 (a (a (a) a a (a) (a) (a) (a) (a) (a) p 
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68 a) a a a a) a fa a a a (a) a 68 
69 a a a a a a *(@ a a a (@ a 69 
70 a a a a a a a a a a a a 70 
71 a (a a a a a a a a, a, a a 7L 
72 a a a a, a a a a a a a a 72 
73 a, a o a a a a a a, a a a 73 
74 a a a a a a a a a a a a y4 
75 a a a a a a a a a a a a 75 
76 a a a a a a a a a a a a 76 
77 a a a «@ a a a a a a) a a 77 
78 a a a, a a a a a a a a a 78 
79 a a a ‘a. a a a a a a} a a 79 
80 a, a a a a a a a, a a a a 80 
81 a a lal a a, (a a) a) a a) a a SL 
o2 | Went Indies, NOt opocifiód i. :scccisrrassocssesssscooso] suvsenteseoe| cenountiasar] nesans veseve}ecesuscuense|eosbisucdecs|oacsoudebeoslevseesses covevo|evaies 82 
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Total islands of the Atlantic ..e.e.s.sessessesess 


Ol) a oe i POE EA AEDA E PEER IOT ESES, ONSA OSAT, S, o NAS ODEO ESS A SST S E A NEA: 89 
90 | Hawaiian Islan 30 
91 i. 91 
92 | Society Islands. 2 
98 | Pacific Islands, not specified... .| 93 

POU AMIR TIS CKO RCE 8 ns N {A a E a E E cantanasscvetaassobrentecets TE E OTAN, 
94 | Greenland, Iceland, and Faroe Islands | %4 
95 | Countries not stated 95 
96 | Born at sea .... .| 96 
97 | Picked up at 497 


am| 16,719) 24,729) 1,523) 7,217 13,039 


ESA] 1 

Sea 4 6 1 2 2 
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13 5 17 290 8 2 

241 | 1,566 537 6,405 | 13,799 7,394 


7,912 | 10,190 | 10,887 | 18,875 | 7,382} 22,520| 23,922 | 22,633 


a Not stated, bit has been estimated that about 98 per cent. of the total aliens arrived were immigrants, 
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Total Central America. .........c004 eek 


59 | Argentine Republic... (a) > a) a a a a fa (a 59 
60 | Brazil... a a a a) a a a 0 
Gi a a a a a a 61 
62 @ a a a) a a a)’ 62 
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Total islands of the Pacific... 
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aNot stated. DIt has been estimated that about 98 per cent. of the total aliens arrived were immigrants. 
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43 43 
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46 a 46 
47 a 47 
48 a 48 
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51 a 5l 
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53 | British North American provinces, not specified........ 53 
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56 | Costa Rica. „| 56 
57 A „| 57 
58 12 58 
21 
59 a a a (a a 3 59 
60 a a C3 a a 9 1|@ 
61 a a a a a 8 2|6l 
62 a a a a a AAE E Oe 
63 a a a a a 72 6 | 63 
64 | Peru a a a a a 13 5 | 64 
65 United States of Colombia. a a a a a | 65 
66 | Venezuela..........erresessrsseesse a a a a a ~| 66 
67 | South America, not specified 41 67 
Total South America............:..ccsccscseecsecosessssesensneeee 155 208 97 146 
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Total immigrants........... 
aNot stated. = b It has been estimated that about 98 per cent. of the total aliens arrived were immigrants. 
Number and nationalities of alien passengers arrived in the United States during each year from 1820 to 1867, and of immigrants only from 1868 to 
1886—Continued. 
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1 3 1l Levitt 44 
10 5 7 6 45 
16 37 9 
24,533 | 40, 883 76, 971 105 
Tae tied Ramsay BIET Malad) ro Te th eal CoP ea SD wma 1,163 143 
6, 425 12 495 435 
3, 811 2, 096 150 
1,144 1, 648 644 
812 611 300 
162 274 173 
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53, 267 
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67 
460 638 
42 69 
899 4 70 
3 1 71 
2 1 2 72 
2 10 21 73 
32 23 “41 74 
B Jeccccseneceess 9 75 
2 1 7B Pe ees O A ee el ee -| 76 
32 17 5 77 
12 4 17 78 
15 9}. ha 79 
4 4 $8 
20 13 8L 
1,530 1,568 1,312 1, 866 1,009 394 
== =—_— DS 7 
25,785 | 23,467 | 23,723 | 31,577 | 55,246 
989 
21 
2| 2| 3| — 3| —— Bfearn] das ceneasinccassfenennnonsennse | ooeoesnsccenne| essenecoesccvalsneveeer res car 
1 
7 
1 


America... 

Islands of the Atlantic 
Islands of the Pacific... 
All other countries ....... 


SOA Cte 


Total immigrants... 422, 545 | 260, 814 | 191,231 | 157,440 | 130,502 | 153, 207 


1,021 959 813 
080 | 1,281 745 
48 57 17 184 


Nore.—Immigrants from the British North American possessions and Mexico haye not been included since July 1, 1854. > 
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+ Number and nationalities of immigrants arrived in the United Slates during 
the nine months ending September 30, 1887. 


Number of 


Countries. immigrants. 
England.. Central America, not 
Trelan specified...........ese-seeeass 81 
Scotiand — 
Argentine ease ene 9 
Brazil. s 16 
Sedpdsevedianchnwccoeoshpaonesda 2 
7 
i 1 
Ireland......scsssssss eeo scee 
194 
POSER. A RETE 33 
poze > 
ungary. 
Belgians 
Denmark 263 
France... 
Germany ..... 3 
Gibraltar... 32 
reece... 25 
Italy 2,584 
Sicily. ll 
lta. 20 
17 
orway..... 30 
Portugal xe 
Russia... 6 
Finland. 
Poland 
Spain. 


Total West Indies...... 
Total America ............ 


Azores ... 
Hreini 
pe Verd 
fede of nappa mee: 
specified........... 
Total ae of e 


Total all other Europe... 
Total Europe, ..s.sses srs a 


Atlantic.. 
Australia........... 
rsia. A Hawaiian Islands 
Turkey in Asia ....... pe New Zealand.. 
Asia, not specified............)...« MAN Rene oR Islands BS the Pacific,not 
specified.............ess00- 


South Africa ....... or 
Africa, not specified......... 


Total Africa... 


Total immigrants 
(nine months)......... 


Table exhibiting the total number of immigrants arrived at the ports of New 

York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Orleans, and San Francisco, 

from the principal foreign countries during the months of October and No- 
vomber,* 1887. 


Number of immigrants. 


Countries. 
October, | November, 
1887. 1887, 
England and Wales 9, 467 5, 315 
Scotland .............. 6,023 737 
2,116 1,337 
17, 606 9, 389 
9,480 8,388 
620 665 
1,929 2,093 
1,703 1,86 
ussia ....... 1,075 2,195 
Sere aseta geeks 239 618 
weden an orway.. 5,780 
Denmark... x "524 * $36 
Netherlands 293 270 
Italy 8,016 1,619 
769 421 
665 653 
43, 699 31,979 


* The returns for December have not all been received. 


Nortr.—The arrivals of immigrants in the customs districts above specified 
comprise about 98 per cent. of the immigration into the entire country. 
Total immigration (eleven MONtHS).......0:::sseceseecseersesereseceseeressecsnerssensene 492, 409 
WM. F. SWITZLER, 
of Bureau. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, January 9, 1883, 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will be satisfied to let the unfin- 
ished business be laid aside informally, temporarily, while we go on 


with the appropriation bill. 
Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 


tion of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 371) to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools. It is pro- 
posed to lay the bill aside informally for the consideration of the bill 
referred to by the Senator from Maine. The Chair hears no objection 
to that course, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 4271) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

-Mr. HALE. Iask unanimous consent that the formal reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, and that it be read for amendment, consid- 
ering first the amendments proposed by the Committee on ‘Appropria- 
tions as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That order will be followed, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. „In starting out I only wish to say that this is the old 
deficiency bill that failed of passage at the close of the last session of 
the last Congress, owing to its being sent so late to this body that it 
was impossible to consider it and to pass it, and secure its perfection 
before the expiration of the Congress. This bill has been made up, in 
the other branch of Congress, mainly upon the basis of the items of the 
bill which were agreed to in conference at the last Con ngress, leaving 
off other items which were then disagreed to by the conferees, the ob- 
ject being to send us a clean bill, to which little or no objection could 
arise, in order that it might have speedy passage. And the Committee 
on Appropriations of ihe Senate recognizing that have dealt very 
lightly with the bill in the way of amendment. In fact, I may say 
there is nothing substantial put on that the House did not incorporate 
in the bill. The bill, as it goes back to the House with the amend- 
ments agreed to, is not only not larger than the House bill, but two 
thousand dollars smaller. I ask now that the bill may be read for 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and, having read to line 
14 on page 4—— 

Mr. HALE. The committee have an amendment which I offer, in 
line 11, page 4, in the appropriations for the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, to strike out all after the word “ dollars ”? to the end of the 
paragraph, as follows: 

And the number of plate-priniters and plate-printers’ assistants may, by direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, be increased to 200 and 230, respectively. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

And the number of printers’ assistants at $1.50 a day may, by direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, be increased to 38,and the number of printers’ as- 
sistants at $1.25 a day reduced to 176. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The first amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of “ appro- 
priations for the District of Columbia,” in section 1, line 1, on page 11, 
after the word “‘office,’’ to strike out ris $172.70 and insert t $1,127; Ri 
so as to read: 

To reimburse Frederick Douglass for record-books and general indices pur- 
chased and paid for by him while recorder of deeds, for use of his oos, $1,727. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 30, under the head 
of “Senate,” to strike out the clause from line 8 to line 12, inclusive, 
as follows: 

For compensation of officers,clerks; messengers, etc., in the employ of the Sen- 
ate for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, $14,229.08, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 16, on page 30, under the 
same head, to increase the appropriation for fuel, oil, and cotten-waste 
for heating department” from ‘* $2,000’ to ‘ $2, 894.27. »”? 

The amendment was agreed to 

. The next amendment was, in ‘section 1, line 18, on page 30, under 
the same head, to increase the appropriation “ for furniture and: repairs 
of furniture ” from “$3,000” to ‘* $3,249.29.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, in section 1, after 
line 20, on page 30, to insert: 

For packing-boxes, $41.83. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, in section 1, line 24 
of sites = 30, to increase the i gt ieee “for folding speeches and 

lets,” from ‘$4,500 ” to ‘$6,778. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the same head, in section 1, line 1 
of 31, to reduce the appropriation ‘‘ for miscellaneous items, ex- 
clusive of labor,” from ‘* $5,000’? to “$3,962.70.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment under the same head, in section 1, line 11 
of page 33, after the word ‘‘ Forestry,” to insert the name ‘‘(C. 8. Wil- 
bur);’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For clerk of Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry (0. S. Wilbur) 
from the 4th day of March to the 1st day of July, 1887, $708, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for ‘‘Government 
Printing Office,” in section 1, line 17 of page 37, after the words ‘‘Rrc- 
orp folders,” to insert ‘‘ proof-readers, copy-holders;”? so as to make 

. the clause read : 

That the Zam of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be n , is hereby 
PPTA to pay 25 per cent. in addition tothe amount paid for day labor to 

we employés of the Goyernment Easting Oe, such as com tors, press- 
men, stereotypers, laborers, press-feeders, mp folders, proof-readers, copy- 
holders, and engineers, who were exclusively employed on the night forces of 
the Government Printing Office during the second session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, 

Mr. HALE. A further examination of this subject discloses to the 
committee the fact that the persons employed in the Printing Office 
under the names of proof-readers and copy-holders receive already for 
night work as much as or more than the 25 per cent., and therefore the 
committee recommend that the amendment found in those words be 
disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be disagreed 
to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE, I think the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
has an amendment to this clause, and as it has already been dealt 
with I suppose his amendment would be in order now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I could wish that this whole paragraph had been 
subjected to a more thorough examination. Ido not find that either 
in the other House or in the Senate the Public Printer has been sent 
for, or any careful examination made of this matter. It was brought 
forward, I think, by employés of the Printing Office with entirely hon- 
orable motives to secure extra pay for night work to a certain class of 
employés who it was claimed did not receive it. 

There is no certainty that $10,000, or what is appropriated here, will 
pay the debts authorized to be paid, for I think that sum is not based 
upon any detailed explanation by the Public Printer. À 

To show how the paragraph would stand if it had been amended as 
the committee reported, I read from a statement furnished me from the 
printing office by the petitioners for this change. They show that the 
po maron have been receiving $4.44 a day or 55 cents an hour, and 

or night work $6, an increase of $1.56. 

Mr. HALE. That is, that they are aiready receiving it, 

Mr. HAWLEY. They have already been receiving it. 

Mr. HALE. So I understand. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no reason in the world why they should 
be putin. This statement shows that the copy-holders’ rate of pay 
has been $3.20 a day, and for night work $5. 

Mr. HALE. That is more than the 25 per cent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘That is more than the 25/percent. Thestatement 
further shows that the floor-hands have been receiving per day, $4, or 
50 cents an hour for eight hours’ work, and are paid $5.66% a night for 
night work; that laborers who got $2 during the day have been receiv- 
ing $2.50 for night work. So, I cannot comprehend why proof-readers 
and copy-holders ask to have the words in italics inserted. The com- 
mittee have now stricken them out, I understand. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has noticed that we have had those words 
stricken out, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, the committee have just asked to withdraw 
that amendment. While I have serious doubts as to the wisdom of 
the whole paragraph, I shall not undertake to antagonize it now, be- 
cause there is a measure of justice in it. At the suggestion of the 
Public Printer, I move to insert at the close of the paragraph the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That in estimating the said 25 per cent., credit shall be given the 
Government for whatever has already been paid the said employés above the 
rates for day work. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to make the proviso read ‘‘ for whatever has 
already been or is being now paid.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, if you wish those words in, I have no objec- 
tion to them. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] will be read, as modified. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That in estimating the said 25 per cent., credit shall be given the 
Government for whatever has already been paid, or is now being paid, the said 
employés above the rates for day work. 

_ Mr. HALE. I do not perceive any objection to this amendment. I 
will give the history of the matter in brief, and I do so because the 
Senator from Connecticut has suggested that further examination might 
have brought out the facts earlier. 
This whole subject was not one that was put upon the bill by the 


Committee on Appropriations; but the Committee on Printing in the, 
last Congress brought the matter before the Senate, and the Senate in- 
corporated the provision in the bill. That committee had made ex- 
aminations from day to day, and were in consultation with the Public 

Printer. The Senate accepted the clause asreported by that committee, 

and so it was found on the bill. When the bill was reconstructed in 

the Committee on Appropriations the words “‘ proof-readers and copy- 

holders” were inserted at the suggestion of a Senator who was a mem- 

ber of the committee and also a member of the Committee on Printing. 

As I have said, farther examination by him and by me and by the 

committee has disclosed the fact that these proof-readers and copy- 

holders were already receiving as much as or more than the 25 per cent. 

additional for night work. Therefore the words have been struck out 
on my motion. 

Now, the Senator from Connecticut comes in with an amendment _ 
which still further perfects the clause. It is not right that any of 
these employés who have had their wages already raised because of 
night work should get the 25 per cent. that is intended to be applied 
to the employ¢s who do not get it already. The amendment which 
the Senator has proposed seems to cover just the point of the case, and 
I hope it will be adopted. 

The amendment was a to. j 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the seventh 
line of page 39. R 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to the language as it appears in the text in line 7, 
page 39: 

Charles Morgan, eighty hundred and five dollars and eighty-seven cents. 

Mr. HALE. That may be passed over for the present, I presume 
it should be $805.87; but the clerk of the committee will hunt the 
matter up and I will return to it. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to page 46. 

Mr. HALE. If the Secretary will turn back to page 39, I will have 
the misprint rectified in line 7, It should read: 

Charles Morgan, $805.83. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed to, 
if there be no objection. There isa misprint of “80” for “8,” 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 10 of page 
48. 
Mr. HALE. In the name of “J.V. Sweetting,’’ the second “e” 
should be left out so as to conform to the name below. It should be 
**Swetting.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
if there be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations to pay judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims, in section 1, line 20, of page 52, to change 
the name ‘‘ John G. Tufts” to ‘‘ John Q. Tufts;” so as to read: 

John Q. Tufts, $113. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause be- 
ginning on line 19 of page 54, as follows: 


To pay the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of the Pacific Railroad, 
$85,396.24, being in addition to the sum of $44,800.74, a PRO pEASES the act ap- 
proved August 4, 1895, to pay a judgment in favor of said Pacific Railroad, which 
two sums shall be in full satisfaction of the judgment in favor of the Pacific Rail- 
road reported to Congress in the House Executive Document No, 29, Fiftieth 
Congress, first ion. 


Mr. HALE. When the committee recommended striking ont this 
clause, a controversy had arisen as to who would be the real beneficiaries 
of the appropriation; and the committee thought it better to strike out 
the clause until that had been settled. It has since been settled that 
the money should go according to the appropriation made by the other 
House, and therefore I ask that the amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 20, page 


The amendment will be agreed to, 


56. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In line 20 on page 56 there is an er- 
ror apparently in the type. 

Mr. PLATT. Two letters are dropped out. 

Mr. HALE. It should read ‘‘ $692.70.” 

é The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be corrected so as to read 
** $692.70.” y 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in the 
appropriations to pay judgments of the Court of Claims, in section 1, 
line 3 of page 27, to strike out the name ‘*‘ Tamer” and insert ‘‘Tan- 
ner;’’ so as to read: 

Zera L. Tanner, $692.70, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of thé bill was resumed. The next amendment was in 
section 1, line 10 of page 61, in the appropriatioXs to pay judgments 
of the Court of Claims, after the word “all,” to strike out ‘‘one 
hundred and eighty-four thousand seven hundred and eighty-eight 
dollars and sixteen,’’ and insert ‘‘ ninety-nine thousand three hundred 
and ninety-one dollars and ninety-two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


In all, $09,391.92: Provided, That none of the judgments herein provided for 
shall be paid until the right of appeal shall have expired. 
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Mr. HALE, That amendment should be disagreed to, to conform to 
the amendment on page 54 to pay the judgment of the Court of Claims 
in favor of the Pacific rai 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 24, on 
page 65. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 65, in line 23, before the 
word ‘‘prior,” the word “and” will be inserted. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 23, on 
page 69. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter ‘‘F’’ will be inserted be- 
fore ‘‘or’’ in line 23, to correct a typographical error. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 3, page 76, line 21, before 
the word ‘‘numbered,”’ to strike out ‘‘claim’’ and insert ‘‘claims;’’ 
in line 22, after the words ‘‘eight thousand six hundred and forty- 
six,” to insert ‘‘and nine thousand four hundred and ninety-five;’’ 
and in line 34, after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine hundred 
and forty-eight dollars and four,’’ and insert ‘‘eight hundred and fifty- 
four dollars and seventy-nine;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For deficiency in postal revenues, 1885 and prior years, except the claims des- 
ignated as A 1, A 2,and A 3,and the claims numbered 8646 and 9495 in said Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 32, $49,854.79. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This completes the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to move, on the twenty-sixth page, at the 
end of line 6, under the general provisions for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will state the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK> At the end of line 6, on page 26, insert: 

That the proper officers of the Post-Office Department are hereby authorized 
and directed to credit in the accounts of William E. Blunt, postmasterat Haver- 
hill, Mass., the sum of $260.03, being the value of certain postal funds which 
were stolen from the safe inside the post-office on the night of the 3lst day of 
October, 1883, without the fault or negligence of said postmaster. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say in support of theamendment that there 
came from the Postmaster-General or one of his assistants, at the last 
Congress, a letter certifying to the fact, showing that this loss occurred 
without the fault of the officer, and recommending the payment of this 
sum. That letter was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, the passage of this provision recommended, and the item 
was inserted in the deficiency bill,in this same bill which we have 
now before us, at the close of the last session. It was stricken out, I 
believe, in.conference by the insistence of the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HALE. I think, perhaps, that when I have explained the 
methods pursued by the committee in making up this bill the Senator 
will notseek to urge the amendment on this bill. 

Whatever may be the merits of the case, and however certain this 
item may be to go on some future deficiency bill, it is one of the 
provisions upon which the conference committee came to loggerheads 
in the last Congress and could not agree. Therefore it was struck out 
by the mpa of the conference committee. It was not one of theitems 


There is a largeclass of such items, and in making up this bill it was 
not deemed advisable to go into those old questions; but the bill is con- 
fined to items agreed upon by the conferees. Not even all of those are 
included, but none outside have been puton this bill. There are many 
of them; they will come up in other deficiency bills. There will be 
additional auditing and testing and scrutiny in the Departments, and 
. then they will be presented, so that I judge no objection can be made 

to them either in the other House or here. 

But, striving to get a bill that should not give rise to controversy, 
hoping, as Ido, that we shall send this bill back in such shape that there 
will be no conference at all and no delay, I trust that the tor will 
not, under the circumstances, urge the amendment any further. © 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator having charge of the bill a 
question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Do I understand the Senator to say that all the items 
which were agreed upon by the conference committee of last year are 
included in this bill? 

Afr. HALE. No; I have just said that not only did we not put on 
those items which were disagreed to, but there are some items which 
were then agreed to in conference committee that the other House has 
left out in the bill now before us, and the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations has not deemed it advisable to put them on in order not to 
raise a controversy again. 

Mr. PLATT. They agreed last year to them, and why should we 
not insist upon them this year? 

Mr. HALE. In some cases the operation of time has disposed of the 
items. A deficiency that might be estimated in January of last year 

~for the general service of the Government in a particular Department 
up to the 1st of July, 1887, if it failed to be appropriated for, would not 


be needed now, because the service would have been pinched, the De- 
partment would have got along without the money, and there would 
now be no necessity for appropriating it. That is true in some cases, 

On the other hand, the House of Representatives have left off the bill 
certain provisions which will have to be appropriated for soon, which 
they are now considering on another bill that will be soon before the 
Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Which items the Committee on Appropriations on the 
part of the Senate think are just and ought to have been provided for 
a year ago. 

rr. HALE. The other House ought to have put them on the pres- 
ent bill, but the Committee on Appropriations, of the Senate, for reasons 
which I can refer to later,if necessary, did not think it worth while to 
raise the controversy now with the other House. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course, after thestatement of the Senator from Maine 
that this deficiency bill which must be passed promptly, has been made 
up with that understanding on the part of the committee that has it in 
charge, I can not properly press the amendment upon this bill, but I 
shall move it either on the regular Post-Office appropriation bill or the 
general deficiency bill, as may seem besthereafter. { shall, therefore, 
not press the amendment at the present time. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to insert after line 9 on page 26 the amend- 
ment which I offered the other day, which has been printed and re- 
ferred to the committee, omitting all after line 9 in the printed amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest that the amendment come in after line 6._ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; after line 6, as my colleague suggest® 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 26, after line 6, it is proposed to insert: 

and ial-deli = 45. 
_ Bor Banus ef amped enpe, Rewnpaperzapper, ana ilee 
a rO of registered-package, tag, official, and dead-letter envelopes, 
$17,813.49. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, Mr. President, those items amount to $89,- 
935.72. They are for goods furnished by a firm of my constituents, 
which the Government sold previous to last July, or shortly after; 
for which goods the Government has the money, and for which money 
my constituents are paying 6 per cent. interest at bank. 

This is the deficiency bill of which the gentleman spoke. The next 
deficiency bill is one to cover deficiencies for the current year. My 
amendment belongs to this first and real urgent deficiency bill, to pay 
something that was due in cash before the first of last July. I trust 
some members of the Senate will please listen tome, because Iam argu- 
ing a case of most absolute and incontestable justice. 

The committee— _ 


The committee in the other House—I believe there is no objection to 
my reading a document of the other House— 

The committee have taken as a basis for the preparation of the bill House 
Executive Documents numbered 19, 29, and 32, transmitted to the present session 
of Congress, but in considering these estimates they have confined themselves 
to only such items of public expense as were provided for ‘in the general defi- 
ciency bill as agreed upon in conference at the session, but which failed to be- 
See a bemcoe at tin babe oF tine oF ke canes ok emotion tk 
tae pablic saria, are either entirely AROA or so altered in their terms, ete. 

I affirm that it is not true within half a million dollars. I affirm 
that they left out what is as much due as the President’s board bill, 
to the extent of something like half a million. 

Before the last fiscal year expired the Postmaster-General begged 
Congress to appropriate money so that he could buy envelopes to sup- 
ply the public. Congress put that in the deficiency bill. Hereis the. 
last March bill, the bill which failed. Here in that bill are the items 
to which I refer. They were not so closely estimated there as they are 
now. I will show you that they are estimated to the cent now in the 
Department, and that exactly what is to be paid is known just as well 
now as it will be six months hence. On the forty-first page of the old 
bill are these items: 


For manufacture of adhesive ge and special-delivery stamps, $5,000. 
Eor manufacture of stamped envelopes, newspaper-wrappers, and letter- 
sheets, $137, 


000. 
Formanufacture of registered-package, tag, official, and dead-Ictter envelopes, 
Making a very considerably larger sum than is now asked for, be- 
cause the fiscal year has closed and the exact sum due is known. — 
Hear, if you please, what the Postmaster-General says about this ex- 
act debt due to constituents of mine: 
The amounts due for supplies of paper, adhesive con Ey and envelopes of 
ought to be included in one urgent deficiency bi Sua pT ptt 
vided, because they are properly payable during the year past on delivery of the 
purchased articles, and but for the considerate favor of the contractors in fur- 


nishing the needed supplies the service would have suffered. No increase in 
price was paid in case, and no obligation to pay interest incurred; and the 
earliest possible ot these debts is an obligation upon the honor of the 


That is from the annual report of the Postmaster-General, and he re- 
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quests the payment in a letter he sent to the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations on this subject. ` 

Now, understand the case. The Government would have been with- 
out envelopes for the service about the first of last May. It begged the 
Plimpton Company, of Hartford, Conn., to go on with the work, saying 
they must trust the Government. The Plimpton Company say, ‘‘ Very 
well, we will go on; we do not expect any interest, and know we can 
not get the money before next December any way;’’ but they did think 
they would get it in December. They borrowed the money needed for 
their manufacture. They are carrying notes now to the amount of 
$85,000 in the Hartford banks and paying 6 per cent. interest upon 
them. Having done the Government a favor in furnishing a large num- 
ber of envelopes, the Government having sold the envelopes and having 
the cash in its own drawers, they are now asked to wait for a second 
deficiency bill against the advice of the Postmaster-General, who says 
the prompt payment of this item is a matter of honor. I think I have 
made a clear case. 

Mr. HALE. Iam rather glad that the Senator from Connecticut has 
moved this amendment, because it gives an opportunity to state the 
actual condition in which the committee of the Senate found itself in 
reference to this appropriation and some others of the same kind of 
merit. 

The deficiency bill failed last year because, as everybody knows, al- 
though it is large, embracing many items and needing very careful and 
close scrutiny, it was never reported to the other House until the 25th 
day of February, seven days before final adjournment, It was then 
considered in the other House, and three days after was first sent to 
the Senate, so that this body did not get it, its committee had no op- 
portunity to examine it, to consider its provisions, to formulate pro- 

amendments, until four days before the expiration of the session 
and of the Congress, Under those conditions, working day and night, 
the Senate.was not able to pass the bill, get it into conference, have 
it considered there, and passed upon finally, so that it would become a 
law; and it died because the Congress died. 

There were many items in dispute between the two Houses which 
had been adjusted in conference, and that conference report, as I have 
said, failed to become a law because it could only be offered within an 
hour or Jess than an hour of the end of the session. But the record 
of all the controverted subjects existed in the committee, and when 
the House Committee on Appropriations proceeded to deal with this 
old bill, the natural course one would consider would have been either 
to go into all the contested items and make a new bill or to take the 
uncontested items and seek to pass them. ‘The latter was the general 
rule adopted, but there were very marked exceptions, and the case 
covered by the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut is one. 
The case involving appropriations for the finishing of the new ships 
and their armament is another. The case for the appropriation cover- 
ing the aqueduct, or the finishing of the tunnel through which the 
water is to be conveyed to us here, is another. 

What reason controlled the committee in the other body or the body 
itself for leaving off those items of obvious necessity, has thus far failed 
to appear. That they are as necessary now as they were last winter, 
as necessary now as when they were agreed upon by the conferees of 
the two Houses, is apparent to every one. They are not of the class 
of cases to which I before adverted where time has disposed of them, 
because they are items that must be paid for at some time; but the 
House of Representatives chose to leave them off, and the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was confronted, as it has long been, as it will 
be again during this session, now on the opening of the session, with 
this attitude on the part of the other body. Here are appropriations 
that are manifestly needed for the service of the Government which 
are left off, and obviously it must be on the theory that the Senate 
will put them on. 

Then, as everybody knows who reads the papers and who follows the 
debates and sees the course of business, it will be said when the de- 
ficiency bill or any other appropriation bill goes back to the House that 
the Senate in its extravagance has added so many hundred thousand 
dollars to each bill; and early and late, Mr. President and Senators, we 
shall hear that constantly throughout this Congress, as we have heard it 
heretofore, and elaborate tables and memoranda and records will be 
made up at the end of the session in which it will be shown that ex- 
travagance, or what is claimed to be so, exists here and not there, and 
that this body in its extravagance, in its lack of proper economy in 
the management of public funds, has added to every bill. 

The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate has become restive 
under this. It does not believe that the committee or the body should 
be subjected to such reproach as that, and it believes, and I believe, that 
the evil will never be cured until the Senate concludes, in considering 
these subjects for the operation and management of the Departments of 
the Government, to take a House bill as it is, let the Departments see 
where the trouble is, let them understand that where the bills origi- 
nate, the body in sympathy with the Departments politically—and I do 
not speak of this as a political question, because it is not in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations—should provide for their wants. The restive- 
ness that is felt there under this practice of the other body is just as 
great on the part of Democrats as on the part of Republicans, and I 
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think it is so here in the body. It is not a political question, but itis 
a reproach urged against the Senate that itis extravagant, and the com- 
mittee have concluded to take this bill from the House of Representa- 
tives practically as the House sent it here, and let the Departments see 
to it that hereafter their representations of the necessity for the use of 
money shall be made in season at the other end of the Capitol; that 
the House of Representatives shall be confronted with the necessity, 

and shall also see plainly and clearly that obvious items shall not be 
left off appropriation bills merely with the expectation and belief that 
the Senate will put them on, for so long as we go on and add these 
items and relieve the Departments upon the theory that the public serv- 
ice demands it, just so long it will be claimed at the other end that we 
are extravagant, increasing their appropriations, and at the close of 
every session we shall be confronted with the columns of figures of 
what we have done, 

I say again that evil will never be cured; we shall never cease to be 
subjected to this pressure until we take a stand and say, “If you be- 
lieve that these Departments can run with these small appropriations, 
let them try it for six months or for a year.” 

I have given plainly and frankly to the Senator from Connecticut 
the reason why this appropriation, which he has stated the reasons for 
so clearly, has been left off here. It is not better than certain other 
appropriations. There will be another bill, what is called the urgency 
deficiency appropriation bill, in a few days; I learn that the House 
committee is considering one; and, in view of the fact that the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations did not put these items into this bill and 
did not report them to this body, that the House committee is consid- 
ering them, and they are likely, I may say, to be taught a lesson, and 
they will be on the next bill, I think it is better for good legislation, 
I think we shall stand better if we stick to the bill as the committee 
has reported it, just asthe House has sent it tous. Hard as it may be 
in individual cases, it will be only a few days; but what little time is 
lost now, what hardship comes in one case—and I do not seek to make 
that smaller than it really is—all of us will gain in the benefit that we 
shall derive during the rest of the session on the numerous appropria- 
tion bills that will come before us; but if we put on now everything 
which has been left off, that will be expected always. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, this is, then, about the case, to state 
it frankly: Instead of adopting all that was agreed upon by everybody 
in the old deficiency bill, which bill ought to have given money enough 
to carry the Government through the last fiscal year, the committee of 
the other House has left off more than half a million of dollars. The 
Senator gives us to understand that the House expects the Senate, 
Democrats as well as Republicans, to put that on, and that they will 
be able then to point to the extravagance ofthe Senate inadding to ap- 
propriation bills. I donot care what they point to; I do not care what 
they say. Here is the fact that a contractor with the Government in 
his foolish generosity to us says, ‘‘ You will not have any stamps if I 
do not work my mill, and I will work two months without a cent; I 
will borrow money at 6 per cent. interest to carry them on, and ask no 
interest from you, if you will try to get me paid next December as well 
as you can when Congress gets together.” That money he is borrow- 
ing and paying interest for now. ‘The Government has sold the en- 
velopes and has the money in its Treasury, and now we are asked to 
assist the Appropriations Committee of the Senate in a little combat 
with the House Appropriations Committee, and sacrifice ourselves for 
this great, broad, general principle ! 

Sir, do it at somebody else’s expense besides that of my constituent. 
Let him have his money; pay $9,000 for what you owe just as truly as 
you do for your shoes, your bread, and your butter. You have had our 
product for six months, you have sold our goods, and we are paying 6 
per cent. to carry the debt now. Ishould like to know how you are 
going to reconcile my Connecticut friend to the broad principles of - 
grand strategy that involve the carrying on of that kind of a fight with 
the House committee. 

I sympathize with the Senator from Maine; I think I should feel a 
good deal as the Appropriations Committee feel. It is all very well to 
say that you are not going to yield and add to the bill; but I say you 
should pay your honest, indisputable debts if you add a million dol- 
lars to the bill. 

My friend speaks of an urgent deficiency bill. No, sir; the urgent 
deficiency bill pertains to the probable deficiencies of the current fiscal 
year. So far as my item is concerned, this applies to a deficiency of 
last year, the exact state of which was ascertained and stated in the re- 
port of the Postmaster-General, who says it is a matter of honesty to 
pay it in an urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. HALE. One word, Mr. President. This is no controversy, no 
‘*eombat,’? to use the word of the Senator from Connecticut, between the 
two committees. It has not assumed any phase of that kind. It isa 
question rather of self-respect on the part of this whole body. It is 
transferred from the room of the Committee on Appropriations to the 
Senate Chamber. Here in the very first bill that comes over we are 
confronted with this practice at the other end of the Capitol. Now, 
it is a hardship to the Senator’s constituent. The case that he urges 
is plain, it is obvious, and we have thought in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations many times that the items which are left off appropria- 
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tion bills are obvious items that nobody could object to because it is 
supposed that we will put them on for the reason that they are such.- 
That is intolerable. 

It is not the debatable items in many cases that are left off, but itis 
the items about which no man can make demur, about which no ques- 
tion can be raised, such as the item covered by the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut, that are left off bills on purpose as we fear, 
that seeing how urgent they are, how undoubted the strength of their 
claim, the Senate must put them on, I repeat, sir, it is intolerable. 

Now, it is forthe Senate to decide. _ If the Senate takes this attitude 
and undertakes to carry it out there will never be a case where there 
will not be a hardship, there will never be a case where- it will not 

ind somebody. Iam sorry it grinds the constituent of the Senator 

m Connecticut; but this other practice has been grinding us ever 
since I have been 2 member of this body and a member of this com- 
mittee, and there is no gôod reason why in considering the estimates 
which are made by the Departments after proper auditing and scrutiny, 
and after proper certification showing that there has been adjudication 
in the most solemn forms, these appropriations should be left off the 
bills that originate in the other end of the Capitol. There is no good 
reason why it should be so. 

Debatable questions enough will arise where the two Houses will be 
in honest antagonism, and where the Senate will seek to put upon ap- 
propriation bills subjects that are objectionable to the committees of 
the House and to the entire body; but there is no sense, there is no 
justice, it is, I say again, intolerable that items upon which there is no 
dispute should be left off for no reason whatever that can be given. 
And every particle of testimony, every one of the reports upon which 
the Senate committee act being before the House committees when they 
consider the subjects, and all information that is at our door being at 
their door, it is intolerable, sir, that we should be continually con- 
fronted with such items being left off; and the Senate committee have 
recommended that the Senate take its stand here. It is forthe Senate 
to decide what it will do in the matter. The committee has done its 


duty. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, Ido not see why the Senate should 
be dishonored by not. paying a debt acknowledged to be due, because 
somebody else will not do its duty. How can we escape the msi- 
bility? It seems to me it is our duty to put on all legitimate amend- 
ments. Here is a case where a debt is acknowledged and there is no 
question of it. I do not think we should be a party to had faith or to 
teaching the public that the Government of the United States will not 
keep faith with its creditors and pay its debts. I would put on every 
claim about which there was no question, where there was an honest 
debt due, and I would pass the bill. If anybody else wanted to repu- 
diate at the other end, the responsibility will not reston us. I believe 
in taking a stand right now. 

The case made by the Senator from Connecticut is absolutely plain; 
it is a shame to let the matter stand longer. The case is perfect, and 
it is dishonoring the Senate to pass a bill and omit that claim. Send 
it back to the House and let them repudiate it if they will, but not us. 
The country will find out who has done right and who has done wrong. 
All we have to do is to take care of our own consciences and do right 
here. Iam in favor of the amendment, and I am in favor of every 
proposition as clearly right as that, and I hope the Senate will put it 
on and will stand by the bill in that form. The country is intelligent 
and will find out who is right and whois wrong. Because others say 
we are extravagant we should not be scared from doing our duty in 
that regard, and I hope that the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut will prevail. I want to vote forit. I hope the Senate will 
stand by it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not know that I ought to delay 
the Senate any longer with this discussion, but I sympathize very 
much with the position which the Senator having this bill in charge 
has taken in this matter. LIagree that the situation is intolerable, 
and I have felt it in past sessions and I feel it now. But it seems to 
me that we ought not to draw the line on this item, and I will tell the 

reason why I think we ought not to do so. 

- his is for a debt which the Government owes where it has had the 
material. As my colleague says, it has sold the material, not used it, 
got the money for it, and the money is in the Treasury of the United 
States, and our constituents need that money. They arenotrich men; 
they can not afford to wait. It seems to me that we may draw the 
line at another class of cases when the House refuses to make appro- 
priations for deficiencies to carry on the Government in the future. 
There, I think, we might take our stand. We mightsay to the House, 
"If you will not appropriate for what is necessary to carry on the Gov- 
ernment during the rest of the fiscal year, we will accept the situation, 
and the Government works and the Government needs shall not be 
attended to;’’ but I do not think we ought to go so far as to say that 
we will not pay a debt about which there is no question, where the 
Government has the money; and, indeed, I think, in this particular 
thing the Committee on Appropriations may very fairly assume that 
the House overlooked it, that it made a mistake. 

Mr. HALE. The same documents which have been referred to were 


before the House committee which were before our committee. There 
is not a particle of additional information here that was not there. 

Mr. PLATT. But just look at it. This deficiency bill that came 
from the House last year included this as being an item which it was 
necessary to appropriate for in order to carry on the Government until 
the end of the fiscal year, which was June 30, 1887. Here are the 
three items in the old bill, which the proper Department estimated 
would be required to carry on the operations of the Government until 
June 30, 1887. That was in March, 1887. It comes over here, it is 
the print of the House bill which contains that, and now it can not be 
possible that the Committee on Appropriations in the House, having 
recommended that an appropriation should be made to on that 
work, and knowing, as the Senator says, that notwithstanding the fail- 
ure of the appropriation it had been done, and that the Government 
owed for it, would deliberately leave it out. 

Mr. HALE. Just what has been done. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not believe that it was deliberate; I think it 
must have been a mistake. I should scarcely feel justified in standing 
here and assuming that the House Committee on Appropriations and 
the House itself, having estimated for this matter as one which was 
necessary to carry on the operations of the Government nearly a year 
ago, knowing that the work had been performed and that the Govern- 
ment owed every cent of it, and that there was no doubt about the 
amount that it owed, has now deliberately left it out. Itis a pretty 
violent presumption, and I think the better way is to assume that in 
the haste of getting this deficiency bill over here,it is not the desire of 
the House and of its Appropriations Committee to refuse to pay the 
debts of the Government due more than seven months, that they over- 
looked this item,and the moment their attention is called to it they will 
gladly and joyfully put it in. 

Mr. HALE. Several Senators have notified me of other amendments 
they wish to propose to this bill. It is very clear, therefore, that we 
shall not be able to finish it to-night. - 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate do now adjoftrn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. Before putting the question on that mo- 
tion, the Chair Jays before the Senate the regular order, which is the 
bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com- 
mon schools. The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 25, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 24, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. ‘ 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INDUSTRIAL HOME, UTAH TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, with the 
accompanying papers referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the first report of the board of control, created by the act 
of Congress approved August 4, 1886 (24 Stat., 252), for the management of 
the industrial home in the Territory of Utah, containing a statement of the ac- 
tion of the board in establishing the home, and an account of expewlitures from 
the appropriation made for that purpose in the act aboye mentioned. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 23, 1883, 


DEFICIENCIES, COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Super- 
intendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, of appropriations to sup- , 
ply deficiencies for expenses of that bureau for the current fiscal year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEFICIENCY, REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of deficiency in 
appropriations for the expenses of the revenue-cutter service for the 
current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF LIGHTS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Light- 
House Board of appropriations for the establishment of light stations, 
lights, ete. ; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. ° 
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TARIFF ON CHAMPAGNE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting correspondence in relation 
to the tariff on champagne, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM, NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Act- 
ing Commissioner of the General Land Office and inclosures, a report of 
the surveyor-general for New Mexico upon the private land claim of 
Las Padillas or El Tajo tract; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

SURVEY OF THE GAULEY AND MEADOW RIVERS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers, a report of the examination and survey of the Gauley and 
Meadow Rivers, West Virginia; which was referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

CLOTHING FOR NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS, ORDNANCE BUREAU. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Ordnance, 
with inclosures, recommending that an allowance of clothing be made 
to certain non-commissioned officers of the Ordnance Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JEKYL AND MOSQUITO CREEKS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, reports of examinations and surveys of Jekyl Creek, Geor- 
gia, and a part of Mosquito Creek, South Carolina; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous ®onsent, leave of absence was granted as follows : 

To Mr. WEST, for one week, on account of business, 

To Mr. LAIDLAW, until Monday next, on account of sickness in his 
family. r 

To Mr. COCKRAN, extension of leave heretofore granted for ten days. 

To Mr. SPINOLA, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CARLTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. STRUBLE, for this day, on account of important business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimousconsent, leave was granted to Mr, MILLIKEN to with- 
draw permanently from the files of the House papers filed by A. K. 
Choate with the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress upon which an unfavorable report was made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now call the commit- 

tees for reports. j 
BILLS OF LADING CONCLUSIVE EVIDENCE. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1527) to make bills of lading conclusive evi- 
dence in certain cases; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES WAR STEAM-SHIP ITARTFORD. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1237) providing for the repair of the 
United States steam-ship Hartford; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

BUILDING FOR SIGNAL OFFICE, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4359) for the pur- 
chase of a site, including the building thereon, and also for the erection 
of the necessary store-houses for the use of the office of the Chief Signal 
Officer of the Army, at the city of Washington, D. C.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P, THORNE. 

Mr. from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief of William P. Thorne; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SNODDY. 

Mr. LANHAM also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2974) for the relief of John Sngddy; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on thd Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ©. WEAVER. 
Mr, O’NEALL, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 


ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 108) for 
the relief of John C. Weaver; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro 


tempore. 
been completed. 


The call of committees for reports has 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. OWEN. Irise for the purpose of securing a proper reference for 
a bill which seems to have been improperlyreferred. I understand that 
it is not the rule that a bill improperly referred shall be sent by the 
committee which receives it to its proper committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say it is. 

Mr, OWEN. On the 9th of this month I introduced a bill for the 
erection of a public building at Logansport, Ind. By some mistake it 
got into the box for private bills. ‘This morning the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds tells me that committee has 
not yet received it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A public bill should go through the 
regular channel of presentation in the House. If there be no objection, 
wit change of reference desired by the gentleman from Indiana will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 


TERM OF COURT AT QUINCY, ILL. 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1312) to provide for 
a term of court at Quincy, Ill.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


REWARDING ESQUIMAUX. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1528) to reward the Esqui- 
maux natives of the Arctic Ocean for acts of humanity to shipwrecked 
seamen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 


Mr. GRIMES. I desire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The resolution referred to the committee 
was read, as follows: . 


Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be allowed a clerk, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House, until June 30, 1888, at the rate of $2,000 per 
annum; and that the Committee on Appropriations be,and hereby is instructed 
to provide for an annual clerk to the Committee on Elections for the next fiscal 

ear in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill at the rate of 

,000 per annum. 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts has had under consideration a resolution referred 
by the House, providing that the clerk of the Committee on Elections should 
be an annual instead of a session clerk, and report as follows: 

By an act approved March 2, 1887, it is made the duty of the Clerk of the House 
to open the sealed packages of testimony in contested-clection cases and cause 
the same to be printed and indexed. No provision is mude for compensation 
to any clerk for the labor thus pa teat Yecessarily this labor must be done 
during the vacation between the adjournment of Congress on the 4th of March 
and its reassembling in December following. Your committee learn from the 
Clerk of the House that he was personally en; last spring and summer for 
months in reading proof from the Printing Office of the testimony in contested- 
election cases and preparing indexes thereto. Your committee believe that 
this duty should not be imposed upon the Clerk of the House without giving 
him some clerical assistance, and it seems appropriate that the clerk of the 
Committee on Elections should render such service. Your committee has pre- 
pared an amendment requiring the clerk of the Committee on Elections to do 
this work under the direction of the Clerk of the House, and, thus amended, 
the passage of the resolution is recommended. 


(on motion of Mr. Crisp) 
” 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT. 


Ce ear That the clerk of the Committee on Elections shall, under the 
direction of the Clerk of the House, aid and ‘assist in the preparation and in- 
dexing of the records in contested-clection cases,” 

Mr. GRIMES. I think that the report of the committee explains it- 
self, and unless some gentleman wishes to ask a question, I desire a vote 
upon the resolution and amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. GRIMES]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know if we are in the hour for the 
consideration of reports of committees. 

The SPEAKERR pro tempore. We are not. The gentleman from 
Georgia made this as a privileged report from the Committee on Ac- 


counts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Icall for the reading of the amendment again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Gentlemen about me were not aware that this 
was a matter for action and did not listen to the reading of the report. 
For one I should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. GRIMES. I ean only ask that the report be read again. It ex- 
plains itself. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again read the report. 

‘The report was again read. ° 

The amendment proposed by the committee was agreed to, and the 
resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. GRIMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
bose adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. - i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro témpore. The Chair will now recognize gentle- 
men who were not in their seats when their committees were called for 
reports. j 

PROTECTION OF GIRLS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbi 
reported a bill (H. R. 5870) as a substitute for the bill (H. R, 1496 
to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia for 
the protection of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rape; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RECORD OF WILLS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Inmbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
1514) relating to the record of wills in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FARLEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 341) for 
the relief of John Farley; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

LUCINDA M’GUIRE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 5871) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA L. RUSSELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 565) 
for the relief of Martha L. Russell, Mary A. Howse, and Lula H. 
Howse; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the er Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTATE OF FRANCIS M. MURRAY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 251) for the relief 
of the estate of Francis M. Murray, deceased; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on thePrivate Calendar, and, with 
the amendment and the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES 8, CLARK & CO. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3500) for 
the relief of James S. Clark & Co.; which wasreferred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

QUARANTINE STATION, CAPE CHARLES, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WISE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 5872) to 
establish a permanent quarantine station at or near Cape Charles, Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

BAPTIST COLLEGE, LEXINGTON, MO. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2601) forthe relief of 
the Baptist Female College of Lexington, Mo. ; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED H. THOMAS. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
1067) to amend the war record of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FANNIE B. RANDOLPH AND DORA L. STARK. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a resolution referring the claim of Fannie B. Randelph and 
Dora L. Stark to the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. The report also 
recommended that the bill (H. R. 2411) for the relief of Fannie B. 
Randolph and Dora L. Stark be laid on the table. 


GEORGE W. SAULPAW. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 5873) for the relief of George W. Saulpaw; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH AT CHATTANOOGA. 

Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief . 
of the Roman Catholic Church of St. Peter and St. Paul at Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn. ; which wasreferred to the Committee of fhe Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. í 

AGREEMENT WITH GROS VENTRE AND OTHER TRIBES, 

Mr. HARE, from the Ss, abana on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1956) to ratify and 
confirm an agreement with the Gros Ventre, Piegan, Blood, Blackfeet, 
and River Crow Indians in Montana; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF F. I. WHEELER. 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 5874) for the relief of the heirs of the late Francis I. Wheeler; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER PLANTER. - 

Mr. BROWER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H, R. 3580) for the 
relief of the pilot and crew of the steamer Planter; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES PRICE. 

Mr. BROWER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3805) for the 
relief of James Price; which 3vas referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. GILBERT. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2067) for the relief of James 
H. Gilbert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PAY OF CUSTOM-HOUSE EMPLOYÉS. 

Mr. KERR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2068) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay certain citizens of Chicago, employés of 
the custom-house, for extra time and service; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DISCHARGES, ETC., IN THE PUBLIC PRINTING OFFICE. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the 


following report: 
“ Whereas it is reported that a considerable number of employés have been 
recently discharged from the force of the Public Printer, and that others haye 


been granted involuntary furloughs, thereby reducing the force employed in the 
office of the Public Printer: Therefore, 

“Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to report to this House whether 
he has recently discharged or furloughed any of his force, and if so, how many, 
and for what reasons such discharges and furloughs have been made at atime 
when the printing ordered by this House is largely in arrears. 

“Also, whether in making such discharges and furloughs regard has been had 
to section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, by giving the preference to honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors.” 

The committee have considered the resolution, and direct it to be returned 
with the recommendation that it pass, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. > 

The previous question was ordered, and the resolution was agreed to. - 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, submitted 
the following report: 


Resolution to authorize certain committees of the House to print documents 
and papers for the use of said committees, with the following substitute: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories, the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, the Committee on Agriculture, the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Co! on Indian Affairs, on Labor, on Military Affairs, and the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors be authorized to have printed and bound such papers 
and documents for the use of said committees as they may find necessary.con- 
nected with subjects respectively considered by the said committees during the 
resent Congress: ed, The amount to be printed by the Committee on the 
tories lnotexceed the sum of $500; the Committee on the Public Lands, 
not to exceed $100; fhe Committee on Agriculture, not to exceed $100; the Com- 
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mittee on the Judiciary, not to exceed $200 ; the Committee on Indian Affairs, not 
to exceed $100; on T, not to exceed $500; on Military Affairs, not to exceed 
$500; on Rivers and Harbors, not to exceed $300. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to say that in each case the Committee 
on Printing conferred—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to order, so that 
the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] may 
be heard. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee what 
business there is before the Committee on Labor to authorize so much 
larger an expenditure for the printing of that committee than for many 
other important committees, for instance the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I was about to say that the Com- 
mittee on Printing; in all these cases, conferred with the chairmen of 
the respective committees named in the resolution and the report, and 
while a limit is placed upon the amount which each committee will be 
permitted to expend, that limit is only fixed by our committee upon 
consultation with the chairman of the committee indicated and upon 
his statement that the amount named would be ample for his com- 
mittee. It isnot expected in each case that the entire amount allowed 
will be consumed. I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the report of the committee. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the substitute reported by the committee was agreed to, and the reso- 
lution as amended by the substitute was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution as amended was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. - 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE W. BARR. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, by unanimous consent, reported back with amend- 
ments, from the Committee on Military Affairs, the bill (H. R. 935) to 
grant an honorable discharge to George W. Barr from the Army; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1887. 


Mr. FUNSTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a resolution to 
print 1,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 
the year 1887; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. BELMONT. I ask unanimous consent that the reference of a 
bill (H. R. 5659) introduced yesterday, and which relates to the sub- 
ject of Chinese immigration, be changed from the Committee on the 
Judiciary to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the change of 
reference will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


FORT BROWN MILITARY RESERVATION, TEXAS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for one hour for the consideration of bills heretofore reported 
from committees. The hour commences at twelve minutes before 1 
o'clock; and the call rests with the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I call up for present consideration a resolution 
of inquiry addressed to the Secretary of War in relation to the purchase 
of Fort Brown military reservation, Texas. I ask that there be some 
understanding between those who are in favor of this resolution, which 
has been reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, and those who 
oppose it, with reference to length of debate. I would like very much 
to have the debate closed and the resolution acted on to-day. I wish 
to be perfectly fair toward those representing each side of this question, 
and therefore I propose that the time be divided equally. I suggest 
that thirty minutes be allowed each side for debate. The whole thirty 
minutes on the side of the committee will probably not be consumed, 
because, as I have said, we wish to have a vote to-day. 


Mr. RANDAL Let the resolution be read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read as a mat- 
ter of course. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Whereas it appears by an act passed March, 1885, the sum of $160,000 was ap- 
propriated to enable the Secretary of War to acquire a good and valid title for 
the United to the Fort Brown reservation, Texas, and to pay and extin- 
guish all claims for the use and occupation of said reservation, provided that no 

of this sum should be paid until a complete title be vested in the United 


tes; 

Whereas it is alleged that disputes have arisen between the claimants as to 
their respective shares of this appropriation, and that the Secretary of War has 
not paid any part of said amount; 

Whereas by an act of Congress passed in 1875 the sum of $25,000 was appro- 
priated for the purchase of the grounds and payment of the said Fort Brown, 
and in the report of General Sherman as to the sufficiency of the said sum, it is 
e that the payment of $160,000 therefor would be a fraud on the Govern- 
ment; t 

Whereas it is alleged that it will appear from the documentary evidence in 
the War Department, the Quartermaster-General's Office, also the evidence of 
officials now in Washington who have served at said post, likewise the testi- 
mony of other citizens which can be obtained, that the sum of $50,000 would be 


a large price to poy fx said reservation, including rent for the use and occupa- 
tion of the same: erefore, . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be instructed to investi 
the su tter herein named, with authority to send for persons and papers; 
also to inquire into and report as to what necessity exists, if any, for a military 
post at said point, and the cost to the United States of said post since 1865, 

R , That the Secretary of War be directed to withhold the payment of 
any = of said sum of $160,000 for the grounds and rents of the said Fort Brown 
reservation, 


The report of the Committee on Military Affairs was read, as follows: 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the fol- 
lowing report (to accompany Mis. Doc. 70) : 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution re- 
lating to the Fort Brown, Texas, reservation, have considered the same and 
recommend its adoption, with the following amendment: Strike out the word 
“directed ” and insert the word "requested ” in lieu thereof. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Illinois to make some proposition about dividing the time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The time will be equally divided. I have ar- 
ranged that with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 
= Mr. CRAIN. Are we to understand that the debate will close to- 

ay? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Istated that I desired to have the debate close, 
so that we might take action on the resolution to-day, if such is the 
will of the House. If the question is not disposed of to-day, it will of 
course go over until to-morrow, and we shall have another hour for its 
consideration. 

Mr. CRAIN. I understand there is to be an equal division of time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to be perfectly fair toward those op- 
posing the resolution, and will divide the time equally. For the pres- 
ent, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. LAIRD]. 

Mr. CRAIN. Before the debate commences, I would like to be in- 
formed whether an amendment is in order now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whenever the gentleman obtains the 
floor for that purpose an amendment will be inorder. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] now holds the floor, and has yielded 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD]. 

Mr. LAIRD. ‘There are two questions presented by the resolution: 

First, whether thesum of $160,000 appropriated (this sum of $160,000 
under discussion was an item tacked on to the sundry civil bill in the 
second session of the Forty-eighth Congress without the knowledge of 
the House and without discussion. This bill carrying this item was 
approved March 3, 1885. It was to enable the Secretary of War to ac- 
quire good and valid title for the United States to the Fort Brown mili- 
tary reservation, Texas, to pay and extinguish all claims for the use and 
occupation of said reservation by the United States. See United States 
Statutes at Large, vol. 23, page 507) March 3, 1885, as an item in the 
sundry civil bill of the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress is 
an unreasonable sum to pay for the use and occupation of Fort Brown, 
Texas, from 1846 to 1886, forty years, and for the title to said Fort 
Brown and the reservation, in all, 358 acres of land. 

Second, whether it is desirable to continue Fort Brown from this time 
forward as a military post. 

If the House should decide that it was not desirable to continue Fort 
Brown longer as a military post, then so much of the item of $160,000 
appropriated as was to be applied to the purchase of the site and reser- 
vation can be deducted from the principal sum, without any unneces- 
sary discussion of the question of the value of the fee to the 358 acres 
of land now used or reserved by the military authorities of the United 
States, in which case the question would be simply what is reasonably 
due from the United States for the rent of the Fort Brown reservation, 
358 acres, from 1846 to the present? 

Fort Brown is a point on the Rio Grande River in the State of Texas. 
If is opposite to and about one mile distant from Matamoras, Mexico. 
The present site and reservation has been in the possession of the United 
States since 1846, when it was taken possession of as an act of war by 
General Taylor, commanding the army of the United States on that 
portion of the Mexican frontier. 

The title to the reservation has never been acquired by the Govern- 
ment, althongh the question of so doing seems to have been often dis- 
cussed by military officers. Formerly the prevailing opinion among 
them seems to have been favorable to the purchase of the site; latterly 
the clear weight of opinion is against its purchase at any price, and 
against its longer maintenance as a military post. z 

The nearest approach to a settlement of the purchase-price of this 
property on the part of the United States, which I have been able to find, 
is the report of the board of Army officers convened under the au- 
thority of an act of Congress March 3, 1873, the same being an act to 
provide for the purchase of land by the Secretary of War for the United 
States, in the State of Texas, for the sites of forts and military posts. 
(17 United States Statutes at Large, p. 614; act limited to three years 
from passage. ) 

This board of officers reported January 16, 1874, in favor of the pur- 
chase of the site and reservation of Fort Brown for a military post, and 
state that they are of the opinion that $25,000 is a fair valuation for 
the same.: This recommendation is approved by General Sheridan, 
commanding the Army; by Mr. Belknap, then Secretary of War, and 
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by General Grant, then President. The report of that board, together 
with the indorsements, is as follows: 
FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 
SAN ANTONIO, TEX., January 16, 1874. 

Sim: At a meeting of the board conyened under authority of act of !Congress 
approved March 3, 1874, held this day, the foUowing resolution was A 

“ Resolved, That if the United States have nota valid claim thereto, the board 
recommend the purchase of the tract or parcel of land lying pe the Rio Grande 
River, adjacent to the city of Brownsville, Tex., upon which the post of Fort 
Brown is situated, and known asthe military reservation (containing 320 acres, 
more or less), for the use of the United States for said mili post. The board 
is of the opinion that $25,000 is a fair valuation for this tract.’ 

` The southern pores below old Fort Brown is of little or no value, but it is 

deemed advisable toinclude it in the recommendation by reason of its location. 

The property just mentioned is in litigation, but a receiver has been appointed 
by the district court, who is authorized by special order to rent or sell it, and re- 
ceive the moneys therefor. The land upon which the national cemetery at 
Brownsville is situated was purchased in this way. 

Very respectfully, 


The ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Headquarters Department of Texas, San Antonio, Tex. 
[Indorsements.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Tex., January 26, 1874. 
AVpEoreA and tfully forwarded to the assistant adjutant-general, Mili- 
tary Division of fhe Missouri. 
C. ©. AUGUR, 


Brigadier-General, U. 8. Army. 
HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OF THE MISSOURI, 
Chicago, Il., February 26, is74. 
Pers tfully referred to the assistant inspector-general, Military Division of 
e ssouri. 
By command of Lieutenant-General Sheridan, 
R. C. DRUM, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 
HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OF THE Mrssov: 
ASSISTANT INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Chicago, March 20, 1874. 
Respectfully returned to the adjutant-general of the division, having been ex- 
amined and contents noted, as 


A.B 
Assistant Inspector-General, U. 8. Army. 


HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OF THE MISSOURI, 
Chicago, March 20, 1874. 
Approved and respectfully forwarded to headquarters of the Army. 
P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Lieutenant-General, Ocmmanding. 
Approved and respectfully submitted to the President. 
WM. W. BELKNAP. 
Secretary of War. 
War DEPARTMENT, April 13, 1874. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 14, 1874. 


Approved. 
U. 8. GRANT. 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 20, 1874. 
Official copies. 


E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjwiant-General., 

An act of Congress, March 3, 1875 (vol. 18 U. S. Statutes at Large, 
part 3, page 391), was passed appropriating the sum of $25,000 for the 
purchase of this property, pursuant to the recommendation of this 
board, but nothing came of it, owing, so far as your committee is able 
to ascertain, solely to the fact that the title was so in dispute that no 
satisfactory conveyance could be given to the land. This act expired 
by its own limitation in three years after its passage. ? 

1. The first question presented under the resolution of inquiry is, what 
is a reasonable rental for this property from 1846 to 1886? 

In 1869 W. A. Wainwright, captain and assistant quartermaster, 
United States Army, reports by letter February 20, 1869, addressed to 
Quartermaster-General United States Army, giving it as his judg- 
ment that $1,000 per year would be a just allowance for the rent of the 
reservation ground at Fort Brown. In part, the letter of Captain 
Wainwright is a follows: l 

OFFICE ASSISTA: . 8. 
m Dra Ran ray a isn 
GENERAL: Ihave the honor to hand you, per express, the papers in Cavazos’ 
claim, received January 26, 1869, and to submit original letters fanaa tomy 
uest.as to the fair amount due as rent for the military reservation at this post, 


and my report and opinion on the same, 


Abstract of valuation for rent of land on which Fort Brown 
military reservation) is situated, at Brownsville, Tex., contai: 


United States 
ng 358 acres, 


Per annum, 
~ $537.00 
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post at this place. From this oe a question upon which rests the whole 
matter ofthe rent of the land. It is claimed by Mr. Trainer, the agent, thatmy 
report should embrace a certain amount of money for rent per year, or so many 
years from the time the Government first took possession, and an increase as 
the town increased in size. Icontend that if any difference is made in the 
amount of rent per year, it should be a decrease, for was it not for the military 
postat this place there would be no Brownsville, and it is firmly believed that 
a donation of 1,000 acres in as good a position as this could be had if it would be 
1s mane of retaining the post, provided the Government intended abandon- 
ng this. 
rom experience of one year at this post, I feel that I am prepared tosay that 
four-fifths of the money circulated here is expended by the Government, and 
that when the present buildings of the are finished and nothing is left but 
to take care of the property here the trade of the city willgreatly decrease. The 
transient people, mostly Jews, will take residence at some other points, and the 
business will settle down to its former level. While it is the intention of this of- 
fice to be just to claimants, and at the same time not forget the interests of Gov- 
ernment, it does appear like systematic peculation to present and endeavor to 
collect such an account against the Government as the bill inclosed with the 
pope in this claim shows, being nearly five times as much as the value of the 
and itself, There is from the reservation line to the lagoon, on the northwest 
side of the reservation, 120 acres of fine land, and could it be settled that the 
town would increase without the reservation, same would be valuable—say, 
near the estimate of Mr. Belden—the remainder is nothing but sediment, a fine, 
soft, washy sand that is of no value whatever, and is only used for corrals and 
such purposes as does not require any extra soil. 
By reference to a plan of the reservation and line of the Rio Grande River, in 
1846, forwarded the Quartermaster-General from this office January 31, 1869, it 
will be seen that much of the ground has beeu lost, and it still continues to 


ose, 
Action is now being taken to save as much of it as possible, but only to pro- 
tect and save that which is most valuable. 
The papers in this case are very voluminous, and it is not deemed necessary 
to lengthen this report; and, in conclusion, I would state that the sum of $1,000 
r annum, itis believed, would be a just amount for the rent of the United 
TRS yg ites mead: Ta ne gc Ray 1 tir obedient t 
ave the honor to be, general, very respectfully, yoûr o ent servant, 
ee EA WOA WAINWRIGHT, 
Captain and Assislant Quarlermaster, United States Army. 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. M. C. Meias, 
Quartermaster-General, U. 8. Army, Washington, D. C. 


In May, 1869, Captain Wainwright writes commenting on his letter 
of February 20, 1869, and therein explains the apparently exorbitant 
estimate for rent made by Mr. Werbiski, showing that his estimate of 
$10 an acre, sup’ to be for rent, was in reality his estimate of the 
value of the fee in the land. This letter is as follows: 


OFFICE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Brownsville, Tex., May 29, 1869. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to return herewith copy of my letter to you dated 
February 20, 1869, with memorandum of remarks on same attached, made by 
you in reference to the claim for rent,’ete., of the United States military reser- 
vation at this post. 

In reply to Ps first interrogatory I would state, that the 358 acres occupied 
by the post of Fort Brown, and known as the United States military reserva- 
tion, is a portion of the original grant known as the “ Potrero Espiritu Santo,” 
the boundaries of said grant being minutely described in “ Wallace’s Kopos, 
United States Supreme Court, volume 6, Cavazos vs. Trevenie, page VA i 
inclose herewith a small tracing showing the boun of this extensive tract 
or grant known as the * A ero” or “Potrero Espiritu Santo.” 

Secondly. The original grant did include the city of Brownsville and this 358 
acres occupied by Fort Brown, but the title to the incorporated city limits ofthe 
city of Brownsville, inclading this reservation, is now and has been, since 1853, 
in litigation; and I can find no record or information relative to this United 
States military reservation being in any way set apart as the share of the pres- 
ent claimant (Maria Josefa Cavazos), as her share of the original grant. 

Since the receipt of the copy of my letter with yourremarks attached thereto, 
I have given this case closeattention. In reply tothe interrogatory “What lan 
in that region is now or was when the United States forces captured Browns- 
ville worth $10 per acre?” I would state that there was none and is none at 
[Pace except town lots; and it is fair to presume that had not the United States 

overnment selected this site as a military reservation and improved it as it is 
for pamsnens occupancy, it could now be purchased of the bona fide owners 
{if there are such) at a price notto exceed $2 per acre for fee-simple. 

The United States military reservation has made Brownsville what it is, and 
without it Brownsville would soon be numbered and spoken of as a town that 
once existed. Brownsville in itself has no natural advantages, and the idea pre- 
sented by the claimant, that the United States military reservation encroaches 
upon and thereby contracts the limits of the town is absurd ; the town has and 
will always seek the reservation, and the beneftts to be derived from it. Almost 
any ofthe lands adjoining the city can be bought for from 50 cents to $2 per 
acre, 

In regard to my former ito as to a reasonable rent to be paid for the use of 
these grounds per year, Mr. Werbiski informs me that he was mistaken in the 
intent of my communication to him; that the price he fave. namely, $10 per 
acre, was intended as his valuation of the premisvs.for title in fee-simple, and 
not $10 per acre rent per annum. 

Tinclose a copy of my communication to various parties requesting their 
opinion, which is considered to be plain, and could not have been misunder- 


s! x 

This Jast statement of Mr. Werbiski will take the place of the one previously 
forwarded you with my report. On a further examination and consideration of 
the case in question, I think Mr. Samuel A. Belden may be indirectly interested 
in the premises, he haying been, I find, a party at interest in a number of law- 
suits relative to title of a number of tracts of land embraced in this original ex- 
tensive land grant, and is still a heavy land-holder in this vicinity; conse- 
quently a large price for the reservation grounds would increase the value of 
hia landa I therefore consider that his statement should not be taken into con- 
sideration. 

Mr. John McAllen is an old resident, a man of vast property and good sound 
judgment. I consider that his opinion should have great weight in the adjust- 
ment of this claim for rent. Mr. Gelston is also a man of extensive acquaint- 
ance; knows this frontier in every respect; isa man of much experience and 
excellent judgment. 

These men are both disinterested parties, as also Mr. Werbiski, and all men 
of wealth and standing in this community. 

+ 


s so s $ * kd 
I have the honor to be, general, very respectfull our obedient servant, 
= if W. A WAINWRIGHT 


. À. GHT, 
Captain and Assistant Quartermaster, United States Army, 
Maj. Gen. M. C. MEIGS, 
Quartermaster-General, U. S. Army, Washington, D. C. 


` 
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A letter from John McAllen, a citizen of Brownsville, Tex., ex- 
plaining his reason for the estimate for rent which he makes, accom- 
panies the report of Captain Wainwright, and I make this letter, to- 
gether with the one from Mr. Gelston on the samesubject, a part of my 


remarks: 
BROWNSVILLE, February 5, 1869. 
Sır: I havethe honor to acknowledge the receipt of your esteemed note wish- 
ing my opinion in tothe annual rent of the land known as the Govern- 


ment reserve at the aforesaid post. In my opinion it is worth $1.50 


Capt. W. A. WAINWRIGHT, 
Uniled States Quarlermaster, Fort Brown, Texas. 


BROWNSVILLE, TEX., February 16, 1869. 
Dear Sm: In answer to your communication of the 5th instant, asking my 
opinion as to a reasonable amount for the United States Government to pay as 
a rent for the lands now occupied by the Government as a military reservation 
at this place, etc., I have the honor to state that in os $1.50 per acre per 
annum would be a fair and just compensation for lands, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
SAM, P. GELSTON, 
W, A. WAINWRIGHT, 


Esq. 
Captain and Quartermaster, U. 8, A., Fort Brown, Texas. 


Quartermaster-General Meigs, in a letter dated July 20, 1869, and ad- 


Gressed to the then Secretary of War, Hon. John A. Rawlins, put the 


just annual rent of this property at $500, and says, commenting on that 
sum: ‘‘Ifit issetat$500 a year it will farexceed any reasonable interest 
upon the capital which represents the value of the land; indeed, will 
exceed this probable total actual capital.” I give here the entire let- 
ter: 
QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 20, 1869, 

Sm: I have the honor to return the papers in the case of the claim for dam- 
ages to and rent of the site of Fort Brown, near Brownsville, Tex., since its first 
occupation during the Mexican war, pps Tose $130,416, 

The case has been carefully examined, and the full abstract prepared in this 
office brings me to the following conclusions: 

The value of the lands, some 358 acres, embraced within the reservation does 
not now ex on the average $2 to $10 per acre in fee-simple. 

Were the post abandoned, a new site in as healthy a locality and equally com- 
manding the river could be purchased for from 50 cents to $2 peraere. (See 
report of Captain Wainwright, pages 16 and 17, report and abstract gate 

e claim for $50,726.20 for x baer to crops, fences, ete., arising during the 

war with inne Sees, not within the competence of the Quartermaster’s 

ent to se 

‘he just annual rent which should be paid for the use of the 358 acres, em- 

within what has been called the military reserve of Fort Brown, is very 

small. If it is set at $500 a year, it will far exceed y reasonable interest upon 

the ital which represents the value of the lan ; indeed, will exceed this 
prol e total actual capital. 

The Attorney-General, upon the papers heretofore submitted to him, has de- 
cided that it would be safe to consider Mrs. Cavazos as the owner so far as to 
settle with her for rent from the 20th of November, 1853, to date. 

For rentsaccruing before the 20th November, 1853, the other heirs have equal 


legal rights with her, her interest amounting to only one undivided part 
of the whole tract. 
But since this case was before the Attorney-General certain pa have been 
received, principally through Captain Wainwright, assistant „ete, 
Nia ipana an legal proceedings are still in progress aff g the title to the 

n question, ` 

I recommend that the case be in referred to the Attorney-General, with 
request that he will advise the War Department what effect, if any, these pa- 
pers may bave upon the status of the case. 

‘The assertion that a former Secretary 


of War, Mr. Conrad, had rendered a de- 
cision fixing the amount of rent that should be paid, seems to be disproved by 
the papers herewith. (See page 23 of the report and abstract.) 
ne assertion that a contract was at any time made, oring the rate of rent by 
any competent officer of the Army, seems equally disproved. (See pages 3 and 
4 of said report and abstract.) 
Tam of opinion that it would pot be safe for the War Department, in the pres- 
ent status of the case, to pay rent to any one for this land, and for the payment 
of the rents for so many years past there been no appropriation 


made by Congress. 
The crlatenioe of such a claim was unknown to the Q ‘er-General 


uartermast: 

until within a few months, and no item for its payment was included in the es- 

timates submitted to Congress. 
Ont of poh Serr igo meta = 
rent year m t provi e retary 
case, think shat too muck, i : 

am, ve ctfully, your obedient servan 

» very respe rv , 0: as 


Quarlermaster-General and Brevet Major-General, U. B.A. 
RAWLINS, 
of War, Washington, D. C. 


The same act of Congress which authorized the purchase of Fort 
Brown in 1875, and appropriated $25,000 therefor (act of March 3, 
1875, vol. 18, U. S. Statutes at Large, part 3, p. 391), also authorized 
the purchase of Ringgold Barracks at $10,000, Fort Duncan (Eagle 
Pass) at $10,000, and directed the Secretary of War to accept title to 
the site and reservation of Fort McIntosh free. Fort McIntosh, which 
was so donated to the United States, is located at Laredo, acity of 6,000 
inhabitants, on the Rio Grande, 125 miles above Ringgold Barracks, 
and has two railroads crossing at that point into Mexico. 

It is understood that the sum of $10,000 paid for Ringgold Barracks 
included all for use and occupation. Ringgold is also on the 
Rio Grande, at what is called Rio Grande City. It is a place of con- 
siderable importance, and was occupied by the United States about the 
same time that Fort Brown was. 


nt fiscal go a rent of $500 for the cur- 
oes not, in view of the whole 


Hon. JonxN A, 
Secretary 


As a circumstance to be considered in estimating the value of the use 
of the land near Brownsville on which Fort Brown is located, it is to 
be remembered that the census of 1880 shows a decrease in the popu- 
lation of the city from 1870; and further, it appears from a letter of the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury to the House of Representatives, in 
answer to its resolution passed in the first session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress ‘see Executive Document No. 238), that there was for the year 
1886 $22,438.70 of customs duties collected at Brownsville, Tex., at a 
cost to the Government of $42,428.50, or a cost of $1.89 in expense for 
every dollar of duties received. 

As a circumstance reflecting light on the question of the value of the 
fee to the land in question and rental thereof, it me ee in a state- 
ment of John D. M. Call, acting comptroller of the State of Texas, 
that the average assessed value of land in Cameron County, Texas, that 
being the county in which Fort Brown is located, for the year 1886 was 
461.8 cents per acre. 

2. The second proposition of the resolution has to do with the pur- 
chase of the site and reservation of Fort Brown. 

Thisis purely a military question. The United Statescertainly does 
not want 358 acres of real estate at Brownsville, Tex., for any other than 
military purposes, and if it does not want land there for that purpose 
it does not want it at all. 

In his report for the year 1882, General Sherman, commanding the 
armies of the United States, uses this language in reference to the post 
under consideration: 

Fort Brown is subject to overflow, and during this year has been afflicted 
with yellow fever in its worst form. I advise its absolute abandonment. 

Ringgold Barracks being the property of the United States, and with reason- 
ably good barracks, should be held a few years until the extension of the rail- 
road down the valley of the Rio Grande from Laredo will enable us to dispatch 
troops to any threatened point promptly, when Ringgold Barracks may also be 
allowed to pass away. 

The EAEn ay pos of the Texas frontier are: San Antonio, McIntosh, and 
Duncan on the Lower Rio Grande; Fort Davis, with Presidio and Camp Rice, 
on the Upper Rio Grande; and Fort Bliss. (Forty-seventh Congress, second ses- 
sion, Ex. Doc. 1, part 2, p. 11.) 

The General of the Army, in the further consideration of the subject 
of obsolete military declares the post of Fort Brown to be obso- 
lete, and recommends the abandonment of the same. 

The following military posts are obsolete and ought to beabandened. Toac- 
complish this end Congress should be asked for authority to dispose of all the 
buildingsand materials which can not be moved, and to sell the reservations, or 
to transfer the same to the Interior Department for sale or grant under existing 
laws for the disposition of the public domain, namely : 

* * + + + * * 

Fort Brown, Texas, 


(Same document as above.) 

Previous to this report, namely, February 10, 1880, General Sher- 
man recommends the renewal of the appropriation of 1874 for $25,000 
for the purchase of Fort Brown, and that it be tendered the holders of 
the title, and if refused, then that the post of Fort Brown, Texas, be 
dismantled and the garrison removed to Ringgold Barracks. He says: 

Fort Brown has been held by United States troops since 1846; is located op- 


poene the somewhat important Mexican town of Matamoras; is only important 
or that reason and no other. 


The text of his letter is here given: 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE Ary, 
Washington, D. C., February 10, 1830. 
Lg anew ie A returned to the honorable Secretary of War, REE E that 
he submit it to the proper committee of sina bags asking a renewal of the ap- 
propriation of $25,000; thatif such appropriation be made the sum be tendered 
the devisee of Señora Cavazos, or the real owner thereof, and if this price be 


that the of Forf Brown, Texas, be dismantled and the garrison re- 
moved to ks. 
Fort Brown been held by United States troops since 1846; is located op- 


te the somewhat important Mexican town of Matamoras; is only important 
that reason and no other, 

There are some valuable buildings there needed for the shelter of troops, but 
in a military sense the site has no more strategic value than any other mile on 
the Lower Rio Grande, 

The Adjutant-General will send 


copy of this paper and indorsements to the 
department commander, Gen rd. 


W. T. SHERMAN, General. 


General Sherman makes a further reference to the matter January 
24, 1881, saying, ‘“‘I understand that the Rio Grande is rapidly cutting 
away the bank’? (American bank), ‘‘endangering the site of Fort 
Brown. ‘This may be the reason why the owners of the ground are so 
anxious to sell to the United States.” 

The text of this letter is also given. 

HEADQUARTERS OF 
Washington, 


Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War. 

I understood Colonel Otis, Twentieth Infantry, recently brought to Fort 
Leavenworth from Fort Brown, to say that the Rio Grande River was rapidly 
cutting ready the bank, pi prp dei the site of Mors ak Sy eal ee fos ma 

e o rs of the ground are so anxious to sell to the United States. 
reon ak TE z; . T. SHERMAN, Gencral. 


In April, 1883, General Sherman again refers to this subject, this 
time in a letter calling the attention of the Secretary of War toa letter 
from General Sheridan. He says: 

General Sheridan confirms what I have heretofore ir era rage miat 


the new railroads of Texas have entirely left out Fort Brown, and that it will 
be unwise to buy the site or expend any money thereon henceforward. 


THE ARMY, 
January 24, 1881, 


f 
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Letter of April 25, 1883, to Secretary of War. This is indorsed by 
Secretary Lincoln as follows: 
The views of the General are concurred in, 
ROBT. T. LINCOLN, 
4 Secretary of War, 

The following is the letter in full: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. 0., April 25, 1883, 

This letter is respectfully submitted to the honorable Secretary of War, in- 
viting his —— attention thereto. 

General Sheridan confirms fully what I have hitherto y a seg 
that the new railroads of Texas have entirely left out Fort Brown, and that it 
will be unwise to buy the site or expend any money thereon henceforward. 

. T. SHERMAN, General, 

The views of the General are concurred in, 

ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 

War DEPARTMENT, April 28, 1883. 

The letter of General Sheridan to General Sherman, which called 
forth these comments, is in part as follows: 

The ground on which some of it (Fort Brown) is built is being cut ont by the 
river, and will eventually be washed away, from present indications, and I 
think it would be about as well to let the washing goon. * * + 

The and pam has served its purpose and we should not spend any more 

t. 
7 DONAT from the appropriation for the defense of the Rio Grande frontier 


should be spent in acquiring title to Fort Brown. This point has been left be- 
hind by Forts McIntosh, Duncan, and Bliss. 

The following is the letter in full: 

HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION or THE Missourtr 
Chicago, Iil., April 23, 1883, 

My DEAR GENERAL SHERMAN: While I did not go to Fort Brown on my re- 
cent trip to Texas, I accumulated as much information about it as I could, 

There is no harbor there, and probably never will be at the mouth of the Rio 
Grande. Brazos Santiago is a fairly harbor for Texas, but the present rail- 
road system in Mexico cuts it off, and diminishes the commercial value of Mata- 
moras and Bro le, and Fort Brown is of importance only as a revenue- 

in the commerce between those points. Two companies are sufficient 
; it probably will never be a base of mili operations, and it is in the 
yellow fever zone. The ground on which some of it is built is being cut out by 
the river, and will eventually be washed avy) from present indications, and I 
think it would be about as well to let the was on. Theground does not 
belong to us, and our loss would be very little. e never get much for aban- 
doned posts any way. The old has served its purpose, and we should not 
spend any more money on it. No money from the appropriation for the defense 
of the Rio Grande frontier should be spent in acquiring title to Fort Brown. 
This point has been left behind by Forts McIntosh, Duncan, and Bliss, 
am, my dear General, yours, truly, 
P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Lieutenant-General, 


Ina letter to the Secretary of War, of June 2, 1884, General Sheridan, 
referring to this matter, says: 

The present site of Fort Brown is in litigation, and there is also danger ofits 
being washed away, and while I will now consent that there should be a two- 
company post there, I doubt the advisability of etme | the present site, and 
would prefer that in the fature a new one, near Brownsville, be selected. 


The letter is as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE Army, 

Washington, June 2, 1884. 
Respectfully submitted to the honorable Secretary of War. The present site 
of Fort Brown is in litigation, and there is also danger of its being washed 
away, and while I will now consent that there should be a two-company post 
there, I doubt the advisability of a iR present site, and would prefer 

that in the future a new one, near Brownsyille, be selected. 
, P. H. SHERIDAN, 

Iicutenant-General. 

Article V of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, executed February 2, 
1848, fixes the middle of the deepest channel of the Rio Grande, or the 
Rio Bravo del Norte, as the boundary line between the two countries, 
and as a consequence, if it be decided to purchase and maintain Fort 
Brown this country will have to appropriate money to defend the site 
from the action of the river, or it may find itself in the awkward posi- 
tion of having purchased a site and established a military post which 
under the dual operation of the treaty and the river may become the 
property of Mexico. 

Mr. Speaker, the question to be answered by the House in ordering 
this investigation is whether 358 acres of wild, uncultivated land, use- 
less for any purpose, save grazing, covered with grease-wood and mes- 
quite brush, and which doubtless cost less than $1,000, original capital, 
is worth in fee and rent for forty years $160,000. 

The committee are willing to find a reasonable value, as an invest- 
ment, for the land and allow a reasonable interest on the amount as the 
rental, and no more. 

We see no reason why the Government should be mulcted in $160,- 
000, either through the carelessness of Congress or the ignorance or 
indifference of its military officers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, how much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Forty minutes of the time remain. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The gentleman from Nebraska consumed only 
ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Butthe gentleman from Ilinois with- 
drew his call for the regular order and allowed some time to expire. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Idid not understand that that was to be taken 
from the time allowed for consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will deal liberally with gen- 
tlemen in reference to time, as there was a misunderstanding, and will 
assume that forty-five minutes yet remain. 


` 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iyield twenty-eight minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 


Mr. CRAIN. I desire first to submit an amendment which I send 
to the desk. ` 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the resolution by striking out the Sowing words: 

* Also to inquire into and report as to what necessity exists, if any, fora mil- 
itary post atsaid point, and the cost to the United States of said post since 1865.” 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield five minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], and I hope when 
Ishall have consumed the remainder of the time allotted to me the 
Chair will notify me, so as to reserve that portion for him according to 
my promise. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the question of an investigation of 
the amount to be paid for the site of Fort Brown comes up at a very late 
day. It strikes me as very singular that the Cerberus of the Treasury 
and the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, both of whom 
were members of the Committee on Appropriations which made this 
appropriation in the Forty-eighth Congress, should not then have dis- 
covered the reasons why the Government of the United States ought 
not to pay the amount which was appropriated by the act which they 
recommended and which that Congress passed. I excuse the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr, LAIRD] because, although it is a familiar 
principle of law that ignorantia legis neminem excusat, he is not familiar 
with the facts in this case except in so far as some individual has 
made himself a siphon between outside individuals and the gentle- 
man from Nebraska. 

Why is it that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN],when he 
was a member of the Appropriations Committee that recommended the 
appropriation for the expenditure of this sum of money, did not raise 
his voice in the committee in opposition to the amount, if, as he alleges, 
it was too large? Why is it that he did not, in consonance with that 
reputation which he has made for himself throughout the country as 
the watch-dog of the Treasury, oppose the passage of the appropriation 
act which provided that the owners of the site of Fort Brown should 
receive the sum which was recommended by the committee? Why 
was it, I ask further, that the gentleman who has the distinguished 
honor of adorning and animating the chairmanship of the Committee 
on Military Affairs did not, when a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations which recommended this item and asked the House to 
adopt it, oppose the measure instead of sitting silently by and permit- 
ting the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress to 
without comment the item appropriating this amount for the PAEA DEN 
of the fort? i 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman desire an answer ? 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. While I am under obligation to the gentleman 
for the compliment which he has paid to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs—— 

Mr. CRAIN. Do not take up too much of my time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to say distinctly that my recollection 
is clear that as a member of the Committee on Appropriations I op- 
posed the appropriation of the enormous sum which was proposed to be 
employed in this purchase. 

I stood then where I stand to-day, in the belief that it was an exor- 
bitant sum, and I have great doubt in my mind whether there is any 
need whatever for a fort at that point. 

Mr. CRAIN. The gentleman from Illinois does not stand to-day 
where he stood then. He may have opposed it in committee, but to- 
day he opposes it on the floor of the House, and he did not oppose it on 
the floor of the House then. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not occupy then the position I do now 
on the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CRAIN. Isuppose if the gentleman did not occupy that posi- 
tion now he would not take the stand he does to-day. 

Nearly four years after the passage of an act, which waseither recom- 
mended by the members of the Committee on Appropriations or tacitly 
acquiesced in, we have two members of that committee coming before 
this House and telling the House that the appropriation for the pur- 
chase of this property was excessive, if not fraudulent. And upon what 
basis does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman]—who is notin 
his seat now, but was a moment ago, when I commenced to discuss this 
proposition—upon what basis does he present this resolution to the 
House? Sir, he presents it upon vague, general, indifferent allegations, 
and I will tell the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAmp] that this 
question was discussed, and fully discussed, in the Senate of the United 
States. Objection was madè to this item in the Senate of the Forty- 
eighth Congress, and after an extended and exhaustive debate upon the 
very question which is raised on this resolution the Senate coincided 
with the House, and the appropriation item became a law. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I oppose, not the investigation in reference to the 
price to be paid, although Fort Brown is in my district and although 
the Forty-eighth Congress has appropriated this sum of money, which is 
pronounced to be less than the property is worth, not for the site alone, 
but for the use gnd occupation for more than forty years. I am not 
opposed to an investigation of this question. If by any accident, if by 
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any negligence of the Committee on Appropriations, or of the gentle- 
pi an Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ], the Forty-eighth Congress passed a 
law appropriating mors money for this property and its use and occu- 
pation for over forty years than they were worth, then I, as a repre- 
sentative `f the people of this country, do not propose to stand in my 
place here and oppose any investigation of that question. | If the price 
is either excessive or fraudulent, the people of this country ought not 
to be compelled to pay that price. 

I do not oppose any investigation of the question whether $160,000 was 
too much or not for the feeof the property and for its use and occupancy 
since the year 1846, when the fort was erected by General Taylor; but 
I do oppose, Mr. Speaker, the extension of the rights of this special com- 
mittee of investigation to inquire into the necessity for the continuance 
of Fort Brown. I do it, first, because the history of this country shows 
that such an investigation is unnecessary and useless, Suppose that 
the gentleman from Nebraska and the other distinguished gentlemen 
on the Committee on Military Affairs were to bring in a report to this 
House saying the continuance of Fort Brown was a necessity, and as 
against that I produced letters from the commanding general of the 
Department of Texas and the commanding general of the Army, what 
would the gentleman do? And Iask the gentleman from Nebraska, I ask 
him to answer the question now, if that subcommittee is appointed will 
you not inquire from the commander-in-chief of the Army and from 
the commander of the Department of Texas whether it is necessary to 
continue Fort Brown opposite the city of Matamoras? The gentleman, 
if he pleases, will answer the question right now. 

Mr. LAIRD. I find General Sherman in his report and letters—— 

Mr. CRAIN. The gentleman will please answer my question. If 
that committee is appointed would you not call on General Sheridan 
and General Stanley, the commander-in-chief of the Army and the 
commander of the department of Texas, to testify whether it is neces- 
sary to continue that fort? Or would you act on your own judgment? 

Mr. LAIRD. I would act on military authority. The military au- 
thority is against the continuance of the post. We have letters from 
General Sherman and others. 

Mr.CRAIN. General Sherman is not in command of the Army now. 

Mr. LAIRD. He was in his time. 

Mr. CRAIN. I have a letter from General Sheridan, in which heas- 
serts that the continuance of Fort Brown isa necessity. I will read it. 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1888. 


Sır: Inreply to your letter of the 9th instant, I have the honor to inform you 
that I have been familiar with Fort Brown, Texas, since 1854. It is situa’ on 
the east bank of the Rio Grande, near Brownsville, Tex., and opposite the Mex- 
ican town of Matamoras, and during the war with Mexico was a very important 
station. It isnow connected by rail with Point Isabel, 22 miles distant, on the 
Gulf of Mexico, but has no railway connection with other points in the United 
States, and there are noother railroads in that section of Texas, Itis the princi- 
pal trading town for that region of the State, and through it much of the com- 
merce of Northeastern Mexico finds its outlet to the Gulf, Matamoras, Mexico, 
has a population of about 20,000; Brownsville, Tex., of about 6,000, and between 
them and near the present post the changes in the channel of the Rio Grande 
through the action of the periodical overflows is continually liable to transfer 
territory from this country to Mexico, or the reverse, with all the possibilities 
of confusion and trouble consequent upon such conditions. 

For these various reasons I believe a garrison should be maintained at Fort 
Brown, and most likely for a long time to come. The presence of a large force 
isnot necessary, but it will probably always be advan’ us to keep there about 
two or three companies for such emergencies as might arise, as, owing to its 
rather isolated position, troops can not readily be assembled there, and I also 
esteem it of great importance to continue the post as a check on smuggling, 
which is very prevalent along that portion of the Rio Grande. 


Nene ER OER P. H. SHERIDAN, 
7 Lieutenant-General, 


Hon. W. H. Crary, 

House of Representatives. 

Now, the gentleman has told us that if this subcommittee were 
appointed it would look to the General of the Army for information 
upon the question whether this post should be continued or not, and 
when I produce and read upon this floor with the acquiescence—nay, 
with the consent, because I asked the General of the Army for his con- 
sent—when I produce and read upon this floor a statement made by him 
officially, to the effect that it is necessary to continue the post, why, I 
ask, ought this House to authorize the Committee on Military Affairs 
to make a special investigation on the subject? I repeat what I have 
said, that I do not oppose an investigation in regard to the price for the 
fee, or for the use and occupancy, and if the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. LAIRD] will permit me to state the proposition that he and the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] made to me— — 

Mr. LAIRD. I will. 

Mr.CRAIN. I have the permission of the gentleman from Nebraska 
to make this statement. When the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] approached 
me on this subject in the last Congress, I told them both that indi- 
yidually I was perfectly willing there should be an investigation of 
this charge of excess in the payment, but that I would oppose an in- 
quiry as to the necessity of the continuance of the post, and they then 
made the proposition to me, both of them together, that they would 
strike out of the resolution the part which provides for an investigation 
of that question if I would agree that the other part gf it should pass. 
To that I did agree; but, as the gentlemen know, obstacles were inter- 


posed at the other end of the Capitol which Eo the carrying out 
of the agreement, or quasi agreement, made between themand me. If 
they were willing to submit that proposition to me then, I ask them 
why they do not accept the amendment which I have proposed? In 
addition to the statements made in the letter from the Lieutenant-Gen- 
eral which I have just had read, I have a letter from the commander 
of the Department of Texas upon the same subject, and I doubt not 
that the Committee on Military Affairs and this House will regard his 
testimony as competent as perhaps the best testimony that can be ad- 
duced upon this question, because I believe that the House would pre- 
fer—I say it with all due respect to the ex-military gentlemen on the 
Committee on Military Affairs—I believe that this House would prefer 
the evidence of gentlemen in the active service of their country to-day 
to any testimony which might be given either by civilians or by gen- 
tlemen who have made their army records in the past history of this 
country. 

Under date of January 14, 1888, General Stanley, in command of the 
Department of Texas, writes as follows, in response to a letter from me 
inviting his opinion as to the necessity for the continuance of the post 
at Fort Brown: 


Sır: In answer to your letter of the 19th instant [ have the honorto state that 
the post of Fort Brown is built upon a reservation of 358} acres of land immedi- 
ately adjoining the town of Brownsville, Tex., and situated on the Rio Grande 
River, by river route 65 miles and a 22 milesabove the mouth of that river. 
It is the most southern of the United States, excepting Key West, Fla. It 
is connected with Point Isabel and ocean navigation by a narrow-gauge railroad 
22 miles in length. Immediately opposite is the Mexican city of Matamoras, 
which is fortified with earthworks, and where the Mexican Government usually 
keeps two regiments of troops, and the venceinarters ofa brigadier-genera), 
The post was established in 1846 by General Taylor, atthe outbreak of the Mexi- 
can war, and has been occupied by United States troops ever since, excepting 
the interyal of the civil war, when it was held as a very important poss by the 
Confederate authorities. The improvements on the reservation consist of about 
forty buildings of more or less value. Of these, twelve are of brick and substan- 
tial ; the remainder of frame, in fair condition, but needing repairs. Fort Brown, 
as a military station, isan absolute necessity, and occupies a very important 
point geographically and strategically on our Mexican frontier. Granting that 
we have no desire for Mexican territory, and hoping that we may never again 
haye war with Mexico, the necessity for this post still remains, 


There you have the testimony of the commander of the Department 
of Texas, in conjunction with the testimony of the Lieutenant-General 
of the Army. 

General Stanley continues: 


The nearest military post to Fort Brown is Fort Ringgold, 100 miles by land, 
300 by river, and on the left bank of the Rio Grande. The frequency of thefts 
of horses and cattle and of crimes of violence to persons and robberies of stores 
and ranches on the frontier between Ringgold and Fort Brown has made it nec- 
essary to kee g Aa special stations with a detachment of troops at each, one 
= — Maria, miles from Fort Brown, and one at Edinburgh, 58 miles from 

fort Brown. 

Matamoras, opposite to Fort Brown, has a population of 18,000, and is the 
principal city in the State of Tamaulipas, which has a 5 Began i of 120,000. 
This State of Tamaulipas is noted for the turbulent, warlike, and aggressive 
character of its people. It is safe to say that one-half the revolutions that have 
disturbed the Republic of Mexico since their independence in 1822 have 
their origin in this State. The great revolution that placed the present execu- 
tive of Mexico in power had its beginning right at Matamoras and Brownsville. 
The central government of Mexico hold a large force of soldiers in Tamaulipas, 
and yet not a year passes without rebellions, robberies by wholesale, and in- 
variably when intimidated the discomfited party flee to our side of the Rio 
Grande in a mood to appropriate anything they can lay their hands upon. 

For these reasons alone Fort Brown must continue a military post; its facili- 
ties for transportation and the improvements already made upon the reserva- 
tion make it preferable to any point on the Lower Rio Grande filling the neces- 
sary reare comet it 

ours res] ully, 
á D. S. STANLEY, 


Brigadier-General, U. 8. A., Commanding Department of Texas. 


I have another letter to the same effect from the commander-in-chief 
of the Army, dated yesterday. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
has now five minutesof his time remaining. He intimated to the Chair 
that he desired to give five minutes to some other gentleman. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, before taking my seat I want to call at- 
tention to one other matter. In the first place, there are $75,000 worth 
of buildings on thatsite. If the reservation be abandoned, those build- 
ings belong to the owners of the property. In the next place, there is 
a cemetery there; and in a letter from the commander-in-chief of. the 
Army it is stated that 3,000 soldiers are buried there. Now, since I 
have been a member of this House I have seen large appropriations 
made here for the maintenance of national cemeteries. I have voted 
cheerfully for those appropriations, because I believed them to be right. 

Side by side as they fell in the moss-covered dell 
We have tenderly laid them at rest. 


Who shall tell us to-day the blue from the gray 
By the sods that lie cold on their breast? 


Bloom the roses as red on the moss-covered bed 
And the mocking-bird carols as free ; 


Droops the willow as low on friend as on foe; 
Sigh the zephyrs as soft as the sea. 
a * * * * $ 
Lightly tread o’er the ve where we've buried the brave; 
Scatter roses and garlands o’er all. 


» Were they right, were they wrong, ‘tis to God they belong; 
*Tis His to reject or receive. 
Ours to honor the clay of the blue and the gray; 
Doubly ours to forget and forgive. 


. m 
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If it be true, Mr. Speaker, that we should appropriate money for 
the maintenance of national cemeteries where Union soldiers are 
buried, where Confederate soldiers are buried, does not the same rea- 
son apply to the maintenance and continuation of the cemetery at Fort 
Brown, where 3,000 graves attest the fact that their inmates died in 
the service of their country? [Applause.] $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas has two 
minutes of his time remaining, which, as the Chair understands, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr] proposes to occupy. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, it would be impossible in the time al- 
lotted to me, two minutes, to even briefly discuss the resolution before 
the House, or to make any statement in connection with the same 
going into the merits of the case. The whole discussion appears to 
have turned on the question whether we shall maintain a military 
post at Fort Brown ess of the equities involved in the bill, 
which passed this House in the Forty-ninth Congress, in connection 
with the military reservation at Fort Brown, or whether the parties 
from whom the land was taken are entitled to a just compensation for 
the same or not. 

Briefly, the facts are substantially as follows: General Taylor, under 
the direct orders of the Secretary of War, about the vear 1845, took 
possession of 360 acres of land, upon which the present Fort Brown is 
erected. Under the direction of the Secretary of War condemnation 
proceedings were begun on the part of the Governmentin thecourts of 
Texas, and an award was made in favor of the owners of the land for 
about the sum of $40,000. 

After this award had been made the legal authorities of the Gov- 
ernment endeavored to have the award set aside as being excessive; 
and this application was refused by the court before whom the appeal 
was made, 

Over forty years have now passed and the Government has remained 
i ion of the land taken under these condemnation proceedings, 
and not one cent has ever been paid by the Government under the 
award. During this long period the original owners of the land have 
been paying the taxes upon it, as I am informed, and have been sub- 
ject to other expenses. It was not till the Forty-ninth Congress, after 
a careful hearing before the committees of the two Houses and a full 
discussion of the merits of the case in the Senate and in the House, that 
a bill to compensate the original owners for the land so taken was 

. It was not till after the passage of this bill, appropriating the 
sum of $160,000 to pay the original owners, that any adverse claimants 
ap as owners of this property. 

Here the hammer fell. ] z 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] be allowed five minutes additional, not to 
be taken out of the hour. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I stated at the opening of the debate that I 
would like to have action on this resolution to-day. If the hour can 
be extended, I have no objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. Ifthere is to bean extension, let it be un- 
derstood that the hour be extended ten minutes—five minutes for the 
opposition and five minutes for the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If there be no objection, the hour will 
be extended ten minutes. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. And it was only after the bill to compensate these 
owners had passed the Forty-ninth Co that adverse claims as to 
the title were raised. The proper law officers of the Government ad- 
mitted that these adverse claimants had only a shadow of title to the 
land in dispute, but declined certifying to the Secretary of War that 
the title of the parties from whom this land was taken was absolutely 
perfect, and required the original owners of the land to remove these 
shadows of claims upon it. By legal proceedings taken in the courts 
of Texas during the year 1887 the title of the original owners was de- 
clared absolutely perfect, thereby removing the only objection that the 
Attorney-General had to certifying the title of the land in the parties 
from whom it was taken; and on the day just prior to the meeting of 
the present Congress the Attorney-General certified to the Secretary of 
War that the title proposed to be conveyed by the original owners or 
the heirs or assigns of Cavazos was a perfect title. 

The resolution introduced by the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. Hor- 
MAN] and which has now been reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and which is now under consideration, looked merely to the 
question of whether the amount appropriated by the last Congress was 
an equitable and just sum for the land so taken. I do not understand 
that the gentleman from Indiana raised the question of whether the 
present occupation of Fort Brown wasa military necessity to-day or not. 
The Government has beenin undisputed possession of this tract of land 
for over forty years. It has expended large sums of money in the erec- 
tion of forts and Government buildings. They have never paid one 
cent compensation to the owners of the land taken for this purpose; 
and as I have said, during thislong period the original owners or their 
heirs or assigns have been subject to a large expenditure of money in 
their efforts to procure a just compensation for the landsso taken and 
in other incidental expenses in connection therewith. 

_ But after the lapse of thirty or forty years, when military emergen- 
cies had ceased to exist that required this land to be taken for mili- 


tary purposes, after an award had been made by what we can not but 
infer an impartial jury, where not only the Government but the own- 
ers of the land were heard, certain Government officials have directed 
ex parte examinations and reports to be made as to the value of this 
property, and it is upon these er parte examinations and reports, very 
largely, that the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana has been in- 
troduced, claiming that the amount authorized to be paid under the 
bill which passed the Forty-ninth Congress is in excess of the value of 
the land taken. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, taking the amount of the original award in favor 
of the owners of this property, allowing 5 per cent. interest on the 
amount so awarded, and adding thereto the taxes and other expenses 
that these claimants could justly ask the Government to pay, the 
amount of money that they would be entitled to to-day would be fully 
three times the amount provided to be paid them under the bill which 
ee the last Congress; and at this late day is the action of the last 

ngress to be'reconsidered by this Congress, and are these claimants 
to be kept out of their just dues? 

What can any investigation possibly show or prove that is not now 
known? The low valuation put upon this land by the Government 
experts, or a fair rental for same during the time the Government has 
occupied it, including a reasonable rate of interest and other ex 
to which the original vwners have been subjected, and which should 
be paid by the Government, would exceed the sum appropriated at the 
last Congress of $160,000. In my judgment, the sum of $160,000, 
covered by the bill passed in the last Congress, is not in excess of the 
amount to which these claimants are justly entitled. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I merely want to say that these 
arguments upon the part of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] seem to be based 
upon a wrong impression of the facts as they exist. They seem to be 
laboring under an apprehension that the committee has already made 
an investigation under the orders of the House. That is not the true 
condition of affairs at all. The only question before the House is this: 
Is there a sufficient statement of facts presented to us to warrant the 
House to order the investigation? After thatinvestigation is made the 
remarks of the gentlemen may be appropriate; butitis certainly prema- 
ture now to discuss the merits of the question. 

The only question presented is as to the probability of the truth of 
the information, which would warrant the House in making the inves- 
tigation so as to prevent a fraud from being practiced on the Govern- 
ment, and also in order to ascertain whether it is proper to abandon or 
keep up what might be demonstrated to be an entirely useless post. 

I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot know that I shall want that much time. 

Allusion has been made to the action of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations in connection with the subject of the pending resolution. Iwas 
a member of the Appropriations Committee which first considered this 
matter. It came to the attention of the committee by a bill which Mr. 
Ochiltree, of Texas, introduced on the 17th day of April, 1884, and 
which proposed to appropriate $160,000 as payment for this property. 
The committee referred that bill to the War Department, and the War 
Department reported that $160,000 should be paid. 

It will be remembered that this property was occupied as far back, 
I think, as 1846, and if I am wrong in that some one will, I hope, cor- 
rect me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Government took possession of the property in 
1846, but no purchase was ever made. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘There never was for many years any one to give 
a clear title to the property. However, in 1884, the question came up, 
and the Committee on Appropriations by a majority vote placed in the 
deficiency bill not $160,000, as recommended by the War Department, 
but about $121,000, and I think the reduction to that sum was based 
upon the ground that the United States was not bound to pay any in- 
terest or anything whatever in this connection during the four years of 
the civil war. The House approved, and the proposition went to the 
Senate. 

Mr. CRAIN. How much did it appropriate? 

Mr. RANDALL. Icangive the gentleman the exactfigures. I have 
them here. 3 

Mr. CRAIN. The round numbers will answer. 

Mr. RANDALL. The exact figures are $121,684. 

Mr. CRAIN. . So that the Committee on Appropriations admitted 
that the property was worth that much? 

Mr. RANDALL. A part of the committee. i 

Mr. CRAIN: Well, the majority ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; it passed the committee. 

Mr. CRAIN. And the House adopted the same view, did it not? 

Mr. RANDALL. The House passed the item in that shape, but the 
Senate rejected it. It got into conference, and the committee of con- 
ference on the part of the House receded from the amendment, and from 
the payment of anything, if I am correct in my recollection. 

It again appeared the second time in the Forty-eighth Congress, sec- 
ond session, and the committee again passed it, and so did the House. 
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I am able to say, by reference to the record of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, that my own vote was recorded against it. - 

Mr. CRAIN. But the committee was for it? ; 

_Mr. RANDALL. The committee was for it. I thought the price 
was excessive, and that was the ground of my opposition toit. It went 
to the Senate and the Senate amended it by reducing the sum to $75,- 
000, which was the amount reported by the Senate committee to the 
Senate. And that reduction I remember very well was induced by the 
fact that the then Secretary of War, Mr. Lincoln, agreed to the view 
which I have suggested, that the amount was excessive and that he 
could buy the property for $75,000. That is my present recollection. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly; for if I am wrong I should be glad to 
be corrected. 

Mr. CRAIN. Of course I know the gentleman would not willfully 
mislead the House, but I will read a letter from the then Secretary of 
War, addressed to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations: 

WAE DEPARTMENT, Washington Cily, May 3, 1354, 


Sme: Acknowledging the receipt of the telegram of graye date request- 
ing that the information called for by letter from the Committee on ay ay 
tions, House of Representatives, of the 22d ultimo, in relation to H. R. Roy e 
bill to ogee poe the sum of $136,000 to Poy, the owners of the Fort Brown res- 
ervation 'exas for rents due thereon by the Government from 1846 to 1884,” 

state that the Quartermas- 


calculation and the sum named in the bill, namely, $21,200, is 
ent and the natural differences 
pi in determining values of this land, It was 1873 
and 1874 that the property was taxed at or about $1,000 per annum. 
of the ene of a Bayan veba tom air to $75,000." 
Se ree ROBERT LINCOLN. 
Hon. S. J. RAND. ERT: 
Chairman of the iltee on A; i ks 
ouse of Representatives, 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think the Secretary in his letter, which 
the gentleman has just read, controverts the position that I think, as 
well as my memory will permit, he took before the committee of the 
Senate that $75,000 was an adequate sum. 

There was added to the proposition the proviso of which I havea 
copy here: 

‘That no part of thissum shall be paid until a good title is vested in the United 
pie tak og full amount of said sum shall be paid directly to the owners of 

There was a controversy as to the parties to whom the money should 
go, and therefore the Senate made the provision that it should go di- 
rectly to the owners of the property; that is, those persons who would 
give title. When that proposition was amended by the Senate com- 
mittee it was after a discussion, as the gentleman siates, and the orig- 
inal sum, $160,000, was inserted by the Senate. That hasneverchanged 
my mind on this subject, because argued in the committee and every- 
where else that this amount was excessive, and therefore I shall vote 
for any proposition which looks to the equitable fixing of a price for 
this property. I concede the owners ought to be paid rental. 

As to the other question, whether the Government of the United 
States now needs this property or not, I am not so competent to give 
advice to the House as I am on the first branch of the subject. But I 
conceive the Military Committee of the House, in conjunction with the 
military officers of the Government, might have that diseretion given 
them. 

The gentleman from Nebraska has just handed me aletter signed by 
General Sherman, and asks me to read it. 

Mr. CRAIN. That has been read already. 

Mr. LAIRD, Oh, no; this is different. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the House will adopt the recommendation 
of the committee. It is the safe course to pursue. If there is any 
fraud in this matter let us develop it. I do not know that there is any 
fraud, but simply believe the price is excessive; and I hope the House 
will permit an investigation in that direction. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much time have I remaining? 

THA SPEAKER pro tepore. The gentleman has eight minutes re- 
maining. / 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. _I desire to yield three minutes of that time to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. CRAIN. I should like to have two minutes, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can only yield for a question. 

Mr. CRAIN. Then I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield fora question, but not for a speech, 
as I have only eight minutes left. I am willing, however, thatthe time 
aa gorge ra 

r. CRAIN. Then I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. CRAIN. I wish to know how it is that the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairshas so much time? He obtained unan- 
imous consent to extend the time of the gentleman from Nebraska ten 
minutes, of which the gentleman from Nebraska occupied five minutes 
and thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] five minutes, Now, 
he claims eight minutes more. ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the Chair makea statement as to the time, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair undertook to divide the ex- 
tension of the time equally, and has been doing so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of my eight minutes I yield three to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no embarrassment in this matter in con- 
sequence of any purchase made by the Government. The land was 
never bought by the United States. The military forces of the United 
States took possession of it in 1846, and have remained in possession 
ever since, except during the late war. Anattempt was made years ago 
to condemn the land for Government use under the laws of Texas, but 
the proceeding from some cause was a failure. 

In the closing hours of the Forty-eighth Congress this sum of $160,- 
000 was appropriated by way of an offer for the land if a good title could 
be given. Ifa good title could be given at any time in the past to the 
land it was only within a very recent period. 

In 1875 the sum of $25,000 was appropriated to purchase the land, 
which was then deemed the full valueofit. The gentleman from Texas 
is mistaken in assuming that there have been any laches or negligence 
in this matter on my part or of any member of the Committee on Ap- 
proresom. The bill passed appropriating the $160,000 in the closing 

ours of the Forty-eighth Congress on very unsatisfactory statements. 
F Me CRAIN. As is usually the case with the deficiency appropria- 
on bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is something very unusual, I think; but it oc- 
curred in this instance. A portion of the members of that committee 
resisted the measure, among them myself. 

In the next Congress, the Forty-ninth, as soon as the facts could be 
ascertained, I introduced in the House a resolution, the same as the 
one pending, and reintroduced it this session, and it has been pending 
here substantially from the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress to 
the present. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit me one moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAIN. Did you not propose to me in the last Congress to ac- 
cept the amendment which I have offered to-day? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not say that I did not. I would not like to 
put my memory against that of the gentleman from Texas; his mem- 
ory might be more reliable than mine. I do not recall the fact, but I 
wish to have it stand as he puts it. I would not question his recollec- 
tion of the fact, 

But I think both questions should be considered. ‘The first is as to 
what is a fair valueofthisland. The Government, ifitretains the land, 
should pay a fair value, with interest on that value. I am confident 
from the information I have that the $160,000 is beyond all measure in 
excess of the value of the property, taking rents and all into account, 
and that matter should be investigated. But the other question, 
whether the property should be retained as a military post, is one which 
should be inquired into notwithstanding the opinions which have been 
expressed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I ask the House to allow me two min- 
utes more. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am willing that the request of the gentle- 
man from Texas shall be granted if the time be extended two minutes 
on the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked for an 
extension of the time for two minutes on each side. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ido notthink, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] fully understood the nature of my propo- 
sition. I agree with him that it is right that there should be an in- 
vestigation of the question whether we are paying too much for this 
site or not; but my amendment simply proposes that the committee 
shall not undertake to investigate the question of the necessity for the 
continuance of the post, because the only evidence, or the best -evi- 
dence, upon-which they could determine that question is already be- 
fore the House, in the nature of letters from the Lientenant-General 
commanding the Army and from the major-general commanding the 
Department of Texas, and both those officers state it is absolutely nec- 
essary that the post should be continued. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have nothing to fear there. 

Mr. CRAIN. No, we have nothing to fear, but, as a retrencher and 
reformer, I am opposed to appropriating the people’s money for the 
purpose of enabling a committee to investigate a question which is set- 
tled in advance. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has six minutes left. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, as has been already said by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], the safe thing to doin 
this case is to investigate. There appears to have been a very excess- 
ive appropriation for the purchase and quieting of the title of the Fort 
Brown reservation. I heard the present Lieutenant-General of the 
Army say, in the room of the Committee on Military Affairs, that, from 
the best information he had, he supposed this property was not worth 
to exceed $25,000; and, in the light of the letters read by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska (Mr. LAIRD], and the statements made upon this 
floor, it seems to me that there is but one proper course for the Congress 
to take, and that is to investigate before they pay their money. Itis 
not now a question whether we will abandon Fort Brown or not. The 
question is whether we will further inform ourselves before we pay 
over $160,000 of the people’s money. I have been asked, ‘‘ How in 
the world did this ever get into the sundry civil bill in 18852” Well, 
I do not know how it got in, but I know one thing, the Military Com- 
mittee is not responsible for it. 

Mr. RANDALL. It got in by a vote of the House, against my op- 

ition. 

Pi CUTCHEON. Yes, it gotin by a vote of the House. It went 
from the House to the Senate. The Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions recommended an amendment which will be found in the RECORD 
of March 3, 1885, 2350, reducing the amount from $160,000 to 
$75,000. The chairman of the Senate committee, Mr, ALLISON, 
the adoption of that amendment. It was as will be seen by 
reference to the RECORD, by Senator COKE, of Texas, and by Senator 
Maxey, of Texas: 

President, I een = gy enorme — mecca — 
Be ont gie0 000 and Insestive ev lion thereat #75000. z 

Again he said: 

I submit that the amendment of the committee should not prevail, and that 
the sum of $160,000 should be paid for this land. 

Mr. Maxey said: 


I submit the question in the hope that the Senate will not concur with the 
action of the Committee on Appropriation. BAA cia as was made by my 
colleague, pbi only non-coneurrence in g out of $160,000 and the 
insertion oi 000. 


Mr. ALLISON said: 


After what has been said by the two Senators from Texas, I shall oceupy only 
a moment. As the Senators from Texas say, this is an old matter. In the first 
place, ithas no business on this bill. It = *purely a private claim, and it isa 
private claim that so far as I know has never been considered by any of the 
standing committees of this * * What I object to is that this ques- 
tion comes in here from the House oe Representatives this year on an appro- 
airean bill for the purchase of cheng ES $160, 000, when last year it came 

appropriation bill Sen rent at $121,000. 

Isubmit to the Senate that the proposition to ae $160, 000 for the 
with no further information than we now have respecting it would pa ey an wed 
a payment from the Government of the United States to the persons who 

ive eer einari this PEPER. from = to ako 


The aoe ork PE sit The question is on ae the a a 


dation of the Committee on Anes 
Mr. ALLISON, I will modify amendment of the committee. Ido not want 
even b implication to say wag By we are obliged to pay 
The ENT The question now is on the first amendment of 


pro tempore. 
pad Committee on Appropriations, in line 2027, striking out ““$160,000” and in- 


“ 
$75,000, 
on ieee 1 ask for the yeas and Hey el 
apie pease ones nays were ordered ; and g taken, resulted—yeas 15, nays 


YEAS—15. 
Alliso: Chace, Hoar, Plumb, 
Blair, Dawes, McMillan, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa, Edmunds, Miller of N. Y. W: 
Cameron of Wis. Harrison, Mitchell, 

NAYS—20. 

Brown Hampton, Jones of Neva Vance. 
Call, y . eres : McPherson, am an Wyck, 
Coke, mn, cae ya Voor! 
Fair, Jonas, Manderson, Walker, 
Gibson, Jones of Florida, Sawyer, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I wish again to i impress upon the 
House that the only question now is as to whether an investigation 
shall be made or not. The investigation will not be an expensive one, 
because the officers of the War Department, who will be called upon 
to testify, are in the city, and they will doubtless be the main source 
of information on the subject. Besides that, there are other persons 
now in the city from Brownsville who are cognizant of all the facts, 
gentlemen who have been residents of the town for many years. 

I will say further, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on Military 
Affairs have no great desire to investigate this matter. 

All they wish is that the House may have an opportunity to protect 
the Treasury from what is regarded by many good men as a fraud about 
to be perpetrated upon it. This resolution did not originate with the 
Committee on Military Affairs; it was introduced in this House and re- 
ferred to that committee, and we have simply responded to the reso- 
Intion by saying that there does seem to be a state of facts sufficient to 
warrant an inyestigation. General Meigs, who investigated the value 


s 


of this property in 1869, reported that a fair rental for the property 
would not exceed $500 a year. In addition to that, officers who have 
beeri quartered at Fort Roan hare told me that, in their judgment, the 
property was not worth more than $25,000. Now, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. CRAIN. I do not object to investigation. AJ I object to isan 
investigation as to the necessity for continuing the post. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then we are all agreed. 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes; except as to my amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I onght to have stated that the 
majority of the committee have authorized me to say that they are in 
favor of permi the gentleman from Te as to offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the resolution by striking out the following words: 

“Also to inquire into and reportas to what necessity exists, if any, for a mili- 
tary post at said point, and the cost to the United States of said post since 1865,” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] demands the previous question on the bill and the amend- 
ment. 

The ious question was ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the hour be ex- 
tended until this resolution is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that arrange- 
ment will be made. The Chair hears no objection. The first question 
is vet the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
CRAIN 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CRAIN, there 
were—ayes 36, noes 129. 

Mr. CRAIN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now ask for a vote on the amendment re- 
ported by fhe committee. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was read as 
-ollows: 

Strike out in the first line of the resolution the word “directed " and insert 
ae requested.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. PHELAN. Iask unanimous consent to call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 2927) toauthorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr. DUNN. Let the bill be read and a statement made, subject to 
objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
DUNN] reserves the right to object. 

The bill was read, as follows: ` 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House S Eom 
America in Congress assembled, That the Kansas City and Memphis Railway 
Bridge Company, 2 co ion bool oot and organized under and by virtue of 
the laws of the State of Arkansas, its successors and assigns, be, and the same 


are hereby, authorized and empowered to erect, construct, and maintaina bridge 
over the Mississippi River, from or near the town of Hopefield, in the State of 


Representatives of the United States of 


Ar to or near the taxing district of Shelby County, commonly known as 
the city o ee in the Sere of Tennessee, d bri shall be constructed 
to provide for the passage of railway trains, and, at the option of the corpora- 


tion by which it may be built, may be used for the of aA an in Men and ve- 
hicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and foi for such 
ao ~~ nable rates of toll as may be approved from ts time ayy 55 Georetary 

of War. 

Sxc. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States than therate 
pa muan paid rae ne Segre gS S over Roe bree — Dare lead- 

ng said ge, and its enjoy the ri an eges of other post- 
roads in the United States. “5 

Sec. 3. That the said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous 

ans, The two middle or cha) thereof shall not be less than 600 feet 


bridge; andin a of any ideien arising from a yop piney a or alleged ob- 
struction to the free navigation of said river caused or alleged to be caused by 
said bridge, the case may be brought in the circuit court of the United States 
within whose Provided further any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be 
caer ph That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to 
ify any of nape pte provisions of law now existing in reference to the 
protection of ü of ton adia yon of rivers, or to exempt this bridge from the opera- 
on o: e sam 
Sec. 4, That ail railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
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trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiri: 
such use shall fail to agree rem the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules ani 
conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue 
between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War, upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties. 

Src. 5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall p be; and to secure that 
object the said companies or corporations shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge and a 
map of the location, giving, for the space of 2 miles above and 2 miles below the 
proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at 
extreme high and low water, the direction and stren; of the currents at all 
stages, and the soundings, accurately showing the of the stream, the loca- 
tion of any other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as 
may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and 
until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of 
War the bridge shall not be built; and should any hanes be made in the plans 
of said bridge during the progress of construction, such change shall be subject 
to approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to uire any changes in said structure, or its entire 
removal, at the expense of the owners, whenever Congress shall decide that 
the public interests rg bor it, is also expressly reserved. 

SEC, 7. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, on satisfactory proof 
that a necessity exists therefor, to require the ropen or persons owning said 
bridge to cause such aids to the passage of said bridge to be constructed, placed, 
and maintained at their own cost and expense, in the form of booms, dikes, geo 
orother suitable and proper structures for the guiding of rafts, steam-boats, an 
other water-craft safely through the passage-way, as shall be specified in his 
order in that behalf; and on failure of the company or persons aforesaid to 
make and establish such additional structures withina reasonable time, the 
said Secretary shall — to cause the same to be built or made at the ex- 
pense of the United States, and shall refer the matter without delay to the At- 
torney-General of the United States, whose duty it shall be to institute, in the 
name of the United States, proceedings in any circuit court of the United States 
within whose jurisdiction such pidge or any part thereof is located, for the re- 
covery of the amount so expended by the Governmentand all costs of such pro- 
ceedings; and all moneys accruing from such proceedings shall be covered 
into the Treasury of the United States, 

Sec. 8. That if the construction of the bridge hereby authorized shall not be 
commenced within one year from the time this act takes effectgand be com- 
pleted within four years after the same date, then this act shall be void, and all 
rights hereby conferred shall cease and determine. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. DUNN. I desired to reserve objection until the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PHELAN] had made a statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection will be reserved. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. Speaker, I can meet the objection of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN ] by reference to a letter which may 
either be read or, by unanimous consent, published in the RECORD— 
a letter addressed to me by General George H. Nettleton, president of 
the Kansas City, Springfield and Memphis Railroad Company, who 
will be one of the chief incorporators of this bridge. In this letter he 
incloses a circular letter addressed to all the roads centering at Mem- 
phis, offering each of them equal and fair participation in the construc- 
tion and management of this bridge. 

Mr. DUNN. In order to facilitate an understanding of this matter, 
I will state that I have always insisted that any new charter for a 
bridge at that point should contain a provision securing to all roads 
centering there the right to participate fully in the construction, owner- 
ship, and management of the bridge, so that no one railroad company 
should have a monopoly in this matter. Asa provision of this kind 
does not appear in this bill, I have desired the gentlemen from Ten- 
nessee to place upon record a statement which shall satisfy the House 
that this right has been secured to the roads interested. In my judg- 
ment, the right ought to be secured by a provision in the bill; but the 

entleman, as I understand, says an arrangement has been made which 
is satisfactory to all the roads interested. I make this statement that 
the House may judge for itself as to the sufficiency of this security. 

Mr. PHELAN, I will state that the representatives of the various 
roads appeared before the Committee on Commerce and gave their full 
sec tin to the passage of this bill as in nowise affecting them injuri- 
ously. 

Mr. WEAVER. All the roads? 

Mr. PHELAN. Yes, sir. I will state further that the public at 
Memphis has had full information as to this bill, and it has been heartily 
indorsed by the Merchants’ Exchange, the Cotton Exchange, by the 
business men of that city, and by the people on both sides of the river. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

. no DUNN. Let the document to which the gentleman has referred 
e ; 

Mr. RANDALL. It occurs to me that there should bein the bill 
eme provision covering the point raised by the gentleman from Ar- 

ansas. 

Mr. PHELAN. I willstate to the gentleman that this bill has already 
been passed once by the Senate, and has twice been approved by the 
Committee on Commerce of this House. In it all interests are pro- 
tected, and the roads concerned are themselves satisfied. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think parties who have heretofore objected held 
similar rights under an act of Congress. 

Mr. PHELAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr, RANDALL. The parties objecting heretofore were parties to 


whom, according to my recollection, a charter had been granted. I ` 
think the agreement which the tleman from Tennessee has stated 
should be incorporated in this bill, so that no monopoly may be created. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. DUNN. Let the letter to which the gentleman has referred be 
read, before objection is withdrawn, because it is the very essence of 
this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEAR Sim: In reply to the following question, asked in 
stant, “Are you ng for the roads east of the river to name an incor- 
porator and to have the privilege of subscribing to what of the capital 
stock of said company?” I send with this a copy of form of letter seepased by 
me to be sent by the treasurer of the Kansas City, Springfleld and Memphi 
Railroad Company to each of the railroad companies terminating at Memphis, 
which I think will satisfactorily answer your question. 

As soon as I learn that the letters have been sent out I will inform you. 

I have received several letters from Mr. Van Benthuysen, copies of which I 
have sent to Colonel 

Very truly, yours, 


Kansas Crry, Mo., January 17, 1888, 
ours of the 8th in- 


GEO. H. NETTLETON, 
Presid 


Hon, JAMES PHELAN, M. O., 
Washington, D. C. 


OFFICE OF THE KANSAS CITY, SPRINGFIELD 
AND PHIS RAILROAD COMPANY, 
Boston, Mass., January —, 1883. 

In 1883 this company completed its railroad to the city of Memphis, Tenn., 
and since that time all its nger and freight cars to and from that point have 
been transferred across the Mississippi River by ferry. The management has 
for some time felt that the increased traffic on its road demanded better facili- 
ties for transfer than boats could furnish, and realizing that this need would 
constantly grow more urgent, and as this company is at present more | ly 
interented in the matter than any other, it has during the past year obtained from 
the State of Arkansas a charter for a railway and bridge company, and has 
caused surveys, borings, AE g 1. and estimates of the probable costof a pango 
and approaches to be made, and has also taken steps to obtain the consent ôf 
Con. to the building of such bridge. 

It having been suggested that it would be for the interest of all the railroad 
companies entering Memphis to paroias in the ownership and operation of 
such abridge, the management of this com y hereby invites the co-operation 
of other railroad companies referred to in its construction and in obtaining the 
consent of Congress thereto. The following is, in brief, an outline of what has 
ooanron to us as the proper basis of a scheme to carry out the purpose of the 
sul rs: 

First. The necessary funds to be provided by issuing bonds and asmallamount 
of stock. Each company inte: in the enterprise to subscribe and pay for 
an equal amount thereof, the latter to be secured by mortgage on the Baty tet 

Second. h associate company to be entitled to representation in the direct- 
orship of the bridge company. - 

Third. All companies using the bridge to_pay tolls therefor, which shall be 
fixed by the directors of the bridge company so as to amount as near as may be 
to a sum sufficient to pay the interest on all the bonds outstanding and all the 

nse connected therewith, and for the maintenance and repairs of the bridge. 

f at the end of any six months the amount of tolls falls short of the sum re- 
quired for the purposes above specified, then the associate companies shall pay 
to the bridge company on demand the amount of such deficit,each company 
paying to the bridge company on demand the deficit in the same capt: as 
that in which they may have contributed to the earnings during said six months. 

If the amount of such tolls exceeds the sum so required, the excess shall be 
repaid to the associate companies in the same proportion as above, it being 
the intention that the tolls shall amount to no more than is needed to pay the 
ordinary expenses of maintenance and interest on the cost of construction, and 
that any surplus interest shall be redistributed to the compares (members of the 
bridge company) furnishing the traffic which produced it. 

It is proper to state that the surveys and estimates referred to were under Mr, 
George S. Morison, civil engineer, of New York City, who estimates the cost of 
the bridge and approaches at $2,000,000, which interest during construction and 
land at Memphis would probably swell to $2,500,000. 

If your company desires to participate in the enterprise, I shall be glad to have 
you so state at an early day. 

A copy of this invitation has been sent to each of the following companies : 

Louisville and Nashville Railway Company, Louisville, New Orleans and 
Texas Railway Company Mississippi and Tennessee Railroad Company, Little 
Rock and Memphis Railroad Company, Chesapeake, Ohio and Southwestern 
Railroad Company, Memphis and Charleston Railway Company, Kansas City, 
Memphis and Birmingham Railroad Company, Missouri Pacific Railway Com- 
pany. 

Yours, very truly, 


3 
Treasurer, 


To a . : e 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. DUNN. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that he ob- 
tain unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill, and then pre- 
pare a short amendment providing that all the companies named shall 
participate in the construction and use of this bridge on the terms 
stated in the communication which has been read. If such a provision 
were incorporated, the bill could no doubt passat once. I do not desire 
to obstruct the passage of a proper bill, but I do not want to consent 
to the passage of a measure which does not protect the public interests 
in the commerce which is to pass over that bridge. When those inter- 
ests are saved I am content. 

Mr. PHELAN. If the gentleman, having the power under the rules 
of the House, insists on that, I will yield. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman will not consider it in that light. 
I have simply made a suggestion to him, and if he understands the 
rules of the House he will know that, having unanimous consent to 
consider a bill, it must then be disposed of. 

Mr. PHELAN. Will there be unanimous consent to consider it? 

-Mr. DUNN. That is what I suggest. 
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Mr. PHELAN. Iask, then, for unanimous consent. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no objection, andthe bill is 
before the House. 

Mr. DUNN. Ifthe gentleman will prepare the proviso himself —— 

Mr. PHELAN. No; I will let the gentleman from Arkansas pre- 
the proviso, and when he has submitted it I will ask a vote of fhe 

ouse on it. 

Mr. DUNN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr, PHELAN, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany bill H, R. 2927 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2927) to 
authorize the Kansas City and Memphis Railway Bridge Com to construct 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn., having fe the same 
under consideration, respectfully report as follows: 

This bill contains substantially the same provisions contained in the bill in- 
troduced in the House of ppe iasa on May 24, 1836, and reported with 
amendments on July 17,1886. The amendments made by the Committee on 
Commerce to that bill have been incorporated into the body of this bill. The 
only points of difference between the amended and reported bill of July 17, 
1886, and the present are as follows: ‘*‘The Kansas City and Memphis Railroa: 
and Bridge Company” has been changed to “The Kansas City and Memphis 
Railway and Bridge Company.” 

The second section of the bill of July 17,1886, contains the following words, 
which follow the words “ post-route, upon which also no higher charge shall be 
made for the transmission over the same of the mails, the troops, and the mu- 
nitions of war of the United States,” namely, “or for passengers or freight 
passing over said bridge.” 

In section 4 of the bill of July 17, 1886, which refers all matters at issue in re- 
gard to the use of the bridge to the Secretary of War, is the following proviso, 


namely : 

“Provided, That the provisions of section 2 in tocharges for rs 
and freight across said bridge shall not govern the Secretary of War in « Gebers 
mining any question arising as to the sum or sums to be paid to the owners of 
said bridge by said railroad companies for the use of said bridge.” 

These two clauses simply negative each other, and are stricken out. The 
words in section 2 are useless and would make it impossible to.construct and 
operate the eter, and the proviso in section 4is merely added in order to de- 
stroy an impossible condition or limitation. 

The report upon the bill as originally introduced in the first session of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, July 17, 1886, says: 

“The bill, as introduced, contains poe similar to an act of Congress 
approved February 26, 1885, authoriz ng the Tennessee and Arkansas Bridge 
Company and the Tennessee Construction and Contracting Company to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Memphis, 
in the State of Tennessee. By provisions of that act a bridge not less than 65 
feet above extreme high-water mark, with continuous spans, two of which 

„ Should not be less than 500 feet in length in the clear, and none less than 300 feet 
in the clear, was authorized. 

“In the amendments presented by the committee to the present bill it is re- 

uired thatany bridge constructed under the provisions thereof shali be of con- 
uous spans, the two middle or channel spans to be not less than 600 feet in 
Jength in the clear, and none to be less than 450 feet in length in the clear. 

* The bill contains all the safi rds which it has been deemed prudent to in- 
corporate in this class of legislation and such as were and are embraced in the 
act of February 26, 1885, authorizing the construction of a bridge at this point. 

“The only objection urged to the passage of the bill is that two bridges should 
not be erected at this point, and there being already provision for one, no other 
should be authorized. As against this objection it is said that the parties hold- 
ing the prior charter have no interest in the city of Memphis or any of thelines 
of railroad running to or from the same; that they have no approaches and no 
right of eminent domain by which to acquire same; that they have no money 
with which to construct and have taken no visible steps towards the construc- 
tion of the same, though they have had re Ap ape months in which to begin. 
Your committee has not undertaken to settle these respective claims, There is 
and can be no doubt but that the interests of commerce demand the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi at this point, and that the same should be 
constructed at an early date. 

“The question is, who can,will,and ought to construct the same. The parties 
secking the present charter are the only ones interested directly in the con- 
struction of the bridge. The Kansas City and Memphis Railroad and Bridge 
Company asking the present right is eae ly eee with the Kansas City. 
Fort Scott and Gulf, and the City, Springfield and Memphis Railroad 
Companies, which own and operate the line from Kansas City to Memphis, 487 
miles in length, and tributary lines in Missouri and Kansas, a total of over 800 
miles. They are also constructing on the east of the river a line from Memphis 
to Birmingham, Ala., a distance of about 250 miles. 

“Tn view of these pier tb dros committee are of opinion that the present appli- 
cants should not be denied the right to construct a bridge simply because other 

rties had previously been granted a right. The policy of those who have no 
nterest in the construction of a bridge, receiving and holding a charter, to the 
exclusion of those who need and desire it, is not a good one, and certainly such 
achgrter should not be permitted to stand in the way of those who desire to 
constructthe same in the interest of commerce.” 

Since this ic aa was made the line from Memphis to Birmingham, Ala., has 
been practically completed. In addition to this, tines the above report was 
made, a new line of railroad from Bald Knob, Ark., on the Iron Mountain Rail- 
road, been constructed to a point opposite Memphis. Other roads are under 
ayori their construction being in a large measure dependent upon the build- 
ing of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis. 

At the second session of the Forty-ninth Con; this committee made a 
unanimous report in favor of the amended bill of July{17, 1886. When the bill 
was under consideration during the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
representatives of the Tennessee and Alabama Bridge Company and the Ten- 
nessee Construction and Contracting Company appeared before the committee 
and gave positive assurance that they intended to build, that negotiations for 
the necess: funds had been entered into and would be successful, that traffic 
contracts been made for the transportation of freight across the bridge, and 
that if the bridge were notin process of construction before the second session 
of the Forty-ninth Congress the said companies then holding the grant of charter 
would not further oppose the granting a charter to another company. On the 
strength of these representations several members of the committee signed a 
minority report, in which they say : 

“ Without passing any opinion on the statements made before the committee, 
we desired, instead of the bill reported by the majority of the committee, to 
have a bill which should allow the bridge company now having the authority 
of Congress to build a bridge a reasonable time in which to show their ability 
ana AR EE to Coninck = brid, reves the provision thatif it Miled to 

o so, then the Kansas City an em ailroad and Bridge Compan: ul 
be authorized to build a bridge at that place, = Bene Enews 

“It seemed to us unjust not to allow a reasonable time to the present bridge 


And it seemed to us, also, that it would be un- 
emphis Railroad and Bridge Company to subject 
y in building a bridge.” 

At the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress the bill of the previous ses- 


company to construct a brid 
just to the Kansas City and 
that company to unreasonable di 


sion was again reported to the House, but was obstinately opposed by the friends 
of the outstanding charter, and they were again paeas in preventing its 
per Nearly a year has elapsed, and the holders of the outstanding charter 
ave done nothing to redeem their pledges. The conolusion is natural and 
reasonable that those now holding it are unable to raise the money rrea Å 
to build a bridge, and that their intentions are more speculative than p: 
mgress can not be justly asked to retard a great work of general necessity in 
aid of a speculative scheme. 
The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
Mr. DUNN. I now move the following amendment: 


Provided, Thatthe railroad companies whose roads now or may hereafter reach 
the taxing district of Memphis, enna shall have the privilege of participating 
in the construction, ownership, and control of said bridge on the terms and in 
the manner set forth in a letter of invitation addressed by the Kansas City, 
Springfield and Memphis Railroad Company to the Louisyille and Nashville 
Railway Company, the Louisville, New Orleans and Texas Railway Company, 
the Mississippi and Tennessee Railroad Company, the Little Rock and Mem- 
phis Railroad Company, the Chesapeake, Ohio and Southwestern road Com- 
pany, the ct aad and Charleston Railway cre mgs the Kansas City, Mem- 
phis and Birmingham Railroad Company, and the Missouri Pacific Railway 
Company, dated January —, 18—. 

Mr. PHELAN.” I should like to say in opposition that the amend- 
ment is immaterial and may be harmful; that the construction the court 
would necessarily put on that language is that those roads not included 
would necessarily be excluded. As I have drawn the bill all theroads 
constructed or being constructed are permitted to come in under its 
provisions, 

Mr. DUNN. I understood the letter of invitation to be addressed 
only to those which are constructed or being constructed. 

Mr. PHELAN. Also to those yet to be constructed. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask the amendment be changed in its phraseology to 
conform with the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman modifies his amend- 
ment as he has stated. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like toask the gentleman from Arkansas how 
it is possible for a company in process of construction, or one not even 
yet organized, that may in the future come to Memphis, to be ex- 
pected to’participate under the terms of that letter? 

Mr. PHELAN. That is just what I have asked. 

Mr. DUNN. The simple way would be to allow the roads to ask for 

an assessment of what their share would have been had they existed at 
the time the bridge was built, pay it in to the other and become 
thereby participants to that extent. Of course the amount could be 
easily ascertained. 
- Mr. PHELAN. Mr. a rari now so far as the amendment is con- 
cerned, it is rendered absolutely immaterial and useless by the language 
of the fourth section of the bill before the House; and with the permis- 
sion of the House I will read that section: 

Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said 
bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them desiring such 
use, shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and con- 
ditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all mattersat issue be- 
tween them shall be decided by the Secretary of War, upon a hearing of the al- 
legations and proofs of the parties. 

I defy human ingenuity to draw any amendment which will more 
thoroughly protect the rights of all participating roads, whether they 
are now established or may be established in the future, than is there 
presented in the use of that bridge. In other words, the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Arkansas is immaterial and has no 
foundation even in a supposition of a possible evil yet to arise. 

I hope the House will not adopt that amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, one word in reply to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. The section he has read is one which has been incorpo- 
rated in all railway-bridge bills passed by Congress. All railroads 
have a right to run over and across the tracks of other roads. That is 
a necessary part of the law of interstate commerce and its regulations, 
All bridges that are authorized by law to be built are open to all trains 
which may reach them on any roads, on the terms fixed by the com- 
pany happening to own the bridge, and subject to the regulations fixed 
by the proprietary company. 

The difference here is that all the roads being joint owners and joint 
participants in the regulation and control of the bridge can, as partners 
in that concern, secure their rights better than outside parties simply 
desiring a right of way and the privilege accorded to other companies 
to use the bridge. All will understand the difference in that important 
respect. 

Mr. PHELAN, Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. PHELAN. Do not the letters which have been read fully cover 
the point in so far as that right is concerned? And does the gentle- 
man know the name of one single road, or the representative of a single 
road, in operation to-day with its terminus at Memphis, which has re- 
quested him or anybody else to object to the passage of such a bridge 
bill before this House? 

Mr. DUNN. I do not know of any, and certainly no one has asked 
me to object. Iam acting now, I will say to the gentleman, upon this 
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as I have ever acted, in what I conceive to be the public in- 
as affected by these bridge bills. 

That bridge must be common to all the commerce of the Southwest. 
It ought not to be in the hands of any one railroad company which can 
so regulate the use of the structure as to place all rival and competing 
companies at some measure of disadvantage if it sees proper to do so. 
I want to go as far as possible to secure in this dea oa interests 
as involved in that matter. I understand and know that it is a very 
easy matter for the railroad companies to come to an agreement. That 
letter, with the obligation which it carries if carried into the bill, will 
secure all roads, and if they see proper to participate they can. If they 
do not, the other company can go on and build the bridge. 

Mr. PHELAN. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I am not interested at all in the con- 
struction of this bridge, nor have I any constituents who have any in- 
terest in it. But last Congress I reported a similar bill, which was 
under my charge during the session, and I think the House should have 
a clear understanding of the trouble over the construction of this bridge 
at Memphis before action is taken here. 

The authority was first granted to another corporation, the Tennes- 
see and Arkansas Bridge Company, to build the bridge. That com- 
pany was composed of individuals who had no special interest in the 
construction ofthe bridge, except in as far as they might be benefited 
by the tolls to be assessed upon those who ‘used it.- In other 
they were not a railroad company which would have had use for it for 
the passage of trains. 

When this present bill came before the Committee on Commerce, the 
incorporators of the measure came forward and objected to the passage 
of the bill, saying that only one bridge was needed; and serious objec- 
tions came from the co} y holding the old charter. The bill 
over the short vacation, the old company promising that if they did 
not do something towards the construction of the bridge before the 
next session of Co: no further objection would be made to its pas- 
sage. Nothing was done during the vacation. It was claimed that 
nothing could be done except during low stages of water. Nothing 
was done, however; but the same objection was made during the short 
session as was made during the preceding session of Congress, the old 
company still interposing its opposition. Nothing has been done, I am 
informed, by that company since that time. The only company that 
is directly interested in the construction of this bridge is the company 
which owns the road from Kansas City to Memphis. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman is incorrect. Will he allow me to cor- 
rect him? There are a number of railroads interested. 

Mr. BYNUM. ‘There are a number of surveys, but the only line 
that crosses the Mississippi River at Memphis is the Kansas City, 
Springfield and Memphis, which is a line rnnning down to Birming- 
ham, Ala. Therearea numberof other lines which terminate at Mem- 
phis on this side of the river, and one which terminates on the other 
side, but none cross the river. None of these railroad companies have 
ever come forward and uttered a word of objection to the of 
this bill. They have never come forward and asked to be incorporated 
in this bill. They have nevercome forward and asked any measure of re- 
lief whatever. I think I am stating the question fairly, with due def- 
erence to all interests, when I say that the only objection comes from 
the company holding the old charter. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana if the parties 
representing the Memphis and Charleston, and the Memphis, Arkansas 
and Kansas City Railroads had not a bill in the last Congress? 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not know as to that, but when this bill was con- 
sidered before the committee they never came forward to asingle mem- 
ber of the committee to utter a word of objection. They never ap- 
peared to ask any amendment to be adopted to this pill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PHELAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Wuxxirn]. 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘The impression of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Bynum] that there has never been any objection to this bill is not 
altogether correct; and the errorinto which he has fallen calls for some 
explanation. 

There are other railroads interested in the traffic which crosses the 
Mississippi River at Memphis, to an extent quite equal to that of the 
Kansas City and Memphis Railway Company. 

The Memphis and Charleston Railroad Company, which runs for two 
hundred miles through my district, having its western terminus at 
Memphis, on the Mississippi River, is controlled by the same interests 
which are now constructing the Memphis, Arkansas and Kansas Rail- 
road, the eastern- terminus of which road will be at Memphis, thus 
forming a continuous line of railway communication (almostan air line) 
from the Southern Atlantic coast to the State of Kansas, and the con- 
necting lines of railroad thence to the Pacific Ocean. 

It is manifest that the people of my district would be placed at a great 
disadvantage if the railroad traffic and travel through their homes to 
the great West and Northwest were subjected to discriminations and 
exactions from which the traffic and travel from other localities were 
free. To prevent the possibility of such discrimination and exaction, on 
the first call of the States in Congress, I introduced bill H. R. 2014, which 


I hold in my hand, authorizing the Memphis, Arkansas and Kansas 
Railway Company and the Memphis and Charleston Railroad Company 
to construct. a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis. This 
would have made a continuons line of the two railroads whose interests 
are identical, and would have protected the interests of my constitu- 
ents—the object I had in view in proposing the measure. Subsequently ` 
the bill now under consideration (H. R. 2927) was introduced by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PHELAN]. 

Negotiations were entered into by parties controlling the various rail- 
roads centering in Memphis, resulting in an agreement that the rail- 
roads desiring to unite in the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi at Memphis should be privileged to do so upon absolutely equal 
terms with the parties interested in the bill now before the House. 

Ihave two telegrams dated January 18, one stating that the un- 
derstanding is that the Kansas City people promise that all companies 
shall be admitted to participate in the construction and management of 
the bridge if their bill is passed. This telegram also says: 
+, In that event we would unite in support of their bill, but before doing so we 
desire confirmation of this agreement. 

The other telegram, subsequently received, says: 

The understan: is and will assist in ing the bill desired b; 
Kansas City So ee peers $ 

The bill desired by the Kansas City people is the one we are now con- 
sidering, and the gentlemen who send these telegrams control the Mem- 
pp and Charleston Railroad and the Memphis, Arkansas and Kansas 

ilway, and they have a deeper interest in traffic and travel over the 
Mississippi River at Memphis than those connected with any other com- 
pany or corporation. 

It being evident from the telegrams to which I have called attention 
that the railroads mentioned inthe bill introduced by myself—and con- 
sequently the interests of my constituents—are fully protected, and 
deeming it of the utmost importance to the rapidly increasing com- 
merce and manufacturing industries of the localities affected that the 
bridge at Memphis be speedily constructed, I withdraw all opposition 
to the bill and beg to urge its immediate passage. 

Mr. PHELAN. I move the previous question on the amendment 
and the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. DUNN, . 
it was not to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and s 

Mr. PHELAN moved to reconsider the vote by which bill was 
pee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES H. GILBERT, 


Mr. DUNHAM. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 2067) forthe reliefof James H. Gilbert, and that it be put upon 
its The bill has ‘a unanimous report of the Committee on 
Claims of this Congress and of the last Congress. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriaied, 
the sum of šios to James H. Gilbert, of Chi , Ill., the same being ce 
due him on salary as deputy collector and clerk in charge of inspectors at Chi- 
cago custom-house. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? The Chair hears none; and the bill is before 
the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing Say Ser it was accordingly read the third time, and B 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OLEOMARGARINE, 


Mr. L@WLER. I introduced a matter into the House before the 
committees were appointed relating to the tax on oleomargarine. Iask 
now that it be taken from the table. It was'placed on the table merely 
because the committees had not been appointed. I desire to have it 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. HATCH. I object, and demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri demands 
the regular order, Ae 

Mr. HATCH. I object to the request of the gentleman from Illinois, 
but withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

CONSOLIDATION OF CUSTOMS DISTRICTS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. 5875) to authorize the consolidation of customs col- 
lection districts in certain cases, and to provide for the compensation 
of certain collectors and surveyors of customs; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. - 
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BRIDGE AT LEXINGTON, MO. 


Mr. WARNER. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 2578) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo. 

. Mr. RANDALL. I think there must be some mistake about this. 
The bill does not appear on the Calendar. j 

Mr. WARNER. It was reported on Monday, and possibly it may 
not have been puton the Calendar. It was ordered to be taken up with 
the other bill by the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not appear on the Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WAR- 
NER] whether this is the usual form of bill, and whether it has re- 
ceived the Pt of the Secretary of War? 

Mr. WARNER. The bill contains all the usual provisions. It has 
been reported back by the Committee on Commerce with the statement 
that it meets all the necessary requirements, and a recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is the report unanimous? 

Mr. WARNER. It is a unanimous report. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let the report be considered as read, then. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WARNER] asks unanimous consent to take up this bill and consider it 
now. Is there objection? . ; 


‘There was no objection, 
The bill was ordered to be en, and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WARNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
para ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. $ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT COB POINT BAR. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1523) for the establishment of a light-house 
at Cob Point Bar, atthe mouth of the Wicomico River, and that the 
bill be now taken up and passed. ‘This bill comes here with a unani- 
mous report of the Committee on Commerce of this Congress; it wasso 
reported to thelast Congress, and it has been twice recommended by the 


Light-Honuse Board. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the bill read. 

The bill was read, as follows: ` 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the of $15, 000, or so much thereof as may be 


„the sum 
noo for the establishment of a light-house ator near Cob Point Bar, at the 
mouth of the Wicomico River, in the State of Maryland. 


The committee recommended the following amendments: 

Strike out the words, “there be appropriated out of any moneyin the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for the establishment of,” and the words “be estal 3. 
in line 6, and, at the end of the bill, add "at a cost not to exceed $15,000’ 

As amended the bill will read: R 

Be it enacted, etc., That a light-house be established at or near Cob Point Bar, 
at the mouth of the Wicomico River, in the State of Maryland, at a cost not to 
exceed $15,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendments 
proposed by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. COMPTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 

JAMES H. YOUNG. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2467) to amend chapter 191 of the private acts 
of the Forty-ninth Congress, concerning James H. Young, and that it 
be now put upon its passage: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear it read. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be tt etc., That chapter 191 of th: i = = 

of the United Sintes iz asra quested pfen daeta A A mPhase tas 

Eray of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to place on 

mo Lenore hot pon apd to oe poan — ee of the pension laws, 
. XO 

Sac Gorse Aa aaa ‘ormerly captain of Company L, Fifth Regiment 


Sec. 2. The provisions of this act shall take effect from the date of said 
amended act, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
what is the nature of this bill. 


Mr. LONG. Its only object is to correct an error of designation in 


the bill of last year. In the bill of last year Mr. Young was described 
as of Company I, Sixth Kansas Volunteers. He did serve in that com- 
pany and regiment, but his disabilities were incurred as captain of 
Company L, Fifth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that all the change? 

Mr. LONG. That is all the change. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent that the title of the bill be 
changed by inserting after the words ‘‘Forty-ninth Congress’’ the 
words ‘* in the second session thereof.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the title 
will be so amended. 

Mr. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was . 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. A 

ZEB WARD. . 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of Zeb 
Ward; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
saree! Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

JURISDICTION OF COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
House Calendar and put on its passage the bill (H. R. 1204) conferring 
civil jurisdiction in certain cases arising in the Indian Territory on the 
United States courts which now or may hereafter exercise criminal 
jurisdiction over said Territory. 

The SPEAKER pro . Is there objection? 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not understand the character of the bill. Let it 
be.read, the right of objection being reserved. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, elc., That the courts of the United States which now or may here- 
after exercise criminal jurisdiction over the Indian Territory, orany part 
or overany Indian reservation, under one provers of say Statute of the United 
States, shall have and exercise civil j ction also within 
udicial district in which said courts are held: Provided, That this act shall not 
h so as to vest said courts with jurisdiction over controversies be- 
ween 


Indians, 

Sec. 2. That all original mesne and final process issued by any United States 
court which now has or may hereafter have criminal jurisdiction in the Indian 
Territory shall extend to and be extended in said Territory in like 
the district from which the process issued. 

Mr. ROGERS. The report of the committee on this bill is very 
short, and I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. ROGERS) was read as follows: 


This bill was reported favorably from the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, and the House of Representatives, It in no way 
violates any keai; and only goes to the extent of authorizing such civil juris- 
diction in Indian Terri as the courts may rightfully exercise under the 
Constitution and laws of the United States, : 

The committee recommend its passage. 


Mr. ROGERS. As appears by this report, this bill has been twice 
considered and favorably reported by the Judiciary Committee of this 
House, and was passed by the House in ‘the last Congress. Unless 
some further explanation be desired, I ask that the bill be at once put 
on its passage. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to ask the gentleman whether this bill sim- 
ply extends to civil cases the jurisdiction of courts that now have juris- 
diction of criminal matters in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly; that is all. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DULUTH, RAINY LAKE RIVER AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
House Calendar and put on its passage now the bill which I send to the 
desk; and; before the question is put upon consideration, I ask that the 
report, which is brief, may be read. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, was read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1584) granting the right of way to the Duluth, Rain 
and Southwestern Railway Company through certain Indian lan 
of Minnesota. 


Be it enacted, eic., That the right of way is hereby granted,as hereinafter set 
forth, to the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and Southwestern Railway Company,a 
m organized and existing under the laws of the State of Minnesota, 

for railroad pu 5 epee the Jands in Northern Minnesota set apart for the 
use of the’Bois Forte band of Chippewas by treaty dated April 7, 1866, commonly 
known as Bois Forte Indian reservation, and through the unsurveyed lands 
belonging to the United States adjoining the southern boundary thereof; also 
through the Red Lake unceded Indian lands in the State of Minnesota, and 


manner as in 


Lake River 
in the State 
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through the unsurveyed lands belonging to the United States adjoining the 
northwestern boundary thereof, 

Sec, 2. That the line of said railroad shall extend from the city of Duluth, b; 
the most convenient and practicable route, in a northwesterly direction, throug 
the counties of St. Louis and Itasca, to the mouth of Rainy e River, south of 
the “Lake of the Woods,” and at or near the boundary post on the highlands 
oppona to what is known as the Forte Lonise reserve, on the side; 

ce northwesterly to or near the mouth of War Road River, thence south- 
westerly or westerly cage ee the counties of Beltrami, Kittson, and Marshall, in 
the State of Minn to the Red River of the North. 

Sec. 3. That the right of way through the said Bois Forte Indian reservation 
and Red Lake unceded Indian lands, and the unsurveyed lands thereto adjoin- 
ing, hereby granted to said company, shall be 75 fect in width on each side of the 
central line of said railroad as aforesaid; and said company shall also have the 
right to take from said Jands adjacent to the lines of said road material, stone, 
earth,and timber necessary for the construction of said railroad, also ground 
adjacent to such right of way, for station buildings, depots,  haghion’ machine- 
shops, sid turn-outs, and water-stations, not to exceed in quantity 300 
feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station,to the extent of one sta- 
tion for each 10 miles‘of its road, except at its point at the mouth of Rainy Lake 
River aforesaid, in which case said company shall have the right to take 80acres 
for station buildings, depots, yards, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and 
water-stations, and other purposes. 

SEC, 4. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such righs of way and lands, 
and pe de the time and manner for the Pei hege tg thereof; but no mene of any 
kind shall vest in said railway company in or to any part of the right of way 
herein provided for until plats thereof, made upon actual survey for the definite 
location of such edge o Sat including the points for station buildings, depots. 
yards, psoe shops; side-tracks, turn-outs, and water-stations, shall be filed 
with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and until the compensation 
aforesaid has been fixed and paid; and the surveys and construction and opera- 
tion of such railroad shall be conducted with due regard for the Indians and in 
accordance with such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
make to carry out this provision. 

Sree. 5, That said company shall not assign or transfer or mo e this right 
of way for any purpose whatever until said road shall be completed: Provided, 
That the company may mortgage said franchise, together with the rolling-stock, 
for money to construct and complete said road: And prewtded Surther, That the 
right granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company unless the road 
is constructed and in running order within two years from the passage of this 


act. 
Sec. 6. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage and 
publication, 


The report of the Committee on Indian Affairs (by Mr. NELSON) was 
read, as follows : 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1584) 
granting the right of way to the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and Southwestern 
Railway Company through certain Indian lands in the State of Minnesota, beg 


leave to report as follows: 

This railway company pro} to build a railroad extending from the city of 
Duluth, Minn., to a point on the international boundary where the Rainy Lake 
River empties into the Lake of the Woods, and thence in a southerly direction 
to pee River of the North, on the boundary line between Minnesota and 
Dakota. 

The course of the road is mainly through a vast and unsettled wilderness, 
valuable chiefly for its timber and min is, both of which, for want of such a 

, are now wholly inaccessible, especially from the American side of the 
boundary line. The most valuable part of the timber is on the southern 7a 
of the Rainy Lake River and its tributaries rising in Minnesota, This timber 
can now be floated by water down the Rainy Lake River into and through the 
Lake of the Woods, and thence down the Winni River to Rat Portage, on 
the Canada Pacific Railroad, in the province of nitoba, and this is undoubt- 
ay sue oaie this timber will take unless proper railroad facilities are soon 

rn 

‘The western terminus of the proposed road is in the center of the upper part 
of the fertile Red River valley, an almost boundless prairie, thickly settled and 
rich in agricultural resou: but practically void of timber, 

The chief minerals along the peoponed line of road are rich and highly pro- 
ductive iron ores, which are not # le for industrial purposes till brought to 
Thon ait soled eee ion for th posed road is 1 

e main purpose and occasion for the pro: to ca easterly to 
the lake shore at Duluth the great wheat crop of the upper Red River valley 
and the valuable iron ores referred to above, and to carry the wood, lumber, and 
fuel, so abundant along the line of the road, to the people of the Red River val- 
ley, who are greatly in need of the same, thereby supplying their wants, and 
preventing the timber from being dive: to Canada. 

The proposed road will run through the ‘* Bois Forte ” Indian reservation, in 
the northeastern part of Minnesota. This is a small reservation of 107,509 acres 
in area, and supposed to be occupied by some seven hundred Indians, who have 
but fourteen dwelling-houses, and 25 acres under cultivation on the reserva- 
tion. In fact, the reservation is of little or no value for agricultural purposes, 
and the Indians live chiefly by hunting, fishing,and the ayra den berries, 
and roam all over the vast uninhabited expanse in Northeastern esota, 

The course of the road will also run through the northern half of the Red 
Lake reseryation in Northwestern Minnesota. This "reservation ™” is unceded 
Indian territory, covers an area of 3,200,000 acres, and is occupied by about eleven 
hundred semi-civilized Indians, who live around the shores of Red Lake in the 
southern half of the reservation, and who do alittle farming, but live mainly by 
hunting, cone, logging, and the gathering of berries. 

The object of this bill is to give the righ t of way through said reservations 
and through adjacent unsurveyed public lands to said railway companies. 

So far as granting of right of way through the public lands is concerned, the 

rovisions of the bill may be considered as surplusage, as this right exists and 

conferred by Yen 2, volume 18, Statutes at Large, page 482, to as full an 


extent as in the 

In respect to the right of way through the Indian reservations the bill, when 
cory er pe lan y erry pe tae poy 
page an apter , volume u y 
the Forty-ninth Congress giving rights of way to certain railway companies 
through certain Indian reservations in the Territory of Montana, 

‘These acts met the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and were carefully and deliberately considered by Con- 
pu There is nothing in the condition of these Indians and the country af- 

fected by this bill that could require or would suggest a fairer or juster mode of 
Those acts of the Forty-ninth Con to which reference has been 
made have in practice been found to work well and satisfactorily to the Indians, 
as in both instances the rights of way have been long since secured and the 
inre rn re desa t speculate in thisright of d may be 
n order that the company may no! ight of way,and may 
required to y construct the proposed road, and in order that this bill may 


conform to the two acts cited above, your committee recommend that section 5 
be amended so as to read as follows: ENA 
ri 


“Src. 5. That said company shall not assign or transfer or mo: 
of way for any purpose whatever until said road shall be completed : 
That the company may mocuee said franchise, sogemer with the rolling- 
stock, for money to construct and complete said road: And prones Surther, That 
the ie granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company unless the 
road constructed and in running order within two years from the passage oi 


this 
And that the bill when so amended do pass. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman desires to ask 
a question, I think it is unnecessary for me, in view of the reading of 
the report, to enter into any explanation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has this bill been reported by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir; unanimously. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is on the Calendar ofthe House. 

Pie peing no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bi 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs were 
agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. .« 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN J. BROWN. 


Mr. SHAW, by unanimous consent, reported back favorably from 
the Committee on Claims the bill (H. R. 21) for the relief of John J. 
Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CAPT. JOHN BURKHART. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration a bill which both Houses of 
Congress at the last session, but failed to reach the President in time 
for his approval, and which has been again reported fayorably by the. 
Committee on War Claims at the present session. 

Mr. REED. Is this a private claim? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis a bill proposing to pay a gallant officer two or 
three hundred dollars for service rendered by him for which he has 
never received pay. The bill, as I have’stated, passed both Houses at 
the last session, but failed to reach the President. 

Mr. REED. This is one of the claims which the United States tov- 
ernment owes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; one which ought to have been paid long 
since. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 2112) for the relief of Capt, John Burkhart. 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to John Burkhart, late captain of Company F, One hundred 
and forty-sixth ment Indiana Volunteers in the late war, out of any money 
appropriated for the pay of the Army, the pay and emoluments of second lieu- 
tenant of said company from the 25th day of January, 1865, to the Ist day of 
March, 1865, and also the pay and emoluments of captain of said company from 
March 1, 1865, to the Ist Le Mies August, 1865, and also the sum of $64, being 
money expended by him in the transportation of 51 enlisted men of said com- 

ny from Brookville, Ind., to Sunman, Ind., by stage; deducting from the sum 
Found due him as the pay and emoluments of second lieutenant and captain of 
said company for the periods above specified the sums of moncy that have been 
paid to the said John Burkhart for military service, either as a private or other- 
wise, rendered by him during the periods above specified. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. STEELE. I shall have to object to the consideration of this bill 
unless we be allowed to offer an amendment providing similar relief in 
the cases of all other persons who performed services of the same char- 
acter on commissions issued in violation of law. This officer, it ap- 
pears, was commissioned in violation of the statute of March 7, 1863, 
and in violation of General Order 183, War Department, June 30, 1863. 
Now, if an amendment be allowed providing that all officers or acting 
officers who performed similar services under similar conditions shall 
be paid, then I shall not object to the bill: 

Mr. HOLMAN. My coll e [Mr. STEELE] is the last gentleman 
I should expect to raise objection to the passage of a bill of this kind. 
This bill the House last session by unanimous consent, and was 
‘also passed by the Senate, but failed to reach the President in time for 
his approval. The amount involved is only three or four hundred dol- 
lars, I think. This gallant soldier was not paid for services which he 
actually rendered. I hope my colleague will not throw any obstacle 
in the way of so meritorious a measure. 

Mr. STEELE. In order that I may secure the co-operation of my 
eminent colleague in favor of a general law covering cases of this kind, 
I shall have to object to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] objects to the consideration of the bill. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Ido notthink my colleague really intends to object 
to a bill of this kind, involving the just demands of a soldier. 

Mr. STEELE. The necessity for this bill can only arise from the 
want of a general law on the subject, the passage of which I desire to 
secure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will co-operate with my colleague in favor of 
such a general law if one can be made applicable, or any other just 
measure in the interest of the Union soldiers. I have uniformly sup- 
ported all such measures. But I do not think he can afford to object to 
this bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, I will try it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill is not 
before the House. 


SALE OF NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS, KANSAS, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous consent, to dis- 
charge the House Calendar from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 1406) to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian lands 
in Kansas, reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amend- 
ments. = 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Siates of 
America in Congress assembled, That those persons, being heads of families or 
single persons over twenty-one years of age, who have made settlement and im- 
provement upon, and are bona tideclaimants and occupants of, either in persou 
or by tenant, the lands in Kansas which were allotted to certain New York 
Indians, and for which certificates of allotment, dated the l4th day of Septem- 
ber, 1860, for 320 acres of land each, were issued to thirty-two of said Indians, shall 
be, and hereby are, authorized and permitted to enter and purchase at the 
prover land office, at any time within one year from the passage of this act, said 

nds so occupied by them, in tracts not exceeding 160 acres, according to the 
Government surveys, at $1.25 per acre, payment to be made in cash at time of 
purchase; and the moneys arising from such sales shall be paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, in trust for and to be paid to said Indians, respectively, 
to whom said certificates were issued, or to their heirs, upon satisfactory proof 
of their identity to the Secretary of the Interior, at any time within five years 
from the passage of this act; and in case such proof is not made within the time 
specified, then the proceeds of such sale, or so much thereof as shall not have 
been paid under the provisions of this act, shall become a part of the public 
moneys of the United States, 

Src. 2. That any lands not entered by such settlers at the expiration of twelve 
months from the passage of this act shall be offered at public sale, in the usual 
manner, at not less than $3 per acre, notice of said sale to be given by public 
advertisement of not less than thirty days; and any tract or tracts not then sold 
shall be thereafler subject to private entry at $3 per acre. 

a 8. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
p! . 

The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 

Lines 15 and 16, first section, strike out “one” and insert " two,” and strike 
out “twenty-five” and insert." fifty.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the report of the committee be read. 

Mr, PERKINS. I think all that is necessary will be to allow me to 
make a brief statement. The report of the committee is very long. 

Mr. RANDALL. All objections are reserved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That fact will be noted. 

Mr. PERKINS. The report in this case is long, and, Mr. Speaker, 
with the permission of the House I will make a brief statement, and 
if then it is desired to have the report read it may be done. 

In 1838 negotiations were had with New York Indians, in the States 
of New York and Wisconsin, looking to their removal west of the 
Mississippi River. A reservation containing 1,824,000 acres of land was 
reserved for them in what became the Territory of Kansas and what is 
now the State of Kansas, The treaty which was entered into with these 
Indians gave them five years to go there. But few availed themselyes 
of that right; in fact it is claimed, with consistency, that none of these 
Indians availed themselves of that right. On the other hand, it is 
claimed that a few Indians did avail themselves of their right. 

In 1858 the then Secretary of the Interior decided these were public 
lands; that the Indians had not gone there to avail themselves of the 
benefits accruing to them under the treaty, and hence they were public 
lands. That was in 1858, and settlers were then going into Kansas 
from Missouri and other States adjacent to it, and from the North and 
East, and settling on this and other lands. The condition of these 
lands was brought to the attention of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
he held, as I have already said, that these were public lands, as the 
Indians had not applied for them under the treaty. 

Then in September, 1860, he issued his proclamation opening these 
lands to settlement. At last, a few Indians, some thirty in number, 
suggested to the Secretary of the Interior that they had applied under 
the treaty, and were entitled to protection. The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior ordered two commissioners to go to Kansas and investigate the 
facts. They found upon investigation thirty-two Indians had gone 
there in time to entitle them to the provisions and benefits of the 
treaty. 

Here, Mr. Speaker, as you will remember, is a tract of 1,824,000 acres 
of land. These commissioners found that only thirty-two Indians had 
gone in time to avail themselves of the treaty. Under the direction of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs alldtments were made to these In- 
dians. They were permitted tomake their selection within the bound- 
aries of that reservation, and in almost every instance they selected 


land already occupied by settlers. Yetthese commissioners, under the 
order of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, allowing allotments to be 
made to these thirty-two Indians, recognized their right to make their 
selection anywhere they pleased within the boundaries of the reserva- 
tion. They were given allotment certificates for the lands which they 
had selected, but these Indians from that time to this have not been in 
possession of those lands, but they have been occupied by white settlers. 

None of these Indians have ever been able to get control or posses- 
sion of them, the settlers claiming the Indians did not go there in time 
to entitle them to the benefit of this treaty. But the Department found 
these thirty-two Indians had gone there in time, and hence the allot- 
ment certificates were issued tothem. These lands have never beenin 
their control or in their possession. The white settlers have occupied 
them all the time, cultivating them, making their homes there, doing 
what they could to improve these lands to make support and subéist- 
ence for themselves and families. 

Now, this bill is introduced for the purpose of giving to the settlers 


an opportunity of getting title to the land, and also giving to the thirty- 
two Indians something for their claim. Thus far they have never been 


able to get anything, and neither have they gotten*the lands. As an 
amicable adjustment, therefore, of the controversy between the settlers 
and the Indians, this bill is proposed. f > 

The same bill was reported in the Forty-seventh Congress by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. In the Forty-eighth Congress it was also re- 
ported by the same committee, and again by the Indian Affairs Com- 
mittee of the present Congress, and there never has beena controversy 
between these parties on any feature of the bill except as to how much 
these settlers should pay. That has been the only question that has 
ever caused any confusion. 

Mr. WEAVER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. WEAVER. To whom do the proceeds of this sale inure? 

Mr. PERKINS. The proceeds are to be paid into the Treasury of 
the United States for the benefit of these allottees, or their heirs, upon 
their identification to the Secretary of the Interior, and they are given 
five years in which to do this. 

Mr. WEAVER. You mean the thirty-two Indians? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir; or to their heirs where the Indians them- 
selves have died. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it is unn to continue this 
controversy, as I shall be obliged to object to the consideration of this 
bill to-day. 

CAPTAIN JOHN BURKHART. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. STEELE] with- 
draws his objections to the bill which I asked consent a few moments 
ago to have considered in the House. 

Mr. STEELE. I will withdraw the objeetion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been already read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill as reported by the committee directs this 
money to be paid by the Secretary of War. I wish to amend by mak- 
ing it the Secretary of the Treasury. There is an additional amend- 
ment proposed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk had better read the amend- 
ments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the third line of the bill strike out the words “Secretary of War” and in- 
sert ‘Secretary of the Treasury.” Also, in the same section, in the sixth line, 
after the word “money,” strike out the words “appropriated for the pay of the 
Army” and insert “not otherwise appropriated.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


5 RALPH T., MOSES. 
Mr. SOWDEN. Irise to submit a report from the Committee on 


Accounts. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution— 

“Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be authorized to employ Ralph T. Moses as as- 
sistant folder in the seal-room of the House, at a compensation of $2.50 per diem 
for the present session, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 
Compensation to take effect from December 5, 1887 ”— 
having considered the same, respectfully report the following substitute, and 
recommend its adoption : 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be authorized to employ Ralph T. Moses as 
assistant folder in the seal-room of the House, at the rate of $2.50 per diem during 
this present session, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I shall not object to that, but would like to in- 
quire when the committee is going to ceasé having the House force 
increased ? : 

Mr. SOWDEN. In answer to my friend from Pennsylvania, I will 
say that under this resolution the force of the House will not be in- 

because the same party was provided for by the resolution of 
January 20, 1886, first session of the Forty-ninth Congress (see RECORD, 
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page 786); also in the second session of the same Congress by the resolu- 
tion of January 31, 1887, which will be found on page 1204 of the 
RECORD. ; 

The Doorkeeper says that it is absolutely necessary to an efficient 
discharge of this portion of the public service that this person shall be 
so employed; and therefore I demand the previous question upon the 
adoption of the substitute. i 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which the 
resolution as amended by the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. SOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN SNODDY. 


Mr. LANHAM. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar the bill (H. R. 2974) for the relief of John Snoddy, and put 
it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cle., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and instructed to adjust and settle the claim of John Snoddy, aster at 
Big Springs, Tex., for money-order funds, amounting to $220, remitted by him 
to the Ponse atI Tex., January 22,1887,and which said funds were 
stolen in transit by train robbers, 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be for a 
gara reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

e, and 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


4 JOHN HUMES, 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar the bill (H. R. 365) granting a pension to John Humes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pansion laws, 


the nameof John Humes, father of George W. Humes, deceased, late a private 


in Coenen. a Sesona Maine Cavalry Volunteers, Eliza Humes, the mother of 
said soldier, who was pensioned by act of Congress May 8, 1886, having died 
August 11, 1887. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The report is very brief and will explain the bill. 
I ask that it be read. 

‘The report was read, as follows: 

That Eliza Humes, mother of George W. Humes, late a private in Company E, 
Second Maine Cavalry Volunt was pensioned by special act, May 8, 1886, as 
the dependent mother of said soldier; that said Eliza Humes died August 11, 
1887, and that the presentapplicant is the husband of said Eliza Humes, deceased, 
nd the father of the soldier, George W. Humes. The same facts which led to 
the granting of a pension to the mother of the soldier, now that she is deceased, 
apply tothe father, who is eighty-one years of age and in needy circumstances. 
The evidence of Pg heen was fully set forth in tbe report of the committee 


sa ait a A A the bik ie kispe Mg ye eine cons allafter 
the word “ volunteers,” and with this amendment recommend be enkang 

There being no objection, the amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and : 
¢ Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. , 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BOSTON NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. MORSE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby requested to appoint a 
board of naval officers to consider the practicability of selling a tract of land 
adjoining the navy-yard at Boston, , known as the navy-yard coal wharf, 
consisting of about 131,712 square feet, and to estimate the value thereof. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HERBERT. What is this about? 

Mr. MORSE. It is a mere inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair hears no objection, and the 
question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. MCADOO. I desire to have the resolution again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. HERBERT. Has that been referred to the committee? 

Mr. MORSE, As I have said, it is a mere resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think it ought to be referred to the committee. 

Mr. MORSE. I will amend it so that the answer shall be sent to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
j ae SPEAKER pro tempore. Doesthe gentleman from Alabama ob- 
ec 

Mr. HERBERT. I do; butI have no objection to the resolution 
being referred. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of 
the following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 72) relating to the invitation of the British 
Government to the United States to participate in the international ex- * 
hibition at Melbourne, to celebrate the founding of New South Wales. 


REPORT OF MILITARY ACADEMY VISITORS. 


Mr. WHEELER. I desire to present the report of the Board of Vis- 
itors of the Military Academy at West Point for the year. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] withhold his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, in presenting the report of the pres- 
ident of the Board of Visitors to the Military Academy, I desire to ask 
present action on the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The high character of the distinguished president of the board must 
add much weight to thg suggestions contained in the report. 

They are made by a man whose philanthropic generosity is not lim- 
ited by the boundaries of municipalities, States, sections, or peoples, but 
extends beyond oceans, to races foreign to us in language, customs, and 
ideas; a man whose purpose in life is to do good to mankind, and to 
help the weak and the lowly. 

The recommendations of such a man upon the subject treated of in 
the report can not be too widely disseminated. 

The report was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

The resolution submitted by Mr. WHEELER was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to print for the use of the House 
of Representatives 5,000 extra copies of the Report of the Board of Visitors to 
the itary Academy for the year 1887, 


Mr. WHEELER. That is the same number that was printed last 
ear. 
The resolution will be referred to the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WHEELER. [I ask the present consideration of this resolution. 
It is the usual number printed forthe use of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
has been read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think it should go to the Committee on Printing. 
That is the usual course. We can not have control over the printing 
unless through our committee. There have already been complaints 
by the Public Printer that the House has been imposing too much on 

im. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will 
observe I have submitted the proposition in the form of a resolution, 
limiting the expenditure proposed to $500. 

If the expense to be incurred exceeded that sum, I should have sub- 
mitted a joint resolution. Itis not often that we have reports from a 
gentleman like Mr. George W. Childs, whose grand sympathetic heart 
and bank account are always tuned to the same music, but as the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] insists that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and as the chairman of that com- 
mittee assures me it shall be reported back very promptly, I will inter- 
pose no objection. Š 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. In the absence of objection, it will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion of Mr. STEELE was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
3 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under therule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 5876) to remove the 
political disabilities of Thomas Jordan—to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 5877) tinga pension to James 
C. Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANCE: A bill (H. R. 5878) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles C, Fitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

_ By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 5879) for the relief of George W. 

Hansard—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 5880) for the relief of James Me- 
Caters the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 5881) for the relief of Edward 
T. Roe—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 5882) for the reliefof Hiram Fox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. x 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 5883) granting a pension to Joseph 
S. Lewis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, A. R. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5884) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F. Raiff—to the Committee on War Claims, 


. numeraries—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5886) for the relief of W. D. Kinser—tothe Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. R. 5887) granting a pension to Manuel 
Tibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of W. H. Boyd— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 5889) for the 
relief of Oldham County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 5890) for the relief of J. M. Fid- 
ler and T. O. Marrs—to the Committee on War Claims. ' 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5891) for the relief of John M. Fidler—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5892) for the relief of Thomas O. Marrs—to the 
Committee on War Claims. > ` 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5893) granting a pension to John 
M. Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 5894) for the relief of Mrs. Mar- 
garet Fuhr—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5895) to confirm to Lucretia Williams the title 
to one square league of land in the State of Florida—to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 5896) for the relief of Hiram F. 
Wordwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5897) for the relief of certain night 
inspectors"in the customs service of the United States at the ports of New 
York and Baltimore—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 5898) for the relief of Hugh Watt— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5899) for the relief of the American Postal Ma- 
chines Company—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 5900) for the relief of Samuel G. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 5901) granting a pension to Daniel 
Bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5902) for the relief of the heirs of Hiram Me- 
Gowan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a 
soldier of the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5904) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Gardener—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 5905) for the relief of William 
Cullen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 5906) for the relief of Frances 
MeNeil Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 5907) directing the Secretary of 
the to pay withheld bounties to certain non-commissioned of- 
ficers of the Eighth New Hampshire Volunteers discharged as super- 


By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 5908) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of James M. McNeil, alias James W. Gibson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5909) to remove the charge of desertion against the 
name of Joseph Attridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5910) to amend section 
6 of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 5911) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth J. Hascall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 5912) to provide for the payment to 
John Hunter of the award made to him for part of Hart Island in 
Westchester County, State of New York, condemned and taken for light- 
house purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas 
Shannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 5914) granting a pension to Rosa 
M. Thompson and her children, the widow and children of George A. 
one, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 5915) for the relief of John 
Holmes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 5916) granting a pension to 
Alfred Plummer, late of Company E, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMEIS; A bill (H. R. 5917) granting a pension to Harry 
M. Carley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 5918) restoring to the pension-roll 
thename of Florian Lischewsky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5919) restoring to the pension-roll the name of 


James Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5920) to increase the pension of Ellen M. Mitch- 
ee beige nr on Pensions, ) 
y Mr. : A bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension 
to Hezekiah Hammer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5885) for the relief of John Barlow—to the Com- | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5922) for the relief of Terrence Delozier—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 5923) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Amos Shirey—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 5924) to increase the pension of Sam- 
uel Schuler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 5925) for the relief of Mary E. Staleup, 
widow of Joshua Staleup—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 5926) for the relief of William 
H. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 5927) granting an increase of 
sion to Ernest Desjardins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5928) for the relief of Andrew A. Kelly—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Changes in the reference of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver—Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1007) for the relief of Samuel A. Sanderson—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on ~ 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2135) granting a pension to David Gentry—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (H. R. 2268) to place the name of Robert Chawner on the pen- 
sion-roll—Commiittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2894) for the relief of Lacon R. Tillman—Committee 
on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Johnston—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


- PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Papers in the claims of John W. Stevens, 


jr., of Thomas W. Walker, of Benjamin Powell, and of Josiah Walker, 


of Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Papers relating to bill for reliefof Nancy 
J. Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of 65 citizens of the Eighteenth dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BACON: Memorial in the matter of the application of John 
Hunter, of West Chester, Westchester County, New York, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARNES:. Resolutions of the Legislature of Georgia, com- 
mending the National Colored Industrial Exposition—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. . 

By Mr. BELMONT (by request): Memorial of a committee of citi- 
zens of New York, David Dudley Field, chairman, urging upon Con- 
gress and the President a treaty with Great Britain to settle differences 
by arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND: Papersin the claim of Lewis Daviss, to accompany 
bill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition and proof of Mrs. Elizabeth Gardner, to accompany 
bill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of John J. A. Martin, sole heir of 
Joseph Martin, of Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of T. F. Gillespie and others, for 
service pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘ By Mr. BOWDEN: Papers in the case of William E. Cathart, of 
Norfolk County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BOWEN: Petition of William Ball, of Lee County, Virginia, 
for reference of his claim‘to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. xd 

Also, protest of citizens of Wythe County, Virginia, against the re- 
moval or reduction of the duties on coal and iron ore—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Protest of citizens of Wythe County, Virginia, 
against the removal or reduction of the duty on coal and iron ore—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia, asking appropriation to improve streets in Meridian Hill sub- 
division—to the Committee on Appropriations. ` 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Memorial of American Forestry Association, 
relative to timber lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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By Mr. BUNNELL: Memorial of the American Forestry Congress 
and other citizens, relative to public forest lands—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of John E. Balfe, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAREY: Petition of Peter Kenney, for special-act pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Papers in the case of Gerard Wood—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONGER: Papers to accompany bill for relief of Josiah M. 
Davisson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Memorial of the Farmers’ Alliance of Nebraska, 
for the removal of taxes from the necessaries of life, ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of F. E. Harris, C. L. Bittinger, 

. R. G. Wright, and others, for an appropriation of $5,000 to improve 
Blue Springs River, Florida, a tributary of the Withlacoochee—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Protest of Wool-Growers’ Association of Nevada, 
Eastern Oregon, and Idaho, against reduction of tariff on wool—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of Mrs. Lizzie S. Harris, heir of William 
K. Sebastian, of Phillips County, Arkansas, for payment of her war 
claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill for the improvement of Winyaw Bay—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, FARQUHAR: Papers in the case of Alfred Breuer, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petitionof Henrietta Collinda, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to remove the charge of desertion against Michael 
Pfoertner—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GAINES: Protest of citizens of Wythe County, Virginia, 
against the removal or reduction of the duties on coal and iron ore—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers in the claim of Benjamin F, Childrey, and of Peyton A. 
Linney, of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of C. P. Winkler, administrator of R. H. 
Wood, executor, and Nicholas P. Bond, of Shelby County, and of Jesse 
Hawkins, of Lincoln County, Tennessee, for payment of their war 
claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William C. Martin, heir of W. D. Martin, of Lauder- 
dale County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of H. C. Ayers and others, of Plankin- 
ton, Dak., that a portion of the surplus to amount of $10,000 beapplied 
to the construction of a public building at said city—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of 88 citizens of the Second district of Ver- 
mont—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Titusville, Pa., for lessening the dangers of navigation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. rs 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of sundry citizens of Montague and Sunset, 
Tex., asking that certain parties therein named be relieved from the 
pee of a certain bond—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

‘ost-Roads. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of faculty of Christian University, Canton, 
Ohio, for international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of John Diamond, treasurer of the Missouri State Alli- 
ance, to increase usefulness of the Agricultural Department—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of 78 citizens of the Eighth district of 
Wisconsin, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Waterways Conven- 
tion, held at Dubuque, Iowa, January 17 and 18, 1888, favoring ap- 
sch deans for the Upper Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. J.S. HENDERSON: Petition by the president and faculty 
of the University of North Carolina, favoring the removal of the duty 
on imported books—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill making an appropriation to repair the 
Government levee at Jeffersonville, Ind.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of citizens of Greenville, Ky., for pros 
hibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of A. W. Acheron and 182 others, citi- 
zens of Washington, Pa.—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of Rudolph Haller, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of 73 citizens of the Sixth district of Mas- 
sachusetts, for prohibition in District of Columbia—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 


By Mr. McADOO: Petition of numerous florists of Hudson County, 
New Jersey, in favor of admitting flower bulbs free of duty—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 3 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of H. 8. Powell, of Jackson County, 
Kentucky, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Papers to accompany House bills 5227 and 
3849—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of Carleton College, Minnesota, in 
favor of international copyright—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Petition of John H. Gleason, for pay for serv- 
ices as assistant assessor of internal revenue for the First district of 
Virginia—to the Committee on Claims. 

* By Mr. MORROW: Papers relating to claim of Philip Loney, late 
sergeant Company I, Ninth Regiment Infantry, for reimbursement of 
$553—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Papers in the case of Anna W. Osborne, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill appropriating $5,000 for removing ob- 
structions to and improving the navigation of Bayou Carnie, in North 
Louisiana, from Stern’s Bluff to Shiloh, in said State—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Iarbors. 

Also, a bill appropriating $10,000 for the cleaning out and improv- 
ing the navigation of Bayou Cocodra, in North Louisiana— to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DONNELL: Petition of 50 citizens of Vermontville, Mich., 
for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. $ 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of H. T. Hartman, for extension of 
patent right—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Rockingham County, Vir- 
ginia, for the passage of the pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. ia 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition for the removal of the internal tax on 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of heirs of Samuel B. Derryberry for ref- 
erence of bis claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. : 

By Mr. PHELPS: Petition of 74 citizens of the Fifth district of New 
Jersey—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of the St. Paul Jobbers’ Union, for early ac- 
tion on bill known as the James bill, for abolition of taxes and licenses 
levied on commercial travelers—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of same, for amendment of the interstate-commerce law 
in its application to commercial travelers—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of 50 citizens of Ohio, for prohibition in 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition for pension to John T. Emery—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition for an appropriation to inclose Fort 
Johnson, N. C., to accompany House bill No. 5668—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Petition of John E. Buckman and other 
citizens of Woodstock, Conn., in favor of prohibition in District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RYAN: Evidence in the case of W. H. Boyd, late of the 
Eleventh United States Colored Troops—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SCULL: Papers in the case of Adam Dennis, for relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of American Forestry Congress, respect- 
ing timber lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHAW: Memorial of American Forestry Congress and others, 
relative to timber lands—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, memorial of Minnie Lysles, widow of Alfred Lysles, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR; Petition of Joshua C. Whitten and 127 
others, citizens of Mount Pleasant, Jefferson County, Ohio, against the 
admission of Utah asa State with polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, petition of W. J. Shafer and others, praying for a law pension- 
ing every honorably discharged soldier, dependent parent, widow, and 
minor child of a deceased soldier—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of John H. Hundley, heir of John A. 
Hundley, of Limestone County, Alabama, for reference of claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William Hamaker, of Madison County, Alabama, for 
reference of his claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: Papers in the claim of William Kendall—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Petition of M. N. Magan, ©. M. Oldfield, 
and 35 others, for the construction of a harbor of refuge at Port Sani- 
lac, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Petition of 139 citizens of the First dis- 
trict of Minnesota, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic, 


The following petitions foran increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Of J. J. Daniel and others, of North 
Bend, Neshoba County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Of citizens of Rhode Island. 

Also, of Thomas G. Kenyon and others, of Rhode Island. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of 8. H. Westbrook and 32 others; of J. J. 
Swann and 51 others; and of J. F. Lucius and 38 others, citizens of 
Louisiana. 

By Mr. BROWER: Of John Bullock and others, of Granville County; 
of W. F. Highfill and others, and of N. F. Sullivan and others, of North 
Carolina. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Of citizens of Priceville, Ky. 

By Mr. GAINES: Of S. E. Wilkes, J. M. Flournoy, B: W. Lewis, 
and others, of Virginia. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of 8. G. Duke, H. H. Cook, and other citizens of 
Heard County, Georgia. 

By Mr. HARE: Of citizens of Keeter, Wise County, Texas. 

By Mr. HATCH: Of citizens of Clark County, Missouri. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Of L. A. Pugh and 40 others, of Mount 
Zion, Campbell County, Virginia. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Of J. W. Longand others, of Kentucky. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Little River Academy, Cum- 
berland County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Of J. E. Rader and others, of Kentucky. 

By Mr. MoRAE: Of citizens of Pike County, and of Polk County, 
Arkansas. 

Also, of citizens of Silver Hill, Sevier County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Of W. B. Nowel and others, of Selden, Miss. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of A. Denton and other -citizens of Goodfield, 
Meigs County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Of citizens of Routan, La. 

By Mr. OWEN: Of citizens of Tilman, Carroll County, Indiana. 

By Mr. PEEL: Of citizens of Sexton, Ark. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Two petitions of citizens of Bennett, Anson 
County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Of John Hanna and 67 others, of Winters- 
ville, and of 8. R. Henderson and 41 others, of Mitchell’s Salt Works, 
Jefferson County; of James Mooney and 68 others, of Don; of James 
T. Bentley and 67 others, of Bannock; of Silas Duerig and 61 others, 
of Hendershot; of E. H. Snyder and 68 others, of Olivett, and of An- 
drew Smith and 59 others, of Wegee, Belmont County; and of John 
A. Raney and 20 others, of Ridge; of Robert McKelly and 30 others, 
of Crooked Tree, and of John Nesselwad and 29 others, from Olive 
Green, Noble County, Ohio. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER: Of W. M. Adams and others, of Chastain, 
and of C. Strickland and others, of Milltown, Ga. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of L. Kinsey and 25 others, of Wakatomicka, 
Coshocton County, and of Hiram Williams and 40 others, of Vanatta, 
Licking County, Ohio. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of W. M. Murphree and others, of Hick- 
man County, Tennessee. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 25, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting for the considera- 
tion of Congress a report from the Light-House Board in relation to the 
necessity for the establishment of a light and fog-signal at or near the 
outer shoal off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MATTIE S. WHITNEY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of 
fact filed by the court January 23, 1888, in the case of Mattie S. Whit- 
ney, administratrix of Franklin S. Whitney, vs. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred tothe Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution adopted by the 
board of county commissioners of Bernalillo County, in the Territory of 
New Mexico, favoring the passage of a law establishing a commission 
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or court to settle the land titles in New Mexico; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr, CAMERON presented a petition of members of the North United 
Presbyterian Church of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
Blair educational bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia(Pa.) Board 
of Trade, urging that the principle of protection should not be lost sight 
of in any revision of the tariff; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Bucknell University, 
at Lewisburgh, Pa., praying for the passage of the international copy- 
right law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented six memorials of citizens of the Sixth and Four- 
teenth Congressional districts of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy; which were referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of 196 citizens of the Sixth, Twentieth, 
Twenty-first, and Twenty-fifth Congressional districts of Pennsylvania, 
praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST. I have been requested by the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the District of Columbia, department of legislation 
and petition, to present a petition of 150 citizens of the Second Congres- 
sional district of Missouri, praying for the prohibition of the liquor 
traffic in this District. I move the reference of the petition to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 150 citizens of the First Congres- 
sional district of Maine, praying for the prohibition of the sale and 
manufacture of alcoholic liquor in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of citizens of South Carolina, pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the improvement of the Conga- 
ree River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of the Georgia Medical Society, 
praying that medical and surgical supplies, instruments, and appliances, 
including those used in the diagnosis as well as treatment of diseases, 
be imported free of import duty; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the faculty of the Rochester Uni- 
versity, at Rochester, N. Y., and a petition of the faculty of Vassar Col- 
lege, at Poughkeepsie, N. Y., praying for the passage of an-interna- 
tional copyright law; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Vassar College, at Pough- 
keepsie, N. Y., praying for the removal of the duty which is now laid 
on books and on apparatus for scientific investigation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 52 citizens of the Twentieth Congres- 
sional district of New York, praying for prohibition in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 49 citizens of the Third 
Congressional district of Michigan, and a petition of 25 citizens of the 
Sixth Congressional district of Michigan, praying for prohibition in the 
Districtof Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a resolution adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., indorsing the action of the vessel-own- 
ers of Cleveland, Ohio, in their report looking toward the improvement 
of the Western lakes; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. BECK presented apetition of 31 citizens of the Seventh Congres- 
sional district of Kentucky, and a petition of 28 citizens of the Eighth 
Congressional district of Kentucky, praying for prohibition in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 968) for the relief of Leslie Bassett, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1370) for the relief of Assistant Engineer How- 
ard D. Potts, United States Navy, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 181) granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are in- 
capacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thebill reported favorably with certain amend- 
ments by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] is what is kown as 
the Grand Army pension bill. There will be, I know, a very large call 
upon members of the Senate for copies of the bill as amended by the 
committee, and as the expense will be very trifling, I move that 1,000 
copies of the bill as proposed to be amended be printed in document 
form for the use of the Senate. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Additional copies? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Additional copies, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the be less than $500? 

Mr. MANDERSON. O, a great deal less. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under the rule 
a motion to print additional copies should be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask that that reference be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. r 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 728) for therelief of William J. Martin, of Oregon, reported 
it without amendment, 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 603) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr., reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 416) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet H. Robinson, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 852) for the relief of William C. Dodge, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
395) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison 
©. Fletcher, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. : 


DANIEL B. LUCAS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution to pay Daniel B. Lucas, of West Virginia, com- 
pensation for expenses incurred in contesting the seat of Hon. CHARLES 
J. FAULKNER in the Senate, to report it favorably without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be paid to Daniel B. Lucas, of West Virginia, out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, as com: ion for expenses incurred in con- 
testing the seat of Hon. CHARLES J. FAULKNER in the United States Senate, 
$1,000, the same to be in full for all claim for such expenses, and also for any 
claim to salary as Senator. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider the resolution at the present time. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


DISTRICT STREET-RAILWAY TAXES, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] on the 11th instant, to report it with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. I ask for the present consideration of the res- 
olution and the adoption of the substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original resolution will first be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and it is hereby, 
directed to inquire whether the street-railway corporations of the District are 
paying a fair proportion of taxes, regard being to the value of their fran- 

and property and the amount of their earnings; and also whether a just 
fax upon the gross earnings of said companies is not, in the public interest, pref- 
erable to the present system of valuing and taxing such property. 

And the said committee may, in prosecuting such inquiry, send for persons 
and pa) er oaths, and employ a stenographer; said committee to 


report by bill or otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro The amendment reported by the 

committee as a substitute will now be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and itis hereby, 
directed to inquire whether the street-railway corporations of the District are 
paying a fair proportion of taxes, regard being had to the value of their fran- 
pn deg and property and the amount of their earnings; and also whether a just 


tax upon the gross earnings of said companies is not, in the public interest, pref- 
erable to the present system of valuingand taxing such property. Tn the prose- = 
pers, admin- 


cution of such inquiry said committee may send for persons an: 
ister oaths, employ a stenographer; and may report by bill or otherwise. The 
necessary expenses of such investigation shali be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate upon vouchers to Poppema by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the e, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being noobjection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported as a substitute. : 

Mr. HOAR. — Mr. President, I should like to call your attention, as 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and the atten- 
tion of the Senate, to the fact that a very much more convenient form 
of resolution is to provide that the committee to whom any investiga- 
tion of the kind is committed, or any subcommittee of their number, 
shall be a committee to inquire, ete. That makes the subcommittee 
itself a committee of the Senate for that particular purpose, and gives 
the subcommittee the powerto administer oaths and to send for persons 
and papers without requiring always the presence of a quorum of the 
full committee. 

I suggest that the resolution be modified in that way. Of course I 
have no special interest in this particular investigation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was introduced by 
the Senator from Wisconsin . SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall be glad to have the modification made as 
suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

van PRESIDENT pro‘tempore, The proposed modification will be~ 
stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. Add after the words ‘‘ District of Columbia ” the 
words ‘‘or any subcommittee thereof.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Secretary will allow me to look at the resolution, 
and the Senate will pass over the matter for a moment, I will suggest 
the point where the words should be inserted. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As to the resolution that is under considera- 
tion, I hope that the scope of the inquiry may be enlarged. I see the 
proposition is to ascertain whether these corporations are paying their 
proper proportion of taxes. I should like very much to see an inquiry 
whether it is possible that the street railways of Washington may not 
by some process be compelled to make a quicker transit, and in lieu of 
the present slow methods of locomotion adopt amore improved method 
leading to rapidity by the use of cable tramway, or by the use of the 
electric motor. Certainly it is a very great evil that so much time 
should be consumed in going from one part of this city to another. 
The fact is, these corporations are not keeping pace with the march of 
public improvement in that direction, and I for one would liké very 
much while this inquiry is being made that that subject-matter should 
also be included by the committee. 

I suggest also, as to the matter of taxing, that not only are the meth- 
ods pointed out by the resolution usual in the taxing of street-railway 
companies, but it is not unusual that an income should be raised by 
a license tax upon each car, which seems to be a very proper method 
for them to pay their proportion of the public expense. I should like 
very much to see the resolution enlarged in that direction, if it meets 
with the approval of the mover of the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Tt will be a sufficient reply to the remarks of the 
Senator from Nebraska to bring to his attention the fact that at the 
last session of Congress the entire subject of steam and street railways 
in the District of Columbia and their operation was referred by the 
Senate to a select committee. That committee has made commendable 
progress, and will be ready in due time, I think, to report upon that 
subject. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I was not aware of that fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the resolution be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as proposed to be 
amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, directed to inquire whether the street-rail- 
way corporations of the District are paying a fair proportion of taxes, regard be- 
ing had to the value of their franchise and property, and the amount of their 
earnings; and also whether ‘a just tax upon the gross earnings of said compa- 
nies is not, in the public interest, preferable to the present system of valuing and 
taxing property. In the prosecution of such inquiry said commit or 
such subcommittee, may send for persons and papers, administer oaths, employ 
a stenographer, and may report by bill or otherwise. The necessary expenses 
of such investigation shall be paid out of the contingentfund of {us tlonats upon 
vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest instead of the words ‘‘any subcommittee”? 
to say “‘a subcommittee thereof.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that the 
resolution as read is an amendment reported by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and the amend- 
ments submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, the Chair su 
poses, must be voted upon to incorporate the words he proposes in the 
report of the committee. The amendments proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be read. ‘ 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘ Columbia,” in the second line 
of the resolution, it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ or a subcommit- 
tee thereof.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to this amend- 
ment 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be re- 
port : 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 18, after the word “committee,” it is 
proposed to insert the words ‘‘or such subcommittee;’’ so as to read: 

In the prosecution of such inquiry said committee, orsuch subcommittee, may 
send for persons and papers, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to see the resolution enlarged so as toin- 
struct the committee to inquire whether the street railways of the city 
of Washington should not be required to furnish cars to accommodate 
the ope and allow every person who pays fare to have a seat, and 
not be crowded, as the passengers frequently are, like pigs in a pen. I 
should like to see some inquiry made in that regard. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kentucky evidently was not in 
his seat a moment since, when the Senator from Wisconsin explained 
that a select committee was raised by resolution at the last session of 


Congress especially charged with the investigation of the whole sub- 
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ject, and that committee has it under investigation at the present 
time. 

Mr, BECK.. I was not in when the statement referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee was made and did not hear it. For several years 
I have been endeavoring to see if we could not have some arrangement 
made whereby cars in the city of Washington could be provided so that 

might be comfortably seated instead of being crowded as 
- they have been, but as that matter is being investigated now, I have 
no suggestion to make in regard to the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment as amended ? 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 365) granting a pension to John Humes; 

A bill (H. R. 1204) conferring civil jurisdiction in certain cases aris- 

- ing in the Indian Territory on the United States courts which may now 

or may hereafter exercise criminal jurisdiction over said Territory; 
A bill (H. R. 1523) for the establishment of a light-house at Cob 
he: Bar, at the mouth of the Wicomico River, in the State of Mary- 

z 
A bill (H. R. 1584) granting the right of way to the Duluth, Rainy 
e River and Southwestern Railway Contpany through certain Indian 
ds in the State of Minnesota; 
A bill (H. R. 2076) for the relief of James H. Gilbert; 
A bill (H. R. 2112) for the relief of Capt. John Burkhart; 

A bill (H. R. 2467) to amend chapter 191 of the private acts of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, passed at the second session, concerning James 


H. Young; 
A bill te R. on the relief of John Snoddy; 
A bill (H. R. 2578 authorize the construction of a bridge over 


the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 2927) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 

the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore had signed 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 72) relating to the invitation of the British 
Government to the United States to participate in the international 
exhibition at Melbourne, to celebrate the founding of New South Wales; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

; BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1648) for the relief of J. B. Philip- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 1649) granting a pension to James 
Fairman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1650) for the relief of Maj. Gen. 
W. W. Averell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1651) for the relief of Capt. Henry S. 
Pratt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1652) for the erection of a public 
building at Bar Harbor, in Maine; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1653) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine E. Babcock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Catherine Wagner; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1655) granting a pension to Mrs, Leah 
E. Lady; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1656) to promote Commo- 
dore Louis C. Sartori, now on the retired-list of the Navy, to be a rear- 
admiral on said list, in accordance with his original position on the 
Navy Register; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BECK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1657) for the relief of 
William Bayard, a citizen of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1658) granting a pension to 
William H. Shivers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1659) to provide for the enroll- 
ment of a naval militia and the organization of naval reserve forces; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1660) authorizing the voluntary retire- 
ment of certain officers of the United States Navy who have rendered 


‘ 


conspicuous services in battle or who have served thirty years in the 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and raferred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1661) granting a pension to Pliny 
Jewett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1662) for the relief 
of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow 
of John Waters; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1663) authorizing the Little Rock and 
Alexandria Railway Company to build certain bridges in the State of 
Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1664) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building for a post-office and United States land office at the city 
of The Dalles, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1665) granting a pension to 
Theresa B. Hoffman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1666) to regulate the salary and pro- 
yide for the payment of the expenses of the district judge of the United 
States for the district of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a substitute for Senate bill 185, to enable 
the people of Dakota to form a constitution and State government, and 
to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States. The bill was reported by the majority of the Committee on 
Territories on the 23d instant, and I offer this substitute on behalf of 
the minority of that committee. I ask that it be printed and placed 
upon the Calendar to accompany the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The substitute will be printed and 
placed on the Calendar. 

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONGRESS. 


Mr. BROWN. The Fourth International Prison Congress is to meet 
in 1890 in St. Petersburg. The Russian Government brought the mat- 
ter to the attention of our Government, and the President at the last 
session of Congress sent a special message to Congress recommending 
the appointment of a delegate to represent this Government in that 
congress. No final action was taken, however; no appropriation was 
made for it. The matter was again brought to the attention of the Sec- 
retary of State by the Russian minister during the present session, and 
a joint resolution was introduced authorizing the appointment of a del- 
egate, and making an appropriation of $3,000 to bear his expenses. 
That resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and they authorized me to report it favorably, which I did a few days 
since. I now, at the suggestion of a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, as the best way of securing action on the matter, sub- 
mit the substance of the joint resolution, to be referred to the Com-. 
mittee on Appropriations, so that they may consider it as an amend- 
ment to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill when it shall reach 
the Senate. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia will be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

VENEZUELAN CLAIMS CONVENTION. 

Mr. QUAY submitted the following resolutions; which were consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, if not 
in his judgment incompatible with the interests of the public service, any corre- 
spondence between the Government of the United States and the Government 
of Venezuela in regard to the exchange of ratifications of the claims conven- 
tion of December 5, 1885, between the United States and Venezuela, and also 
any correspondence between the Secre of State and owners of Venezuelan 
certificates of award, or their attorneys, since December 5, 1886. 

‘And further resolved, ‘That the President be requested to inform the Senate 
whether ratifications of the aforesaid claims convention have been ex 
with the Venezuelan Government, and if not, what has prevented such ex- 
change; also whether the funds w have been received from the V 
Government on account of the Caracas aw: 


not, upon what ground such distribution has been wii i 
is in hand applicable to the payment of the said awards, and how the same is 


invested. 
WARM SPRINGS INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
asan Tay tae Secretary - yo Taten be, Sraa aA is, directed = 
trans’ Senate a copy of the report made im pecial Agent 
Gordon and Martin, of date Soba ea bor 1837, under instructions from the De- 
ment of date October 7 and 8, 1887, directing them to investigate the north 
ndary line of the Warm Springs Indian reservation in the State of Oregon, 
and to report what line heretofore surveyed would nearest conform to the 
treaty; also that such copy of report be accompanied by a tracing showing the 
several lines of survey referred to in such report. . 
ACTION OF THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, CHAN- 
DLER] upon a previous day. 
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The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
CHANDLER January 23; 1888: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
what plans, designs, drawings, or specifications of ships or marine engines have 
been pu d or procured in foreign countries by or.on behalf of the Navy 
Department, and from whom they have been obtained, and to state what plans, 
designs, drawings, or specifications so purchased or procured have been adopted, 
in whole or in part, for vessels or engines now under contract or construction; 
and also to transmit to the Senate a statement of the cost to the Government of 
each of such plans, designs, drawings, and specifications, and also an account of 
all expenditures made by the Navy Department since rch 20, 1885, under the 
appropriations for information from abroad, and for emergencies and extraor- 

nary expenses arising abroad. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Was the resolution offered this morning? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It was offered on a previous day, and 
laid over under the rules and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no objection to it. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution, submitted by Mr. CHANDLER January 23, 1888: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a statement of the changes made from the original plans of the Chicago, Boston, 
Atlanta, and Dolphin in addition to those specified in acommunication from 
the Navy Deparencns to the House of Representatives of February 11, 1885 
(constitutin, ouse Executive Document No. 220, Forty-eighth Congress, sec- 
ond session), and in a communication from said Department to the Senate of 
May H, 1886 (constituting Senate Executive Document No. 153, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session), together with the cost of such additional changes in each 
case; and that the Secretary be directed also to furnish the Senate with copies 
of all documents and correspondence on file in said Department written since 
March 5, 1886, in any way concerning the aforesaid vessels, which are not con- 
tained in the annual reports of said Department, including all reports of boards 
and of commanding officers and engineer officers, and all log-books kept while 
the vessels have been in motion since said date, and all the evidences of settle- 
ments and payments made since said date by the United States, and of any un- 
settled claims on account of said vessels; and that the Secretary be directed 
further to state the present condition of the Atlanta, Boston, and Chicago, and 
the reasons for the delay in their completion and reception into active service. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that I have any objection to the in- 
formation asked for in the resolution, but it seems to me from the scope 
of the resolution that it ought to go to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to be examined by that committee. Unless there is some good reason 
to the contrary, I shall make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moree that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 

airs, ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave no objection, Mr. President. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolntion, submitted by Mr. CHANDLER January 23, 1888: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit to the Senate 
information concerning all naval vessels, and machinery and armor for the 
same, and all naval ordnance and gun metal for constructing or farnishing 
Baksh ene contract’ have been made by the Navy Department since March 4, 1885, 

follows: 
AR Copies in the case of each contract of the advertisement and of the written 
or printed conditions and rules for tests and inspections upon which proposals 
were invited. . 

2. A schedule of the proposals received and awards made, 

3. A copy of the contract made, 

4. A statement showing the time within which the contract was to be per- 
formed, and the present condition of the work, and the payments made thereon, 
with copies of the reports and correspondence upon which each payment was 
made, And that the Secretary be directed also to inform the Senate whether or 
not, since said contracts have been made, any of the terms or conditions of any 
of them have been altered, or any agreements have been made for changes in 
the quality of material or work, or any of the stipulations or rules for tests and 
ins fons have been relaxed or varied; and, if so, to state the circumstances 
and causes of any such alteration, change, or variation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I see that the resolution only goes back as far as 
1885. I move to amend the resolution by striking out ‘‘ 1885” andin- 
serting ‘'1880.”? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have not the slightest objection 
to having laid before the Senate the information which the honorable 
Senator seems todesire. Asa matter of fact, the wholeof it has already 
been laid before the Senate precisely as this resolution calls for informa- 
tion concerning ships and contracts since March 4, 1885. Idonotsup- 
pose that the Senator really wishes to duplicate upon the records of the 
Senate any information; and therefore I think the amendment is ob- 
jectionable, and objectionable only for that reason. 

The resolution as it stands without the amendment, calls simply for 
full information as to the action of the Navy Department since March 
. 4, 1885, in reference to naval vessels and new naval ordnance, and is 
designed to give to the Senate all the information on that subject prop- 
erly available in addition to what is contained in the reports of the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

If the Senator will introduce his amendment in a separate form and 
will state to the Senate that there is any information which he desires 


The question is on agreeing to the 


. 


to obtain that has not already been forwarded to Congress and printed, 
it will give me pleasure to vote for the resolution which he offers. 

I am aiso entirely willing that the resolution which I have offered, 
with the amendment proposed by the Senator, should be referred to the 
Committee on Nayal Affairs, and let the Committee on Naval Affairs 
consider how far this inquiry should be made; for I certainly am anx- 
ious for all the light that can be given by the present Secretary of the 
Navy, not only concerning the transactions of the Department since 
March 4, 1885, but also concerning all its transactions in previous years. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from South Carolina 
will not insist upon his amendment for this reason: Much of the in- 
formation that is called for by the original resolution of the Senator 
from New Hampshire has already been laid in one form or another be- 
fore the Senate; but it will be a very convenient thing for the commit- 
tees having these subjects specially in charge and for Senators to have 
it all in one document together, in considering the subjects that we have 
to introduce; and the sooner we get that the better. 

Therefore I would be glad to see this resolution go through without 
referring it to the Naval Committee, in order that the Secretary of the 
Navy may at once have all the subjeet-matter treated by it put into one 
document, which he will transmit to us, I have no doubt, very gladly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator from Maine to concur 
in the amendment I have offered? : 

Mr. HALE. Idonotsee the necessity of that information on the par- 
ticular subject that we are considering. I would have that information, 
if necessary, as a separate thing. The Senator did not catch what I 
said, I think, on this particular part of the subject covered by the res- 
olution of the Senator from New Hampshire. I said that it would be 
better to have that in one document by itself; that the Secretary would 
be glad to send it in; that it will cover many papers which he has al- 
ready sent us, but we shall get it all together, treating upon this new 
construction since the dates which are given in the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I havenotthe sights ohg ion to the information 
being called for, and I have no doubt the of the Navy will be 
very glad to furnish it; but if seems to me that if we are going to get 
the information in regard to one set of contracts it would be very de- 
sirable to have the information relating to all of them.- While it is 
true, perhaps, as suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire, that 
we have received the information as to the contracts made prior to 1885, 
yet, in order to pass intelligently upon them, it wouldseem to me that 
they ought all to be embraced in the same report. I shall therefore in- 
sist upon my amendment. z 

I desire not only the information which is called for in the form pre- 
sented by the resolution, but also the information which would be em- 
braced if my amendment were adopted. I can see no earthly objection 
to its coming in in that form. 

I did not intend to ask that the pending resolution should go to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, but to permit it, as far as my vote would 
do so, to be put upon its passage at once. 

I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will recognize the propriety 
of embracing the additional information which my amendment will 
bring. \ á 

Me, CHANDLER. I have said that I shall vote for the Senator's 
proposition covering the years between 1880 and 1885 if he will put it 
in a separate resolution and will state that the copies of contracts and 
copies from the records of the Department which he desires have not 
been previously transmitted to Congress and are not already in print 
and accessible to Congress. I undertake to say that four-fifths of all 
the documents which would be sent in in answer to the resolution as 
amended, concerning the period between 1880 and 1885, have already 
been transmitted to Congress and are now in print on the records of the 
Government and accessible to every one, while I also desire to say 
that the information called for by the resolution concerning the con- 
tracts since March 4, 1885, is not now in print and has not been trans- 
mitted to Congress, and probably nine-tenths of it is not at this mo- 
ment accessible toany member of the Senate; and that is the distinction 
between the two propositions. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the amendment of the Senator from South 
Carolina will be adopted. Congress, I have no doubt, will be very well 
instructed if we can have before us in a connected statement, in one 
document, the whole history of the contracts which have been made 
since the Government has entered upop the construction of war vessels 
of iron anå stecl, showing the progress we have made from 1880 to the 
present time. I submit to the Senator from New Hampshire that if 
he desires Congress to have this fall information it can only be had by 
having in one statement from the Secretary of the Navy the history of - 
these transactions. : 

Mr. President, it is perfectly well known that since 1880 we have 
made very great progress, not only in the designs of these ships and in 
the material of which they are constructed, but in the construction of 
the vessels themselves; and while the greater portion of the information 
that is covered by the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina 
from 1880 to 1885 has been transmitted to Congress, it has been in such 
a fragmentary way that if is almost impossible to get an idea of the 
whole history of these transactions. I therefore trust the amendment 
will be adopted. 
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Mr. BECK. The amendment covers contracts made prior to 1885. 
Mr. GORMAN. Yes. Unquestionably the vessels contracted for 
between 1880 and 1884 are not yet completed. -In point of fact they 
were taken out of the hands of the contractors and put in charge of the 
Government, and no intelligible and connected statement of the whole 
peintio can be made unless it covers the period between 1880 and 
885. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have already stated the only objection I have 
to extending the call as desired by the Senator from South Carolina. 
I have not the slightest objection to having printed in one book all the 
contracts that have been made for guns, ordnance, or naval material 
since 1880. The objection I see to having the resolution passed in the 
amended form is, first, what I have stated, that all the contracts be- 
tween 1880 and 1885 have been once printed, and nearly all the other 
documents that would be called for during that period have been al- 
ready printed, and it would be useless and a needless expense, as it 
seems to me, to print them again. Butif the Senators think otherwise, 
and the Senate thinks otherwise, I have nothing to say. 

The only other objection that I can think of would be that the 
amendment might serve to delay the answer to this resolution; but in 
order that Senators may be gratified and may see the exhibit from 1880 
to 1888, and may have these documents all reprinted in connected form, 
if they desire it, I, so far as I am concerned, withdraw all opposition to 
the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
have the resolution which has been referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs recalled from that committee and acted upon at the present 
time. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous conséht that the vote by which the resolution to which 
he alludes was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs may be re- 
considered. Is there objection? 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit to the Senate 


a statement of the changes made from the original yas of the Chicago, Bosto: 


m, 
Atlanta, and Dolphin in addition to those specified in a communication from the 


nere Department to the House of nag eao of February 11, 1885 (constitut- 
ing House Executive Document No. 220, Forty-cighth Congress, second session), 
and inacommunication from said Department to the Senate of May 24, 1886 (con- 
stituting Senate Executive Document No. 153, Forty-ninth Congress, first session), 
together with the cost of such additional changes in each case; and that the Secre- 
tary be directed also to furnish the Senate with copies of all documents and cor- 
respondence on file in said Department written since March 5, 1886, in any way 
concerning the aforesaid vessels, which are not contained in the annual reports of 
said Department, including all reports of boards and of commanding officers and 
engineer oflicers, and all log-books kept while the vessels have been in motion 
since said date, and all the evidences of settlements and payments made since 
said date by the United States,and of any unsettled claims on account of said 
vessels; and that the Secretary be directed further to state the present condition 
of the ‘Atlanta, Boston, and Chicago, and the reasons for the delay in their com- 
pletion and reception into active service, 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection to that resolution 
passing at once provided the Senator from New Hampshire will consent 
to a similar amendment to it to that which I offered to the former res- 
olution, so as to embrace the entire history of these vessels. I see that 
this resolution only calls for the correspondence since a certain period 
of 1886. Ishould like to have all the correspondence relating to the 
construction of these four vessels from the inception of their building 
to the present time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator whether he has read this book 
which I hold in my hand, sent in a yearago in answer to a call on this 
subject ? a : 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, life is too short to read all the books 
that are sent in. y 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest this explanation for the Senator’s bene- 
fit, that on the 5th of March, 1886, the Senator from Maine submitted 
a resolution, which was agreed to, calling for all information up to that 
date, which was sent to the Senate and is here printed. 

The resolution which I now offer is a resolution that calls for similar 
information concerning these ships since that date, and the answer when 
printed as asupplementto this book will contain exactly what the Sena- 
tor says he desires to read, but the first chapter of which I discover he 
has not yet had time to read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps I have been very derelict in not reading the 
first chapter of that very interesting document, and I plead guilty; I 
have not read it, Ishould like very much, however, to have an op- 
portunity of glancing over it before consenting to the passage of this 
resolution in its present form. I therefore suggest to the Senator from 
New Hampshire that he allow the resolution to lie over until to-mor- 
row, until I can have that opportunity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not understand the Senator to want it to 
lie until he reads this book. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution has been referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. The pending question is on the recon- 
sideration of the vote by which it was referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent. Does the Senator 
pom Math Carolina object to it, after having amended the other reso- 

ution 

Mr. BUTLER. Iobject. I think it had better goto the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire insist on his motion to reconsider ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; I withdraw the motion. 


ISAAC D. SMEAD & CO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] on 
a previous day, which will be read. 

‘The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. DAWEs January 
23, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, directed to furnish the Senate with a detailed statement of the en- 
tire amount paid by the District government to Isaac D. Smead & Co. from the 
date they commenced work for the District to the present time, giving in con- 
nection with each payment its amount, date, kind of work done, and designa- 
tion of the building in which it was done; also to report whether there was 
any competition or whether aay proposals were invited for said work before 
contract was entered into therefor, and, if so,to furnish specific information in 
regard to the same, 


The resolution was agreed to. ‘ 
CŒUR D'ALENE RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] on 
a previous day. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL January 23, 1888, as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged that the present area of the Cœur d'Alene Indian reser- 
vation, in the Territory of Idaho, embraces 480,000 acres of land; thatthere are, 
acco) x to the statistics in the Indian Bureau, only about 476 Indians in the 
tribe now be get | such reservation, or more than 1,000 acres to each man, 
woman, and child; that Lake Cœur d'Alene, all the navigable waters of Cœur 
d'Alene River, and about 20 miles of the navigable pes of St. Joseph River, 
and pen of St. a E, a navigable tributary of the St. Joseph, are embraced 
within this reservation, except a shore-line of about 3} miles atthe north end of 
the lake, it pang alleged that this lake and its rivers tributary constitute, the 
most important highways of commerce in the Territory of Idaho, and are in fact 
the only navigable waters, except Snake River, now used for steam-boat navi, 
tion in the Territory; thatall boats now entering such waters are subject to 
laws governing the Indian country and all persons going on such lake or waters 
within the reservation lines are trespassers; and 

Whereas it is further alleged that the Indians now on such reservation are lo- 
cated in the extreme southwest corner of the same, around De Smet Mission; 
near the town of eg ren eng in Washington Territory, where the land is good. 
for sgrion tura; and it being further alleged that all part of such reserva- 
tion lying between Lake Cœur d’Alene and Cœur d'Alene River and that part 
between the Cœur d’Alene River and St, regan e River is à territory rich in the 
precious metals and at the same time being of no real use or benefit to the In- 
dians: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate as to the extent of the present area and boundaries of the 
Cœur d'Alene Indian reservation in the Territory of Idaho; whether such area 
includes any portion, and if so, about how much of the navigable waters of Lake 
Coeur d'Alene, and of Cœur d'Alene and St. Joseph Rivers; about what pro- 
paton of said reservation is agricultural, grazing, and mineral land, respect- 

vely; also the number of Indians occupying such reservation; also on what 
rtion of such reservation the Indians now thereon are located; also whether, 
the peoa of the Secretary, it is advisable to throw any portion of such 
reservation open to occupation and settlement under the mineral laws of the 
United States, and if so, precisely what portion; and also whether it is advisable 
te release any of the navigable waters aforesaid from the limit of such reserva- 
ion, 


The resolution was agreed to. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


INDIAN MARRIAGES. 


Mr. DAWES. Yesterday a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate passed the bill (S. 928) in relation to marriages between 
white men and Indian women was withdrawn, and the bill was laid 
on the table in order that the Senator from Texas [Mr, COKE] might 
look at it. He is now present, and I should like to have him state 
what action he desires, 

Mr. COKE. I have examined the bill, and I see that it covers the 
point which I wished to provide for. I have no objection to it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill then stands passed by the 
Senate and will be returned to the House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. 365) granting a pension to John Humes—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1204) conferring civil jurisdiction in certain cases 
arising in the Indian Territory on the United States courts which now 
or may hereafter exercise criminal jurisdiction over said Territory—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 1584) granting the right of way tothe Duluth, Rainy 
Lake River and Southwestern Railway Company through certain In- 
ee lands in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian 

rs. 
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. The bill (H. R. 2087) for the relief of James H. Gilbert—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 2112) for the relief of Capt. John Burkhart—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 2467) to amend chapter 191 of the private acts of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, passed at the second session, concerning James 
H. Young—to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2974) for the relief of John Snoddy—to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 1523) for the establishment of a light-house at Cob 
Point Bar, at the mouth of the Wicomico River, in the State of Mary- 


land; 

A bill (H. R. 2578) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 2927) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn. 


LIGHT AND FOG-SIGNAL OFF CAPE HATTERAS. 


Mr. FRYE. This morning there was laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, transmitting one from the 
a popes Board touching the establishment of a light and fog-sig- 

at or near the outer shoal off Cape Hatteras, No ina, and 
the order made was that it be printed. It is necessary for the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to have these papers to use to-morrow morning. 
Therefore I ask that that order may be reconsidered, and that the papers 
and chart be referred to the Committee on Commerce without printing. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), The Sen- 
ator from Maine asks the Senate to reconsider the vote whereby the 
papers which he has mentioned were ordered to be printed. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FRYE. I now move a reference of the papers and chart to the 
Committee on Commerce without printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The papers will be so referred. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 290) to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa. 

The message also announced ‘that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
339) for the relief of J. E. Pilcher; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A concurrent resolution for the printing of 2,500 copies of the annual 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; and 

A concurrent resolution for the printing of 43,000 copies of the report 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1886-’87. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there is none, the order of morning business is closed. : 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the deficiency bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4271) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 
the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
HAWLEY, on page 26, after line 6, to insert the following: 

ufacture of -deli 45, 
aor anufuetue of stamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers and Itier 


18. 
$0 as ianufacture ofregistered-package, tag, official, and dead-letter envelopes, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this amendment and the situation 
which brings it before the Senate were pretty thoroughly discussed 
yesterday, and I do not now desire to occupy any further the attention 
of the Senate. That discussion disclosed to Senators the attitude 
which has been taken by the Committee on Appropriations and the 
reasons therefor, and, as I said last night, the committee has discharged 
its duty and the matter is left with the Senate. It is for Senators to 
decide, under all the conditions and circumstances, whether this 
amendment, covering subject-matter that should be appropriated for 
rs speedily, ought to go on this bill. I leave it to the vote of the 

ate. 5 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I gm fully in sympathy with the 
Senators from Connecticut in the position they have taken in reference 
to thisamendment. I, however, asa member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, agreed to the policy which has been presented by the 
Senator from Maine, and shall therefore vote with the committee. 

At the same time that the claim presented by the Senators from Con- 
necticut is full of merit and ought to be paid, and it isa reflection upon 
the Congress of the United States that they should hesitate to pay it, I 
want to say to the Senate that there are other claims of like character, 
and situated, if not precisely like this claim in reference to this bill, in 
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such a situation in my opinion that they are quite as much entitled to 
the consideration of the Senate. 

One of my constituents has a claim; it is not $80,000, it is $50,000. 
It was pnt into this deficiency bill last year and into the deficiency 
bill of the year before, and I am not quite certain that it was not in a 
deficiency bill the year previous to that. It originated in 1884 upon 
a contract entered into by the United States with one of my constit- 
uents to manufacture heavy guns, cast-iron guns, his being the only 
establishment at that time in the United States which was capable of 
manufacturing those guns, and that has gone down under the policy 
which is oppressing the citizens of Connecticut in the manner repre- 
sented by the Senators from Connecticut. He also ap from year 
to year to Congress to pay what was his due upon that contract, and 
failing to get it he has been obliged to borrow money to pay the in- 
terest upon his expenditure under that contract, and in consequence 
of the failure of the Government to keep its part of the contract the 
contract itself has expired, and the unfinished work is on his hands. 
The result is that he has come to a position where he is unable to bor- 
row money to pay the interest. He is in a worse condition than the 
constituent of the Senators from Connecticut. 

The proper Department has appealed to Congress at both ends of this 
Capitol to pay that money. It is admitted that itis due him. Ithas 
been put into at least two or three deficiency bills, but the committee 
of conference on the part of the Honse, pursuing the policy which 
struck at the claim of the constituent of the Senators from Connecticut, 
succeeded in the conference against my constituent’s claim as they did 
not succeed with the conference in the last Congress in reference'to the 
claim of the constituent of the Senators from Connecticut. That is 
the only difference; this has had the misfortune to be stricken out in 
conference three times because the committee on the part of the Senate 
did not hold on to it quite as strongly as they did in the last Congress 
to this claim of the constituent of the Senators from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This was never stricken out Nobody ever asked 
to have it stricken out. 

Mr. DAWES. I say mine has been stricken out three times, and that 
is the difference between mineand that of the Senatorfrom Connecticut. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire if ever on any occasion 
while the subject has been before the Committee on Appropriations, 
there has been any difficulty in obtaining a provision in an appropria- 
tion bill to pay members of Congress? Have they not paid th ves, 
whether they paid others or not? 

Mr. DA Iam not discussing that question or anything hay- 
ing relation toit. I am stating a fact which I supposed would rein- 
force the Senators from Connecticut by stating the condition of other 


I know this was not stricken out the last time, but I do not see that 
that affects the merit of it so much as the persistency of our committee 
of conference. I hope the Senate will adopt the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Connecticut, although I am bound to stand by the 
Committee on Appropriations myself, because I have concluded that 
in the long run it would be the best policy to adoptin reference to all 
these claims. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator, as hestates that he will vote 
with the committee, but hopes the amendment will be adopted, is it 
the hope of the Senator that all other amendments which will be pre- 
sented by different Senators of like character should be adopted and 
added to this bill also? 

Mr. DAWES. I shall be entirely frank before I sit down, 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to know how broad the Senator is going to 
make his rule. 

Mr. DAWES. I think that every honest claim against this Govern- 
ment, especially of the character of that represented by the Senators 
from Connecticut, for work and services done for this Government, 
ought to be paid, and ought to be paid promptly. 

1 was of opinion, and Iam still of opinion, that if we could intimate 
to the other House, and adhere to it, that they are to consider these 
claims in the same light that we are bound to consider them, in the 
end it would be better. 

My constituent came here as the constituent of the Senators from 
Connecticut did, and appealed to this committee to put his claim in 
again, while his furnaces are stopped and his workmen are seattered; 
but when he was informed by the committee that this bill was to be 
taken as it came from the House he went away, hoping that in the 
next deficiency bill he would be more fortunate. 

Now, all I have to say is that there is not a word that can be said 
against the claim, or the justice of it, presented in this amendment. 
If it is adopted I shall feel as if I ought to offer the amendment that 
my constituent is interested in; although, listening to the policy as con- 
cluded upon by this committee, I have not put it in order by offering it 
in adyance as an amendment, and so a single objection could throw it 
out, If that is done I shall say to my constituent when he comes here 
again that he would be more fortunate if he would put the advocacy of 
his claim in the hand of the Senators from Connecticut than he would 
if he intrusted it to any effort of mine to secure payment. : 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask my colleague before he sits down 
what there is in the attitude of the conferees on the part of the House 
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which gives us garm for supposing that this gentleman will be 
others. 


more fortunate 

Mr. DAWES. Iwasnot onthe committee of conference, and there- 
fore can not speak as to that point. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have that question answered by some 


one. 

Mr. PLATT. I rose for the purpose of asking the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. DAEs], who is on the Appropriations Committee, if 
it does not interrupt him too much, to tell us, judging from past ex- 
perience, when we shall be likely to get to the consideration of another 
deficiency bill here in the Senate? 

Mr. DAWES. I think we shall put these just claims into any de- 
ficiency bill when it comes up, and when the Senate puts them in, a 
conference committee will do the best they can in their struggle with 
the House, and two-thirds of them will go out, and there will be little 

rtunity to distinguish which third oughtto remain and what two- 
thirds ought to go out. ‘That is my experience, which has been some- 
what extended. 

Mr. PLATT. But we have pa yeting in soont ten mas uaa 

this deficiency bill passed; and w. it oes no 
Send so much on this body as it does on another =H ene 

Mr. DAWES. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. PLATT. But the question I asked was, when we should be 
likely ever to get at another deficiency bill. 

Mr. DAWES. And whether you will get the deficiency bill or the 
regular appropriation bills through in proper shape or not by fol- 
lowing the policy adopted by the committee is for the Senate to con- 
sider. The Senators from Connecticut should understand that the 
position taken by the Committee on Appropriations does not reflect 
upon the justice of their claim, nor does it reflect upon the justice of 
the claim of which I have spoken; but it is a question whether the 
Senate shall surrender its judgment of what is due to the creditors of 
the Government to any policy outside, or whether it shall fake astand 
` which in the end will bring tion rather than antagonism. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, it appears that this trouble grows 
out of the desire of somebody to make a very economical showing to 
the country. Nobody is questioning the honestyof this claim. It is 
a debt admitted to be due. It occurs to me that it would be a gocd 
idea for those who are so anxious to show economy to abstain them- 
selves from presenting their claims against the Government for a while, 
and I would suggest as a remedy for this if the Democratic House or 
the other Houseor anybody wants to repudiate an honest debt because 
they want to make an economical showing, postpone the appropriations 
to pay the salaries of members of Congress. I do not see why they can 
not wait just as well as this constituent of the Senators from Connecti- 
cut or the constituent of the Senator from Massachusetts. They will 
not be any more likely to gointo bankruptcy. Suppose we should fail 
to pay all the officers of the Government getting over $2,000 per annum. 
‘They can better afford to wait than many of the people who are being 
destroyed by the delay of Congress. 

I would suggest that the Senate can make a pretty good showing by 
requiring some of the higher officers of the Government to wait. They 
can afford it better than the poor men who have been doing work for the 
Government. Then we shall get down to the discussion of the legiti- 
mate question whether the Government shall be honest or dishonest, 
whether it shall pay its debts or not. If anybody is to trust the Gov- 
ernment, let those who have the power to wait, like members of Con- 
gress, wait awhile. I think there should be no appropriation to pay 
members of Congress who do not come here and aet honestly. 

Mr. HARRIS, I desire to ask the Senator from Maine if the items 
contained in the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut have been 
examined by the committee and found to be just and due, but the pay- 
ment withheldsimply to await the necessary appropriation. Is that the 
state of the case or not ? 

Mr. HALE. Appropriations covering these items were estimated for 
last year. They were examined then. It was scen plainly that they 
covered the necessities of the Post-Office Department, that in essential 
particulars it could not do its business to the satisfaction of the public 
without these appropriations, In the Senate that proposition was main- 
tained, and when we got into conference committee these items, which 
meet the assent of the Senator from Tennessee, were agreed to by both 
House and Senate conferees, and had the bill passed then these items 
would have gone in for the very reason suggested in the Senator’s ques- 
tion, that they were needed. Now the Department comesin and shows 
that so great was the need that it went on and used the material, had 
the service performed, and yet against all that the other branch has 
left all these items off. The Committee on Appropriations, in leaving 
them off, attempt to raise no question about the items, about their ne- 
cessity, about the importance of appropriations to cover them; no such 
question arises anywhere. ° 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator’s answer is perfectly satisfactory to me, 
and I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought it very likely the vote would be taken 
immediately this morning, and I would not trespass on the Senate a 
moment longer but for the statement of the Senator from Massachnu- 
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setts [Mr. DAWES], and I will make my statement now just as brief 
and clear as I possibly can. 

Earlier than last February the Post-Office Department found that 
such was the extraordinary increase in the demand for adhesive stamps 
and envelopes that the appropriation for the previous year, which seemed 
to bevery reasonable under the reduced price of these things, was going 
to run out and the Government would be without stamps and envi 
of some classes somewhere in May, absolutely without them, unable to 
answer the demand from a single post-office in the United States, 
Under the circumstances they said to my constituents, the manufact- 
urers of these articles, ‘‘If you will go on and supply us as usual we 
will have you paid as soon as we can in December; but understand, we 
can not make any bargain; the law forbids it; you will have to do it 
on trust entirely.” 

My constituents made over $90,000 worth of articles, and for their 
goods, stock, and so on, borrowed the money at bank. The Govern 
ment took those stamps and envelopes, sold them all in the market in 
the usual course of business, and has the money in its pocket. The 
Postmaster-General now says that this is a debt of honor, and but for 
the considerate favor of these contractors the Department would have 
been out of all those n articles, Here weare in the latter part 
of January, eight or nine months after they furnished these articles for 
which the cash on delivery was due. 

The Cabinet is not at fault at all, in my judgment. My constituents 
are out of the money and the Government has the money in its own 

ket, and the Postmaster-General in what I read yesterday says what 
have told you, that but for the considerate favor of the contractors, 
the Department would have been out of these articles. I know per- 
sonally that my constituents are carrying $85,000 in bank and paying 
6 per cent. interest upon it for this simple, straightforward debt of 
common decency. It is not to bestigmatized asa claim, for that carries 
the idea with many members of Congress that it is a thing to be put 
off, of course. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts should abandon any of his con- 
stituents, it is not my fault. Iam not going to abandon mine. He 
says that he has a constituent who has not been paid for three years. 
That is the case of a contract forcertainguns. Itisa different thing and 
has got into the category of claims and ought to be considered before 
the Committee on Claims, perhaps. Idonot know anythingabout that 
and I will not prejudice it. I only talk about this one claim, and I 
say it will be a damaging spectacle if the Government of the United 
States, after having begged a private citizen to help them out and goin 
debt for that purpose and pay interest for that purpose, should, having 
put the money into its own pocket, now, after the recommendation of 
the Postmaster-General, and after this has been in one deficiency bill, 
refuse to put it in again. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I have some committee amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. [Under the order of the Senate, 
es of the Committee on Appropriations are first to be 
received. 

Mr. HALE. There are two other amendments that come under the 
same class as the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut, 
and adopted by the Senate, items of necessity that were agreed to inthe 
old conference, and as the Senate has adopted the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut I will offer the others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed will be 


read. 
The SECRETARY. Insert after line 16, page 16, the following: 


To pay construction and armament of the steel cruisers Chicago, Boston, and 
Atlanta, namely: under the Bureau of Ordnance, $175,000; under the Bureau of 
Navigation, $2,500; under the Bureau of Construction ‘and Repair, $40,000; and 
to reimburse the appropriation for construction and repair 1838 for amount ex- 
pended therefrom on these cruisers, $43,691.25; in all, $261,191.25, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senate will not adopt that amend- 
ment. It isnodeficiency whatever. There isno parallel between that 
amendment and the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut. In the case of the Senator from Connecticut, the amendment was 
putin the last deficiency bill, which failed during the last session, and 
it was put in because it was a deficiency which would exist before the 
30th day of June last. That bill having failed, the deficiency was abso- 
lutely created. The work was done; the Government of the United 
States received the benefit of it. Now, this amendment was put into 
the deficiency bill last year, to be expended between that date and the 
30th day of last June. It has not been expended. Not one cent of 
it, not a dollar of it, has been spent. It is a prospective deficiency, to 
be spent between this and the Ist day of next July, and I protest 
against ih being inserted here. It is noba deficiency in any sense of 
the w 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has 
charge of tliis bill, whether this amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is substantially an amendment which was in the 
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deficiency bill that failed, and which was agreed to by the conference 
committee? : 

Mr. HALE. I have stated that that is the reason why I have offered 
it. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I should like also to inquire whether or not this 
appropriation is recommended by the Secretary of the Navy as an ap- 
propriation which it is desirable to have made in this deficiency bill? 

Mr. HALE. Not only that, Mr. President, but it is enforced very 
strongly by the Secretary of the Navy, who desires it to be incorporated 
in the first bill coming before the Senate, because the work on these 
sbips is hung up. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri says that this appropriation does not 
stand as well and as strong as that covered by the amendment which 
the Senate has just adopted. The situation was precisely thesame last 
winter, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is true of last winter, but not now. 

Mr. HALE. Last spring they were precisely the same. The need 
for these ships, thatall of us have been interested in for years, to be fin- 
ished, both in hull and in equipment, is just as great as the need of the 
Post-Office Department. We are all desirous that they should be fin- 
ished. I should be glad to live long enough to see the day when one 
of these new ships will be found putting its nose into foreign waters 
and showing that it is to sail about the waters of the globe. Last 
spring the Navy Department submitted the estimates and showed the 
necessity for this as a deficiency to be expended during the fiscal year. 
The bill failed. ; 

In the case of the Post-Office Department, the Postmaster-General took 
upon himself a risk that the law did not permit him to take. He was 
by law called upon to say that if Congress has not appropriated the 
moncy for these stamps, these envelopes, and these other materials, it 
is my duty to let the servicesuffer, and not spend the money, but wait 
until Congress appropriatesit, because the lawis specific and directs no 
expenditure beyond theappropriations. The Postmaster-General went 
on to expend the money for the sake of the service. The Secretary of 
the Navy might have done the same thing, but he did not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I explain a moment? The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral did not expend a dollar. The situation was perfectly understood 
by my constituent; heknewthat he was throwing himself on the mercy 
of Congress. The Postmaster-General explained to him, and he knew 
that if he went and made another envelope for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment his right to compensation Would be in the nature of a claim. 

Mr. HALE. When I say ‘‘expended the money” I mean that he 
followed out the contracts for the materials and took and used them in 
the service. He might have said, ‘I can not do it because Congress 
has not appropriated. The Secretary of the Navy, though these ships 
were waiting for the final money to complete them, said, “I will fol- 
low the mandate of Congress; I will not spend this money; I will not 
goon; I will not put the contractors to the obligation of expending 
money, but I will wait, and when that bill istaken up again I haye no 
doubt these things will be agreed to and they will go onto this bill;” 
and they ought to go onto this bill ifthe other goes on. The necessity 
was just as great, and this Department ought not to be punished be- 
cause it conformed to the law and did not carry out the contract and 
furnish the material. These vessels remain hung up, and will; it may 
not be a matter of very many days; but if one of these items goes-on 
the others ought to go on. ` 

There is another item I shall move, and that is for the water supply 
here, which we are all interested in, suffering because of the want of 
money. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask a question of the Senator from Maine. 
Are not all the items in the bill reported by the committee matters of 
actual expenditure for the fiscal year 1887 and for prior years? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. Now, this proposition is to insert into this bill money 
for expenditures to be made in the fiscal year 1888, between this and 
the 1st of next July. Ought it not to come in the regular deficiency 
bill for this year and not as part of a deficiency bill providing for the 
expenditures of prior years? 

Mr. HALE. Not by any means, because the operation of the passage 
of time has been, as the Senator will see in a moment, that hundreds 
of the items here that we have put into the bill come to just that con- 
dition he has stated; they will be expended in the year 1888, because 
that is the only time they can be, and the work will go on. 

Mr. BECK. But they are for obligations created before this bill was 
postponed last year. 

Mr. HALE. This was an obligation created before. 

Mr. BECK. Is there not a bill now that we are expecting every day 
which will contain these items? 

Mr. HALE. That I do not know. 

Mr. BECK. That I understand is the case. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know that. I presume if we postpone these 
items one after another, and select one item and put it onand do not 
select others now, in time they will get on; but I protest against the 
injustice of selecting out one of these items and putting it onand then 
not putting on the other when the needs are just as great in the one 
case as in the other. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there is a very decided difference be- 
tween these items and the general run of items which enter into this 
bill, and I for one shall vote against putting anything else on this bill, 
because I-want this bill to go through at the earliest possible moment. 
This bill will relieve more actual necessitythan any appropriation bill 
passed by Con for years. There is not a neighborhood in the 
United States that has not got from one to a dozen old soldiers in it 
who are waiting, praying, hoping that this bill will get through at the 
earliest possible moment in order to relieve their absolute, pressing ne- 
cessities. 

There ought not to be a moment’s delay in passing this bill. There 
ought to be nothing put upon it that will result in any controversy 
whatever with the other House. Every day’s delay that the Senate 
contributes to it will make it criminally culpable in the minds of these 
people. Here is a matter for war-ships and guns and armament of old 
ironclads of one kind or another lying on our coast that we can appro- 
priate money to repair and complete and soon. If we go into-thatand 
get into a controversy about it with the other House, such as we have 
had heretofore, this bill may be delayed for weeks, andfor what? Simply 
because we are not willing to avail ourselves of the proper opportunity 
for making these appropriations. 

This bill is necessary to meet the negligences and shortcomings of 
the last Congress. Perhaps the House of Representatives did not put 
into it all that ought to have been put in; I do not think it did; but 
at all events it sent a bill here which provides for undoubted claims 
and meets a crying need. It was the duty of the Senate, as I think, to 
have taken it up and passed it without adding toitor subtracting from 
it, or at all events without doing anything that would contribute one 
moment’s delay to its becoming a law. 

We do know—not officially perhaps, because we can not know such 
things officially—that a bill is pending in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the other House known as the urgent deficiency bill, of a kind 
that has become rather common in the legislation of the past few years, 
and which is expected to be brought in at the early days of every ses- 
sion of Congress, to provide for things which can not wait until the regu- 
lar deficiency bill is reached. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I call attention to the fact that this bill has now 
been in the Senate twelve days since it passed the House. 

ae PLUMB. That is a reason why there ought to be no further 
delay. 

Mr. HALE. Let me call the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
to the fact that it remained in the House for six weeks before it wassent 
to us. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not going to apportion the responsibility. I 
admit, and not only admit but claim, that the House of Representa- 
tives is responsible for this delay. I only hold that we shall not put 
ourselves in a position to share any portion of the responsibility, as we 
shall do if we put on other items, especially items such as the Senator 
from Maine has moved. We shall have another deficiency bill here 
within ten or twelve days probably. If I remember aright the assur- 
ance was given in the House of Representatives when this bill was 
under consideration that in a few days another such bill would be re- 
ported. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. The general deticiency bill for 1888. 

Mr. PLUMB. We have had information that the House committee 
was considering that bill, and that it is liable to come before us at any 
moment. That will be a bill which perhaps will not contain appro- 
priations of as urgent a character as those we are considering now. It 
certainly will not represent claims which ought to have been appro- 
priated for at the last session of Congréss; it will be for deficiencies of 
an anticipatory kind, just such as is proposed by the amendment of the 
Senator es a E E 

This bill ought to . I do not say anything about the twelve 
days it has already been here but those twelve days ought not to be 
added to by an additional twenty-four hours. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am not urging the Senate to 
put upon this bill any item which will occasion controversy between 
the Senate and the Honse of Representatives, or between the Senate 
committee of conference and the House committee of conference. I 
am only calling the attention of the Senate to the fact that this amend- 
ment, moved by the Senator from Maine, who has charge of this bill, is 
to put a clause upon the bill which was upon the deficiency bill that 
failed at the last Congress, and which was agreed to by both confer- 
ence committees; and I now ask the Senator in charge ofthe bill, or 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, if he will allow to 
be read the letter from the Secretary of the Navy requesting that this 
appropriation may be made upon this deficiency bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if there be 


no objection. 
Mr. HALE. I send the letter to the desk. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, Junuary 14, 1888. 
DEAR SIR: I inelose copies of the correspondence between the Department 
and Mr. Randall. chairman of the Appropriations Committee of the House 
which will show that an item imperatively required by this De ent failed 
insertion in the deficiency bill which is now in the Senate. The'item was inthe 
bili at the time that it failed last year, It is imperatively required. The ord- 
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nance work upon the new cruisers, the Boston, Atlanta, and Chicago, hasnow 
been delayed many months by reason of the failure of the deficiency bill at the 
last session of Congress. The shipsare ready, but their armament is not. I beg 
that i? items ros be inserted in the Senate. 
er, u 
ET W. 0. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Ilon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, U. 8. Senate, 
hairman Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I speak in behalf of the Secretary of the 
Navy, and concur with himin the hope that this appropriation may 
be put upon this bill, in order that these ships maybe finished. Iread 
in the Washington Post of January 24 what purports to bea statement 
of the condition of these vessels. It says: 

The Chicago has already successfully undergone her sea test, and her final 


completion as a war vessel will be accomplished when her battery is delivered. 
She will not be sparred and rigged for some time, 


* s s . s 


+ = 
The finishing touches to the Boston in the way of equipment, rigging, ete., can 
not be added at present, for the reason thatno money is available, and a further 
appropriation will be required for this purpose. 


I do hope, Mr. President, that I shall have the pleasure of living to 
see these ships finished, and I hope to see them finished some time dur- 
ing the present Administration. But the condition which the Senate 
is called upon to confront is that an item which shall enable these ships 
to be finished, which was in the appropriation bill of the last Congress, 
agreed to by both conference committees, is left.out by the House of 
Representatives at this time, and Administration Senators now oppose 

the request of their own Secretary of the Navy. 

-~ Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the letter of the Secretary of the Navy 
itself shows that the money that he wants to expend for these cruisers is 
to be expended during the fiscal year. He wants it; he wants it very 
urgently, This bill, as I said a few moments ago, provides for defi- 
ciencies that occurred during the fiscal year 1887 and two or three pre- 
vious years; and although both Houses in the last Congress were will- 
ing to give the money and have it expended, the billdid not reach the 
President, was never enrolled; Congress adjourned by limitation at noon 
on the 4th of Match, and hence that money was not expended. 

A deficiency bill and an urgent deficiency bill will be presented per- 
haps within a week to this body containing the items for this fiscal 
year, of which that now presented isa part; and there will be no delay 
and no disposition to refuse it to the Secretary of the Navy; but when 
we are making up our accounts of the expenditures of the last fiscal 
year and of previous fiscal years, this does not form part of them, and 
this is to be expended during the present fiscal year, and therefore it 
ought to be charged to it; and for that reason, doubtless, the other 
House left it out of this bill. 

It was a proper appropriation in the last bill because it was then ex- 
pected to be expended before the 1st day of last July; but the failure 
of the bill prevented that being done. Now itis to be expended in 
this fiscal year, for which a bill will come up at once; and when the 
urgency and necessity for it are shown, as exhibited by the Secretary 
of the Navy in his letter, the money will be given perhaps as quickly 
as this can be agreed to and be available if this bill goes to a confer- 
ence on disputed items. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations? 

Mr. BECK. That is true. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask him whether there is upon this bill that 
is now being considered any appropriation that is not for money to be 
expended after the act passes? 

Mr. BECK. The chairman can answer that better than I can, be- 
cause the subcommittee of three in charge of this bill consisted of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE), the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son], and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. They have had 
charge of it specially, and I am not prepared to answer. 

Mr. HALE. Let me answer the question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me explain first. If this bill appropriates 
only moneys which have been already expended, then I recognize the 
force of the argument of the Senator from Kentucky; but if it appro- 
priates moneys that are yet to be expended for things yet to be done, 
then it seems to me it is about as expedient to finish these ships as it 
is to do any other future work. If the bill is what the Senator from 
Kentucky says it is, and what the Senator from Kansas says it is, a 
bill which merely pays debts already owed, where the money has been 
already expended or the work already done, then I have nothing 
further to say. 

Mr. HALE. Itisnotso. The bill is fall of items covering just 
such conditions as these. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like the Senator to point out how many 
there are, I take issue on that proposition. I say the bill is not full 
of such items. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to ei floor. 


The Senator from Maine is entitled 
Does he yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

I will read one item: - 
Road to cemetery, Springfield, Mo.: That the citizens of Greene County, Mis- 


souri, are hereby authorized to improve or adorn, at their own ‘the road 
constructed by the Government from Springfield, Mo., tothe MAAR. cemetery 


nee that city, and said road shall be known and designated as Phelps Boule- 
vard, 


Mr. COCKRELL. How much is appropriated there, please tell me? 
Mr. HALE. ‘Then it is still more strongly open to objection if it is 
not an appropriation. It is a clause in a deficiency bill. The Senator 
has been making a point that he would not vote for anything that was 
not for a deficiency for money expended already, and here in one State 
this bill has a provision without regard to appropriations authorizing 
certain parties to go on and finish a road; and here just above it is— 
Natchez Cemetery roadway: For completion of the macadamized or gravel 
road from the city of Natchez, Miss., to the national cemetery near that city, 
, = ` ’ 

Here is an appropriation in Utah for an entirely. new enterprise where 
money has not been expended, ‘‘for Industrial Christian Home.’ There 
is another for an expenditure on the Potomac River; and if I had time 
I could go through the bill and point out many others. Everybody who 
knows anything about deficiency bills knows that they are not simply 

for the payment of moneys that have already been expended. Thatis 
not their purpose; it is to make the service touch from year to year, 
and they run over several years in many cases. The distinction which 
has been raised here as to one amendment or another, that in one case 
the money has been expended and in another it has not been, is nota 
good distinction as applied to a deficiency bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ttseems to me a most extraordinary spectacle 
that, in order to make an urgent deficiency bill like this tally with the 
hook-keeping of the Committee on Appropriations, items of so much 
Aporeauee as the one now under discussion should be rejected from 
the bill. 

Here are several ships that have cost the Government millions of 
dollars waiting for what? For an armament to be put on board those 
ships; and the Committee on Appropriations, after having been advised 
by the Secretary of the Navy of the necessity of an appropriation in 
order that he might contract for this work, in order that he might 
hasten the departure of these ships, say now it must not be put upon 
this bill because it interferes with our fiscal book-keeping ! 

If I understand aright the case of the constituents of the Senator from 
Connecticut, as explained by him yesterday, they proceeded at their 
own cost and expense to furnish stamps to the Post-Office Department 
in anticipation of its needs, and they were required to wait the pleas- 
ure of Congress. With a deficiency bill now pending before the Senate 
upon which appropriations of that character may be made, still many 
members of the Senate, particularly of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, dissent from that view. 

It seems to me as though these appropriations might be in 
both Houses of Congress in a good deal less time than it takes to dis- 
cuss them here and settle whether they should be on this particular 
bill or some other. Certainly we need them, and to me that is suffi- 
cient. The urgent necessity is shown by the letter sent here by the 
Secretary of the Navy. Unless you appropriate the money a delay will 
be occasioned and these ships will not be putinto practical use. I think 
that is a full answer to the question. 

Mt. HALE. In looking over the bill I find many items of the class 
referred to where no money has been expended by the Government. ' 
For instance: 

Court-house at Jefferson City, Mo.: For completion of the building, $11,000. 


That ought to be done; that building ought to be completed. We 
agreed last year that it ought to be completed. ‘The Government can 
not go on and e d this money until it gets the appropriation. It 
ought to be on this bill as it was on the old bill of last year where the 
controversy was settled. It is just so about these other items. I am 
willing for one to take the vote without occupying any more time. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, if seems to me the Senate have lost 
sight of the fact that the appropriations necessary to carry on the 
Government are to be determined and fixed by Congress. The two 
Houses are the proper authority to settle the items which should be 
put upon such bills. The fiscal year expired, it seems, and some head 
of Department has gone on outside of the appropriations of Congress, 
not respecting the authority Congress gives him to expend money, but 
assuming to judge himself of the amount of money which should be 
expended. 

It seems to me that the heads of Departments ought to adopt such a 
method that they will limit their expenditures to the money appro- 
priated by Congress. Instead of doing that we treat these deficiency 
bills as if they were a matter of course and were justified by law. It 
may be that exigencies may sometimes arise which may render defi- 
ciency bills necessary; but now our practice here seems to ignore exist- 
ing law with reference to the duties of Departments in making esti- 
mates and limiting themselves to the appropriations of Congress, 

So far as I am concerned in reference to this and all other items 
where the heads of Departments choose to make a deficiency before the 
end of the fiscal year, I shall certainly vote against justifying it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind that in this case the 
Secretary of the Navy did just what hedesires. He did not go on and 
expend the money. The amendment I have offered covers precisely 
the case the Senator has inmind. The Secretary, when Congress ad- 
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journed last March, instead of going on and spending this money, de- 
clined to do so because Congress had not given the appropriation, and 
now comes in on the first deficiency bill and asks that he may have the 
money to finish the vessels. He has’complied with the law. Someof 
the other Departments did not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of20’clock having arrived, 
the consideration of the unfinished business will be resumed, being the 
bill (S. 371) to aid inthe establishment and temporary support of com- 
mon schools, 

Mr. HALE. I hope that may be informally laid aside untilawe fin- 
ish the deficiency bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection. 7 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The unfinished business will be laid 
aside, and the Senate resumes the consideration of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. This isa deficiency, and it is said this money has 
not been expended. 

Mr. HALE. Let me explain to the Senator. Does he not see that 
in finishing a ship, or arming a ship, as it approaches completion, the 
head of the Department whois building it discovers that the money he 
has is not stifficient? It is like aman building a house, or a railroad, 
or whatever may. be done by human hands. He is confronted with 
that situation; he has got to have the money in order to finish the 
ship. What more can he do, what better can he do under the law than 
to stop the work, as the Secretary has done in this case, and report to 
Congress that he wants more money, and wait until Congress appro- 
pae the money? He does not make the deficiency. The money 

as run out. What, I ask the Senator, would he have the Secretary 
to do in such a case beyond what the Secretary of the Navy has done 
in this case. When he finds the money is gone, he does not go onand 
run up debts, but he appeals to Congress and asks that in the very next 
deficiency bill that is passed'the money may be given to him to finish 
the ship. What more can he do? 

Mr. AGAN. Inow understand the Senator; and his statement 
makes a different case from that which I had in view in the remarks I 
made on this bill; butI still desire tobe understood as objecting to the 
continual making of deficiency bills in disregard of the duty of the heads 
of Departments to conform their expenditures to the appropriations 
made by Congress. Congress should have the duty of voting the proper 
amount of money to*be expended in the service of the different Depart- 
mehts of the Government, and the Departments should not be permitted 
to exceed the authority Congress gives them. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I did not make objection to-the ex- 
a solely or mainly; my objection to the amendment is that it 

is going to make a controversy with the other House. The Senator 
from Maine, in anticipation of a row with the House of Representa- 
tives, wants to get this on this bill. There will be plenty of chances 
on succeeding bills for it. I do not want the class of claims of which 
I have spoken, which affect a very large class of citizens of the United 
States, a very meritorious class—a class of people whose claims for actual 
services rendered have been adjusted and allowed by the D ents 
which ought to have been paid last year—I do not want them to wait 
while the Senator from Maine and the House committee are negotiating 
and contending about a matter which will certainly be the subject of 
contention. It is trifling, in my judgment, with interests which ought 
to receive a great deal more kindly consideration at the hands of the 
Senate than they have heretofore received. 

I think we ought to pass this bill without pating anything on it 
that the House of Representatives will probably object to. We shall 
have another deficiency bill after awhile, and these ships which have 
been waiting for the last twelve months for lack of this money can 
wait twenty or thirty days longer, and the contractors and all the men 
who are going to make profit out of the expenditure of that money can 
afford to abate something of their impetuosity for a few days, I think. 

Mr. GORMAN. I regret very much that the Senator in charge of 
this bill is departing from the rule he laid down in his opening remarks 
on presenting the bill to the Senate. 

‘This bill came to the Senate from the House, was sent to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and I understand it was the unanimous 
agreement of the committee that in view of the peculiar origination of 
the appropriation bills by another branch of this Government, it was 
unwise for us on a deficiency bill to attempt to consider all the meas- 
ures that we thought properly belonged there at the last Congress. 
We adopted a rule that as the House of Representatives had seen proper 
to exclude all these items on this deficiency bill, reserving them for 
another that may come later on, the Senate ought to leave them off 
now, and not be put in the position of being forced in cases such as the 
one that the Senator from Connecticut has presented to the Senate and 
the one which the Senator from Maine now presents, to load up a de- 
ficiency bill in this body. There was nothing in the urgency of the 
case SPAT Department of the Government in our judgment that re- 
quir 

Now I submit to the Senator from Maine that there are a hundred 
other items equally meritorious, equally as urgent as the one which he 
presents, and that if the Senate determines that we are to gointo these 
measures and consider each on its merits, then this bill ought to be re- 


committed to the committee, and let us fonsider every item that has 
come before the committee and present it to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if he does not clearly discern 
the reason why I offered this amendment. - The whole question was 
brought up by the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY]. After the attitude of the committee had been stated, 
the situation between the two Heuses, and a pretty full debate, the 
Senate decided not to take that attitude, as it clearly had a right to 
do; and the Committee on Appropriations having performed its duty, 
and the Senate having conclided to put that item on, then I felt con- 
strained to move this item, which, as I conceive, comes under the same 
category. There may be some distinction, but that is why I have of- 
fered it. Ihave not abandoned the grounds, I have lost none of my 
convicta as to what it would be desirable to do on these appropria- 
tion bills in order that we may not be confronted hereafter with the 
conditions that so beset us heretofore. But the Senate has taken upon 
itself the exercise of its discretion; and I am very sorry that while 
that amendment was pending, and while that critical point was com- 
ing, we did not hear from the Senator from Kansas in opposition to 
that amendment. I heard nothing from him until this amendment was 
offered, and I offered it because the Senate had concluded to depart from 
the policy laid down by the Committee on Appropriations. Ido not 
care what the Senate does with it. It may take one course on one 
ameudment and another course on another, but let us have the expres- 
sion of the Senate on the subject. 

Mr. BECK. Some gentleman rose to offer an amendment, and Iun- 
derstood the Senator from Maine to ask him to wait until he could offer 
amendments from the committee, and the amendment he offers now was 
an amendment from the committee as stated by him. Therefore other 
amendments were postponed that other Senators desired to offer until 
he could offer a committee amendment. Ido not understand this to 
be a committee amendment. 

Mr. HALE. It may be that my expression did not convey the whole 
idea. The subject had been before the committee and it was consid- 
ered altogether. The understanding there was that these three items 
should go off. I have no doubt that if we had concluded to put one on, 
we should have concluded to put on all. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator must speak for himself. I certainly 
would have voted against this one and protested against it strongly. 

Mr. HALE. No distinction was made that I remember in commit- 
tee upon them. Perhaps I was not justified in saying it was a commit- 
tee amendment as considered by the committee, but the Senate had 
adopted the other amendment, and, being in charge of the bill, I wished 
to present an amendment before others came in, and I did it, I will 
say, on my own msibility, feeling that as one amendment had been 
adopted I wanted the others of the same character. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did Inot make the point expressly in the Ap- 
propriations Committee that the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut was on a different footing from this? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And showed the same distinction as has been 
shown here ? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; but the committee then went on and 
made no distinetion, but put them all together and rejected the three. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It excluded them all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, is it in order to state what occurred 
in committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair knows no rule of the 
Senate that forbids the statement of what occurred in committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then it is in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair knows of no rule that 
forbids it. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Idesire not to transgress the rules, but I will make 
the general statement that there was a reason for the action of the com- 
mittee, and those of us on this side of the Chamber were perfectly pre- 
pared to stand by the chairman of the committee, and on this bill let 
it be understood that all the appropriations that are necessary to carry 
on the affairs of the Government should not be left off elsewhere, there- 
by forcing the Senate into the position of increasing appropriations and 
then being charged with extravagance. 

There was a principle involved in it; not that the Senate should ab- 
dicate its right to put amendments on appropriation bills, but the fact 
was notorious that there was an attempt made, and it has been the 
custom for some time past, to put the Senate in the attitude of votin 
for large appropriations, appropriations necessary to carry on the af- 
fairs of the Government. But in the opinion of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and I may say the unanimous opinion of that committee, 
it was a wise thing to take this bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and let it be understood hereafter that it would only meet 
with fair consideration on the line that was drawn there. In my judg- 
ment it is absolutely necessary to the Senate that we should meet this 
question now. 2 

As to the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, I did not think 
it was necessary for us all to talk on that one amendment. The con- 
ditions of that appropriation are entirely different from the one we are 
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„now considering. There was a case where I believe the executive offi- | That brought the fight on. The whole proposition that the Commit- 
cer was compelled to exceed his authority and have stamps and en- | tee on Appropriations agreed to, consented to, acquiesced in by Dem- 
velopes printed. The work was absolutely necessary for the conduct | ocrats as well as Republicans, was brought up when the Senator from 


of the affairs of the Post-Office Department, and the contractor was la- 
boring under great hardships. It was an exceptional case; and while 
I would have had him wait until the next deficiency bill comes along 
so as to conform to this general rule, still it could not be compared 
with this or any other amendment that may be offered to the bill. I 
think it was a strong case; but I say to the Senator from Maine, as to 
the amendment which he offers, that the Government will not suffer 
by not putting it on this bill. The guns wanted can wait for six 
months longer. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary says it is imperatively needed. He is 
not my Secretary. a 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave never known a Secretary that did not say 
every appropriation he wanted was absolutely necessary. I have no 
doubt the work is needed. I have no doubt the people of this city 
would be greatly benefited if we would insert an appropriation in this 
bill that ought to be there for the cdmpletion of the water-works. I 
think the Government would save hundreds of thousands of dollars if 
all these needed appropriations were made in time. They certainly 
would in the water-works case, where the tunnel so far as constructed 
is lying idle and will be depreciated in value by remaining as it is. 

Mr. HALE. That is one of the amendments of this class. 

Mr. GORMAN, And yet the Senator knows that if the Senate is 
going to make a fight on these items much delay will ensue. I give 
the Senator notice that if he departs from the rule, he should select 
one or two cases and not make a fight on the rule laid down. So far 
as I am concerned I can not support it. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Kansas has stated correctly that we 
ona to pass the bill as nearly as it came from the other House as pos- 
sible and as soon as possible and get clear of it. 

About the dealings of the committee with each other I desire to sa 
this much more: In committee the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ],the chairman of the committee, 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], as well as myself, agreed as 
to what should be done. While I am as ultra a partisan perhaps as 
any man on this floor, I do not approve of appropriation bills coming 
from the.other end of the Capitol withholding provisions which ought 
to be made and then having them inserted in the Senate, and having 
the charge made that the House is an economical body and the Senate 
is an extravagant body. 

Taking all the amendments my desire was that the Senate should 
acquiesce in this bill because it is right as far as it goes, and that the 
House should take the responsibility of sending over the other needed 
items to us. It is because of that, as the Senator from Maine very well 
knows, that all the gentlemen of the committee who entertain my po- 
litical views did not want this body, especially in a Presidential year, 
to go into the canvass loaded down with charges of extravagance by add- 
ing on things that it might be said would not be put on but for our 
extravagance. I do not believe in that, and therefore I wanted to keep 
this bill, as the Senator from Kansas said, as near as wecan in the con- 
dition in which it came from the other House, hoping these other things 
will come in another bill. 

Mr, PLUMB. Itis not a very important consideration, but the Sen- 

ator from Maine has picked out three items which he thinks ought to 
go on the bill. The committee voted not to put them on, Now,'be- 
cause the Senate has voted down the committee on one proposition, the 
Senator from Maine turns around and assumes that all the others are 
to go on, overlooking the fact that if the whole question had been voted 
on in the committee, the committee would have put on not only the 
three amendments, but three times three, or perhaps ten times three, 
which would be just as germane to this bill, and just as n to 
conduct the Government as this, or much more so; but some amend- 
ments in which he happens to feel some peculiar interest are just crowded 
upon us in this way, and we do not have a chance to consider the whole 
question. 
- He is now determined that the House shall take this measure for the 
finishing of the ships or else lose the appropriations for the old soldiers. 
It is to be put on this bill because he is not willing to have it take its 
chance on a bill on which there will be some opportunity to give and 
take; but yielding to the disposition of the House now to repair the 
neglect of last session, "whereby they would be willing, perhaps, to give 
something, he seeks to thrust it upon them at this time, thus cufting 
out the committee itself from a fair opportunity of presenting amend- 
ments of a similar character which some of us were ready to present, 
violating the most solemn understanding that ever existed in any com- 
mittee of any body, in my judgment. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not think there is likely to be any 
great division in the Committee on Appropriations upon this or any 
other subject. We are in the habit of working together, and I pre- 
sume will do so hereafter. My attitude has been simply this: I have 
violated no understanding, and do not propose todo so. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations directed me to make the fight on these items, 
and I made the fight when the first one came up. I did not bring it 
up; the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] brought it up. 


Connecticut moved his amendment. 

I presented the case as I best could, as the committee had decided 
upon it and as I was directed to do, giving what assistance I could to the 
members of the committee, and then the Senate voted to put the propo- 
sition on. When that was done by the Senate, on my own zepoan 
bility, not for the committee, I thought it was wise that they should 
have the opportunity .of passing upon other amendments that came in 
the same category that I have referred to before as having been on the 
bill as agreed upon by the conference at the last session. Ido notsay 
that that binds anybody, that we are obliged to take the bill just as the 
conferees agreed upon it at the last session, but it makes a distinctive 
category of cases, it separates and puts apart a class of propositions 
that does not include other propositions, and these three items, so far 
from being selected by me, as the Senator from Kansas intimates, were 
selected by the House of Representatives and left off the bill withont 
any good reason being given, And when our committee considered 
them, though there may be a distinction between one and another, it 
was concluded not to put them on, and I was directed by the commit- 
tee to make the fight. 

I have not picked outtheseitems. I want theSenate, having agreed 
to one of these propositions that the House left off, I think without 
reason, to have a chance to pass on the others. I do not care how 
amendment fares; I do not care whether the Senate rejects this amend- 
ment or accépts it. The Senate ought to have an opportunity of vot- 
ing upon it because it belongs to the category of the items which were 
agreed upon and which would have passed if Congress had sat twenty- 
four hours longer last March. That isallI amseekingtodohere. All 
that I desire is a vote of the Senate on this proposition. Let it be re- 
jected if the Senate choose; that will satisfy me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this bill has undergone several 
stages; and I think in view of what has been said in respect to the at- 
titude of members of the Committee on Appropriations, that I ought 
to say a word upon the entire subject; and I want to begin, in giving 
the history of this bill, with the last session. 

Ifany Senator will turn to the discussion upon this bill elsewhere, since 
the present session began, it will be discovered that it was therestated 
that there was some sort of understanding—I do not know how thatun- - 
derstanding exists—that this bill should include only those items that 
were agreed to in conference last year. I thinkit has been 
in the main, that this bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
did not include what was in the bill of last year, as agreed to by the 
committee of conference of the two Houses. Now, it is worth while 
for us to consider some points beyond that. 

. It was stated elsewhere that this bill failed to receive the signature 
of the President of the United States at the last session because the 
Senate of the United States insisted upon putting on it items which 
ought not to be there, and it was openly stated that it was the resist- 
ance of the Senate to the elimination from this bill of the Choctaw 
claim and the Pacific Railway judgment that made this bill (being 
largely a bill for the benefit of the soldiers) to fail at the last session. 

Mr. President, this bill which we have now before us was EL TA 
deficiency bill last year. It was not what it is now—the of a 
remnant of deficiencies. It was then a general deficiency, such as ap- 
pears here every year, covering every branch of the service as 
the failure to make appropriations in advance for that service, this 
bill had included in it many items requiring minuteinvestigation. It 
did not come to this body until the evening of the 1st day of March, 
1887; it came to this body after a recess on the 1st day of March, 
after 8 o’clock p. m., as is shown by the Journal of thatday. It 
was then—being a bill of 100 pages or more—necessary that it should 
be printed, in order that the Committee on Appropriations could give 
it that intelligent consideration which the Senate required it to do. 
The bill was printed and did not reach the Appropriations Committee 
room until the morning of the 2d day of March, and on that day, as 
every member of the Committee on Appropriations will bear me out 
in the statement, we sat there during that entire day in the considera- 
tion of the bill. 7 

The Senator from Maine, who is in charge of it, says that he brought 
it in here during the evening session of the 2d day of March. It was 
considered here not at great length. If Senators will turn, as I have 
turned this morning, to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and see the de- 
bate, they will discover that this bill was only debated about an hour 
or an hour and a half in all. The Choctaw claim, being a judgment 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, was put upon the bill on 
the motion of a Senator in this body, not upon the motion of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and it was put upon the bill without one 
word of utterance pro or con, as the RECORD shows, So that did not 
delay the consideration of the bill a single second of time, either here 
or in the committee of conference. The debate, as respects the judg- 
ment for the Pacific Railroad, did occupy perhaps half an hour of the 
time of this body. 

After passing through the ordeal here the bill went to the House of 
Representatives, and did not reach there until the 3d of March, neces- 
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sarily, because it takes some time for the clerks of this body to prepare 
and engross the amendments. It came back here again, with the 
amendments di to, on the 3d of March, when it was our duty at 
12 o’clock of the 4th of March to adjourn the Forty-ninth Congress. 
This bill was considered by the conferees of the two Houses without 
many of the amendments being in print, because we had not time to 
a ee The Senate amendments agreed to in this body were not 
printed. 

To claim anywhere that this bill is here now because of the delays of 
the Senate, or because of the fact that the Senate put upon it items to 
which the House could not agree, is a misstatement of the truth as re- 
spects the consideration of a deficiency bill. 

A question is raised as to what was agreed to in conference. That 
conference, and I presume I can state it, was held between the hours 
of 3 in the morning and 7 or 8 in the morning òf the 4th day of March, 
when this clock was put back. We sat there in that conference during 
those hours for the purpose of endeavoring, if possible, to facilitate the 
- final consideration of the bill by the two Houses, so that it might re- 
ceive the signature of the President. Although we sat until 8 o’clock 
in the morning, and then to these items, I will say here in the 

ce of Senators that the conferees on the part of the Senate took this 
Bill, although the Senate had placed upon it many important amend- 
ments, and said to the House conferees, ‘‘Gentlemen, 30 yon agree to this 
or not? We are so anxious to pass this bill that we forego, for the 
time being, the judgment of the Senate as respects many items, in order 
that the necessary appropriations may be made for the carrying on of 
the Government.’’ In this deficiency bill were items for money that had 
already been expended, were items for money that it would be neces- 
sary to expend, as was stated, between the 3d day of March and the end 
of the fiscal year, the 30th of June. One of those items constituted a 
large deficiency in the Post-Office De t. It not only included 
the items which the Senator from Connecticut has had inserted in the 
present bill, butit included items for clerk-hire, for postal-railway clerk, 
and various other items which were essential to the eonduct of the pub- 
lic service in that regard, and the failure of the bill crippled that serv- 
ice greatly. The result was that in the section of the country where 
I dwell the postal service never was in such condition of inefficiency as 
it is this day and this hour. . 

Mr. PLATT. Everywhere else, too. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only speak of my own section. There was in- 
cluded in it this deficiency. I do not wish to diseuss the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] which has already 
been agreed to. Iadmitthatthe Senator from Connecticut has a just re- 
gard for his constituents, who, in good faith doubtless, furnished articles 


to the Post-Office Department; but the Postmaster-General in receiv-_ 


ing them violated the law, which the Senator from Texas has con- 
demned the Postmaster-General for violating. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral violated a plain provision of statute in allowing the Government 
to incur an obligation as respects a service which had no appropriation 
of money to meet it. That was what was done with to that 
particular amendment, although the item was on thisbill onthe morn- 
_ ing of the 4th of March, and if it had passed then would have passed 
accordingtolaw. But the Postmaster-General, acting, I haveno doubt, 
according to the discretion he believed he had, rather than cause a par- 
tial failure of the postal service, did violate the law and receive these 
articles from the constituents of the Senator from Connecticut. That 
is all I care to say so far as that particular item is concerned. 

That item was just as well known to the body that passed this bill 
before it came to us as it was known to us. The Postmaster-General, 
in his report, very properly and very wisely stated that he was obliged, 
because of the failure of the bill, to incur thisresponsibility, and heasked 
the House of Representatives and the Senate to make the necessary ap- 
porcaen immediately, because he considered the obligation one of 

onor to these men, who were willing, in violation of law, to allow the 
Government to receive a portion of their labor and their manufacture, 

There were upon this bill two other items; one relating to the tun- 
nel that is now being constructed in the District of Columbia for the 
supply of water here, which weallagreeabout. Itisan important thing. 
It was on this bill last year. Since the 1st day of November this tun- 
nel has been filling up with water, and it will be a great expense to 
the Government, to the contractors, or to somebody, every day that 
this is delayed. 

Now as respects the amendment which is under immediate consid- 
eration, that item was also in this bill before. We knew perfectly 
well, and everybody who has examined the subject, certainly every Sen- 
ator here, knows perfectly well that these cruisers will be of no value 
on the ocean until the armament is provided, and everybody knows 
that we have been talking for years here and in the other branch about 
a new navy, and as the Senator from New Hampshire, who was Secre- 
tary of the Navy, I believe, when these vessels were inaugurated, said 
he hoped to live long enough to see these vessels floating upon the 
water, so do I. 

These are three items that I submit to the Senator from Kansas that, 
as we understand this question, ought to be provided for. How that 
understanding prevails, I only refer to as disclosed in the discussion 
elsewhere; but these items stand in a little different relation from the 


other items which were discarded in this bili, as respects our. duty to 
bring them forward immediately rather than wait for another bill. 
The Committee on Appropriations decided, I think I can say with una- 
nimity, thatnone of these items should go upon this bill. Why? Itwas 
a singular fact that after we had gone through the bill last yearand elim- 
inated from it every practical objection that could possibly be made in 
the House of Representatives, and cut down the bill so that it contained 
only a few of the items that were put upon it in the Senate, it went’ 
back there, and with this understanding, I will say, on the part of peo- 
ple elsewhere, that the bill as then agreed to and then cut down should 
be put in anew and other things should be eliminated, they left off 
these three items. Why? Ido not know what was the motive. A 
Senator once used to say here that that black drop called human motive 
could not always be disclosed or judged of. It so turns out that these 
three items constitute about 20 per cent. of this entire bill; so that 
when we came to make up the final situation at the close of this ses- 
sion it would be paraded against our committee, and against the Sen- 
ate of the United States, that we had added 20 per cent. to these bills 
in the Senate in our extravagance! 

Therefore, and I say it with great respect for the minority Senators 
upon the Committee on Appropriations, we have said hitherto in our 
committee and in the Senate that there had been no party division upon 
these subjects of appropriation; and they would not put us in the at- 
titude as Republicans of presenting appropriations increasing our bills, 
even although they were necessary appropriations for the conduct of the 
public service or to pay some honest creditor. With unanimity the 
Committee on Appropriations decided that it would eliminate from this 
bill all these items, so that when the bill went back to the House of 
Representatives it would go back there at least in such form that no 
expert or arithmetician of that body or elsewhere could show that the 
extravagant Senate had put 20 per cent. upon the bill. 

Mr. President, although I think these threeitems are mainly in the 
sameline, I voted against the amendment of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, although having greatsympathy with his constituents as respectsit, 
feeling that we ought not to do this in view of the fact that the Post- 
master-General had violated a plain provision of law in order to carry’ 
on the Government so far as the Post-Office Department was concerned 
without calling an extra session of Congress, which for many reasons’ 
the President was bound to do when this and other bills failed on the 
4th of March last. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. | I submit to the Senator that his logic is very bad 
in that case. Why does he not impeach the Postmaster-General and 
pay my constituents? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate having put this provision in the bill 
and this being the best argument on my part, I trust the Senator will 
not get excited on that particular topic. Besides that, I am to act as 
a judge if the Postmaster-General should be impeached, and I beg to be 
excused now in anticipation from expressing an opinion on that subject. 
So I will withdraw that remark. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihavelistened with greatinterest to whatthe Senator 
from Iowa has said—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator always does. 

Mr. BUTLER. As Ialways do; but I should be very much obliged 
to him, and should feel very much instructed, if he would first tell us 
in this body precisely what the Committee on Appropriations intend, 
what they mean, what they desire us to do in this regard. I have 
heard one Senator from that committee say one thing, and another an- 
other, and another another. I should be very glad indeed if, as the 
representative of that committee upon this floor, he would say to us 
just what he wants us to doin regard to the matter. I will adopt him 
as my file-leader. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very much obliged to the Senator, and I will 
tell him whatI propose todo without advising him as to what his duty is, 

I shall vote against the amendment of the Senator from Maine be- 
cause I believe that is the true policy of this body as respects this par- 
ticular appropriation, although Ishould be glad to vote with him at any 
other time upon thissubject. Ishall voteagainst him also upon the water 
tunnel, although I believe that is the most pressing public service for 
which we can appropriate money at this time. But after the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have so decided, and as I believe wisely, I do 
not care to open up these questions again. Therefore it is that I hope 
the Senator from Maine will withdraw the amendment now proposed 
by him. 

Ki have said thus much upon this bill for the purpose of showing to 
the Senate and to people elsewhere who may be interested in the sub- 
ject that this great bill is not before the Senate now because of any 
fault of the Senate as respects any single matter in connection with it; 
that it is here because elsewhere it was delayed until such time as that 
it was impossible for it to be considered here. From whencesoever 
comes the statement that the bill failed last year because of the con- 
duct of the Senate, I repeat it did not receive the bill until the night 
of the 1st of March, two days before we adjourned; that the Committee 
on Appropriations, which was bound in honor to consider it item by 
item, did not receive it until the morning of the 2d of March; and that, 
sitting hours that ought to have been devoted to sleep and to rest, and de- 
voting that time to the consideration of the bill, they were only able to 
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bring it before the Senate at such time as that it was impossible to 


print it finally for consideration by the Congress of the two Houses. 
All I rose to say was to repel the idea that the Senate of the United 
States is in any sense responsible for these delays. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I only desire to say that since this de- 
bate begun I have taken pains to ascertain that a bill will be presented 
to us within a week from this time—I think within five days—con- 
taining all these important items of appropriation, and that it is very 
much better to consider them then than now. I have taken pains to 
ascertain that, without being able to say how. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if this amendment is going to give rise 
to the offering of many other amendments, as I have been told it will, 
owing to the desire I have to get through as soon as possible, I will 
withdraw it. é 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend the bill by striking out from line 
7 to line 12, inclusive, on page 38, in the following words: 

For payment of judgments and awards recovered against the United States 
for flowage damages ca by the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin, and reported to Congress by the Attorney- 
General in Senate Executive Document HM, Forty-ninth Congress, second session, 
as follows. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I make this motion on which to 
predicate the observations I have to make, but my objection goes to 
all that part of the bill which extends from line 6, on page 38, to line 
19, on page 49, except so much of it as proposes to repeal the act of 
1875, under which it is insisted that these damages have grown up. 

As the recital of the bill is that these payments are predicated upon 
judgments and awards, it may be that the Senate will consider itself 
bound by the judgments of the Court of Claims, and I know that ordi- 
narily I should feel so bound. 

Whether this amendment and my objections to this portion of the 

- bill be sustained or not, I think it is right that a statement should be 
made to the Senate in regard to the history of this appropriation. 

In 1846 the Government gave to Wisconsin three half sections of land 
to the mile on each side of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers for the purpose 
of aiding Wisconsin when it became a State, for it seems it was then 
in process of coming into the Union, to form an open water-way for 
navigation between the Mississippi River and Lake.Michigan. ‘This 
land was in some way disposed of. I do not propose to discuss it fur- 
ther than to state that Wisconsin got the three half sections to the mile 
for the entire distance from Green Bay to the Mississippi River, that is, 
960 acres of land to the mile This land, I say, was in some way dis- 
posed of. Appropriations have been made by the Government to carry 
on this work. By the act of 1875 the right seems to have been secured 
to persons injured by the flowage of the Jands, and under that act the 
judgments embraced in this bill and those in former bills have been 
brought before Congress for appropriation. 

Subsequently to the disposition of the land granted in this case, the 
Government has spent about $2,000,000 in appropriations from time to 
time ranging from $175,000 to $250,000, perhaps in one or two years 
$500,000. The work it seems is now abandoned, and I was advised 
many years ago by the Chief of Engineers, or rather by his assistant, 
that it ought to have been abandoned sooner. This large amount of 
money has been expended. 

I ought, however, to state that it seems when Wisconsin abandoned 
the prosecution of the work it turned the work over for prosecution by 
the Government of the United States, that is the improvement of the 
river, but reserving the water to the State of Wisconsin. Locks and 
dams were built at a number of places along the Fox River, furnishing 
yery fine water-power. This water-power is occupied by private indi- 
viduals, and numerous mills and manufactories are now carried on upon 
that river by the water-power furnished by the locks and dams built 
by the Government at an expense of $2,000,000, after the immense 
amount of lands above referred to had been previously granted. 

In 1875 there was an appropriation of $25,000 to pay for condemned 
land and for flowage, it seems, that year. Then there have been one 
or two other items. There have been three appropriations made to pay 
commissioners for assessing the damages on account of flowage, and 
these payments altogether amount to some $10,000. The last Congress 
appropriated $91,301.11 to pay for flowage. The present bill appro- 
priates a little over $130,000 more. 

While we may not avoid the making of these appropriations, it may 
be useful; if not to us, to the people of some of the other States, to learn 
how to be enterprising and thrifty by following the example of Wis- 
consin in this case, in securing I do not know how much land, for I 
do not know the distance from Green Bay to the Mississippi River, but 
it must be some 400 miles. They obtained 960 acres of land to the 
mile, besides $2,000,000 in cash, and some additional appropriations. 
The work is still incomplete so far as the navigation between the Mis- 
sissippi and Lake Michigan is concerned, but it is complete enough to 
furnish water-power for a great number of manufacturing establish- 
ments and mills along the Fox River at Government expense. 

I think in makiug these appropriations it is right that we should 


understand we are making them to satisfy demands of that kind upon 
the Government, where there is no possible show of equity, but the 
strongest evidences of improper pretia to obtain money from the Gov- 
ernment, not for the purpose of public use, but for the benefit of the 
mill-owners and manufacturers along the river. 

As I have stated, the items here cover eleven pages of this bill. It 
is recited in the paragraph which I propose to strike out that they are 
inserted on account of judgments and awards made under the act, I 
suppose, of 1875. If my amendment will not do any good in arresting 
such an appropriation this year, it may do good, as I suggested, in stim- 
ulating people in other States and other portions of the country to like 
thrift and enterprise in securing the enrichment of citizens out of the 
Federal Treasury. 

Mr.HALE. Mr. President, this subject has been for years before 
Congress, and it comes about in this way: After the Government had 
commenced that great work, upon which vast sums of money had been 
expended, of improving the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, questions arose 
as to damages that were done to owners of property lying upon the 
river and near by; and Congress in 1875 passed the act approved 
March 3, 1875, which is entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the improvement 
of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin.” That 
act, in terms, recognizes the fact that claims for damages are arising 
from time to time against the Government on account of its works 
there, provides for adjudication of the subjects-matter, and that the 
Government should be represented by attorneys and proper representa- 
tives when the question of consideration of damages to the citizens 
shonld arise. > 

That act is the fundamental statute upon which these claims are 
presented. In accordance with that act the Government went on with 
its works, and from time to time claims were made because of damage 
from flowage and other causes resulting from the Government works. 
The matters were brought into court and a commission appointed, 
which was recognized by the Government, appearing before it and con- 
testing the claims. Some dispute arising on certain of these claims, 
the Government took an appeal from the court which had appointed 
the commissioners and carried the case to the Supreme Court; and the 
Supreme Court decided that the machinery as put in operation by vir- 
tue of the fundamental statute was correct, and that the parties had, 
under the legislation of Congress and under the act of the Government, 
proper claims. 

That having been established, the Attorney-General from year to 
year has certified these claims and they have been presented to us as 
regular estimates. As the foundation of the provisions which are 
found in the bill, in the regular Estimates, page 25 of Document No. 
29, under the head of ‘‘ Fox and Wisconsin River Improvements,” is 
this estimate: 

For payment of judgments and awards recovered against the United States 
for flowage damages caused by the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers in the State of Wisconsin, and reported to Congress by the Attorney- 
General in Senate Executive Document No. 94, Forty-ninth Congress, second 
session, as follows. 

The list follows, giving‘the names of the claimants and the amounts 
of their judgments. Those judgments having passed through the 
scrutiny of the court in which the Government was represented, and 
then through the Department, are certified to Congress and adopted by 
the House of Representatives. The Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions has agreed to the propositions as embodied in the bill by the 
House of Representatives. 

Now, as to whether there are any cases of undue claims or a dis- 
position to mulct the Government, I am not informed. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has not gone into the subject-matter of each 
distinctive case, but has found that the general appropriations rest 
upon the foundation of an enacted statute passed by Congress and ap- 
proved by the President; that the proceedings have been in accordance 
with that statute; that the Government has been represented every- 
where; and that to be certain of its rights it took an appeal, which was 
settled against it, and therefore the propositions have come up here. 

I am glad to say that we have got about to the end of these claims, 
and that there is a provision in the bill, incorporated by the other House 
and agreed to thus far by the Senate, repealing the whole thing, and 
winding it up; and I suppose sooner or later we shall see the last of 
these claims. ‘That is the reason why the provision ison the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine as to the character of these damages, if the committee went into 
that part of the subject. Is it for overflow upon the lands adjoining 
the river by reason of the damming up of water? 

Mr. SAWYER. I willanswer that question. Yes, that is the case. 
As the Senator from Maine stated, there was an act passed by Congress" 
allowing the damages to be ascertained under the State law, and they 
were ascertained under our condemnation law. Commissions were ap- 
pointed. A suit was taken to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and that court affirmed the judgment of the court below. After that 
there were a great many suits appealed to the circuit court, but in 
almost every case the plaintiffs obtained an increased judgment over 
the awards. Those cases were reported to the Attorney-General. The. 
Attorney-General says, in a document which I have not in my hand, 
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because I did not suppose the provision would be attacked, that there 
was nothing else for the Government to do but to pay the awards. 

As the Senator from Maine says, I think all the claims for damages 
have been settled. 

At any rate there were a great many claims filedlastsummer. The 
commission first went along the river and then filedclaims back. They 
reported one hundred and twenty-three claims amounting to $300,000. 
Those, of course, are not yet paid. This provision repeals the law, and 
if it is adopted I think it will wind up the business, except that there 
may be a little charge for the service of the commissioners last sum- 
mer. 

I hope the provision will not be stricken out, and I do not think it 
would be, if it was fully understood. It was fully discussed in the 
other House and put in there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVARTS. I beg to call attention to the proviso in the clause 
on the fifth page regarding repayments to importers. The proviso be- 
gins at line 9. A provisionis asked for by the Government to pay the 
obligations incurred in repayment of duties exacted beyond the rates 
fixed by law, and occasion is taken of this appropriation to introduce 
here a clause of general legislation. I will read the proviso: 

Provided, That section 3011 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is hereby, amended by inserting after the word "paid, in the 
seventh line, the following: “Together with costs of suit and interest at the 
rate of 3 per cent. per annum,” 

The gravamen of this proviso isin reducing the interest now called for 
by the statute in force as 6 per cent., or in whatever State at the rate 
of interest that there prevails. Now, this is general legislation. It has 
no concern with the appropriation or with the deficiency; and I propose 
to strike out the whole clause. If it should not be stricken out it is 
very important that it should be made apparent that this provision of 
this reduced rate of interest should only apply to%suits and to claims 
which have not already accrued. The Senate will see at once that if 
a right of action has now accrued and is in suit or is in complete right 
of action to be sued, to take away arate of interest that has already ac- 
cerned and been accruing under the laws as they have existed is simply 
ne so much money from the rightful and accrued claims of cred- 

tors. 

Mr. HOAR. TI lost part of the Senator’sstatement. Did theSenator 
state that where duties were paid under protest they now bear interest 
before judgment? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; always. 

Mr. HOAR. Atwhat rate; 6 per cent.? 

Mr. EVARTS. Whatever is the rate of the State in which the suit 
is brought. 

The Treasury Department have not desired that this retroactive effect 
shall occur, and the Secretary of the Treasury has drawn a clause in the 
language here used with theintention that it shall notapply to any suit 
heretofore brought. The Committee on Appropriations of the other 
House asked also for a clause that would cover pending cases, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury gave thema clause to that effect, but accom- 
panied it with this observation: 

I do not, however, wish to be understood as recommending the latter course, 
inasmuch as these claims have to a great extent already accrued, and the 
obligations being now fixed under existing law, the effect of such legislation 
might be seriously inequitable if not found to be unconstitutional. 

The House of Representatives has not followed the latter clause, but 
that which was regarded as operative only perspectively. As this pro- 
vision takes its place in the text of the Revised Statutes, if it is adopted, 
I propose this precautionary clause: ‘‘ But this provision shall not af- 
fect existing suits or demands.” I use the words “‘suits’’ and ‘‘de- 
mands” because those are the words used in the section of the Revised 
Statutes, and that section, let me add, is exclusively applied to these 
very suits for the recovery of duties. ` 

I move that the clause I have read shall be added, to make it clear 
by law that the views of the Secretary of the Treasury are right, that 
it shall have no operation upon accrued and existing claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York will send 
his proposed amendment to the desk, and it will be read by the Secre- 


Mr. HALE. The Senator has moved to strike out the proviso. If 
he succeeds in that he does not want to add any amendment to it. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ishall move afterwards to strike out the whole pro- 
vision, if I am in order. 

Mr. HALE. Move to amend first. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not want to lose any right to strike it out as 
general legislation. I suppose that making it better does not alter my 
right to move to strike it out. ; 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator can take his choice, of course, in moving 
the amendment first or moving first to strike out the clause. If the 
clause is stricken out, he of course does not want to offer any amend- 
ment to it. 5 

Mr. EVARTS. Then perhaps, asthatissimpler, Ishall move tostrike 
out the general legislation. z 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator move to strike out 
the clause? 

Mr. EVARTS. I move to strike out the proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Beginning in line 9, on page 5, it is proposed to 
strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That section 3011 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and 
the same is hereby, amended by inserting, after the word “ paid,” in the seventh 


-line, the following: ‘Together with costs of snit and interest ab the rate of 3 per 


cent. per annum, 


Mr. EVARTS. I think every Senator will agree that this is a piece 
of general legislation, whether it is wise and just and equitable legis- 
lation, providing that the Government shall pay back to its importers 
what it had exacted illegally fromthem with only 3 per cent. interest, 
whereas when it sues them for their not paying what they owe the 
United States exacts from them 6 per cent. interest. Whatever Sena- 
tors may think about that, we shall all agree that this is general legisla- 
tion, as it seems tome. It is a change of the general laws regarding 
the payment of interest and the general provisions of law. 

Aside from the particular section to which Irefer, which is now un- 
der consideration, and is to be amended by the proviso which I desire 
to discard, it really introduces for the first time a rule that there shall 
be one rate of interest by which the debtors of the Government shall 
be held in their payments, and another and lower rate for the United 
States in pari materia concerning the same subject of debt. It is, there- 
fore, plainly a disturbance of the general arrangements which make 
the law of interest. Wherever interest is recoverable by the Govern- 
ment or recoverable against the Government, it is on the same level of 
interest. 

It is also special legislation concerning this general regulation on the 
statute-book of the mattef of the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. HALE. If the proposition covered by the proviso had been in 
the form of a Senate amendment to the House bill, it would be subject 
to the point of order suggested by the Senator from New York; but it . 
comes to the Senate as a part of the bill which the House of Represent- 
atives passed. While that body has now stringent rules excluding 
general legislation upon appropriation bills, there is there, as here, no 
rule, however stringent, that will prevent any measure passing unani- 
mously. This proposition, I believe, passed the other House nem. con. 
Nobody there invoked the rule. Itis beforethe Senate asa part of the 
bill, andiwe can not deal with the question of order. So that question 
isd ofin itself. Further than that, the Committee on Appropri- 
ations did not think it worth while, as a matter of wisdom, to inter- 
fere with this provision which the othag House had put on. 

The cases where duties have been exacted by the Government, paid 
by the importer, become the subject of protest and suit, and, in many 
cases,of judgments against the United States, are already favored cases. 
The rule generally is that the Government does not pay interest until 
after judgment. An exception has arisen in this case. Years ago the 
question was raised and it was passed upon by the Supreme Court, in 
which it was decided that interest applied after the payment to the 
Government and before judgment, upon which numerous cases have 
arisen. Many suits are found upon the dockets of the courts of the 
southern district of New York to recover sums wrongfully exacted, 
and interest upon them, and the claimants all the while are favored 
to this degree, that not only do they get from the Government interest, 
but they get it at the rate of 6 per cent. whenever the statute of the 
State in which the duties are exacted provides that rate. So the im- 
porters of New York have been getting back their money and 6 per 
cent, besides up to the date of judgmentas well as afterwards. When 
they get their judgment it is as good as a bond of the Government. 

It has been thought that this favored class, who are receiving interest 
from the Government, which pays interest on its debts when incorpo- 
rated intoa judgment, ought not to receive as much as 6 per cent. ; that 
they ought to be content with 3 percent. There are many who be- 
lieve that all this interest ought to be stricken out, and that it should 
not be computed until the claim is embodied in a judgment like other 
classes of clai I do not know but that an amendment will be 
moved here striking out the interest entirely. It has been suggested 
to me that such an amendment will be moved, but the other House 
did not consider it wise to go so far, neither did the Senate Committee 
on pas pamper butleftitat 3 per cent., which is about as fair a rate 
and which is as large as the Government is paying now upon any new 
engagements that it enters into, or on any new issue of bonds, and men 
can borrow money upon good security, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggests to me, at that rate. 

Therefore the committee has not thought it wise to interfere with 
this provision. I hope that the Senator’s amendment will not prevail, 
but that the clause will be left as the House left it, with these men 
getting 3 per cent., as hardly anybody else does against the Govern- 
ment, and that they will be content with that. 

Mr. EVARTS, ‘The Senator from Maine is, I think, inattentive to 
the ground of the suit and the claim on the part of the merchant. It 
arises from an illegal exaction enforced by an authority of Government 
against the importers which extracts from them money that they do 
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notowe. The original suits were at common law and on the direct 
right of a citizen to sue the collector for extorting from him a rate of 
duty that the law had notimposed. He was a wrongdoer; he was not 
executing the law; he tivas not putting the importer or merchant in the 
condition of a debtor to the Government; he compelled, by force of his 
power in office, a payment contrary to law. 

There never has been, and I hope there never will Be, in the country 
from which we draw our habits and our laws, or in our own, any im- 
pediment that will be thrown in the way of the full recourse of every 
citizen against oppression, and I hope that no qualification of his in- 
demnity will be adopted as an insidious mode of accomplishing that 
oppression. Having that right at common law and by common right, 
the plaintiff in his judgment had a right to pursue the collector out of 
his own fortune for his having violated the law. 

There was no favor asked of this Government in the matter. All 
that has supervened in the series of legislation has been this: that in- 
stead of leaving the collector to this pursuit, even to the point of exe- 
cution, this right should be recognized as unchanged in quality. No- 
body has ventured to say that any impediment should be thrown in 
the way of any importer or any citizen recovering money that was taken 
contrary to law. All that the legislation has done has been this: that 
although the judgment should be allowed, and the right of judgment 
should proceed upon the same ground, yet there should be certain pro- 
tections to thecollector. It required that there should be prompt suit, 
that there should be prompt protest, that there should be prompt a 
peal, and prompt decision by the Government, whether they would 
stand by thecollectorornot. Then further, and that is all they under- 
took in regard to the right of recourse, after that it was provided that 
though the right was passed upon in this same sense and nature, when 
the judgment was given against the collector it should not be enforced, 
but was then accompanied with a provision that it should be paid out 
of the Treasury. 

Now, is it to be said that it is a wise thing that money shall be taken 
contrary to the statute from a citizen, and if he recovers judgment 
for it at the distance of three, or six, or nine, or more years, he shall 
have it without interest? What is that but a Congressional exaction 
contrary to law in the shape of proper indemnity as to the restoration ? 
Is it, then, any more just, if you can not take away the whole interest, 
for you to claim that you have restored the money illegally taken when 
you do not restore it until ten years afterwards? Are you ready to 
say that. by mere power of law, contrary to every regulation of interest 
provided for collections by the Government, or collections against it 
where they are are allowed, there shall be not 6 per cent. but in this 
case only 3 per cent. allowed ? 

It seems to me that Senators must understand that they are trifling 
with a direct, a universal, and an impregnable right to see that money 
is not taken from a citizen contrary tolaw. Everywhere we areat the 
mercy of collectors, everywhere the courts do not do justice between 
the importer and the Government, while they do justice between all 
other citizens and the public wherever that recourse is given. 

Certainly it is quite true that when a measure has been inserted in 
s deficiency bill which on objection here could not be put in, as con- 
trary to our rules, and which could not have been put on in the other 
House if it had been objected to there, a Senator can move to strike it 
out and ap to the interest and the duty in proper legislation of 
this body that they will not tolerate general legislation in a deficiency 
appropriation bill. The present motion is to strike out. If that is 
not granted—I hope it will be—then I will consider the question of 
making very clear what I suppose the Treasury Department means to 
make it, that it shall not apply to accrued claims. 

Mr. HOAR. I was inclined, when my attention was first called to 
this proposition, to think that the Government would have satisfied its 
duty to the citizen by providing a remedy for the recovery from the 
Government of the money exacted from him by the collector and a 
rate of interest for its detention equivalent to that which the Govern- 
ment was itself paying upon its loans directly, or as ascertained by the 
rate at which a Government bond is sold in the market. But Iam 
satisfied on further reflection that¢hat is an erroneous view, and that 
the Senator from New York is not only clearly right in his claim, but 
that he might have gone furtherand have insisted that the preservation 
of the present rule, instead of the amendment of the law proposed by 
the House of Representatives, is essential to the constitutionality of 
the whole proceeding. 

The Constitution of the United States in the fifth article of amend- 
ment is express, as Senators well know, that 

No person shall * * è bedeprived of life, liberty, or property, without due 


process of law; nor shall private property be taken for pul use without just 


compensation. 


Here is a person who is authorized by the power of the Government 
itself to seize without any lawful process, without any lawful occasion, 
without any lawful right, the property of the citizen, unless he shall 
pay to him a sum of money unlawfully exacted. 

If we were to pass a law that in any such case as that which could 
be described the citizen should have aright to sue the despoiler in 
court, of course such an act, Wehethnk posta Dy Onnareen or by any State 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


703 


Legislature, would be held at once to be unconstitutional as depriving 
the citizen of a remedy in the courts and as indirectly making possi- 
ble and without legal remedy the seizing of his property without due 
process of law. It has been held, just as it is held in the case of taking 
private property for a public use, such as a public building, or anything 
of that kind, that an ample remedy given by statute against the Gov- 
ernment is to be presumed to be ample compensation in the one case 
or an ample remedy for a wrong in the other case, if it be a wrong. 

And therefore I suppose the courts have sustained and would sustain 
(although that must have been a question of some doubt in the begin- 
ning) the law which, after a judgment is obtained against the collector, 
deprives the citizen of any execution against the private property of the 
wrongdoer and compels him to accept as a substitute a claim i 
the Treasury of the United States. But certainly that law could not 
be supported for a moment if it gave to the citizen, instead of the en- 
tire amount of the judgment he has recovered against the collector, 90 
or 70, or 50 per cent. only of that judgment. His claim against the 
Treasury of the United States must be ample and complete and com- 
mensurate with his injury, or the constitutional provision is not satis- 
fied. 

Tt seems to me it is equally unconstitutional to provide that the cit- 
izen’s may be seized by the collector of the port of New York, 
and that he shall have not interest for the detention for three, four, or 
five years while his remedy is pending, or before the act of Congress 
passes which compensates him, as it would be to say that he should 
get but 75, or 80, or 90 per cent. of the amount of that judgment when 

e comes to be paid from the Treasury. 

So, then, it is essential to the constitutionality of this whole matter, 
which the Government has adopted for its convenience, of substituting 
for a remedy against the collector a claim against the Treasury of the 
United States, that there shall be a provision for the payment of the 
principal sum and a sufficient and adequate rate of interest. It is not 
a suficient and adequate rate of interest to compensate a citizen for the 
detention of money for a term of years to pay him the sum which a gov- 
ernment of undoubted and unquestioned credit and strength can bor- 
row money for. 

I can not borrow money at 3 per cent., the rate which is now pro- 
posed to be fixed here, and I suppose there is no private individual in 
the country that can, asa rule; and therefore, in o to support this leg- 
islation at all under the Constitution, there must be a provision which 
not only provides for the recompense from the Tresasury of the sum 
lost, but of a rate of interest equal to that which the ordinary average 
citizen in decent credit is obliged to pay to make up to himself money 
which is detained from him; and of course there can be no better means 
of ascertaining what that is than to ascertain what is the rate of interest 
which in each State the State Legislature finds a proper and reasonable 
SADE making such recompense for detention as between citizen and 
ci 

That is the present and existing policy. If, then, you cut down this 
rate of interest from 6 per cent. to 3, in the case of the citizen of 
New York whose private property is taken by the collector and turned 
into the Treastiry, you have deprived him of a portion of his constitu- 
tional remedy, just as much asif you deducted that difference between 
3 per cent. and 6 per cent. from the principal of his claim. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the honorable Senator from New York 
might with entire safety have gone even further than I understood 
him to go in his argument, and have assailed this proposition as con- 
trary not only to the spirit but to the exact letter of the Constitution. 

Mr. EVARTS. The question now is on the motion to strike out. 
When we come to the 3 per cent. provision I have already intimated 
that the only protection of that reduction would be a computation for 
future action. 

Mr. HALE. Itstrikesmethat the only fault with the fine reasoning 
ofthe Senatorfrom Massachusetts which followed the equally fine reason- 
ing of the Senator from New York is that they invest the subject of in- 
terest which attaches to the claim against the Government with the same 
solemnity and the same definitiveness as the original proposition that 
a Government shall not take private property without making indem- 

ification. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, will my friend allow me to put a question there? 
Does the Senator doubt that a provision that private property might be 
taken for public use, its value at the time of taking ascertained, and the 
money repaid without interest at a distance of four, five, or six years, 
would be unconstitutional ? 

Mr. HALE. That question is not raised here. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the exact question. 

Mr. HALE. That question is not raised here, because the proposi- 
tion is not to deprive the citizen of some attaching rate of interest from 
the time when he has been deprived of his property. That proposition 
is not involved here. Whether Ishould argue that or not if it came up 
it is not necessary to assume here now; but to declare that because the 
Government is bound by the constitutional provision to indemnify the 
citizen for the property which it has taken carries with it an equal 
obligation that it must pay the rate of interest that the local statute 
fixes at the place where the payment has been cxacted by the Govern- 
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ment is a great deal further than I would go or than I believe lawyers 
or judges generally would go. i 

The interest that follows a claim of this kind attaches to the original 
proposition. That the Government in declaring how the citizen shall 
seek his remedy, through what courts he shall apply, may not also de- 
clare that in its wisdom, that in the judgment of Congress a fair rate 
of interest that shall attach to thatoriginal claim shall be so and so, I do 
not believe. There is no sanctity about the local statute of New York 
that fixes 6 per cent., or of California that perhaps fixes 8, or another 
State that fixes 7, which obliges the Government to pay that as a 
matter of course because it has taken a man’s property; but if there 
is anywhere any authority lodged in any tribunal to decide what that 
rate of interest shall be, it must be in Congress, 

Suppose that it can not confiscate the citizen’s right to interest as an 
attachment to his claim against the Government for money taken, who 
shall decide what that rate of interest is? I believe that Congress is 
the proper authority. It can not perhaps confiscate it entirely, but it 
is not obliged to say that because the exaction has been made in the 
port of Boston, therefore there attaches to it the rate of interest pre- 
scribed in Massachusetts, or that in California it is the rate prescribed 
there, or in New Orleans the rate that is prescribed there. Congress 
must have the power to fix in reason the amount of interest that shall 

as an attachment to this claim that the citizen has against it for 
day, Poin his property. ` That is the basis, I take it, on which the 
other House put in this clause. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose what the Senator from Maine saysis true, that 
the law-making power may fix the rate of interest, but they must fix 
areasonablerate. My proposition is that no law-making power can put 
a rate which is clearly and manifestly below what is the average and 
proper rate of interest between private citizens. 

Mr. HALE. Who shall decide it? 

Mr. HOAR. We shall decide it; but nobody donbts that when the 
House of Representatives propose to us to fix this rate of 3 per cent., 
instead of 6 as it is now, they are making a rate below that at which 
ida! citizens in good credit can borrow money for three or four years 
as a rule. 

Mr. HALE. Any man in New York, on the judgment of the United 
States in his favor, certified by a court having undoubted jurisdiction, 
can raise money at 3 per cent. any day upon that judgment. 

Mr. EVARTS. On the contrary, in my judgment, according to the 
experience of the collections by these judgment creditors, they would 
gladly part with 25 per cent. of their judgments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think that this discussion and 
this provision in this appropriation bill illustrate more strongly than 
any case I have known the absolute folly of attempting to legislate on 
most difficult questions of finance and law upon appropriation bills. 
Here is a bill called an ‘‘urgent deficiency bill,” that has in it a great 
multitude of appropcieions for debts clearly due, that have been due 
for months and years without bearing any interest, and yet the House 
of Representatives felt at liberty to attach a provision here which 
changes a law of forty years’ standing, a law that has been practiced 
upon, relating to two separate classes of claims against the Govern- 
ment, having no relation to each other. First, this clause deals with 
claims of importers who, in order to get possession of their goods, de- 
posit more money in the Treasury than is required to pay the duties, 
so that they may get immediate possession, leaving the question of the 
precise amount to be liquidated afterwards. 

There is no confiscation about that. It is done as a matter of con- 
venience, for the expedition of the transaction, for the convenience of 
the Government. In those cases no interest is paid by the Govern- 
ment, but as soon as the matter is liquidated the excess is paid over 
under existing laws; or if there is a controversy about the rate of duty, 
the collector decides what he thinks is right according to the law, and 
then the citizen, if dissatisfied, pays the amount and commences his 
suit for what he alleges to be the erroneous exaction of the collector. 
When that suit is commenced within the proper time and in the 
proper way, it may be pending for years, and there are now cases under 
the loose methods adopted in the city of New York where these suits 
have been left for years runningafter they have been brought. Finally, 
if judgment is rendered in favor of the importer, a judgment for the 
amount of the duties is rendered, and then, not in pursuance of express 
provision of law, but in pursuance of universal common law, where 
the collector has taken more than he ought to havetaken, the law pre- 
sumes that besides the money which the importer deposited over and 
above the amount found due, he shall have interest on that deposit. 

In the one case, therefore, interest is paid, and in the other case in- 
terest is not paid; but this provision undertakes to say that in all such 
cases interest shall be paid at the rate of 3 per cent., besides the costs of 
suit. One effect of this is to increase the amount of interest that will 
be paid, because this provision, being an amendment to that section of 
the Revised Statutes which regulates the importation of goods, would 
apply to both classes of invoices, both classes of payments into the 

; and, if it applies at all, it will apply just as much to inter- 
est on the amount that is voluntarily paid by the importer in excess of 
the duties as upon the amount recovered in judgment. 

Then the language is so loosely drawn that no man can tell what is 


meant by it. Let us look fora moment. The section referred to by 
this bill provides: 

Serc. 3011. Any person who shall have made payment under protest and in 
order to obtain possession of merchandise imported for him, to any collector, 
or person acting as collector, of any money as duties, when such amount o. 
duties was not, or was not wholly, authorized by law, may maintain an action 
in the nature of an action at law, which shall be triable by jury, to ascertain 
the validity of such femand and payment of duties, and to recover back any ex- 
cess so paid, 3 

According to the plain language of the law, he can only recover back 
the excess paid, but as this is a suit against the collector, the courts 
have uniformly declared that interest followed the claim. If the money 
was illegally exacted, as is claimed by the importer, then the interest 
followed the principal, and therefore the courts in New York have in 
some cases allowed as much interest as principal. Cases have run along 
for ten or fifteen years, and in some cases where I was required to pay, 
eat here Secretary of the Treasury, the interest was in excess of the 
princi 

There was negligence on the part of the importer in failing to prose- 
cute, probably, or in leaving it to the lawyer to dò as he pleased, but 
in most cases the interest largely accrued. That interest was not au- 
thorized by express law, butauthorized by the universal principle of 
justice that, where a debt is withheld, unreasonably, interest follows as 
a necessary consequence. That judgmentis rendered not under express 
law, but upon the universal law applicable alike to the Government 
and to the individual. 

Now, theprovision comes in and proposes that in all this class of cases 
where there is a dispute arising as to the amount that should have been 
paid interest shall be allowed at 3 per cent. 

The section I have read is to be amended by inserting, after the word 
‘‘paid,” in the seventh line, the following: ‘‘Together with the costs 
and interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum.”’ 

When does the interest commence? Is it to accrue after judgment? 
If it only means interest after judgment rendered, it would be one 

i When shall the interest commence? 

Mr. HALE. From the date of payment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That would enormously swell the amount of in- 
terest to be paid, because in the great mass of these cases there is no 
interest now paid by the Government. There is no interest paid by 
the Government in any case except where excessive duties are collected 
by the collector. To change the existing law now in this way would 
cover a multitude of cases and thus deprive a man of the command of 
his property without law. ; 

For instance, taking the doctrine stated by the Senator that this 
should go back to the time wfen the money was paid into the hands 
of the Government, suppose now, under the existing law, the man is 
entitled to 6 per cent.; suppose the amount of principal was $1,000 and 
the interest $500 now accrued, have we a right to say that that inter- 
est, which has accrued for many years, shall not be paid at the rate of 
6 per cent. when the law requires it to beso paid? ‘That would be un- 
just, that would be confiscation, a deprivation of a man’s property act- 
ually acerued, because another section of the law provides expressly 
that on all judgments rendered against the United States in circuit and 
district courts interest shall accrue at the rate current in the State 
where the judgment was rendered. That is in a previous section of 
the Revised Statutes. That section ought to be referred to in case this 
legislation is passed. 

Section 966 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
the judiciary, provides that— 

Interest shall be allowed on all judgments in civil causes. s 

And this is a civil cause. Mr. President, what I protest against is 
this kind of legislation on an appropriation bill, where we can not amend 
it; where we can not distinguish between different kinds of claims— 
those bearing interest and those not bearing interest. It seems to me, 
therefore, that the Committee on Appropriations ought to say to the 
House of Representatives, ‘‘ This is a matter that properly ought to be 
considered by the Finance or the Judiciary Committee; we can not con- 
sider it; we can not see exactly the effect and operation of this clanse, 
and it therefore ought to be omitteé from this bill.” 

Ihave a long argument here by a very respectable gentleman in 
New York, known to most of the Senators, I suppose, in which he 
speaks of the hardships and difficulties that would accrue out of the 
passage of this provision. Those he represents only knew of it by 
seeing it in the newspapers by accident. Now, their attention is sud- 
‘denly called to it, their interests are affected, and their whole manner 
of doing business is to be changed or affected by a hasty provision in 
what is called an ‘‘ urgent deficiency bill.” 

Notwithstanding my familiarity with these laws, I can not under- 
stand the effect and application of this provision. I can not see to 
what extent it may be applied. I can see that honest men might con- 
tend for extending interest back to the origin of the claim, as the Sen- 
ator from Maine does, or back only to the date of the judgment. Isit 
applicable to old judgments, or only to those which may be rendered 
hereafter? Is it applicable to old claims which have been running 
along previously, or only to new claims which may arise after this date? 
All these are important questions that ought to be defined by legisla- 
tion. 
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I believe that a law should be carefully framed declaring as to all 
judgments rendered against a collector that they should be promptly 
presented and paid; but there is now authority of law without any 
special appropriation, a general law to refund excessive duties. These 
ee ought to be promptly presented and they should be promptly 
paid upon the judgment being rendered, and there ought to be some 
provision made by which these cases should not,be lingering for year 
after year; there ought to be some provision that unless they are pros- 
ecuted duly and even with extraordinary haste they should draw no 
interest whatever and no interest should be allowed by the court. 
That provision ought clearly to be adopted. For instance, if men lay 
quietly upon a claim thus accruing year after year, the law ought to 
declare that unless the claim is prosecuted with due diligence no in- 
terest should be allowed by the court in pronouncing the judgment. 
That provision surely ought to be added. É 

Mr. HALE. Then the Senator admits that the law-making power 
may deal with the question of interest and regulate it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. Nobody denies that. But the 
question is this: You are here dealing with it ina way that is entirely 
insufficient and utterly illogical. Congress may say that the courts of 
the United States shall allow no interest against the Government of 
the United States or against its officers when acting in the discharge 
of their duty. Congress may say that, but it would not be right for 
them to say it, because Congress has neglected the prompt discharge of 
its duty, and Congress ought not to impose a hardship on the citizen 
because it neglects to make the necessary appropriations. 

I intend, if I have the opportunity, before this bill closes to offer to 
the Senate—whether it is in order or not I can not say—a provision 
that will give interest to those persons who had claims adjudicated in 
their favor at the last session of Congress, and who have been deprived 
of their interest, and the money withheld from them with an overflow- 
ing Treasury, because there was not sufficient diligence in Congress to 
pass the necessary appropriation. I do not blame the Senate for it; 
because, according to the statement made here yesterday, this defi- 
ciency bill was not sent here until a few days before the end of the 
session, when it was manifestly impossible for the Senate to act upon 
the bill properly. Therefore, the fault rests somewhere else; and yet 
it is a fault for which the claimants ought not to suffer. 

There are hundreds of claims in this bill; I know nothing abouttheir 
merits; but I assume thatthey are good claims, They havebeen found 
in some cases by tribunals like the Court of Claims, they have been 
passed upon in some cases by heads of Departments; in other cases by 
different kinds of tribunals authorized to pass upon them; and the 
claimants ought to have interest from the time their claims were adju- 
dicated. A provision of that kind I should cheerfully vote for, and I 
should be willing also, where there was unreasonable delay and want 
of diligence on the part of the creditor, to deny all interest or reduce 
the rate of interest to 3 or even less than 3 per cent. 

It is manifest, however, that this provision ought not to be kept here. 
It is totally ill-shaped, ill-made up, put in the wrong place, applicable 
not to the section of the Revised Statutes that is recited in the clause, 
but applicable to another section, a different law. I hope, therefore, 
that the committee will allow this clause to be stricken out and that 
they will stand by that action until some practical legislation on this 
subject can be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am in sympathy with the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Ohio that it isan unwise thing to legis- 
late on matters of importance upon an appropriation bill, and especially 
unwise to do so on a bill that requires some haste in its passage; but I 
can not agroo with him as respects this particular amendment. 

In the first place, I see no difficulty in construing the clause, as the 
Senator does. Having examined the clause with some care, I see that 
it only applies to existing conditions. It does not provide for interest 
in any case where interest is not allowed now; it only provides that 

. where interest is now allowed and paid by the Government, the rate 
shall be 3 per cent. instead of 6 per cent. 

This is not a new question in the Senate, in the House of Representa- 
tives, in our committee-rooms, or with Secretaries of the Treasury. 
Away back, as the Senator from Maine said awhile ago, I think as far 
as 1867, it was decided that in all cases where an importer had paid more 
money into the Treasury than the collector was entitled to exact from 
him it was a proper thing for the jury to allow interest from the time 
of such exaction, and I think since that time all Secretaries of the 
Treasury have in these cases of imported goods paid interest in New 
York, where the chief amount of customs duties is collected, upon 
every importation, at the rate of 6 per cent., where in the particular 
case, or in a similar ease, the court had decided that the duty had been 
illegally exacted. That has been the rulein the courts for many years, 
and it has been the rule until, I think, it has grown to be an evil which 
requires the interposition of Congress for its correction. 

The Senator from Ohio said truly that in some cases which came 

_ under his personal knowledge he was obliged to pay a greater sum in 
the way of interest than the principal sum deposited. Secretary Man- 
ning in his report—and, by the way, Secretary Manning drew this 
provision, and it was drawn with the utmost care and with the most 
careful supervision in the Treasury Depariment—intended to meet 
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this evil. In a New York case a judgment was rendered a little over a 
year ago where the principal sum was $44,000 and the interest $84,000. 

Mr. CHACE. That showed simply that the claimant was unjustly 
kept out of the claim for a long time. 

r. ALLISON. I hope gentlemen will not get excited until I go 
over this question. I do not intend to criticise the reasons for that, but 
it may have been the fault of the district attorney in the city of New 
York; it may have been the fault of the importer, who probably was a 
foreigner and could get money at 2 or 3 per cent., and was quite well 
content with loaning the Government of the United States money at 
the rate of 6 per cent. I do not care to discuss the details of that case. 

These cases have gone on until the present Secretary of the Trea 
informs us in his annual report that some corrective should be aplot 
I hope that on such a question we shall all give credence to his state- 
ments. He has stated thesituation of these suits; he says that the suits 
now pending in the district court for the southern district of New York 
will not be decided during this generation. I ask Senators whether 
they believe that is a wise condition of things? I agree with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that this anomalous position of things ought not to con- 
tinue, and that some method should be provided to cure it. I agree 
with him also that this is in some respects an imperfect cure. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator inform the Senate, if he is himself 
informed, how soon a citizen can enter a suit, and, prosecuting it with 
diligence, in the city of New York, reach a judgment in a case? How 
many years will it take ? 

Mr. ALLISON, I think the Senator from Massachusetts has asked 
me a question which the legislation of Congress is required to answer. 
Of course the Senator from New York can answer the question much 
better than I can; but I do not believe that if a man was to commence 
his suit against the Government of the United States to-day in the 
city of New York afid take his chances of trial upon that docket, hav- 
ing the cases called in their order and tried in their order, he demand- 
ing a jury, he could secure a jury trial in the circuit court in the city 
of New York short of two or three years. 

Mr. HOAR. Now let me ask another question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me get through with the first answer. 

After he has secured his jury trial the Government of the United 
States, through its district attorney, may or may not be satisfied that 
twelve men gathered from the city of New York, I will not say from 
whence, are better able to judge as to whether an article is cotton or 
woolen, or whether it is silk or woolen, or both, than is an expert on 
the part of the Government who has decided with reference to this 
question, 

The Government being thus dissatisfied may appeal that case to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, where it hangs up necessarily for 
four or five years more. That is the situation in every case, and it is 
the situation in the southern district of New York to-day. 

But that is not the only situation. Here is a large class of importa- 
tions resting upon a particular clause in the statute, as, for example, 
steel blooms coming in at one rate of duty and billets of steel coming 
in at another. The expert appraiser in New York decides that on a 
particular importation a merchantis required to pay the higher duty. 
The importer is not satisfied with that and he appeals. 

In the mean time the billets of steel, or blooms of steel, or what not, 
pass into consumption, and either the men who made them on the other 
side have sold them at a lower rate in order to meet the competition 
here, or somebody else other than the man who brought them in as an 
importer pays the charges upon them. Every other importer who 
brings in that class of does not begin suit. He files, under sec- 
tion 2931, alluded to in this clause, his protest and he appeals. 

He does not commence suit as a matter of fact, because he knows 
perfectly well the suit will not be tried, and because there is an under- 
standing that the first suit begun shall be a test suit. There may bea 
thousand suits brought upon any one of these items of importation. 
There were pending in New York, as I am told, twenty-five hundred 
cases—that is, suits, protests, and appeals—depending upon the decision 
of the Supreme Court in what are known as the carton cases, and those 
carton cases were decided in favor of what is called the importers’ view, 
and in every one of them, where the protest and appeal have been entered, 
the Government of the United States pays interest from the day of the 
exaction, pays it under existing law and under the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, the Senator having answered my first question, 
that for three or four years the man doing his best to get his due will not 
get it in the city of New York, and that for four or five years more, mak- 
ing from six to eight or nine years in all, he will not get it if the Gov- 
ernment appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States, saying 
nothing now about a new trial being ordered in New York, does the 
Senator think it just that the United States, having exacted that money 
from the man illegally and received it into its Treasury, should pay 
him only half interest for it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator’s question by asking him 
another. Does he think that in every case the Government of the 
United States should pay that rate of interest which the importer is 
compelled to pay, and no more and no less? 

Mr. HOAR. I think that the United States should pay that rate of 
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interest which in the community where the exaction is made is the cur- 
rent rate of interest paid by men in good credit. If 6 per cent. is too 
much, take 5, but3 is nat hasty, by the common experience of all man- 
kind, too little. 

The Senator will bear in mind that this is not the case of a man who 
lends money to the Government; it is not a man who made a contract 
with the Government; it is the case of a man whose legal remedy against 
the wrongdoer, which would give him the 6 per cent., the Government 
has taken away. Re 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I understand all that phraseology per- 
fectly well, and I will say that in my judgment there can be many 
cases put wherein there is injustice tothe Government, Take this very 
bill; RA are men in this bill who by a law of 1861 were entitled to 
receive bounty for volunteering in the service of their country as sol- 
diers of the ublic, and they have stood by with that statute on the 
statute-books for a i ete of a century, and finally at the end of a 
quarter of a Lato! Saad have been enabled to secure from the account- 
ing officers of the ury that justice meted out to them, and yet 
under the accepted condition of all legislation and precedents as re- 

me class of claims, no interest at all has been allowed or will be 
lowed. 


My answer to the Senator from Massachusetts is this: Here we put 
upon our statute-books certain laws respecting the importation of for- 
eign merchandise. We do it, first, for the purpose of securing revenue, 
and next we do it for the purpose of enabling our own manufacturers 
to successfully compete with those people who live abroad in the pro- 
duction of these things. Under those laws the system has grown up 
which now exists as respects the revenue. It has so turned out that 
nine-tenths, or certainly three-quarters, of all the importations of im- 
ported goods that come within the provisions of the statutes which we 
are now considering are imported by men who do not live in this country 
at all, and who manufacture their goods in France, in Belgium, in Ger- 
many, at wages one-half the wages paid here; and then they import them 
through their own agents, get them through the custom-house at the low- 
est possible point, and if the appraiser differs from them they resort to 
legal methods which the law gives them to make a protest and appeal 
and go to the Supreme Court of the United States, and finally recover 
judgment against the United States, possibly for a misconstruction of 
the statute, and recover 6 per cent. interest against this Government 
when they are only paying 2 per cent. interest upon all their plant 
where these goods are manufactured. I say thatit is the duty of this 
Government to stand in between and see that this class of men are not 
protected to'a greater degree than other people are protected in this 
country. . 

I agree thoroughly with the Senator from New York that this pro- 
vision should not be retroactive. It is not so now, as the Secretary of 
the Treasury decides. I would not have it apply to an existing condi- 
tion of things. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then the Senator does not object to my amendment, 
which makes that certain. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not, because I say what is not certain in the 
eyes of the Senators ought to be made certain, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury so states. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator quotes the Secretary of the Treasury. 
If there is any information from him we ought to have it before us. 
Besides that, we do not know who the Secretary is to be that will pass 
upon this provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not stated that I knew, as far as I am con- 
cerned, and I agree we should make perfectly certain this statute. I 
am only saying what we ought to do in the future. I have been a 
member of a committee that has undertaken in some respects to amend 
these laws. We have found these difficulties. 

I have only stated a portion of them, because I do not wish to take 
up the time of the Senate in discussing them; but we find the method 
of: importation in the city of New York and the method of undervalu- 
ation there to be one of the crying existing evils in our country, and so 
gan is this evil that importations of large classes of goods are trans- 

erred from the regular people who have purchased them to peaple who 

act merely as the agents of manufacturers in other countries, and who 
come here and contest at every inch our importation laws as respects 
the construction of those statptes with regard to rates of duty. 

There is now lying upon our tables a bill proposing a new method 
of treating the subject of appraisements and valuations, and one section 
of that bill provides that no interest atall shall be allowed. That may 
be a radical and extreme remedy, but it is a remedy agreed upon unani- 
mously by the Committee on Finance, and I was instructed to report 
that bill. I merely mention this for the purpose of showing that here 
is. an evil, and, although this is only a partial correction of it, I think 
it is in the right direction. 

Ithoroughly agree with Senators that we ought not to touch any 
existing claim; we should make it apply to all future importations. I 
would even go to that extent, so that in, no sense would it do an in- 
justice to any man who has hitherto made importations of goods. 

Iam not troubled about the constitutional question, because I think 
we can, if we choose, impose upon people who import goods hereafter 
such fair limitations and conditions as we see fit to impose by law; and 
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therefore it seems to me that although this is a provision on an appro- 
priation bill, which I regret, it isa provision which has received great 
consideration and the Committee on Appropriations did not see its way ~ 
clear to strike it out. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, probably I have naturally more con- 
versance with proceedings in litigation in New York on these topics 
than any one else now in the Senate, and I desire to have it understood 
that all imputations upon the merchants of New York in regard to 
their prenon theis rights at law on a common footing with all that 
are protected by law on all subjects, rest upon no distinction in their 
conduct, no distinction in their interest, no distinction in their rights, 
than those that belong to every American or every foreigner entitled 
under our laws in asserting his rights. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? Does he intend to say that I attributed to the merchants of 
New York any other or different character from merchants in other 
localities ? 

Mr. EVARTS. No. Whatever youhavesaid about anybody else out- 
side of New York would, no doubt, have been in thesame sensein which 
you alluded to New York; but youspoke only of the merchants in New 
York and of the foreigners and of the system of our importations and 
of certain mischiefs that grow ont of oursystem of importations. About 
that the Senator is right. There are imperfect regulations. There are 
also very imperfect administrations, in my judgment, of the exactions 
of duty in the very“matter about which we are talking. 

But the merchants there find themselyes menaced by a purely arbi- 
trary proposition of law inserted in an urgency deficiency bill, and it, 
is treated as if it was a new regulation of some item or detail of customs 
regulations. It strikes at the root of the matter whether a citizen is 
to be indemnified when his rights are invaded contrary to law, by being 
told that whereas in civil rights of contract in the absence of any ex- 
press agreement about interest, but mere default giving a right to re- 
cover it, there is to be a full measure according to the vicinity in which 
the right is to be pursued, but when the attitude is not of contract be- 
tween the merchant and the United States, but from the beginning to 
the end the United States is a tort-feasor, and he is only asking for in- 
demnity under law for what has been done against him, contrary to the 
law, he shal] have no interest. How can merchants, how can business 
men, how can honest men believe in this thrust at a particular right 
of theirs which exists by common law and common right against inva- 
sion contrary to law? 

Senators have spoken of delays. Does any Senator believe that any 
plaintiff would have a disposition to delay a suit in order that his pen- 
alty might be postponed? We are told of a case of $44,000 of illegal 
exaction, clearly against the law, by this Government against the per- 
son from whom it exacted his substance. The Government exacted 
from him his substance, and now he can not get a penny out of the 
Treasury, though he has been pursuing it long in the courts we have 
opened to him in common with all other injured persons, until the de- 
lay, measured step by step by legal, regular interest, has cost him more 
than the original exaction—$84,000 of delay on $44,000 of original ille- 
gal exaction! How can you make an appeal in a Senate or in a House 
of eects to favor, to ameliorate, to propitiate such injustice 
as this? 

There is a multitude of cases arising under the same clause because 
of the multitude of importers and of importations by the same import- 
ers, and this Government has required with precision and accuracy @ 
protest accompanying every importation. Although the question has 
been raised, although the question has been agitated, although the 
courts have possession of it, the Government requires an absolute act 
of protest and the preservation of the evidence, and all the means of 
prosecuting the suit are to be preserved, and then when the suit is 
brought, does the Treasury wish that all those who have claims rest- 
ing upon the same propositions of law and of fact shall add costs to 
their suits? 3 

They have a right to sue and they and the lawyers have a right to 
advocate their cause; but as a matter of fact the great mass of the im- 
porters keep their position of right until they find that the statute of 
limitations is running against them. Is it a fault that they did not 
sue at the beginning instead of waiting until they are about to lose 


į their right; and then their long delay of six years in beginning a suit 


is to be a saving of the Government and a loss to the importer? Then 
he commences his suit and he lets it lie, and he does not accumulate 
costs. Then when the time comes—and I speak now with observa- 
tions as a lawyer, a good many yearsago to be sure—that the plaintiffs 
must commence their suits, are they not to suppose that the Govern- 
ment will treat all alike? 

When the point is determined in law, if men have not preserved 
their right by commencing stit within six years, are they to be de- 
prived of their rights by this country because they had not aggregated 
costs by earlier suits? 

There are people in this country besides members of the Govern- 
ment. There is not a merchant and there is not a business man in the 
city of New York that does not know that he has not exceeded his 
legal rights in any particular in the respects here spoken of. 

And then it seems that when the courts provided by this Govern- 
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ment for our citizens involve delays in the courts of first instance for 
two, or three, or four, or five years, that is a reason for allowing less 
interest be paid to the suitor! And then when four years more are 
needed to finally dispose of these questions unless they are accelerated, 
as they generally may be on the motion of the Attorney-General, that 
delay is heaped up as an objection toclaims made by this description of 
suitors and this description of our citizens. For myself, I would as 
rapidly as I could secure the result by legislation by paying out every 
dishonest dollar left in the Treasury due to a citizen or resident of the 
United States. 

I find now that an argument for this mischief is drawn out of the fact 
that we perpetuate. injustice and neglect to other people, and instead 
of arguing one justice done here towards justice to be done to others, 
the argument is, ‘‘ Do not do justice here, because I can point you to 
other and greater instances in which injustice has been done.” 

Mr. President, it is a pity that the importers should be kept out of 
their money and of their interest. It is a pity that aggregation of de- 
mands on the Treasury should increase in this class. There was one 
rule in the free country from which we came; the English exchequer al- 
ways had this rule: that when there was a doubt as to an exaction by 
the Government from a subject the doubt was to be given for the smaller 
exaction and not the larger. But now it seems, under such exigencies, 
or under such influences, or under such policies as have governed us, 
we solve the doubt in favor of the larger sum and drive the citizens to 
pursue us through the courts, and all this litigation has grown out of 
that condition of exaction; whereas if the doubt is by authoritative ac- 
tion solved for the lesser sum, then the Government can raise the ques- 
tion by its snit against the importer for the larger sum, and the ques- 
tion of interest will be turned over on the importer with regard to any 
money that may be recovered against him. 

The subject-matter, the situation, the antagonism between the Gov- 
ernment and the importer is to decide whether the suit should be 
brought by the Government for what he refused to pay or whether the 
suitor against the Government seeks to recover what he has paid. Is 
there a rule of interest one way and a rule of justice the other way? 
Is that so? Itseems to me that at least the Senate should see to it 
that it will not commit itself to any injustice of this kind. 

On the principle of general legislation, so far as I have heard from 
the Senator from Iowa and our friend the Senator from Maine, who has 
charge of this bill, not one voice has been raised here in defense of this 
as a proper mode of legislating through a deficiency bill. 

A very great interest is felt in this matter, not merely Ki fee gentle- 
men who have these suits and these claims, but the whole business and 
mercantile community in the city of New York are aroused on this 
subject. Theprinciple in the future touches them, that by mere power 
of Government, against law, money can be taken from them under 
these importations, and they reduced to the reception of 3 per cent. 
man in the future, when the Government can recover against them 

per cent, 

And now & word about this notion of a claim against the Govern- 
ment resting in suit being equal toa bond already in hand. Why, Mr. 
President, it has been one of the mischiefs of this litigation that the 
claimants have before them finally as a paymaster nobody but the 
United States, dependent on appropriations, dependent on the will of 
the United States, and the value of the suits against collectors (whose 
property itself could be made subject to prompt payment of a judg- 
ment but for your legislation) is substituted by the magnificent prom- 
ise of the United States money. One of the mischiefs, I am frank to 
say, is that the claimants in that attitude so little regarded this as money 
in hand, in the sense of the United States being a good paymaster, that 
large obligations have been made to the profession and sacrifices have 
been incurred by sales of claims. That is a condition which is undesir- 
able; nevertheless it grows ont of one single thing, that the United States 
is the paymaster, and it is not a good one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York. [Putting the question.] The “ayes” 
appear to have it. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The clause onght to come ont as mere matter of 
legislative provision. 

Mr. EVARTS. The motion is to strike it out on that ground. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read again. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, beginning in line 9, it is proposed to 
strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That section 3011 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is hereby, amended by inserting, after the word “paid,” in the 
seventh line, the following: “Together with costs of suitand interest at the rate 
of 3 per cent. per annum.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall vote to strike this out on the ground (with- 
out going into the question of what provision we ought to make in the 
future by a law adequate to that purpose) that if this thing were pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations in our own body as an 
amendment to this bill it would not be in order, and would not be in 
order upon just principles that an appropriation bill onght to contain 
appropriations to carry out existing law and not legislation. But the 
House of Representatives has sent it to us and the only way we can get 
it out is byan amendment. We can not get it out on a point of order. 
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The, House has sent us this provision making an important and radical 
change in existing laws, concerning the future as well as the past, and 
it is not the right thing, as our rules provide and as we all know the 
truth is and ought to be, to undertake to legislate in this way in appro- 
priation bills. k 

When the question cọmes upon the bill reported by the Senator from 
Towa, from the Committee on Finance, embracing this with many other 
subjects, we shall be enabled then to consider upon its merits, and dis- 
embarrassed from any other consideration, what provision ought to be 
made in the future for rapidly adjusting cases of this character. 

I should hope, therefore, that the Senate, following our own princi- 
ples that bind us in respect to anything we should put in, would strike 
this legislation out. $ 

Mr. COCKRELL. What change does it make in existing law? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It strikes down the right of the person who sues 
to recover interest at the rate of 6 per cent., or the rate in the State, 
whatever it is (in New York 7, in Vermont 6), to 3 per cent. It isa 
permanent and regular change in existing law, which nobody will pre- 
tend would be in order if any member of the Senate or any committee 
of the Senate had proposed it. Therefore it has no place in this bill. 
I waive all discussion of how the law ought to be. It has no business 
here at all. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the amendment reduces the rate of in- 
terest that the Government now is paying to the New York importer 
who has paid his money over and gets it back, from 6 per cent. to3 per 
cent. That is all there is of it. ‘The Senate is to pass on the question 
whether the Government hereafter shall pay to these importers 6 per 
cent. or 3 per cent. The Committee on Appropriations think 3 per 
cent. is enough. 

Mr. HARRIS, May TI inquire of the Senator from Maine what the 
rule is under this section of the*Revised Statutes, what the practice is, 
or the construction of that statute as to the time at which the interest 


begins? 

Mr. HALE. There is no controversy about it. The interest begins 
at the time when the money is paid. 

Mr. HARRIS, ‘Then this provision simply reduces the rate of in- 
terest from 6 per cent. to 3, or from the rate of interest in the State? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; nearly all these eases oecur in New York 
where the rate is 6 per cent., and it is a question of paying hereafter 
for new cases 6 per cent. or 3 per cent. The committee recommend 3 
per cent. ; 

Mr. CALL. This is not a case of the taking of private property for 
public use withont due process of law or just compensation. It is the 
case of the execution of the law by an executive oflicer charged with a 
particular duty. In no sense can it be held to be analogous to the case 
of a seizure or taking and using of private property for public use. But 
the question does occur how fur is it just that a man whose property is 
taken shall be compensated fully and entirely for it? It is a principle 
of universal law thatin the redress of wrongs it is just to place the party 
wronged in the position where he was when the wrong was committed. 
It is true that this is impracticable in the ordinary exercise of juris- 
penance; but it is the end sought to be obtained, and it is the just 
end. : 

I do not agree with my learned friend, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, as to the ground upon which he bases this 
provision of the bill. The foreigner who comes here under the invita- 
tion of our laws has all the rights of an American citizen. Nay, he 
has more rights to the full and just interpretation of the laws in his 
behalf than onr own people. He has the right, not only under our 
laws, but also under the comity of nations. There is no wrong in 
being an importer; and, being here under the protection of our laws with 
his property here, he surely has a right to full compensation. This is 
equally true in respect to our own citizens, and the fact that a citizen 
is a New York importer does not deprive him of this right. Many of 
our most worthy and distinguished citizens are New York importers. 

Now, what is the measure of damages which the law would provide if 
there were a law? If there wasa law providing that damages should go 
to the extent that restitution should be made to him who was injured by 
an officer transgressing his duty.or committing an error, what is the 
measure of damages that should be paid tohim? It is fixed by universal 
consent. Itis the rateof interest which prevails and the measure of dam- 
ages which prevails at the place where the wrong is done, whichis usually 
estimated in the form of interest. If you do not give him this measure 
of damages, you haveno rule by which to estimate it. This measure of 
damages is the amount the Government has wrongfully taken from him 
and the valae of the loss of the useof this amount. If you do notgive 
him this sum which you have deprived him of, you may just as well say 
you will allow his property to be taken from him forcibly and without 
law, and you will give him back only a half, or a quarter, or none of 
it. This is the argument on which you propose in this bill to give him 
3 per cent. ; - 

It is no answer to this proposition to say that the tribunals appointed 
by the Government forascertaining the facts of the case are inefficient, 
that they delay, that they cause these wrongs to stand unredressed for 
years or for generations. The honorable chairman of the committee 
should provide a law in his capacity as a Senator here which would 
expedite the devision of these cases. This is the remedy for the delay 
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which the Government causes, It is a di to American jurispru- 
dence, it is a disgrace to American legislation and to this body that 
honest creditors of the Government, whose property has been taken 
without their consent, shonld for years and years be left without re- 
dress by our own inadequate legislation and the inefficient courts, 
which our own negligence and inattention permit. We are sent here 
and entrusted with power by the people to prevent the occurrence of 
such delays and wrongs. > 

Mr. President, if it were practicable to provide some general legisla- 
tion here upon this subject, there is no subject more important than 
the correction of that condition of legislation which permits widows 
and orphans and worthy and honest citizens engaged in legitimate bus- 
iness under the invitation of our laws to become paupers and live in 
poverty their lives through because the Government officers have taken 
their property or money and they can not obtain it for the want of 
simple jystice and of proper, careful, and intelligent legislation here. 

There % no question that under the protection of our laws the im- 
porter, if he be a foreigner, without regard to the question of protec- 
tion, is entitled to the full measure of damages which prevails between 
citizens at the pee where the wrong is done. If a citizen, there can 
be no reason why the Government should do him wrong, and deprive 
him of the value of the use of his property because some officer of the 
customs has mistaken the law. If I had not been here so long and 
known of so many cases where a reputation for economy has been made 
at the expense of honest creditors, I should be surprised at a case which 
is sought to be defended on the ground that the man whose money has 
been taken and held unlawfully by the Government may possibly have 
borrowed it at 2 or 3 per cent., and because he was an importer—a New 
Yorkimporter. All men have a right to justice and toaspeedy redress 
of wrongs, and our business is to see that they get both. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine calls for 
the yeas and nays on this question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say a word in consequence of the last 
remark of the Senator from Maine, in which he said that the question 
on which we are to vote is simply whether we wish to reduce the rate 
of interest on these judgments from 6 per cent. to 3percent. I donot 
propose to yote on that question at this time ifI can helpit. I shall 
vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York, be- 
cause this subject is forced upon an appropriation bill, but I shall not 
vote to take up a subject of this importance upon a bill where the Sen- 
ate have decided that they will not take up so important a subject as 
the completion of ships for the Navy of the Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are the yeas and nays desired by 
one-fifth of the Senators present ? : 

aR Tos and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. ay 

Mr. CHACE (when the name of Mr. ALDRICH was called). My 
colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Witson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN], whoisabsent. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 


son]. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the affirmative). On the gen- 
eral topic which divides the two sides of the Senate I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn], and I have noticed since I 
yoted that he is not on the floor. I have asked his colleague whether 
I should count myself within that division of parties, and I desire to 
conform to what is the opinion over there. I have no desire to vote if 
I shall seem to trench on the pair by so doing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis not a party question. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have spoken to the Senator’s colleague and he has 
expressed the opinion that I should not withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH. I know nothing whatever as to how my colleague 
would vote on this question. I can only state that I do not regard it 
as a party vote, and if the pair only extends to such questions I have 


no doubt the Senator can vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
desire his vote to stand? 

Mr. EVARTS. I adhere to my vote unless I hear something to the 
contrary from the other side. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Blair, Davis, Hawley, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Dolph, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Brown, Edmuni oar, Spooner, 
Chace, Eustis, Mitchell, ford, 
Chandler, E Platt, Stewart, 
Cullom, George, Quay, Teller. 
NAYS—3. 
Allison, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Bate, Frye, Kenna, Vance, 
Berry, Gorman, Palmer, Vest, 
ea, Hale, Me Soe Walthall. 
Hampton > 
Colquitt, Hark,” ansom, 
Ingalls, Sawyer, 


ABSENT—27. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Farwell, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Bowen, Gray, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hearst, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, McPherson, Reagan, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVARTS. I now move an amendment in order to make it cer- 
tain that this clause is not retroactive upon any accrued interest. At 
the end of line 14, page 5, I move to add: 

But this amendment shall not affect existing suits or dgmands. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit an amendment which I believe 
will do substantial justice. I move toadd as an additional section the 
following: 


_ Sec. —. That on each and every item by which money is ere riated to an: 
individual or individuals named in the foregoing sections of t is bill there shall 
be paid to the several res ive payees therein named interest at the rate of 4 
per cent, per annum from the 4th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1887, 
to the date of the passage of this bill, and the amount of said interest is hereby 
appropriated, payable out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, reluctantly, respecting the rule as 
to legislation on appropriation bills, I make the point of order that that 
is general legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I gave notice of the amendment, and submitted 
it to the Committee on Appropriations. It is an additional item of ap- 
propriation. I feel that in to those claims the great body of 
them are judgments of the Court of Claims; claims in favor of individu- 
als where judgments have practically been pronounced by the Court of 
Claims, and in other cases by tribunals and Departments authorized to 
adjudicate cases of that kind; and they have been reported to Congress 
merely for an appropriation. Congress having failed for one year to 
make the appropriation, it is but just that these people should have 
interest at the rate of 4 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think this amendment is subject toa point 
of order. It is a mere question of adding to these several appropria- 
tions a specific sum. We certainly have a right to do that. 
` Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the amendment reported from any committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was sent to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not enough. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see why we can not increase these items if 
we please. I do not express at this time any opinion of the merits of 
the question; but having had an elaborate debate on the general ques- 
tion of interest, I should like to hear this discussed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the opinion of the Chair that 
the amendment is not inorder under the rule; but the Chair will avail 
himself of the right under therules to submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the rule to which the Chair refers be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the whole of the appropriation rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ruiz XVI. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


1, All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which 
shall be referred tothe Committee on Commerce; and no amendments shall be 
received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which will be to increase 
an appropriation already contained in the bill, orto add a new item of appropri- 
ation, unless it be madeto carry out the provisions of some existing law, ortreaty 
stipulation, or act, or resolution el teag pa: by the Senate during that 
session ; or unless the same be moved by direction of a standing or select com- 
mittee of the Senate,or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the Head of 
some one of the Departments. 

2, All amendments’ to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appropria- 
tion already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, shall, 
at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and when actually proposed to the bill, no amendment pro- 

g to increase the amount stated in such amendment shall be received; in 

ike manner amendments proposing new items of appropriation to river and 

harbor bills shall, before being considered, be referred to the Committee on 

Commerce; also amendments to bills establishing post-roads, shall, before be- 
ing considered, be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

5 No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly re- 
late thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, 
when shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate ; 
and any amendment to a general appropriation bill may be laid on the table 
without prejudice to the bill. 


Mr. SHERMAN. On hearing the rule read I have no doubt the point 
of order is well taken, if it is insisted upon, although I should hope 
equity would be applied in this case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I insist upon the point simply to illustrate to the 
Senate the evil of our taking from the House changes in the law and 
additions to appropriation bills that we can not make ourselves; and I 
must stick to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HARRIS. I gave notice of a proposed amendment some days 
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ago, and indeed offered the amendment, and referred it to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. I now offer the amendment, which is on page 
26, after line 14, under ‘‘Judicial,’’ to insert the following: 

Fees of jurors: For fees of jurors, United States courts, being a deficiency for 
the fiscal year 1888, $150,000. 

Fees of witnesses: For fees of witnesses, United States courts, being a defi- 
ciency for the fiscal year 1888, $300,000. 

Pay of bailiffs, and so forth: For pay of bailiffs and criers, United States 
courts, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1888, $75,000, 

These are deficiencies for the current year estimated for. The only 
reason why I move it as an amendment to this particular bill is the 
fact that there is a court now in session in the western district of Ten- 
nessee without a dollar with which to pay witnesses, jurors, bailiffs, 
or any other of the expenses of the tribunal, and I shall be glad if this 
appropriation can be made in this bill, so that that embarrassment may 
be removed. That is all I desire to say, and I do not intend to detain 
the Senate with the amendment. : 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not insist upon this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be very glad to have the appropriation 
made. . 

Mr. HALE. The appropriations in itare for the next year, and such 
appropriations have always been put upon a regular appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR and Mr. HALE addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say a word. I desire to give notice to the 
Senate that to-morrow morning, immediately after the conclusion of 
the morning business, I shall move to proceed to the consideration of 
the school bill. I wish to remind the Senate that that bill has had 
the right of way since before the holiday adjournment and it has not 
received consideration for more than one-sixth of the time to which it 
wa entitled. I hope the Senate will be disposed to push it through 

ereafter. 

The PRESIDENT.pro tempore. The Senate resumes, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, the consideration of the unfinished business, which 
is the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Maine to yield to a motion 
for a short executive session. 

Mr. HALE. Unless there is some special reason that the Senator 
has I should not like to do that. It is very late. 

Mr. HARRIS. The only reason is to have some matters referred to 
the appropriate committees. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate business from the House of Represent- 
atives for reference. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 339) for the relief of J. E. Pilcher was read twice by 

its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of apa Sonate nay (the Senate concurring), That of the re- 

rt of the Commissioner of Education for 1836~°87, there be printed 6,000 copies 
for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 25,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed by the Public Printer 2,500 copies of the annual report of the health offi- 
cer of the District of: Columbia; 100 for the use of the Senate, 350 for the use of 
ae House of Representatives, and 2,050 copies for the use of the said health 
officer. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After three minutes spent in executive 


session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. 
m. Jiko Fenaa adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 26, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 25th day of January, 1888. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Samuel H. Emerson, to be postmaster at Malvern, in the county of 
Hot Spring and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

Jacob W. L. Little, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 
Troup and State of Georgia, in the place of Jacob W. F. Little, whose 
commission expires February 19, 1888. 

Leonard G. Babcock, to be postmaster at Lexington, inthe county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent from and after January 1, 1883. 

George F. Richardson, to be postmaster at Newton Centre, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Lucy 
A. White, whose commission expired January 23, 1888. 

Charles H. Cossitt, to be postmaster at Owosso, in the county of 
Shiawassee and State of Michigan, in the place of Nathaniel Ball, whose 
commission a December 20, 1887. 

William M. Bennett, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Michigan, in the place of William W. Van Ant- 
werp, deceased. 

Andrew W. Mehan, to be postmaster at Mason, in the county of 
snabars and State of Michigan, in the place of Robert G. C. Knight, 


James G. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the county of 
Oakland and State of Michigan, in the place of Thomas F. Gerls, whose 
commission expires January 24, 1888, 

Bertha Kleven, to be postmaster at Culbertson, in the county of 
Hitchcock and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, became vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

Calvin M. Wherry, to be postmaster at North Platte, in the county 
of es and State of Nebraska, in the place of Adam Ferguson, re- 
signed. e 

H. Fred Wiley, to be postmaster at Kearney, in the county of Buf- 
falo and State of Nebraska, in the place of Egbert R. Watson, deceased. 

Jennie B. Hosley, to be postmaster at West Lebanon, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of William P. 
Burton, whose commission expired January 21, 1888. 

D. O. Corcoran, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of Butler 
and State of Ohio, in the place of Daniel P. Beaton, whose commission 
expired December 20, 1886. 

Maurice Fitzgerald, to be postmaster at Conneantville, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William A. 
Hammon, whose commission expired ee 15, 1888. : 

George Horton, to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county of War- 
ren and State of Pennsylvania, the appointmentof a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

Buena Vista Wood, to be postmaster at Rock Hill, in the county of 
York and State of South Carolina, in the place of Buena Vista Wood, 
whose commission expires January 25, 1888. é 7 

Horace N. Montague, to be postmaster at Caro, in the county of Tus- 
cola and State of Michigan, in the place of Farley Craw, whose com- 
mission expired January 21, 1888. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 


James R. Roosevelt, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Vienna, vice James Fenner Lee, resigned. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


A. H. Longino, of Mississippi, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Mississippi, in the place of A. B. Harris, 
resigned. : 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

J. H. Craddock, of Marysville, Cal., to be register of the land office 
at Marysville, Cal., vice John C. Bradley, term expired. 

Edward O. Miller, of Visalia, Cal., to be register of the land office 
at Visalia, Cal., vice Jeremiah D. Hyde, term expired. 

H. W. Patton, of Los Angeles, Cal., to be register of the land office 
at Los Angeles, Cal., vice Joseph D. Bethune, resigned. - 

Jared A. Van Auken, of Georgetown, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Central City, Colo., in the place of Richard Harvey, whose 
commission expired on the 21st day of January, A. D. 1888. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Lewis C. Granger, of Oroville, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Marysville, Cal., vice Thomas J. Sherwood, term expired. 
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Robert Kennedy, of Shasta, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Shasta, Cal., vice William H. Bickford, resigned. 

J. F. Linthicum, of Sacramento, Cal., to be receiver of public mon- 

at Sacramento, Cal., vice Charles F. Gardner, term expired. 

John J. Orr, of Owenton, Ky., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Buffalo, Wyo., to fill an original vacancy. 

Absalom H. Wear, of Cassville, Mo., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Springfield, Mo., vice William G. Hobbs, deceased. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Edwin Eells, of Washington Territory, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Nisqually and §’Kokomish agency, in Washington Territory, vice 
Edwin Eells, term expired. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 


Second Lieut. Albert Buhner, of South Carolina, to be a first lieu- 
tenant in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of First 
Lieut. Jefferson A. Slamm, promoted. : 

Second Lieut. William C. De Hart, of New Jersey, to be a first lien- 
tenant in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of First 
Lieut. Leander M. Keene, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Waistein A. Failing; of New York, to be a first lieu- 
tenant inthe revenue service of the United States, in the place of First 
Lieut. George Williams, deceased. 

Third Lieut. Charles D. Kennedy, of Massachusetts, to be a second 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of 
Second Lieut. George E. McConnell, promoted. 

Third Lieut. John C. Moore, of Maryland, to be a second lieutenant 
in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of Second Lieut. 
Albert Buhner, promoted. 

Third Lieut. George A. Starkweather, of Wisconsin, to be a second 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of 
Second Lieut. Walstein A. Failing, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Horace B. West, of Pennsylvania, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of Second 
Lieut. William C. De Hart, promoted. : 


NOMINATION WITHDRAWN. 
G. Brown Goode, to be Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries. 


© CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 19, 1888. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Charlton H. Way, of Savannah, Ga., to be consul-general of the United 
States at St. Petersburg. 
CONSULS, 
“Frank D. Hill, of Goodhue County, Minnesota, to be consul of the 
United States at Asuncion. 
Henry F. Merritt, of Chicago, Ill., to be consul of the United States 
at Chemnitz, , ; 
Victor Vifquain, of Nebraska, to be consul of the United States a' 
Colon (Aspinwall), 
James C. Quiggle, of Clinton County, Pennsylvania, to be consul of 
the United States at Port Stanley and St. Thomas, Ontario. 
D. M. White, of Peterborough, N. H., to be consul of the United 
States at Sherbrooke. 
Edward P. Crane, of Schooley’s Mountain, N. J., to be consul of the 
United States at Stuttgart. : 
' Joseph Black, of Cleveland, Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Buda-Pesth. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 
James R. Hosmer, of New York City, N. Y., to be secretary of lega- 
tion in Central American States and consul-general of the United States 
at Guatemala. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
Charles Chaillé Long, of New York City, N. Y., to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States to Corea. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Hyman Abraham, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Willamette, in the State of Oregon. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS. 
Henry S. Lubbock, of California, to be supervising inspector of steam- 
vessels for the first district. : 
DISTRICT JUDGE, 
William J. Allen, of Illinois, to be United States district judge for 
the southern district of Illinois. 
SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 
_ Robert I. Bowie, of California, to be ial examiner of drugs, medi- 
cines, and chemicals in the district of San Francisco, in the State of 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Fred Klimper, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise for the port 
of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


George W. Parks, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be receiver of publie 
moneys at Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Charles O. Stockslager, of Galena, Kans., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Hailey, Idaho. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Edward Burgess, of Culpeper, Va., to be register of the land office 
at Prescott, Ariz. 

Henry R. Pendery, of Leadville, Colo., to be register of the land office 
at Leadville, Colo. 

Frank P. Tanner, of Colorado, to be register of the land office at Gun- 
nison, Colo. 

Jacob T. Ake, of Ironton, Mo., to be register of the land office at 
Ironton, Mo. 

James H. Walker, of Raton, N. Mex., to be register of the land 
office at Santa Fé, N. Mex. 

Milto Montgomery, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be register of the Jand 
office at Chadron, Nebr. ‘ 

Henry A. Yonge, of Beloit, Kans., to be register of the land office at 
Kirwin, Kans. 

Samuel Demers, of Concordia, Kans., to be register of the land office 
at Concordia, Kans. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Robert M. Gardner, to be postmaster at Christiansburgh, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia. 

Joseph Haussler, to be postmaster at Hoosick Falls, in the county 
of Rensselaer and State of New York. 

Michael D. Murray, to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the county 
of Fulton and State of New York. 

Giles M. Stoddard, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county of 
‘Tompkins and State of New York. 

Connally T. Litchfield, to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the county 
of Washington and State of Virginia. 

Peter A. Albert, to be postmaster at Holley, in the county of Orleans 
and State of New York. 

William H. O’Donnell, to be postmaster at Jordan, in the county of 
Onondaga and State of New York. 

Hanson C. Phelps, to be postmaster at Norwood, in the county of 
St. Lawrence and State of New York. 

James M. Swift, to be ter at North Tarrytown, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 

James Garvin, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county of St. 
Lawrence and State of New York. 

Henry R. Royce, to be postmaster at Fonda, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of New York. 

George T. Propper, to be postmaster at Wahpeton, in the county of 
Richland and Territory of Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
WEDNESDAY, January 25, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
PAY OF JURORS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior in relation to an appropriation to pay jurors selected in 
proceedings in condemnation of the site for the Congressional Library; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ord 
to be printed. 

LIGHT AND FOG-SIGNAL, OUTER SHOALS, CAPE HATTERAS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Light- 
House Board recommending the establishment of a light and fog-signal 
at outer shoals, Cape Hatteras; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ELEVATOR, PUBLIC BUILDING, COLUMBUS, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting aletter from the Supervising 
Architect in relation to the estimate for an appropriation foran elevator 
for the public building at Columbus, Ohio; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

` STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the tenth number of the 
Statistical Abstract; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
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DISCRIMINATION AGAINST VESSELS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also Jaid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosure, in response 
to a resolution of the 16th January, 1886, in relation to alleged dis- 
crimination against vessels and cargoes destined for ports of the United 
States on the Great Lakes, an abstract from the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation; which was referred to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF BLACK WARRIOR AND OTHER RIVERS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
in relation to the improvement of the Black Warrior, Kentucky, Cum- 
berland, and Alleghany Rivers, and Ludington Harbor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 

inted. ; 
on FANNIE B. RANDOLPH AND DORA L. CLARK. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up for present consideration the resolution reported by the 
Committee on War Claims yesterday, referring the claim of Fannie B. 
Randolph and Dora L. Clark to the Court of Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the reso- 
lution has gone to the Printer. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, was granted 

leave of absence for ten days on account of important business. 
BRIDGE ACEOSS STATEN ISLAND SOUND. 

Mr. BELMONT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 5929) 
to extend the time for the completion of a bridge across Staten Island 
Sound; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

THE READMISSION OF AMERICAN EXHIBITS. 

Mr. BELMONT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 94) for the readmission, free of duty, of exhibits sent 
from the United States to the Paris Exposition of 1889; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THE BARK CASHMERE. 

Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 95) to enable the President of the United States to extend to 
certain inhabitants of Japan a suitable recognition of their humane 
treatment of the survivors of the crew of the American bark Cashmere; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL-BANEK ACT. 

Mr. DARLINGTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
E. 5930) to amend section 62 of the act relating to national banking 
associations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I send upareport from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ask its present consideration. j 

The report was read, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES, January 16, 1838, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senale concurring), That of the re- 

rt of the Commissioner of Education for 1886-’87, there be printed 6,000 copies 

‘or the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 25,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner. 

The committee having considered the concurrent resolution of the House, re- 
port the same with the recommendation that it pass. The estimated cost of 
printing the same is $20,371. The approximate cost of the amount of printing 
paces: estimated upon for Congress within the present fiscal year is $531,- 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this is the usual number of this 
report that has been printed heretofore, and I presume there will be 
no objection to the passage of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to present another report from the 
Committee on Printing—a resolution to print the report of the health 
officer of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McADOO, I make the point of order that this is not a privi- 
leged report. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not understand it to be a privileged mat- 
ter; but this is the usual resolution on this subject, and I think when 
the gentleman comes to consider the question he will not object. 

sea SEPOKPA pro tempore. The Pes did not understand the 

eman from Tennessee to present this as a privil report. 
SMr. RICHARDSON, 1 didnot ee op 
Mr. McADOO. I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 


referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 65) authorizing the printing of 
2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of 
Columbia, submitted a report; which was read, as follows: ~ 

The committee have considered the resolution of the Hovse No. 65, being a 
joint resolution to print 2,500 copies of the report of the health officer of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia forthe past year, and report as a substitute for said joint reso- 
lution a concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Resolved bythe House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed by the Public Printer 2,500 copies of the annual report of the health offi- 
cer of the District of Columbia; 100 for the use of the Senate, 350 for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and 2,050 for the use of the said health officer. 

The estimated cost of printing same is $830.50. The approximate cost of the 
amount of printing previously estimated upon for Cungress within the present 
fiscal year is $566,419.50, The committee recommend that the joint resolution 
do lie on the table. 

The concurrent resolution reported by the Committee on Printing 
was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In accordance with the report of the commit- 
tee, I ask that the joint resolution (H. Res. 65) relating to this subject 
be laid on the table. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

SAMUEL NOBLE. 

Mr. SENEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of a mi- 
nority of the Committee on the Judiciary upog the bill (H. R. 53) for 
the relief of Samuel Noble; which were laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 4302, a bill (H. R: 
5931) toamend the internal-revenue laws, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, , 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed; and the bill H. 
R. 4302 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. s 

' RECOVERY OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES, ETC. y 

Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to provide for the recovery 
of internal-revenue taxes and penalties erroneously assessed and paid in 
certain cases; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT AT DULUTH, MINN. 

Mr. COLLINS also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. 1582, a bill (H. R. 5932) to fix the 
places of holding the terms of the circuit and district courts in Min- 
nesota; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report; ordered to be printed; 
and the bill H. R. 1582 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

LIMIT TO ISSUE OF UNITED STATES NOTES, ETC. 

Mr. LANDES, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, reported 
back with amendments a resolution stbmitted on the 16th instant by 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, requesting from the Secretary of the Treasury 
information relative to amount of United States notes in circulation in 
1878 and since, ete.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. RUFFEE. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2539) for the relief of Charles A. Ruf- 
fee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

` ANDREW GLEESON. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief of Andrew Gleeson; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF A. S. TUTT. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2595) for the relief of the widow of 
John A. 8. Tutt, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN S. BRAXTON. 

Mr. BOWDEN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of John S. Braxton; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

A. C. BRADFORD. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 

ably the bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford; which was 
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referred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ESTATE OF HENRY H. SIBLEY. 

Mr. TAULBEE also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
fayorably the bill (H. R. 3007) for the relief of the legal personal rep- 
resentatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KERR, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of a minor- 
ity of the Committee on Claims upon House bill No. 3007; which were 
ordered to be printed with the report of the majority. 

$ THOMAS A, OSBORN, 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

GOTTLOB GROEZINGER. 

Mr. TAULBEE also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H, R. 647) for the relief of Gottlob Groezinger; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

: CHARLES L. SCUDDER. 

Mr. TAULBEE also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 648) for the relief of Charles L. Scudder; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
ender, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 1 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the bill (S. 290) to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at 
or near Burlington, Iowa; in which concurrence was requested. 

SELLING LOTTERY TICKETS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 1839, a bill (H. R. 5933) to 


_prevent the selling and advertising of lottery tickets in the District of 


Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
House bill 1839 was Jaid upon the table. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment a bill (H. R. 2170) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge at or near Burling- 
ton, Iowa; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS, KANSAS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees for reports has 
been concluded, and bills will now be taken up under the rule for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs I call up tor consideration at this time a bill (H. R. 1406) to 
provide for the selling of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas, 
which has been reported with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas, 
Be ilenacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That those persons, being heads of families or 
single persons over twenty-one years of age, who have made settlement and im- 
provement upon, and are bona fide claimants and occupants of, either in person 
or by tenant, the lands in Kansas which were allotted to certain New York 
Indians, and for which certificates of allotment, dated the Mth day of Septem- 
ber, 1860, for 320 acres of land each, were issued to thirty-two ofsaid Indians, shall 
be, and hereby are, authorized and permitted to enter and purchase at the 
proper land office, at any time within one year from the passage of this act, snid 
ands so occupied by them, in tracts not exceeding 160 acres, according to the 
Government surveys, at $1.25 per acre, payment to be made m cash at time of 
purehase; and the moneys arising from such sales shall be paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, in trust for and to be paid to said Indians, respectively, 
to whom said certificates were issued, or to their heirs, upon satisfactory proof 
of their identity to the Secretary of the Interior, at any time within five years 


, from the passage of this act; and in casesuch proof is not made within the time 


specified, then the proceeds of such sale, or so much thereof as shall not have 
been paid under the provisions of this act, shall become a part of the public 
moneys of the United States, 

Sxe, 2, That any lands not entered Ly such settlers at the expiration of twelve 
months from the passage of this act shall be offered at public sale, in the usual 
manner, at not less than $3 per acre, notice of said sale to be given by public 
advertisement of not less than thirty days; and any tract or tracts not then sold 
shall be thereafter subject to private entry at $3 per acre. 

oxic 8. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pea! 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Lines 15 and 16, first section, strike out “one” and insert “two,” and strike 
out “twenty-five and insert “ fifty.” 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs both in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses. 
It received as thorough investigation at that time and during the pres- 
ent Congress as it was possible to giveit. The only question which I 
understand has been debated, or, in other words, the only question about 
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which there has been any difference, is in regard to the amount the set- 
tlers should pay for securing title to these lands. The original rates 
of other settlers similarly situated was one dollar and a quarter per 
acre; and a great many persons thought that was all these settlers should 
pay, as the history of this case shows conclusively that these settlers 
went on these lands in faith and they were allotted to these In- 
dians. When it was discovered that thirty-odd Indians were entitled 
to allotments the commissioners appointed to make these allotments 
saw proper to allow the Indians to make selection of these lands. They 
did not take possession of them at the time, and they have never been 
in possession of them. The title of the land has remained in this con- 
dition ever since. It is manifest to the committee that it is impossi- 
ble to place these Indians in possession, because they can not be found, 
and the only way which their legal representatives can get any bene- 
fit is in the way here provided, that the land shall be sold and the 
money distributed to these Indians, if they shall be discovered, or to 
their legal representatives. 

The price fixed below which these lands shall not be sold is $2.50 
peracre. Under the circumstances the settlers upon these lands occu- 
pied them without paying taxes, and yet, as there has been a cloud over 
their titles, perhaps the detriment which they have suffered balances 
the amount which they were saved in the payment of taxes. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] who has 
charge of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, members will remember that this is 
the bill called to the attention of the House on yesterday. I think 
there was some misunderstanding then as to its character. As I then 
stated there were originally in this tract of land 1,824,000 acres. The 
Government in 1838, by treaty with the New York Indians, some of 
whom were in the State of New York and some in the State of Wis- 
consin, provided that these Indians might remove west of the Missis- 
sippi River and occupy this reservation. They were given five years 
in which to do that, but few availed themselves of the benefits accru- 
ing to them under the treaty, and hence never occupied these lands. 
In 1858 the then Secretary of the Interior decided, as these lands had 
not been occupied by these Indians, they were public lands, and re- 
stored them tothe public domain. After this decision by the Secretary 
of the Interior representations were made to him that a few Indians 
had gone there within the five years, and in 1860 two commissioners 
went to Kansas and investigated the facts, and these commissioners 
found thirty-two Indians had gone there in time to entitle them to the 
provisions of the treaty, and under instructions from the Indian Office 
these commissioners allotted lands to these thirty-two Indians and per- 
mitted them to make selection where they pleased within the boundaries 
of this tract of 1,824,000 acres. ; ; 

Settlers for years had been coming in and occupying these lands, recog- 
nizing the fact that the Indians had not occupied them in pursuance of 
the treaty; and so in 1860 when the commission went out to allot the 
lands they made a report showing that they could only find thirty-two 
Indians who had gone there in keeping with the provisions of the treaty, 
and who were entitled to allotments. 

The allotments were made to them, but according to the evidence in 
almost all, and perhaps in every case, the thirty-two Indians made se- 
lections of lands already occupied by settlers, Notwithstanding that 
occupancy, they were permitted to make their selections, and as a re- 
sult, from that time to this they have not been able to-get possession, 
because the settlers have been upon them all of these years. 

The remaining portionsof thereservation weresold to settlers at $1.25 
peracre. To these thirty-two Indians 320 acres each of the lands were 
allotted, making the total of 10,240 acres. In 1873, if I remember cor- 
rectly as to the date, when Judge Lowe, of Kansas, was in Congress, he 
secured the passage of a bill for the appraisementof the lands and their 
sale to the settlers under thatappraisement. Under that act the lands 
were appraised, the rate being fixed at an average price of a little more 
than $5anacre. The settlers thought it wasan imposition upon them 
and a hardship to burden them with such an assessment, and they de- 
clared that they could not accept it; and hence but eight of the settlers 
accepted their lands under that appraisement. 

These eight were taken and. paid for at the appraised price, but the 
remaining lands were not taken; hence there are now but 9,335 acres 
remaining of the original allotment, occupied by some 75 or 100 set- 
tlers, and as they have been occupied all these years under these cir- ` 
cumstances, the only question now, as it has been the only question 
for years, is what should the settlers be permitted to take the lands 
for? 

Some think, and perhapsthe gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD], who in the Forty-seventh Congress was on the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, will argue, that they ought to be compelled to pay that 
appraised value. But the settlers, as I have said, think it a hardship 
and a burden upon thém, and I think myself that they ought not to 
be compelled to pay that price, as it is their labor and industry that 
has made them valuable. 

Tt undoubtedly would be a hardship upon them to make them pay 
the appraised value when their neighbors and all those surrounding 
them in that region got their lands at $1.25 an acre, and hence I 
fixed that price in the bill introduced by me at the beginning of the - 
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session, But the committee thought as they had possession of the lands 
for twenty-five years without paying taxes, although embarrassed by 
the fact that they could not get a title, that they should pay at Teast 
$2.50 anacre, and the bill was reported in that shape to the House, pro- 
viding that on the payment of that sum they could secure their titles. 

Now, I know that is entirely satisfactory to the Indians. Duringall 
the years that this bill has been pending here not a single objection, 
not a single protest, has been made by a single Indian or the benefi- 
ciaries of that treaty to the proposed legislation. I challenge any 
member of this House to say if he has ever ial his attention called to 
any protest or any word in opposition to the passage of the bill. In 
the Forty-seventh Congress, Mr. Cobb, who had been formerly a mem- 
ber of Congress from Kansas, was before the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs as the attorney for these Indians, and he represented to the com- 
mittee that they would be glad to take $2.50 an acre and have the 
matter definitely settled. In this same connection I might say that 
last year a man visited me at my home in Kansas and wanted to know 
if in my judgment it would be possible to secure the passage of a bill 
through Congress authorizing the allottees of this land to transfer and 
sell their allotments to others, and he said that if such a bill could be 
secured he could get the lands for $1 an acre, and the Indians would be 
glad to take that amount. I said to him, however, that in my judg- 
ment Congress would not consent to the passage of any bill which did 

not protect the settlers in the occupation of the lands. 

* Mr. WEAVER. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask him aques- 
tion. I want to call his attention to the second section of the bill as 
reported by the committee, which provides that if the settler does not 
pay $2.50 an acre, which is $400 for the quarter-section, inside of twelve 
months from the date of the approval of the bill, he can be sold out. 

In other words, it compels him to raise the $400 within twelve months, 
or else subjects him to the penalty of being sold out of his home; and 
I wish to ask the gentleman in that connection whether he does not 
think that feature ought to be stricken from the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think myself it isa very harsh provision. But 
the sense of the committee was that some such provision should be in- 
corporated into the bill, as it was feared the settlers might not avail 
themselves of the provisions of the bill, and by not paying for the lands 
the Indians would get nothing. 

Mr. WEAVER. Why a it not be more equitable to let the set- 
tlers pay for the lands at $1.25 per acre, in four equal annual install- 
ments? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think myself that would be better. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think it would be satisfactory to the Indians, too, 
because they are not pressing for the money. In fact, they are diffi- 
cult to find. You would probably have to get out a search-warrant 
for the Indians to find them and get them to take the money, which 
would otherwise, under the provisions of this bill, be left lying idle in 
the Treasury of the United States 

Mr. PERKINS. My bill, which I introduced at the opening of the 
session, was intended to accomplish what the gentleman suggests. It 
has been the policy on the part of Congress to allow settlers under the 
operation of the homestead law to acquire title to their homes after 
they have lived upon the lands for five years, without the payment of 
any money except land-oflice fees. 

But here are settlers who have been living on these lands in good 
faith for thirty years, and who are willing to pay adollar and a quarter 

r acre for them, or, if necessary, two dollars and a half, as is proposed 
in this bill, and yet gentlemen are not satisfied. 

Mr. WEAVER. Isit true they have had these lands all these years 
without paying taxes? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is true; but as I suggested to the committee, 
on the other hand there has been a cloud on their title, on their occu- 
pation, and they have been greatly embarrassed thereby. 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘That was not their fault. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly not. 

Mr, McADOO. May I ok the gentleman from Kansas one or two 
questions ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

ae McADOO. How many of these Indians are in Kansas, or where 
are they? 

Mr. PERKINS. A few of them are in the State of Kansas, but the 
most of them that are living are in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. McADOO. I will ask the gentleman further why the Govern- 
ens did not remove the settlers 220 enfore the selection made by the 

ndians, 

Mr. PERKINS. For the reason suggested a moment ago, that the 
settlers were in possession when the lands were allotted to the Indians, 
and they have been occupied by settlers, and the Indians have: never 
been able to get possession. 

Mr. MCADOO. Why did not the Government enforce the rights ot 
the Indians and put the settlers off the lands? 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps the gentleman can answer that question 
as well as I can. In the first place, since the first organization of Kan- 
sas as a State we have had what is known as the occupying-claimants 
act. This law provides that settlers under the circumstances of these 
can not be evicted until they are paid for the improvements they have 
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made. These Indians have never been in a condition to put these set- 
tlers out and pay them for their improvements, nor could they in any 
way establish their right to the land in any court of justice. 

Mr. WEAVER. May Lask the gentleman another question ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER. _Is there not this other reason, that these were im- 
proved lands, but the Indians desired to take the improvements as well 
as the lands, and thus work great hardship to the settlers? 

Mr. PERKINS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MCADOO rose. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then, again, ifthe gentleman from New Jersey will 
permit me to suggest, the Indians have never desired to oceupy these 
lands as farmers; they have not cultivated them or any lands Plotted 
to them in Kansas. They have not desired them for purposes of cul- 
tivation, but of course they desired to secure for them what was possi- 


ble in a pecuniary way. 
Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him another 
question? 


Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 
Mr. WEAVER. I understood the gentleman from Kansas to say 
that these lands were opened to settlement by the Interior Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir; in 1858 they were declared to be publie 
lands. s 

Mr. WEAVER. And itis under that declaration these settlers are 
occupying these lands? 

Mr. PERKINS. Under that decision settlers poured in from Mis- 
souri and all the adjacent States and settled upon those lands; but 
they were not open to settlement by proclamation until September, 
1860. 

Mr. WEAVER. But they settled there after the decision of the In- 
terior Department? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; they settled there after that decision, al- 
though settlers had been going there before; because it was the settlers 
there who brought the attention of the Secretary of the Interior to the 
fact that those lands were not occupied by the Indians. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then the settlers took the same view as the In- _ 
terior De ent? 

Mr. COBB. But there was no law authorizing them to settle there, 
They had not been opened to settlement. 

Mr. PERKINS. But prior to this allotment the Secretary had de- 
clared those lands public lands, 

Mr. McADOO. May I ask the gentleman another question ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. Isit not the fact that the allotment to the Indians 
was made prior to 1858? If not, when was it made? 

Mr. PERKINS. The allotments were made in 1860. The decision 
of the Secretary of the Interior made in 1858 was that they were pub- 
lic lands; that the Indians had not acquired them in accordance with 
the treaty. In 1860 two commissioners were sent out there and inves- 
tigated, as I have suggested, the facts; and in September, 1860, the 
Secretary of the Interior issued the proclamation opening the lands to 
settlement, 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas another 
question. Was there not plenty of unoccupied land in the same res- 
ervation, which these Indians might have taken? 

Mr. PERKINS. Undoubtedly there was at that time much vacant 
land within the boundaries of the proposed reservation. 

Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will make the House 
understand that prior to the opening of these lands to settlement there 
was no law under which these settlers could acquire any right on the 
lands on which they settled. 

Mr. PERKINS. Except the usual right of settlers going on lands 
not yet thrown upon the market, and settling or squatting on them. 

Mr. WEAVER. That has been the custom for many years. 

Mr. COBB. And is it not a fact that after the lands were opened to 
settlement the right of these Indians was reserved? 

Mr. PERKINS. There was noreservation; but after the lands were 
declared to be public lands these allotments were made. 

Mr. COBB. These allotments had been made to the Indians before 
the settlers had any rights on those lands. 

Mr. PERKINS. They were made before the proclamation of the 
Secretary of the Interior was issued opening the lands to settlers, but 
after the decision that they were public lands, and after, under that de- 
cision, hundreds of settlers had located upon them. 

Mr. COBB. ‘Thereis no doubt that at the time the proclamation was 
made opening the lands to settlement these men were mere squatters. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not concede that. 

- Mr. COBB. And furthermore, after these allotments were made to 
the Indians, as the gentleman stated the other day, and they failed to 
get possession of the lands which had been allotted to them because of 
the obstructions placed in their way by the settlers, these settlers, 
from that time to this, have occupied these lands, and have enjoyed 
all the benefits of them without paying one cent of taxes either to the 
State or to the General Government; and upon these considerations 
the committee thought that $2.50 an acre was a very low price. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Yes; that was the position of the committee, as I 
have already stated, = 
Ried y BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Kansas permit a ques- 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does this bill affect any lands outside of these 
thirty-two allotments? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Are these allotments occupied by actual settlers, 
or are they part of some large cattle ranch? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no; they are twenty-four pieces or more of land 
scattered promiscuously through the county wherever the allottees chose 
tamake their selections. They are not contiguous parcels of land. 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman yield to me for a few minutes? 

Mr. PERKINS, I want to yield some time to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], and I wish, if possible, to have the bill 

i of within the hour. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to say to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] that, I must have time to present this matter fully. 
I made a minority report upon it in the Forty-seventh Congress, and I 
wish time now to lay the subject fully before the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. I shall givethe gentleman whatever time he wants, 
yee now, Mr. Speaker, te the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 

0]. 


Mr. McApoo rose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to direct the attention of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] to this point. The friends of. 
this bill control the hour, and they give notice that they want to pass 
the bill before the close of the hour. I submit, therefore, that there 
should be some arrangement by which half the time may be put under 
the control of gentlemen who do not favor the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam going to yield to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. BLANCHARD], who, I understand, is one of those gentlemen. 

Mr. RANDALL. But one-half the time ought to be given to the 
other side as a matter of right. 

Mr. PERKINS. Unless too much time is occupied with questions, I 
am willing that those who oppose the bill shall have twenty minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is an important bill, and the opponents of it 
have a right to as much time as the advocates of it, in order that mem- 
bers of the House may judge, upon the merits of the bill, whether they 
ought to vote for it or not. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish so say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that, in my judgment, there are no gentlemen upon this floor who are 
opposed to the bill, The only question in controversy is the question 
of price. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman may bermistaken in that, and 
there may be a great deal more opposition when it is fully discussed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, the only point, so far as I know, about which 
any question has been raised among those who have given the bill at- 
tention, is the question of price. 

Mr. WEAVER. And the question of penalty also. 

Mr. PEEL. I suggest to my colleague [Mr. PERKINS] that hein- 
quire of the Chair how much of the time has been consumed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, I will ask the Chair how much of the hour 


remains. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are thirty-three minutes remain- 


Mr. PERKINS. Does the Chair take into consideration the time we 
have been waiting to get order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair takes everything into con- 
sideration. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not think we ought to be charged with that 
time. I will ask those who are opposed to the bill if twenty minutes 
will be sufficient for them ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I willstate tothe gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS] that twenty minutes will not do, because I hold in my 
hands and desire to have read by the Clerk the reports made by Mr. 
Schurz, when he was Secretary of the Interior, and by the then Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, which throw an entirely different light on this 
question from that in which it is presented by my friend from Kansas. 
In order that these two reports may be read to the House it will be 
necessary that I shall have more time than twenty minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, ifthe gentleman desires to have those reports 
read, let them be read as a portion of his remarks, and then if it be- 
comes necessary to extend the time we will do so. The only reason I 
made the suggestion about twenty minutes was that I thought it was 
desirable to dispose of the bill within the hour, if possible. 

Mr. RANDALL. You have an hour to-morrow. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know; but Ithought we had better dispose of the 
bill to-day if we could. I yield now to the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
yield? SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield twenty minutes, and if it becomes neces- 
sary we will extend the time. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, there is a side to this question 
other than that which has been presented. Itis the side of the Indian, 
who has no direct representative upon this floor. I happened to be a 
member of the Committee on Indian Affairs in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, before which committee this question was brought. I wasap- 
pointed a subcommittee to take it into consideration, and did so, and 
made a report to the full committee, recommending the passage of a 
vastly different measure from the one which is now before the House. 
The full committee did not adopt my views, but reported a bill to this 
House somewhat similar to the one now under consideration. Myself 
and others dissented, and the gentleman from Mississippi, Colonel 
HOOKER, and Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, joined me in a minority report 
which I now hold in my hand. 

Mr. Speaker, a bill should be passed by Congress directing the sale 
for the-benefit of these Indians of these lands in Kansas, which now for 
more than twenty years, perhaps as long as thirty years, have been in 
the possession of the present settlers, who have paid no taxes upon them 
and paid no rents to these Indians, and who now seek through the in- 
strumentality of this bill to get these lands at one-fourth of their actual 
cash value to-day. 

This matter, sir, relates back as far as 1838, when a treaty, a formal, 
binding treaty, on behalf of the Government of the United States was 
made with what were called the New York Indians, That treaty pro- 
vided that for each Indian 320 acres of land west of Missouri should be 
set aside, to be held in fee-simple by patent from the President, in con- . 
formity with the provisions of the third article of the act of May 28, 
1830. The treaty was carried into effect; and 320 acres of land wereset 
apart to every one of these New York Indians whose identity could be 
established, thirty-two in number. The remainder of the land so set 
apart by this treaty was ordered to be sold and was sold. 

In 1873 a law was passed by Congress directing that the lands owned 
by the thirty-two Indians should be appraised, in order that, as the 
Indians did not occupy them, and did not desire to occupy them, the 
lands should besold for their benefit. Under thatlaw of Congress these 
lands were appraised by a board appointed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior; and I hold the report of the board in my hand. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, bearing in mind that this bill directs that these 
lands shall be sold to these settlers at the paltry price of $2.50 per acre, 

I call the attention of the House to the fact that when these lands were 
appraised, as long ago as 1873, not an acrt was appraised at less than 
$3.75; and a portion was appraised as high as $10 an acre, 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman yield one moment? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER. That is in consequence of the settlement in Bour- 
bon County, where Fort Scott is situated; and the Indians never im- 
proved that county; they never built up Fort Scott—never contributed 
a dollar in that way. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not yield for a statement, but for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, it makes no difference whether these Indians contrib- 
uted to the improvement of the county in the way the gentleman speaks 
of or not. The fact remains that by the solemn act of the Government 
of the United States these landsin the State of Kansas were set apart 
to these Indians. They or their heirs are in existence to-day, and every 
consideration of justice and equity demands that they should receive 
an adequate price for the lands. Theobject of this bill is to take away 
these lands from the Indians and give them to the settlers who have 
occupied them for upward of twenty years without payment of rent or 
taxes, ata price that is hardly one-fourth of what they are worth. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether the ap- 
praisement to which he has referred does not include the value of the 
improvements put upon the land by the settlers? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ido notso understand. It is the appraised 
value of the lands, without the improvements. These settlers, I have 
no doubt, have paid taxes upon their improvements, but not upon the 
value of the land, because since 1838 the lands have been set apart to 
these Indians. 

Mr. PERKINS. Surely the gentleman does not mean to make that ` 
statement. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I make it upon the authority of the Indian 
Commissioner. 

Mr. PERKINS. The allotments were not made to these Indians 
until 1860. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, I may be mistaken as to the time, but 
the fact remains that the equitable interest in fee in these lands is in 
these Indians, and, as the gentleman concedes, has been since 1860. 
They have been deprived of the possession of the lands and the rents 
to which they were entitled; and all this time the settlers, for whom 
gentlemen here are so solicitous, have enjoyed without charge the oc- 
cupancy of the lands. Now, I appeal for justice to these Indians, Tho 
Congress of the United States can not afford to do injustice to them 
under the terms of the treaty of 1838. 

Mr. Speaker, a bill on this subject ought to pass, but not the one 
recommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs. We should rather 
adhere to the recommendations of Secretary of the Interior Schurz and 
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the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Hayt, under him. I haye 

repared, and at the proper time will offer, an amendment to make 
the bill conform to the recommendations of the Indian Bureau and do 
substantial justice to the Indians. 

Mr. WEAVER. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
fee of these lands is in these Indians, and has been since 1860? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. An equitable interest in fee. 

Mr. Speaker, some of these Indians went to Kansas at the time the 
lands were set apart to them, but there was a feeling of hostility there 
against them, and it was not safe for them to remain upon the lands, 
It was not safe for the Indian to remain there when the white man 
wanted the land, so the Indian left. 

Mr: PERKINS. Does the gentleman wish to be understood as say- 
ing that settlers went to Kansas as early as 1838 and occupied these 


lands? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No; but about 1860, 

I have as much feeling for bona fide settlers as any man on this floor; 
but I submit that the settlers upon these lands went there with their 
eyes wide open to the situation, knowing that the lands belonged to 
these Indians, and therefore they settled upon them at their own 
risk. 

Mr. Speaker, I send up to be read as part of my remarks a letter to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, by Mr. Schurz, when Secretary of 
the Interior, covering a report made to him by Mr. Hayt, Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, This letter and report throw a flood of light 
upon this question, and show that what is attempted in this bill will, 
if perpetrated, be a wrong and injustice to the Indians. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The gentlemen says the fee of these 
landsisin the Indians. Now, the question I wish to ask him is, whether 
the patent to these lands ever was issued to any of these Indians? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The whole question is presented in the letter 
of the Secretary of the Interior and the report of the Indian Commis- 
sioner. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Ido not see how the fee could be 
in these Indians unless the Government had issued a patent or convey- 
ance to them of this land. If that be so, that the Government did is- 
sue a patent to them, then it presents a different case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Washington, D, C., April 6, 1878. 


Sım: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 8th Jan- 
last, transmitting, for the consideration of the Department, bill H. R. 1177, 
entitled “A bill for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas.” 

The first section of the bill in question enacts that * those persons, being heads 
of families or single persons over twenty-one years of age, who have made set- 
tlement and improvement upon, and are bona fide claimants of and occupants 
of, either in pen or by tenant, the lands in Kansas which were allotted to 
certain New York Indians, and for which certificates of allotment, dated the lith 
day of September, 1860, for 320 acres of land each, were issued to thirty-two of 
said Indians, shall be, and hereby are, autho and permitted to enter and 
purchase, at the proper land office, said lands so occupied by them, in tracts not 
exceeding 160 acres, according to the Government surveys, on paying therefor 
in lawful money of the United States at the rate of $2.50 per acre; and patents 
shall issue therefor as in other cases,” 

By article 2 of the treaty of January 15,1838, with the New York Indians (7 
Stat.. 550), the United States to set aside for the New York Indians, then 
residing in the State of New York, or in Wisconsin, or elsewhere in the United 
States, who have no permanent homes, a tract of land situated directly west of 
the State of Missouri, containing 1,824,000 acres; being 320 acres for each soul of 
said Indians, as their numbers are at present computed. Said lands were to be 
paeas in fee-simple to the tribes or bands by patent from the President of the 

nited States in conformity with the provisions of the third section of the act of 
May 28, 1830 (4 Stat., 411). 

The United States further agreed to set aside the sum of $100,000 as a fund to 
provide for the removal of the New York Indians to the lands mentioned; which 
agreement was never fulfilled. P 

As early, however, as 1812, members of certain tribes in the State of New York 
and elsewhere, who thought themselves entitled to the lands under the provis- 
ions of the treaty, removed to the country west of the State of Missouri and 
settled therein; and from time to time others followed them, until a consider- 
able number of Indians, as will be seen from census lists on file in the Indian 
Bureau, were found to be occupying these lands, 

From death and the hostility of the settlers who were drawn in that direction 
by the fertility of the soil and other advantages, all of the Indians gradually re- 
linquished their selections, until of the Indians who had removed thither from 
the State of New York only thirty-two remained in 1860, 

The lands had been surveyed in the meanwhile, and under the instructions of 
the Department of the Interior a commission was appointed to determine cer- 
tain points in relation to the allotments of lands to such Indians as might be 
entitled to the same under the treaty prior to giving, to such as might be found 
entitled thereto, evidences of their right to occupancy which should secure to 
them the tracts Se which they were living and be such identification thereof 
as would settle dispute in the futureif under subsequent legislation perfect title 
should be provided, the treaty not granting the right to issue patents to indi 
vidual Indians, 

In ce with the request of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, based 
upon the report of the commissioners, the Department approved of the selec- 
tions of the thirty-two Indians in question, and, on the 14th of September fol- 
lowing, certificates of allotments were issued to each of said reservees. 

Tn 1858 petitions from settlers in Kansas were presented to the Department 
asking that the lands be opened to settlement, an in December, 1860, the lands 
known as the New York Indian lands in Kansas, excepting those allotted, were 
accordingly opened to settlement. 

But a short time elapsed, however, before troubles between the settlers andthe 
Indians were of constant occurrence, and in 1873, when the act of February 19, 
1873 (17 Stat., 466), was the commissioners appointed thereunder to ap- 
praise the lands of the -two New York Indians stated in report that 


none of the allottees were to be found u the lands. The files of the Indian 
aca nid abundant proof that they did not voluntarily relinquish their oc- 
cupation. 

this question as it may, the ect of February 19, 1873, fully recognized the 
right of the Indians or of their heirs to the ip of the lands; and applica- 
tions are now before the Department, which when perfected will call by jegal 
representation for nearly all of the proceeds of the allotments of lands in question, 

the act of February 19, 1473, provision was made for the benefit of certain 
settlers upon and oceupants of certain Indian lands in Kansas, permitting such 
settlers to enter and purchase at the proper land office said Jands so occupied 
by them, in tracts not exceeding 160 acres, according to the Government sur- 
veys, on paying therefor in lawful money of the United States the appraised 
value of said lands respectively, to be ascertained by three disinterested and 
competent appraisers, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, who shall 
examine in person each tract and report under oath its value, exclusive of all 
improvements; and yaona shall issue therefor as in other cases, but no sale 
shall be made under this act for less than $3.75 per acre. 

All entries under this act were required to be made within two years from 
the promulgation of the necessary regulations for the sale of the lands. This 
act was amended by the act of June 23, 1874 (18 Stat., 273), extending the time 
in which payments for ssid lands were to have beon made, 

Some of the parties, settlers upon these lands, have paid in full, and upon 
all of the lands valuable improvements have been made. Some of those who 
have psid for their lands occupied those at the highest valuation. No 
reason is given why in all these years, from 1860 up to the present time, those who 
are delinquent have failed under the favorable terms of ocoupancy to make the 
payments required, under the obl: on sey. assumed by them. 

The thirty-two Lidians in ga on, each having located, by certificate of al- 
lotment, the particular quantity of land which they were severally entitled to 
receive under treaty stipulations, were, through no fault or negligence on their 
part, subsequently ousted from the possession of such lands by the encroach- 
ments of the settlers. r 

In this view of the case, and in view of the fact that treaty stipulations afd 
legal enactments have secured to such of these allottees or their heirs as may now 
be living the benefits of the proceeds of these lands, and sppiianons aro now 
on file before the Indian Office for nearly all the proceeds of the claims covered 
by the thirty-two allotments, I am not prepared to entertain the proposition 
contained in the bill presented, or to recommend to Congress, after considera- 
tion of the liberality already extended by the Government to these settlers, any 
saon looking toward a reduction of the sum which seems so justly due to the 

ndians, 

The truo test of the value of the lands in question would be their price in open 
market at a cash sale, and it is believed that ifthey were so offered the question 
of payment would be speedily settled. 

I am, however, disinclined to advocate any measure which would seem to 
bear harshly upon the settlers, and have therefore concluded to recommend fur- 
ther time for payment, with the distinct understanding, on the part of those in 

jon of the Jands, that payment on the terms fixed must be promptly made 
to avoid forfeiture. 
Very respectfully, 
O. SCHURZ, Secretary, 
Hon. D. O. HASKELL, . 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire more time. 

Mr, PERKINS. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes more, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ido not think this matter should be hurried 
thro 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to be heard myself on this bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Idonot understand that Iam limited in time, 

Mr. PERKINS. I will yield to the gentleman from Louisiana ten 
minutes more. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have had read only the letter of the Secretary 
of the Interior, Mr. Schurz. What goes more into detail on this sub- 
ject is the report of E. A. Hayt, Indian Commissioner, to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and I ask that his report be printed in the RECORD with 
my remarks. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The report is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 29, 1878. 


Sir: I am in ged oa by reference from the House Committee on Publie 
Lan of bill H. R. 1178, providing for the sale of certain New York Indian 
lands in Kansas, and requesting the views of this office on the same. 

I am also in receipt, by your reference for report, of a letter from the Hon. D, 
©. Haskell, dated January 18, 1878, inclosing a copy of the same bill, and re- 
questing the views of this office thereon. 

In connection therewith I have the honor to report that, by the second article 
of the treaty of January 15, 1838, with the New York Indians (7 Stat., 550), the 
United States agreed to set aside for the New York Indians, then residing in 
Wisconsin and New York, a certain tract of land, west of Missouri, containing 
320 acres for each of said Indians, to be held in fee-simple, by patent from the 
President, in conformity with the provisions of the third article of the act of 
May 28, 1830 (4 Stat., 411), the proviso to which declares that “such lands shall 
revert to the United States if the Indians become extinct or abandon the same,” 
The treaty vested the Indians with full wer and authority to divide said 
lands, in severalty, among the different tribes and bands, and to sel) and con- 
vey the same among each other, under such regulations as they might adopt. 
Indians not accepting and agreeing to removing within five years, or such other 
time as the President may from time to time appoint, to “forfeit all interest ™ 
in “the lands so set apart to the United States.” 

Under these provisions thirty-two New York Indians removed to and re- 
mained in the Territory now embraced in the State of Kansas prior to June 16, 
1860, at which time the honorable Secretary of the Interior approved to them 
selections of 320 acres each, for which, on the 14th of September, 1960, certificates 
of allotment were issued to each of said reservees, the certificates spya 
that the selections were for the exclusive use and benefit of the reservees, an 
were not subjected to be “alienated in fee, leased, or otherwise disposed of, ex- 

ape petar w Soc Si 468), Co thorized guch 

an act approv 19, 1873 (17 Stat., , Con autho: gu 
settlers as were then residing thereon to enter and purchase said lands 
in tracts of not exceeding 160 acres, at an appraised value of not less than $3.75 

r acre, to be ascertained, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 

y three appraisers appointed to value the same, the funds arising from the 
sale to be paid into the Treasury of the United Sta in trust for such of said 
New York Indians or their beck as aaa within five years, ish their 
identity; and in absence of such proof within the time specitied, 
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of the sales to become a part of the public moneys of the United States: ‘* Pro- 


vided, That any Indian to whom any of said certificates was issued, and who is 
Rowe occu, ipying the land allotted thereby, shall be entitled to receive a patent 
for. 

Allentries under this act were required to be made within two gas from the 
promulgation of the necessary regulations for the sale of the lan: 

This act was amended by tlie act of June 23, 1874 (18 Stat., 273), so as to allow 
the payments to be made in two annual installments, the first payments to be 
made on or before the 30th day of September, 1875, and the remainder within one 
year thereafter, with interest at 6 per centum per annum, 

The commissioners appointed under the act_of 1873 to appraise the lands re- 
ported on the 26th of July, 1873, that none of the thirty-two New York Indians 
were living on the lands at that time or at the date of the act, but that all of said 


lands were then occupied by actual settlers, whose names were given ere- 
port opposite the description of the tract on which they had respectively made 
settlement. The lands were valued by the appraisers at an average of $4.9076 


per acre, and their report was approved by the Department September 30, 1873, 

Instructions were issued by the Secretary under the same date, directing that 
the lands should be sold under the instructionsof the General Land Office by the 
district land officers,who were directed to notify the settlers entitled to purchase 
by published advertisement of a general character, in a newspa: published 
in the vicinity of the land, that payment would be required within two years. 

In pursuance of these instructions, as it appears from a letter of the honorable 
Commissioner of the General Land Office; dated July 3, 1877, the following sales 
have been made: 

First. From N, } section 26, 23 S., 25 E., allotted to co Johndroe, there 
has been sold, at $ per acre, cash, to Benjamin Brown, the NE. } of said section ; 
consideration, $800. 

Second. From N. } section 27, 23 S., 25 E., allotted to Johndroe, there 
bas ur eas at $5 per acre, cash, to Nathaniel Oates, the 8. NE. }; considera- 

ion, £ 
Third, From the S. 4 of said section 27, allotted to Michael Gray, there has 
Dan sold, at $4.50 per acre, cash, to Nathaniel Oates, the N. } of SE. 4; consider- 

ion, $360. 

Fourth. From W. į section 4, 24 S., 25 E., allotted to James Scrimpsher, there 
has been sold, at $4.75 per acre, cash, to S. McEwing, the N. 4 of SW. ł; consid- 
eration, $380. 

Fifth. From N. } section 27, 23 S., 25 E., allotted to Margaret Johndroe, there 
has been sold, at $5 per acre, cash, to William M. Beckford, the N. į NE. 3, and 
n $1.50 per acre to the same party, the N. { SW. į of said section; considera- 

on, $760. 

Sixth. From the same allotment, there has been sold, at $4.50 per acre, and 

id in fall, in two installments, with $10.77 interest, to John Barrett, the S. } 

W. 2; consideration, including interest, $370.77. 

Seventh. From the W. fractional 4, section 2, 24 S., 25 E., allotted to Joseph 
Fox, there has been sold, at $5 per acre, and paid in full, in two installments, 
with $23.80 interest, to Joanna Glendenning,the NW. fractional ł, containing 
156.76 acres ; consideration, with interest, $522.60, 

Eighth. And from the E. fractional } section 6,24 S.,25 E., allotted to Mary 

ome, there has been sold, at $6 per acre, to Levi T. Call, the W. } of S. E.i of 
said section, amounting to $480, one-half of which was paid at date of purchase, 
September 29, 1875, and the balance with interest is still due and unpaid. 
has, therefore, out of an aggregate of 10,215.63 a: valued at $50,350.05, 
been sold 879.76 acres for the sum o $3,858.80; leaving unsold 9,335.87 acres, val- 
ned at $46,991.25, or an average of $5.02} = acre, which aggregate amount 
would, according to the terms of the act of February 19, 1873, if not claimed by 
the allottees or their heirs, inure to the United States at the end of five years, 
which have expired. 

The bill under consideration proposes to reduce the aggregate value of the 
unsold lands over one-half, or to $23,339.68, and if the lands are not sold, at the 
diminished rate of $2.50 pes acre, within one year, that patents shall issue in the 
ħames of the original allottees for the balance unsold. 

With these provisions of the bill I am not inclined to concur, for the following 


reasons: 

Under the treaty of 1838, the New York Indians were entitled to 1,824,000 acres 
of land in Kansas, and a removal fund of $400,000, which the United States never 
provided. ay entendio the failure of the United States in this regard, por- 
tions of the Indians removed to Kansas subsequent to the treaty, with a view to 
making that country their Rocminnent home, but on account of their rapid de- 
pletion in number from sickness, a majority afterwards returned to New York. 

By decision of April 19, 1858, the honorable Secretary of the Interior held that 
those of the New York Indians who had not removed had thereby forfeited their 
title to the reserve, and that the same should be opened to settlement; but in 
the execution of said decision, and prior to the proclamation of December, 1860, 
opening the lands to settlement, the allotments under consideration were made 
to the thirty-two Indians who were then in Kansas, and certificates were issued 
to them therefor. 

It follows, therefore, that an equitable interest in fee in the lands vested in 
these cage ages A virtue of the grant contained in the treaty at the date of their 
removal and long prior to the settlement of Kansas, although the evidence of 
title did not issue until 1860. 

They accordingly assumed the condition of legal ownership, by purchase, 
over lands sul uently allotted to them, at an early day, and are entitled 
to the benefits of any appreciation of value arising from the settlement and im- 
provement of the country. 

This doctrine is, I am aware,in opposition to a somewhat prevalent opinion 
as to the right of the Indians. It has been urged in similar cases that as the In- 
dians have not improved their lands they are not entitled to the advance in 
value incident to the settlement of the country. The purchase of wild lands, 
and holding of the same to await the improvement of the country, has been 
oneé of the most popular and safe, as well as the most remunerative methods of in- 
vestment known, and I can see no grounds upon which Indians ing an 
equitable title in fee should be deprived of the benefits never denied to white 
purchasers of public lands, bought and held for speculative opas only. 

Informal el; have been filed in this office by the original allottees, or their 
a covering nearly all the proceeds arising from the sale of these lands when 
sold. 

‘There fs no evidence on file in this office, aside from the letters of Mr. Has- 
kell, showing that it is the desire of these Indians that the land should be sold 
at a reduced price. . 

The lands are in Bourbon County, one of the richestand most fertile counties 
in the State. They are within a few miles of Fort Scott, and near the line of the 
Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad—the Missouri River, Fort Scott and Gulf 
Railroad running nearly through the ceriter of the body of the lands, which lie 
in close proximity to the corner of townships 23 and 24 in ranges 24 and 25 east. 
The records of the General Land Office show that there is scarcely a vacant 
forty-acre tract of land in or near the townships named. With these facts in 
view, it is safe to assume that the several tracts were,in 1573, worth the full 
amount at which they were appraised, and that,in view of the rapid develop- 
ment of the country and the present price of uncultivated lands in vicinity, 
there has, at least, been no depreciation in their value. 

The settlers have been in possession of these lands for 
of the Indians, and have had every advantage and oppo: 
lands from the products of the same, 


to the exclusion 
y to pay for the 


The title of the Indians is, under treaty stipulations, similar to those with the 
Shawnee, Miami, and other Indians in Kansas, whose lands have been held by 
the Supreme Court of the United States (5 Wall., 737) to be excluded from the 
jurisdiction of the State, and not subject to taxation, and it is fairly presumable 
that the settlers have availed themselves of the benefit arising under this de- 

on. 

For these and other reasons which might be urged, I can not recommend the 
passage of the bill in its present form. Itis, however, very desirable that ade- 
quate legislation be had insuring the sale of these lands and the final settlement 
of al! questions in connection therewith. 

I have, therefore, to recommend that the bill be amended as follows: Strike 
a aater the word “office,” in the twelfth line, and insert, in lieu thereof, 

e following: 

“ At any time within one year from the passage of this act said lands so occu- 
pied by them in tracts not exceeding 160acres, according tothe Government sur- 
veys, at not less than the appraised value of the said tracts, as heretofore ascer- 
tained by the Secretary of the Interior, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act of February 19, 1873, entitled ‘ An act to provide for the sale of certain New 
York Indian lands in Kansas,’ payment to be made in three annual installments, 
one-third at date of entry, one-third at the end of one year from date of entry, 
and the balance in two years from date of entry, with interest on said amounts, 
respectively, from date of entry, at 6 per cent. per annum; and the moneys 
arising from such sales shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States in 
trust for, and to be pua to, said Indians, respectively, to whom said certificates 
were issued, or to their heirs, upon satisfactory proof of their identity to the 
Secretary of the Interior, at any time within three years from the of 
this act; and in case such proof is not made within the time specified, then the 
proceeds of such sale, or so much thereof as shall not have been paid under the 
poreo of this act, shall become a part of the public moneys of the United 


es. 

“Sec. 2. That any lands not entered by such settlers at the expiration of one 
year from the ge of this act shall be offered at public sale, in the usual 
manner, at rot less than the appraised value, notice of said sale to be given by 
public advertisement of not less than thirty days; and any tract or tracts not 
then sold, together with such tracts as have heretofore been or may he: 
be entered, and wherein default has been made in the payment of any portion 
of the purchase-money, or the interest thereon, as herein or heretofore pro- 
hiss aa be thereafter subject to private entry at the appraised value of said 
tra 

I inclose herewith a schedule showing the names of the thirty-two allottees 
named in this report, the description of the lands allotted to each, with the 
names of the settlers claiming the lands placed opposite the tract claimed by 


them. 
The bill referred by the House committee, together with the letter of Mr, 
Haskell, with inclosure, is herewith respectfully returned. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
E. A. HAYT, Commissioner. ` 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. The letter of Mr. Schurz, the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the report of Mr. Hayt, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
agree that a bill should not be passed fixing an arbitrary price, as this 
bill proposes to do, upon these lands. The Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner recommend that the lands be sold to the settlers 
now on them at their appraised value. If this be done these Indians 
would realize from $3.75 to $10 per acre for their lands, instead of $2.50 
per acre, as this bill arbitrarily proposes. 

I have here the official appraisement, giving the names of the Indians 
to whom these lands were allotted and the names of the settlers now 
on them, and it shows that these lands were appraised from $3.75 to 
$10) per acre. 

The price which the Committee on Indian Affairs propose in the pres- 
ent bill is 50 cents less an acre even than the bill reported by the com- 
mittee in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

There might have been legislation upon this matter years ago, but no 
bill has ever been presented or reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs which meted ont justice to the Indians; no bill has ever been 
urged which embodied the recommendations of the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. _Theirrecommendations 
have been just to the Indians; but every bill the passage of which has 
been attempted has sought to give the settler an undue advantage over 
the Indian by fixing an arbitrary price, one much less than the actual 
cash value of the land. 

Now, in er to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. HENDERSON], 
who asked me whether it is not true that patents have not been issued 
to these lands, I will state that the report of Secretary Schurz which 
has been read shows that certificates of allotment were issued to the 
thirty-two Indians in question. An equitable interest in fee, then, 
is in the Indians, under the terms of the law and the treaty made with 
them. 

Mr. MORSE. When we are talking about the price of these lands 
it does not matter in whom the fee may be. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Aneguitable interestin fee isin these Indians 
and this has been so declared by the Interior Department. ‘The report 
of Secretary Schurz shows that the thirty-two Indians, or their repre- 
sentatives, have filed in the Indian Office evidence of their identity and 
right to the land orits proceeds. It therefore follows that “‘ the search- 
warrant’? for these Indians which the gentleman from Iowa spoke of 
will not be necessary. The Indians are in existence, theirclaims filed, 
their identity established, and whenever Congress provides for the sale 
of their lands at the proper value they will be on hand to receive the 
money so justly theirs. 

If Congress enacts into law this bill which stipulates that the lands 
may be purchased by the settlers at $2.50 per acre, it will be permit- 
ting them to take at that inferior price lands worth from $7.50 to $10 
per acre, and this, too, at the expense of and to the great detriment of 
the Indian owners. f 

Against that, sir, I protest now as I protested in the Forty-seventh 


1888. 


` 


Congress, in the Forty-eighth Congress, and in the Forty-ninth Con- 


Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Louisiana permit me to 
ask him a question? He stated that the title to the 10,000 acres of 
land in controversy here was in the Indians. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ihave so stated. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then let me ask why the United States should 
intervene in this manner and undertake to give these lands away if the 
title is held by the Indians in fee? 

Mr, BLANCHARD, I willstate to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that there is necessity for some legislation upon the subject. ‘The 
settlers who have the lands now in possession will continue to hold 
them in defiance of the rights of the Indians, and prevent them from 
getting possession of their property, just as they prevented those who 
went to take possession of the lands in 1860. 

Therefore, legislation is necessary to protect the Indians in their 
rights. The only question is, how shall this be done? The lands 
ought to be sold at a fair price, and the money turned over to the In- 
dians to whom the lands belong. 

If something is not done the settlers will continue to hold the lands, 
and the Indians will receive no benefit from them whether in the way 
of sale or rent. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Louisiana permit an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the evidence of the fact alleged by the gen- 
tleman that the fee to the lands in question is in the Indians? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is so stated. 

Mr. ROGERS. By whom, and how? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. In the report of the Indian Commissioner, Mr. 
Hayt, which report has been referred to during the course of this dis- 
cussion. $ 

Mr. ROGERS. Does he say that the Government made a patent to 
the Indians ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. He says that certificates of allotment provided 
for by the terms of the treaty have been issued to the Indians. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me interrupt the gentleman. I am sure he de- 
sires to be entirely accurate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. I havenot concluded my question. I wanted to ask 
the gentleman from Louisiana, before leaving this point, if the fee is in 
the Indians, by what authority, or power, or right can the Government 
of the United States by legislation undertake to divest them of that title? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, The former Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
states that an equitable interest in fee in the lands is vested in these 

i This is a question that needs legislation for the reason I have 
given. The Indian should be protected. But if there be legislation 
directing the sale of these lands, which are notnow and are never likely 
to be in the possession of the Indians, it should be legislation that will 
do justice to them. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Louisiana, as well as other gentlemen, to a statement contained in this 
report, which’seems to have been overlooked in this discussion. This 
says upon its face that the title to these lands is not in these Indians. 

The treaty with these Indians provided, in terms, that the patents 
when issued should be in accordance with the statute of May 28, 
1830. By reference to volume 4 of the Statutes at Large, page 411, a 
copy of which I hold in my hand, it will be seen that patents should 
only issue to the tribes, as tribes, and that until the patents shall issue 
there so be simply the right of occupancy on the part of the In- 
dians. When the gentleman from Louisiana comes to compare the 
statement in the report in reference to these Indians with the statute 
to which I refer, he will find that the thirty-two Indians had the right 
of occupancy and thatalone. Thatsettles the question of title. Itis 
shown also by the report that the Indians abandoned even that right 
because the lands were entered upon by other settlers, I say this 
simply that gentlemen may understand exactly the condition of the 
title as a title. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will read briefly from the report—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour for the consideration of this 
measure has expired. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the regular 
order is the unfinished business coming over: 

PETER M’CANN. 

Mr. SHAW. I present a privileged report from the Committee on 
Accounts. 

‘The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, having had under consideration the followin 
resolution, submitted by Mr. RANDALL: ‘' Resolved, That the Clerk of the ices 


be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to payon of the contingent fund: 


of the House, to Peter M n, father of James cCann, deceased, late mes- 
senger to the Committee on FA he ingame. a sum equal to six months’ salary 
as messenger aforesaid, and a the expenses attending his last illness and 
funeral, not to exceed the sum of $250,” report back the same with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted. 
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Mr. RANDALL. With the permission of the gentleman from Mary- ` 
land [Mr. Saaw] I will state that this young man died during the 
last recess. He was one of the clerical force of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. The Committee on Appropriations have made record 
unanimously as to the characterof thisemployé. I should omita duty, 
I think, unless I gave public expression here to what the committee 
with unanimity stated in a resolve which was made æ matter of record, 
that a more obliging, intelligent, faithful officer they had never known, 
and his death caused great sorrow to each and all the members of that 
committee. 

Mr, SHAW. Does the gentleman desire that the report shall be 
again read? 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot. It is the usual resolution. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask that the report be again read. 

The report was again read. 

Mr. OATES. I rise to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on 
Accounts whether this sum of money is due to the father to whom it 
is to be paid for services of the deceased, or is it a mere gratuity? 

Mr. SHAW. I suppose it is a mere gratuity. 

Mr. OATES. Then I am opposed to it. 

Mr. SHAW. But only following precedents’established in numer- 
ous instances. 

‘Mr. OATES. Then they are very bad precedents. I am in favor of 
paying all the debts the Government owes, but I am opposed to giving 
any gratuity. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can only say in answer to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Oates] that this resolution is an exact copy of many 
similar ones passed under like circumstances. 

Mr. OATES. Does the chairman of the Committee on.Appropria- 
tions think those are good precedents ?. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think where a faithful officer dies in the service 
of the Government it is a small matter to give his dependent relatives 
six months’ pay. [Applause.] 

Mr. OATES. It may be a small matter, butit is one which involves 
a principle. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have foundin my public life that the way to be 
consistent was by trying to be just; and I do not propose to yield my 
judgment in this case because I haveallowed my judgment perhaps to 
be swayed in other like circumstances, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to ask him whether we are 
doing anything more for the family of this deceased employé than we 
do for the families of members of our own body ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Not so much; and this man wasa peculiarly faith- 
ful servant, and I am sure the gentleman from Iowa is ready to bear 
full testimony to that fact. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwill say in reply that every mem- 
ber of the committee will vouch for that. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, returned 
to the House of Representatives the bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage 
between white men and Indian women, which was recalled from the 
House of Representatives at the request of the Senate. 


WIDOW OF JOSEPH F. GUTZWILLER. 


Mr. SHAW. I present another privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, 

The report of the Committee on Accounts was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, having had under consideration the followi 
resolution, submitted by Mr. SENEY : “Resolved, That the Clerk of the House 
Representatives be directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to 
the widow of Joseph F. Gutzwiller, deceased, late an employé of the House, a 
sum equal to his for six months, and also the expenses attending his last 
illness and funeral, not to exceed the sum of $250,” report back the same with 
the recommendation that it be adopted. 

` The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ~ Y 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. SHAW. Iam instructed by the Committee on Accounts to re- 
port back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution fixing 
the time when the pay of certain clerks to committees of the House of 
Representatives shall begin; and I ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the pay of clerks to committees of the House of Repre- 
sentatives which have been or may be hereafter authorized by the House, who 
are paid during the session only, l begin from the time such clerks en 
upon the discharge of their duties, which shall be ascertained and evidenced by 
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‘The report of the committee was read, a8 folows:. 


The Committee on AOne Be dip bar gr ner TONTOS Laa eae Jolas resosi 
od Dwana orim Saag nnd ara that the object pages to be accomplished by 


by } = ion ig newesenry. out 

Ie now existing law and that no further rar © our 
would therefore ask poetry ee oer the further 

SF preger hah papey pissaa tant e upon the table, 


The joint resolution was laid upon the table. 
RAILROAD BRIDGE AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table for present consideration the bill 8, 290. 
The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 290) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot- 
passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Towa. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill at the cack time? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the bill been referred to the Committee on 
Commerce? 

Mr. GEAR. I will state, in reply to the gentleman from Illinois, 
that this is almost im, with the exception of an amendment by 
the Senate, the same as the House bill No. 2170, which has been re- 
ported favorably by the Committee on Commerce of this House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman explain the difference be- 
tween the two bills? 

Mr. GEAR. The difference is this: The bill as passed by the Senate 

vides that the question of the erection of the bridge shall be sub- 
ject to the decision of the Secretary of War, and it also provides, in the 
sixth section, that the bridge shall be commenced within two years and 
completed within four. The House bill has not that provision. That 
is the only difference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill has already passed the House once, I 
believe. 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir; it has passed the Senate; it is now pending in 
the House, and it has the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was , as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That tt the Burlington and Illinois Bridge eee gy its suc- 
cessors and assigns, and they are hereby. authorized to construct and main- 
tain, ifin the opinion of the Seeretary of War the same be a public necessity, a 
railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at a 
—— to the interests of navigation at a point ator near the city of Bur- 

Towa, and to lay on or over said bridge a track or tracks for more 
perfect connection of any railroad or railroads that are or shall be constructed 
to said river,on either or Doth sides thereof, ator opposite said point, under the 
j erre sind conditions hereinafter provided ; f said bridge not inter- 
fere with the free navigation of said river beyond what is necessary in order to 
carry into effect the rights and privileges bereby granted; and in case of any 
liti on arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navi- 
on of said river, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of the United 
States in and for any district in which any portion of said bridge or obstruction 
touches. Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railroad 
` trains, and for the safe and convenient passage of wagons and vehicles of all 
kinds, animals, and foot-passengers, for such reasonable rates of toll as may be 
fixed from time to time by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the proviso re- 
garding wagons, animals, foot-passengers, etc.,shall not influence the location 
of said bridge in its relation to the interests of navigation. 

SEC. 2. Thatany Hobe P95 built under the provisions of this act may, at the option 
of the company buildin: same, be built as a draw-bridge or with unbroken 
and continuous spans pry That if the said bridge shall be made with un- 
broken and aad: em spans, it shall give clear head-room of not less, in any 
case, than 55} feet above extreme high-water mark as understood at the point of 
location, nor shall the spans of said bridge give a clear width of water-way of 
less than 250 feet, and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with the current 
of said river, and the main span shall be over the main egy Eee of the river and 
pie a clear width of water-way of not less than 300 feet: further, 

t if any bridge built under the provisions of this act shall be constructed asa 
draw-bridge, the same shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, witha pivot 
over the pao oe of the river at an accessible and navigable point and 


— of water-way of not less than 200 feet on each 
rad tne fn ivot pier of the draw, and the next adjoining span or 
to the draw 1 give a clear width of water-way of not less that 250 feet: 


led, That if the pivot pier of said bridge shall be constructed within less 
than 410 feet of the west shore of said river “the span constructed west of said 
pivot pier may be less than 250 feet, and said spans shal! give a clear head-room 
of not less than 10 feet above extreme high-water mark; and the piers of said 
bridge shall be paratiel with the current of the riven y where said bridge shal! be 
erected: And provided also, That said draw shall be opened promptly upon 
reasonable signal for the passage of boats, except when trains ehh ape z Fitter over 
the draw; but in no case shal! unnecessary delay occur in opening 
during or after-the | pue of trains, 

SEC. 3. That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its limita- 
tions shall be a lawful structure, and shall be wn asa post-route, and the 
same is hereby declared to be a post-route, upon which also no higher charge 
shall be made for the transmission over the same of the mails, the troops, and 
the munitions of war of the United States, and for Lerma eiaicd freight passing 
dred said bridge, than the rate per mile paid for their transportation over the 

non ae ee ease leading to said bridge; and the United States 
shal vet way for postal-telegraph purposes across ssid bridge. 
Sec. 4. That al noes com ies desiring Uraaa gaid bridge shall have and 
be entitled to equal rights and privileges in the passages of the same, and in 
the use of the machinery and fixtures thereof, and of all the approaches cay AE 
under and upon such terms and conditions as shall rele pace. Bribes 
pana oa EOS honta ie allegations and proofs 


aire. i TEER EEE COTS ial 


the direction and stre: of gierig bas e atiorectine at blai aod i pon, pe 
rately showmy Spree: bed "alle ne stream, the location of any ridges, 
and shall fu SUA BE DEA DA TEDEGO for a full and sat- 
understand rgi che subjeet; and until the said plan and location of 


the bri 


structures for confining the flow of water toa yA SA easil 
channel, for a distance of not less than 1 mile above the bridge | „and a 
the guiding of rafts, steam-boats, and other water-craft safely through the 

and raft spans, as the Secretary of War shall prescribe and order to be cons 
structed and maintained at the expense of the company owning said brid; 
and the‘said structure shall be at all times so kept an as too 
reasonable and pore means for the passage of vessels through or under said 
structure; and for safety of vessels passing at night there shall be layed 
on said bridge, from the hours of sunset to sunrise, such lights as may 
scribed by the Secretary of War; and the said structure shall be einened or 
removed at ae cost and expense of the owners thereof from time to time, as 
Congress may direct, so as to presérve the free and convenient navigation of 
said river; nh the authority to erect and continue said bridge shall be subject 
to revocation and modificat by law, when the publie quod shall in the judg- 
ment of Congress, so require, without any expense or charge to the United States, 

Sec. 6. That if actual construction of the bridge herein authorized shall not vs 
commenced within two years from the passage of this act, and be completed in 
four years from the same date, the rights and privileges hereby granted shail 
cease and be determined. 

SrO. Ke That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

„Mr. GEAR. As there appears to be no objection, I demand the pre- 
vious question on the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

J. E. PILCHER. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Private Calendar and put upon its passage the bill (H. R. 339) for 
the relief of J. E. Pilcher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the be, and is hereby, author- 
ized, out of the Texas indemnity fund, to Pileher the sum of $005, 
being the amount of one bond of $100 and $05 in a paper money of the Re ublic 
of Texas: Provided, That he shall find t are within the class of 
claims heretofore paid by the United States bs ror the rege fund: And vided 
further, That the Secretary of the Treasury is satisfied that said bond and money 
are genuine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARUTH. A bill similar to this was passed in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, but it failed to reach the President in time for signature. 
This bill has been reported favorably from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and if there be no objection, I now demand the previous ques- 
tion on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

a A and read a third time; and be- 
in , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

uria CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


TERRITORY OF CIMARRON. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the memorial of 
citizens and of the Territorial council representing the settlers of what 
is called the Public Land Strip, praying for the organization of the ter- 
ritory of Cimarron. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Territories and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro jenna, It will be so ordered, 

Mr. SPRENGER. I presentalso two memorials of persons claiming 
to be delegates, which should take the same course. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They can be presented through the 
petition-box. 

DIGEST OF RULES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Printing, and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE HoUsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 18, 1888, 


That 2,000 copies of the Digest of Rules for the first session of the 
Congress be printed for the use of the House. 

The are tery fo Species geese the following: 

hat 2,500 copies of the Digest for the present session, prepared b 
Henry H. Smith. late Journal clerk, under the act of March 3, AA be printed 
and bound for the use of the House; the same to be printed under the direction 
of the Speaker and Clerk of the House. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, if no gentleman desires to be 


1888, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


719° 


heard on the subject, I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the substitute. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the adoption 
of the substitute. 
De paS was adopted, and the original resolution was laid on 

e table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the sub- 
stitute was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 

. laid on the table. ` 
The latter motion was agreed to, 


TAX ON OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the table the resolution introduced by me some time sinee and refer it 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the resolution? 

Mr. LAWLER. It is a resolution taking the tax off oleomargarine. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that all my colleague 
desires is to have the resolution taken from the table and referred to 
the appropriate committee. A 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the reference of 
the resolution indicated by the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. LAWLER. Ifthe House will allow me a word of explanation, 
I think there will benoobjection. I introduced this resolution, which 
pro not to interfere with the oleomargarine law, nor with the li- 
cense fee of the wholesale or the retail dealer, but only to take off the 
2 cents tax, which affects the consumer. I merely ask the reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on Ways and Means for its considera- 
tion; that is all. I introduced the resolution before the committees 
were appointed, and it was laid on the table until they should be ap- 
pointed. Ever since the appointment of the committees I have been 
trying to get it up, and all I ask now is that it shall be referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it go to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will ask my colleague [Mr. LAWLER] whether he 
_ is willing that it should go to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. LAWLER. I would rather have it laid on the table than sent 
to that committee. 


INVESTIGATION OF CERTAIN TRUSTS, 


Mr. BACON. Fask unanimous consent to take from the House Cal- 
endar a resolution reported by the Committee on Manufactures as a sub- 
stitute fora resolution of the gentleman from Ilinois[Mr. MAson] re- 
ferred to that committee (House Miscellaneous Document No. 69). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution reported by the com- 
mittee will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereasit isalleged that certain individuals and corporations in the United 
States engaged in manufacturing, mining, or dealing in some of the necessaries 
of life have combined for the purpose of controlling or curtailing the production 
or supply of the same, and thereby increasing their price to the people of the 
country, which combinations are known as associations, trusts, pools, and like 
names, but are not incorporated under the laws of any State; and 

Whereas such combinations not only injuriously affect commerce between the 
States, but impair the revenues of the United States as derived from its duties 
on imports: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and the same is hereby, 
directed to Ap ia into the names, and number, and extent of such alleged com- 
binations, under whatever name known, their methods of combination or do- 
ing business, their effect upon the prices of any of the necessaries of life to the 

ple of the country, upon its internal or foreign commerce, and its revenues 

in import duties, together with any and all other matters relating to the same 
which may call for or suggest legislation by Congress, and report the same to 
the House with such recommendations as the said committee may agree upon. 
And for these purposes the Committee on Manufactures is authorized to sit 
during the sessions of the House, toemploy a stenographer, to administer oaths, 
examine witnesses, compel the attendance of persons and the production of 
papers. And the expense of such investigation shall be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House, 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, when this proposition was originally 
reported I objected to its immediate consideration for the reason that 
I did not think its language comprehensive enough to include an in- 
quiry as‘to all “trusts” and “pools”? which it might be desirable to 
investigate. These combinations are not peculiar to the United States. 
We have jurisdiction of inquiry only within the limits of the Union. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bacon], with whom I have cen- 
ferred on this subject, has consented, as I have understood him, to 
amend this resolution so that the inquiry may embrace the “Standard 
Oil Company,” the ‘‘Whisky Trust,” and every organization in the 
nature of a ‘trust’? or ‘‘pool,’? whether its operations relate to the 
necessaries of life or merely to the comfort of citizens in other particu- 
lars. [Laughter. ] 

This is a wide field, and if the Federal power can regulate these or- 
ganizations, perhaps it might be useful to exercise the power of control. 
Not knowing, myself, how far our power in this regard may extend, I 
shall be glad to have a committee of this House appointed with the 
view of ascertaining whether we can adopt measures for the benefit of 
the people which the resolution presupposes to be desirable. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, this substitute was prepared by the Com- 


mittee on Manufactures after conference with the gentleman from Mi- 
nois [Mr. Mason] who introduced the original resolution, our inten- 
tion being to put it in such form and language as would enable a com- 
mittee of this House to examine into and lay before the House the 
facts with regard to such combinations as are referred toin the preamble. 
We believe it does now embrace all such combinations. It certainly 
was so intended. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
however, whose experience of course entitles his views to deference, be- 
lieves that a change of language will make the proposition more cer- ` 
tainly comprehensive. Understanding it to have been the purpose of 
the committee to embrace every such trast or combination which, ow- 
ing to the fact that it is not incorporated, is not within the reach, per- 
haps, of the laws of any State, I see no objection to introducing into 
the resolution certain language which the gentleman has suggested. 
These alterations, as it seems to me, will not affect the purport of the 
resolution; but I desire to make the proposition conform to the gentle- 
man’s views, as I understand he is anxious to have all these subjects 
investigated. 

I will state the changes which the gentleman has proposed. 
the words ‘‘necessaries of life’? in the preamble, the gentleman pro- 
poses to insert the words ‘‘and other products for sale;’’ so as to make 
the preamble read: 
~ Whereas it is alleged that certain individuals and corporations in the United 
States en; in manufacturing, mining, or dealing in some of the necessaries 
of life and other products for sale have combined, etc. 

I understand the gentleman’s criticism to be that the resolution in 
the form reported would not embrace the “* Whisky Trust,” the Standard 
Oil Company—— 

A Mr. RANDALL. I desire to embrace also gas companies and all 
“trusts. 

Mr. BACON. The gentleman wishes to include “trusts” of every 
description, and he suggests, as I understand, that some of the articles 
to which these ‘‘trusts” relate are not ‘‘necessaries of life.’’ 
committee, as I undefstand, see no objection to the changes which the 
gentleman proposes; and if he will send hisamendments to the Clerk’s 
desk, no objection will come from me, at any rate, to their insertion. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I understand the whole object of this 
resolution is to investigate these gigantic ‘‘trusts.’’ 

ne BACON. To investigate these ‘‘trusts,’’ whether gigantic or 
sma 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It may be proper to state that 
the committee was satisfied the ‘‘trusts’’ referred to by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania were included in the proposition as reported. 

Mr. RANDALL. It can do no harm to make the language plainer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course the committee is 
perfectly willing such organizations should be specified; but we were 
certain they were not excluded. 

Mr, RANDALL. The gentleman is certain they were not excluded; 
I want to be certain they are included. There are two amendments 
which I have suggested—one to the preamble and one to the resolution 


itself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the first amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Amend the preamble so as to read: 

“Whereas it is alleged that certain individuals and corporations in the United 
States engaged in manufacturing, mining, or dealing in some of the necessaries 
of life and other productions have pet o for the purpose of controlling or 
curtailing the production or supply of the same,” ete. 

Mr. WEAVER. Would that include express companies? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; not as I understand it. 

Mr. RAYNER. A number of these ‘‘trusts’’ are made up of difer- 
ent companies which, haying been incorporated by different States, 
have cot i into these combinations. Does this include such organi- 
zations p 

Mr. BACON. It does, as we understand. 

Mr. RAYNER. I think it excludes one of the very companies you 
ought to getat, theStandard Oil Company. Ithink thatis excluded by 
the terms of the resolution. ` 3 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I trust the language will 
be so amended aš to include every such organization. That was the 
intention of the eommittee. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope the resolution will beamended so as to include 
the large anthracite-coal monopolies. 

Mr. RAYNER. It does not include them now. 

Mr. BRUMM. It ought to do so. 

Mr. BACON. I think the House is under a misapprehension in re- 
gard to what this resolution contemplates. In the opinion of the com- 
mittee, this House has no right to institute an investigation into the 


private affairs of any corporation formed under the laws of any State 


and transacting business solely within the limits of the State of which 
it is a corporation. 

Mr. RAYNER. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BACON. Permit me to finish my statement. 

Mr. RAYNER. It is in that connection. 
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Mr. BACON. Inamoment. But the committee understand that 
where a combination or combinations have been formed, partly of pri- 
vate individuals and partly of corporations, which corporations are not 
incorporated in the same States and reach over State lines and engage in 
interstate commerce, and such combinations are notin the power of the 
State Legislature creating such corporations, they are therefore within 
the reach of the legislative power of this body, and for that reason, as 
it is without any question the right of this House to make this investi- 
gation, we have putin only those combinations not incorporated under 
the lawsof any State, so that they can not refuse to come hereand answer 
any question put tothem nor shelter themselves under their State char- 


Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman from Maryland to 
strike out the words ‘‘any incorporated,” as that would reach the re- 
sult he has in view. 

Mr. RAYNER. Iask whether corporations incorporated in the State 
of Pennsylvania, having the right to transact business under that incor- 
poration in other States, and anumber of States give thatright, whether 
such corporations would be reached by this resolution? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, they would be reached by the resolution if they 
are in combination with any other corporation. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to offer an amendment which I think will 
answer the purpose. : 

Mr. BACON. Gentlemen, one ata time. [Laughter.] -I will an- 
swer every question as intelligently as I can, but I must answer them 
in their order. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, is there room there for an- 
other? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will retire to their seats 
and preserve order. 

Mr. BACON. I will yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
G 


UENTHER]. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I wish to ask whether yqu will have the power 
to compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of contracts 
relating to these combinations? 

Mr. BACON. That is embraced in the power granted by the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Power to compel attendance of witnesses and to 
compel them to testify and produce papers. 

. BACON. The committee will have all the power the House has. 

Mr. BRUMM. Would your resolution include a combination of cor- 
porations chartered in one State for, say, mining purposes, who combine 
not only with each other, but with individual mining proprietors whose 
collieries are in other States, and who also combine with carrying com- 
panies, although their charters may all be from one State, yet their 
rights extend to other States; would your resolution cover combina- 
tions of that kind? 

Mr. BACON. IfIunderstand the language of the resolution, it does; 
and it was so intended to do. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. McADOO. Does it include combinations of foreign agents or 
agents of foreign manufactories in the United States to raise the price 
of imported articles? [Criesof ‘‘Louder!’’] Will this inquiry reach 
a combination on the part of agents for the sale of foreign | gage the 
United States to raise the price of those foreign goods and to depress 
the price of domestic products? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; I think it will. 

Mr. McADOO. Then I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to correct an impression which I think the 
chairman inadvertently made upon the House, and that is as to the 
right of Congress to get information on this subject. The gentleman 
seems to give out the Le ghar that we had no right to seek informa- 
tion from corporations of a State doing business in such State. If it 
were a question of legislation it would be different, but as a question of 
information this House has a right to go anywhere within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, inquire of anybody or company or corporation 
as to the business he or it is doing—to get information of anybody or 
any corporation as to his or its action. We have done it in procuring 
the Census Report, a volume containing more information than was ever 
published by any government in the world, which I regard as a most 
useful publication and one reflecting great credit on our Government. 
In the matter of information, we have the right to ask these corpora- 
tions what they are doing, how many men they employ, the character 
of their business, the price paid, etc. All these questions have been 
asked, by the authority of Congress, by the Census Office throughout all 
the States in the Union. Its agents haye gone from house to house 
asking the ages of the children and of the members of each family. I 
therefore think we should strike out the words which have been indi- 


Mr. RAYNER. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the gentleman from Maryland has 
an amendment to offer which accomplishes the object which I desire to 
accomplish. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr, BACON. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois I will say 
that while I have no donbt of the right of the House or any member of 
it, or of any member of the committee, to ask questions for information, 
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I have nevertheless grave doubt of the right of the Government to com- 
pel answers to questions which do not in some way deal with matters 
in reference to which this House can legislate. 

I do not understand that the author of this resolution or the com- 
mittee that reported it have come into this House asking for any au- 


thority to go out and take a census. All they ask of the House is au- 


thority to compel the giving of such information as will come within 
what they believe to be the legitimate power of this House to legislate 
in regard to these pools and combinations; and in the resolution of in- 
quiry which we ask the House to adopt here we have restricted its - 
operation in accordance with what, in the judgment of the committee, 
and as we are advised by other gentlemen who are learned in the law 
and Crponeneod in the practice of this House, is within the full power 
of the House to grant. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] for a 
question. 

Mr.SCOTT. The gentleman from New York has practically answered 
the question I desired to ask. Still I wish to call his attention to this 
point: Suppose the investigation is ordered by the House, and the com- 
mittee find that there has been a combination and a conspiracy between 
a corporation in one State and certain citizens of that State for the pur- 
pose of advancing the price of certain commodities which enter into the 
daily consumption of the people; do I understand the gentleman from 
New York to claim, in view of that condition of affairs, that there is 
any power vested in this House, by authority of the Constitution or 
laws, to remedy that abuse inside of the State limits? Do I under- 
stand him to claim that Congress has any jurisdiction or that there is 
on the statute-books of the United States any law that makes such a 
combination or conspiracy a wrong against which you could proceed 
for redress? Or if you ascertain the existence of such a combination, 
would you have to proceed to redress the evils by some other method? 
And if so, I ask the gentleman to tell me by what method. Or if you 
find such a state of facts as the resolution alleges to exist, do you pro- 
pose to go into the State courts to remedy the abuse? And, in“fine, let 
me ask, what has Congress to do with the question at all? Are not the 
States amply able to take care of themselves and protect the people 
within their limits against that combination or that conspiracy if it 
exists? If they are not, sir, I want to know where your law or where 
the Constitution gives you authority to take the step you here propose, 
and if by the passage of this resolution you are not usurping to your- 
self an authority that is not delegated to you under the Constitution? 
That is the question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me say to the gentleman from New York, 
this resolution is simply to investigate as to the facts alleged. After 
those facts are gathered by the committee they will be accompanied 
by areport, and it is then for the Honse to determine what acticn it 
will take upon that report. , 

‘Mr. SCOTT. I beg leave to call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that we made an investigation by a select committee, which 
was authorized to go to St. Louis, Mo., and to report to the Congress 
then in session on the great strikeand labor trouble prevailing in that 
region. What did that investigation amount to ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me answer the gentleman by another ques- 
tion: Because one criminal is acquitted, is that a reason for ceasing to 
try to enforce the criminal laws? 

Mr. SCOTT. I am not trying to acquit any criminal. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. In answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I can 
only say that it seems to me the suggestions he makes in regard to the 
constitutiorial limitations and powers of the House over this subject 
will more properly apply to the legislation which the House may un- 
dertake to enact after the resolution now presented has been enforced. 
But here is a crying abuse, something that everybody understands, 
which the newspapers tell us daily is committing a serious injury to 
the best interests of the people of the country. It has been held by 
the State courts to be beyond their power of correction. The purpose 
of this resolution of the gentleman from Illinois, as I understand it, 
is to ascertain the accuracy of this information, and when the fects are 
laid before Congress for it to apply such remedy as may be within its 
legislative power to apply. ‘That is the purpose of the investigation 
and the reason it seems wise to the egmmittee to adopt it. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois who introduced the res- 
olution. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a misunderstanding 
as to the meaning and intent of this resolution. I did not intend at 
the time I drew and introduced the resolution that its effect should be 
to appoint a ‘“‘smelling committee’ to invade the borders of the 
States and investigate the affairs of the people doing business within 
State lines under State laws and charters. ‘The resolution simply re- 
cites that there is a large class of trusts and combinations which, by 
reason of a monopoly and by combination, can increase the price of 
certain of the necessaries of life, mentioning particularly coal, sugar, 
and other necessaries of life. 

The object of the resolution was to ascertain, if possible, what effect 
these combinations of trusts have had upon the prices of these neces- 
saries of life; whether or not, by reason of the tariff, they are th 
enabled to place a greater price upon them, and that is certainly asu 
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ject within the jurisdiction of Congress, There are some industrious 
and energetic men in this country who would like to havé a corner upon 
sunshine and levy a tariff of a thousand dollars each on every ray of 
foreign sunlight. 

The tariff Jaws, we believe in Chicago, are sometimes perverted from 
their legitimate purposes, and are turned against the people for the 
benefit of those who should not have such privileges. 

* Mr. NELSON, Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. Have you any doubtin your own mind but that the 
tariff laws indirectly co-operate to aid these trusts? 

Mr. MASON. I will say in response to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota that I have no doubt there is a class of trusts and a class of men 
who take advantage of the tariff laws. We who believe in a high pro- 
tective tariff think there should be some way to avoid taking advantage 
of the laws and perverting them from their proper purpose. But so far 
as I am concerned, expressing also, I believe, the sentiments of the peo- 
ple of my district, I presume, if there is a proper way of meeting that, 
this committee can report a proper bill, but if there is no way to pro- 
tect the people from these exactions of trusts except the revision of the 
tariff, so far as I am concerned I ami ready to vote for that now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman permit me a single question? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think this resolution speaks of a trust which has 
raised the price of anthracite coal. 

Mr. MASON. I think not. It recites that a sugar trust has raised 
the price of sugar. The original resolution has been amended since 
perhaps the gentleman from Maine saw it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any duty imposed on anthracite coal ? 

Mr. MASON. No, sir. 

m DINGLEY. Then this has nothing directly to do with the 
tariff? 

Mr. MASON. I think the gentleman is right in that statement, if 
anthracite coal is included in the resolution. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania seems to be 
very anxious to include anthracite coal, and there is no tariff on that 
article. 

Mr. BRUMM. Is it not true the greatest monopolies we have in this 
country are the monopolies of such things as can not be produced 
abroad or come into competition with American products? First, there 
is coal-oil. We never import coal-oil. Next, there is the Western 
Union Telegraph monopoly; that can not be interfered with by foreign 
competition. Next, there is anthracite coal. We have got all the an- 
thracite coal in the world, at least of this peculiar kind, and there is 
never a ton of it imported, and there is no tariff on it. What I have 
mentioned will include about all the greatest monopolies we have got. 

Now, if there is no tariff on them and no competition with foreign 
producers, how can the tariff in that sense have any effect on these 
monopolies ? í 

Mr. MASON. Ido not think it can have any effect on them. I 
have been under the impression that this body has no jurisdiction over 
theaffairsof States. Ifthe gentleman wishes to amend this resolution, 
or to offer some other to take in a larger field for observation and ex- 
amination, I have no objection. But this merely looks to one relief. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the tariff has nothing to do with these trusts, 
why drag it into the debate upon this resolution ? 

Mr. MASON. Ifthe gentleman will consider for a moment he will 
perceive that I have said nothing of that kind. But if he had paid at- 
tention he would have comprehended that the tariff on sugar has a good 
deal to do with allowing the sugar trust to increase prices, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. PerhapsI might understand that better if it were 
explained. But I will agree with the gentleman to repeal the duty on 
_ Sugar, if he wants to do that. í 

Mr. MASON. Ifthe duty on sugar raises the price of sugar so that 
producers and dealers can sell itat a given price, if you take off the 
duty then this trust can not exist except by taking in by a syndicate 
all the sugar products of the world. 

Mr: RANDALL. Wil the gentleman permit meto ask &im a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do you not consider that the price of sugar, like 
that of most other commodities, is regulated by the natural law of 
demand and supply? 

On what may be considered the average grade of sugar of 90 degrees 
the duty is 2 cents; and during the existence of that duty of 2 cents 
sugar has been lower in price than at any time in the history of the 
country. y 

Mr. MASON. Then, would the gentleman argue, if the people of 
this country take off the $60,000,000 they pay in duty on sugar the 
sugar would be higher in price? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the price would be regulated by the nat- 
ural law of demand and supply. As I have stated, the 2 cents tax has 
not raised the price, but lowered it. ~- 
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Mr. MASON. Then I do not see how the sugar trust can exist-—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I know nothing about the sugar trust, and I care 
nothing about it. But I can state the business reason why sugar is 
higher than six months ago; and that is because the excessive produc- 
tion in the four great sugar-producing countries of Europe and Cuba, 
the United States, and elsewhere was so great that they could not sell 
all that was produced. 

Now, it has come to the knowledge of these peoplethat there must 
be a decrease in the production of sugar, and we are therefore informed 
that the sugar product this year will be about three hundred thousand 
tons less than it was last year, and the effect of that has been to raise - 
the price of sugar abont a cent a pound. 

Mr. MASON. If the “sugar trust,” which everybody knows has 
been formed within the past twelve months, has not increased the price 
of sugar, will the gentleman explain the object of the organization of 
the trust? 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot care what the object is, but if it is to get 
a higher price for sugar, the very best way to defeat itis to call public 
attention to the subject in the manner provided for in this resolution. 

Mr. MASON. Very well; you, then, are for the resolution. Iam 
much obliged to you. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, may we have the resolution re- 
ported once more ? 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to propose an amendment to 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land. 

Mr. RAYNER. Iam heartily in favor, Mr. Speaker, of the resolu- 
tion, but my opinion about it is that it does not go far enough, because 
it excludes from its operation the very sort of trusts that ought to be 
included underit. Byits terms, the resolution expressly excludes every 
corporation incorporated by a State. In other words, if there is a cor- 
poration incorporated by the State of Maryland that has combined 
with another corporation, incorporated by the State of Pennsylvania, 
for the purpose of *‘pooling’’ or otherwise controlling the market, and 
raising prices, such a combination, by the terms of this resolution, is 
excluded fromits operation. Therefore, I say the resolution does not go 
far enough. It has been very well said by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BRUMM] that the question of tariff is only an incidental 
question in reference to this resolution. There are many corporations 
that have combined together in relation to which the question of tariff 
does not arise at all. ‘Take, for example, the case of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company, which has combined with or swallowed up every 
other telegraph company in the country for the purpose of controlling 
prices. Take what is probably the most important case that will come 
under theconsideration of this committee, the Standard Oil Company. 
What is the Standard Oil Company? It isnot a combination of indi- 
viduals at all. It is a combination of different corporations, each one 
of which has been created by the sovereignty of its particular State, and 
which has combined with other corporations to go into that ‘‘trust.’? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] - 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the gentleman give me å little more time? 

Mr. BACON. I can not. 

Mr. RAYNER. Just one minute more. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has fitteen minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. BACON. Then I yield one minute more to the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr. RAYNER. Take the case that is now agitating the public mind 
to a large extent, the case of the Reading coal strike. . The Philadel- 
phia and Reading Railroad Company is a corporation created by the 
State of Pennsylvania. The physical termini of the road are ‘within 
that State, but it ships its products all over the country. That com- 
pany has entered into a conspiracy to strike down labor in the Schuyl- 
kill region and to raise the price of coal, yet it is excluded from the op- 
eration of this resolution, because the resolution expressly says that it 
is not to include any corporation created by a State. If you are going 
to have an investigation of these pools and combinations, you should 
include them all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is mistaken about the scope of 
the resolution. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the question. The 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] proposes an amendment to 
the pending amendment, which will be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in the last paragraph all after the word “names,” which occurs in 
next to the last line of said paragraph. 


A MEMBER. How will it read as amended ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. - The amendment strikes out the words * 
“ but are not incorporated under the laws of any State.” 

The Chair is inclined to think that this is not an amendment to the 
pending amendment. It does not cohere with the pending amend- 
ment. The gentleman can withdraw his amendment now and offer it 
later, The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Maryland here- 
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after for that purpose. Thereis one pendingamendment, and the only 
proposition in the nature of an amendment admissible now is an 
amendment to that. . 

Mr. BACON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from West 

Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 
r. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to 
call the attention of my friend from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] to the 
of this preamble. The language to which he objects is part 
of the preamble, not a part of the resolution, and upon an examination 
of that language he will find that it is not subject to the criticism which 
he makes upon it. It does not exclude corporations that are individual 
members of such trusts; it simply recites that the trusts, pools, com- 
bines or combinations, or whatever names they may be known under, 
are not incorporated, but it does not exclude such combinations whether 
the individual members of them are corporations or individuals, I do 
not think, therefore, that the resolution is open to the criticism of the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. RAYNER. Of course the preamble does not make the law; I 
know that very well. But if the gentleman will look at the resolving 
part he will find this: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and the same is hereby, 
directed to inquire into the names, number, and extent of such alleged combi- 
nations,.ete. 

Now, whatare “such alleged combinations?’ ‘‘Such alleged com- 
binations” in the preamble exclude the very class of corporations which 
it is most desirable to reach. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Idonot understand, Mr. Speaker, 
that these alleged combinations or trusts are incorporated at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. They are voluntary associations 
of individuals and corporations. The individual members of these 
combinations or trusts are incorporated, but the combinations or trusts 
themselves are not incorporated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We have no objection to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have read the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
which is the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as foligws: 


In the second line of the preamble, after the word “manufacturing,” insert 


“ 

one third line, after the word “‘ life,” insert “and other productions.” 

In line 5 of the resolution, after the word “life,” insert “and of all such pro- 
ductions.” 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to offer an amendment to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the first of 
the amendments just read is, properly speaking, the only one pending. 
The-amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] will 
have to be made to that amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. I want to make an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. My proposition is to 
strike out the preamble. I see no reason for a preamble which simply 
recites that it is “alleged” by certain individuals that certain facts 
exist, What we want is simply to adopt the resolution; it is not nec- 
essary to state what is ‘‘alleged’’ by certain individuals. Therefore, 
as a substitute for the pending amendments, I move to strike out the 
preamble so that we may then adopt the resolution. 

ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the preamble were struck 
out, the whole resolution would have to be modified. ~ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A substitute can not be voted on till 
the text is perfected. ` 

Mr.*BACON. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, this discussion has 
reached a point where all gentlemen desiring to express themselyes on 
the subject-matter of the resolution have done so, and I therefore move 
the previous question. 

Mr. LYNCH. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has 
demanded the previous question. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Irise toaparliamentary inquiry. Would it be 
in order now to ask unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman 
from New York be extended for one hour so that he may parcel out 
that hour to other members who wish to address the House on this 
question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York, hay- 
ing the floor, has demanded the previous question. 

Mr.GUENTHER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the time ot 
the gentleman from New York be extended for one hour. 

Several members objected. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We do not want this thing 
talked to death. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Ihave no purpose of that kind—just the con- 
trary. I want a resolution adopted which will amount to something. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The committee think this 
resolution very comprehensive and effective. 

Mr, GUENTHER. If witnesses refuse to appear or to produce 


papers when called for there is no power to compel them under this 
resolution. - 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The committee can come to the 


House and obtain the necessary power. 
I think the resolution in its 
present form is sufficient. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to have the Chair state whether the pre- 
vious question, if now ordered, would prevent the Honse from voting 
on the proposition ofthe gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. HATCH. That is pending. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to know from the Chair whether it 
is pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not pending. 

Mr. RANDALL, Then the previous question should be voted down, 
so that the House may have an opportunity to vote on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland. 

A MEMBER. Let it be considered as pending by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland will be considered as pending. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BACON. I now call the previous question on the resolution 
and pending amendments, and I insist on a yote. . 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Minois. I rise to a liamentary inquiry. 
Would it be in order to, move to recommit this resolution, with the 
amendments, to the Committee on Manufactures? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Ilinois. It must be apparent to the House that 
every member has some amendment which he desires to offer. Now, it 
seems to me, if the resolution is to be adopted, it ought to be properly 
considered, and should be made broad enough to cover all the subjects 
itis intended to embrace. The only way of accomplishing this is to 
recommit the resolution, with the amendments, and let the Committee 
on Manufactures report a resolution in proper shape. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has the 
right to make the motion he has indicated. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move, then, to recommit the resolu- 
tion, with the amendments, to the Committeeon Manufactures, so that 
they may report a new resolution to the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to amend that motion by adding the 
instructions which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And if the said committee report, by bill or otherwise, a provision looking to 
the regulation of the business of companies formed and hitherto controlled and 
regulated by State laws, passed by the Legislatures of the several States of the 
Union, then that said committee report a proper eulogy and epitaph eommem- 
orative of the life, public service, and death of the ancient doctrine of Siate’s 
rights, with the time and circumstances of the abandonment of said doctrine by 
the Democratic party. 


(Laughter. ] 
Mr. RANDALL. I make a point of order on the amendment that 
it is nob germane. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. BRUMM. Imovetoamend by striking out all of the first line of 
the resolution after the word “resolved,” and inserting the following: 
That a special committee of the House be appointed, and. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isnot the question on ordering the previous ques- 
tion? 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment to 
the motion to recommit. 

Several MEMBERS. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois Ente, Hopkins] to recommit, to which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] moves an amendment. 

Mr. BRUMM. TIcall for the reading of the motion as it will be if 
amended. 

The Clerk read the motion as it would be if amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. DUNN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPMAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. [Isit in order now to substitute the Judiciary Commit- 
tee for the Committee on Manufactures? i 

Mr. RANDALL. This committee has originated it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It would not be germane to the pend- 
ing amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. BRuMM’s amendment, and it was re- 


ected. 
f Mr. DUNN. I move to strike out ‘“‘Manufactures™ and insert 
“ Judiciary.” d 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LYNCH. I move the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting in the second line of the preamble, after the word “en- 
gaged,” the words “as common carriers or.” 


Mr. RAYNER. Let that amendment be again read. 
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The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BACON. Is this an amendment of the resolution or of the mo- 
tion to recomm!t? . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of the motion to recommit. 

Mr. RAYNER. Read it as it will be if amended. 

The amendment was read as it would be if amended. 

Mr. BACON. I now demand the previous question on the motion 
to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES. I ask the gentleman to withdraw it. 

Mr. LyNcu’s amendment was to. 

- Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I demand the previous question on my 
motion to recommit. 

Mr. BACON. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. BRUMM. I wish to include, merely, ‘internal revenue.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the demand for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion to recommit was disagreed to. 

Mr. BACON. Inow demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution and amendments. 

Mr. GUENTHER. _Is it time to offer a substitute? 

Mr. BURROWS. If this resolution prevail will it not be in order 
for the House at any time to enlarge the scope of this inquiry? [Cries 
of “ Regular order !”] 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question first recurs upon the 
amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “manufacturing,” in the second line of the preamble, insert 
“ producing.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that will be agreed. to. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the third line of the preamble, after the word “life,” insert * and other pro- 
auctions.” 

Mr. BACON. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the fifth line of the resolution, after the word “life,” insert “and all pro- 
ductions.” 

Mr. BACON. That is right. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. RAYNER. I move, in the first ph, after the word 
‘í names,” to strike out “which are not incorporated under the law of 
any other State.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let the resolution be read as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been read. 

The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. - 

Mr. BACON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution, 
as amended, was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH COX. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move, by unanimous consent, to dis- 
charge the Committee on Invalid Pensions from the farther considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2131) for the relief of Joseph Cox, administrator 
of Charles Pasters, deceased, and to put it upon its passage at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Charles Pasters, of Randolph County, Indiana, was, on the 12th day 
of January, A. D. 1884, granted a pension, for which a certificate was then and 
there duly issued to him; that there was due said Pasters on said certificate the 
sum of $483.73; that a voucher for said sum was duly executed by said Pasters, 
in his lifetime, and returned to the proper United States pension agent at In- 
dianapolis, Ind.; and 

Whereas said Pasters, on the 25th day of January, A. D. 1884, and before he 
received the check for said sum, died, leaving no widow or child surviving him; 


Whereas aflerwards, to wit, on the 3lst day of January, A. D. 1884, the United 
iri pension agent aforesaid issued a check for the sum aforesaid payable to 
said Pasters; an 

Whereas said check was delivered to Joseph Cox, who was the dul¥‘appointed 
administrator of said Pasters, as a of his (said Pasters’s) @state; and 

Whereas the said Cox, as such administrator, under the direction of the cir- 
cuit court of said Randolph County, applied, in good faith, the p) of said 
check, to wit, the sum aforesaid, to the payment of the funeral expenses and 
other indebtedness of said Pasters; and 

Whereas the United States has brought suit against the said Joseph Cox to re- 
he it enacted, eta, Thai enid Noongh 

's it enacted, etc., t said Joseph Cox be, and he is hereby, full: mitted 

and discharged from all liability to the United States on speed of tha SOOS 
tion of the check aforesaid, or the appropriation thereof, or of its proceeds, or 
Seeya sum of the $483.73 so allowed said Charles Pasters, deceased, as afore- 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to say that the Pension Office 
is in favor of this bill, and the suit is suspended to enable me to get 
this relief. 

There was no objection, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill; and it wasordered 


to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which . 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. PAYSON. Iask unanimous consent to present a bill for refer- 


ence. 
Mr. BLAND. Very well. 
< SALES OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 5934) 
to confirm certain sales of public lands, and for other purposes; which , 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion of Mr. BLAND was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5935) for the relief of F. W. Car- 
roll—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 5936) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Mannon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 5937) for the relief of A. M. Benja- 
min—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of John C. Phillips—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 5939) for the relief of Matthew E. 
Jackson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5940) for the relief of George Gallahue—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5941) granting a pension to Nicholas Klock—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5942) granting a pension to John McCurley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5943) granting a pension to John Sheafer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. y 

By Mr. HOLMES: A bill (H. R. 5944) granting a pension to John 
T. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 5945) granting a pension to Joanna 
W. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. R. 5946) for the relief of Sarah C, Hy- 
land, widow of Edward F. Hyland—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5947) for the relief of of- 
ficers and men of Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 5948) for the relief of Charles E. 
Wheeler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5949) for the relief of Lipman Meyer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. I 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 5950) to increase the pension of 
John Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 5951) to provide for the issue to 
William Clabaugh of bonds of the District of Columbia on account of 
the M street bridge across Rock Creek, in the city of Washington—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5952) for the relief of S. B. Younglore—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5953) for the relief of Margaret 
Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 5954) for the relief of Catherine M. 
Pritchard—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 5955) for the relief of Peter Tar- 
garona—to the Committee on Clai 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 5956) to increase the pension of 
Israel C. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 5957) granting a pension to Aaron 
Sternes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5958) granting a pension to Morgan Welsh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5959) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Corbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to Charles 
Ludemann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensións. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 5961) to increase the pension now paid 
to Mrs. D. P. Woodbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWER: A bill (H. R. 5962) for the relief of John S. 
Leary and Matthew N. Leary, jr., executors of Matthew N. Leary, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 5963) for the relief of William L., 
Palmer—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5964) granting a pension to Garrett ©. Moge—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5965) for the relief of the 
' heirs-at-law of Charles K. Smith, jr.—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 
By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 5°66) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Lepha A. OsLorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 5967) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Jacob L. Brand—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 5968) to ascertain the relationsto 
commerce of Smith’s Island and Windmill Island in the Delaware 
River, between Philadelphia, Pa., and Camden, N., J., and to improve 
+ the navigation of Delaware River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 5969) granting a pension to Philip 
Arner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5970) granting a pension to Henry Barkey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 5971) granting a pension to Joseph 
Riggle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5972) granting a pension to Elwood P. Scotten— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5973) granting a pension to Henry McKinney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. nye granting a pension to Christiana Schnei- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5975) granting a pension to Sarah L. Bryan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5976) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas Amey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5977) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Jacob L. Dilling—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5978) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Mathews—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5979) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Herman Gaudig—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 5980) forthe relief of Jacob F. Fisher— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 5981) forthe relief of Frank 
Hanlein, of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5982) for the relief of George Field—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 5983) forthe relief of Luke F. John- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5984) for the relief of 
James Gaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: A bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. 
Mary Ann Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardner, and Mrs. Lillie May Pavy 
to $30 a month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 5986) granting an increase of pension 
to Frederick Moser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 5987) granting a pension to James 
Larsen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: 4A bill (H. R. 5988) forthe relief of William Ivers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 5989) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from Michael Sullivan, alias Michael Murphy—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5990) granting a pension and arrears of pension to 
Patrick Foley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 5991) for the relief of John T. Was- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5992) for the relief of Elizabeth Painter, widow 
of John GL a the ay enue on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi . R. 5993) granting a pension to Martin rson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 o 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5994) granting a pension to Lucretia Henson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5995) granting a pension to W. M. Vancman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of 114 citizens of the Second district 
of Michigan, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Papers in the case of Benjamin F. Raiff, 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of 200 citizens of New Bloomfield; of 
100 citizens of Waynesborough; of 100 citizens of Saluvia, and i10 
citizens of Greencastle, Pa., against the admission of Utah as a State—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. C. S. BAKER: Petition of Dr. M. B. Anderson, president, and 


others of the faculty of the University of Rochester, N. Y., in favor 
of an international copyright law—to the Committee op Patents. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill to provide for the improvement of the 
Sipsey River, Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to provide for the improvement of the Tombigbee River, 
in Alabama and Mississippi—to the Committee on Riyersand Harbors. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition and remonstrance of citizens of Harris- 
burg, and of Dauphin, Pa., against the admission of Utah as a State— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of George B. Page and 132 others, citi- 
zens of the Fourth district of Maine, for prohibition in the District of 
Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers in the case of B. F. Rich- 
ardson, and of estate of Moses S. McCord—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Petition of William F. Williams, administrator 
of James Williams, of Greenbrier County, West Virginia, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of L. B. Wynne and others, for 
an appropriation to pay salaries due but withheld on account of failure 
to comply with technical rule in matter of taking and subscribing offi- 
cial oath—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of the board of supervisors of 
Kings County, New York, urging an appropriation for a monument at 
Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Joint resolution authorizing and requir- 
ing the Secretary of War to contract for the improvement of Harlem 
River navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers relating to the granting of a pension to 
Emily Goodall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the home for Mexican veterans—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 2 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Henry C. Richardson, for compen- 
sation for property captured by the Nez Percé Indians—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of 19 citizens of the Fifth district of 
Maryland, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. COX: Memorial of superintendents of blind asylums in the 
United States, for the enactment of a law to promote the higher in- 
struction of the blind, ete.—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Papers in the case of Lewis Parker, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition for the relief of Lindsey Sanders, of Bethel, 
MeNairy County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of V. B. Walker, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr, FORNEY: Petition of J. P. Roberson, of Seddon, Ala., for 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Coosa River, in Alabama and 
Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request): Petition of 75 citizens of the Second 
district of Connecticut, for prohibition in District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Allen County, Kansas, to 
increase the pension of John Smith, late of Company G, Second New 
York Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 36 citizens of the Eleventh district of 
Illinois, for prohibition in District of Columbia—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of A. A. Surgeen and A. P. Frick, with 
proposed measure of relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HEMPHILL (by request): Protest of Harvey Spalding and 
99 others, citizens of the District of Columbia, against the right of the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad to tunnel under Tenth and Eleventh 
streets—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Papers in the claim of Samuel B. Harris and of 
Maria.C. Buie, of Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition for an international copyright law—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: Petition of citizens of Wythe County, Vir- 
ginia, against the removal or reduction of the duty on coal and iron 
ores—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Papers in the case of William Ivenz, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of W. 8. Foster and 37 others, for the 
passage of a bill for the suppression of contagious diseases among cat- 
tle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Professor James M. Taylor and 26 
others, of the faculty of Vassar College, Poyghkeepsie, N. Y., for the 
removal of the duty on books and on apparatus for scientific investiga- 
tion—to the Committee on Ways and Means. , 

Also, petition of Professor James M. Taylor and 23 others, of the 
faculty of Vassar College, Poughkeepsie, N. Y., for the speedy enact- 
ment of an international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 
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By Mr. LAFFOON: Memorial ot William Clabaugh, as to M street 
bridge, District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. LEE: Papers in the case of Sarah A. Beckham, of Sarah A. 
Freeman, of John Lowry, of William Hough, of Oliver Bartley, of John 
R. Hornbaker, of John W. Jones, of Robert Waters, of Robert Green, 
of Mrs. William Francis, of Willis Long, and of Martha A. Boxley, of 
Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Petitions of citizens of the Twenty-fourth dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, and of Rev. A. B. Miller, president of Waynes- 
burgh College, and 100 others, citizens of Greene County, Pennsylvania, 
for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee 

“on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of 98 citizens of Gray’s Harbor, of 1,037 
citizens of Port Gamble and Port Ludlow, Wash., and of 198 mill-own- 
ers, loggers, and others, citizens of Oregon and Washington Territory, 
against any disturbance of the existing tariff on lumber—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of 150 citizens of the Second district 
of Missouri, for prohibition in the District of Coluntbia—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Alonzo Snow and others, for the 
improvement of Bagaduce River, in Hancock County, Maine—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: Petition of H. T. Cowen afd others, to establish 
K AA of telegraphy—to the Committee ọn the Post-Office and Post- 

Also, petition of L. Solomon and others, for repeal of thelaw limiting 
pension-arrears act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers in the claim of John D. Baum; of Michael 
F. Woods; of Mrs. Angeline Floyd; of John G. Campbell, and of E. 
P. Ward, of Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Paint and Oil Club of New England for 
the enactment of such legislation as will relieve those who sell pure 
alcohol only from the burden of a special license tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition and supporting affidavits for the improve- 
ia of Big Stone Lake, Minnesota—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 113 citizens of Eaton Rapids, 
Mich., for increase of pension of Israel C. Wells—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of J. E. Hoffman and others, for an appro- 

riation to continue the improvement of the Congaree River, South 
lina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of David D. Spear, M. D., and other citi- 
zens of Mai_e, for the improvement of the Hawasukett River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Martin Enlers; of administrator 
of Susan Burt, of Bedford County, and of executor of A. M. Stovall, 
and of administrator of Samuel Warren, of Franklin County, Tennes- 
see, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Cleveland Vessel-Owners’ Association 
for legislation to secure better protection to navigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Hazlett F. Owens, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Marine Engineers’ Association, No. 32,of Baltimore, 
Mä., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of Joseph S. Lewis, a soldier of the 
Seminole war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition and papers of John Dale, claiming to 
be elected a Delegate to the Fiftieth Congress—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, petition of O. G. Chase, claiming to be elected a Delegate to the 
Fiftieth Congress—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of Washington Weir, executor of 
Levi B. Field, and of the heirs of Cyrus Marsh, of Adams County, and 
of Joseph R. Aumock, heir of Sophia Aumock, of Amite County, Mis- 
sissippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Papers in the claim of Daniel T. 
Hedges and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of Martin Epperson, for a special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John T. Wasson, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers, for equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of William S. Legg, of Limestone 
County; of John Lawler, of Madison County; of J. P. Bynum, admin- 
istrator of Robert Bynum, of Jackson County; of J. A. Patterson, of 
Colbert County, and of A. J. Shelton, of Lawrence County, Alabama, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of 13 veteran soldiers of Miami County, 
Ohio, asking for amendments to pension Jaws—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of Samuel F. Engle, of Montgomery 
County, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the tax on tobacco, and the 
removal of the bail bond or the reduction of the same—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOST: Memorial of citizens of Wythe County, Virginia, 
protesting against the reduction of duty on coal or coke, and asking a 
hearing before the committee—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers in the claim of Zachariah F. Colbreath; of John Engle- 
man; of Jacob Stover; of William T. Fauber; of W. D. Hemp; of Peter 
Elinger; of Jacob B. Carwell, and of Michael Carwell, of Virginia—to 
the Committee on War Claims. s 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: . 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of citizens of Spence Hill, of Sarah and Aitch, 
and of Scotland, Pa. 
aun Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Brazier, Clermont County, 

io. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Of citizens of Prospect, Ky. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of Samuel Hartz and others, of Berks 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of citizens of Boyle, Westmoreland County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Of 55 citizens of Missouri. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Gibraltar, N. C. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 26, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 13th instant, a report from the Lieutenant-General of the 
Army, relative to the removal of the garrison from Fort Canby, in 
Washington Territory; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 128 citizens of 
the District of Columbia, praying for prohibition in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of 78 citizens of the District of 
Columbia, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of the Chicago (Ill.) Board of 
Trade, praying for retaliatory legislation against France and Germany 
for excluding American meat; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of members of the Society of 
Friends, assembled in conference at Richmond, Ind., in favor of peace 
arbitration with Great Britain. This isa highly respectable body of 


“men, whose principles lead them to advocate this policy perhaps more 


strongly than any other portion of the people of the United States, and 
as such their petition is entitled to respectful consideration. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHEKMAN presented a petition of members of the faculty of Ot- 
terbein University, at Westerville, Ohio, and a petition of members of 
the faculty of Denison University, at Granville, Ohio, praying for the 
passage of an international copyright law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of 48 citizens of Ohio, praying for the 
passage of the bill for the extirpation of contagious pleuro-pneumonia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 80 citizens of the Sec- 
ond Congressional district, a petition of 92 citizens of the Ninth Con- 
gressional district, and a petition of 50 citizens of the Third Congres- 
sional district of the State of Michigan, praying for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the faculty of Franklin and Mar- 
shall College, in Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of an interna- 
tional copyrightJaw; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of 130 citizens of the Twenty-seventh 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, praying for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
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He also presented a memorial of citizens of the Nineteenth Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania, and a memorial of citizens of the Sixth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, remgnstrating against the ad- 
mission of Utah as a State with polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of 20 residents of the Sixth Con- 
gressional district of Wisconsin, and a petition of 245 citizens of Wis- 
consin, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of 3,700 adult male residents of the 
District of Columbia, remonstrating against the enactment of alaw pro- 
hibiting the manufacture and sale of spirituous and fermented liquors 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE’presented the petition of George B. Page, and 134 other 
citizens of the Fourth Congressional district of Maine, praying for pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

* Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 134 citizens of the Second and 
Third Congressional districts of Iowa, praying for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of ex-soldiers, sailors, and marines, 

ying for the passage of a law to increase the pension for the disa- 
lity of total deafness; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Chief Engineer James W. 
King, United States Navy, praying to be restored to the rank on the 
retired-list which he formerly held while on the active-list; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a memorial of 136 railroad conductors on 
the Pennsylvania Railroad, remonstrating against the passage of a bill 
for licensing railroad conductors; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 125 citizens of the Fifth, Tenth, 
and Twelfth Congressional districts of Illinois, praying for prohibition 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of directors of the 
Chicago (IU. ) Board of Trade, urging the enactment of retaliatory legis- 
lation against foreign Governments which prohibit the exportation of 
American salted pork to their countries; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of members of the faculty of the 
Agricultural and Mechanical College of Texas, at College Station, Tex., 
praying for the speedy enactment of an international copyright law for 
the better security of literary property; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB presented & petition of 108 citizens of the Third and 
Fourth ressional districts of Kansas, praying for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of D. H. Mitchell, of Kansas, praying 
to be reimbursed for certain supplies furnished by him to the Govern- 
ment during the years 1868 and 1869; which was referred to the Com- 

` mittee on Claims. 3 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the faculty of Rensselaer Poly- 
technic Institute, of Troy, N. Y., praying for the speedy enactment of 
an international copyright law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of William Dé W. Hyde and other 
members of the faculty of Bowdoin College, at Brunswick, Me., pray- 
ing for the speedy enactment of an international copyright law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DANIEL presented three petitions of citizens of Virginia, pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill for the extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia; 
which were to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented three petitions of citizens of Virginia, praying that 
fourth-class postmasters may be allowed increased compensation; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, 
praying for the submission to the people of that District of the question 
of the prohibition of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors 
pon ; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia, 

He also presented a petition of 214 citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, a petition of 82 citizens of the District of Columbia, and a petition 
of 370 citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of Boston, Mass., praying for an international conference in re- 
gard to the adoption of measures to provide greater security for life at 
sea; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relatio: 


ns. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
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tions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R. 4881) making an appropria- 
tion to carry into effect the provisions of an act Sopro vas ah 2, 1887, 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish agricultural experimental stations in con- 
nection with the colleges established in the several States under the pro- 
visions of the act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary 
thereto,” to report it with an amendment. 

I ask unanimous consent that after the completion of the morning 
business the bill may be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill reported by him be taken up immediately 
after the conclusion of the morning business. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that be suspended for a few minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand the observation ef the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I asked that the matter of unanimous consent 
about the agricultural bill be suspended for a few moments until I can 
look at it, as it has just been reported. 4 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: Referring to House bill 4881 
making appropriations for the agricultural college establishments, i 
have examined itand have no objection to make, myself, to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON]. _ 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to the consideration of the bill if 
it can be acted upon without debate. I will reserve the right to ob- 
ject if it leads to disanssion, as I gave notice that I would move to take 
up the educational bill at the conclusion of the morning business, and 
Iam desirous to have the day to complete my remarks on the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. _Is it in order to introduce a bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That order has not yet been reached, 
Reports of committees are in order. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1024) for the relief of John A. Fairfax, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 475) for the relief of the estate of Thomas L. 
Price, deceased, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1473) to authorize the Chicago, Kansas and Western Railway Company 
to build its road across the Fort Hays military reservation, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1295) for the relief of soldiers and sailors who en- 
listed or served under assumed names, while minors or otherwise, in the 
Army or Navy during the war of the rebellion, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. DAWES. A bill from the House of Representatives, concerning 
civil jurisdiction of the courts of the United States in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, has been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I report 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs a resolution of the board of di- 
rectors of the Commercial Exchange of Kansas City, Mo., praying that 
the jurisdiction of the civil laws of the United States be extended over 
the Indian Territory, and ask that the committee be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (5. 1273) for the relief of Wilbur F. Cogswell, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back the bill (S. 1283) making an appropriation for the erection 
of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North 
Carolina, with a recommendation that it pass. A report accompanies 
the bill, which I will submit as soon as it is copied, and ata very early 
day I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill. ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 313) for the relief of R. R. Tinsley, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1091) to establish a light-ship off False Cape, sea- 
coast of Virginia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R; 2131) for the 
relief of Joseph Cox, administrator of Charles Pasters, deceased; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1667) granting a pension to John 
Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
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Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1668) forthe relief of A. M. Wood- 
poy aaron. was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 1669) eas ae} the Mis- 
sissippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., 
to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, 
Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1670) for the relief of the Union 
National Bank of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1671) for the reliefof Martin Kenofsky; 
Taen was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1672) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. 
Hebert; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 1673) for the relief of Morgan 
Rawls; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1674) to author- 
ize the reduction of United States bonds and of the circulation of the 
national banks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1675) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to purchase certain real estate lying opposite the 
depot of the quartermaster’s department at Jeffersonville, Ind., and to 
have erected thereon two buildings to be occupied by the military 
storekeepers on duty at said depot, the cost of said grounds and build- 
ings not to exceed $25,000; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1676) for the relief of Andrew 
J. Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1677) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Charles K. Smith, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1678) granting a pension to Mrs. Mar- 
garet Pickering-Copeland; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1679) making a donation to the 
Kansas Veteran Association of two condemned brass cannon and two 
hundred stand of small-arms and equipments; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1680) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the Plainville Post, No. 298, of the Grand Army of the 
Republic at Plainville, Kans., six condemned brass cannon for monu- 
mental purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1681) to amend section 461 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, regulating fees for exemplification 
of land patents, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1682) for the relief of Meyer B. Haas; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1683) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Jane Flynn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He. also introduced a bill (S. 1684) granting a pension to Robert No- 
ble; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1685) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsy 
C. Green; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1686) for the relief of George 
8. Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1687) to restore J. Rock Williamson to 
the pension-roll; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 1683) to regulate commerce car- 
ried on by telegraph; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1689) amending section 4414 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the compensation of 
inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1690) for the removal of the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Donnelly; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1691) to equalize the rank and 

pay of certain staff officers of the Navy; which was read twice by its 
i title, and referred to the Committee on N: val Affairs. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S.1692) for the reliefof Mosby & Hunt, 
of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1693) granting a pension to Isaac 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1694) for therelief of John L. Cunning- 
ham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committes 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1695) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
W. Adair; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1696) for the relief of Lewis I. Cundiff; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1697) to grant the right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Rail- 
way Company for the purpose of constructing a railway, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and I hope they will report it very soon. 

The motion was 1 to. s 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1698) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Lieut. Francis Ware, deceased, of the Revolutionary 
war; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1699) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted trustee, for 
certain registered United States bonds redeemed or assigned by the 
Government upon forged assignments; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1700) authorizing the Librarian 
of Paty ee to purchase ‘* Townsend's Library of National, State, and 
Individual Records, comprising a collection of historical records con- 
cerning the origin, progress, and consequences of the late civil war;’’ 
ea was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1701) authorizing the 
construction of a high wagon-bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Sioux City, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1702) granting a pension to Joanna 
W. Turner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1703) for the relief of Reuben 
Ragland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1704) to increase and grant arrears 
of pension to George H. Lawrence; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1705) to provide for 
continuing the grading and paving of the approaches to the national 
cemetery near Danville, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1706) for the relief of Charles 
Gallagher, of New York; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
‘ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1707) to provide for the issue of 

tents to certain persons for donation claims under the act approved 

September 27, 1850, commonly known as the ‘‘donation law;’’ which 
was read twice by its title, aud referred to the Committee on Pablic 
Lands. : 

Mr. TELLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 43) providing for 
the printing of decisions of the Department of the Interior regarding 
public lands and pensions, for sale; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


Printing. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND EEFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. GIBSON, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the claim of the Union National 
Bank of Louisiana be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, no adverse report having been made on the same, 
On motion of Mr. GIBSON, it was - 


\ 
Ordered, That all the depositions, proofs, documents, and papers of every kind 
filed by W. W. Handlin, of New Orleans, relating to his claim the Gor- 
ernment of Nicaragua, with the Senate Committee to agers into all Claims of 
Citizens of the United States Against the Government of Nicaragua, and now in 
possession of the Senate, may be withdrawn by Mr. W, W, upon his 
filing his receipt therefor. 


JOSEPH COX. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further concurreat or other 
resolutions ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not rise to offer a resolation under that order 
of business, but there is a bill here from the other House, for the relief 
of the administrator of a soldier who has been sued upon an account, 
which I should be glad to haye taken up, with the consentof the Senate, 
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and acted upon at this time, if that be in order. It is a bill for the re- 
lief of Joseph Cox, administrator of Charles Pasters, deceased, and is 
now lying on the desk. It is recommended by the Pension Bureau, 
and there isan urgency in the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 2131) for the relief of Joseph Cox, administrator of 
Charles Pasters, deceased, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill. Is there ob- 
jection to its present consideration ? : 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will explain it. Pasters was a pensioner enti- 
tled to some four hundred and odd dollars, and the certificate was sent 
to Indianapolis for its payment. Before he received the money he died, 
and it went into the hands of his administrator, who expended the sum 
in his necessary funeral expenses; but having no way to settle that, he 
has been sued in the United States court. This bill is to acquit him 
of liability, he having honorably expended this money which was due 
this man who died before he got it himself. That is the explanation, 
and on that I think the bill ought to pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 


Mr. BLAIR. I reserve the right to object if it leads to debate. 
Mr. VOORHEES, Yes; of course, if it leads to trouble it may go 
over. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 


Whereas Charles Pasters, of Randolph County, Indiana, was, on the 12th da. 
of January, A. D. 1884, granted a pension, for which a certificate was then an 
there duly issued to him; that there was due said Pasters on said certificate the 
sum of $183.73; thata voucher for said sum was duly executed by said Pasters, 
in his lifetime, and returned to the proper United States pension agent at In- 


dianapolis, Ind.; and 
Whereas said Pasters, on the 25th day of January, A. D. i884, and before he 


received the check for said sum, died, leaving no widow or child surviving him; 


and 

Whereas afterwards, to wit, on the 3lst day of January, A. D. 1884, the United 
States pension agent aforesaid issued a check for the sum aforesaid payable to 
said Pasters; and 

Whereas said check was delivered to Toph Cox, who was the duly appointed 
administrator of said Pasters, asa part of his (said Pasters’s) estate; and 

Whereas the said Cox,as such administrator, under the direction of the cir- 
cuit court of said Randolph County, applied,in good faith, the proceeds of said 
check, to wit, the sum aforesaid,to the payment of the funeral expenses and 
other indebtedness of said Pasters; and 

Whereas the United States has brought suit against the said Joseph Cox lo re- 
cover the sum aforesaid: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That said Joseph Cox be, and he is hereby, fully acquitted 
and discharged from all liability to the United States on account of the collec- 
tion of the cheek aforesaid, or the appropriation thereof,or of its proceeds, or 
vere sum of the $483.73 so allowed said Charles Pasters, deceased, as afore- 
sai 


Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to have the Senator explain what was 
illegal in that transaction. I did not catch it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There was nothing illegal, but the money, in- 
stead of passing into the hands of the pensioner, passed into the hands 
of his administrator, the pensioner having died before it reached him. 

Mr. DAWES. How does the United States have a claim on him 
under those circumstances ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not know, I know they have sued the ad- 
ministrator, and I know that this measure will stop the suit and end 
the trouble. 

Mr. HOAR. I can answer my colleague’s question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should be very glad if the Senator would. 

Mr. HOAR. Precisely that case occurred in our State. The Pension 
Office held—I suppose correctly; I have not investigated it—that one of 
its checks payable to the soldier does not pass to the executor or ad- 
ministrator or legal representative. A case arose a year ago in Nor- 
folk County, Massachusetts, in which the administrator collected sev- 
eral thousand dollars and paid it all out for the expenses of the last 
sickness and the debts of the soldier, the intestate. Then he was called 
and had to pay the money back to the Government, and he is here now 
with a bill to be reimbursed that money from the Treasury. He sat- 
isfied himself that he could not defend against the claim of the United 
States. I have not myself examined the foundation of that opinion, 
but I suppose it is correct. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. DAWES. My query was why the check did not belong to the 
administrator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. . In due course of law it should. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I think we have heard a very satisfactory state- 
ment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. BLAIR addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was going to ask to take up the bill I reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from New Hamphire. N 
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Mr. ALLISON. So I observed. 
Mr. BLAIR. I give way for the purpose of the consideration of the 
Senator’s bill if it does not lead to debate. 
„Mr. QUAY. Task leave to present a petition. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is not yet con- 
cluded. The Chair will receive the petition. 


PENSIONS FOR DEAFNESS. 


Mr. QUAY. I present a petition adopted by ex-soldiers, sailors, and 
marinesat the headquarters of the Silent Army of Deaf Soldiers, Sailors, 
and Marines, Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
No, 509, authorizing an increase of pensions in certain cases. In this 
connection I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill to which the petition refers. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion the 
Chair will receive other morning business, if there be any. [A pause.] 
If there be no further morning business that order is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask to take up—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania has 
been recognized. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon; I do not wish to interfere with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Pennsylvania moves 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill (8.509) authorizing an increase 
in pensions in certain cases. 

Mr. QUAY. I will withdraw the motion for the purpose of enabling 
the Senator from Iowa to take up his bill, with the understanding that 
this bill shall take precedence atter that bill has gone through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize any 
understanding between Senators. If the Senator from Pennsylvania 
withdraws his motion the Senator from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move, then, to proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 4881. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator proceeds, as there seems to be such 
a general desire to consider bills on the Calendar during the morning 
hour, I, perhaps, ought not to press the motion which I havesuggested 
against what seems to be the general will of Senators, and I will waive 
it until the school bill has its right in regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the agricultural-experiment- 
stations bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. LI object. The bill was reported this morning, 
and Senators ought to have an opportunity to consider it before it is 
called up for final action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware objects, 
and the bill goes over, ander the rule, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. 

Mr. QUAY. Irenew my motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Then I ask that the bill be printed with the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. QUAY. I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
509. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 509) 
authorizing an increase in pensions in certain cases. 

Mr. QUAY. That is a bill which is recommended, and which was 
recommended formerly, by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not hear a word on this side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Business will be suspended until or- 
der is restored in the Chamber. 

Mr. QUAY. I wassaying simply that this bill was one which some- 
time ago was recommended by the Commissioner of Pensions, I think 
three years ago, and it has been again recommended in his recent report 
for the past year. Its effect-is simply to increase the pensions of those 
totally deaf from $13 per month to $30 per month. It provides further 
that in case of partial deafness the Commissioner of Pensions shall have 
absolute discretion in rating the amount of the pension, The Commit- 
tee on Pensions reported the bill unanimously. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] certainly understands 
the disability which total deafness produces. If the Senator from Mis- 
souri were stricken to-day with it, he would be utterly disqualified for 
his duties in the Senate, of which he is so valuable a member, and there 
is not an officer of the Senate, from page to President, who could dis- 
charge his duty. TheSenator from Missouri would not employ a clerk 
so totally disabled in his law oflice; no merchant and no business man 
would employ a book-keeper or salesman so disabled; and no employer 
of manual labor, other matters being equal, would employ a deaf work- 


an. 
The bill, it seems to me, is just and fair, and, having received the 
indorsement of the Department and the unanimous indorsement of the 
committee, it ought to pass. 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the present rate? 
Mr. QUAY. The present rate is $13 per month. The increase is $17 
per month. The number of those affected by the increase for total deaf- 
ness is 275. What the increase of expense to the Treasury will be 
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owing to the rating for partial deafness, I am not able tosay; but itis 
fair to expect that the Commissioner of Pensions, who has behaved 
wisely and liberally in his office, will discharge his duty properly in 
establishing the rate, and that the entire expense for partial deafness 
will not exceed that for total. I would say that the entire increased 
expense to the Treasury can not probably exceed $100,000 a year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I understand the bill simply changes—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One moment. The Senate has not 
yet decided to proceed to the consideration of the bill, The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that hereafter all 
persons on the pension-rolls of the United States, or who may hereafter 
be thereon, drawing pensions on account of loss of hearing, shall be en- 
titled to receive, in’lieu of the amount now paid in case of such disa- 
bility, the sum of $30, in cases of total deafness, and such proportion 
thereof in cases of partial deafness as the Secretary of the Interior may 
deem equitable; the amount paid to be determined by the degree of 
disability existing in each case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This changes the existing law so as to allow a 
rating from $30 down—$30 for total disability, and then down accord- 
ing to the degree of disability, whereas under the existing law the 
rating is from $13 down. 

Mr. QUAY. Yes, sir; the rate is fixed absolutely at $30 for total 
deafness, and it is left within the discretion of the Commissioner of 
Pensions as to partial deafness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Quay January 17, 
1888, as follows: 


The Committee an Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 509, beg leave 

to report the same with » favorable recommendation, and in this connection 
would call attention tothe fact that the increase authorized by this bill was 
recommended by the Commissioner of Pensions in his reports for 1885, 1886, and 
1887. In his report for the latter year he uses the following language: 
"I desire to renew my recommendations made in my reports for 1885 and 1886 
as to additional a in behalf of those who are afflicted with deafness 
from the service. he present rate is not commensurate with the degree of dis- 
ability resulting. and I respectfully recommend that a total of $30 per month for 
total deafness (with intermediate grades, to be determined according to the de- 
gree of disability) be fixed by law. The number of applicants under this pro- 
ore and would be yery small, and the amount to be disbursed inconsider- 
able.’ 1 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the bill relates only to cases of deatness, I sug- 
gest that the title be changed to indicate that. If it refers only to 
deafness, the title should show it. 

Mr. QUAY. There is no objection to an amendment of the title. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing an increase 
` of pensions in cases of deafness.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideratton of 
Calendar No. 44, being the bill (S. 495) for the relief of Albert H. 
Emery. I desire to state that this bill has passed the Senate halfa 
dozen times, and passed both branches at the last session, but reached 
the President too late for his examination. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
movos that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named 

y him. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is the amount named in this bill the amount agreed 
on by the two Houses? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will let us take up the Cal- 
endar. We shall soon reach that case. ; 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kansas put me a question which I 
answered inadvertently, according to the best of my belief. I would 
rather investigate carefully before I give that answer as final. I will 
let it remain for a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the Calendar in regular order. 
verha PASEN pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar will 

stated. 

Mr. TELLER. Are these bills called up subject to objection? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be subject to objection. 

Mr. TELLER. There are a number of them that will lead to ex- 
tensive debate, and it does not seem worth while to call them up. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They can be objected to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tne Calendar of general orders will 
be in order until 2 o'clock, each bill being subject to objection, and each 
Senator being entitled to speak for five minutesand only once on each bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask to take up a bill that was considered 
here and laid over at the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 

UMB], to offer an amendment. It came up in due order, and is 
standing on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the Calendar in order. _ 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a bill partly finished, and we may not 


reach it. I hope the Senator will not object, because it is a bill which 
if passed at all ought to be passed promptly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the title of it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis Order of Business 27, being the bill (S. 1029) 
to amend an act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Terri- 
tories to American citizens, etc., approved March 3, 1887. There is no 
controversy about it. — 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a hundred bills on the Calendar about 
which there is no controversy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of that bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will almost necessarily lead to discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1029) to amend an 
act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American 
citizens, etc., approved March 3, 1887. If there be objection—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. TI object, and call forthe Calendar. Let us have 
the regular order. That bill will be reached in a short time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will let the Calendar run along, but I want this 
bill acted on this morning. Perhaps we may reach it. I withdraw 
the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

PORTLAND COLLECTION DISTRICT LIMITS. 


The bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as a port 
of entry was annonnced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I desire to ask the Senator from Oregon whether 
the points named in this bill were named in the act of 1880 and ex- 
cluded under the option permitted by the act to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr, DOLPH. This simply extends the port of entry across the river, 
which is only a quarter or a third of a mile, so as to allow steamers to 
load and unload at the railroad wharves. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then it is not to extend the privilege of trans- 
portation to these points? 

Mr. DOLPH. Nothing ofthat kind. It is only to extend the limits 
of the port so that vessels may unload on the other side of the river 
where the railroad is. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no occasion for the second section of the 
bill. I move to strike it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 2, as follows: 

Src, 2. That this act shall take effect from and after the date of its passage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PORTS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

The bill (S. 25) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880, was considered as in Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole. It proposes to extend the privileges of the seventh 
section of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the ports of Seattle and 
Tacoma, Wash. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT PORT ANGELES, 


The bill (S. 28) to create a port of delivery at Port Angeles, in the 
district of Puget Sound, Washington Territory, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAND SALES IN CALIFORNIA. 

The bill (S. 418) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of the 
net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

CALIFORNIA SCHOOL LANDS. 

The bill (S. 419) to enable the State of California to take lands in 
lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral 
lands was announced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should likethat bill to go over. Iwantto look 
atit. I remember we had the subject up once before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under objection. 

W. H. TIBBITS. 

The bill (S. 190) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that it appears from the records of the General 
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Land Office that W. H. Tibbits did in good faith, on the4th of Janu- 
ary, 1872, make homestead entry of the northeast quarter of section 21, 
township 9 north, range 11 east, in the State of Nebraska, and resided 
thereon for the fall period of time required by existing statutes, and 
improved and cultivated the same; and that the land was patented to 
the Burlington and Missouri River Railroad at a time subsequent to 
the homestead entry, and sold by the company to other parties. The 
bill therefore authorizes Tibbits, or his legal representatives, to locate 
160 acres of any of the public lands, subject to private entry at $1.25 
per acre, of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PPA PRENIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF MISSOURI. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (8. 473) to authorize the Secretary of the to cause to be 
examined certain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State of Mis- 
souri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States on account of payments made by said 
State since April 22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her militia 
forces for military services rendered to the United States in the sup- 
pression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls hereto- 
fore filed with, examined, and accepted by the Government of the 
United States, and to report to Congress. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was there any report in that case? 

Mr. COCKRELL. A fall report embracing the whole case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

+ The Secretary read the following report sabmitted by Mr. CocKRELL, 
December 20, 1887: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill 473, have 
duly considered the same, and submit the following report: 

A bill precisely similarto the present one was favorably reported by this com- 
mittee and passed by the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses and was fa- 
Regios reporten in the House of Representatives, but no final action was taken 

either 

During the late war the State of Missouri pa, laid out, and expended large 
sums of money for the United States in enrolling, equipping, and provisioning 
militia forces to aid in suppressing the rebellion. 

On April 17, 1866, Congress an act entitled “An act to reimburse the 
State of Missouri for moneys expended for the United States in enrolling, equip- 
ping, and provisioning itia forces to aid in suppressing the rebellion,” ap- 
proved April 17, 1866. 

Under said act the United States reimbursed and paid to the State of Missouri 
the sum of $7,220,527.33, and received and had filed in the Treasury Department 
the por rere and vouchers showing the expenditures and their payment, in 
whole or in part, bysaid State. Atthe time this reimbursement was made there 
were large sums due from State, incurred and assumed by said State, but not 
then actually paid by the State, and consequently not reimbursed. Afterwards 
said State paid the greater part of said sum, and Congress passed an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the crap £ of the Treasury to examine the evidence of 
payments made by the State of Missouri since April 17, 1866, to the officers and 

rivates of the militia forces of said State for military services actually per- 

formed in the suppression of the rebellion, in full concert and co-operation with 

the authorities of the United States, and subject to their orders, and to make 
re thereof to Congress,” approved January 27, 1879. 

nder this act the Secre! of Treasury made the examination and re- 


iy Brae pe T Congress, 


id ©, 

n h 22, 1883, the General Assembly of the State of Missouri'passed'an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the payment of certain claims inst this State 
for military service rendcred during the late civil war, as shown by the pay-rolls 
delivered to the General Government by the Stevenson commission in January, 
1867, and for the collection of any money thus expended from the Government 

of the United States, and to appropriate ee erefor,” roved March 

1883. Under this law any person holding a cl: against the Btate of Misso, 
for mili service during the late war, which claim ap on the “record of 
unpaid claims” in the officeof the adjutant-general of Missouri, “as well as on 
the pay-rolls of Missouri mili organizations, now on file in the Treasury 
nt of the United States," and which claim has not been ae by the 
State or audited by the State military commission created under authority of the 
law of March 19, 1574, was authori. to file the same in the office of the adjutant- 
1 of the State within nine months from the date of said act, and if notso 
presented to be forever barred, The nine months have elapsed, and all such 


claims have been presented or are now barred. 
In ay ec such claims the adjutant-general of Missouri was uired “to 
apply to the Third Auditor of the Treasury Department of the United States for 


s statement of the exact amount, if anything, shown by the pay-rolls on file in 
said Department to be due to said claimant after deducting all proper payments 
and stoppages appearing on said rollsor the records of said Department,” before 
auditing or allowing any such claim. 

‘The adjutant-genera! of Missouri has audited the claims so presented, and the 
State now seeks reimbursement of the amounts so audited and paid, This bill 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to examine such claims for such payments 
by the State since April 22, 1882, and to report the result of such exam on to 

for its fictions action. = 


In the last Congress the Committee on Military Affairs received from the 
Treasury Department the following communications upon said similar bill: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 23, 1881. 
“Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 12th 
instant, inclosing for eration copy of bill (S. 940) ‘to authorize the Sec- 
use to be examined certain vom or to be 


retary of the Treasury to ca filed, 
Misso t or agents, for sums claimed to be 


filed, by the State of uri, or her 
due the Government of the United on account of payments made by 


said State since April 22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her militia 
forces for military services rendered to the United States in the suppression of 
the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore filed with, exam- 
_ and accepted by the Government of the United States, and to report to 


“In reply I inclose herewith copy of a report inthe matter, dated the 19th in- 
stant, from the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, to whom your letter, with 
its inclosure, has been referred. 

“Very respectfully, 


“Hon, F. M. COCKRELL, 
“United States Senate, 


“TL. F. FRENOG, Acting Seerelary. 


H SECOND CoMPTROLLER’s OFFICE, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“Washington, D. C., January 19, 1834. 
“Srm: In compliance with your directidn of the 15th instant, I have the honor 
to report in relation to Senate bill 940, herewith inclosed, that the act of April 
17, 1886 (14 Stat., p. 38), created a commission to examine and report upon claims 
oe Si of Missouri similar to the claims mentioned in the inclosed Senate 


‘The committee reported,claims embraced in the report were audited and pay- 
ment made, and the act was held to be no longer operative. 

“An act was passed January 27, 1879 (20 Stat., 266), authorizing the presentation 
of similar claims paid by the State of Missouri subsequent to April 17, 1866, di- 
rectly tothe Treasury Department, and claims thus presented have been andited 
and payment made, in pursuance of a report of the Third Auditor and Sec- 
ond Comptroller, which was transmitted to the Seeretary of the Treasury on 
April 22, 1882; and it is the opinion of the accounting officers that there is now 
no authority for payment of claims which the State may have assumed and paid 
subsequent to the transmission of that report, namely, April 22, 1882, 

“Noreason is seen why the inclosed bill, No. 940, is not in proper form to author- 
ize payment of all claims therein mentioned which have paid by the State 
since the date last mentioned, 

“ Of course the word ‘ of,’ in line 12, should be omitted, 

“The papers referred are herewith returned. 

“Very respectfully, 
“W. W. UPTON, Comptroller, 

“Hon, CHARLES J, FOLGER, 

“Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Upon the fo: ing facts your committee report said bill back to the Sénate 
and recommend that it be passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iama little afraid of the last phrase in that bill. 
Let the latter clause be read, showing what the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is to do; I think it is to report to Congress certain amounts. If 
the Secretary will read it, I should like to move an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The clause will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: | 

And to report to Congress, at the earliest practicable day, the result of such 
examination, and the amount, ifanything, which appears to be due to said State 
on account of the expenditures so made, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
“State’’—I think that is the proper place—the words ‘‘ according to 
the laws of the United States,” so that the investigation shall be con- 
fined to what all the other States have been paid, that class of expense 
which Congress authorized the States to incur, I presume there will 
be no objection to the amendment, The bill very likely means that 


now, but I want to make it clear. 
The amendment proposed by the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Vermont will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 19, after the word “‘State,”’ it is proposed 
to insert ‘‘according to the laws of the United States;’’ so as to read: 

And to report to Congress, at the earliest practicable day, the result of such 
examination, and the amount, if anything, which appears to be due to said 
puea g to the laws of the United States, on account of the expenditures 
so e. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to that. This bill isin the 
form of three others which have been already passed by the Senate. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I presume it would bear the same construction, 


| but I want to make it sure. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. : ~ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to, 

CLASSIFICATION AND VALUATION OF FOREIGN MERCHANDISE. 

The bill (S. 977) to regulate the importation of foreign merchandise 
and to secure uniformity in the classification and valuation thereof, and 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BECK, That is tovimportant a bill to be taken up now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill retain its place on the 
Calendar? 

Mr. BECK. That is the undervaluation bill, which will perhaps 
take some days. Let it take its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not take it up now and haveitdisposedof? If it 
is an important bill, why should it go over to the latter part of thesession? 

Mr. BECK. I do not want it to go over to the latter part of the 
session; but every member of the Finance Committee knows it will 
take days of discussion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not have the discussion now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I think it ought to be taken up after notice. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the bil! will require longer discussion than 
can be had under the five-minute rule. I hope it will be passed over 
for the present. I desire to give notice now, however, that at an early 
day I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky objects 
to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are many bills on the Calendar that we can 
ad yes without objection. I trust this bill will go over, as it will 

to discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, retaining its place 

on the Calendar. 
SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The bill (S. 287) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take it, although I have no objection to the pas- 
sage of the bill, that, asa matter of course, it will not be acted on now. 

Mr. EVARTS. I object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the Senator from New York will not 
object to allowing the bill to retain its place on the Calendar, being 

over informally now. 
` Mr. EVARTS. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

MARY S. LOGAN. . 

The bill (S. 257) granting a pension to Mary 8. Logan was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the 

nsion-roll, subject to the provisions apd limitations of the pension 

aws, the name of Mary S. Logan, widow of the late John A. Logan, 
a major-general of United States volunteers in the late war for the 
Union, and paying her a pension for and during her natural life at the 
rate of $2,000 per annum. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, when a bill similar to this was before 
the Senate in January last I briefly stated that while I had no hope of 
defeating its passage, I was opposed to it. I opposed it then, I oppose 
it now, because I believe that any bill which seeks to give the widow 
of a major-general $2,000 a year while the widow of a private soldier 
receives but $12 per month is wrong in principle. I believe that any 
legislation which selects the widows of two or three major-generals 
and provides for them a pension of $2,000 a year, while the widows of 
other major-generals, equally deserving and more destitute, receive but 
$30 per month, ‘is unjust and can not be defended. 

It has long been the boast of our people that in this Republic all are 
free and equal, that the Government recognizes no classes and enacts 
no class legislation. All parties have frequently declared that they 
favored equal and exact justice to all and special privileges to none. 
Yet it is proposed by this bill, reported favorably by the Committee on 
Pensions, to pay Mrs. Logan $2,000 a yearas a pension, whilethe widow 
of a private soldier who fell in battle, leaving his family helpless and 
dependent, receives $144 a year. 

It is true, Mr. President, that there isa vast difference in the amount 
paida major-general and a private soldier while they are in the military 
service, but this distinction and difference is defended and justified 
upon the theory that it is necessary to pay a large salary in order to se- 
cure the ablest men and best military talent that the country affords. 
But no such reason can be urged to justify a distinction in the amount 
paid as a pension to the widows of the officer and soldier. Pensions are 
not given on account of talent or distinguished services rendered. 
Pensions are not graded, or ought not to be, by the rank of the soldier. 
They are given for the purpose of preventing the soldier who is dis- 
abled in battle, or his widow in case of his death in the service, from 
suffering for the necessaries of life. 

Tt has frequently been said by those who advocate pensions that there 
is an implied contract, an implied promise upon the partof the Govern- 
ment at the time of enlistment that in case the soldier should suffer 
permanent injury or fall in battle that he or his widow, as the case 
may be, shall not become dependent upon public charity. Andit has 
also been urged that it was not only the duty of the Government to 
protect and provide for them, but that it was good policy and economy 
to do so; and the reason given is that if the Government refused to do 
this that in future wars it would be impossible to obtain a volunteer 
soldiery, and the Government would be compelled to resort to force or 
pay large bounties to procure an army. 

If these are the-true reasons why pensions are given, then, if any dif- 
ference is made in amount paid, the private soldier or his widow should 
be preferred rather than the officer. No Government will ever have 
any difficulty in procuring major-generalsor brigadier-generals, or, judg- 
ing from the number we meet, even colonels, The difficulty is to pro- 
cure privates. And if the pension is given to prevent the widow from 
becoming dependent upon the public, then again the widow of the pri- 
vate soldier should be preferred for the renson that the major-general, 
with his large pay and superior advantages and opportunities, is often 
enabled in his lifetime to provide and leave for the support of his widow 
and children a competent estate, while the private soldier, upon whom 
the chief hardships fall, with his pay of $13 or $15 per month, in al- 
most every instance, n ily leaves his widow wholly dependent 
upon the pension given by the Government. 

As I view it, Mr. President, there should be no difference; the widow 
of the officer and private soldier are alike entitled to the protection of the 
Government, not one more than the other, and ingiving pensions there 


should be equality and eachreceivethesameamount. Butif Iam wrong 
in this position, if it can be successfully contended, as I have heard it ar- 
gued, that the widow of the Officer has been accustomed to comfortsand 
luxuries to which the widow of the private soldier is a stranger, and 
that each should be supported by the Government in a style befitting 
the rank held by the husband, then, I would ask, upon what theory of 
right or principle of justice the committee selects the widow of General 
Logan and gives her a pension of $2,000 a year, while the widows of 
other major-generals receive under the law, as I am informed, $30 per 
month? 

Even if pensions were graded by the rank of the soldier or the qual 
ity of service rendered, it can not be truthfully said that the services of 
General Logan were so far superior to that of other major-generals as 
to justify this difference in amount. No one wishes, at least I am sure 
that I do not, to underrate the services of General Logan, but it seems 
to me that it is unfair to the widows of other major-generals and gross 
injustice to the reputation of other officers to select one or twoand prefer 


them to all others. 
The Senator’s time has expired un- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
der the rule. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will be allowed what time he de- 
sires, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Arkansas proceeding? The-Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BERRY. But it was said by the Senator from Illinois when the 
former bill was presented that the granting of a pension to Mrs. Han- 
cock was a precedent for this and a case precisely in point. Itis not 
directly in point, because General Hancock was in the military service 
at the time of his death, and General Logan had severed his connection 
with the Army more than twenty years before he died; but waivin 
this difference, for I admit there is no difference in principle if Gene 
Logan’s death was the result of exposure and wounds received in the ` 
Army, and admitting that it is a precedent for this, then I say it is a 
bad precedent and one that should not be followed. Much eyil legis- 
lation has been secured by following precedents, often made without 
due deliberation or full knowledge of the facts, and they are frequently 
claimed as precedents when the facts and circumstances are totally dif- 
ferent. In the deficiency bill which passed yesterday there was a 
clause giving the widows of the late Senators Pike and Logan a full 
year’s salary, $5,000 each. Whatright has Congress to give the widow _ 
of a Senator $5,000 more than the widow of any one else? 

I remember reading at the time it was proposed to give Mrs. Lincoln 
a pension it was objected that it would be wrong asa precedent, but 
the objection was answered by saying that the circumstances were pe- 
culiar, and that it could not be used to induce Congress to grant other 
pensions; that the President lost his life in time of war, and that as 
Commander-in-Chief the circumstances were the same as though he 
had fallen in battle. Yet, but afew years had passed, and it was used as 
a precedent, and to-day Mrs. Tyler, Mrs. Polk, Mrs. Garfield, and Mrs. 
Grant are each drawing a pension of $5,000 per year. It is said that 
Mrs. Hancock’s case is a precedent for this, and if this bill becomes a 
law I presume that in a short time the widow of every major-general 
will be allowed a pension of $2,000 a year. In fact, I can not see how 
any Senator who favors this bill can oppose making the law general. 

Mr. President, one of the great dangers, as I regard it, which con- 
front us in the fature is the building up of classes, creating a class, 
a favored class, who toil not, but are supported in luxury and idle- 
ness by the toil and constant labor of another class. We have already 
laid the foundation for a civil pension-list by passing laws which au- 
thorize judges of the United States courts to draw their salaries after 
they have ceased to perform the duties. The line that marks the dis- 
tinction between the office-holder and the people is growing broader, 
deeper, and more distinct. There is a continual cry for larger salaries 
and greater privileges, and every man who objects or protests is de- 
nounced as narrow and illiberal. 

Tax laws which force from the people an amount of money largely 
in excess of the sum required for an economical administration of pub- 
lic affairs encourage and furnish an excuse for almost every species of 
extravagance and reckless expenditure. All of this extravagance and 
this favoring of one class above another is in direct contradiction to that 
simplicity and that equality which characterized the Republic in the 
earlier days and which made it strong in the love and affection of the 
people, and already it is plain to beseen that the confidence of the great 
mass of the people is greatly diminishing and there is a great want of 
faith in the power and disposition of public officials to be just to all 
and to secure to each citizen equal rights and equal privileges. 

This tendency to extravagance and the disposition to discriminate in 
favor of particular individuals has been especially noticeable in the 
matter of pensions. Year by year and Congress by Congress the pen- 
sion-list has grown, and now, twenty-three years after the close of the 
war, the sum to be annually appropriated has reached about $80,000,000, 
and the end is not yet. It wouldseem that almost every man who was 
either directly or remotely connected with the Army is seeking to get 
his name upon the pension-roll, and those who are already receiving a 

m are in many instances seeking to increase the amonnt. 

Senators are almost daily receiving petitions and letters from indi- 

viduals, and resolutions from Grand Army posts, all seeking to swell 
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the appropriation for pensions. Upon a former occasion I said that I 
believed that it was bad policy to make so large a body of men depend- 
ent upon the Government, rather than depend upon their own energy, 
their own labor, and skill; that it was demoralizing to those who re- 
ceived the pension, discouraging to their less fortunate neighbors, and 
contrary to the genius and spirit of free government. 

But great as I conceive the evils that flow from this to be, they are 
small in comparison to those which will follow if we make it the settled 
policy of this Government to allow the widows of military officers a 
sum so much in excess of that which is paid to the widow of the private 
soldier, as this bill proposes to give Mrs. Logan. The injustice to the 
widow of the private soldier is so great and the policy so different from 
that professed by all parties, that I can not believe that it will be ap- 

roved, when fully understood, either by those who weresoldiers in the 
Union Army or by the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, I wish to repeat that which I said upon the passage of 
the bill in the last Congress—that no prejudice against the character 
of General Logan, or want of appreciation of the services rendered by 
him, caused me to oppose this bill. Noone could have been associated 
with General Logan without admiring the open, frank, bold, and fear- 
less manner with which he met and discussed all public questions. 
He was the most distinguished of the volunteer soldiers; he was pre- 
eminently the champion and friend of the soldier, and the ablest advo- 
cate that they ever had on this floor. Mrs. Logan, his widow, for whose 
benefit this bill is offered, is admired and honored by all parties and the 
people of every section of the Union. Few ladies are better known and 
none more respected; but all this does not change the principle involved 
in the bill, and I do not believe that General Logan in his lifetime 
wished for legislation that would secure to his widow rights or privi- 
leges that were not given to the widows of other officers, his comrades 
in arms. 

Mr STEWART. Mr. President, no patriotic man would withhold 
from any widow of a soldier who served in the war for the Union a 
pension equal to that now proposed for the widow of General Logan, 
if it were possible to grant that much to all. But it is impossible to 
reward all as we desire. That is no reason, however, why we may 
not honor the memory of a few conspicuous examples of the generals 
who led our armies. 

I do not believe there is a widow of a soldier in all the land who 
would not rejoice to know that the widow of John A. Logan had been 
remembered by the country he so faithfully served. He was justly the 
idol of the volunteer soldiers;-he was identified with them from the be- 
ginning of the war until the day of his death, and never on any occasion, 
in the halls of Congress or elsewhere, failed to serve them as a gallant 
leader and a devoted friend. He had no superior among the many 
brave and gallant volunteers who exposed their lives for the Union. 

In recognizing his gallant and faithful services to his country by pro- 
viding for his widow, tve manifest our appreciation and respect for every 
Union soldier. There is not one of them who would not rejoice at the 
passage of this bill. They recognize the fact that what we are about to 
do for Mrs. Logan is impossible to do for all, and they are willing that 
the conspicuonsservices of any of their comradesshall be justly rewarded. 

It is right that there should be reward and honor in store for those 
who excel in the service of their country. Conspicuous examples must 
be recognized to furnish the youth models for emulation. They must 
be taught that the country is not unmindful of the heroes who have 
conferred honor upon her flag. 

The liyes and conduct of our great men are most potential examples 
for the generations to come. What would this country be without 
Washington, Lincoln, and Grant? What would have been the condi- 
tion of free institutions to-day but for the seryices of such soldiers as 
Logan? We will recognize that fact and do honor to his memory, and 
furnish an example to the soldiers who shall. hereafter be called upon 
to fight the battles of the Union, of our appreciation of heroic services. 

Nobody will be aggrieved by the passage of this bill. The Senator 
from Arkansas will certainly be personally gratified, although he feels 
compelled to vote against the bill. I, for one, am especially pleased to 
have this opportunity tomanifest by my vote the respect which I en- 
tertain for the memory of General Logan, and hope, on further reflec- 
tion, the Senate will be unanimously in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish, Mr. President, simply to say in a single sen- 
tence or two that I think the Senator from Arkansas overlooks the prin- 
ciple upon which this bill is based. It is true that so far as personal 
merit goes the same bravery, the same self-devotion, the same patriot- 
ism existed in the bosom of many a private soldier as existed in the 
bosom of the greatest general; and if mere desert were the test we ought 
to pay the same rate of compensation during the service, we ought to 
erect the same monuments, utter the same eulogies, have the same 
statues in public squares and other public places in our chief cities for 
the soldier as for the general; but it is utterly impossible, as has been 
said by the Senator from Nevada, to do that. - 

But it is the interest as much of the private soldier and of those who 
are concerned in his fame, that these conspicuous public honors should 
be paid to the military leader in his lifetime and after his death, and 
that these ample and generous provisions should be made for his widow 
rnd orphan children after his death, as it is of the great military chief- 


It has been said that the secret of Napoleon’s success as a general was 
that he persuaded every French soldier that he carried the baton of a 
marshal in his knapsack; and unquestionably there is nothing more in- 
spiring to the courage and zeal of the private soldier than to feel that 
by merit he may be promoted to the chief placesof militury command, 
and that when sô promoted he will occupy the chief place in the grati- 
tude and the affection of his countrymen. 

When you confer this pension for life on the widow of this illustrious 
soldier, the tones of whose voice we seem almost even now to hear in 
this Capitol, and whose form almost rises before our eyes, it has been 
so identified for a generation with the civil and military life of this 
people—when you pay that honor, you are paying an honor to the widow 
of every private soldier in the land. Itis not John A. Logan; it is not 
the wife of John A. Logan, it is the possibility of the private soldier of 
this country which you are holding up to public honor and respect. 

Many a citizen of the United States is entitled, if mere devotion and 
public spirit and public benefit are alone concerned, to equal compen- 
sation from the Treasury to that which we pay to the President of the 
United States; but in establishing the salary of that great office, in 
providing a pension for the President’s widow, we mean that this, the 
most conspicuous position in American civic’ life, shall be adorned ap- 
propriately, that it may be a proper object of attraction and ambition 
and pride to every citizen of the Republic. There is nota boy ina 
red school-house on the hills of Vermont, or on a plantation in the 
State of my friend from Arkansas, who does not feel a greater self-re- 
spect when he thinks that the possibility of attaining to the illustrious 
position of President of the United States as under our form of Gov- 
ernment is his; and he likes to contemplate the dignity of the office 
and the munificence of the salary which the American people attach 
toit. That is still more true of the relation of the private soldier to 
a general of the Army. 

believe, Mr. President, that if the policy which is now under dis- 
cussion, of making a liberal provision for the widows of men like Grant, 
and McPherson, and Thomas, and Logan,and Hancock, and erecting their 
statues in conspicuous places in our chief cities were submitted to a 
vote, the widows and the orphans of the private soldier would be more 
unanimous in the expression of their approbation than the widows and 
the orphans of the men belonging to the class who are themselves di- 
rectly honored. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I wish in the first place to ask that the 
question may be taken on the amendment reported and that it be re- 
jected. The amendment to the name in the body of the bill and the 
amendment to change the title were reported under mistaken informa- 
tion. They only change the middle letter of Mrs. Logan’s name. 

I had not intended to speak upon this measure. I had not supposed 
that 3 measure which had commended itself to the last Senate, which 
had received the approval of the country and the enthusiastic indorse- 
ment of that large body of men of whom General Logan was the type, 
would require any advocacy from me at this time; and it is with ex- 
treme regret that I have heard the objections which have been urged 
to the passage of this bill by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Inall time, Mr. President, great nations like this have delighted in 
honoring their transcendent citizens who, like General Logan, have 
illustrated in many capacities the virtues of the institutions under 
which they were reared. 4 

I hold in my hand a precedent established by the Congress of the 
United States which induces me to call the attention of the Senate to 
the remarkable parallel between two men. One of these men was Gen- 
eral Logan, the other was General James Shields. Both had served in 
the Mexican war; each had been a member of this body; each had ren- 
dered distinguished service in the war of the rebellion; each bore down 
to his grave honorable wounds received in the service of his country. 
Mrs. Shields was pensioned by the Congress of the United States at the 
rate of $100 a month, and I do not recollect that any objection was 
made that she was getting a larger pension than she would have re- 
ceived had she been the widow of a private soldier. 

I know of no finer example to the American youth than is afforded 
by the career of the late General Logan. Commencing a life of com- 
parative obscurity, thrown early into the turbulence of politics, extri- 
cating himself from political embarrassments which seemed in the be- 
ginning to hamper his efforts to give his entire duty and devotion to the 
Union, joining the Army in a capacity comparatively subordinate, go- 
ing from battle to battle until there is inscribed opposite his name a roll 
of combats prouder than any which adorns the name of any marshal 
of Napoleon, running a career which if he had run it in foreign lands 
would have ennobled him and entailed that nobility upon his descend- 
ants to the remotest generation, falling with his armor on, almost, in 
the Senate—his career illustrates in the highest degree the heights to 
which the American youth in their noblest aspirations may reach. I 
say I know of no finer example in our history than is afforded by the 
achievements of General Logan. ` 

But this claim, in addition to its basis upon the transcendent services 
of this extraordinary man, rests upon other grounds fully displayed in 
his record. 

General Logan, as muchas the private who died in the hospital tent, 
laid down his life for his country and died of wounds and disabilities 
which he received in its service. The evidence of that fact is plenary 
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from the most distinguished medical authorities who served during the 
war, and who are known to have attended him during his last sickness 
and who had knowledge of his infirmities from the time when he left the 
service. 

I speak with some competency on this matter, for I myself saw Gen- 
eral Logan during the siege of Vicksburg upon his bed of sickness, 

I hope there will be no opposition to the bill. j 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, as I shall not vote for this bill, I de- 
sire to state in a very few words my reasons for the vote I shall cast. 

I agree that in the case of General Logan, as in the case of men who 
have rendered similar service, I am always glad of an opportunity to 
honor those who have served their country well and faithfully, and to 
honor their memories when they are no more among us; but we should 
be careful in doing this not to violate great fundamental principles and 
endanger the very character of our Government. 

The founders of the Government prohibited to Congress the power to 
grant titles of nobility, and prevented the States from conferring titles 
of nobility. This rests on the idea that there should be no class in this 
country preferred above others, and that all should stand alike and be 
equal before the law; that the public servant, when employed in the 
discharge of his public duty, should receive the compensation provided 
for him by law, and that at the end of his service he should be treated 
as other citizens are. 

We have fallen into the habit in later years of creating what seems 
to me to be the basis of an American ari . We commenced after 
three-quarters of a century had rolled by since the foundation of the 
Government to retire the judiciary on pay for life after they had ar- 
rived at seventy years of age and had been ten years in service. We 
then provided for retiring the military officers on pay and for retiring 
naval officers on pay, and within the last year or two there have been 
here and in the other House more than a dozen bills providing for re- 
tiring on life pay various classes of employés—I need not stop to enum- 
erate them. All this tends to the creation of a privileged class to be 
supported by the labor and the taxes imposed on other people. All of 
it is anomalous and not in consonance with our system of government, 
but is in accord with the system of Great Britain and the other coun- 
tries where the province of the Government is to create privileged classes 
by conferring on them titles and revenues derived from the labor of oth- 
ers and not from their own proper resources. 

Isubmit these remarks now because I shall perhaps not have occasion 
to speak on this question again, and I hope I shall not have occasion to 
vote upon it. I can vote for no bill which allows any person to receive 
pay from the Government without rendering service for it. I say this 
with all proper respect to the memory of General Logan, and with all 
proper respect for his very excellent wife. I have not voted for any 
such measure heretofore, and do not expect to do so‘hereafter. I have 


- opposed all efforts to enlarge the numbers of the privileged class sup- 


ported out of the public treasury and on the taxes and labor of other 
people when they are contributing nothing themselves to the support 
of the Government. 

The very classes that we select for these bounties and benefits from 
the Government are generally those who least need them. We do not 
seem to select the poor, the helpless, the dependent. If the Govern- 
ment is to go into charity, why select the favored classes, who least 
need it? 

I repeat, that it is un-American; it is not in accord with our system 
of Government, with the spirit of our institutions, to create a priv- 
ileged class to be supported off the labor and off the taxes of other 

ple. 

I state this briefly as the reason I shall vote against this bill and 
all other bills of similar character. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there will be no further discussion on the 


‘Logan bill, and I hope we shall have a vote upon it. 


Mr. BLAIR. Let the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside 
for the purpose of a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the unfin- 
ished business will be temporarily laid aside; and the amendment to 
the pending bill reported by the Committee on Pensions will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In line 6 it is proposed to strike out the letter 
“S” and insert “A,” so as to read ‘‘Mary A. Logan.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Chair understand the chair- 
man of the committee to say that the amendment should not be agreed 
to? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. It was based on a misapprehension. The 
name in the original bill is correct. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, it is. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President, Ishall vote for this bill and take very great 
pleasure in doing so, and I desire to put upon record the reasons why I 
shall vote for it. 

If my friend, the Senator from Texas, could make good the objection 
which he has stated, I should vote against it. If there is any ground 
for the assertion that toreward distinguished meritis un-American and 
creates a privileged class, then, however much I might be in favor of re- 


warding distinguished merit, I should vote against the bill. Butthere 
is no ground in reason for these objections. There never wasand there 
never will be and never ought to be a Government in which merit, 
eminent virtue, and public services from the people and in the poorest 
class was not rewarded; and there can be no society in which rewards 
are not given to virtue, in which the people in their representative ca- 
pacity say tothe faithful public servant, ‘Obscurity, neglect, suffering 
shall come to your wife and children if yougive yourlife and your best 
efforts for the public good.’’ 

Sir, it is a principle of public policy which the people of a free re- 
public cherish and should cherish more than those of a monarchy, that 
the humblest citizen who gives his life or renders great public benefac- 
tion shall be rewarded with public honors from the state and from the 
people in their collective capacity. 

I recognize in General Logan a man of this descrtption. I recognize 
in the public opinion of the Northern States that he served gallantly 
and with great merit an obligation to respect that public opinion, and 
I for one shall vote a pension to his widow. I shall regret to see the 
time when the public policy shall be to punish virtue, to say to all men, 
“ You must stand on a dead level in respect to your desire to render 
public service; virtue, and self-sacrifice, and noble actions shall have no 
reward, no encouragement, no public recognition.’’ 

Several SENATORS. Vote! Vote! 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the passage 
of the bill. The Chair understood the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY] to desire that the yeas and nays be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Eam paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. As I presume if he 
were present he would vote on the same side of the question as I 
should, I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I transfer the gen- 
eral pair that I have with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and vote 
EL, ea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
55, nays 7;`as follows: i; 


YEAS—55, 

Allison, Dolph, Hoar, Quay, 
Bate, Eustis, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Blair, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Far well, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Bowen, Fauikner, Kenna, Spooner, 
Brown, e, McPherson, Stanford, 
Butler, George, Manderson, Stewart, 

1, Gibson, Mo s Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Gorman, Paddock, Teller, 
Chandler, Hale, Palmer, Vest, 
Cullom, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hawley, Platt, Walthall 
Davis, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Pugh, 

° NAYS—7. 
Berry, Colquitt, Reagan, Vance. 
Coke, Harris, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—l4. 

Aldrich, Cockrell, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Beck, mun Pasco, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gray, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Chace, Mitchell, 


So the bill was passed. 

The amendment to the title reported by the Committee on Pensions to 
change the name ‘‘ Mary S. Logan” to ‘‘ Mary A. Logan ” was rejected. 
MRS. APOLLINE A. BLAIR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 

Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent now to take up the next bill 
on the Calendar, which was reported in connection with the bill just 


passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that request will be granted. It will not 
take any time. 

Mr. VEST. It will not give rise to any debate. Itisa bill to place 
the widow of General Frank P. Blair on the same basis with the widow 
of General Logan. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill referred to by him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isuppose the request is that the pending business be 
temporarily laid aside? : = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to unanimous consent. If the Senator will 
make the request to lay the unfinished business aside temporarily, I 
shall not object. 

Mr. VEST. Idonot wish to displace the regular business. I simply 
want the two bills to go to the House together. z 
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Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. BLAIR, But theSenator’s request is that the pending business 
be laid aside. 

The PKESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 574) to increase the pension of Mrs. Apolline A. Blair. 

Mr. BLAIR. With the understanding that it does not lace the 
unfinished business and will not lead to debate, I shall not object. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis my understanding. I ask that the bill the Sen- 
ator has in charge be temporarily laid aside until Mrs. Blair’s bill can 
be acted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill (S. 
574) to increase the pension of Mrs. Apolline A. Blairis before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

The bill was reag. It provides that hereafter Apolline A. Blair, 
widow of the late Francis P. Blair, jr., a major-general of the United 
States volunteers in the late war for the Union, shall be paid, for and 
during her natural life, a pension of $2,000 per annum, in lieu of the 
pension of $50 per month now paid to her, 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. I recognize the fact that it is useless to ask for a di- 
vision. I wish to state, however, that the same objections which I had 
to the other bill I have to this, and I shall vote ‘‘no’’ on its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fór a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask that the yeas and nays be called on the pas- 
sage of the bill. [‘'No!’? ‘‘No!’?] I desire them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the question of the passage of 
the bill the Senator from New York desires that the yeas and nays may 
be entered in the Journal. Are they desired by one-fifth of the Sen- 
ators present? 
gen | pa and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e TO. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], but with the positive 
understanding that he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if present, on this bill, I vote 

yea. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I announce a pair between the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. : K 

The result was announced—yeas 54, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—54. 

Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Sabin, 
Bate, D : Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Spooner, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, e, Morgan, Stewart 
Butler, George, Paddock, Stockbridge, 

l, Gibson, Palmer, Teller, 
Cameron, Gorman, Payne, Vest, 

x Hampton Platt, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hawley, Plumb, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hearst, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 
Daniel, Hiscock, Quay, 

Dawes, Hoar, nsom, « 
NAYS—6. 
Berry, Colquitt, Reagan, Vance. 
Coke, rris, 7 
ABSENT—16, 
Aldrich, vis, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
5 Edmunds, Mitchell, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Gray, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hale, Pasco, Wilson of Md. 
So the bill was passed. 


, y ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. 290) to authorize the construction of a. railroad, wagon, and 
Toor pameng bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near Burling- 


ton, Iowa; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 
LIGHT-HOUSE AT DIAMOND SHOAL, NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. RANSOM. I reported this morning, from the Committee on 


Commerce, the bill (S. 1283) making an appropriation for the erection 
of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North 
Carolina, and had permission to submit a written report. I now sub- 
mit the report, to accompany the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and 
printed, under the rule. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed consideration of 
the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of 
common schools, the pending question being on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. PLUMB to strike out section 2 and in lieu thereof to 
insert: 

Sec. 2, That such money shall annually be divided among and paid outin the 
several States and Territories and in the District of Columbia in proportion to 
their pepsin, respectively, according to the census of 1880; Provided, That 
all of said money remaining undistributed at the date of the publication of the 
returns of population as shown by the census of 1590 shall be divided as aforo- 
said in proportion to the population according to said census of 1800, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, before proceeding further with the in- 
troduction of evidence in this case, the duty to which I propose to ad- 
dress myself to-day as I did the Jast time I had the honor to address 
the Senate, I wish to answer a question which was propounded by the 
Senator from Massachusetts not now in the Chamber [Mr. Hoar]: 
touching the relative taxation borne by the city of Charleston and the 
city of Boston, general taxation and special taxation for the mainte- 
nance of schools, 

I find by the returns of 1880, the latest authority I have, that the 
direct school tax on property in Boston is 2.54 mills on the dollar, while 
the rate of taxation if the city of Charleston for the same purpose was 
at the same time 3 mills on thedollar. Turning now to general taxa- 
tion for all purposes, the rate of taxation in the city of Boston was 
$1.24 upon every $100, while the general taxation at the same time in 
the city of Charleston upon the valuation was $3.10 per $100. 

Mr. BUTLER. In that connection I should like to make a little 
explanation of what I stated here the other day upon that subject. I 
stated that the taxation, in round numbers, of the city of Charleston 
for all purposes was about 3 per cent. I observed the next morning in 
the RECORD I was putdownas havingsaid 2 percent. Isimply desire to 
correct that at this lateday. The taxation in Charleston is about 3 per 
cent. for all purposes, I understand. ) 7 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s statement was substantially the same 
as that I made. The rate in Charleston is 3.1 per cent., while in the 
city of Boston the tax-is 1} per cent. for all purposes, while the rate of 

taxation for school purposes is also higher in Charleston than in 
the city of Boston. 

I now ask the consent of the Senate to insert some tables for refer- 
ence as part of my remarks, one being a table containing a computation 
of the amounts to be received by the various States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia of the amount specified in this bill, based upon 
the number of persons who could not write in 1880, as provided in the 
bill before the Senate. I should like also to introduce a table showing 
the relative illiteracy, and several others which I will specify to the 
Reporter. 


Preliminary computation of amounts to be received by the States and Territories, excluding the District of Columbia, of $77,000,000 distributed on the 
basis of the number of persons who could not write in 1880, as per Senate bill 194. 


[Prepared by the Bureau of Education, January, 1886, at the request of Hon. H. W. BLAIR.) 
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802,525 | 202,015 | 2,503,170.97 | 227,561.00 325, 087.14 423, 613, 29 $57,595.86 | 292,578.43 | 227,561.00 | 162,543.57 
864, 694 53, 430 662, 051. 95 60, 186. 54 85, 980.77 111,775.00 91,575. 85 77, 382. 69 60, 186. 54 42, 990, 39 
194, 327 10, 474 120, 783. 50 11, 798.50 16, 855. 00 21, 911,45 18,540. 50 15, 169.49 11, 798. 50 8, 427,50 
622, 700 28,424 $52,202. 22 82, 018, 38 45,740. 55 59, 462,72 50, 314. 61 41,166.49 $2,018.38 22, 870. 28 
135,177 4,821 59, 737.09 5, 430, 64 7, 758. 06 10, 085. 48 8, 533, 87 6, 982.25 5, 430. 64 3, 879. 03 
146, 608 19,414 240, 559, 17 21,859.02 31, 241.45 40, 612. 89 34, 365.60 28,117.31 21,869. 02 15, 620. 73 
269, 493 80, 183 993, 548. 79 90, 322. 62 129, 082. 31 167, 742.00 141, 935, 54 116, 139. 08 ‘90, 322. 62 64,516. 16 
642,180 | 620,416 | 6,448,482.66 | 585,225.70 837;465. 28 1, 053, 704, 87 921,211.81 | 753,718.75 | 586,225.70 | 418,732.64 
32,610 1, 22, 081. 23 2, 002. %4 2. 861, 20 3, 719. 64 3, 147. 32 . 575.44 2, 002. 84 430. 60 
„| 8,077,871 | 145,397 | 1,801,616,46.| 163,783. 31 233, 976.16 304, 169. 01 237,373.78 | 210,578.54 | 163,783.31 | 116,988.08 
„| 1,978,301 | 110,761 | 1,372,441.26 | 124,767.39 178, 239. 12 231, 710. 86 196, 083.04 | 160,415.21 | 124,767.39 89, 119.56 
seene! 1, 624, 615 577, 52, 502. 99 75, 004. 27 97, 505. 54 82,504. 69 508. 52,502. 90 502, 
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` 
Preliminary computation of amounts to be received by the States and Territories, excluding the District of Columbia, ete.—Continued. 


EE 23g ; 
FE] PaRi Quota of each State and Territory for the— 
States and Territo- 2g awd 
Fe | gee | Hee 
Seu s 
ose = p |Whole time.| First year, (Second year.| Third year. | Fourth year.) Fifth year. | Sixth year. Seventh Eighth 
a a : year. year. 
ars. Dollars, Dollars. Dollars, Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. 
5 «| 996,096 489, 147.72 44,467.97 63, 525. 63 95, 288. 51 82,583. 38 69, 878. 57,173.10 44, 467.97 31, 762. S4 
Kentueky | 1,648, 690 4,316, 930.63 | 392,448, 24 560, 640. 34 840, 960, 42 723, 832. 36 616, 704. 38 576. 392, 448.24 | 280,320.16 
a} 939,946 3,945, 051.48 | 358, 641. 04 512, 344. 35 768, 516.52 666, 047. 66 563,578.79 | 461,109.91 | 358,641.04 | 256,172.17 
phass 618, 936 274,708. 8L 24, 973. 53 , 676.47 53,514.79 46, 379. 41 89, 244. 12 82, 108. 82 24, 973.53 17, 838.24 
034, 943 1, 666, 442.88 | 151,494.81 216, 421,15 324, 641.73 357.50 238,063.27 | 194,779.04 | 151,494.81 | 108,210.58 
1,783, 085 1,152, 116,61 | 104, 737.87 49, 54 214, 438, 31 184, 513. 20 164,588.09 | 134,662.98 | 104,737.87 74,812.77 
1, 636, 937 789, 592. 67 71, 781.15 102, 544. 50 153, 816. 76 133, 307. 86 112, 798. 96 92, 290.05 71,781.15 51,272.25 
780, 783 423, 060. 02 38, 914, 55 55,592 21 83, 388. 31 269, 87 61, 151. 43 50, 032. 99 38, 914.55 27, 796.10 
1,131,597 | 373,201 | 4, 624,339.33 | 420,894.48 600, 563. 55 900, 845. 43 780, 732. 72 660,619.91 | 540,507.19 | 420,301.48 | 300,281.78 
168,380 | 208,754 | 2,586,674.03-| 235,152.18 835, 931, 65 503, 897. 50 436,711.19 369,524.86 | 302,338.51 | 235,102.18 | 167,965.85 
39, 159 1,707 21, 151.46 1, 922. 86 2, 746. 95 4,120. 40 8, 571, 02 8,021. 64 2,472.23 1, 922, 86 1,373. 47 
11,528 142, 843. 63 12, 985. 78 18, 551.12 27, 826. 66 24, 116. 46 20, 406, 24 16, 696. 00 12, 985. 78 9, 275. 56 
069 50, 419. O04 4,583.55 6, 547. 93 9, 821. 88 8,512. 30 7,202.72 5, 893. 13 4,583.55 3,273. 96 
14,302 177,216.30 16, 110. 57 23,015.11 34, 522. 76 29,919.74 25, 316, 62 20. 730. 59 16, 110. 57 11, 507.55 
249 659, 809. 18 59, 982. 65 85, 689. 50 128, 534. 26 111, 396. 36 94, 258. 46 77, 120.55 59, 982. 65 42,844.75 
7, 156 708, 220, 88 64, 383. 72 91,976.78 137, 965. 00 119, 569, 75 101, 174. 41 §2, 779. 06 64, 383, 72 45, 988. 37 
, 600 | 2,721,066.98 | 247,369.73 353, 385. 32 530, 077. 98 459, 400, 92 388, 723.86 | 318,046.79 | 247,369.73 | 176,692.66 
463, 975 | 5, 749,121.37 | 522,647.41 746, 639.14 | 1,119,958. 70 970, 630, 88 821,308.06 | 671,975.23 | 522,647.41 | 373,319.57 
131, SAT | 1,633,718.21 | 148,519.84 212,171.20 318, 256. 78 275, 822. 55 233,388.32 | 190,954.07 | 148,519.84 | 106,085. 60 
regon .. 7,423 91, 978,52 8, 361.68 11, 945. 26 17, 917. 8&8 15, 528, 84 13, 139.79 10, 750.73 8, 361. 68 5, 972. 66 
Pennsylvania. 228,014 | 2,825, 324.93 | 256,847.72 866, 925, 32 550, 387. 98 477, 002. 403, 617. 86 | ~ 330,232.78 | 256,847.72 | 183, 462, 63 
Rhode Island.. 24,793 307,210. 44 27, 928. 22 39, 897. 46 59, 845. 19 51, 866.70 43, 887. 21 35, 907.71 27,928.22 19, 948. 73 
South Carolina 369, S48 | 4,592, 792.26 | 416,617.48 505, 167.82 892, 751, 83 773, 718. 27 64,634.61 | 535,651.04 | 416,617.48 | 297,583.91 
Tennessee... 410,722 |-5,089, 262.62 | 462,660.24 660, 943. 20 991,414.78 859,226. 15 727,037.52 | 594,848.87 | 462,660.24 | 330,471.60 
Texas.. 316,432 | 3,920, 913.78 | 356,446.71 509, 209. 58 763,814.36 681, 972. 45 560, 130.54 | 458,288.62 | 856,446.71 | 254,604.79 
Utah... 8, 826 109, 363.10 9, 942.10 14, 203.00 21, 304. 50 18, 463.90 15, 623. 30 12, 782. 70 9,942.10 7,101.50 
Vermont 15,857 196, 236. 51 17, 839. 68 25, 485. 26 38, 227. 89 33, 130. 84 28, 083.79 22, 936, 73 17, 839. 68 12, 742. 63 
Virginia ... 430,352 | 5,332, 498.25 | 484,772.57 692,532.24 | 1,038, 798. 35 900, 291. 91 761,785.47 | 623,279.01 | 484,772.57 | 346,266.12 
Washington 3, 889 48, 188, 66 4,380.79 6, 258, 27 9, 387, 40 8,135.75 6, 884,10 4,832. 44 4,380.79 8, 129,13 
West Virginia $5,376 | 1,057, 895. 33 96, 172. 30 137, 389.00 206, 083. 51 178, 605.71 151,127.91 | 123,650.10 96, 172. 30 68, 694. 50 
isconsin .... 55, 558 688, 420. 03 62, 583. 64 89, 405, 20 134, 107. 64 116, 226. 61 98, 345. 58 80, 464. 67 62,583. 64 44,702. 60 
Wyoming Sop tarred A 556 6, 859.40 626, 31 894.73 1, 122.08 1,143.14 984, 20 805. 25 626.31 417.36 
TABLE 3.—Public school statistics of the United States in 1880, with number of teachers and pupils in private schools, prepared by Commissioner of 


eS . * D — 
a 18 lesa] ¢ tala: g ae |g 
o} ae 
E E a 12/2) 2] 8 | | 
E s |sne| 2 3 3 és & 
g 2 $ | ea aaa] 3 3 Žş za : 
-$ 3 3 jsl% 2/2 / ¢ $ 3a 25 | 
States, Z >» | $2 J52] F E 32 3 
; R q E Pa| & a A Fi 4 F F 
g 3 ; 3 | és |ia] 5 hes A 24 Bis | gy 
= 3 ey E c] £ 2 Ss 9 
= £ EE] E 
8 g ` f F Bus A E fez $ EK] 
g 2 g FEE ; 2 Eee | $3 
A ; 5 5 $3 
Ž | ah a ss EE i E RR ct Bs So NE A Fk a acme kee e, à 
388,003 | 179,490 80. 4,594 | 4,615 $138, 013 
247,547 70, 972 |.. 3,100 | 1,827 514, 269 
215,978 | 158,765 2,803 | 3,595 180,909 * 
35, 566 22,119 b89. = 678 u7, O41 
140,235 | 119, 694 179. 630 100 112,188 
35,459 27, 823 |. .| 7158, 561 594 , 607 
88, 677 39, 315 ae 1,131 | 1,095 |.. v17, 962 
433,444 | 236,533 b5,916 | 6,000 dnscobeccecne 
1,010, 851 | 704, O41 11, 964 | 22/255 503, 119 
703,558 | 511,283 9,883 | 13,578 | n592 | n12,112 |..iessessossesssaa.] 6631, 914 
586, 426, 057 11,084 | 21,598 Rh ee eee 
310. 231, 434 5,233 | 7,730 2, 297,590 | 11, 81 i 
265, 581 uesnabaessaed < Oy GOR forein eS | rN 755, 114,172 
68,440 1,494 
149,827 | 103,113 | 1200 | 6,53 }............. 
162, 431 2,300 
306,777 5,570 
362, 556 6, 695 
180, 248 må, 064 
236, 704 05, 367 
476, 376 | ¢219, 132 | 5100.0 |.........6. 8, 641 
92,549 2,922 
DE Oe EE, LOR EIEN ELESE A A ganiclos a 
085,048 | 648,910 | DIOLS |............ 2,528 
204/961 | 115,194 | 192.0 [9148 | cesses 
1,031, 593 m20, 500 
225, 606 5,503 
aad 12, 043 
937, 310 b18, 386 
44,780 92 
LEN y B OEE 2,973 
290, 141 5, 
186,786. \..ccssecesececs 6,127 
75,238 | 48,606} 125.0 }............ 2,616 
220, 736 4, 54 
142, 850 03,725 
258 | 197,510 5,984 
„| 15,123,078 |9, 679, 675 5,743, 899 |... .redlrcsorseeee 
Soe oo —— — eS 


*As far as reported by State superintendents; accom ying is a more specifie 
pan work done by private normal schools) the number of private institutions, with teachers and pupils in them, giving secondary or superior instruction 
each State and carar: a For whites; for colored-6-16, b In 1879, c Census of 1870. 
winter. In white schools ae j In cities; 176in counties. kIn evening schools, 61. 
shaolin, y iade the United Sexes AAPAN ne Sold 
00) rin es the Unit e t fund, as reported in 1878, amounting to $4,014,521. sold 
ed the last Legislature. 1 Exclusive of 1,000,000 acres of swamp land made subject to entry sale by last Legislature. u From-rents in 1879. wvState appor- 
jonment. w Includes revenue from other funds, x Apparently does not include interest on the United States deposit funds. yState appropriation in 
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TABLE 3.—Public school statistics of the United States in 1880, with number of teachers and pupils in private schools, ete.—Continued. 
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TABLE 7.—The white and colored adult males and the adult male illiterates of the two races, with percentages, for each State and Territory. 


. 
[From the census of 1880.] 
Illiterate Illiterate 
States and Territories, Phew bi White male Per cent. foc mpas cbs lorod pale Per cent, 
z u 


A, 17.3 118, 423 96, 408 81.4 

15.7 46,827 | ' 34, 300 73.2 

12,615 4.8 66, 809 16, 857 25.2 

3, 627 3.9 1,520 289 19.0 

9,501 5.5 3,532 696 19.7 

2, 955 9.3 6, 396 3,787 59.2 

4,706 13.8 27,489 19, 110 69.5 

28, 571 16.1 143, 471 116, 516 81.2 

44,536 5.7 13, 686 5,271 38.5 

33,757 6.9 10,739 345 40.5 

16, 202 3.9 3,025 1,001 33.4 

7,998 3.1 10, 765 , 623 52.2 

54, 956 17.3 58, 642 43,177 73.6 

16,377 15.1 107, 977 86, 555 80.2 

8,420 4.5 664 14 21:7 

183, 15, 152 8.3 48, 584 30, 873 63.5 

496, 692 30, 951 6.2 5, 956 941 15.8 

461, 557 26, 330 5.7 6,120 1,852 30,2 

212,399 12,372 5.8 1, 852 364 33.5 

108, 254 12, 473 11.5 130, 278 068 76.0 

508, 165 40, 665 8.0 33, 042 19, 028 57.6 

128, 198 3, 836 3.0 844 256 30.3 

25, 633 1,173 4.6 5, 622 1,1% 21.2 

104, 901 5,264 5.0 237 42 17.7 

289, 965 15, 902 5.5 10, 670 3,560 33.4 

1, 388, 692 76,745 5.5 20, 059 4,521 22.5 

189, 732 44, 420 23.4 105, 018 80, 282 76.4 

804, 871 40, 373 5.0 21,706 7, 041 32.4 

51,633 1, 669 3.2 7,993 2,005 25.1 

1,070, 392 65, 985 6.2 23, 892 6, 845 23.6 

75, 012 7,157 9.5 1; 886 467 24.8 

86, 900 13, 924 16.0 118, 889 93, 010 78.2 

250, 055 46, 48 18.8 80, 250 58, 601 73.0 

301, 737 33, 085 11.0 78,639 59, 669 75.9 

95, 307 6,731 7.1 314 82 26.1 

206, 248 81, 474 15.3 128, 257 + 100,210 78.1 

132,777 19, 055 14.4 6, 384 3, 830 60.0 

838, 932 21, 221 6.3 1,550 474 30.6 

18, 046 2,150 11.9 2,352 422 17.9 

Dakota 50, 962 1,678 3.3 641 210 32.8 

District of Columbia .. 81, 955 1,350 4.2 13, 918 7,520 54.0 

h 11, 669 319 2.7 3,126 869 27.8 

19, 636 410 2.1 1, 908 483 25.3 

30, 981 14,898 48.1 8,095 2,779 89.8 

tah 32,078 2,137 6.7 695 356 51.2 

Washington 24,251 642 2.6 3,419 1,126 $2.9 

Wyoming, 60 1.7 939 st 8.9 
Totall...seeccees PERE AT R PIRNER Eee rh rD PEN TNS et 886, 659 | 7.8 | 1,487,344 


TABLE 12.—Amount raised by taxation for support of public schools in each State and Territory during the year 1880.* 
{Prepared by Bureau of Education, at request of Hon. H. W. BLAIR.] 


Amount received from taxation, Amount received from taxation. 
States and Territories. |———————————r 1i]; States nnd Territories. 
From State tax. | From local tax. Total. From State tax. | From local tax. Total. 
Alabama „essee. $130, 000 a$120, 000 $250, 000 $(814, 719) $314, 719 
Arkansas. B11, 605 77,475 189, 080 $1, 558, 207 $5,155, 879 6,714, 086 
California 1,318, 209 1,393, 572 2,711,781 || Oregon.. 133, 477 79,562 213, 039 
CONOLBO E T TT ASRR €336, 333 ¢336, 333 || Pennsylvania. . 7,064,116 7,046,116 
Connecticut 210, 353 1,066,314 1, 276, 667 || Rhode Island..... 414, 852 495, 652 
PIO WRK OTs ii gaa ss ibosccedottedeseelonsccésvere d eoesoesos takses di51, 045 d151, 045 lina.. ale aden 440,110 
Florida... 104, 530 j 
Geo 125, 239 471, 029 
Illinois. 5,735, 478 6,735, 478 417,491 
Indiana. 2,108,302 $3, 625,136 1, 261, 975 
Iowa 4, 227, 300 4, 227, 300 702,185 
Kansas 1, 276, 786 1, 276, 786 2, 223, 581 
Kentuck 9382, 038 917,392 m67, 
Louisiana h94, 000 h450, 000 123, 643 
Maine. 596, 295 820, 860 474, 556 
Marylan 721, 571 1, 212, 977 48,017 
Massachuse 4, 372, 286 4, 372, 286 sasie Mosses siss. 
Michigan.. 2,074,073 2,453, 831 
Minnesota 1,073, 837 1,331, 526 A ots r aoe. ETA 
rone N, 334,769 334,769 || Utah........ 63, O41 43, 337 106, 378 
a Ss oon sr AAS EARR EEA EES EA 2,163, 330 2,163,330 || Washington. J102,201 53,319 SF 105, 520 
Nebraska, 713, 155 786; 96S |) WOME SONEN S S7, 66 S7,66 
S544, 716 (419, 249) 
1,742; 198 14, 387,570 53, 913, 986 } 070, 371, 435 
9, 675, 992 


g | 
m ane ao pt ey oe amount received in each State from intereston funds and rent of lands. The total from taxation is $70,371.435, from funds and rents, 
” aFrom poll-tax. bState apportionment, which here penah includes the income of the State school fund for 1880, the State tax,and so much of the ordi- 
nary State reyenues as may be set apart for the "Jim the Tepilatar: cFrom county and district tax, fines, ete. dThis amount raised for white schools. 
n 
or b 


y 
eThis includes rental of State railroad ($150,000). 1879. gIncludes tax on billiards and dogs. hEstimated. iFrom township tax. j Includes income from 
permanent fund. kState appropriation. [Special npt poao m Total income asreported for 1880, the greater part of which comes from Territorial, 
+190; repo: 


county, and district taxes. n From county tax. oIncludes $1 rted as derived from taxation and given in the column of totals but not appearing in 
the first two columns. 
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TABLE 16.—Changes in assessed valuation of property in Southern States, 1870-80. i N 
a 


Increase in population. 


White, | Colored. | Total.a 


$365, 439,917 | $308, 455, 135 |.. 
140, 538, 273 139, 622, 705 
130, 378, 622 156, 100, 202 
183, 913, 337 133, 560, 135 
227, 219, 519 239, 472,599 
82, 480, 843 30, 938, 309 
155, 582, 595 122, 867, 228 
177, 278, 890 110, 625, 129 
253, 371, 890 160, 162, 439 |.. 
149, 732, 929 320, 364, 515 
H, 528, 843 86, 409, 364 
409, 544, 294 350, 563, 971 
253, 782, 161 211, 778, 538 


2, 578, 793, 113 


a This total includes the white, colored, 686 Chinese, 1 Japanese, and 2,527 civilized Indians. b Net decrease. 
I also present in this connection some figures that ought to be putin | I call now the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] for 
tabulated form: a moment to some facts bearing upon what seemed to be the principal 


; : ee ety tt point in his address to the Senate a few days since, saving the consti- 
Expenditures in 1885-86, as perta, by last oe of Commissioner of Edu- | tutional question which he argued at great length and, it is proper to 
ion (1885-86). 


say, with great power. He seemed to draw the deduction that intelli- 
— rT | gence and crime ran together, and if any conclusion could be deduced 
Popula- | Expendi- 


from the tendency of his remarks and of his tables, it was to the effect 


tion. tures. that intelligence was the source of crime, while ignorance appeared to 
z be the source of virtue. 
1, 467,984 $741,244 | _ IT have heresome facts embodied in an address by Col. Dexter A. Haw- 
+563,423 | 3,645,160 | kins, of New York City, and declared by him to be extracted from 
995, 058 various authorities, and the substance boiled down in this statement, 


which is as follows: 


866, 892 

740, 645 2, 350, 869 
In France, in 1868, one-half of the inhabitants could not read nor write. From 
, 030 | this half came Ret ont cent. of the persons for crime. From the other, 
the educated came only 5 per cent. In other words, a given number 

children; suffered to grow up illiterate, produced nineteen times as many per- 
sons arrested for crime as the same number would if educated, at least to the ex- 
tent of the elementary branches, 

In the Grand Duchy of Baden, from 1554 to 1851—seven years—the govern- 

ment, by a rigorous system of universal compulsory elemen! education, re- 
duced the number of prisoners actually arrested 51 percent., andthe number of 
crimes committed 54 pa cent. 
700,890 Inthe six New England States, in 1870,7 per cent. only of the inhabitants above 
ten yearsof were unable to read and write; and yet this 7 per cent. produced 
80 per cent. of the criminals. Or,in other wo iven number of children in 
New England at that time suffered to grow up illiterate produced fifty-three 
times as many criminals as the same number would if educated to the extent of 
the curriculum of the public schools. This fact is a complete vindication of the 
moral effect of the New England system of public education, Cardinal Antonelli 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

In the State of New York, in 1530, the illiterates produced eight times their pro 
rata proportion of the criminals in that State; thatis,a given numberof children 
brought upilliterate on the average produced eight times as many criminals as 
the same children would haye produced if educated to the extent of the curricu- 
lum of the public schools. 

In the city of New York, in 1870, among the illiterates, one crime was commit- 
ted for every 3 persons; while among the literates there was only one crime to 

every 27 persons, Or, in other wo the ignorant class in that city furnishes 
2,166, 633 | nine times the criminals they would if educated in the public schools. 

In the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in 1870, the illiterates, according to 
their numbers, committed seven times as many crimes as the literate class, 

In Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Ilinois, taken together, the illiterates committed 
ten times as many crimes, according eir numbers, as the literate class, 

Take the whole of the United States together, according to the census of 1870, 
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School ditures 1885~86 in following Slates, having more than 17,- 
000,000 inhabitants and about one-tiird the school population of the whole 


the illiterates committed ten times their pro rata proportion of crimes, 
country. wt 7 pany sat, in sa yena 1879 an pete bis om of tho, popolation 
ve ten years of age could neither read nor ©, ani one- ‘ieth com- 
—— TAREE O South Carolina... cove $125, 903 mitted one-sixth part of the crimes, or nearly six times its s proper proportion. 
Vicctds........ But if we class with the illiterates the criminals who could barely read and 


write, but whd had no education beyond bare reading and kiga t will then 
th of the f is illiterate 


rtion. 
116 Total smssssvsrsrsenrersrsns sense LL, 497, 574 ri careful on of the statistics of twenty States shows the following 
on, a results: 
Fir. That one-sixth of all the crime in the country is committed by persons 


Mississi; 
North 
Total expenditure of whole country as shown by last report of Com- 


missioner of Education, $111,304,927. Total expenditure in thirteen 
States named, $11,497,574, or, for about one-third the children of school 
age, one-eleventh of the school expenditure. 


Ratio of attendance, 1885-86, to population between 6 and 14 years, as shown 


r by Report of Commissioner of Education, 

Alabama..... s. 46.75 | Mississippi... 65.51 
’ North Carol 56.45 

South Carolina, 52.44 

Virginia....... 48, 23 

New Hampshire .. 88,10 

New York... sw. T1.25 

Ohio...... s... 81,05 


81.67 
74.66 
85.59 
68. 07 
+ 80, 82 


wholly aes Geel 

Second. That one-third of the crime in the country is committed by persons 
wholly or substantially illiterate, 

Third. That the proportion of criminals among the illiterate class is, on the 
average, ten tifnes as great as it is among those who have been instructed in the 
elements of a common-school education or beyond. 

Fourth. That the expense im upon society to protect itself against afew 
thousand criminals, most of whom were made such through the neglect of so- 
ciety to take care of their education when young, is one of the heaviest of the 
public burdens. In the city of New York it is 50 per cent. more than the whole 
cost of the public schools. 

In that city the annual appropriation for police, criminal courts, reformatories, 

jails, and penitentiaries is over five millions of dollars; while thatfor the train- 

z of the 355,000 school children in the city is only $3,590,000, 

he average attendance at the schools in 1880 was 188,529. The “‘compulsory 
school age "’—that is, the age within which all children are required by lawin . 
the State of New York to attend school—is cight to fourteen years. Tho num- 
ber of children of this age in the city of New York in June, 1830, was 144,474; 
while the average attendance on the public schools of children of all ages from 
five to sgt Pee in that year in city was only 133,096, As a logical conse- 
quence of th ts Sig of education the city jails and almshouses are crammed 
and taxes are - 


s 
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The city, Se gaan vi mihnaren for education, and its enormous taxation for 
criminals (to use an old expressive adage) “saves at the spigot but loses at 


ban 
Whit true of the metropolis of the country is equally true of every city, 
a) n s 
These facts could be multiplied almost without limit. 
xamination of the statistics 


The e: of criminality and illiteracy in the census of 
= scan state or country will give results substantially in harmony with 

above. 

Carlyle says: 

“ If the devil were through my country, and he lied to me for in- 
al rg parte? a ts or fact of this universe, I should w. to give it to him. 
He is less a à knowing that three and three are six than if he didn’t know 
it; a light h of the fain is in this fact; if he knew facts enough. 
continuous light would dawn on him; would (to his amazement) understand 


what this universe is,on what principles it conducts itself, and would cease to 
be a devil.” 


And in this line I wish to state deductions from the census and also 
from the inquiries of economists in other lands bearing on the relative 
value of educated and uneducated labor—educated, I mean to say, in 
the common rudiments of learning, such as we give to our common peo- 
ple in our common schools. I take this from an address by the Com- 
missioner of Education: 

It should be remembered, in addition to the short period in which schools are 
already taught in the South, that there are 2,702,835 children of age not enrolled 
for instruction. Take another comparison: Charleston, S, O., now levies a tax 
of 3 mills on a dollar; but to furnish the children of that State a fair approach 
to the instruction given those in Massachusetts would require a tax on the 
erty of the State of nearly 3 centson the dollar. Thisthe friends par es-es oaii in 
Massachusetts or any other State would hesitate to propose in their own case. 


s ë e $ * e s 

I nmst not pause to elaborate these points, but su (1) that the labor of 
an illiterate is increased in value 25 per cent. by Aree iepa n pa write, 
50 per cent, by fairly educating him, and mper cent. by giving him a thorough 
training; po (2) that the average value of Jabor of iliiterates is the same as 

average wages paid employés in man ies, then the following compu- 
tations give sound conclusions : 

D census of 1880, the number of persons of twenty-one years and upward 
in Southern States who were unable to write was 2,984,387. If 75 per cent. of 
them should be taught to readand write, it would increase the value of the labor 
of 2,238,290 persons 25 per cent. The present value of their labor is, approxi- 
mately, $245 a year . The increase of value would be $62 a year per capita, 
a of $138,778,980. If 15 per cent. of the illiterates should be fairly educated, 
it would increase the value of the labor of 447,655 persons 50 per cent., or from 
$248 to $372 a year each. The total of this annual increase would be $55,500,502. 
If the remaining 10 per cent. of illiterates should have the value of their labor 
increased 75 per cent. by being thoroughly trained, the industrial value of 298,439 
persons would be d from $245 to $434 a year each, a total of $55,509,654. By 
adding the three totals just piven, it is seen that the increase which would come 
to the industrial value of illiterates in the Southern States would be, were they 
educated as indicated, $241,727,220 a year. 


Many times the amount that it is proposed in this bill to appropriate 
to education during the full course of eight years. The difficulty with 
the calculation of the Senator from Missouri was that he instituted a 
comparison, not between the illiterate classes in any given community, 
but upon such data as he had, whether reliable or unreliable; he insti- 
tuted a comparison between illiterates in one section of country, in rural 
districts, with other parts of the country thickly populated, where the 
people were of a different race, different habits, different training, re- 
siding largely in large cities and thereby subject to many temptations. 
There is also to be considered that much of his unfavorable comparison 
resulted from the fact that where the larger number of arrests were 
made there was a more stringent effort at the execution of the laws. 
The comparison, in order to be fair at all, must be between the liter- 
ates and illiterates, members of the same community. It was by in- 
stituting the comparison in this way that the astounding results which 
I have stated to the Senate were reached. 

I wish to call attention now to what is shown by one of the tables 
which I have submitted. In the Southern States proper, in order to 
furnish a school three months in length to all the children throughout 
those States, it is necessary to have aid in the construction of what 
may be termed the educational plantalone. The building of the nec- 
- essary houses and the furnishing of the necessary apparatus, and giv- 

ing the necessary education of not over two or three years’ training to 
teachers in normal schools, requires at least an expenditure of thirty- 
six millions. That amount will be necessary in order to bring the 
average condition of the means of education throughout the Southern 
States up to anything like an inferior comparison with what they are 
in the Northern States; and I have already shown that even in the 
North illiteracy is overgrown, and in many cases it is more than over- 

wn, in comparison with the progress of common-school education. 

The tables I have submitted also show the comparative ty of the 
two sections of the country to endure taxation, and I respectfully call 
the attention of the Senate to a careful examination of these tables. 

I wish here to read a short extract from the report of the superin- 
tendent of schools of the State of New York. I read the other day 
something from a recent of the governor of the State of Con- 
necticut. “Thi is the latest report from New York that is bound, so 
far as I know. There is another report made to the Legislature by the 
superintendent.of the State of New York. This is the report of last 
year; but I will say that from the newspaper abstract of the report of 
the present year the facts stated in the report of the preceding year are 

“again emphasized as not only being true, but as being unquestioned. 
The State of New York has one of the best school systems to be found 
anywhere in the country, with an enormous fund and a wealthy people, 


giving with great willingness, as a general rule, the necessary taxation 
for the support of schools. He says: 


From the data in our it seems that 59 per cent. of the school popu- 
lation attended the public schools at some time during the year. 


That was the year 1886, this being the report of 1887. The report is 
dated January 4, 1887. 

In 1830 it was 62 per cent., and in 1870 it was 69 per cent. 

So that from 1870 to 1880 the proportion of the school population who 
attended school at all Jores Hors 69 to 62 per cent., and from 1880 
to 1886 it fell off from 62 to 59 per cent. X 


The average attendance, taking the entire year together, was 36 cent, of 
the children of schoo] age; in 1850 it was 35 per cent., and in 1870,52 per cent. 
The average time 


child attended school during the last year was ppteey Ae 
two and one-tenth weeks; in 1880, it was twenty and four-tenth weeks; and 
1870, it was seventeen and six-tenths weeks, From these figures, it is apparent 
that while thechildren who do attend the schools come with greater regularity 
than formerly, still the whole number whe attend the schools for some period 
of the year, in proportion to the whole number of school age, has been growin 
tee since 1870, notwithstanding the “compulsory education act” enact 
n 1874. 

The figures showing the percentage of school population which actually at- 
tends the schools will be misleading, and indicate the non-atlending class to be 
larger than it really is, unless it be borne in mind that the private schools and 
academies are not taken into account, and that the “school age” is made to 
cover a period commencing before most children are sent to school and extend- 
ing several years beyond the time when most have commenced work. 
number in the public schools and the private schools and academics at some 
time during the year was 68 per cent, of the school population. 

It is. believed that these figures are reliable with perhaps this exception. 
There bas been no census since 1880, and the number of children of “school 
age’' reported since that time has, undoubtedly, in some cases, been estimated, 
The estimates can not, however, be far out of the per Again, it would be 
ro ie F if many of the private schools had not failed of being reported by local 
school officers. 

It then suggests some further legislation by the State. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] desires a short, execu- 


tive session, andI give way to him to make a motion for that purpose. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It is highly necessary for the public interest that 
there should be a brief executive session, not with aview of the Senate 
adjourning afterwards, but a very brief executive session; and I ac- 
cordingly move it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Puen in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Vermont moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools, the pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts -[Mr. 
Hoar], who was not present when it was referred to awhile ago, that 
the rate of taxation in the city of Charleston is 3.10 mills on the dollar 
for school purposes, while in the city of Boston it is 1.54 mills for school 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator said the other day *‘for all purposes.’’ 

Mr, BLAIR. For all purposes the taxation in the city of Charles- 
ton is 3.10 cents on the dollar, while in Boston itis 1.24 cents; that is 
to say, it is 1} per cent. in Boston and itis 3.10 per cent. in Charleston, 
being very much higher for both school and general purposes in the 
latter than the former. 

I have here a table in which the States of the country are arranged 
ingroups. The New England States have an average valuation per cap- 
itaof $661. The Southern States have an average valuation per capita 
of $155. The Western States have an average valuation per capita of 
$334; the Middle States of $473; the Territories of $211; while the 
average valuation of the entire country is $327 for purposes of taxation. 
The table is as follows: A 
TABLE 15.—Showing assessed valuation of real and personal property; 


total population by States, groups, and grand total; also average valuation 
per capita for the several States and groups, 


} ica á 

r ' | wa 

Total assessed | Total =e 

States. valuation. | population. E G 

G 
| CES 
NEW ENGLAND STATES. 

$ | $235, 978, 716 648,996 | $363 
164, 755, 181 346,901 | 474 
85, 806, 75 332,296 | 261 
1, 584,756,802 | 1,783,085 | 883 
52, 536, 67 76,531 | 912 
327, 177, 385 622,700 | 525 
Totals for the group..ccerce-swenuee|  2,652,011,532 | 4,010,529 | 661 
. eoe ameo E oS 
Virginia. AES | 808, 455, 1,512,565 | 208 
West Vitwlitik 7202 08 arcu ce 139, 022, 705 618,457 | 225 
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TABLE 15.—Showing assessed. valuation of real and personal property, 


totals, ete.—Continued. 
rr 
Total assessed Total 
States. pirsa population E 8 
ae 


SOUTHERN STATES—continued. 


Worth Oar 0litta......<--ccrssessecesssevescscessoses ovee rs $156, 100, 202 1,399, 750 

South Carolina.... 133, 560, 1 995, 577 

239, 472, 1,542, 180 

30, 938, 309 269, 493 

122, 867, 228 1, 262, 505 

110, 628, 129 1, 131, 597 

161, 162, 439 939, H6 

820, 364, 515 1,591, 749 

86, 409, 364 802, 525 

350,563, 971 1, 648, 690 

‘Tennessee..... 211, 778, 538 1,542, 359 

Totals for the group ........ ...+ eptonssabone | 2,370, 923, 266 15, 257, 393 

WESTERN STATES. 

1, 360, 8, 198, 062 

727, 815, 131 1, 978, 301 

736, 616, 394 3, 077, 871 

oa 517, 666, 359 1, 636, 937 

971, 751 1,315, 497 

398, 671, 251 1, 624, 615 

258, 028, 687 780,778 

532, 795, S01 2,168, 380 

160, 891, 689 996, 096 

wes) 90, 585, 782 452, 402 

74,471,693 194, 327 

29, 291, 459 62, 266 

52,522, 0S4 174, 768 
584, 578, 036 864, GH 676 
6, 187, 266, 625 18,524, 989 334 

MIDDLE STATES. 
NOW YOrK....sssscsssesossisssssos: al 2, 651, 940, 006 5, 871 521 
New Jersey. 572,518, 361 1,131, 116 506 
Pennsylvania.. 1, 683, 459, 016 , 282, 891 393 
Jaware .... as 59, 951, 643 146, 608 409 
i e 497, 307, 675 , M3 531 
District of Columbia, SAN 99, 401, 787 177, 624 559 
Totals for the Group .........cceccccceesenere 5, 564, 578, 488 11, 756, 053 473 
TERRITORIES, 

Arizona. <a 9, 270, 214 40, 4 226 
Dakota. 20, 321, 530 135,177 150 
Idaho 6, 444, 876 32,610 197 
Montan: 18, 609, 802 39,159 475 
New Mexico 11, 363, 406 119,565 | ~ %5 
Utah ........ 24, 775, 279 148, 963 172 
Washingto: 23, 810, 693 75,116 316 
Wyoming... 13, 621, 829 789 | 655 
Totals for the ZrOUP ......ceccceseeeseeeeeess 128, 213, 629 606, 819 211 
Giand ioana ninsi 16, 902, 993, 543 | 50, 155, 783 | 337 


It will be seen that the Southern States, with reference to the entire 
country, including themselves, have a capacity to bear taxation which 
is represented by the relation of 155 to 327, and by examining the state- 
ment which I have submitted, their capacity to bear taxation as com- 

with other sections of the Union can be easily ascertained. 

I have stated that to give a good school of three months’ length in the 
Southern States to all the children requires an expenditure for school- 
houses, and for the qualification of teachers, and the furnishing of the 
necessary apparatus of upwards of $36,000,000, That amount would 
be necessary to bring them to the point of offering facilities to be edu- 
cated to meet all the children of school age. Of course that item isal- 
ready supplied at the North, and taxation at the North is largely applied 
to the running expenses of the schools themselves, 

If $15,000,000, which is the highest sum that under the provisions 
of this bill is to be distributed in any one year—more than twice the 
sum which is to be distributed the first year—if $15,000,000 are di- 
` vided upon the basis of illiteracy, the individual child will receive for 
his education—in California, $15.12; in Colorado, $14.34; in Connecti- 
cut, $10.71; in Nevada, $14.40; in New Hampshire, $10.07; in Rhode 
Island, $11.36; in the District of Columbia, $13.61; and in Massa- 
chusetts, $19.21; while in Alabama, after this division is made, mind 
you, more than twice what they get the first year, added to their 
own, what is already raised—in Alabama the individual child will re- 
ceive $3.64; in Arkansas, $3.13; in Florida, $3.75; in Georgia, $4.30; 
in Kentucky, $3.67; in Louisiana, $4.96; in Mississippi, $4.90; in Vir- 
ginia, $3.94; in West Virginia, $4.31; in North Carolina, $3.26, and in 
South Carolina, $5.05. 4 

Since the census there has been in some States and some localities an 
increase of taxation, so that these amounts will be in some localities 
decreased. The extension of the school system to all parts of the 
States is not so apparent, but the increase in any event would be but 
slight, and as compared with the present expenditure it will be noted 
that this is a division of $15,000,000, the calculation for which is given, 
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so that actually the increase next year, if this fund should be made 
available in these States, would not be sufficient to bring them up, 
even with their present contribution, to the amount which is stated 
in what I have read to the Senate. 

I have already placed in the possession of the Senate some recent 
statements from the State of Virginia. Since I did so I have received 
from Mr. Yost, a member of the other House from Virginia, some ad- 
ditional letters from school authorities, which I will to the Senate. 
I look upon these as of special value, because they are from men whose 
official duty compels them to know, or in fact makes it unavoidable 
that they should know, the actual condition of the schools within their 
jurisdiction; and there is no reason to doubt that what they say is 
fairly applicable to the entire State. 

I read first a letter from William C. Corson, county superintendent 
of the public schools of Cumberland County, Virginia, dated January 
16, 1888, addressed to Hon. J. Yost, House of Representatives, Wash- 
ington, D. C. He says: 

DEAR Ste: Your communication of the 5th Janiary to hand, With much 
pleasure I now proceed to answer the interrogatories therein contained in ref- 
erence to the public schools of my Sa & 

First. Total school population, according to the census of 1880, 4,121; white, 
1,053; colored, 3,068. 

Second. Total enrollment, session of 1886~"87, 1,889; white, 685; colored, 1,204. 

Third. Total average daily attendance, 1051; white, 456; colored, 595. 

Fourth. Length of school session, 5.02 months. 

Fifth. Cost per pupil enrolled, $4.68 per session. 

Sixth. Cost per pupil in average attendance, $8.41 per session. 


Thus it will be seen that out of a total school population as far back 
as 1880—and during the six years this sort of population has undoubt- 
edly rapidly increased—out of what was then a total of 4,121 there were 
1,889 enrolled, which is less than one-half, and 685 whites, a little more 
than half the whites, and 1,204 colored, which is much less than half 
the colored population that should be attending school, while the aver- 
age daily attendance is 1,000 as compared with the 4,000 who should 
attend the schools. Mr. Corson goes on: 

Seventh. The condition of school-houses, 


I call the attention of the Senate to this matter especially, as there 
seems to be an inclination to consider this expenditire wholly with refer- 
ence to the necessity of the tuition of the child, the payment of the 
teacher. The money, with the exception of the $2,000,000 which goes 
to assist in the construction of school-houses in sparsely-settled localities, 
among poor populations, is to be expended in the actual running of the 
schools, so that the local taxation which is now available for teachers 
and school-houses, and the like, must hereafter, if school-houses are to 
be provided, be very much more largely expended in the direction of 
providing the plant. That has got to be done from some source, and 
it is believed a much smaller amount would be expended hereafter from 
the local taxation for the payment of teachers. 


Seventh. Condition of school-houses: About one-half of our school-houses 
are comfortable and well furnished; the others, cheap log pere pe poorly 
lighted, and in every way unsuited for the purpose. o greatly need more and 
better houses, but are unable to build with our present means, 

Eighth. Salaries of teachers: Teachers are paid from $20 to $30, according to 
the grade of superintendent's certificates held by the teacher, It is difficult to 
secure competent, efficient teachers for the meager pay we can offer. Theshort 
five months’ session I regard the most objectionable feature of our public-school 
system. 

Ninth. Improvements demanded: More and better school-houses, with 
furniture, longer sessions, an increase of teachers’ pay, and means to furnish in- 
digent pupils with text-books. The Blair bill would give us the agt ha rem- 
iy ‘all these defects and enable us to make our public schools what they 
should be—the pride and glory of our land. I rejoice to know that you are 
among the friends of the bill, and you may rest assured that your constituents 
in this county will, to a man, help to hold up your hands whilst battling to gain 
this great boon for your Stateand yourcountry. The publicschools are the onl 
hope for the education of the children of the people, and an earnest zeal in beha. 
of this great cause is, to my mind, the stron; evidence of true patriotism. Vir- 
ginia is doing all she can to educate her children, but it would uire double 
bas amoan, annually appropriated to meet the pressing needs of her public 


ools. 
A very small per cent. of our white people are able to educate their children in 
private schools,and such schools are entirely out of the question among the 
colored race. The education of the negroesis greatly re! ed on account ofthe 
extreme poverty of thisrace; the parents are too oe to buy the necessary text- 
books for their; children. Oftenin visiting the colored schools I find from three 
to half a dozen pupils trying to prepare their lessons from one book. The public 
funds are so limited that the ct boards do not feel warranted to expend” 
more than a few dollars each year to furnish books to indigent pupils. The 
name of every member of the Fiftieth Congress who works and votes for the 
Blair educational bill willbe honored in Virginia and his memory will be cher- 
ished and revered tothe latest generations. Allow me to thank you in behalf of 
the people ef Cumberland for the interest which you manifest in the cause of 
pub i education. ‘fall 
aati ái WM. C. CORSON. 


That is addressed to Mr. Yost, a member of the other House. Mr. 
Yosr has also furnished me the following letter, signed by C. T. J ordan, 
superintendent of schools for Augusta County, Virginia: 


STAUNTON, VA., January 13, 1888. 


DEAR Sin: Owing tomy absence your favor of 5th instant has just been re- 
ceived, and I hasten to reply. 

First. The school poroaren of Augusta County is 10,947. 

Second. The enrollment for 1886-87 was 7,149. 

Third, The ave: daily attendance was 4,629. 

Fourth. Length of session, five months. 

Fifth. The cost of tuition per pupil enrolled was 79 cents. 

Sixth. The cost of tuition per pupil, in daily average attendance was $1.20. 

Seventh, The school-houses are in a fairly good condition, but are in most cases 
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destitute of goed blackboards, wall maps, globes, and other aids to teaching as 
are needful to secure the best results with the least cost. 

Eighth. Average salaries: White males, $27.79 per month; white females, 
$26.30; colored males, $25.44; colored females, $24.70. 

Ninth. We need trained teachers, skilled teachers, Skilled labor is wah te 
expensive; it has a high value; to secure these trained teachers we must offer 
such compensation as will enable them to qualify themselves forthe work. We 
can never have professional teachers until we can pay salaries large enough to 
induce professional teachers to teach in our public schools, 


Tt will be seen that at an average they get only five months’ work, 
and that at these low rates per month there is no encouragement for 
any intelligent person to engage in teaching. Mr. Jordan proceeds: 


Hence the first thing we need is more money. It should be borne in mind 
that our public schools have superseded a great many good private schools, and 
unless as good instruction is given in the public schools as was given in these 
private schools, the adoption of the public-school system will be a great sin. 

The efficiency of our present system of public education could be greatly in- 
creased by paying the district trustees an amount equivalent to the work re- 
quired of them, At present they receive no pay; consequently much important 
work is neglected by them. 

What we need is money. We have the material; we can utilize it if we can 
pay a reasonable sum to get what we must have to do good work. 

I have written hastily, but will be glad to give you any further information 
when With kind regards, I etfull 

t nd regards, I am, very respe y, ete., 
C. T. JORDAN, 
Superintendent Schools, Augusta County. 
Hon, Jacos Yosr, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


Another superintendent, G. E. McCarkle, superintendent of Alle- 
ghany County, writes: 
ALLEGHANY COUNTY, VIRGINIA, 


School population : White, 2,153; colored, 602; total, 2,755. 

Enrollment: White, 1,234; colored, 247; total, 1,481. 

Average daily attendance: White, 864; colored, 140; total, 1,004. 

Average length of session, 4.97 months. 

Cost per pupil enrolled: White, 82 cents; colored, 63 cents. 

Cost per pupil in oh. comes attendance: White, 62 cents; colored,53 cents. 

Average salaries of teachers: Male, $27.37; female, $26.07, 

Condition of schoo!-houses: Very bad and no money to improve them, Our 
school system is in a very bad condition and is very unpopular, all because we 
have not the funds to improve it. 


I have a statement from G. E. Caskie, superintendent of public 
schools for Nelson County, Virginia, addressed to Mr. Yost. Mr. Cas- 
kie writes as follows: ; 

Lovineston, VA., January 9, 1888. 

Str: Yours of the 5th instant received. In answering the interrogatories 
therein propounded I will use the figures shown by my annual report for the 
school year ending July 31, 1887. I do this because I irons it would be fairer 
than to take any one month of the present session as the basis of my answers, 

First, The school population of this county is, according to the last census, 
1885: White. 3,504; colored,3,185; total, 6,779. 

3 Soona; The enroliment for lastsession was: White, 2,151; colored, 1,660; total, 

Third. The average daily attendance during the same period was: Whites, 
1,157; colored, 701; total, L.S6L. 

Fourth. The length of the school session is five months. There are three 
schoolsin the county which run six months; all the others run only five months, 
except such as are closed sooner because of failure to make the required aver- 
age: or some reason of that sort, The average last year was just five months. 

ifth, The cost of the whole system (including all expenses—my salary and 
everything) last year was 59 cents per month per pupil enrolled, or $2.9 for the 
session per pupil enrolled. 

Sixth. The cost for last session, including everything, was $1.21 per month per 
pupil in average daily attendance, or $6.05 for the session por upil enrolled. 

Seventh. There are now in this county ninety schools, o which about twenty- 
five houses belong to the school board; the residue are cabins, log houses, ete., 
which the people let us bave, Of the twenty-five which we own, about eight 
are good houses; the others are mostly log, about two-thirds of which are hewed 
logs and the others just built of round poles, Of those furnished by the patrons 
about the same proportion of hewed and round log buildings exists. ith the 
exception of the eight mentioned above, all of these houses are in bad repair, 
some much more so than others. Some are na fit to be occupied at all, t 
year I was forced to condemn some, and if I did my duty I would condemn 
others now. Some of them have board roofs, held on with logs or rocks; some 
others have sliding windows—i, e., plank windows without any glass—and when 
yen open the window to let in the light you leave a hole. In many of these 

ouses the chinking is knocked out and the teacher has to daub it up with mud 
as best he can, 

I think I may safely say that all the furniture we have, including desks, 
benches, tables, chairs, etc., for the ninety schools, is not worth over $30. The 
befiches usually, in fact with very few exceptions, have no backs, and in many 
instances are made by splitting a login two and boring holes in which legs 
are put, thus making two benches, ith the exception of a very few schools, a 
few of these benches, a small blackboard, and a plank nailed to the side of a 
house for a writing desk, constitute the furniture. There is nota map, globe, 
chart, or anything of that sort in a single school in the county. 

Eighth. Our teachers are paid according to the grade of certificate they hold— 
first grade, $30 per month; second grade, $25; third grade, $20. The average 
salary last year was $23.74. Owing tothe lack of funds, the trustees often prefer 
athird to a first grade teacher, because they are cheaper. Of course this injures 
the schools very much, 

Ninth. To cover the county and provide school facilities to all of the people 
we need about fifteen or sixteen more schools. The country is so broken and 
mountainous that it requires a larger number of schools than if it were more 
level. Our aim now is to so locate the schools that no posoan will be over 
2 miles from a school. Yet in many cases they are 3 miles, and in some in- 
stances 3} or 4 miles. In bad weather these latter persons are practically de- 
barred of all school privileges, and irregular attendance makes the school but 
little benefit to the scholar, and the scholar a disadvantage to the school. We 
need houses fearfully, and where we have them we need to repair them. We 
need school apparatus, maps, globes, charts, ete. Weshould run the schools for 
at least two months longer each year, and in the small towns and villages, 
where the children are not compelled to work, the schools should be run for 
nine months. 

Owing to scacrity of funds we are unable to pay the school trustees any salary. 

* Hence they can not give the time and attention to the duties of thelr offi 
which are necessary for the proper performance of those duties; and of course the 


county superintendents are badly paid. They should be able to give their 
whole time to the schools. 
Hoping that your efforts in behalf of the “‘ Blair bill” may be successful, 
I remain, yours respectfully, 
G. E. CASKIE. 


. Hon. J. Yost, Washington, D. C. 


I turn now to a communication I have just received from the State of 
Tennessee, a letter from Col. William J. Sykes, under date of January 
15, 1888, addressed to myself. He says: 

MEMPHIS, TENN., January 15, 1888, 

DEAR SIR: I send you my ech on Federal aid. I have taken great inter- 
est in this question, although I am no school teacher, nor school director, nor 
school superintendent. I have no children nor grand-children to go to public 
schools. Isent for the pamphlet issued by the New York Evening Post on “The 
bill to promote mendicancy.” It is anything but conclusive, and is very easily 
answered, I intend to write them a private letter on the subject. Federal aid 
is essential if we ever wish an efficient system of public schools in the Southern 
States. I consider you one of the best friends the Southern States have. 

I wish you would let me know where the Christian Union, to which the Even- 
ing Post so often alludes, is published, and where Mr. Mayo lives, Whenever 
the subject is fully discussed in the Southern States the people without 
to party will be in favor of it. I have written a letter to the Nashville Ameri- 
can showing that we never can have an efficient system in Tennessee without 
Federal aid. If it comes before I send this letter, I willincloseit. I will be glad 
to hear from you. 

Yours, truly, 
WM. J. SYKES, 
19 West Court Street, Memphis, Tenn, 


I presume the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] knows Mr. 
Sykes well, and that he is a responsible gentleman. At all events his 
address, which he sends to me, indicates that. The address is on the 
subject of ‘‘ Federal aid to education, its constitutionality, its justice, 
and its necessity.’’. It was delivered August 9, 1886. He goes over 
the question from the standpoint of a Democrat. He says: 


I am for it because it is Democratic. The national convention which nom- 
inated Grover Cleveland for President and Thomas A. Hendricks for Vice-Presi- 
dent adopted asa of its platform the following : J 

“We favor the diffusion of free education by common schools, so that every 
child in the land may be taught the rights and duties of citizenship.” 

This must have referred to national aid to education. The Federal Govern- 
ment has nothing to do with purely local matters— 


How true that is! We hear that corroborated every day in the Senate— 


and a national convention would not say anything in reference to them. The 
great body of our laws are purely local, therefore the national convention had 
nothing to say about these laws, use the Federal Government had nothing 
to do with them. The fact that the national convention did speak out on this 
question showed that they considered it a national question. Whether the 
States as States should encourage education—public-school education—if it had 
been merely a local question, could not have been interfered with bya national 
convention, which looked only to matters requiring Federal legislation. This 
is conclusive as to the Democratic party in convention assembled. 


I am glad that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is here to catch 
the idea of his Democratic friend from Tennessee. He goes on: 
NO FEDERAL CONTROL. 


It is sometimes said we should not permit the Federal Government to control 
our State schools, To this I agree in the fullest manner and to the largest ex- 
tent. But aiding our State schools and permitting us to control them in every 
particular is anything but control of our State schools, 


He goes on to discuss the subject fully and cites some authorities. 
He seems to appreciate the efforts made by Northern Senators. He 
says: 

Iam glad that so many Northern Senators have been liberal and wise enough 
to adopt the basis of illiteracy for the distribution of this fund, Illiteracy is not 
only injurious to the State in which it exists, but it is injurious to the country 
asa whole, and well did Mr. Jefferson characterize education as one of “the 
great foundations of prosperity and union.”’ Let us be fully upon the 

rinciple of national aid to education, and then the details of measure can 
be arranged with satisfaction to all parts of the Union. 


I can not, of course, introduce much of this address, but there are 
some other points in it which I should like to notice. Iwill read an- 
other short extract from the same address upon the inefficiency of our 
present system. Mr. Sykes says: 


Our present public-school system is a failure, notwithstanding the ‘earn 
energetic efforts that have been put forth to render it efficient. Only 192,463 o; 
our scholastic population, which is 609,028, are in daily attendance upon the 
schools, and only 373,877 enrolled pupils. ‘There are only 25,569 enrolled Pe ae 
at private schools, and 20,503 in daily attendance. Wherever funds are sufficient 
more children are in school. In Obion County 7,563 out of 10,450 are enrolled, 
and in Williamson County only 5,200 are enrolled out of a scholastic population 
of 10,200. Obion County has a school fund of $26,477.50, and Williamson County 
a school fund of $20,382.63. 

With the money we would get under the educational bill we could establish 
more industrial olleg where all kinds of industry could be taught, and we 
could so improve our free-school system as to make it efficient. 

Every species of labor and of mechanical employment might be taught in 
these industrial schools. Young menand yoang women might leave them pre- 
pared to makean honest living by labor. Labor would be rendered in the high- 
est degree honorable, and all would bọ taught to respect notionly the labor but 
the laborer, Statistics show that wherever there is the most education there 
laboris the most profitable as well as the most honored. Education—profitable, 
valuable education—is now not confined to boys, but extends to their sisters, un- 
tilnow they are becoming self-sustaining and independent. A glorious con- 
summation! 

You can not reasonably expect much immigration into Tennessee until you 
establish and sustain good public schools, since laboring people, who constitute 
our most valuable immigrants. will not go into any State where there are not 
good publicschools, These you can not get without Federal aid ; therefore it is 
essential to the development and improvement of the State. If this measure 
should be defeated and the people deprived of good panis schools, they will 
hold the men who defeat it responsible, and fearful will be the responsibility. 


From the State of Kentucky I have received several communications 


742 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 26, 


which I will read. The first is a communication from the president of 
the Teachers’ Association of the State, R. W. Roark, and is as follows: 
Giascow, KY., December 23, 1887. 


Dear Sm: I want to help by setting forth a few facts which possibly may be 
of some value.. I find them true not only of Kentucky, but of many of the other 
Southern States. j 


It will be borne in mind that this is a communication from the pre- 
siding officer of the State Association of Teachers for the State of Ken- 
tucky. Itishardly possible that there could be a communication from 
higher authority upon this subject. He proceeds: 

First, then, the large towns and cities in Kentucky illustrate what might bein 
the country districts—i. e., the establishment of good graded schools, with good 
buildings, furniture, and well-paid teachers, is strongly opposed; but when once 
established these schools receive a warmer support than in the North. The 
people are always ready to tax themselves to support them. 


He says that before the schools are established the people strongly 
oppose them, and after they are established they are always ready to 
support them, even more so than the people of the North. I read this 
because it is applicable from his observations to the other parts of the 
Sonth. He proceeds: 


In the light of this fact let us look at two points: 

First, conditions of education in Kentucky; second, needs (or need) of edu- 
cation in Kentucky. 

First, conditions: 

1, Teachers. Teaching does not offer money enough to tempt competent 
men and women; therefore the work falls largely into the hands of inefficient 
boys and giris who want to make a little “spending money.” Such teachers— 
and the older ones who are in the work—consequently teach for the small 
amount of money involved, and for that only. They must, then, make outa 
living by doing something else at least half the time. There is very little pro- 
fessional spirit, of course, manifested by sucha body. The teachers are shifting 
constantly from one school to another, and from teaching to other business. 
These teachers will gladly teach for the beggarly sum of $1.65 per capita which 
the State pays, and have a known to “ throw in” a month inorder to outbid 
a competitor! The people are not pleased, and the whole educational system 
falls into sr en Local taxation for helping such malpractice as the pupils 

m not be ente: 


sop fro: rtained without much educating of the people them- 
ves. 

2. Buildin; Such teachers will, of course, be content to teach in any sort 
of house, and do do so, although the law grants them to dismiss. until “things 
are fixed.” The buildings in the country are inferior to barns in very many 


cases; they have no furniture (worth the name), no blackboards, no apparatus, 
Here, in this town, ing 3,000, and where three districts “cornered,” we have 

no school-house until this year! The teachers have been accustomed to 
supply their own furniture and to rent a house at theirownexpense. Glasgow 
supports two private schools very well. 

8. County superintendents get ly pay, for the most part; and, like the 
teachers, have no professional spirit. y of them can not, and few try to, 
give any tone to'the schools. These officers have to eke out a living by some 
other work, and many of them are farmers, more yet are broken-down lawyers 
or patientless doctors, ete. They are careless of the kind of teachers they grind 
out through the examination mill. They hold institutes, and, so far as can be 
seen, pocket the fees themselves, etc. 

4. Trustees (directors) are cut by same pattern. Few want the place; those 
who take it are often guilty of the most shameful neglect of duty orof the 
est nepotism—the bane of so Sarge of our schools. No honor or dignity at- 
taches to the place, and so it falls into all sorts of hands, The question these 


officers ask an rg mokas often—not “* What work can you do?” but" What 
is your price?” ‘They try to secure the cheapest teacher, let him board himself 
and do his own janitoring. 


5. Publie opinion of the common schools is necessarily at a low ebb in such 
astate of affairs—must be to permit them. The schools are so worthless that 
many refuse to send to them. The people have no confidence in or respect for 
the profession of teaching in common schools. Then the old Southern aristo- 
cratic idea that the “common schools” are ‘ poor folks’ ” schools prevails so 
largely. The rich man sends his children to good private schools, and does not 
feel like paying tax to keep up schools for his poor neighbor. 

A point I always try to drive home is that although theSouth is Democratic 
politically it neglects the most democratic of all institutions, the public school. 
One very baneful result of such indifference is the springing up here and there, 
at almost every crossroads, of catch-penny “seminaries,” “ colleges,” ‘‘acade- 
ri etc., which are wholly irresponsible, wholly mercenary, and wholly 


unfit. 

Second. Needs: Thereisone fundamental need ; thatis, moremoney, Growth 
of public sentiment would follow inevitably, We need money. To illustrate 
pocan the present work of the Kentucky State Teachers’ Association must 

educative, educative of the teachers, the people; educative rather than tech- 
nical or professional. But lack of money prevents teachers from attending 
either annual meetings or State district meetings, or even county meetin: 
keeps them out of the reading circle, keeps them away from everything i! 
might help to educate, The same applies to county su ntendents. It is easy 
to see money is needed to help stir up public appreciation of our educational 
condition. © the points as before: . 

1, Pay the teachers more, and we can get better ones; better ones will be in 
the market. Our own ones will stay in the State and other good ones will 
come in, The work will become professional, and that means permanency of 
workers and growth of spirit, < 

2. While Federal money may not give us buildings, yet a better class of teach- 
ers, secured by increased pay,will insist upon better buildings, better furniture, 
better apparatus, ete., and will be able to so interest the public in their work 
and to so demonstrate the value of good work and good tools that better houses, 
furniture, eto., will come as a matter of course by subscription and local tax- 

on. 

3. If county superintendents had more money to handle the people would 
surely be more careful, at leastin small towns andin the country, to place better 
men than now in the office. And if there were a living in the office, worthy and 
competent men would offer themselves as candidates, or be called out. In this 
State the county bas Spas omaern exerta vastinfluence for good, if he be of the 
right sort. Our schools would be greatly improved by simply putting the right 
men in the office of county superintendent. 

4. Itis plain the same cause (more money) would to secure better 
trustees (directors) in the districts, for the people would elect, or the super- 
intendents appoint, at least outside of city politics, worthier men than now to 
supervise the school, and select the i a to whom this increase of money 
should be paid. Give these local officials relief on the money question and they 
would soon learn to ask, ‘* Whois fitted ?’’ not, as now, ‘‘ Who is cheapest?” Ex- 
perience with our city schools proves that when considerable money is involved 
the office of trustee ws in dignity, and worthy men are willing to serve, some- 
times desire paal ad te serve, though there is no salary or chance for nepotism, 


5. As a natural result of all the facts above set forth, the ple would have 
more confidence and interest in the publie schools and would give them their 
influence and patronage. Whenever it is made plain that as good or better an 
education can be secured for a trifling taxas can be had by payment of large 
sums for private tuition, it is easy to see what will follow, 

Then public schools mean the death from inanition of the worthless, 
harmful private schools, “academies,” **seminaries,”’ ete., with 
which the South is literally cursed. The demand would be for well-equipped 
colleges, whether private or State, and that they should do coll te work, not 
primary and intermediate, as now. A State normal would-surely be one result 
of thisdemand. Let me emphasize the peculiar fact, though it be irrelevant, 
that Kentucky sustains a good normal for the negroes, but none for whites, who 
must get professional instruction where they can. 

I have written in this way beca I know you were already in possession of 
the general facts of illiteracy, atten ce, etc., and I wanted you to see some 
things as we do who worknearthem. Ihave tried to be suggestive and to state 
some salient difficulties, x 

I bave stated the general rule. Iamglad there are many gratifying and note- 
worthy exceptions to the conditions above given, 

Ishall be glad to be of service to you in any way. 

Cordially, 
R. N. ROARK 
President Glasgow Normal School, 
President Kentucky State Teachers’ Association, 
Senator H. W. BLAIR, 
Washington, D. C. 


I have just received, under postmark of January 20, a letter from 
Mrs. Margaret Anderson Watts, of Louisville, Ky., dated January 20, 
1888, addressed to myself. She goes on to say that she will give me 
some facts concerning her own city, and proceeds: 


Thave attended several State teachers’ associations, and out of about one hun- 
dred and fifty counties in the State there were not over fifty counties represented. , 
Great stress was laid upon the fact that many of the counties were destitute of 
schools, and in some of the counties where they schools they were not kept 
open but for a short time during the year. It does not matter what the news- 
papers and politicians say concerning the need of Federal aid for school pur- 
poses in the South, let any one who is true to f and his country travel 
through Kentucky where the railroads have not penetrated, and the ignorance 
of the poopie is appalling. 

The Courier-Journal, the ponies: paper of this city, is doing its best to deceive 
the people, trying to build up the sickly Democrats by flattery, saying that 
Kentucky hasdone all that was asked or expected to be done by the State. 

For several winters past we women have made application to our Legislature 
for an appropriation to build a home for friendless women. We could not se- 
cure one dollar from the State. The cry was that the State was not in a finan- 

condition to render such aid. The popees of the home for friendless 
women was to educate them, of course, for many of the inmates were from 
fifteen to twenty years of ago, and more than half of them could not read and 
write.. Ifthe State of Kentucky is so able to educate all of her youth, why was 
the aid withheld from us who plead so earnestly for the small and insignificant 
amountof $5,000? I do not. wish to intrude upon your valuable time, but would 
be glad to have you read my report at our last convention, I cut it out of the 
pamphlet and inclose it, 

Respectfully, 
MARGARET ANDERSON WATTS. 


This lady is one of the leading members of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, and from her report I read a few extracts. She 
says: 

Itis too late in the day to argue about the expediency of land ts, or to 
what other purposes this peep of gold and silver could be applied. Money is 
tie is needed now to lift the weight of illiteracy and ignorance off of the 
people. ; 

It is too late now to discuss State rights. The seceding States have been re- 
constructed some years ago. The restoration of the Union proves the power of 
the National Government. As much harmony exists now as can exist while 
the discord of ignorance grates so harshly upon the ears of the educated. 

It is too late now for the women of so great an organization as the World's 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union to besilenced. Every subject connected 
with the-welfare of humanity is a part of its existence. The women are press- 
ing forward earnestly for the removal of illiteracy and ignorance, using what- 
ever means God appoints to accomplish it, 

It is too late now to say that women are too pure to touch polities. If this be 
true, then they are too pure for this world! A large proportion of the inhab- 
itants of this world are women. They breathe the same atmosphere; they live 
under the same laws; they suffer the same annoyances, and feel keenly the 
same unjust oppression that partisan political voters do, How can they avoid 
being touched by politics, however unclean such may be? 


She signs the report ‘M. A. Watts.” Other matters she discusses 
ably, but I will not take the liberty to read them now, 

I have here an address by Judge Beckner, an eminent citizen of Ken- 
tucky. In inclosing the address he writes me a personal letter under 
date December 3,1887. This letter, with the consent of the Senate, as 
there are six or seven pages, I will ask to have printed in the RECORD 
with the other matter. 


The letter is as follows: 
WINCHESTER, KY., December 3, 1887. 


Dear Sim: I know of no measure likely to engage the attention of Congress 
of so much importance to the people of Kentucky as the Blair bill. We need 
itsaid. Our pro rata, or per capita, for school pu is $1.90. This gives to 
each school of forty pupils the sum of $76 with which to conduct a school foran 
entire year. Under our State constitution, the districts can not be compelled to 
supplement this per caput with local taxation. In thecities and larger townsof 
course there are graded schools, but even in a large majority of the nats es seats 
there are no free schools save those carried on from the proceeds of the per 

ita distribution. In the country districts the situation is deplorable. In 
richer sections of the State subscription schools are carried on for several months 
in each year, buteven theseare, as a general thing, under the control of a cheap 
class of teachers. Our people take a deeper interest in education now than they 
did a few years ago, but the apathy is still distressing. Under the census of 1880 
nearly 30 per cent, of mir popa n over ten years of age could not read or write, 
and the same could be said of 22 per cent. of our white population, Since then 
I doubt if the percentage has improved. 

If we could be awakened to a proper interest in the education of the masses, 
there are difficulties to be encountered which those raised in the Eastern States, 
can not easily understand. Compare Kentu . for instance, with Massachu~- 
setts, Here we have over 40,000 square miles of territory; there they have only 
7,000. Here we had only three hundred and fifty millions of taxable valuation 


under the census of 1880) There it was about sixteen hundred millions. Here 
the per caput is $1.90. There itisfive timesas much, How we onless than 
one-fourth the valuation raise enough school revenue toscatter over six times as 
much territory four times as much toeach child? Itis impossible; and yet the 
schools of Massachusetts are none too good, and we need the best even more than 
does that enlightened State with its twoand a half centuries of common schools 
and its abundant colleges, to say nothing of its intelligent founders and its hom- 
ogencous population. 

And then, again, we havethe problem of two races that will not mingle in the 
schools. Thisisa question which many in the North do not understand, but it 
is a most serious and troublesome one with us, The negroescame out of slavery 
with habits and conditions that made them unfit for the association that mixed 
schools would bring. The greatest trouble that common schools meet with in 
the South is the demagogical a of their enemies that they will lead to mixed 
schools, An eminent citizen who ought to-know better condescended in the 
State canvass last summer to urge this as an objection to Federal aid, Had he 
taken the tronble to read the Blair bill he would have seen that there is nothing 
in its provisions to prevent the States from controlling, in every respect, the 
schools to which its aid would go. 

And then, again, in Kentucky we have the prejudice against common schools 
which has cometo usfrom Virginia. In all the Southern States the idea of pau- 

r schools found early lodgment, but when Jefferson indicated that a system 
d on this idea would be a failure he was not understood. The ruling ele- 
ments south of Mason and Dixon’s line under the old régime were not much in 
favor of the education of the masses, an traditions of the elders are obsta- 
cles to progress not easily overcome. The close of the war found the seceded 
States conquered provinces. They had to begin anew, and accepted conditions 
that would most readily enable them to rise. Kentucky was not subjugated, 
and her people are more stubborn about changes. There is a large element here 
(and in high places, too) who are willing to see pauper schools conducted, but 
who are not in sympathy with the idea of the common school, which means edu- 
cational facilities for all that are good enough for the best. We will not have 
adequate provision for popular education for generations to come if your benefi- 
cent scheme fails. If we could have the efliciency of our system increased, which 
can not be done without more money, the people would see the value of theim- 
provement and would not consent to return to the old conditions. Population 
and wealth would speedily increase, and the Constitution would be so chan: 
as to give the Legislature power to pass laws sufficient to. compel local aid in 
every district. The sentimentin favor of Federal aid is rapidly gaining ground 
in Kentucky. Iam a Jeffersonian Democrat in polities, but take more interest 
in school questions than in those of any other nation. The feeling in favor of 
the Blaft bill elected three Republicans to Congress from Kentucky in 1886. It 
will increase the number in 1888 if the Democratic leaders do not learn wisdom 
before their conventions are held. 

I see no reasonable hope for schools for the children of this State sufficient for 
their proper education within the next generation or two unless Federal aid 
comes right speedily. It ismorethan a blunder forany Southern man to oppose 
it. He ought to be anathema maranatha in every household where there isa 
child. Ido most ardently hope that you and the other good men-of Congress 
may suceed in accomplishing what will be entitled to rank third in the great 
achievements of American statesmanship in the interests of humanity—first, the 
Declaration of Independence; second, the abolition of slavery, and, third, pro- 
vision for the education of the masses, to whom must be intrusted the preserva- 
tion of our liberties. They who oppose Federal aid in the South are of a class 
who insisted that slavery was a Divine institution, and would nodoubthave been 
opposed to the revolutionary and unconstitutional course of those who severed 
the ties that bound America to. Great Britain. I inclose a copy. of an address 
which I prepared in the summer of 1886, and which, through the zeal of friends 
of the cause, was scattered throughout Kentucky to the extent of 50,000 copies. 
If I had the means and ability, I would canvass the State and stir the people until 
no public man would dare to stand out against the light and knowledge which 
the passage of your bill would certainly bring. ~. 

Yours, sincerely, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
Washington City, D: 0. 


From Georgia I have communications which should be placed before 
the Senate. First, I will read an extract from a letter from Mr. R. R. 
Wright, who is a prominent colored citizen, and the same gentle- 
man whom the honorable Senator who now is presiding [Mr. PUGH in 
the chair] will remember as a witness before the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor some four years ago. He was the last witness who was 
examined by the committee, and is a. gentleman of great intelligence, 
a teacher himself, and now editor of what I should judge to be one of 
the leading colored papers in the country. He says: 


AUGUSTA, GA., January 4, 1888. 


My Dear Sim: I have just returned from a pretty thorough tour of the State. 
During my absence I have taken occasion to ascertain whether the demand for 
national aid for education were as urgentnow-as ever. I have it to say to you 
that it is, in the opinion of hundreds of people with whom I have conversed, 
even more urgent. You of course know that there are but few places in the 
State where schools are in session more than sixty-five days. In many places, 
even in the large cities, children by the hundreds can not enjoy these few days 
for the lack of teachers and schoolroom. I sincerely hope, not only for the sake 
of Richmond County's illiterates, but for the sake of the illiterates throughout 
Georgia and the South, that you will not hold up until the bill becomes a law. 
With their eyes upon the crying need for this aid, the Southern white and black 
man care nothing for the technical opposition urged by some gentlemen, 

You are aware of the fact that we held a most enthusiastic meeting here last 
year, urging the passage of the bill. The meeting was presided over by the 
erates and addressed by the most prominent white and colored citizens in the 


W. M. BECKNER. 


y. 

At the last meeting of our State Teachers’ Association, to which the governor, 
General John B. Gordon, delivered the welcome address, the following resolu- 
tion was and a telegram sent you: 

“ Be it resolved by the State Teachers’ Association, assembled in the capitol of 
Georgia, That this body tel ph to Senator BLAIR our hearty approval of 
his godly effort to relieve the illiterates. of the South by the passage of the edu- 
cation 

t Resolved further, That we request and urge our Senators and Representatives 
to use every honorable endeavor in their power to secure the adoption of said 
bill, commonly called the Blair educational bill.” 

This body was made up of teachers from all over the State, and of both white 
and colored teachers, earnestly engaged in the work of educating the people. 

The people sre with you; Goa is with you; and we believe that you will 
finally succeed. 

Yours, sincerely, 
RICHARD * Nea 
Principal Ware School, 
Senator H. W BLAIR, 


From Dodge County, in the State of Georgia, I have this communi- 
cation: 
Henry Coleman, dealer in general merchandise— 
But who, it seems, is county school commissioner of Dodge County— 
EASTMAN, GA., December 20, 1887. 


Dear Sir: Atameeting of the county school commissioners, in the city of At- 
lanta, during the month of July, a resolution, which I had the honor to intro- 


duce, was unanimously adopted requesting the Senators and Representati 
to encourage the passage of your educational bill. Publicsentiment in Georgia 
isfor it. In this county the number of white children attending publie schools 
is 1,221; colored, 610; an increase from last year of 38 per cent, whites and 23 
per cent, of colored. The fund rome eek mana by the State does not meet 
the requirements, and unless national aid is given the public-school system is 


r. 
on for the liberty I take in writing, but I feelit a sense of duty to give you 
this information. 
I remain, your obedient servant, 


HENRY COLEMAN, 
County School Commissioner, Dodge Counly, Georgia. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR. 


Mr. DAWES. Why does not the State pay. more? It is a rich 
tate. 


S 

Mr. BLAIR. If you examine the valuation of the State and com- 
pareit with that of other States, you will find that they are paying as 
high taxes for all purposes as most other States. They are rich, but 
it is in the ground mainly, and it has got to be dug ont. Most of the 
capital that is going to the South is, as you know, being invested in a 
way that does not help tke schools. People first construct houses; 
they develop their mines; they erect their manniactories; they do not 
go to educating their children. Northern people do not go down there 
with Northern capital for that purpose. 

Another thing: I imagine that Northern people going down there, 
many of them, the capitalists, are perfectly willing that the average 
condition of the people should remain pretty much as it is; that they 
are not anxious to educate them. Labor is cheap, and it will always 
remain cheap until it is educated. On the other hand, it never will 
consume much until itis educated, and the development of the South 
will make a market at the South for all her in productions. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator has any evidence upon which he founds 
the statement which he has just made, that Northern people go down 
into Georgia and such States as Georgia to invest their capital, with a 
desire that the people there shall continue, if they are now, in igno- 
rance in order that labor shall be cheap—if he has any evidence upon 
which he makes that remark, I should like to have it put on the record 
with his statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. The statement has not been made. Ido not propose 
that the Senator shall make a statement for me to go on the record. 
He has misapprehended me entirely. I said this—— 4 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to have the Senator make it so clear 
that other Northern people as well as myself will understandit. Iam 
afraid they will mistake him as I have done myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will endeavor todo so, I made no such statement. 
I say this, that I believe the primary purpose of the investment of capi- 
tal from the North or from any other country in the South is the devel- 
opment of her wealth for the purposeof self-appropriation. Isay that 
that is the rule throughout the universe, so far as I know the universe. 
Men do not go there to educate the people; they go there to build facto- 
ries,to develop mines, to establish diversified industries, on account of 
the money that they hope to make thereby. They understand, many 
of them, of course, that intelligence is an improvement of any commu- 
nity. They do not object to the increase of intelligence; but they are 
not interested. especially in the increase of intelligence to the extent of 
going there with their capital with that view. ‘That is not their pur- 
pose; it isnot their primary design; they go for the investment of capi- 
tal. But I say in regard to cheap labor that I believe as a rule the capi- 
talistic elements of the country are willing that labor should continue 
cheap because it lessens the price of commodities, whether at the North 
or at the South. 

Mr. DAWES. Did not the Senator say he believed that Northern 
capitalists went down there perfectly willing, if not desirous, that 
labor should remain chtap and in ignorance? 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not say ‘‘if not desirous.” If I did say it, I 
certainly did not design to do so. I believe that the object of the in- 
vestment of capital in the South is the development of industries and 
the making of money, and that is why the surplus of Northern capital 
overflows and goes to the South; and I think tat unless along with 
this there be a development, an elevation, an.evolution, and a better- 
ment of the condition of the common people of the South, the laboring 
people of the North and the fixed capital of the North will feel—— 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will please not interrupt me. The fixed 
capital of the North and the labor of the North will soon find in com- 
petition with their home production a cheaper commodity visiting every 
Northern market, competition with which will beinfinitely more trouble- 
some to Northern industries than that which we provide against by our 
protective tariff. It is absolutely indispensable to the safety of the 
capital, of the labor, of the indugtrial condition of the masses of North- 
ern people, owing to the free trade which exists between the States, and 
which must always exist between the States, that the competition aris- 
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ing from the development and diversification of the industries of the 
South, based as it is upon their cheaper labor, should in some way be 
met, Otherwise it is inevitable that the prices of Northern labor must 
fall to the prices of Southern labor. 

One of the great objects which I, as an individual, have in this bill, 
so far as my own people are concerned, is to do them good by providing 
for the general development of the Southern people, by the elevation of 
the masses, so that they shall comprehend their rights; that by the at- 
tainment of intelligence and skill and consequent knowledge of those 
wants which go to make up civilized life, they shall be able to ask 
and to receive as wages for their labor that increased compensation 
which is indispensable in order to have a proper purchasing power. 
When that is done the result will be that the South will herself be- 
come the great market for all that she produces. That will be the re- 
sult of a general elevation of the people of the South and a homo- 
geneous condition of all the people throughout the country. It will 
relieve the North from that free-trade competition which is inevitable 
in the near future, for many of the industries of the South are to-day 
meeting with the productions of the North in the markets of the North, 
and taking them away from the North. 

That must inevitably result in a competition when everything is 
produced at the South that is produced at the North, for it is unre- 
stricted; there is no tariff; it is free trade between the States; and it 
must inevitably result in a competition ruinous to the existing rate of 
wages and the existing condition of civilization, which is simply the 
existence and the satisfaction of wants on the part of the common 
ple of the North; and so of the capital of the North, which is fixed 
there, and can not make its transit and invest itself in the Southern 
portion of the country, and thus take advantage of the cheap condi- 
tion of labor which now exists in the South. 

On the other hand, it might be said that the operation of a bill of 
this kind in developing and elevating and improving the condition of 
the masses of the people at the South, by making labor more expen- 
sive, would be injurious to the development of the industries of the 
South. But that is not true at all, for as you develop the masses of 
the people at the South, as you give them intelligence to comprehend 
what belongs to a more highly civilized condition of life, and increase 
their wages, they become a consuming power, precisely as at the North. 
The people of the North, the producers of the North, the manufact- 
urers, find in the North itself the principal market wherein they dis- 
pose of their productions. ~ 

Mr. DAWES. Now, will the Senator yield? I ask him if he does 
not think that the capitalist of the North understands that question 
just as well as he does, and that the more intelligent the laborer is the 
greater the reward? Does he not think that the intelligent capitalist 
of the North who takes his capital down into the Southern country 
understands that just as well as he does, and that the more intelligent 
the laborer, the employé, is the greater his return will be? Why then 
does the Senator say that capitalists in the North seek to invest their 
capital in Southern States and at the same time are perfectly willing, 
if not desirous, that the employés shall remain ignorant? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator again uses a phrase which I have already 
repudiated. Isaid simply that the primary purpose of the Northern 
capitalist in going to the South is a business motive. He goes there 
because there are resources, there is cheaper labor, and for the time be- 
ing he can manufacture with his surplus capital at a cheaper rate than 
at the North and reach markets which he otherwise could not reach. 

Mr. DAWES. If it is for remuneration, and the Senator goes on to 
argue that remuneration is greater where there is a greater intelligence, 
then if the Northern capitalist is intelligent and understands what is 
his interest, it is just as much for his interest when he getsdownin the 
Southern States to see to it that hisemployé is an intelligent man as it 
ts when he is in the North. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a good argument; it isa legitimate conclusion. 
I did not say it was not a good argument; it is the argument Iam mak- 
ing. I was talking of the primary motive which always leads capital 
from one section to another section, or from one country to another, 
and I was pointing to a class of people who aré the masses of our. le 
at the North, the laboring, working element of the North, and toa 
coming competition from the South, based on the free trade between a 
cheaper form of labor, a cheaper form of production at the South than 

-at the North; and I point to it, too, as something for the consideration of 
Northern capital, the great mass of which must continue, as it is now 
fixed, in the Northern States. 

As to the intelligence of the Northern capitalist, of course he has in- 
telligence. I am notso tender-footed about saying something that may 

ibly affect the feelingsof Northern capitalists. I have no purpose 
in advocating this bill but the general good of the whole country, and 
Iam thinking something of the good of my own section of the country 
as well as of the South in reckoning from an industrial standpoint. I 
say to-day, under the solemnity of my convictions and my responsi- 
bility here in this seat, that I believe the North is as much interested 
in the passige of this bill as is the South. We are spending life and 
are ready to endure death to prevent a reduction of the tariff. Wecon- 
sider it absolutely indispensable for the continuance of the prosperity 


of Northern industry, and why? Because we fear that if the tariff is 
reduced the productions of the Old World will come in here and swamp 
our industries, break them down, and turn our people loose-upon some 
other oecupation or turn them loose in simple idleness and want and 
destitution. We therefore keep up our tariff and fence out foreign pro- 
ductions, and fence out foreign industry—at least we propose to do it, 
and have already done it in the case of Chinamen. 

Everybody knows that all kinds of labor at the South average scarcely 
anything more in actual cash than 50 per cent. of what we pay to the 
Northern laborer. I have seen the Southern laborer in the factory, the 
white laborer, as skillful, and I believe even more skillful than the aver- 
age white laborer at the North employed in the factory. The same 
Anglo-Saxon blood, the same sort of blood that was in the factories of 
Lowell and elsewhere in New England forty years ago is in the fac- 
tories of the South to-day, not so well educated as it ought to be and as 
it gladly would be. The fire in the eyes, the deftness of the fingers, the 
handiness of the work in the mills is, I think, in excess of that which 
is developed in the mills of the North to-day, coming as the operatives 
do, not from the loins of New England, but from other countries as well ; 
and I believe that man for man, operative for operative, in the South- 
ern mills they will produce as much to-day as they do in the North. 
Yet they do not consume as much; production does not cost as much, 

We have no tariff against the South. We want no tariff against the 
South. Weare politically joined and must continue so; but unless 
there be a homogeneous condition produced throughout the whole coun- 
try it is inevitable that the labor where it is the highest must sink to 
the cost of the labor where it is lowest, and there is no way to change 
the price of labor among the masses of the people of the South but by 
educating them anddevelopingthem. They will see then their wants. 
They will read the newspapers, and there is another want. They will 
desire that which goes to make up a higher civilization. They will de- 
mand proper pay. They know what compensation the Northern la- 
borer gets, and they will increase their own wages accordingly. If nec- 
essary, they will combine, as workmen do at the North, and sustain 
themselves in these great conflicts with capital. What is the result? 
The cost of production will become uniform with the cost of production 
at the North. 

But our country is increasing immensely at the South as well as at 
the North, and with this multiplication of wants among the common 
pomis of the South will come added to it the purchasing power of which 

spoke. From their increased will come the power to consume 
at home, and there is the market for all the increased productions of 
the South, no matter to what extent it may be carried. 

That is my theory so far as the Northern people are concerned in ad- 
vocating a distribution of this money in such a way as to give the South, 
so far as her schools are concerned, the benefit of the great mass of it; 
and I think the South will get along and feel the pinch less than will 
the North unless something of this kind is done. I say the South will 
feel the pinch less, because that which a man has had and enjoyed it is 
difficult for him to surrender. If he has had a better house, a better 
garment, a better education, if in the thousand respects which apper- 
tain to the higher enjoyments of life he has had his wants satisfied, 
when he is deprived of them, when his purchasing power disappears by 
the reduction of his wages, he inevitably suffers; but the man who 
never enjoyed these things, or the family which never possessed them, 
gets along in the same old way. 

I have here a Yetter from Mobile, Ala., on the same subject, from 
Philip Joseph, which I will submit: 

MOBILE, ALA., January d, 1888. 


DEAR Sie: Herewith please find ‘copy of thirty-second annual report of super- 
intendent of education of the State of Alabama, Itis for 1886, six years since the 
census. It is the latest report. The State superintendent of education in this 
State and all of the county superintendents are Democrats, so that presumably 
the figures furnished are not unfavorable to their side. Ihave thought you would 
prefer drawing your own inferences from these tables; but I beg to invite atten- 
tion to page 89, wherein you will find the white scholars taught per teacher are 
an average of 39, while the average colored is 48—in favor of the whites nearly 


30 per cent. p 

T oiia 96-97) the annual school terms range from 140 to 200 days, the 
latter term exi ing in Birmingham only, where there has been a great influx of 
energy and capital. In all other places in country districts, from 40 to 75 days, 


anaverage of about three months. Fifty-nine days’ schooling in Walker County, 
where the boasted coal deposits exist (see pages 92, 93, 94,95). You will observe 
that tuition to colored children is almost wholly confined to orthography, read- 
ing, writing, and arithmetic; and even in these elements the number of colored 
children taught is very much less than the whites. 

Only 12,157 colored children are taught grammar, 3, 742 history, and 348 algebra 
‘see page 9). Average length of school term, including the cities, 87.25 days 
see page 98). Outside of the cities, no comfortable school-house or furniture is 

provided at all for the colored children or the poorer whites; churches or rude 
cabins are used for this pu Pages 84, 85, 86 show the comparative salaries 
paid, but you will see that the compensation to colored teachers is less than that 
paid to white teachers, In a number of districts throughout this State no col- 
ored schools exist. 

My personal knowledge and observation of the condition of education none. 
the children of both races in the States of Alabama, Georgia, Florida, Mississippi, 
and Louisiana would warrant me in saying that the need of national aid to 
schools is as great now as when “the Blair educational bill” was first intro- 
duced by you, eight years ago. 

I inclose letter from an old teacher and ex-secretary of the Mobile County 
school board, referring to the schools in this city and county. 


trul y 
to dAn PHILIP JOSEPH. 
Hon, H. W. BLAIR, United States Senate, 


1888. 
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Here is a telegram showing the action of the Teachers’ Association 
of Georgia: 


ATLANTA, GA., May 13, 1887. 


Sm: By a unanimous vote of the Georgia State Teachers’ Association, I am 
directed to express its hearty sympathy for you in your struggle for popular 


education. 
G. A. GOODWIN, 
Recording Secretary. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR. 


I have a letter from Rev. A. G. Haygood, which I am very desirous 
of reading. He is the agent of the Slater fund. His positionis analo- 
gous to that of the superintendent of the Peabody fund. He says: 


DECATUR, GA., November 24, 1887. 

Dear SIR: Go on with the bill for national aid. It is more needed in the 
South with each year; illiteracy outgrows wealth. The South is not able to 
carry its double burden of ignorance and poverty. The nation put on then 
the burden of citizenship before he was ready, and the nation owes it to him; 
the nation owes it to the South, that more than any other section feels the dan- 
ger of an illiterate vote strong enough to control elections; the nation owes it 
to itself. The South is not prosperous outside a few cities. Where the burden 
pinches most, in the rural districts, the people are poor and unable to carry 
their burden. The nation has a vast surplus. Teach these people it made free 
before they were ready. 

The census states the facts and makes the oy eat te 

My work carries me through theSouth from Washington to Texas, Isee the 
things Rebar as write. 

etiully, 
A. G. HAYGOOD, 

General Agent of the John F. Slater Fund. 


Hon. H. W. BLAR, Washington Cily. - 
I have here a letter from West Virginia, which is as follows: 


BEVERLY, RANDOLPH County, West VIRGINIA, April 27, 1887. 


DEAR SIR: Yours of the 2ist instant at hand requesting me to give you cer- 
tain information and opinion as to national aid to public schools. est Vir- 
ginia is not as needy as some of her Southern sisters, but when her present 
sources of taxation are considered and ker needs for present necessities summed 
up, the absolute necessitiesare apparent, It is unnecessary to be the matter, 
Our Senators and Representatives are favorable tothe measure. Jam convinced 
that four-fifths of our people would sign a petition for national aid, and an equal 
portion would vote for it were it submitted to them. 

Yours, truly, 


Hon, H. W. BLAIR, 
Washington, D. C. 


I have received the following letter from Mississippi: 


WALNUT GROVE, Mıss., January 2,1888, 

DEAR Sm: Your letter of late date asking for information on the state of ed- 
ucation is at hand. e 

There is so much that ought to be said that I do not know where to begin, 
but if there is any section of country that needs Federal aid to education more 
than any other, it is Central Mississippi. The public-school system of this State 
is worse thana mockery. Underthe law we can only have'four months of free 
school during the year. The maximum salary is $55 per month and the mini- 
mum $15, but there are few who get morethan rmonth. Thissalary is paid 
in three to twelve months after it is due—oftener the latter than the former. The 
effects of such a system are apparent. The best teachers, as arule, seek more 
lucrative positions in other States, and the second and third grade schools are 
kept—not taught—by those who are not equal to the task in education and, in 
many cases, in natural endowment. 

There are a few leaders who are laboring earnestly for the great cause of 
education, but the great mass of the people lie dormant. The awakening has 
not come to them yet, and I fear it never will unless we can gt more money 
with which to back the school system. The people as a body do not yet see the 
importance of universal education. We need more active men and women, 
more true teachers, in the field, and in order to get them we must haye more 
money. Those who know anything of the state of affairs, as a rule, are favor- 
able toward your bill, though many never heard of its existence. I have been 
doing all in my power to enlighten them, but it is a very difficult process, I 
send you herewith a Copy, of my paper, from which you will see that Iam an 
advocate of “ Federal aid.” 

Hoping that you may be successful in your efforts in behalf of popular edu- 
cation, lam, with best wishes, 

Yours, truly, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
Washington; D. C. 


I have here the proceedings of the State Teachers’ Association of the 
State of Arkansas, in 1887. It resolved as follows: 


Whereas existing conditions are such as to render it impossible to turn back 
the tide of illiteracy that is bearing down upon us without long years of labor, 
much expenditure of local reyenue; and 

Whereas this Government reaps the benefit of whatever is or has been ex- 
pended by any pen of it for the promotion of intelligence : 

Be it resolved, That the Arkansas State Teachers’ Association, in convention 
assembled, recognizing the wisdom that prompts immediate and systematic 
steps being taken towards the removal of illiteracy from all portions of our land, 
does hereby express its sentiments in favor of such national aid as shall supple- 
ment State school funds, the expenditure of which we firmly believe to be nec- 
essary to our contentment and well-being. 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be furnished our Rep- 
resentatives in Congress and the various State papers. 

On motion of Mr. oe the resolutions were adopted by a rising vote. 

The work of the association having reached its Norine; the retiring president 
presented the incoming president the gavel, and no further business appearing, 
the Arkansas State Teachers’ Association was declared adjourned sine die. 

. J.J. YNE, Secretary. 


I have here what perhaps should be read in this connection, a letter 
from Hon. Robert C. Winthrop, for many years, as is well known, 
the president of the board of trustees of the Peabody fund. Since 
his connection with that board he has always been a strong advocate 
of Federal aid to common-school education, exclusively, perhaps, or 
pemarny, in the South, and he has been a strong advocate of this bill. 

ime after time he has so expressed himself to me and to many others. 


B. L. BUTCHER, 


W. 0. ROATEN. 


He writes a letter under date of January 25, 1887, addressed to Rev. 
Dr. Stearns, chancellor of the New York University: 


Boston, January 25,1887. 

My Dear SIR: I was glad to learn by your kind letter of the ]1th instant that 

you were proposing to make Mr. Peabody's great gift for the schools of the 
uth the subject of special commemoration at the normal college on the 7th 
of February next. 

Twenty years will then have been completed since his letter of trust wasplaced 
in my hands, The original letter is before me at this moment, dated * Washing- 
ton, February 7,1867, with the autograph signature of George Peabody. You 
have just called it "one of the most remarkable and important letters ever 
written in this country.’ The munificent endowment which it announced was 
the first practical manifestation on a grand scale of that spirit of conciliation 
by which alone the wounds of the civil war could be healed and peace restored 
to our land. That letter gave also the earliest impulse tothat cause of common- 
school education which was vital to the regeneration of the States impoverished 
and devastated by the war, And still further, it afforded the grand example, 
which has been so happily followed in later years,of a rich man pouring ou! 
millions during his lifetime for the relief and welfare of his fellow-countrymen 
in their distress, In all these ways Mr. Peabody’s letter of the 7th of February, 
1867, was indeed most remarkable and most important, and one of these days it 
will find a place among the most precious man pts of our country, perhaps 
in the new Congressional Library at Washington. 

Congress, as you may remember, awarded a costly gold medal to Mr, Peabody 
in eee recognition of his patriotic philanthropy, and his Jetter of trust may 
well be er assigned to the archives of the Government. 

Meantime that letter has already accomplished great results. Every expecta- 
tion and hope of the writer has been fulfilled. Excellent school laws in all the 
Southern States, thriving common schools in many of the cities and towns, and 
a deep pervading interest in the work of education animating the whole people, 
all unite in attesting the influence and inspiration of Mr. Peabody's letter. 
Your own normal college, with its more than one hundred Peabody scholar- 
ships, is a noble illustration of what, I trust, it is destined to accomplish in 
still larger measure in future years. 

Of those to whom the letter was addressed, sixteen in all, five only are living, 
and ouy four are still members of the board of trustees. Ican not be too A acne 
ful to a kind Providence that I have been privileged to preside over this distin- 
guished board from the first, agreeably to the appointment of Mr. Peabody him- 
self. He had taken me into his confidence six or seven months before his letter 
was signed, and I had promised to watch over his great trust so long as health 
and strength should permit me. It has been one of the greatest satisfactions of 
my life to do so, and will be to the end. 

ucation is the great necessity of our country. Free government can rest 
securely on no other basis than free schools. Increasing millions of people, with 
votes in their hands which they can neither write nor,read, area standing menace 
tothe safety of our institutions and the purity ofour elections. With asurplus rey- 
enue in our Treasury which Congress seems incapable either toreduce or squan- 
der, itis lamentable that all national aid for the children of the schools should con- 
tinue to be denied or evaded. But I dare not dwell on this topic. Believe me, 
dear Dr. Stearns, with the warmest wishes for the prosperity and welfare of the 
normal coll at Nashville, 

Your friend and servant, 


Rev. Dr. STEARNS. 
Chancellor of Nashville University. 


I have observed, introduced by some Senator in the debate, a state- 
ment that General Armstrong, of the Virginia Normal Institute, has 
lately developed into an opponent of national aid to education. I can 
not believe it. He was early one of the active agents in initiating 
these movements, and always supported them. I have here a report 
of his as late as 1886, in which he strongly advocates the employment 
of additional aid for the benefit of common-school education. If he 
has changed his mind since that time I can only say that it is against 
the universal testimony of educators in the South as far as I know. 
The great mass of educators North and South, the great educational 
bodies, the religious bodies, the intelligent gentlemen, the observers, 
and all who seem to have actual knowledge of the facts, as far as I 
know, with scarce an exception, testify uniformly in this same direc- 
tion. 

The school itself is a charity, and it has been extraordinary that a 
man living in a State which is going behind in the matter of literacy, 
and himself supported by the charity of that State and of the National 
Government in his institution—that he of all men should come out 
against the existing order of development of things and protest against . 
anything like national aid. I have understood it to be stated that 
this is the case with General Armstrong. I do not believe in the story 
of his having ceased to be an advocate of national aid. I will read 
what he said in his report of 1886: 

The movement in this State is active. * + + 

The nation which freed and enfranchised four million of slaves, thereby ore- 
ating most serious and dangerous political conditions, has felt its responsibility, 
and from time to time attempted to do something towards cultivating intel- 
ligence and moral sense of its new-made citizens. The “Blair bill” is the last 
ap oe pa of this feeling, and has failed. 

Indeniably, a better measure might have been prepared. Too much was 
asked for in tooshort a time, and this mistake gave some justification to the ery 
of “ pauperizing the South.” 

That, allow me to observe, isa matterof opinion. The wholeamount 
which this bill would give in the first year is only $7,000,000 for the 
entire country, and the amount expended in the entire South would be 
less than is expended in many a single Northern State, and such a 
statement as that must be made in very comprehensive ignorance of the 
facts, 

Undeniably a better measure might have been prepared. Too much was 
asked for in too short a time, and this mistake gave some justification to the 
cry of “‘pauperizing the South.” The fifteen millions given by Northern 
charity for Southern (chiefly negro) education have had a tremendous mental 
and moral result, 

Just so. It has not belittled the people; it has not taken away their 
self-dependence and reliance. It is said to have been a good thing 
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coming from private charity. It is difficult to see how it would make 
any difference to the child if the money that educates him comes from 
the nation, from the State, from the parent, or from a charity. Ifthere 
is a self-reliant and intelligent gentleman here on this floor he has re- 
ceived his education not from himself, but from an outside source; and 
to supply education in this country has cost millions and millions be- 
yond the amount with which this bill undertakes to supplement the 
efforts of the States themselves. As to its producing a bad effect upon 
the people who are now subject.to taxation and who are too r to 
suffer additional taxation, I will say that they are now, with all their 
poverty, bearing greater percentages of burden in many cases than are 
the rich and wealthy States of the North. 

The three and a half millions of Government money issued by the educa- 
tional de ment of the Freedmen’s Bureau between 1865 and 1870 was the 
means of teaching a million black children to read and write. Itdid broad 
foundation work for the institutions that were to follow it, and, in my opinion, 
wise and legitimate means can be found for using natio: aid nst that 
worst enemy of republics, an ignorant population. The need of it for the enor- 
mous mass of illiterate blacks and whites is unquestionable, 

The need of national aid he is speaking of again: 

There is danger in neglect of them,and we who know what the trouble of 
the past has been, see the trouble ahead and fecl that the worst is yet to come, 

This is found in the Virginia school report of 1886, the sixteenth an- 
nual report of the superintendent of public instruction, for the year 
ending July 31, 1886. It is absolutely incomprehensible that since 
then, there having been no change of facts or circumstances, General 
Armstrong has pronounced any well-considered opinion to the con- 
tra 


ry. 

I have here the Progressive Teacher, published at New Orleans, which 
seems to be a paper published in the school teachers’ interest. It is 
dated ‘‘New Orleans, January 15, 1887.’’ That is a misprint in the 
date. Itshould be 1888. Speaking of Alabama, it says: 

No State in the Union possibly is at this tim king such gigantic strides t 
warda material davelopisent ania the State of Alabacun re a 

Numerous are being apih T faes and built through. the territory. 
Towns are springing into existence as if by magic. New and er residences 
are being built in town and village. Manufacturing enterprisesof gigantic pro- 
portions are going up in many sections. Her great iron furnaces outnumber 
those of any other State. Capital is pouring into her lap. Her population is 
rapidly increasing. The present is probably the most important period in the 


history of this great State. 
With all this material seas arg what of her pabi schools? What of her 
mths i en in a miscrable hut or an 


school-houses? Three mo n the year, and o 
open, barn-like church. Not enough money spenton them toarouse an interest 
in the public schoo}. Salaries so meager for teacher and superintendent that no 

“man can live by this work. Half-paid, and therefore half-prepared, teachers. 
Fifty per cent. of illiteracy, and that on the increase, What is the remedy? 
More money, more money! This is the only remedy. Can our legislators not 
see that the amount spent does not accomplish the purpose for which it is in- 
tended? Can they not see that the force is lost by being scattered? Thattwice 
the amount will do four times the good? No system can aceomplish anything 
without rA heana Nothing can run itself, and to half-way do a thing is not wise. 
Give the oolsa chance. Give the children a chance. Ignorance is danger- 
ous. The safety of a republic lies in the intelligence of its citizens. We must 
educate or suffer for our negligence, But what can a public-school system do 
with only 50 cents per capita for its educatable children? Not much, Would 
not Alabama better double her appropriation or double her endeavors, to have 
the Blair bill passed by the Congress? 

Now in regard—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Before the Senator passes from that I should like to 
make an inquiry. 

Mr. BLAIR. Allow me to make one observation while it is in my 
mind. In regard to the allegation that in all instances: States fail to 
tax themselves according to their capacity to endure taxation, I think, 
from the facts I have submitted, that is shown not to be so; but even if 
that were so, with whom are we dealing? Weare not dealing alone 
with the interests of the States; we are not dealing with those too old 
to attend school and who have on themselves the burden of life, who 
must live and who must die under substantially the conditions which 
now surround them. s 

We are dealing with the children, not of the State alone, but of the 
whole country. The question is whether they shall be educated. The 
child can not wait while we are dawdling here as to whether we shall 
compel the States to pay itall or will give our aid; and if the States 
fail to realize the necessity of educating their children, if the States or 
municipalities in the States by reason of the fact that they are unac- 
customed to the common schools, by reason of the conditions which 
formerly existed but are passing away—if, by reason of these former 
conditions, they have failed to appreciate the necessity of education 
(for it isan indispensable necessity with reference to the future), are 
we to permit this to goon, having the means, having the constitutional 

I speak now to those who believe in that constitutional power— 
simply because even the people do not want it? Are we to fail to give 
it, and, by such means as are in our power, see as to its proper distri- 
bution and judicious use? On the principle contended for, you should 
have refused the $15,000,000 of Northern charity and over that which 
has found its way South. 

How would the Peabody fund have accomplished the great good which 
it has accomplished if this idea were to be followed? That was an im- 
pulse from a remote corner of the Republic, from a single individual, 
and the same principle which carries benevolence wherever it will do 
good, and which is invited from the locality where it is expended and 
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where it must locate itself, requires that this great nation apprehend- 
ing the want shall relieve that want; and when once it has been re- 
lieved, when once people understand the necessity of this institution, 

how it will promote their interests and the interests of their children, ` 
morally, mentally, materially, in every way, they will stand by the 
commion school, as they do in our Northern States, until the death, for 

they will feel that its destruction would be death. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wished, while the Senator was talking about 
Northern capital going South, and about Alabama, to measurably cor- 
rect what I think is a mistaken impression which he has imbibed. 
Florida, for example, judging by his own reports, has shown a great 
deal of public spirit and energy about the matter of education, I have 
been in the habit of attributing that, to a considerable extent, to the 
Northern people who go down there, most of them with some means, 
and some of them quite well off, as the world goes, and who carry with 
them their early traditional impressions in regard to popular educa- 
tion. 

One thing more as to the importation of Northern capital into the 
South. The Senator’s remarks about Alabama remind me of the fact 
that two very large and flourishing towns, in one case a new townand 
another growing to be such, were established by capital from Connec- 
ticut. Irefer for one to Anniston, and for the other to the Shelby Iron 
Works. I happen to know in regard to one of them particularly, and 
the other by inquiry, that there is nobody in the South more favorable 
to religious and intellectual education than those two concerns that 
went down there according to the Senator’s idea simply to carry away 
the dollars from the locality. There are to be found churches and 
school-houses in Anniston, I think, entirely built up by the corpora- 
tion, and in Shelby they have assisted public education and are gener- 
ous and public-spirited people who carried not only their capital, but 
their traditions with them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I dislike that Senators should attempt to place mein 
a false attitude. I have said nothing, I have thought nothing that jus- 
tifies the conclusion to which the Senator froin Connecticut seems to 
have arrived in his own mind that I was complaining. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me explain now. I donot mean thatthe Sen- 
ator said anything more than this, that they went down there with 
their capital honestly and in the ordinary mercantile way, but that 
their purpose was to go there to makemoney. Isay they carried with 
them higher purposes than mere money-making. 

Mr. BLAIR. I said that capital seeking the South went there to 
improve its chances. # did not say that citizens from the North going 
South, locating themselves permanently there, and becoming a part of 
the community, knowing what was necessary for the benefit of their 
own families, which by reflex action would affect the happiness of the 
community, and their children in time to come—I did not say that 
those people did not carry Northern institutions with them. They do 
that, and from undoubtedly as high motive as anybody does good to 
others while doing good to himself. That is all true and all right. 
I was speaking of the necessity of some attention to this matter on 
the part of the people of the North who are to remain in the North, 
the capital and the industry in the North, that it was important to 
them that the development of the masses of the Southern people should 
go on with equal step with the development of their industries, in or- 
der that the South might not become the great competing producing 
country under the operation of the protective-tariff idea, which is the 
great source of danger to our Northern industries and our institutions. 
The mass of the people of the North get the great proportion of that 
which is produced there—they get it in wages—but no man can get 
anything that he has not the ability to pay for. 

All admit that the purchasing power of the Northern laborer is better 
because he has in his wages greater purchasing power than the laborer 
at the South; but when you give the laborer at the South correspond- 
ing intelligence he will know then what belongs to him; he will ask 
high wages, and he will get his pay, and it becomes part of the compo- 
nent cost of production, and with these wages he consumes at home 
and he will buy at home, and the South becomes then like the most ad- 
vanced communities at the North. 

In this same paper there is a short editorial upon national aid. I 
had perhaps better not take the time of the Senate to read it. It is 
ORR devoted to the advocacy of this measure, or something which 
has a prospect of the results contemplated by this measure. 

I desire to have read, which I ask the Secretary to read for me, a let- 
ter from Dr. A. D. Mayo, which I find in the Springfield Daily Repub- 
lican. Isuppose the Senate will understand that Dr. Mayo, a Northern 
gentleman, a citizen of Massachusetts, has for the last thirty or more 
years devoted himself, I think wholly, to a peripatetic acquaintance 
with the condition of Southern education, keeping up his connection 
with Northern educators and carrying from the North all that he could 
to the South, and devoting himself with ability and zeal and success to 
the general good of the Southern as well as the Northern people, and 
to the course of education, that has made him one of the great bene- 
factors of his time. He has been assailed, as all men are assailed who 
amount to anything, and he has written this letter, which I think will 
be instructive to the Senate, and I ask to have it read from the desk. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
NATIONAL AID TO EDUCATION, 
To the Editor of the Republican: 


five years this important legislative act will appear at the bar of the House, 
We believe it will 


resent tendency and im 
or any reason to curtail its power, will found in hi lace with a de- 
cided negative. It is not necessary to disparage the motives of this formidable 
host arrayed in opposition to the American public school; but the fact remains, 
and the friends of national aid will be creer to meet and overcome every 
form of this hostility. Of course there are friends of the public school now and 
then influential, who will act on the same line; but the “ old guard” of the op- 
position, North and South, remains. 

It only n a glance at the ostensible Neer of opposition to dispose of 
some that have been vigorously worked. The attempt to national 
aid by painting Senator BLATR as a crank, and fastening its authorship and chief 
advocacy upon unreliable and visionary schoolmen, disappears with the fact 
that the Blair bill is simply the Senate bill wrought into its present form after 
five years of the most searching criticism by the leaders of both parties and sec- 
tions, assisted by the most eminent public-school men of the North and South. 
Any bill that passes the Senate will be of the same sort. 

The great debate of three years ago in the Senate, one of the ablest, broadest, 
and most vital in all ways since the war, effectually disposed not only of the 
C Ga sopari snarer one on, oe = Kae pretense parapi y a a aao aton, 

rung upon country. The passed muster before almostevery 
rian in the Senate, and is demonstrated to be in the direct line of the HA pn 
policy from the nning. Nong Yoni please its friends better than that 
the ex-governor of South Carolina, Lawyer Chamberlain, should execute his 
threat of carrying it before the Supreme Court. 

The grounds of opposition this winter will be, first, that public interest in the 
bill has died; second, that the South is getting on well enough now without it; 
third, thatit would yze home effort if passed, 

The question m turn finally on the attitude of the South. The opinions 
and theories of educational philosophers, politicians, and even important jour- 
nals in the North will finally be tested by the deliberate and growing conviction 
of the competent class of the Southern people, with the grounds of their faith. 
It is not understood, as it should be, that this bill is neither a theory of a few 
schoolmen,a political bribe offered to the South, or anything buta legitimate 
cause that has grown in a natural way res prt public necessity, and 
was never so powerful when clearly unde as y. When Mr, HOAR 
pushed through the House his original bill, he represented the most advanced 
and reliable estimate of Southern needs by the best-informed common-school 
public of the South. The measure originated in this quarter, and from the first 
almost every eminent public-school man of the South has been its determined 


advocate. 

wth of public Southern opinion in the ex-Confederate States has been 
irresistible, overcoming every form of opposition,till only five of the twenty-two 
Senators of that section haye opposed it in the Senate, and three of them misrep- 
resent Tennessee, Alabama, and South Carolina. Each of these eleven States, if 
polled to-day, would cast a heavy majority of the white with the solid column 
of the colored vote in the affirmative. If isexcepted, even there the com- 
mon-school public is aaa unanimous, as shown by repeated demonstra- 
tion of its representative teachers: The Southern opposition is most power- 
ful in Maryland; Kentucky, and Missouri. Butin each of those States the 
leading public-school men are almost unanimous in its favor, and the ae 
eral public less informed because not pressed by such im tive need. th 
one or two exceptions every leading Southern journal is its advocate. Within 
the past year Southern public opinion has rapidly developed, as shown in the 
adoption of the measure by the Democratic leaders of Virginia, the revolt 
of the Democratic governor of Tennessee from the Harris plank in the State 
platform, and by the growing oe with every Congressman in open 
be paar It is as easy to deny this and to keep exclusively among the 
sition as to livefora year in Boston in eminent families who have lost faith 
= rina go institutions or to walk on the shady side of the street; but the 

ct remains. 

The grounds of this conviction, by that portion of the Southern people who 
look to universal education through the common school forthe only permanent 
relief of the ills that worry and the perils that threaten Southern society, are 
easy to be seen. All assertions, doctoring of statistics, optimistic e: ions, 
and oratorical buncomb, North and South, to the contrary notwithstanding, 
these cold facts remain: 

First. That of 6,000,000 children and youth in need of a good country district 
school in the sixteen Southern States, not 3,000,000 are to-day in constant and 
effective attendance on any schoo! four months in the year, to say nothing of 
the brief term of school years possible for the Southern girl and boy. 

Second. That toachieve this the common school publicof the South has lashed 
the Southern people very near to the dead-line of on for education, many 
of their towns now exceeding, and the whole South falling but little below, the 
North in its expenditure, according to valuation. < 

Third. While the valuation of New England equals, and of Massachusetts and 


ublic-school synn, an 
own 


New York largely excels, the whole South, and the savings banks of Massachu- 
setts could et the State of Geo it is idle to of the possibility of 
meeting this emergency by home effort for years to come. There is no such 


general boom down South as j es any reasonable expectation of large im- 
mediate increase in the school funds. To-day, Massachusetts expends half as 
much on her 50¢,000 school children as the whole South on its 6,000,000. Mean- 
while, the barbarism we call illiteracy bi , & threatening cloud, over the 
abyss of the lower side of Southern life. 

Turn and twist and declaim as we may, this is the situation as reported by 
men like Drs. Haygood and Curry, President Johnston, Governor Thompson— 
indeed everybody who has locked this thing through totheend. If there isany 
better cause than this which the common-school thern public now present 
to the country we are not informed of it. 

The fear that the Southern school public will be “demoralized” by a yearly 
gift of some $8,000,000, which would afford less than $2 per capita for each school 
child, leaving then the expenditure less than one-fourth per capita of Massa- 
ebusetts, is not well grounded. National aid for education, in pdst i ible 
form, has been showered upon the fourteen Northern States west of the Alle- 
ghanies for more than a generation; and to-day these States lead the world in 
the zeal of home effort for the common school. The Southern people are no 
exceptional race, and the voting of moderate national aid to encourage, stimu- 
late, and finally help to establish a good six-months’ country district aad an 
eight-months’ graded town school of the American » is one of ths most 


imperative duties of Congress.. It required years of work, with two Presiden- 


tial v: to secure the agricultural and mechanical college land grant to all 
the States in 1852. It will not require half the time to carry a judicious measure 
for national aid in the present emergency of Southern SR ELIOT RE ee sx 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have a letter of three pages from a 


colored clergyman at Mobile, Ala.: 
MOBILE, ALA., January 2, 1888. 

DEAR Sir: I have kindly been AES fai Philip Joseph, of this city, to 
write you a letter concerning the colored oolsor colored school system of the 
State of Georgia. Iam a native of Georgia and in my earlier life was en; 
in the public schools. Iam now a preacher in the Methodist itinerancy in the 
State of Alabama. Now,so far as the schools in the State of Georgia are con- 
cerned, I will say I believe we have only one large school in the State that gets 
any public fund; that isthe Atlanta University, that eet $8,000 annually; there 
are other graded schools that get smalleramounts. Most all of the larger towns 
in the State have public schools, [mean the cities, that run from six tonine months 
during the year. The ers are paid according to the grade of their certifi- 
cate, and in all cases the white teachers through the State get the largestamount 
of salary. Now,as to what we call the country schools, in the more rural dis- 
tricts, I must say that in most places those poor people have only the advantage 
of about three months’ school. There may be in some localities a little longer 
session, but no country school in the State of Georgia ever runs nine months 
and very few of them run longer three months in the year, and most 
places the colored teachers get reer poor pay. Ihave given you a synopsis of 
the colored schools of: the State of Geo: which is simply true, I Bope- sai 
may do the po for which it is intended, and ere long that old ed- 
ucational bill shall take the lead of education for the colored. 

I am sincerely, yours for the bill, 
M. L. BLALOCK. 


Mr. H. W. BLAIR, Washington, D. C. 


The Florida School Journal, published at Lake City, Fla., in its is- 
sue of November, 1887, contains a letter from A. J. Russell, State 
superintendent of public instruction, from which I extract the follow- 
ing paragraph: 

There are many teachers who have managed to barely scrape through, and 
obtained a third-class certificate and are content torest upon that. SomeIl know 
of, who have held just such a certificate for five, six, and even ten years, some- 
times re-examined, sometimes the certificate is hastily renewed by the county 
por eeategt top by writing the word "renewed ” across the face of old cer- 
tificate for the coming year. - 


From Columbia, §. C., I have this letter: 
OFFICE OF THE CAROLINA TEACHER, 
Columbia, S. 0., December 23, 1887. 


ours of the 14th I have done such work 
have started your 


My Dear Sir: Since the receipt of 


fore, the necessity of 
sale ext 4 get to this point the provisions of the “B bill” are not objection- 
e 

Inclosed you will also find editorials clipped from the Charleston (S. C.) News 
and Courier, which I am sure will interest you, if they have not already come 
to your notice. Ishallsend you all such that come to me. 

Please accept. my thanks for the “educational bill,” as well as for your kind 
letter, and eve me, 


Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
United Slates. Senator, Washington, D. C. 


THE BLAIR BILL. 


It is often easier to procure the of a bad law, or one of doubtful utility, 

than one that promises the greatest good tothe greatestnumber. When men’s 

ons are excited they are quick enough to put their wiil into shape if they 

ve the power, and in legislative bodies the majority has the power. Laws 

for the general welfare, however, are everybody's business alike, and the rule 

is, in most cases, that these wait for consideration until others of particular in- 
terest are out of the way. F : 

The history of the Blair educational bill illustrates this rule. It is one of the 
most important measures to the whole country that has been introduced into 
Coenen in „the last twenty years. It looks to the education of the people to 
qualify them to be good citizens, and provides for the education of a class of per- 
sons who are numbered by the million, and who will not be educated if the bill 
fails to become alaw. Yet it has been held back and suffered to remain inop- 
erative, while hundreds of measures of little or no coneern, except to politicians 
or ipa private interests, haye been hurried through Congress without diffi- 
culty. 

We believe thatthe Blair bill will pass sooner or later. Every day shows 
more and more the need of some such law. Every year that is lost means so. 
many more ignorant and dangerous voters who have famas bagia hope of re~ 
demption or improvement. Thebillought to pass this session, since it 
delayed too long already. The Senate Committee on Education are unanimous 
in favor of its passage in the shape in which it passed the Senate in the last Con- 
gress, and it will probably be sent to the House at an early day. 

No more important measure will demand the attention of that body, even at 
this most important session, and the Congressmen from the South ly, 
who know how urgently help is needed here in the cause of popular education, 
should see to it that the Blair bill has a fair and full hearing. 

$ 


W. L. BELL. 


s s s > = +% 

Southern Congressmen who have opposed the Blair bill heretofore would 
do well to study closely the educational situation in the South and satisfy 
themselves whether there has been any such material progress in that direc- 
tion in the past year as to warrant them in continuing their opposition. The 
Southern States might do a vast deal more than they are now doing for the 
cause of popular education and still make but little impression on the number 
of illiterates. And there is no prospect of their doing very much more with 
their own means for many years to come. 


The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] has left the Chamber, 
but with to his reference to the State of Florida, I wish to say 
that I hope it is correct. I do not desire to disparage anything he 
says, but I put against it what I have just read from there. 

The late Mr. Taft, in his report to the Commissioner of Education 
this year, occupies five or six pages. The States are brought into com- 
parison by the.relation of actual attendance to the number of school 
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children of the ages between six and fourteen, that is, within the years 
during which the common schools generally give education, and it 
seems by that test that Florida has only some 50 per cent. of children 
who attend school, while in New Hampshire by the same test 88.1 
per cent. attend, and in Vermont almost 100 per cent., and so generally 
throughout the North the average attendance is nearly, if not quite, 
double what it is in the Southern States of those who are of the edu- 
catable age. 

If therefore the schools were of the same quality, attendance for the 
same number of days would carry instruction to only about one-half 
the number of pupils in the one case, and in the other case the entire 
number would be receiving instruction. 

Then, further, the character of the schools has quite as much to do 
with the benefit received from them asthe length of time of attendance. 
This description of the condition, inevitable from the circumstances sur- 
rounding them of a great number of the Southern schools which must 
be the case in Florida, as well as elsewhere, shows that the attendance 
for one hundred days on one of their schools would not probably be 
50 per cent. of the like benefit there would be in attendance on North- 
ern schools, which have competent teachers, suitable plant, and every- 
thing necessary for instruction. 

I will not trouble the Senate further at the present time with the 
general discussion of the question; but as various points may come up 
Ishall take part in the debate only as I am compelled to do so inci- 
dentally while others are speaking. Having confined myself to a pre- 
sentation of the testimony in this case brought down to the present 
time by competent witnesses from all parts of the country, I submit to 
the Senate that if there ever was any need of national aid to education 
that need continues and is increasing and not diminishing. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. [‘‘Oh, no!”] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
mores that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 


next. 
Mr. TELLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 
pane hee and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. Otherwise I should vote 
‘nay 
Mr. SPOONER (when his name wascalled). Iam generally paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but Iam informed 
that if he were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
30, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Bate, Davis, Hearst, Palmer, 
Beck, rts, Hiscock, Platt, 
Brown, Faulkner, Ingalls,’ X 
Butler, x Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Chandler, Gorman, McPherson, Spooner, 
Cockrell, Gray, Mitchell, est, 
Cullom, arris, Morgan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Hawley, 
NAYS—17. 
Allison. Colquitt, Hoar. Turpie, 
rry. x Daw gh, Vance.’ 

Blair, Dolph, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Sherman, 

oke, Frye, Teller, 

ABSENT—29, 

Aldrich, Gibson, pá! 
Biackbarn, Hale, Payne, Stockh dge, 
Bowen, Hampton, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Call, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, Walthall, 
Cameron, Jones of Neva Ransom, Wilson of Mad, 
Edmar ds, Mordi o” Saulab 

Zdmun o ulsbury, 
Farwell, dock, Stanford, s 

So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—- 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I presume the Senator from Alabama does not de- 
sire to proceed this evening; so I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama is en- 
titled to the floor upon the pending bill. The Senator from Virginia 
rose. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I desire to state that I was absent this 
morning from the Senate Chamber by reason of an engagement to meet 
a member of the House of Representatives, when the votes were taken 
on the of the bill (S. 257) granting a pension to Mary 8. Logan, 
and the bill (S. 574) to increase the pension of Mrs. Apolline A. Blair. 
I desire to state that if I had been present I should have voted for the 
passage of both those bills. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 44 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 30, 1888, at 12 0’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 23, 1888. 


TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


Stephen De Wolfe, of Montana, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Montana. 


TERRITORIAL CHIEF-JUSTICE, 


Newton W. McConnell, of Tennessee, to be chief-justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Montana. 


DISTRICT CHIEF-JUSTICE, 


Edward F. Bingham, of Ohio, to be chief-justice of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEY. 
Alexis E. Lemee, of Natchitoches, La., to be receiver of public 
moneys. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS. 
Marshall Parks, of Virginia, to be supervising inspector of steam- 
vessels for the third district. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


John W. Emerson, of Missouri, to be marshal of the United States 

for the eastern district of Missouri. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

John Madigan, of New York, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Dunkirk, in the State of New York. 

John W. Martin, of New York, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Genesee, in the State of New York. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

George S. Peters, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States for the 
Territory of Utah 

Emory B. Sellers, of Indiana, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Indiana. 

George E. Pritchett, of Nebraska, to be attorney of the United 
States "for the district of Nebraska. 

Clarence H. Pitkin, of Vermont, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Vermont. 

Thomas E. Haydon, of Nevada, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Nevada. 

Owen A. Galvin, of Massachusetts, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Massachusetts. 

Whitaker M. Grant, of Iowa, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Alaska. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS, 


ee W. Hotchkiss, of New York, to be consul at Ottawa, On- 
barons L. Doty, of Brooklyn, N. Y., to be consul at Tahiti, Society 
Islands. 
Prince, 


George to be consul at Moscow. 
L. Austin Spalding, of Tockpors, N. Y., to be meat at Aix-la- 


Cha; 
int Gebhard Reed, of Brooklyn, N: Y., to be consul at Barbadoes. 
Henry F. Downing, of New York City, N. Y., to be consul at St, 
Paul de Loando. 
John O. Bridges, of Massena, N. Y., to be consul at Brockville, On- 
tario. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Engineer Corps. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Burdett C. Gowing, to be a chief engi- 
neer in the Navy. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Absalom Kirby, to be a chief engineer in 
the Na 

P; “Assistant Engineer Entwistle, to be a chief engineer in the 
Na 

Passed Assistant Engineer Nathan P. Towne, to be a chief engineer 


in the Navy. 
POSTMASTERS, 


John Meehan, to be ee at St. Mary’s, in the county of Pot- 
tawatomie and State of Kansas 

Joseph L. Mattingly, to be postmaster at Sedan, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of Kansas. 

Alfred M. McPherson, to be postmaster at Galena, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Kansas. 

Cornelius S. Mace, to be postmaster at St. John, in the county of 
Stafford and State of Kansas. 

John M. Landis, to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county of La- 
bette and State of Kansas. 

Charles F. Buchhalter, to be postmaster at Armourdale, in the county 
of Wyandotte and State of Kansas. 

Archibald G. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Abilene, in the county 

of Dickinson and State of ’ Kansas. 
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John W. Brown, to be postmaster at Ness City, in the county of Ness 
and State of Kansas. 
Frank S. Blades, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of Rice 
and State of Kansas. 
John F. Baker, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county of Ells- 
worth and State of Kansas. 
William W. Threlkeld, to be postmaster at Scott, in the county of 
Scott and State of Kansas, 
Louis E. Humrichouse, to be postmaster at Dighton, in the county 
of Lane and State of Kansas. 
Lewis R. Norton, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 
Henry N. Pardee, to be postmaster at Northford, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
Charles H. Edwards, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 
Isaac R. Wilkinson, to be postmaster at Pawtucket, in the county of 
Providence and State of Rhode Island. 
Charles H. George, to be postmaster at Providence, in the county of 
Providence and State of Rhode Island. 
Susan C. Lewis, to be postmaster at Olneyville, in the county of Prov- 
idence and State of Rhode Island. 
Frank E. Fitzsimmons, to be postmaster at Lonsdale, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 
John F. Galvin, to be postmaster at East Greenwich, in the county 
of Kent and State of Rhode Island. 
Daniel W. Pratt, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Maine. 
Oliver N. Goldsmith, to be postmaster at Englewood, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois. 
John W. Arnold, to be postmaster at Lockport, in the county of Will 
and State of Illinois, 
Lewis H. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Corunna, in the county of 
Shiawassee and State of Michigan. 
Elvin L. Sprague, to be postmaster at Traverse City, in the county 
of Grand Traverse and State of Michigan. 
George W. Brown, to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Kansas. 
William F. Troughton, to be postmaster at Seneca, in the county of 
Nemaha and State of Kansas. 
Seneca B. Sproule, to be postmaster at Greensburgh, in the county of 
Kiowa and State of Kansas. 
George S. Selvidge, to be postmaster at Meade Centre, in the county 
of Meade and State of Kansas. 
Leonidas T. Reese, to be postmaster at Smith Centre, in the county 
of Smith and State of Kansas. 
Anna E. Ratcliffe, to be postmaster at Cimarron, in the county of 
Gray and State of Kansas, 
Patrick J. Morgan, to be postmaster at Solomon City, in the county 
of Dickinson and State of Kansas. 
John B. Kessler, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of Frank- 
lin and State of Kansas, 
Isaac E. Johnson, to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county of Ham- 
ilton and State of Kansas. 
David S. Gardiner, to be postmaster at Downs, in the county of Os- 
borne and State of Kansas. 
James N. Fike, to be postmaster at Colby, in the county of Thomas 
and State of Kansas. 
George W. Farrelly, to be postmaster at Chanute, in the county of 
Neosho and State of Kansas. 
John E. Chapman, to be postmaster at La Cygne, in the county of 
Linn and State of Kansas. 
Daniel D. Murphy, to be postmaster at Red Jacket, in the county of 
‘Houghton and State of Michigan. 
John G. Mansfield, to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county of 
- Berrien and State of Michigan. 
Julius Granger, to be postmaster at Fort Gratiot, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Michigan. 
Leon Ephraim, to be master at Manistique,in the county of 
Schooleraft and State of Michigan. 
William Dester, to be postmaster at Berrien Springs, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan. 
Martin Cremer, to be postmaster at Ypsilanti, in the county of Wash- 
tenaw and State of Michigan. 
John H. Chapman, to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the county of 
Muskegon and State of Michigan 
Theron L. Arnold, to be si at Three Rivers, in the county of 
St. Joseph and State of Michigan. 
Thomas F. Gorman, to be postmaster at Whitinsville, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Clarence L. Clark, to be postmaster at Janesville, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin. 
Sarah Hodgdon, to be postmaster at Deming, in the county of Grant 
and Territory of New Mexico. 
Robert H. Hopper, to be postmaster at Kingston,-in the county of 
Kierra and Territory of New Mexico, 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 26, 1888. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
of the District of Columbia, to be attorney of the 
e District of Columbia. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, 
Martin V. Montgomery, of Michigan, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia. 


John Blair Hi 
United States for 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 26, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting statement of receipts and ex- 
penditures of that Department for the year ended June 30, 1885; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 


MARRIAGE BETWEEN WHITE MEN AND INDIAN WOMEN. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
928) in relation to the iage of white men and Indian women, re- 
called by resolution of the Senate on the 25th instant; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A communication from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the French spolia- 
tion claim ‘‘ Ship Joanna,” was erroneously referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. Without objection, that committee will be dis- 

from its further consideration, and the same will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. HOPKINS, 
of Virginia, for four days. 


DIRECT TAX. 


Mr. ELLIOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
5996) to settle claims arising out of the execution of the direct-tax act 
of Congress, in Beaufort district, South Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS REFERRED UNDER THE RULE. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JACKSON. . Within the last ten days I have, in accordance 
with the rules of this House, sent to the desk and had deposited in the 
petition-box, for reference, certain petitions addressed to the Congress, 
asking for legislation, that have not appeared in the RECORD at the 
proper time. One of these petitions was from the citizens of my dis- 
trict against the admission of the Territory of Utah as a State, another 
was a petition asking Congress to increase the compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters, and a third was a numerously-signed petition by 
citizens of Pennsylvania asking the passage of a law prohibiting the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors within the District of Co- 
lumbia, 

In the case of neither petition did there appear in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of the following morning any notice of its,presentation. Un- 
der the rule lists of these petitions are made up in the Clerk’s office and 
sent for publication in the RECORD. I made inquiry, and in one case 
the petition clerk made search and found one of the petitions some time 
after among other papers, and on the following day it appeared noted in 
the RECORD. The others have not as yet been noticed in the RECORD, 
so far as I have been able to learn. One of these was presented yester- 
day, and another on Friday last, and the other on the Thursday pre- 
cedin 


g- 

I desire, therefore, to call the attention of the proper officers of the 
House to some apparent oversight or clog in the machinery regulating 
this part of the proceedings of the House. 

I need not say that this is a matter of considerable importance, not 
only to members of Congress themselves but to the people whom they 
represent, who desire to know that their petitions are duly presented 
and referred, as the right of petition is one of the highest privileges of 
the citizen, and one that should in no manner be abridged. A notice 
in the RECORD at the time is the only way our constituents have of 
knowing that their petitions have been properly presented to Congress. 
The officers of the House are usually so accurate and careful in their 
duties that I know they will prefer to have their attention called to 
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the matters I have stated. Iam aware thatthe new rules make it very 
difficult to properly refer petitions promptly, and it may be that the 
Clerk is not furnished with sufficient help for the purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that as thisis op- 
erating under a new rule, it is possible some friction arises at first; but 
the Chair hopes and believes that time willremove the trouble of which 

: the gentleman complains. 
INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to put in the RECORD the memorial of the Society of Friends of the 
United States, England, Canada, and Ireland, asking the establishment 
of an international tribunal to secure peace on earth and good-will 
amongst men. 

There was no objection, 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


Ireland, to consider the q of and good-will among 
nations, The le of the world are now happily at peace with each other. 
Let us seize this opportunity to fora peace. Surely thesword 
has devoured enough, and t has come for nations to heed the 


from h e IA A Seton the advent of the 
message eaven on the 
“On earth peace, good-will towards men.”’ 

We rejoice to observe that successive administrations during the last twenty 
years have been seeking to introduce arbitration as a means of settling inter- 
national disputes. We especially rejoice that during the last Congress the 
United States Senate unanimously approved a bill designed to promote an agree- 
ment between all independent American nations to submit any future differ. 
ences to arbitration, 

We hail as an evidence of advanced Christian civilization and of true national 
fraternity the memorial in favor of international arbitration to our 
President by 233 members of the British House of Commons, who pledge them- 
selves to urge their government to accept a treaty with the United States con- 
taining provisions by which any dispute which may arise between the two na- 
tions be peaceably adjusted by this means. 

It is time that the two great English-speaking nations, having the blood ofa 
common a and eee See their common bape should add to 
their constitutional guaranties iberty a united pledge of perpetual peace. 

We desire that our beloved country may r nd to the aforementioned me- 
morial, and that our President may be authorized to p to the Queen of 
Great in and to arrange her government shall in 
future be used as the means of settling any disputes between the two countries 
which can notbe adjusted by diplomatic agency. 

Desiring that our heavenly Father, who can raise up nations to honor Him, 
or chastise them for disobed may give you wisdom and willingness to do 
what is right, in His love and fear, we are, with great respect, your friends, 

Signed on bebalf and by authority of the aforesaid conference. 

AUGUSTINE JONES, 
d - Chairman. 
Wa. G. HUBBARD, 
Hasnan W. BLACKBURYS, 
Secretaries, 
Timothy B. Hussey. for New England Yearly Meeting; Mary J. Weaver, 
_ for New York Yearly Meeting; Joseph Sholl, for Philadelphia Year! 
Meeting; W. Thomas, for Baltimore Yearly Meeting; Abigail F. 
Mendenhall, for North Carolina Yearly Meeting; Edward G. Wood, for 
Ohio Yearly Meeting; Daniel Hill, for Indiana Yearly Meeting; Barns- 
bas C. H for Western Yearly Meeting; John T. n, for Iowa 
Yearly Meeting; Washington Hadley, for Kansas Yearly race 
by: George Gillett, of London Yearly Meeting; George Grubb, 
of Dublin Yearly Meeting; Samuel Rogers, of Canada Yearly Meeting. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. e 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, soon after the announcement of the 
committees of the House I requested the Speaker to excuse me from 
service on the Committee on Claims, but I presume thatin consequence 
oE FA POESIA 20 SOTA TA TEL TaB NEDA Aa Anari I now re- 
new it, and respectfully ask to be ex from service on that com- 

ittee. 


mi 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana will be granted. 

There was no objection. y 


SECTION 683, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CASWELL, -from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1860) to amend 
piai pig nl om Se AAA ta, wie ties States; which was re- 
ferred to ouse Calen wi accompanying report. 
ordered to be printed. i 

CITIZENS OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. CASWELL also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1809) to author- 
ize United States courts to take cognizance of cases in which a citizen 
EEEE te cong arpa p , the same as if he were a citizen 

a State; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEWARK, N. J. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1648) providing for the holding of 
United States courts in the city of Newark, N. J-5 which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. COUGHLIN. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 


favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of John 
J. Coughlin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILEIAM GRAY. 

Mr. SHAW also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 750) for the relief of Will- 
iam Gray; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. McOoox, its , informed 
the House that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 4271) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

FORFEITURE OF LANDS GRANTED TO MINNESOTA. 

Mr. LIND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 5997) to 
forfeit certain lands heretofore granted to the State of Minnesota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . The call of committees for reports has 
‘been completed. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the attention of the Chair for a moment. 
When the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries was called in 
the morning hour the other morning, a bill they desired to have con- 
sidered had not been printed, and that committee was over, I 
ask unanimous consent that that committee be called after the business 
now pending in the morning hour isdisposed of. The bill makes some 
slight amendments to the shipping act. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. PERKINS. IfI understood the gentleman from Maine correctly, 
I do not desire to interpose any objection to his request. I understood 
him to ask that the bill he indicates be taken up in addition to the 
morning hour, 

TheSPEAKER protempore. At the expiration of the morning hour. - 
The Chair hears no objection to the gentleman’s request. The call of 
committees for the consideration of bills in the morning hour rests with 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
PEEL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before the gentleman from Arkansas proceeds I 
would like to ask if we can not come to some understanding with re- 
gard to the time to be consumed by the pending bill. I will say tothe 
Chair there are a number of gentlemen who would like to speak five or 
six or seven minutes; and I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
morning hour be extended twenty minutes, so that we may have thirty 
minutes for debate on each side and then twenty minutes for the con- 
sideration of amendments. If there be no objection that arrangement 
will give thirty minutes to those in opposition and thirty minutes to 
the friends of the bill. 

Mr. McADOO. If that request is granted, I wish to claim the time 
in opposition. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am not particular who controls the time in oppo- 
sition. We propose to give thirty minutes to those against the bill, 
and I am quite willing the gentleman from New Jersey should control 
that time. 

MN st And there will be no objection to amendments being 
offered ? 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘The amendments can be offered during the twenty 
minutes we have provided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to extending the 
morning hour twenty minutes, as requested by the gentleman from | 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COINAGE OF THREE-CENT PIECES. 


Mr. BLAND. Iask the gentleman from Arkansas to yield to me 
that I may make a report. ~+ 

Mr. PEEL. I yield for that purpose. - 

Mr. BLAND, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
4342) to discontinue the coinage of the three-cent piece; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


EXEMPLIFICATIONS OF LAND PATENTS. 
Mr. MCRAE. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas yields to me to make 


The SPEAKER protempore. It is not in arder in the morning hour 
to entertain requests to submit reports. Hereafter such requests will 
not be entertained. | 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5723) to amend section 
451 of the Revised Statutes, regulating fees for the exemplifications of 
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land patenis, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS, KANSAS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1406) to pro- 
vide for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas. 

Mr. PEEL, Mr. Speaker, I suppose that all whe listened to the dis- 
cussion of this bill yesterday discovered that the oniy in dis- 
pute, or that ever has been in 
these lands. That, I think, was clearly shown Notwith- 
standing the argument made here in opposition to this bill, in reference 
to the title to these lands, the case narrowed itself down to that one 
proposition; and while upon this subject I desire to call the attention 
of my friend from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] to the fact that he, 
unintentionally of course, to some extent misled the House with regard 
to the title held by the Indians, the allottees of these lands. I under- 
stood him to say repeatedly that they owned the fee title in the prop- 
erty. If that was true, then Congress would have no right to interfere 
with the lands one way or the other. If they owned the fee—in other 
words, if thi®patent had issued from the Government to these allottees, 
or to any other individuals—the question would be beyond Congres- 
sional action, and would be a matter entirely for the courts. In order 
that the House may correctly and fully understand the real title, the 
real rights, which these allottees acquired under these allotments, I ask 
to have the Clerk read the portion which I have marked of the letter 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs accompanying his report made 
to the Forty-seventh Congress, which was alluded to yesterday by my 
friend from Louisiana. 

The Clerk pre as follows: 


Mr. PEEL. The House will observe from the statement made by 
the Commissioner that the allottees received certificates of allotment 
only, in which it was particularly specified that the lands allotted 
were inalienable, and that the allottees were not allowed to lease, as- 
sign, or transfer those lands to any one except the Government of the 
United States. That was the real character of the title, and the only 
title which these allottees acquired under that allotment. 

Now, the question for the House is, how much is that worth? It has 
been said, and not controverted, that these allottees can not acquire 

of this pro Notwithstanding any wrongs that may 
have been done in iheni originally i in this matter, I think it is not prof- 
itable to stop to recount those wrongs at this late day, and the only 
question for this House to determine is whether $2.50 per acre, as pre- 
vided in this bill, is sufficient consideration for the character of title 
which these allottees hold under the certificates of allotment. That is 
simply a question of opinion, and I for one have no objection to any 
-gentleman offering an amendment to increase the compensation to what 
his judgment may dictate as rightand Letany gentleman who 
thinks fit offer such amendment, and let the House vote upon the ques- 
tion. In my judgment, when you take into consideration the 
title which the allottees acquired under these allotments, which title 
really amounts to nothing when you consider that possession of the lands 
is beyond their control or right, $2.50 or $3 an acre, or some such 
price, would be ample for these settlers to pay. This, Mr. Speaker, is 
all that I desire to say on this occasion. I only took the floor for the 
purpose of informing the House, by the extract which I have had read, 
of the real character of the title in question and the point really at issue 
in this controversy. I now yield the floor to my colleague [Mr. PER- 
KINS], the gentleman who has charge of the bill. 
ae PERKINS, I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. RYAN], 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. , this bill proceeds upon the theory that 
thirty-two of these New York Indians have at pa some color of right 
to the lands in controversy. In view of our relations as a nation to 
the Indians this may, perhaps, be proper. We ought rather to err on 
the side of justice toward those who are wards of the nation than oth- 
erwise. 

But the fact is, Mr. Speaker, that those Indians have not in law even 
a color of right to these lands. Under the original treaty they had a 
right to a tribal occupation of these lands. It was provided by that 
treaty that a patent might be issued to them under the provisions of 
the law of 1830. The law of 1830 provided that a fee-simple title could 
only be granted to the tribe, to Indians only in their tribal capacity, 
and then only to hold the same so long as they occupied them. The 
law expressly provided that when occupation ceased the lands should 
revert to the United States. 

Now, it is not pretended here by anybody that there ever was any 
tribal occupation of those lands by the New York Indians. Undoubt- 
edly the object of that treaty was to get those tribes of New York In- 
dians out of the State of New York and upon this Western territory; 
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but they did not choose to go. St OS mos Eo aof So MONIO poos 
vided by that treaty for their removal was never used, because the 
Indians neyer went. Itis claimed that a few individual members of 
these New York tribes did go out there and did live for a time upon 
these lands incommon; and in 1860 the Department, without any more 
authority than I have, issued allotment certificates to those thirty-two 
Indians for these lands. 


Now, it will not be pretended that there was any authority of law for 
‘TheSecretary had no morerightin law toissueacertificate to them 
than tome. It was provided by the treaty itself that if these several 
tribes or any of these tribes should occupy these lands they might use 
the lands themselves either in common or in severalty; butallau- 
thority for that purpose was confined strictly to the Indians themselves 
and left to their own discretion. There never was any tribalauthority 
whatever for the severalty occupation of these thirty-two Indians; and 
they subsequently abandoned absolutely these lands. If they everoec- 
cupied them in 1860 at all, there is no evidence that they ever occu- 
pied them since that time; but Iam assured by men who have been 
well acquainted with the oldest settlers there for many years—the 
United States attorney for the district of Kansas told me this morning— 
that since that time certainly these Indians had never occupied these 
lands; they had voluntarily gone back to their tribe, the place where 
their ancestors were buried, as all Indians usually do who for a time go 
roaming over the country. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Have these lands been held subject to entry at the local land office in 
Kansas since 1860? 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They have been segregated from the public do- 
main? 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly; because of the unlawful action of the De- 
partment in allotting them to these Indians. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the residue of time 
remaining to the friends of this bill, and will hereafter yield to the gen- 
tieman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. The gentleman from New Jersey 
[ Mr. MCADOO] on the other side can proceed now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas Tas six- 
teen minutes remaining. 

Mr.'PERKINS. I desire to yield six minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will reserve that time until the gentleman from 
New Jersey shall have been heard. 

Mr, MCADOO. Mr, Speaker, I can best present my objections to 
this bill by stating the story of these Indians as I understand the case. 
In 1838 e dreya was in the State of New York a remnant of the once 
powerful Six Nations of Indians, probably the greatest confederation 
of the aborigines of this continent, whose savage valor is conspicuous 
in our history. TheState of New York was being rapidly settled. The 
irrepressible tide of white immigration made it apparent to the Indians 
that they must go with their red brethren to the West. The United 
States Government selected as a western reservation for these Indians 
about 1,800,000 acres in the then Territory of Kansas. By a solemn 
treaty with the Indians this land was set apart for the New York tribes 
of Indians, whether in that State or in the State of Wisconsin, and a 
removal fund of some $400,000 was provided, which, however, was never 
paid out. After this treaty had been made between the Indians and 
the Government, two hundred and fifty of these semi-civilized In- 
dians, under the leadership of one Dr. Hogeboom, removed to the State 
of Kansas and located upen this reservation. From that time up to 
the year 1860 these lands were not public lands, but were the Indian 
reservation of the New York Indians and known as such to all persons. 
One provision of the treaty was that the Government would allot to 
each individual member of these Indian tribes 320 acres. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not wish to trespass on the gentleman’s time, 
but I know he desires to state the facts accurately. 

Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish, th tocall the gentleman’s attention 
to a mistake into which he is falling. The treaty provides that a pat- 
ent shall issue to the tribe, and confers upon the tribe the right to make 
individual selections and allotments; but there is no authority of that 
kind reserved to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. McADOO. But the Government of the United States sent out 
commissioners for the purpose of making allotments; and they did make 
allotments in 1860, Now, right here is a question between the gentle- 
man from Kansas and myself. Yesterday I asked him whether these 
lands had been allotted to these thirty-two individual Indians who re- 
sided on the reservation, before the land had been opened to public set- 
tlement or afterward. He said it was afterward. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let sm explain—— 

Mr. McADOO. At least I so understood him, 

Mr. PERKINS. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will repeat what 
Isaid. I said that in 1858, when the then Secretary of the Interior 
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decided that these lands were public lands, some of the Indians called 
his attention to the fact that they had acquired rights under these 
treaties; and commissioners were sent out who investigated the facts, 
and found that there were thirty-two Indians upon the reservation. 
Then, in 1860, the Secretary issued his proclamation opening these 
lands to settlement. But the allotments were made before. 

Mr. McADOO. As to that I will in a few moments read the report 
of the Indian Commissioner, In 1858 or 1860 the United States Gov- 
ernment sent ont a commission to find out what had become of these 
two hundred and fifty Indians who had removed from the State of New 
York. The commissioner took a great deal of evidence as to the his- 
tory of this settlement in Kansas. He found that there were thirty- 
two Indians remaining on this reservation. And, Mr. Speaker, the ev- 
idence taken by this commissioner as to the treatment of these com- 
paratively civilized, peaceful red men, the real pioneers in that settle- 
ment, would, if these men were anything but Indians, if they had 
white, black, or yellow skins, excite the universal sympathy of all 
mankind. Thesworn evidence presents a sad story, and not overcredit- 
able to us in our dealing with this strange race. 

Mr, Speaker, I will read a few extracts to this House from the evi- 
dence presented on the part of the settlers upon these lands as to what 
these semi-civilized, helpless people endured at the hands—it may not 
be of the men who now occupy the lands—but at the hands of the men 
who were then surrounding them and pouring into this the most fertile 
portion of the then Territory. of Kansas, 


Dr. Block swears he went onto the New York Indian lands in 1853, and re- 
mained there until 1858, when he was kicked about, and had his house torn 
down one night by a man named Keller, when he left. 

Sally Abner swears she went onto the New York Indian lands in 1853, on In- 

dian Creek, and that about three months afterwards their house was burned 
down, with all her furniture. 
Sally Littleman swears she came to Kansas twenty-one pes ago (that is, in 
1838). One Pia ago she was threatened by a man named Perry, when she and 
her husband left and went to the house of O. Seth. Soon after the death of her 
husband she returned to her place and found Bassmore Hutton in possession, 
who told her she should not live there nor cultivate the land, Last spring Mike 
Hadrick, from Missouri, borrowed her two-horse wagon and did not return it, 
In 1856 Riply borrowed her husband's oxen to break, and then drove them to 
Missouri and kept them, Five years ago three ponies were stolen, and her hus- 
band found them in possession of one Thompson and brought them home, and 
goon after three men, armed with guns, came and took them. 

Daniel Martin swears he came to Kansas in 1854, and went onto the New York 
Indian tract in 1855, and was driven off by a white man, who threatened to shoot 
him if he did not leave, and he went and settled on land near the Osage River, 
where he now resides. 

Angelina Charters swears she came to Kansas fourteen years ago (1845), and 
went directly onto the New York Indian lands near the Little Osage River, and 
built a house, but" there was so much disturbance and threatening made by the 
whites, and such hard times, that she left, and a white man named Atkinstook 
the house and claim and sold it to another man.” 

Mutah Gideon Williams swears she came to Kansas in 1839; that her husband 
was murdered By two white men, Jack Miller and Tom Morrow, who cut his 
throat a year ago last fall. 


Now, sir, a great deal has been said, and can truthfully be said, and 
a great deal will be said on behalf of the white settlers on these lands, 
and we are following our usual course in dealing with Indians when 
the House draws away from the side of these unfortunate and wronged 
red men and gives its entire sympathy to the white pioneers of the 
West. Civilization, busy and complacent, has little time for the case 
of these children of Hagar. Now these simple and poor people from 
New York, who were in many cases as much civilized as their white 
neighbors, were as much entitled to justice as any white men on these 
Kansas lands. F 

In my judgment it is not a matter to excite laughter, this story of 
one of these humble women who was induced by the solemn treaty of 
our Government to leave her native State of New York, leave the for- 
ests and hills, the valleys and the lakes to which she and her people 
had been accustomed from a time unknown to history, and go to the 
then wild, unwooded plains of Kansas, where she was so maltreated, 
subjected to indignity, robbed, cheated, and ruthlessly driven from her 
new home, and where her people were treated as though they had no 
rights under our Government or claims on our common humanity. 

The putanan from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] disputes as to the time 
these allotments were made, and as to whether these were public lands 
at the time they were made. I will read to the House from the state- 
ment of Mr. Hayt, the former Indian Commissioner. Here is a state- 
ment in a nutshell so far as the right and title of these red men to 
these lands are concerned: 


Under the treaty of 1838 the New York Indians were entitled to 1,824,000 acres 
of land in Kansas, and a removal fund of $400,000, which the United States never 
provided. Notwithstanding the failure of the United States in this regard, por- 
tions of the Indians removed to Kansas subsequent to the treaty, with a view to 
making that country their permanent home, but on account of their rapid de- 
pletion in number from sickness a majority afterwards returned to New York. 

By decision of April 19, 1858, the honorable Secretary of the Interior held that 
those of the New York Indians who had not removed had thereby forfeited their 
title to the reserve, and that the same should be opened to settlement; but in 
the execution of said decision, and prior to the proclamation of December, 1860, 
opening the lands to settlement, the allotments under consideration were made 
to the thirty-two Indians who were then in Kansas, and certificates were issued 
to them therefor. x 

It follows, therefore, that an equitable interestřin fee in the lands vested in 
these Indians, by virtue of the grant contained in the treaty at the date of their 
~ removal and long prior to the settlement of Kansas, although the evidence of 
title did not issue until 1860. 


The first link in the chain of this title is the treaty made with this 
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tribe of Indians. Under that treaty the tribe became the 
this tract of 1,824,000 acres upon a condition-subsequent; t 

they should avail themselves, or any number of them should avail them- 

selves, ofthe treaty withinalimitedtime. Twobhundredand fifty ofthese 

people, accepting the solemn pledge of the Government, went on these 
an 


r of 
t is, that 


and settled there, But, sir, when the Government came to make 
these allotments they found from the hard treatment they had endured, 
from the change of climate to which they had been subjected, but thirty- 
two of these poor people remained upon the lands, and to them allot- 
mentwas made. Now, thefirst individual members ofthat tribe having 
gone there before the period mentioned in the treaty had expired, they 
acquired a title, and now have an individual title to these lands. Why, 
Mr, Speaker, the very fact that this bill is before Congress, the fact 
that it has been in many preceding Congresses, is the best argument 
as to the right and title of these red men to the land claimed in Kansas; 
for if this was a part of the public domain, if these white men went on 
it and settled under the ordinary rules established by the Government 
and made their settlements, then they are the legal owners, and can 
so claim before a court of law or in the Department of the Interior. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to oneor two features of this 
bill which to me are somewhat suspicious. 

I notice in the first section of the bill not alone are the men who act- 
ually occupy these lands to buy them at $1.25, as first provided, and 
now amended and increased to $2.50 per acre, but tenants are also to 
be permitted to purchase them. What is the meaning of that word 
tenant’? in this bill? We are asked as a Congress to do justice to 
innocent white settlers who did not know their title was clouded by 
this Indian treaty when they settled upon these lands and went on to 
cultivate them. But who arethese tenants? Why are they to be pro- 
tected and cared for? To whom are they the tenants? Who is their 
landlord? They are the tenants of speculators in Western lands, ten- 
ants it may be of those who, with savage ferocity, lacking common hon- 
esty and genuine civilization, drove off at the muzzle of the shotgun 
or the point of the knife these Indians from the claims which had been 
allotted to them and installed in their place their own tenants: They 
and their kind will be beneficiaries under this bill as it now reads. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, the late able Commissioner of Indian Affairs who 
made this terse and vigorous statement in opposition to this bill when 
it was before Congress on a former occasion suggested what to my 
mind is the proper course to be ed in regard to this measure, that 
it be recommitted, and that these lands be sold for something akin to 
their market value for the benefit of these Indians. Ihave little doubt, 
sir, and I call the attention of the House to the fact, that as these 
lands are located in Bourbon County, Kansas, a most fertile portion of 
the State, they are worth to-day, if sold in open market, not less than 
$5 an acre. 

A MEMBER. Not less than twenty. 

*Mr. McADOO. A gentleman suggests $20 an acre; but if they are 
sold by the Government to these people now occupying them for $3.75, 
or $4, or $5 an acre, the margin between thatsum and the actual open 
market value of the lands will do more than compensate these settlers 
for any improvements they might have put upon them. 

Before yielding the floor I wish to give notice to gentlemen advocat- 
ing this bill that I will mòve its recommittal to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs with instructions, and I enter that motion now. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eight minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. McADOO. I yield four minutes of that to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. 


SPECIAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BURNES, the bill (H. R. 4271) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1887, and for prior years, and for other purposes, returned 
from the Senate with amendments, was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
the amendments ordered to be printed and numbered, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS, KANSAS. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a word in reference 
to the bill which has been reported from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, upon the question raised by the gentlemen making or favoring that 
report as to whether the fee-simple title to the lands in question was in 
the United States or in the Indians themselves. ‘ 

It seems to me, sir, that the report of the Secretary of the Interior at 
that time and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs settles that question 
beyond all dispute, and I ask particular attention to the following ex- 
tracts from the report of E. A. Hayt, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
bearing date March 29, 1878. 


Under these ya beer [the treaty in question] thirty-two New York Indians 
removed to and remained in the territory now embraced in the State of Kan- 
sas prior to June 16, 1 at which time the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
approved to them se ions of 320 acres each, for which, on the 14th of Septem- 
ber, 1860, certificates of allotment were issued to each of said reservees, the cer- 
tifieates specifying that the selections were for the exclusive use and benefit of 
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the reservees,and were not subject to be alienated in fee, leased, or otherwise 
disposed of, except to the United States. 
$ s s s * $ Ld 

Under the treaty of 1838 the New York Indians were entitled to 1,824,000 acres 
of land in Kansas, and a removal fund of $400,000, which the United States never 
provided. Notwithstanding the failure of the United States in this regard, por- 
tions of the Indians removed to Kansas su uent to the treaty, with a view to 
making that country their permanent home, but on account of their rapid de- 
pletion in number from sickness,a majority afterwards returned to New York. 

By decision of April 19, 1858, the honorable Secretary of the Interior held that 
those of the New York Indians who had not removed had thereby forfeited 
their title to the reserve, and that the same should be opened to settlement; but 
in the execution of said decision, and prior to the proclamation of December, 
1860, penis: the lands to settlement, the allotments under consideration were 
made to the thirty-two Indians who were then in Kansas, and certificates were 
issued to them therefor. 

It follows, therefore, that an equitable interest in fee in the lands vested in 
these Indians, by virtue of the grant contained in the treaty, at the date of their 
removal and long prior to the settlement of Kansas, although the evidence of 
title did not issue until 1860, 

* $ * $ $ * $ 

The lands are in Bourbon County, one of the richest and most fertile counties 
in the State. They are within a few miles of Fort Scott, and near the line of 
the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad—the Missouri River, Fort Scott and 
Gulf Railroad running nearly through the center of the body of the lands, 
which lie in close proximity to the corner of townships 23 and 24 in ranges 24 
and 25 east. The records of the General Land Office show that there is scarcely 
a vacant forty-acre tract of land in or near the townships named. With these 
facts in view, it is safe to assume that the several tracts were, in 1873, worth the 
full amount at which they were appraised, and that, in view of the rapid devel- 
opment of the county, and the present price of uncultivated lands in that 
vicinity, there has, at least, been no dep: tion in their value. 

The settlers have beenin possession of these lands for years, to the exclusion 
of the Indians, and have had every advantage and opportunity to pay for the 
lands from the products of the same. 

The title of the Indians is, under treaty stipulations, similar to those with 
the Shawnee, Miami, and other Indians in Kansas, whose lands have been held 
by the Supreme Court of the United States (5 Wall., 737) to be excluded from 
the jurisdiction of the State, and not subject to taxation, and it is fairly presum- 
ADe tiat the settlers haye availed themselyes of the benefit arising under this 

n. 


Also, I ask your attention to the following extract from a communi- 
cation of Secretary Schurz of date April 6, 1878: 


In accordance with the request of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, based 
upon the report of the commissioners, the Department approved of the selec- 
tions of the thirty-two Indians in question, and, on the 14th of September fol- 
lowing, certificates of allotment were issued to each of said reservees. 

In 1858 petitions from settlers in Kansas were pee to the Department 
asking that the lands be opened to settlement, and in December, 1860, the lands 
known as the New York Indian lands in Kansas, excepting those allotted, were 
Eare Sd opened to settlement. 

Buta rt time elapsed, however, before troubles between the settlers and 
the Indians were of constant occurrence, and in 1873, when the act of February 
19, 1973 (17 Stat., 466), was passed, the commissioners appointed thereunder to 
appraise the lands of the thirty-two New York Indians stated in their report 
that none of the allottees were to be found upon the lands. The files of the In- 
dian Malone show abundant proof that they did not voluntarily relinquish their 
occupation. 

Be this question as it may, the act of February 19, 1873, fully recognized the 
right of the Indians or of their heirs to the Phe py of the lands; and applica- 
tions are now before the Department, which when perfected will call by tegal 
Feomeenntevion for nearly all of the proceeds of the allotments of lands in ques- 

on, 

i the act of February 19, 1873, provision was made for the benefit of certain 
settlers upon and occupants of certain Indian lands in Kansas, permitting such 
settlers to enter and purchase at the proper land office said lands so occupied 
by them, in tracts not exceeding 160 acres, according to the Government sur- 
veys, on paying therefor in Jlawtul money of the United States the appraised 
value of said lands respectively, to be ascertained by three disinterested and 
competent appraisers, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, who shall 
examine in person each tract and report under oath its value, exclusive of all 
improvements; and patents shall issue therefor as in other cases, but no sale 
shall be made under this act for less than $3.75 per acre. 


From these extracts it is evident that the Department of the Interior 
took the same view that I take in reference to this question, namely, 
that under the terms of the treaty in question these Indians were en- 
titled to that land; and that the thirty-two persons who made their 
settlements and to whom allotments were made by the Department un- 
der the terms of the treaty, were vested with an equitable fee-simple 
title in the lands because of the considerations which operated upon 
them to execute the treaty which was supposed at the time to be equally 
beneficial both to the United States Government and to the Indians. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask, if that be 
true, how can Congress divest them of their fee? 

Mr. HOOKER. Congress has not the power to divest them of their 
fee at all. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as I have shown, says 
that the Indians have an equitable title; in other words, that they have 
an equitable interest in fee in the lands. Congress, therefore, can not 
divest them of that equitable interest, but it can do this: it cari and 
ought to carry out, in terms, the purpose and intent of the treaty by 
which the Indians acquired this equitable title in the lands; and whether 
the fee-simple has been divested out of the United States, and vested 
in the Indians absolutely or not, can there be any reason, I ask gen- 
tlemen, for the proposition here suggested, that the land shall be sold 
at an arbitrary price? The report of a commission which went out to 
investigate this question under the act of 1873 decided these lands to 
be worth $4 an acre. That was some twelve or fifteen years ago; and 
if the lands were worth $4 an acre at that time, I ask if it is reasonable 
to suppose that they have been diminishing in value since, and are less 
valuable to-day than they were then? 

And if there be a disposition to divest the Indians of their equitable 
title and give it to actual settlers upon this part of the public domain, 
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let it be done by a commission on appraisement, which is provided for 
in the proposition I had the honor to submit when I was a member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in the Forty-seventh Congress, in con- 
nection with my friend, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
AED], who was the chairmanof the subcommittee. In that Congress— 
the Forty-seventh—we recommended that the bill then pending upon 
this subject, if passed, should be amended by striking out from the fif- 
teenth and sixteenth lines of section 1 the words ‘‘at not less than $3 
per acre,” and inserting in lieu of it ‘‘the appraised value of the said 
tracts, as heretofore ascertained by the Secretary of the Interior, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the act əf February 19, 1873, entitled 
‘An act to provide for the sale of certain Nev York Indian landsin Kan- 
sas,’?? 

We proposed that thisamendment should be made a part of pcos 
and that the lands should be sold to the actual settlers at the apprai 
value. That became a law, but the settlers afterwards applied for an _ 
extension of the time allowed them for payment. That was granted 
to the actual settlers. So, Mr. Speaker, whether there has been or has 
not been an absolute divestiture of title from the United States and the 
vesting of title in the Indians themselves, they are entitled to the equi- 
table fee, and ought to be paid and are entitled to be paid for the lands, 
if at all, what they are worth according to an appraisement made in 
this manner and not according to an arbitrary sum to be fixed by Con- 
gress, which has no power to do this, whether it be with reference to 
the property of an Indian or a white man. 

I append asa part of my remarks the second article of the treaty re- 
ferred to: 

ARTICLE 2. In consideration of the above cession and relinquishment on the 
part of the tribes of the New York Indians, and in order to manifest the deep 
interest of the United States in the future peace and prosperity of the New 
York Indians, the United States agree to set apart the following tract of coun- 
try, situated directly west of the State of Missouri,as a permanent home for all 
the New York Indians now residing in the State of New York, or in Wisconsin 
or elsewhere in the United States, who have no permanent homes, which said 
country is described as follows, to wit: Begin on the west line of the State 
of Missouri, at the northeast corner of the Cherokee tract, and running thence 
north along the west line of the State of Missouri 27 miles to the southerly line 
of the Miami lands; thence west so far as shall be necessary, by running a line 
at right angles and parallel to the west line aforesaid to the Osage lands, and 
thence easterly along the Osage and Cherokee lands to the place of beginning, 
to include 1,824,000 acres of land, being 320 acres for each soul of said Indians 
as their numbers are at present computed. To have and to hold the same in 
fee-simple to the said tribes or nations of Indians, by patent from the Président 
of the United States, issued in conformity with the provisions of the third sec- 
tion of the act entitled "An act to provide for an exchange of lands with the 
Indians residing in any of the States or Territories, and for their removal west 
of the Mississippi,” approved on the 28th day of May, 1830, with full power and 
authority in the said fidani to divide said lands among the different tribes, 
nations, or bands in severalty, with the right to sell and convey to and from 
each cther, under such laws and regulations as may be ae gre by the respective 
tribes, acting by themselves or by a general council of the said New York 
Indians, acting for all the tribes collectively. It is understood and agreed that 
the above-described country is intended as a future home for the following 
tribes, to wit: the Senecas, Onondagas, Cayugas, Tuscaroras, Oneidas, St. Regis, 
Stockbridges, Munsees, and Brothertowns, residing in the State of New York, 
and the same is to be divided equally among them according to their respective 
numbers, as mentioned in a schedule hereunto annexed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey has’ 
four minutes more than the Chair formerly stated. He has now eight 
minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. McADOO. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. : 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Perhaps I stated the question a little too 
broadly on yesterday, when I said that the legal fee in these lands was 
in the Indians. I find upon a re-examination of the report of the then 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the status of the Indians with ref- 
erence to these lands before his bureau was that they had an equitable 
interest in fee in these lands. 

The bill under consideration, Mr. Speaker, permits these lands to be 
sold at a dollar and a quarter an acre. The Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs have recommended that those words, ‘‘a dollar and a quarter an 
acre,” be stricken out, and the words ‘‘two dollars and a half an acre” 
be inserted. Two dollars and a half an acre is not one-third of the 
actual cash value at this time of those lands. There should be legis- 
lation on this subject as well to protect the Indiansas the settlers, but 
that legislation should be in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Indian Bureau. I therefore send up an amendment, which I offer 
as a substitute for the amendment recommended by the committee. I- 
ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Substitute for the amendment offered by the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

Strike out in lines 15and 16 of section 1 the words “ at $1.25 per acre,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof "the appraised value of said tract as heretofore ascertained 

y the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with a ore of the act of 
February 19, 1873, entitled * An act to provide for the sale of certain New York 
Indian lands in Kansas.’”’ a 

‘Also, strike out in line 4 of section 2 the words “$3 per acre” and insert “the 
appraised value.” 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands this amendment 
is pendin; 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If that amendment be adopted it will make 
this bill exactly conform to the recommendations of the Indian Bureau 
and it will then be doing substantial justice alike to these Indians and 
these settlers. I hold in my hand a statement of the appraised value 
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of these lands as made under the act of Congress of 1873; and that ap- 
: isement shows that not one aere of these lands was appraised for 

Toss tay. 3% Ds at dere: and eek from that up to $10 an acre. 
` Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD: Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. Does. this matter as to appraisement provide for deduct- 
ing the value derived from. improvements? 

BLANCHARD: I will state-to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that the instructions to these appraisers when they were sent out 
by the Interior Department was to. appraise the actual value of the 
lands exclusive of the improvements, 

Mr. LONG. ‘That would be the appraised value provided for by your 
amendment, 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Yes; the appraised value provided for by my 
amendment is without regard to the improvements. 

Mr. LONG. Has the gentleman any idea what the value would be 
after deducting the improvements? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The value after deducting the improvements 
is exactly the value placed upon: the lands by these appraisers from 
$3.75 to $10\an acre. The improvements belong to the settlers. The 
lands belong to these Indians to. the extent they have an equitable in- 
terest in fee in them. 

Mr. MCADOO. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think the differences of opinion which have been ex- 
pressed with reference to this bill grow ont of what I regard tobe anentire 
misapprehension: on the part of the gentlemen who have spoken on the 
other side of the Chamber as to the legal status of this land. I un- 
dertake to say here at the outset that itis susceptible of the very easiest 
demonstration that notwithstanding the opinion of the issioner 
of Indian. Affairs, whose report has been referred to so frequently here, 
_ these Indians, the beneficiaries of this bill, have no interest whatever 

in these landsand. never had an interest in them beyond the bare right 

ofoccupancy. That expression may be as well understood by gentle- 
men. who are laymen as by lawyers; and to the demonstration of that 
proposition I now address: myself, 

First, the Government, at that time, did not deal with Indians as In- 
dians, and this treaty which was made with the Six Nations dealt with 
them as a nation. and as an entirety. The treaty provided in terms 
that if they should remove from the lands which they then occupied in 
New York and Wisconsin to the then Territory of Kansas, a reserva- 
tion containing 1,800,000 acres of Jand should be set apart for them, and 
also provided that. when they should remove, as.a tribe, the Indians 
themselves might make_the allotment of this land to the individual 
members, not exceeding 320. acres to each individual; and provided for 
an evidence of title, which was that. a patent should issue to the tribe 
under the provision of the act of 1830, which is this: 

That the United States will cause a patent or tto be made and executed to 
them for the same, provided that such land shallrevert tothe United States if the: 
Indians shalt become extinct or cease to occupy the same. 

There is the provision of the act'of Congress providing for the patent 

* which was to issue to these Indians. as a tribe, allotments to be made 
by the Indians themselves among themselves; and whatever rights 
by reason of the treaty, by reason of the act of Congress, and by 
reason of the patent, were to cease and determine if the Indians should 
become extinct or should cease to occupy the lands. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
it is undisputed as to the history of this transaction, that the Six Na- 
tions never attempted toremoveto Kansas. As a tribe they never ac- 
cepted any of the provisions of this treaty. No steps ever were taken 
by them, as æ tribe, with reference to it in any way whatever. Thatis 
undisputed. A few scattered Indians—no estimate makes the number 
exceed 3C0—went off one by one, to the promised land. They got there 
and went upon these lands; but, as is stated by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, by reason of sickness in consequence of their not being 
used to the climate, the blizzards sweeping across the prairies of Kan- 
sas—by reason of sickness, discontent, and dislike to the locality, nearly 
all of them returned to New York. But in 1860, thirty-two of those 
Indians were still found there. 

At that time the land was declared to be public land, but because 
these few Indians were still remaining, the Secretary of the Interior, 
without warrant of law—and I ask the special attention to this point 

- of gentlemen who are insisting here that there was a fee, or any inter- 
est in the fee, or any legal right whatever on the part of these Indians 
to those lands, I ask the attention of those gentlemen to this point— 
the Secretary of the Interior, without any authority of law whatever, 
did appoint a. commission and did make these allotments. Now, what 
right attached by reason of that.action, ever assuming that the Secre- 
tary had the power to appoint the commission? It simply gave: the 
Indians the right of occupancy of a half section of land each, and that 
alone. Nobody will pretend anything else from the treaty, from the 
statute, or from the action of the Department under it; and even if a 
patent had gone from the Government to the tribe, as a tribe, as soon 
as the occupancy of the land ceased the right of the Indians to it would 
be determined. 

Nobody disputes or will dispute that proposition. I agree-that the: 
then Commissioner of Indian Affairs says that an equitable interest in. 
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the fee attached. That was his opinion. It might have been good for 
him, but I do not believe that any lawyer who looks at the language 
of the treaty and of the statute will indorse that opinion. But the In- 
dians abandoned these lands. Where is there anything tending to show 
that they were driven off by people who went out there? Where is 
there anything tending to show that the right of occupancy which 
they had was taken from them by force? There isnothing of the kind 
in the record; and I appeal to the authority of the gentleman from 
Kansas that the fact is as I have stated, that there was.an abandon- 
ment by the Indians. of their right of occupancy. 

Mr. FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman yield fora correction—ihe 
reading of two lines from the official record? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I read from the letter of Secretary Schurz: 


The files of the Indian Office show abundant proof that they did not volun- 
tarily relinquish their occupation. ` 


Mr. PAYSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, nothing has appeared in this de- 
bate as to that. At all events, the oceupancy has: ceased, and. here are 
left these twenty-four half sections. 

Mr. LONG. Thirty-two. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts corrects me by 
saying thirty-two, but I am accurate in saying twenty-four, because 
eight of these tracts have been already provided tor by legislation. The 
Indians abandoned their occupancy, and settlers went upon these lands. 

Some-gentleman on the other side asked the question, why the rights 
of those settlers were not recognized by the Interior Department. For 
the plain reason, as has been stated time and again in this House, that 
when any public land is placed ina state of reservation by the Interior 

ment no settlement rights are ever recognized by any local land 
office. This land was placed in a state of reservation by the then Sec- 
retary of the Interior, so that to-day it stands as public land, free and 
clear from any claim of title save the record evidence of its: reservation 
in behalf of these Indians, which reservation, until removed by com- 
petent authority, prevents thesettlers fromacquiringany right. Sothe 
question: here is, how much shall these men be compelled to pay? ` Ido 
not sympathize, Mr. Speaker, with the sentimentality which runs out 
in favor of an Indian who can not be foundor heard of as against a white 
man who is in possession of Government lands; 

In the race that has been going on, and that is going on to-day in the 
Southwest between the cattle-men and the settlers, E have always in- 
sisted that I preferred babies to calves. on the public lands. So Iam 
in favor of protecting the men who went out in, the early day upon the 
frontiers of Western Kansas.. I know something of the privations 
which they endured, because F was a pioneer myself in the early days 
in Illinois. I went there when the smoke was. still rising from the 
tepees of the Indians in Northern Illinois. I know something, I say, 
of the hardships of pioneer life, and I am not in favor now and here of 
compelling men who endured what those men endured to pay more 
for the little homes they have built up for themselves there than their 
neighbors round about them were compelled to pay, a dollar anda 


quarter an acre. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman has stated that these Indians 
could not be found. Perhaps he is not aware that in the files of the 
Interior Department. is.@ list of the names of these Indians, which list 
I hold in my hands. 

Mr. PAYSON. I know all about that. Ihave made my statement 
beeanse the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], whom I donot now 
see in his seat, stated, when advocating this bill yesterday, that the 
committee was not advised of the whereabouts of any of these Indians, 
except some two or three; that the rest of them could not be found. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Here is a list.of their names. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; but that document was issued years. ago. 

Mr: HOOKER. I would like to ask the gentleman what title the 
Government of the United States acquired to the lands on Green Bay, 
which the Indians ceded? Was it simply a title of occupancy ? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir. The Government acquired because the 
lands ceded in Wisconsin had passed by patent, as these lands never 
did. 

Mr. HOOKER. Did they not pass by the treaty ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Nothing of that kind passed by the treaty. Let me 
ask my friend from Mississippi whether the treaty does not’ provide 
that the evidence: of title shall be a patent issued under the provisions 
of the statute of 1830? 

Mr: HOOKER. Unquestionably. But the point ef my inquiry is 
whether the Government ceded these lands to the Indians in Kansas 
on account of their relinquishing to the Government of the United 
States all their right, title, and interest in the lands on Green Bay ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Why, Mr. Speaker, that question does not arise here 
in. any way. 

This. bill is sufficiently liberal for any rights of the Indians, and in 
my judgment imposes all the burdens on the settlers which should be 
borne by them, and I hope it may pass as reported by the committee. 

Mr. MCADOO. I desire to ask how much of my time remains. 

The SPEAKER pro-tempore: ‘The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
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MADON has four minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Kansas 


Mr. MCADOO. I reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This time runs into the twenty min- 
utes’ extension. l 

Mr. PERKINS. Ihave, as I understand, ten minutes for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

-Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER, I reserve my time. I simply wish to offer an 
amendment when the proper occasion arrives. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘Then I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. COBB], a member of the coinmittee. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, it can not be pressed upon the attention 
of this House with too much emphasis that these Indians, about whom 
we are talking to-day, never acquired any right, legal or equitable, 
under the treaty stipulations of 1838. The provisions of that treaty 
were never carried into effect; and if they were, there was by the stip- 
ulations of that treaty an express reservation of the rights of the United 
States to this land as provided by the treaty of 1830; and by reference 
to the provisions of the latter treaty it is perfectly clear that no pro- 
vision was ever made under the operation of which these Indians, either 
as a tribe or as individuals, could acquire a legal, fee-simple, absolute 
title to these lands; they could only acquire the right of occupancy. 

But I have no time to press this point. I allude toit simply for the 
aed ae of showing that even if these thirty-two Indians held these 

nds under the treaty stipulations of 1838, they as individuals never 
had a legal title tothem. But inasmuch as the stipulations of the 
treaty of 1828 were never executed, these separate thirty-two Indians 
never acquired any right whatever under that treaty. 

It is true that the Interior Department did undertake at a particular 
time to set apart to these thirty-two Indians a certain quantity of land 
for each; but this was done without any authority of law whatever, and 
the act of the Interior Department in that behalf was wholly and en- 
tirely void. It is true that under the act of 1873 the action of the In- 
terior Department was so far recognized that these lands which, under 
the direction of the Interior Department, had been assigned to these 
thirty-two Indians were. reserved from the entry then provided as to 
other lands. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] < 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. EEA 

Mr. COBB. Iwould like one minute to answer a question just asked 
me. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield a moment more to the gentleman. 

Mr. COBB. It was my purpose, Mr. Speaker, if I had the time, to 
assail directly this report of the Indian Commissioner, and to show that 
any concessions therein made are not based upon Jaw and can not be 
accepted as the ground of any action on our part. The whole argument 
here in opposition to the report of the committeeis based upon thatreport 
of the Indian Commissioner; and if I had opportunity I could show be- 
yond question that the conclusions of this officer as to fact and law are 
erroneous; so that any argument founded upon that report must mis- 
lead this House. 
yO RANEE Why, then, do you propose to pay the Indians any- 

ing 
rs sti Simply because I want to do abundant justice to them; 

t is all. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, these Indians never did 
have a perfect legal or equitable title to these lands.- It may be ad- 
mitted that they had a colorable equitable title in_this, that the Gov- 
ernment, in its action in reference to these Indians, gave them the right 
of occupancy; but in case of alienation these lands were to be sold to 
no other party than the Government of the United States. Simple 
occupancy, then, with power to alienate to the Government, is their 
title, a title which could not, so far as title is concerned, have any 
marketable value. The settler comes in and by purchase extinguishes 
the title of the Government. Thus we have the colorable equity of 
the Indian and the title by purchase of the settler. 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him where 
there is evidence that any of these white settlers ever purchased any of 
these lands? : 

Mr. HARE. Iso understood. 

Mr. McADOO. No, sir; they never made any purchase whatever. 

Mr. HARE. I understood that to be the case. 

Mr McADOO. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. HARE. I may be mistaken about that, but they settled on them 
with a view to purchase. The Indian title is what is under consider- 
ation. The Indian holds a bare equity by reasonof occupancy of these 
lands, and in case of alienation can only sell tothe United States. They 
can not have title which will be equal toits marketable value. There- 
fore, in adjusting the value of the title the Indians hold, it should be 
measured with that of the settler. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr- HOOKER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas, be- 


fore he closes, if the Indians got no title to the lands under the treaty 
of 1838, did the Government of the United States get any title to the 
Green Bay lands which the Indians conceded to the United States. as 
consideration ? 

Mr. PERKINS. I believe I am entitled to the floor, and will yield 
for a moment to the gentleman from Iowa to make his motion. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move to strike out the words “cash at the time 
of purchase,” in lines 16 and 17, and insert in lieu thereof “‘four an- 
nual installments, with interest at the rate of 4 percent. perannum from 
the date of the first payment.” I also move toamend by striking out 
section 2 of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will reserve the remaining portion of my time, 
yielding to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], who has a 
few moments remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas has four 
minutes of his time remaining, and the gentleman from: New Jersey 
also- has four minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. McADOO. There are pending, Mr. Speaker, two or three mo- 
tions, one from myself, to recommit, one from the gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. BLANCHARD], and one from the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER]. 

While I have the floor I now propose a substitute for the one pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Louisiana, which is substantially the same 
as that offered by him, except it provides these settlers shall pay for 
these lands by installments. But I wish before doing that to take no- 
tice of the remark made by the gentleman from Mlinois. 

The gentleman from Illinois has said witha great deal of enthusiasm 
that he is in favor of babes instead of steers on the public‘domain. I 
agree with him. Iam also an advocate of babies instead of steers, but 
I do not wish these fathers to get play-grounds for their progeny by 
driving away the red men at the muzzle of the gun and the point of 
the bowie-knife from their own lands. 

I agree as to the sentimentality surrounding this bill. I have often 
witnessed atorrent of mingled indignation and sympathy poured out 
on questions of racial sentiment in this House. Ihave seen this House 
stirred from its lowest depths to its highest altitude in behalf of the 
Chinese murdered in Wyoming Territory; and I would like to see an 
occasional ebullition of like feeling on the part of the House for the poor 
Indians massacred in Kansas, from. whom their lands were taken by 
force. 

Now I ask the Clerk to read the amendment which I have offered as 
a substitute to the one proposed by the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
BLANCHARD], which is the one suggested by the former Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out and insert as follows: 

“Atany time within one year from the passage of this act said lands so occu- 
pied by them in tracts not exceeding 160acres, according to the Government sur- 
veys, at not less than the appraised value of the said tracts, as heretofore ascer- 
tained by the Secretary of the Interior, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act of February 19, 1873, entitled ‘An act to provide for the sale of certain New 
York Indian lands in Kansas,’ payment to be made in threeannual installments, 
one-third at date of entry, one-third at the end of one year from date of entry, 
and the balance in two years from date of entry, with interest on said amounts, 
respectively, from date of entry, at 6 per cent. per annum; and the moneys 
arising from such sales shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States in 
trust for, and to be paid to, said Indians, respectively, to whom said cates 
were issued, or to their heirs, upon satisfactory proof of their identity tothe - 
Secretary of the Interior, at any time within three years from me germany” of 
this act; and in case such proof is not made within the time specified, then the . 
proceeds of such sale, or so much thereof as shall not have been paid under the 
eng ha of this act, shall become a part of the public moneys of the United 

ates. 

“Src. 2. That any lands not entered by such settlers at the expiration of one 
year from the e of this act shall be offered at public sale, in the usual 
manner, at not less than the appraised value, notice of said sale to be given by 
public advertisement of not less than thirty days; and any tract or tracts not 
then sold, together with such tracts as have heretofore been or may hereafter 
be entered, and wherein default has been madein the payment of any por- 
tion of the | Eugene mpl the interest thereon, as herein or heretofore pro- 
poea sha be thereafter subject to private entry at the appraised value of said 

Ss. 

Mr. MCADOO. I want to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Louisiana to that substitute. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. TI will accept it at the proper time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield now one minute to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. A word in explanation of the amendment I have 
offered. The bill as reported from the committee compels the settlers 
to pay $2.50 per acre, or $400 for each quarter-section, and to do that 
within twelve months, or, under the second section of the bill, the 
lands must be offered at public sale and they will be sold out. 

The effect of that section is to run the settler directly into the trap of 
the loan agent and compel him to borrow money to meet that pay- 
ment inside of twelve months. Hence I offer the amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in conclusion of this debate I desire 
to ask the House simply whether it will do justice to these men who 
for thirty years have occupied these lands in good faith, who have im- 
proved them and cultivated them, and sustained themselves and those 
dependent upon them by their labor upon them, or whether it will 
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run wild with the sentiment that ignores justice to everybody and 
does justice to none. 

There is not a beneficiary of these allottees, or any one of the allottees, 
who can be found to oppose this bill. In fact, in the Forty-seventh 
Congress the beneficiaries had an attorney to represent them before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, asking legislation giving the right to sell 
the lands to the settlers at $2.50 an acre, and no protest against such 
action has ever come up or been made by any one of them in opposi- 
tion to such legislation. 

It is not shown by any evidence on file, nor is it claimed by any one 
conversant with the facts, that any of the Indians in question have occu- 
pied any one of these thirty-two pieces of land allotted to them. 

There has never been, so far as the evidence shows, any actual occu- 
pancy by the Indians, The thirty-two Indians were simply within 
the borders of that great reservation, embracing 1,824,000 acres; but 
it is not claimed or shown in any manner that they ever occupied a 
` single acre of the thirty-two pieces allowed to them. The settlers 
were there upon the lands, and the Indians selected lands already oc- 
cupied in good faith by actual settlers because of the fact that two 
years before the Secretary of the Interior had decided that these lands 
had not been secured by the Indians and were public lands. These 
settlers went upon them in pursuance of that decision, and have held 
possession continuously. : 

Now, the treaty in question was made in 1838, and was promulgated 
and approved in 1840, and by its terms these Indians were to go upon 
the lands within five years. If you observed the reading of the dates 
and figures given by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] 
you saw that not one of the Indians went there within the five years 
as required by the treaty. 

As was shown by the arguments of my colleague [Mr. RYAN] and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], there was to be a tribal oc- 
cupation of the lands in obedience to the terms of the treaty. The 
treaty was made with them as a tribe, and they were to occupy the 
lands as a tribe, and it was not reserved under the treaty that the Gov- 
ernment should allot in severalty land to anyOf the individual Indians 
who chose to go upon them. But the committee, over-anxious to do 
justice to the allottees, have been willing to domore than justice to the 

ndians, and provide in this manner that they shall be the actual bene- 
ficiaries under the treaty, allowing at the same time these settlers who 
have been working and starving there for years an opportunity to pro- 
tect and secure their homes, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate has ex- 

ired. 
2 Mr. PERKINS. I now demand the previous question upon the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill and pending amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question will be taken upon 
the committee’s amendments, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

mmitt bill by striki “$1,25, i 
ap rane NA AAT AA AOE “7 aa pallens 

Mr. BLANCHARD. . Mr. Speaker, I offered a substitute for that 
amendment, 
~The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the text or 
the bill must first be perfected before the substitute is in order. 

‘The dmendment of the committee was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now upon the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the gentleman from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to accept the substitute proposed by 
the gentleman from New Jersey for mine, which is the recommenda- 
tion of the Indian Bureau. 

: The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that will be 
one. 

Mr. WEAVER. I believe the vote should first be taken upon my 
amendment, which was offered before the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
hos Louisiana to accept the substitute of the gentleman from New 

ersey. 

Mr. WEAVER. But my amendment is to the text of the bill. It 
perfects the bill, and I am satisfied the House desires that amendment 
to be adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the Chair understands the gentle- 
man from Louisiana to accept the substitute of the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. WEAVER. That is a very different question. I never con- 
sented to that substitute and the House has never consented. The 
gentleman from Louisiana may accept it, but it is for the House to act 
upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
put the question to the House again. 
tute? : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would inquire whether the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa should not first be voted upon before 
action is taken on the substitute? 


Objection being made, the Chair will 
Is there objection to the substi- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the Chair will 
cause the several amendments to be reported’and voted upon in the 
order in which they were presented. 

The first amendment has been adopted. 

The question now is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Iowa, which has been read. 

Mr. WEAVER. My amendment also provides for striking ont the 
second section of the bill, which is the penalty section. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My acceptance of the substitute of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey places his substitute where mine was. Are we 
not entitled to a vote upon that substitute before we are called upon to 
vote upon the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman has no power toaccept asubstitute 
for the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair put that question to the 
House, and objection was made. 

The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER], which is in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. WEAVER. It is not a substitute, but simply an amendment to 
perfect the bill. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WEAVER; and on 
a division there were—ayes 49, noes 79. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute proposed by the gentleman from New Jersey, which has 
been read. 

Mr. WEAVER. I offered two amendments. There is another 
amendment pending, to strike out the second section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We have not yet come to the second 
section. The question is on the substitute of the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let it be read. 

The proposed substitute was again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was not advised that the 
substitute of the gentleman from New Jersey applied to the second 
section as well as the first; so that, properly, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa will take precedence. ‘The vote will therefore 
be on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the second section of the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Do we take the vote now on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. We perfect the text before 
taking the vote on the substitute. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let the second section, proposed to be stricken out, 
be read. 

The Clerk read the second section, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That any lands not entered by such settlers at the expiration of twelve 
months from the passage of this act shall be offered at public sale, in the usual 
manner, at not less than $3 per acre, notice of said sale to be given by public ad- 


vertisement of not less than thirty days; and any tract or tracts not then sold 
shall be thereafter subject to private entry at $3 per acre. 


Mr. WEAVER. If that section remains, the settlers will be sold out 
in less than twelve months or be compelled to borrow money from a 
loan agent. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Was it not that amendment that the House 
voted down awhile ago? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was not. The extension of twenty 
minutes for the consideration of this bill has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the time be extended 
ten minutes for the purpose of completing the bill. 

Mr. MCADOO. I object. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey to the fact that I think it was not understood 
we were consuming any part of the twenty minutes in debate, and it 
certainly is not ten minutes since the debate closed. It was my under- 
standing that we had reserved twenty minutes to dispose of the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. McADOO. If I withdraw my objection, shall we have a vote 
on my substitute? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. I do not limit my request to the ex- 
tension of ten minutes, but until we complete the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
time will be extended ten minutes. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. WEAVER, 
there were—ayes 21, noes 109, 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the amend- 
ment, in the nature of a substitute, proposed by the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 81, noes 83. 

Mr. McADOO, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 37 members voting therefor. 

Mr. COBB. Let the proposed substitute be read. s 

The substitute was again read. 
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The questioù was taken; and there were—yeas 99, nays 151, not vot- 
ing 73; as follows: 


So the proposed substitute was not agreed to. 


YEAS—99, 

bbott, Cowles, Kean, Penington, 
Allen, ©. H, oo La Follette, deock, 
Anderson, O. L. Cutcheon, n, Randall, 
Baker, C. 3. Dargan, Landes, ice, 
Baker, Jehu Devedeon, R.H.M. Latham, Richardson, 
Barnes, Davis Lawler, Robertson, 

TTY, Dibble 5 Rowland, 
Blanchard, Enloe, Lehibach, Shaw, 
Blount, Ermentrout, ge, Sowden 
Bryce, Finley, AEAN Spooner, 
Buckalew, French, ahoney, Stahinecker. 
Burnett, Fuller, Mansur, Stewart, J. D. 
Bynu Glass, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Campbell, Felix Granger, McClammy, Stoneof Ky. 
Campbell, T. J. Greenman, McCreary, Tarsney, 
Candler, Hall, McKinley, Townshend 
Caswell, Hemphill, McMillin, Turner, H. Q. 
Catchings, Henderson, J. S. Montgomery, Vandever, 
Cheadle, Hires, pesky Walker, 
Chipman, Hogg, Mo: Washington, 
Clardy, Holman, nee, Wheeler, 
Clements, Hooker, rwood, Whitthorne, 
Cogswell, Hovey, O Nel J.J. Wilkinson, 
Compton, Hutton, Outhwaite, Wilson, W. L. 
Cothran, Jones, Parker, 

NAYS—I151. 

Adams, . le ad Ketcham, Reed, 
Allen, E. P. ery, Laffoon, Rockwell, 
Allen, J. M. Dorsey, Laird, Rogers, 
Anderson, A.R. Dougherty, Lane, Romeis, 
Anderson, G. A. Dunn, Lanham, Rowell, 
Anderson, J. A. Elliott, Lind, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Farquhar, Aa Sawyer, 

con, Fisher, donald, Sayers, 
Bankhead, lood, Maish, Scott, 
Belden, ‘ord, Martin, Scull, 
Bland, Forney, Mason, Seney, 
Bliss, Funston, McComas, Sherman, 
Boothman, Gaines, McKenna, Simmons, 
Bound, Gallinger, McKinney, Smith, 
Bowden, Gear, McRae, Snyder, 
Bowen, Gest, McShane, Springer, 
Breckinridge,C.R. Gor, Milliken, Steele, 

_ Brewer, Grosvenor, Mills, Stephenson, 
Browne, T. M, Grout, Moflit: wart, Charles 
Brown, J. R. Guenther, Morrill, Stone of Mo. 
Brumm, are, orse, [deena 
Bunnell, Harmer, Nelson, ulbee. 
Burrows, Hatch, Newton, Taylor, EB 
Butterworth, Haugen, Nichols, Taylor, J. D. 
Campbell, J. E. Heard, Nutting, Thomas, G. M. 
Cannon, Henderson, T. J. Oates, Thomas, O. B. 
Caruth, Berbert; O'Donnell, iliman, 
Clark, Hiestand, ONeill, Charles ‘Turner, E. J. 

bb, Holmes, Osborne, ade, 
Conger, Hopkins, A. J. Owen, Weaver, 
Cooper, Hopkins, 8. T, Patton, White, Í. B. 
Crain, Hudd, Payson, White, 5. V. 
Crouse, Hunter, Peel, Whiting, William 
Culberson, Jackson, Perkins, Wickham, 
Cummings, Johnston, J.T. Perry, Wilson, Thomas 
Dalzell, Kelley, Peters, Yardley, 
Darlington, Kennedy, ‘ost, Yost, 
Davidson, A. C Kerr, Pugsley, 

? NOT VOTING—73. 

Arnold, Dunham, Long, Struble, 
Bayne, Felton, Maffett, Thomas, J. R. 
Belmont, itch, Matson, Thompson, A. O. 
Biggs, Foran, McCormick, Thompson, T, L, 
Bingham, Gay. McCullogh, Cey, 
Boutelle, Gibson, Merriman, Vance, 
Breckinridge, WCP Glov er, Morrow, Warner, 

rower, Grimes, O' Ferrall Weber, 
Browne, T.H.B. Hayden, O'Neal, J. H. West, 
Brown, C. E, Hayes Phelan, Whiting, J R. 
Buchanan, Hendewson, D.B, Phelps, Wilber, 
Burnes, Hermann, Plumb, Wilkins, 
Butler, Hitt, Rayner, Williams, 
Carlton, sonans S.I. Russell, C. A. Wise, 
Cockran, ouk, Russell, J. E. Woodburn, 
Collins, Howard, Rusk, Yoder. 
Cox, Johnston, T, D, Shively, 
Davenport, ilgore, Spinola, 
De Lano, Laidlaw, Stewart, J. W, 


Mr. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the names 
be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GLOVER. I desire my name to be called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. , Was the gentleman in his seat when 
his name was called? 

Mr. GLOVER. I was in the lobby, but not in the Hall. 

ate SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s vote cannot be re- 
ceived. 

Mr. GLOVER. I should have voted “ay.” 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. StocKDALE with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

Mr, CocKRAN with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. DE LANO. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. MCCULLOGH, 


Mr. McCormick with Mr. PENINGTON, until the 28th. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. Hrrr, for this day. 

Mr. Bicas with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. Lone. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. THOMAS H. B. Browne. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. BucHANAN, on this vote. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam paired with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, on 
all political questions. There is no political question with reference to 
this matter in regard to Indians, and I have voted. 

The Clerk read the pair, as follows. 


Mr. STOCKDALE and Mr. Trompson, of Ohio, are paired on all political ques- 


-į tions, not to break a quorum, 


Mr. SOWDEN. I was paired with Mr. DARLINGTON, of Pennsyl- 
vania, who tells me he voted ‘‘ no;’’ I desire to vote ‘‘ay.”” 

Mr. PENINGTON. Iam paired with Mr. MCCORMICK, but only on 
political questions, and I have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


Mr. McADOO. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MCADOO. Is my motion Cu recommit pending ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 

Mr. McADOO. And has the hodn allowed by the House for the con- 
sideration of this bill expired? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps the Chair did not understand, but when 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADo00] asked whether I would 
permit a vote upon his amendment, I suggested that I would do so if 
it could be understood that we were to complete the bill, and I think 
that was agreed to by the other side and by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey had 
an amendment to recomyit the bill—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. Isaid to him that I would permit a 
vote upon that amendment with the understanding that we were to 
complete the bill to-day, and that was understood. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The difficulty can be removed in this way: Let the 
gentleman move to proceed to business on the House Calendar. That 
motion isin order, I believe, and this bill is the first on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will put the proposition to 
the House. Is there objection to the completion of this bill now ? 

Mr. McADOO, Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman a: New Jersey [Mr. 
McADoo0] objects. The hour has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move now to EEA, to the consideration of busi- 
ness upon the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order at this 
time until the unfinished business on the Calendar has been disposed of. 
The unfinished business is the bank bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to postpone the further consideration of 
the unfinished business for this day. The gentleman in charge of the 
bill is sick and absent. 

Mr. WEAVER. What is the reason assigned for the motion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That the gentleman in charge of the bill is sick. 

Mr. WEAVER. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the unfinished business for this day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of business upon the House Calendar. 


Mr. MASON. Is not that the regular order ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, that would be the regular order. 
The motion is not necessary. The Clerk will call the bills in their 
order upon the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1477) to subdivide the western judicial district of Louisiana. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That bill is not on this Calendar. It has been 
disposed of, I think. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been disposed of. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That bill is with the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
Pent SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk states that it is on the House 
endar. 
Mr. PERKINS. Then, if it isin order, I move that that bill be laid 
aside temporarily. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill can be considered and 
disposed of in a very few minutes. 
The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the postponement 
of the bill the title of which has just been read ? 
Mr. CULBERSON, Yes, I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete. — all sar a tae from the circuit and district courts of the 
pome States for estern district of Louisiana nst defendants 
in the parishes of St. Landry, St. Martin, Cameron, Calcasieu, La Fayette. an 
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Vermillion, in the State of Louisiana, shall be returned to said courts at Opelou- 
sas; all processes against defendants residing in the parishes of ides, Ver- 
non, Avoyelles, Catahoula, Grant, and Winn shall be returned to Alexandria; 
all processes against defendants residing in the es of Caddo, De Soto, Bos- 
sier, Webster,Ciaiborne, Bienville, Natchitoches, Red River, Sabine, Lincoln, and 
Jackson shall be returned to Shreveport; and all processes against defendants 
residing in the parishes of Ouachita, Liat rye Morehouse, East Car- 
roll, West Carroll, Madison, Tensas, Concordia, Union, and Caldwell shall be re- 
turned to Monroe. 

Sec. 2. That if there be more than one defendant and they reside in different 
divisions of the district, the plaintiff may sue in either division, and send dupli- 
cate writ or writs to the other defendants; and the said writs, when executed 
and returned into the court from which they issued, shall constitute one suitand 
be proceeded in accordingly. Where the defendant is a non-resident of the dis- 
dora ag may be brought in any division where property or the defendant is 
found, 

Sxc. 3. That all issues of fact triable in either of said courts shall be tried in the 
division where the defendant or one of the defendants resides, unless by consent 
of all parties the case shall be removed to some other division. 

SEC. 4, That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses hereafter committed in 
either of the divisions shall be cognizable within such division. 

Src, 5, That all grand and petit jurors summoned for service in each division 
shall be residents of such division. 

Sec, 6, That a deputy clerk of the district court shall be appointed at each place 
in the four divisions of said western district where said court is required to be 
held, each of whom, inthe absence of the clerk, may exercise all the official pow- 
ers of clerk at the place and within the division for which he is appointed. 

Src. 7. That all crimes and offenses heretofore committed within the divisions 
created by this act shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same man- 
ner and with the same effect as if this act had not been 

Sec. 8. That causes removed from any court of the State of Louisiana into the 
circuit court of the United States within said western district shall be removed 
to the circuit in the division in which such State court is held, 

Amendments of the Committee on the Judiciary : 

Insert the word “and” before the word “Sabine ;’’ strikeout the words “ Lin- 
coln and Jackson ” in line 13 of section 1; strike ontthe word “and ” in line 16; 
insert after the word “Caldwell,” in line 17 of said section, the words “ Jack- 
son and Lincoln.”” Further amend by striking out of the second section the 
words * where the defendantis a non-resident of the district, suit may be brought 
in any division where property or the defendant is found.” Also amend by 
striking out the third section and inserting the folowing to wit: “That all 
causes triable in either of said courts shall be tried in the division to which the 
process is returnabie under the provisions of this act, unless by consent of all 
parties the cause be removed to some other division in said ict.” Also 
amend by striking out section 7, and placing it as a proviso to section 4, and 
numbering section 8 as section 7. 


Mr.CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill and amendments meet the 
approval of the entire delegation from Louisiana, and I now ask unani- 
mous consent that the vote be taken on the amendments in gross. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
ci being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passe 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state— 

Mr. PERKINS. Idemand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the unfinished 


business. 
Mr. PAYSON. Which is what? 
The SPEAKER pro . There is some mistake in the Calen- 


pat which the Chair will have corrected. The Clerk will read the 


e. 
The Clerk read as follows, from Rule XXIV, clause 6: 


After the hour under the preceding clause shall have been occupied it shall 
be in order to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business in which 
the House may have been Sorset at an adjournment, and at the same time 
each PAER other than the first and third Mondays, until disposed of; 
and it ll be in order to proceed to the consideration oi other unfinished 
business whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In pursuance of the ruling made by 
the Chair the other day, upon the bill from the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, the Chair would hold that the regular order now is the 
unfinished business. 
2 NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask unanimous consent to make an explanation. 
I have received from the Reporter the notes as to what occurred between 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] and myself relative to the 
extension of time for the consideration of the bill for the sale of certain 
New York Indian lands in sas. In order that it may be deter- 
mined whether the extension of time was for ten minutes or until the 
-consideration of the bill was completed, I desire to have the notes read. 
I wish to do what is fair and honorable in this matter; andif it was the 
understanding that the time should be extended until the bill should 
becompleted, of course I desire that understanding should be carried out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
manman consent to make a statement. The Chair hears no objec- 

on. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask the Clerk to read what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr, PERKINS. I would like to call the attention of the gentleman from New 
Jersey to the fact that I think it was not understood we were consuming any 
part of the twenty minutes in debate, and it certainly is not more than ten min- 
utes since the debate closed. It was my understanding that we had reserved 
twenty minutes to dispose of the amendments, 


sane PRADOS: If I withdraw my objection, shall we have a vote on my sub- 
e 

Mr. Perkrxs. Certainly. I do not limit my request to the extension of ten 
minutes, but until we complete the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the time will 
be extended ten minutes, F 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. Weaver, there 
were—ayes 21, noes 109, 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. McADOO. It will be observed that the request of the gentle- 
man from Kansas for an extension of time was not limited to ten min- 
utes, but until the bill should be completed. The Chair, however, 
put the question to the House as a request for an extension of ten 
minutes, I think there has been a misunderstanding; and as I wish 
to do what is right and fair in this matter, I, regardless of my opposi- 
tion to the bill, ask unanimous consent to withdraw the objection I 
made a few minutes ago to continuing the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
objection of the gentleman from New Jersey is withdrawn. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now demand the previous question on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas calls up 
the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 1406) to provide for the 
selling of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas, and demands the 
previous question upon the engrossment and third reading. 

Mr. MCADOO. My motion to recommit the bill was pending after 
the vote had been taken on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has already 
been ordered upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill, which 
is the pending question. 

Mr. McADOO. I now renew my motion to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order at this 
time. The pending question is on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Rees SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. McADOO. I now renew my motion to recommit the bill. 

The motion of Mr. MCADOO was not agreed to, there being—ayes 35, 
noes 114. 

Mr. PERKINS. I call the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question having been taken, F ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: In the opinion of the Chair the 
ayes have it. : 

Mr. McADOO. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being—ayes 22, noes 156; 
less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pet; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 5 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY, OF NICARAGUA. 


On motion of Mr. NORWOOD, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5615) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua, and the same was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


AMENDMENT OF NAVIGATION LAWS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering the bill (H. R. 5728) to amend the laws relating to 
navigation, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. ROGERS in the chair, and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5728) to amend the laws 
relating tonavigation, and for other purposes; which was read,as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section il of an act to abolish certain fees for official 
services to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping com- 
missioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other pu approved 
June 19, 1886, be amended by striking out of the sixth and seventh lines of the 
subproviso of said section the words “of the country in which such port is situ- 
ated, or on the cargoes of such vessels,” and substituting in lieu thereof the 
word4 “ of such country, or on the cargoes of such vessels; but this proviso 
shall not be held to be inconsistent with the special regulation by foreign coun- 
tries of duties and other charges on their own vessels, and the cargoes thereof, 
engaged in their coasting trade, or with the existence between such countries 
and other states of reciprocal stipulations founded on special conditions and 
equivalents, and thus not within the treatment of American vessels under the 
most-favored nation clause in treaties between the United States and such coun- 
tries.” 

SEC. 2. That section 1 of the act hereinbefore mentioned be amended, in the 
third line from the end of the section, by inserting after the words ** shipping 
commissioners” the words “and clerks of steam-boat inspectors, and such al- 
lowances for fees of United States marshals and witnesses for services under 
the steam-boat-inspéction laws, and for expenses of steam-boat inspectors pro- 


vided for by section 4461 of the Revised Statutes.” 
Sec, 3. at section 4581 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section 7 of 
chapter 121 of the public laws passed by the Forty-cighth Congress, is amended 


by striking out all after the word “thereof,” in the line, and inserting in 
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lien thereof as follows: “If any seaman, after his discharge, shall have incurred 
any expense for board or other necessaries, or for reasonable charges for medi- 
cal care and nursing, at the place of his discharge, before shipping again, or for 
transportation to the Unii States, such expense shall be paid out of the ar- 


rears of wages and extra wages received by the consular officer, which shall be 


retained for that purpose, and the balance only paia over to such seaman; and 
if such arrears and extra wages are not su nt to defray such expense, the 
deficiency shall be paid from the fund in the Treasury for the maintenance and 
transportation of destitute American seamen,” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will explain the provisions of the 
bill briefly. It is reported by the Committee on Mi Marine and 
Fisheries, and amends the shipping acts of 1884 and 1886 so as to carry 
out their original intention. 

Section 1 of this act amends section 11 of the shipping act of 1886, 
in reference to tonnage tax; and the amendment I may add is sug- 
gested by the Secretary of State in view of certain questions which 
have arisen under the act of 1886. Sections 11 and 12 of the shipping 
act of 1886 tendered to foreign countries which would remove from 
Amertfcan vessels all tonnage taxes, light-house dues, and other equiv- 
alent charges, a similar reciprocal treatment of their vessels on the part 
of the United States, and authorized the President to issue his procla- 
mation suspending the collection of tonnage tax on vessels of such for- 
eign countries as reciprocated with us. 

Under that provision of the shipping act of 1886 the President has 
issued his proclamation in certain cases where certain countries have 
abolished charges on American vessels. But having done this in the 
case of certain Spanish-American countries, certain European countries 
have made claim that they, under whatis known as the ‘* most-favored- 
nation ’’ clause in treaties with this country, gre entitled to have their 
vessels exempted from tonnage tax and light-house dues. The Secre- 
tary of State has very properly responded to such a claim that the ex- 
emptions which we have given to vessels of certain foreign countries 
have been in consequence of certain considerations given by them; that 
if these other foreign countries will give the same compensation we 
will give the same exemption to them; and that the ‘‘ most-favored- 
nation ” clause in our treaties does not authorize them to make a 
claim to similar favors unless they give equal compensation. 

In order to make this clear, according to the original intention of 
the shipping act of 1886, and to carry out the construction which the 
Secretary of State and the Attorney-General have put on the shipping 
act of 1886, it has been thought advisable to embody in this amend- 
ment to that act of 1886 this interpretation and this limitation, and 
this is simply the effect of the first section of this bill. 

The second section of the bill supplies certain omissions which were 
made in the shipping act of 1886, when the fees for certain services to 
American vessels were abolished, and a provision adopted that officers 
receiving payment in whole or in part from fees should be paid thereafter 
from the general Treasury, instead of from the fund which previously 
accumulated from these fees. In making that transfer it was discov- 
ered subsequently that two classes of expenditures had been omitted, 
namely, the compensation of clerks of inspectors of steam-vessels and 
the Sree witnesses in certain cases of collision. This omission is now 
suppli - 

The third section of the bill amends the shipping act of 1884 in that 
section which relates to the care of distressed and sick American sea- 
men in foreign ports. By the act of 1884 seamen could be di 
under the provisions of law in foreign ports on payment to the United 
States consul by the vessel of arrears of wages and one month’s extra 
wages. And further provision was made that the consul, in ports 
where these seamen were discharged, should from that fund of arrears 
of wages and extra wages pay the board and necessaries required by 
the seaman and the expense of his transportation from the foreign port 
in which he then was to some port in the United States. The district 
court of the southern district of New York has held that the words 
“ board” and “‘ necessaries’? used in the act of 1884 do not cover med- 
ical care and nursing, notwithstanding it was the intention in the use 
of these words to cover all necessary expenses to which the destitute 
American seaman was exposed in a foreign port until his return to this 
country. ‘Theamendment proposed by the bill inserts the words ‘‘ med- 
ical attendance and nursing,’ in order to make the original intent of 
the bill clear, and provides distinctly, as was provided inferentially by 
the original act, that whatever expense there may be shall be paid from 
the arrears of wages and wages of such destitute seaman, and the bal- 
ances from the fund appropriated annually by Congress for the relief 
of distressed American seamen in foreign ports and for their transpor- 
tation to a port in the United States. 

This, Mr. Chairman, covers all the propositions contained in the bill, 
which is unanimously recommended by the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. It simply carries out the intent of Congress in 
enacting the shipping acts of 1884 and 1886. 

Mr. COX. nations made claim under the “most-favored- 
nation ” clause? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Netherlands and Germany, I believe. 

Mr. COX. The Secretary of State denied their claim. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Hedid. The legal question involved was submit- 
ted to the Attorney-General, and his opinion fully sustains the Secre- 
tary of State in his construction of the ‘‘ most-favored-nation”’ clause. 


Mr. COX. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Will this first 
section of his bill have the effect of preventing similar claims from be- 
ing made by any other foreign nations hereafter? 

Mr. DINGLEY. They will to this extent: the Secretary of State in 
his negotiations with these claimants will be able to point distinctly to 
the fact that this was the intention of Congress in tendering to foreign 
countries exemption from tonnage tax. 

Mr. COX. That would be the moral effect. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes,sir. I may add for the information of the House 
that the claimants point to the technical words of the act to which this 
is an amendment to sustain their claim, and this amendment sets at 
rest all controversy as to the intention of Congress. 

Mr. COX. Thisis togive, then, the moral effect of a construction by 
Congress to the Department of State? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. 

Unless some gentleman desires further discussion —— 

Mr Cox rose. 
os = DINGLEY. I will yield, of course, to the gentleman from New 

or! 

Mr. COX. T have ho desire to discuss this further than to say that 
s0 far as I could scrutinize the bill it appears to be a valuable supple- 
ment to the actof 1886. Ithinkother members representing seaboard 
and commercial cities will cheerfully vote to sustain this proposition 
of the gentleman’s committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If there are no furtherinquiries in reference to the 
bill, and no desire to further discuss it, I will move that the commit- 
tee rise and report it favorably to the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gentleman to repeat in 
a few words the effect of the proposed change in the first section of the 
bill, being section 11 of the originalact. The difficulty that we on this 
side of the Hall Jabor under is our inability to hear what the gentle- 
man said. This seems to be an amendment to what was understood to 
he a very carefully considered bill, passed two years ago, and I would 
like to know the reasons for the change andits effect. . The gentleman 
has no doubt explained ft satisfactorily to those around him, but we 
were unable here to catch the explanation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the gentleman did not 
hear my explanation, as I dislike very much to occupy the time of the 
committee, unless there is a general desire that the explanation should 
be repeated. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I thought perhaps the gentleman might ina few 
of the crisp, terse sentences for which he is so distinguished, give the 
information we would like to have here. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman ought now, in view of that com- 
pliment, undoubtedly to repeat his speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have simply to say, in response to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from New Jersey, that the amendment simply makes 
clearer what was the original intent of the act of 1886; and the practi- 
cal effect, I may add—and that is perhaps all the gentleman desires—the 
practical effect is to notify foreign countries that in order to have the 
tonnage tax and the light-house dues removed from their vessels entering 
our ports they must first abolish such charges on American vessels in 
their ports, and not make the claim for exemption until they have done 
so. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask my colleague a question ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did not my colleague draw the act of 1886; and 
is he not now proposing this new legislation in order simply, after the 
experience gained so far, to perfect the law and make it more definite 
and effective ? À 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely; that is the effect and the intention. 

I now move that the committee rise and report the bill favorably to 

e House. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. ROGERS reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bill H. R. 5728, had directed him to report it favorably to the House, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I demand the previous question upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. . 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
bill was ordered to be en for athird reading; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ~ 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, PARIS. 


Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, by unani- 
mous consent, reported back with amendments the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 83) accepting the invitation of the French Republic to take part 
in an international exposition to be held in Paris in 1889; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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PRINTING REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed to inform this 
House what reason exists, if any, for the non-delivery of the = of the Bu- 
reau of Animal Industry for 1886, which was ordered to be prin bya S eoe 
peg number 9, passed by the Forty-ninth Congress, and approved February 
: ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (S, 290) to authorize 
the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa; when the Speaker 
pro tempore signed the same. 


SIGNAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting revised urgent deficiency esti- 
mates for the Signal Service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 7 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. DONNELL, by unanimous consent, leave was 
given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of An- 
drew J. Williamson and William Smith, no adverse report having been 
made, 

On motion of Mr. PHELAN, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case of Francis 
Erricksen, without leaving copies, there having been no adverse report 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of do- 
mestic afiliction. 

To Mr. Morrirr, for ten days, on account of important business. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC., WITHOUT INDORSEMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the House will give its attention 
the Chair desires to make a statement, which is necessary, with a view 
to the correct management of business at the Clerk’s desk. It appears 
there are eighteen private bills whi¢h have come to the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule without indorsement of the names of the members in- 
troducing them. There are also thirty-one petitions without the names 
of ihe members presenting the same or any indorsement as to the refer- 
ence desired. There are also forty-one petitions without the names of 
the members presenting them indorsed thereon, but with the commit- 
tees marked to which it is desired they should be referred. 

‘The Chair could not, of course, animadvert on or criticise the action 
or conduct of members of this House. But he would suggest for the 
proper dispatch of business that some memorandum of these bills and 
petitions should be put in the RECORD, so that members may read the 
catalogue, and if possible give the proper direction to those bills and 

titions. 

Phe Chair will ask the consent of the House to have these three dif- 
ferent bundles examined by the Clerk carefully and catalogued for the 
RECORD, that members may read over the list and have the proper ref- 
erence made. The Chair thinks that would obviate the complaints, 
such as that made to-day, as a question of privilege, and other com- 
plaints whieh may come hereafter. Is there objection to that disposi- 
tion of these bundles? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 
The catalogue supplied by the Clerk is as follows: 


A bill for the relief of Hiram N. Roberts, administrator. 
Also, a Lill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey to Anson Rudd 
of the State of Colorado, certain real estate in the county of Presson. in said 


te. 
Also, a bill granting a pension to William B. Bishop. 
Also, a bill granting a pension to James M. Ene: 
Also, a bill granting a pension to Augustus G. Wyeth. 
Also, a bill granting a pension to in Haas. 
Also, a bill granting a pension to Christian Kembeck. 
Also, a bill granting a pension to Frederick P. Hardy. 
Also, a bill granting a pension to Lyman D. Green. 
Also, a bill ting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper. 
Aiso, a bill for the relief of Willis N, Arnold. 
Also, a bill for the relief of the Christian Church at Marshall, Saline County, 


uri. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the heirs of Lieut. Commander Wilson McGunnegle. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Frederick Ford. 

Also, a bill for the relief of William Tabb. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Aaron Botts, 

Also, à bill for the relie of Daniel Bentley. . 

Also, a bill for the relief of Charles K. Remsberg. 

Also, a bill for the relie? of North German Steam-ship Company. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Myra Clark Gaines. 

Also, a bill to appoint Elijah J. M. Button apothecary at the United States 
Naval Academy, a warrant officer in United States Navy. 

The following petitions were found in the box withoutthe names of members 
Perens same or the committees to which reference was desired: 

of Will Green, fora pension; of James H. Prickett, fora pension ; of Simon 
Haines, for a pension; of Cullen W, Green, for a pesos of Issac Kisbaugh, 
for a pension; of Harris Fulford, for a pension; of Henry C. Richardson, for a 
pension; of Frederick P. Hardy, for a pension; of Charles H. Milbourn, for a 
pension; of Abraham Tyson, fora pension; of Daniel Batdorff, fora pension; of 


Jane A. Lusk, fora pension; of Daniel S. Bills, for a pension; of Abraham Van 
Assum, for a pension; of Nancy F. Jenni: for a pension; of Francis McKin- 
ney, for removal of charge of desertion ; of Alonzo Koon, for removal of charge 
of desertion; of William H. Purseley, for relief; of F. N. Lang, on the currency; 
of Lewis Ratliffand others, on postmasters; paper in case of Malinda Vest; 
paper in case of Henry Glass; paper in case of Adolphus Goddin; paper again 
division of Idaho; paper fro ; of G. W. Kinney, on p st- 
masters; of William H. Jordan, for a pension; of George A. Bacon and others 
Real per from Herbert Smith in 
vis; paper relative to mail 


The following petitions were unindorsed, but the committees desired to be re- 
ferred to were marked thereon: 

Of Eunice A. Pountain, for a pension ; of Thomas O. Robinson, for a pension; 
of Mrs. Frances J. McCloud, for a pension; of F., B. Bickford, for a pension ; of 
A. B.Chatfield, for pension legislation ; of Joseph Nopinger, for removal of charge 
of desertion ; of Frederick Brown, for removal of charge of desertion ; of Jona- 
than C. Hoffman, for removal of charge of desertion; of Thomas Lindersmith, 
for removal of charge of desertion ; papers inclaim of Hugh J. Hewitt; paper in 
claim of James Allen, sr.; paper in case of A. H. Spicer; paper in case of James 
J. Dowling, war claim; paper in case of Mrs. L. L. Gilmer, war claim ; paper in 
case of R. H. Jackson; papers in cases of William J. Rivers and others, war claim; 
= relating to settlers of Yellowstone National Park; paper relating to Fort 

uford military reservation; of citizens at Monroe, La., for public building; of 
Adolphus Goddin, war claim ; of Baker A. Jamison and Sirkas E A. Lambert; 
of cit s of Seattle, Wash., on tariff; of Daniel Morgan, for relief; of citizens 
ot Niagara County, New York, on pensions; of Charles H. Dexter, for relief; of 
canners and packers of Baltimore, for relief ; paper in case of Nancy Newton, 
for relief; paper for anatomical science and b grave desecration; of citi- 
zens of West Virginia, gg ne and Tennessee, for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; of citizens of Florida, Georgia, West Virginia, and Kentucky, for 
increase of pay of fourth-class 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. WISE. A few days ago I introduced a bill to establish a per- 
manent quarantine at Cape Charles. It wasimproperly referred tothe 
Committee on Agriculture. I ask now that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, where it ought to go. 

Mr. HATCH. I may state with reference to this bill that I was un- 
der the impression from hearing its title that its object was to establish 
a quarantine station for imported cattle, petitions for the establishment 
of which had already been referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
I suggested, therefore, the reference to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and that disposition of the bill was made, whereas it should have been 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The Committee on Agriculture was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and it was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

CAUSES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. SENEY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House Cal- 
endar the bill (H. R. 1709) to regulate the practice in causes removed 
from State courts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the plaintiff in a suit removed from a State court to a 
circuit court of the United States shall not be required to give security for the 
costs of suit if he be a resident of the State in which he brought his suit. 

Mr. SENEY. The bill itself sufficiently explainsits purpose. Ido 
not propose to make any remarks, unless some gentleman desires I 
should. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is there a report accompanying it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is. 

The report (by Mr. SENEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House bill 1709, beg 
leave to report fayorably thereon, and do recommend its passage. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I understand the purport of that bill, I am 
very doubtful of the propriety of its passage; and if there is a report 
accompanying it, I should like to have it read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has just been read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to state the ground on which I 
think this bill should not be supported; but in the first place I should 
like to hear some explanation from the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SENEY]. . 

Mr. den EY. This bill received the unanimous approval of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. Its purpose is to remedy what is supposed to 
be the difficulty now attending the practice in the Federal courts in 
causes removed from the State courts to those tribunals. We havea 
class of litigation against foreign corporations who are incorporated by 
laws of other States than those in which they do business. For that 
reason they claim to be citizens of a foreign State, and when suits are 
brought in State courts against those corporations they invariably re- 
move them to the Federal court, and when they reach that court they 
follow them up with the motion that the plaintiff give security for 
costs. 

In many cases that amounts to a denial of justice. In many cases 
the plaintiff is unable to give security for costs, and his failure oper- 
ates as a perfect and complete defense. It was to cure that evil and 
mischief that this bill was presented to the House and considered by 
the Judiciary Committee; and it has been reported back to the House 
with their unanimous approval. 


The question is on the engrossment 


1888. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to explain. I understood the result of 
this change to be precisely the reverse of what it is. I understood that 
it relieved the moving party from the responsibility of giving security 
for costs. I have no objection to the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SENEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
posed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPAIR OF THE HARTFORD. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill pro- 
viding for the repair of the war steam-ship Hartford, and to ask that the 
same be now placed upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to repair the United States war steam-ship Hartford, at an expense not 
exceeding $175,000, which sum is hereby appropriated and made immediate] 
ee to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri. 
ai . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WHITTHORNE] moves to discharge the Committee of the Whole from 
the consideration of this bill, and to consider the bill as in the House. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ishall not object, Mr. Speaker, provided 
we can have order in the House so that we can know what is being 
done, but I do not want to be held responsible for the passage of bills 
that I do not hear anything about. [Laughter. ] 

Mr.WHITTHORNE. ‘The report is a brief one, and I ask that it be 
read. 

The report (by Mr. WHITTHORNE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1237) 
providing for the repair of the United States war steam-ship Hartford, beg leave 
to report thereon as follows: 

First. That under existing law the repairs necessary to be done on the Hart- 
ford in order to fit her properly as a war ship will exceed the limit prescribed by 
law; “Sinan is, it will exceed the 20 per cent. of cost of the construction of a similar 
vessel. 

Second. In view of this fact, under existing laws, the Hartford would be con- 
demned and sold, 

Third. But inasmuch as said Hartford can be repaired for a sum but little in 
excess of said limit, and forasmuch as around this ship brilliant historic events 
cluster, making the life of said vessel and its continuance a question of national 
and patriotic pride, in consideration of which the Secretary of the Navy has 
suspended the condemnation authorized by law, and submitted the propriety of 
the repair of said vessel to Congress. 

Fourth, The cost and propriety of said repairs is shown in the report of T. D. 
Wilson, chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair, which is as follows: 

* One of the vessels of the Navy that is yet} to condemned, because the 
cost of her repairs exceeds the 20 per cent. limit, is the sloop-of-war Hartford, 
now atthe navy-yard, Mare Island. The v: was built in 1858 at the navy- 
yard, Boston, She is a screw steamer of about 2,900 tons displacement, 225 feet 

ong, 44 feet wide, and draws 18 feet 6 inches of water. I have lately made a 
pears examination of this vessel, and find that her live-oak frames aboveand 
below water are sound. Iam of the opinion that she can be repaired within 
the amount, $175,000, called for by the board of survey, and request that special 
authority for her repair be asked. 

“She would then, apart from the claim she has upon the reverence of the 
American people as Farragut's Dac ahip, be valuable for service as a cruiser for 
several years, and ultimately should be preserved asa monument to those whose 
blood was shed upon her decks, and as a reminder to the future wooden 
and old-fashioned though she may be called, she came out victorious in battles 
with both ironclads and forts.” 
ane view of this state of facts, the committee recommend the passage of the 

But in making this recommendation the committee desire to say that it is 
done solely on account of the historic associations surrounding the name of this 
vessel, and that they cordially approve the wisdom and policy of existing laws. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose it is necessary 
to add a word to that report, and I will not consume the time of the 
House in making an argument in support of it. I now demand the 
previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered tobe engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
Soe passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 2131) for the re- 
lief of Joseph Cox, administrator of Charles Pasters, deceased. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 


the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested: 

A bill (S. 473) to authorize the Secretary of the to cause 
to be examined certain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State of 
Missouri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due from the 
Government of the United States on account of payments made by said 
State since April 22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her militia 
forces for military services rendered to the United States in the suppres- 
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sion of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore 
filed with, examined, and accepted by the Government of the United 
States, and to rt to Congress; 

A bill (S. 509) authorizing an increase in pensions in cases of deaf- 


ness; 

A bill (S, 418) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of the 
net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State; 

A bill (S. 574) to increase the pension of Mrs. Apoiline A. Blair; 

A bill (S. 257) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 8. Logan; 

A bill (S. 190) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits; 

A bill (S. 28) to create a port of delivery at Port Angeles, in the dis- 
trict of Puget Sound, Washington Territory; 

A bill (S. 25) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the stat- 
utes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880; and 

An bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as a port 
of entry. 


WILLIAM P. THORNE. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief of William P. 
Thorne be taken from the Private Calendar and considered at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacte bean That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed 
to pay to Will . Thorne, of Henry County, Kentucky, out of any money in 
the not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $500. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What is the claim? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The claim is for professional 
services rendered in the county of Henry, Kentucky, in defense of the 
United States marshal, They were rendered at the special request of 
the late Judge Ballard, district judge of Kentucky, and the late Col. 
G. C. Wharton, district attorney, whose letters are on file, but from 
whom affidavits could not be obtained, as they died before the claim was 
presented to Congress. The claim could not be paid by the Department 
of Justice because the district attorney had not previously obtained the 
consent of the Department to the employment, nor had Mr. Thorne, the 
claimant, taken the oath prescribed by law prior to performing the serv- 
ices. The report of the committee was unanimous in favor of this bill, 
and there was a similar report by the committee in the last Congress. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. All right. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the yote 
by which the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


= TERMS OF COURT AT QUINCY, ILL. 


Mr. ADAMS. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House 
Calendar the bill (H. R. 1312) providing for a term of court at Quincy, 
ni. 


There was no objection. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. ADAMS. Thisis the southern district of Illinois. All the Rep- 
resentatives of the district have been consulted, except Mr. THOMAS, 
who is absent, and it meets their approval. It is a local matter about 
which all are agreed, and I now ask the previous question upon the 
bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will ask the gentleman whether there has been a 
session of the court at Cairo in four or five years, although there is a 
branch of the court there? 

Mr. ADAMS. On that point I will yield to my colleague [Mr. AN- 
DERSON ]. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter affecting the southern 
district of Illinois. All the Representatives from that district have 
been consulted, so far as they could be, the only exception,being my 
colleague [Mr. THOMAS] who is nowabsent. I believe thejudgeof the 
district has also been consulted. As I understand, it is agreed by all 
parties interested that this is a reasonable and proper bill. As itis a 
local matter, and as no objection comes from any person interested, I 
will not consume time in discussion. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to ask whether there has been any 
session of court at Cairo for five years? 

Mr. ADAMS. I will yield to my colleague [Mr. ANDERSON] to 
answer that question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I will state that Judge Treat, the 
late district judge, had not held court there for a number of years, but 
Judge Allen, the present judge, has informed me that he intends to 
hold court there. Quincy is the largest city, by far, in the district, 
and Judge Allen, in a letter which I have, states there is more busi- 
ness in that part of the district than in any other; and he asks that 
this bill be passed. 

Mr. ROWELL. Ido not wish to oppose this measure, which is a 
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local matter, but I do not like these peripatetic courts. In one of the 

branches of this southern district of Illinois, I understand, there has 

ponn no term of court held for ten years. But I willnot object to the 
ill. s 

Mr. ADAMS. The statement of the gentleman might be a reason 
for abolishing the term of court at Cairo, but it can be no reason against 
holding court at Quincy. ¢ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to know whether there 
has been provided at Quincy any place in which to hold the United 
States courts, or whether this bill is preliminary to an appropriation 
of two or three hundred thousand dollars for the purpose of erecting a 
building for the accommodation of the courts and court officials. 

Mr. ADAMS. My colleague[Mr. ANDERSON] willdnswer that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. -Mr. Speaker, there has just been 
built at Quincy, Ill., a new Government building in which a court 
room and offices for court officials have been providedand furnished; so 
that there will be no additional expense in that regard. As I have al- 
ready stated, this measure is approved and asked for by the district 
judge himself. 

Mr. HATCH. I only desire to say that this bill is eminently proper 
anid ought to pass without challenge from any gentleman on either side 
of the House. It looks to the accommodation of a large and populous 
business community. The city of Quincy is one of the important cities 
in that section of the country, especially in that part of Illinois. There 
is already a Government building there, and this term of court at that 
place ought to be authorized. 

Mr. ADAMS. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and being en- 

, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paese. ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the regular order. 


The SPEAKER pro tem . The regular order is the consideration 
of business on the House Calendar. The Clerk will read the first bus- 
iness on the Calendar. 


The following resolution, reported by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, was read: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, February 21,1883, after the hour forthe consideration 
of bills reported from committees, be fixed for the consideration of such bills as 
may be indicated by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the bills 
repo: by said committee, and that this order shall continue from day to day 
until the House shall otherwise order, not to interfere with revenue’or general 
appropriation bills or prior special orders, 

Mr. RANDALL. Isuggest that the House had betteradjourn, The 
resolution which has just been read might be construed as authorizing 
the consideration of measures for the erection of a thousand public build- 


ings. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to adjourn has just been 
voted down. 


Mr. RANDALL.. There has been intervening business. I move | ga 


that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the reading of the 
resolution is to be considered as intervening business. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. RANDALL that the 
House adjourn, there were—ayes 75, noes 88: 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the and nays, there were—ayes 26, noes 135; not 
one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Letus have tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 26 members voting therefor. 

So the yeas and nays were refused, and the motion to adjourn was 
not to. f 

Mr. B D. I move that when the House adjourns to-day, it ad- 
journ to meet on Saturday next. 

The question being taken on the motionof Mr. BLAND, there were— 
ayes 11, noes 138. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, tellers are 
ordered, and the Chair appoints the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] and the gentleman from Sonth Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE]. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the motion 
to adjourn). In the opinion of the Chair, the noes have it. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for a division. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were—ayes 
14, noes 118. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have the proposition read. I do 
not think it is understood. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
in the Order of Business. . 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will read the first resolution 


Resolved, That Tuesday, February 21, 1888, after the hour for consideration of 
bills reported from committees be fixed for the consideration of such bills as 
may be indicated by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the 
bills reported by said committee, and that this order shall continue from day to 
day until the House shall otherwise order, not to interfere with revenue or gen- 
eral appropriation bills or prior special orders, 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask for the reading of the report of the committee 
accompanying that resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. Iask for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not the gentleman from South Carolina un- 
derstand that resolution to mean that it shall continue from day to day? 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion to ad- 


journ. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- . 
man’s demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is the gentleman from South Carolina willing to 
limit it to one day? 

_ Mr. BLAND. Let us have the yeas and nays on the motion to ad- 
journ. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 111, 

So the yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to ask the gentleman from South Carolina, 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, whether 
he will accept an amendment to his resolution, not to exceed five legis- 
lative days ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Three is enough. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam willing to give him five. They have lengthy 
reports which will be more or less discussed, and I am willing to limit 
the time not to exceed five legislative days. Will the gentleman ac- 
cept that? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am willing to accept the limitation to five days. 

Mr. BLAND. I object; and demand a vote on my motion toadjourn 
over till Saturday, on which tellers have been appointed. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds realizes that sometimes filibustering 
methods are resorted to to prevent the passage of bills reported by the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thetellers will resume their places, and 
the vote will be taken on the motion that when the House adjourns to- 
day, it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 

A MEMBER. Who are the tellers? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. DEBLE] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 9, noes 154. 

So the motion to adjourn over till Saturday next was di to. 

Mr. BLAND. I move now that when the House adjourns to-day, it 

journ to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I make the point that dilatory motions, under the 
rule, are exhausted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman 

from South Carolina on the point of order. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I make the point of order that the House is now en- 
ged in determining a rule of its proceedings, and that the constitu- 
tional right of the House to determine the rules of its proceedings can 
not be destroyed by the repetition of dilatory motions. 

Mr. RANDALL. I beg tocall attention, also, to the rule which says 
that a motion to adjourn, or to fix the day to which the Honse shall ad- 
journ, is always in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state from what 
part of the Digest he quotes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. From page 337, under the title of ‘‘Dilatory mo- 
tions.” It covers a decision cited in the Journal of the first session of 
the Forty-seventh Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rure XVI. A métion to fix a day to which the House shall adjourn, a motion 
to ge roy and to take a recess shall always be in order; and the hour at which 
the House adjourns shall be entered upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order, 
and entertains the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, which is 
that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Evidently the House is not in the humor for the 
transaction of business this evening, and I therefore move that we now 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand a division on the last vote. 

[Cries of *‘ Too late !’?] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
in time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will not insist upon the demand. J 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, as I stated before, it is not the disposi- 


The Chair thinks the gentleman was 
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tion of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, who are sim- 
ply the servants of the House in facilitating the dispatch of its business, 
to occupy. more of the time of the House than the House itself desires 
it to occupy, or to take more of its time for the consideration of busi- 
ness from that committee than would fairly belong to it, considering 
the general dispatch of the public business. The only objection the 

* committee could possibly have to a limitation of the time to a definite 
number of days is this: that it has been the experience of the past, whens 
ever such a limit is fixed, that it affords an encouragement to dilatory 
motions, such as we have seen this evening. 

The only purpose of this resolution in its present shape is, that when 
the committee gets this time it may be of some avail to it for the trans- 
action of its business. A provision is made here, it will be seen, which 
has not been contained in similar propositions. Heretofore it was pro- 
vided that the committee should proceed with that order until the 
business it had presented to the House should be disposed of. But 
this resolution is changed so as to provide that such order shall con- 
tinue until the House itself shall otherwise order. 

Mr. LONG. Would not the motion to ‘“‘otherwise order” be made 
every five minutes? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I think not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Letme ask the gentleman from South Carolina a 
question. Under this resolution, if adopted, when would this order ex- 

ire? 3 

Mr. DIBBLE. It will expire when in the course of its business the 
Howse determines that it should expire. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is as clear as mud. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What other committee has that privilege, I would 
ask, or can have it? k 

A MEMBER. What other committee is packed with business as this 
is? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will state to the gentleman that other committees 
do have that privilege, and can come in at any time with their busi- 
ness. Thereare privileged committees which can come in and take pre- 
cedence under therulesof the House. This committee has nosuch privi- 
lege. It only comes before the House in the time assigned to it by the 
House; and no more reasonable proposition could be presented to the 
House than to fix aday, as here proposed, when that businéss shall com- 
mence, to continue until otherwise ordered by the House. ` 

The privilege is reserved to the House to discontinue that order at 
any time; and when that order is pending and being proceeded with 
a majority of this House, in its discretion, can terminate it when it sees 
fit. If it is to be limited, as contended on the other side; if a small 
minority of the House is to limit this committee to a fixed period ot 
one day, why the same minority which is now interrupting the consid- 
eration of this resolution could defeat the passage of a single bill by 
similar proceedi 

Mr. LONG. If it be in the power of a small minority to interpose 
to stop the order proposed in your resolution, why do you not amend 
the resolution so as to fix some definite time when it may terminate? 

Mr. DIBBLE. In answer to the gentleman I will state that it has 
been already suggested by the gentleman from Missouri to do so. Iam 
willing to accept, on behalf of the committee, a motion that this shall 
be amended so as to provide that the order will not exceed five days. 

Mr. HATCH. Five legislative days? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes; five legislative days. Iwould accept an amend- 
ment of that sort. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That would be a bill for every ten minutes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Six an hour. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly, under the resolutions as offered, it would 
give this committee—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BLAND. Consent has been given to discuss this matter, and I 
ask a moment to reply to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The discussion could only proceed by 
consent. The Chair will submit the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina as the Chair understands it. The gentleman asks con- 
sent to modify the resolution so that it shall provide for five legislative 
days. Is that the proposition? 

Mr. RANDALL. When is the time to begin on each day? 

Mr. HATCH. The resolution fixes that. 

Mr. DIBBLE. After the second morning hour. 

Mr. LANHAM. I would like to have Fridays excepted from the 
operation, that being private bill day. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. A legislative day could by recesses be made to 
extend over an indefinite period. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from South Carolina consent 
that an hour be fixed, say 5 o’clock, each day for adjournment ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. The only trouble there is—— 

Mr. RANDALL, Task that question in good faith, and not for any 
purpose of delaying action. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The only trouble about that is that if gentlemen 
propose to filibuster against a bill I would not like to be committed that 
they should have 5 o’clock as a convenient point at which they could 
stop every day and exhaust my five days on the one bill, 


A motion is pending to adjourn, and 


Mr. RANDALL. I donotthinkif the committee is reasonable there 
would be any such procedure as the gentleman apprehends. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I think it is a rather violent presumption to suppose 
that the committee would ask or the House would second the commit- 
tee in anything that is unreasonable. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion to ad- 


journ. a 


Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state if. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to know the position of the question; whether 
a demand was not made for a division on the motion to adjourn, and 
whether that was not withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was; but the Chair had not-an- 
nounced the result. On the motion to adjourn the noes have it, and 
the House refuses to adjourn. 

Mr, BLAND. I rise to a question of order. What is the qtestion 
now pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion now pending is that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BLAND. Thatis the motion I made. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. During the pendency of that motion a 
motion was made to adjourn. That has just been voted on and the 
result declared. Now the question is on the motion that when the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HOGG. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, HOGG. I submit that a motion to adjourn till Monday is a 
motion to adjourn for more than three days, and is therefore not in 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Dominicus non est juridicus, : 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn over until Mon- 
day next, there were—ayes 106, noes 83. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn 
over. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 39, ` 
noes 112. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 

eas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the motion to adjourn over. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] had made 
a motion to adjourn before the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. This is a motion of higher privilege 
than the motion to adjourn. 7 
Mr. LONG. But the yeas and nays had not been ordered when the 
motion to adjourn was first made, and the motion to adjourn is always 

in order. I ask the Chair to look at the authority on the subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the rule read. 

The Clerk read clause 4 of Rule XVI, as follows: 


When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to fix the 
day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lay on the 
table, for the previous question (which motion shall be decided without debate), 
to prmpane to a day certain, to refer or amend, or to postpone indefinitely, 
which several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is certainly right. 

Mr. HATCH. Pending the call of the yeasand nays on the motion 
that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next, I 
moved that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. THe other motion has precedence. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to reconsider the yote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. The gentleman from Missouri can not 
make that motion, because he did not vote in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The record does not show that. 

The question being taken on Mr, BLAND’s motion, the Speaker pro > 
tempore stated that the ayes seemed to haye it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for a division. 

The. House divided: and there were—ayes 96, noes 60. 

Mr. RANDALL. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would not decide that mo- 
tion to be in order. X 

Mr. RANDALL. When the House finds itself without a quoram 
there is no motion in order except a motion to adjourn or a motion for 
a call of the House. ; 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. The Chaircan determine from the vote— 
ayes 96, noes GO0—that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint 
tellers. 

Mr. HATCH. I now move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I repeat what I said a moment ago, that whenever 
the House finds itself without a quorum there are but two motions in 
order, to adjourn or for a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would hold that as less than 


- 


Sunday is not a legislative day. Dies 
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a quorum has appeared on the ay-and-no vote, two motions only are 
in order, a motion to adjourn ora motion for acall of the House. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] now makes the motion to ad- 
journ. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. [I call for a division. 

Mr. NELSON. I rise for a parliamentary question. What is the 
effect of this motion if carried? Willit be to adjourn until to-morrow 
or until Monday ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Until to-morrow. 

Mr. NELSON. I understood the Chair to decide that the motion to 
adjourn over was carried. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays had been ordered 
on that motion, and the gentleman from Missouri moved to reconsider 
the vote ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first announce the re- 
sult of the vote on the motion to adjourn. The ayes are 143 and the 
noes 96. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to aparliamentary inquiry, which I should like 
to have answered before the vote istaken. If weadjourn now, will the 
House meet to-morrow at 12 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. : 

Mr. DIBBLE. ‘The inquiry which I desired to address to the Chair 
was this: Was not a motion to reconsider pending when the want of a 
quorum was discovered? That was a motion to reconsider a motion, 
which was carried, that when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BLAND. Uponwhich motion the yeasand nays were demanded. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
will observe that the vote upon the motion to adjourn over was not 
completed; by reason of the motion to reconsider, it remained uncom- 

leted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the question. 
There was a demand for the yeas and nays. On the motion to recon- 
sider there was no quorum, ‘There were only two motions in order. 
The Chair put one, and the House is now voting upon one. Thegen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] now demands the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 31 mem- 
bers voted in the affirmative, not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Several MEMBERS. Count the other side. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 112. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question of taking the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn, the ayes are 31 and the noes 112. More 
than one-fifth have voted, and the question is on the motion to adjourn, 
upon which the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 81, nays 140, not vot- 
ing 102; as follows: 
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YEAS—81, 

Abbott, Cowles, Latham, 
Allen, J.M. Cummings, Lee, Romeis, 
Anderson, G. A. Dalzell, Maish, Seney, 

ne, Davidson, A.C, Mansur, Shaw, 
Belmont, ery, Martin, Simmons, 
Bland, Enloe, MoMillin, Springer, 
_ Forney, Merriman, Stockdale, 
B inridge, ©. R. French, Mills, Stone of Ky. 
Breckinridge, WOP Fuller, Montgomery, Stone of Mo. 
Brown, 0. E. ay, oore, ‘Thomas, O. B. 
Bryce, ibson, Morgan, Townshend, 
Buckalew, lass, O’Ferrail, Turner, HG. 
Bynum, Glover, O’Neall, J. H. Walker, 
Campbell, Felix, Granger, O'Neill, Charles Weaver, 
Campbell, J. E. 1, O'Neill, J.J. Wheeler, 
Campbell, T. J. Hatch, Patton, White, J. B. 
Caruth, augen, a Whitthorne, 
Caswell, Phelan Yoder. 
Clements, Hooker, Randall, 

Jobb, err, ner, 
Compton, Landes, Richardson, 
NAYS—1M40. 

Adams, Burnes, Fisher, Hunter, 
Allen, C. H. Fitch, Jackson, 
Allen, E. P. Cheadle, Flood, Johnston, J.T. 
Anderson, A. R. Chipman, Ford, Kean, 
Anderson, C. L. Clark, Gaines, Kennedy 
Anderson, J. A Cogswell, Gallinger, Ketcham, 
Arnold, Conger, Gear, La Follette, 
Atkinson, Cothran, Gest, Laird, 
Baker, C. 8. Crisp, Greenman, Lanham, 

er, Jehu Crouse, Grimes, Lawler, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Grosvenor, Lehl A 
Barn Darlington, Grout, Lind, 
Belden, Davis, Guenther, Lyman, 
Boothman, Dibble, eard, Lynch, 
Bound. gley, Hemphill, n, 
Boutelle, Dorsey, Henderson, J, S. 00, 
Bowden, nham, i d, McClammy, 

wen, n, Hires, enna, 

Brown, J. R. Elliott, Hogg, McKinney, 
Brumm, Ermentrout, Holman, 
Buchanan, Holmes, McShane, 
Bunnell, Finley, Hopkins, A. J. Milliken, 


~. JANUARY 26, 


Moffi Pidcock, Sowden, Turner, E. J. 
Morrill, Post, Spooner, Vandever, 

eal, Reed, Stahlnecker, ade, 
Nelson, Robertson, Steele, Washington, 
Newton, Rockwell, Stephenson, White, S. V. 
Nutting, Rowell, Stewart, Charles Whiting, William 

‘Donnell, Rowland. Stewart, J. D. Wickham 
Osborn: Rassell, G, A. Stewart, J. W. Wilkinson, 
Outh: Sayers, Struble, Williams, 
Penington, ull, Taulbee, Wilson, Thomas 
Pér Sherman, Taylor, J. D. Wise 
Perry, Smith, Thomas, G. Yardley, 
Peters, Snyder, liman, Yost. 

NOT VOTING—102, 

Bacon, Davidson, R.H.M. Laffoon, Rice, 
Barry, De Lano, Lagan, Russell, J. E. 
Biggs, Dougherty, Laidlaw, Rusk, 
Bingham, Felton, Lane, Ryan, 
Rianchard, Foran, Lodge, Sawyer, 
Blount, Funston, Long, Scot 

rewer, off, Macdonald, Shively, 
Brower, Hare, Maffett, Spinola, 
Browne. T.H.B. Harmer, Mahoney, Symes, 
Browne, T, M. Hayden, Matson, ‘Tarsney. 
Burnett, yes, McComas, Taylor, È. B. 
Burrows, Henderson, D.B. McCormick, Thomas, J, R. 
Butler, Henderson, T. J. reary, Thompson, A.C, 
Butterworth, Hermann, McCullogh, ‘Thompson, T. L, 
Candler, Hitt, McKinley, Tracey, 
Cannon, Hopkins, 8. I. Morrow, Vance, 
Carlton, Hopkins, S.T. Morse, Warner, 
Clardy, Houk, Nichols, Weber, 
Cockran, Hovey, Norwood, West, 
Collins, Howard, Oates, Whiting, J. R. 
Cooper, Hadd, Owen ilber, 
Cox, Hutton, Parker, Wilkins, 
Crain, Johpston, T. D. Payson, Wilson, W. L, 
Cutcheon, Jones, Phelps, Woodburn. 

Ñ Kelley, Plumb, 

Davenport, Kilgore, Pugsley, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


On motion of Mr. STEELE, the reading of the names of members vot- 
ing was dispensed pith. 

The following additional announcement was made of pairs on all po- 
litical matters for the rest of the day: 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. MCCOMAS. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. McCuLLoGH. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ° 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. LAGAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BUTLER] is 
detained at his room by sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above retorded. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the House now adjourn until to-morrow 
at 12 o’clock. ° 

The SPEAKER protempore. That motion is notin order at this time. 
The Chair will state the question. A motion was made that when the 
House adjourn to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday. On that the 
yeas and nays wereordered. A motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered on that motion is now pending. On 
that motion tellers were ordered. No quorum appeared, and then a 
motion to adjourn was made. Now, the proposition is to reconsider 
the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered on the motion toad- 
journ until Monday next. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘Tellers were ordered upon that motion. 
upon tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tellers were ordered, and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. DIBBLE] will resume their places as tellers. 

The question was taken on the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered on the motion to adjourn until Mon- 
day; and the tellers reported—ayes 76, noes 11. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum . Speaker, 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DUNHAM. The motion 
was to; and the House accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) adjourned. 


I insist 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CLEMENTS; A bill (H. R. 5998) for the relief of Josiah 
Hatchet—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 5999) for the relief of the 
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widow of Augnstin De Caindry, deceased, and the children of Julia 
Wamaling, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 6000) for the relief of Henry Mey- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 6001) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Fraily—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 6002) for the relief of Lewis 
Deems—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6003) granting a pension to Mrs. A. E. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOLMES: A bill (H. R. 6004) granting a pension to John 
Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 6005) granting a pension to Frank 
Lawhead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6007) for the relief of 
W. L. Hobby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 6008) for the relief of Mrs. E. 
W. F. Chevis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6009) granting a pension to Mary Ann Trainor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 6010) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Moses Rowe—to the Committee on sie Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R, 6011) for the relief of John Kelly— 


By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swine- 
ford—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 6013) for the relief of Anthony 
Conolly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 6014) granting a pension to David 
Schaffter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi# (H. R. 6015) granting a pension to Clara J. Fulkerson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 6016) granting a pension to Eliza 
Holmes, widow of John Holmes, deceased—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 6017) to relieve Luther Green 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENMAN: A bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of George 
Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 6019) granting a pension to Edwin 
Sidney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6020) granting a pension to Aaron B. Hogan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 6021) granting a pension to 
Nathaniel Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to 
Smith Bodkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6023) for the relief of William G. 
Halpin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6024) granting a pension to Agostino Montegrifo— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6025) granting a pension 
to George H. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6026) granting extra pay proper to James M. Her- 
rington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6027) authorizing the Secretary of War to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Private Dennis Forbes and 
to pay him the money of which he was deprived by reason of such 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: A bill (H. R. 6028) for the relief of Bernard 
TARE from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 


‘airs. h 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of John Dardis, to remove the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: A bill (H. R. 6030) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Laura Hooper Denby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 6031} for the relief of Henry Mulvin— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 6032) to empower Robert Adger and 
others to bring suit in the Court of Claims for rent alleged to be due 
them—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 6033) for the relief of C. Y. Giles, 
administrator, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of Littleton O. Gooch—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 6035) for the relief of the La Grange 
> fae College of La Grange, Tenn,—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. BOWEN: A bill (H. R. 6036) to pay Waddy T. James and 
others for horses killed in the service of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. t 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 6037) to regulate the compensa- 
tion of watchmen in the Executive Departments of the Government—to 
` the Committee on Labor. 


- to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 6038) granting a pension to Samuel , 
Mishler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6039) to appropriate to the widow 
of the late Hon. William T. Price a certain sum of money—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 6040) for the relief of Frank 
Schick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: A bill (H. R. 6041) for the relief of William 
L. Wommack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: A bill (H. R. 6042) granting a pension to John 
M. Hutchins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCADOO: A bill (H. R. 6043) for the relief of Martin Mc- 
Namara, alias Martin Mack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pension 
to Martha McCormick, mother of William McCormick—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Changes in the reference of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely: 

The bill (H. R. 627) granting a pension to Francis Mattingly—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Noah Johnson—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the bill (H. R. 4384) to restore pensions in certain cases—to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

Br Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of J. T. Barnett, administrator ot 
J. W. Barnett, deceased, of Tishomingo County, Mississippi, for refer- 
ence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of W. D. Waugh and 41 others, 
citizens of Holmes and Attala Counties, Mississippi, to place salt on the 
free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Emil Hoeninghaur; and of William 
Blanchfield, for correction of military record—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of G. H. Chism, forre- 
lief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of the Deaf Soldiers’ Association, for an 
increase of pension to deaf soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BOWEN: Resolutions telegraphed as passed by the town of 
Pocahontas, Va., the citizens of East Tazewell County, Virginia, pro- 
testing against putting coal and iron on the free-list, and asking per- 
mission to be heard before the Committee on Ways and Means beforea 
bill is reported—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of S. B. Chapman and others, 
citizens of Gloucester County, Virginia, for the improvement of Ware 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for continuing the improvement of certain rivers and 
creeks in the First district of Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill authorizing a survey of certain rivers and creeks in the 
First district of Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Resolutions of the board of directors of the Board 
of Trade of Chicago, protesting against the action of the French and 
German Governments in prohibiting the importation of American salt 
pork on the pretext of its unwholesomeness—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Eliza Strong, heir of Seth A, and 
Charles M. Strong, deceased, of Warren County, Mississippi, and Bet- 


tie Shelby, widow of Thomas Shelby, deceased, of Washington County, 


Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of O. Cone and 12 others, professors in 
Buchtel College, at Akron, Ohio, for international copyright—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Petition for removal of the duty on im- 
ported books—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, fourteen petitions of citizens of the Sixth district of Pennsyl- 
vania, against the admission of Utah—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 3 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers in the case of A. T. Terrill, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial and certificates for a pension to 
John T. Donahower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Chicago Board of Trade, for retaliatory measures 
against French and German Governments for prohibiting importation 
of mess and salted pork—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Petitions of 110 citizens and business firms of 
Buffalo, N. Y., for the erection of a new post-office building in that city— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of Rev. S. Bartlett and 13 others, 
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citizens of Hanover, N. H., in favor of international copyright—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GEST: Petitionsof 159 citizens of the Eleventh. district of 
Illinois, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GLASS: Papers in the claim of Willis Bennett, of 8. W. 
Reiney and others, and of James L. Blackemore, of Gibson County, and 
of Mrs, Caroline E. White, of Shelby County, Tennessee—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr..GREENMAN: Petition of 10 citizens of Rensselaer County, 
New York, in favor of international copyright law—to the Committee 
on: Patents. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers in support of House bill for the relief of 
George W. Bolton, alias Charles W. Andrews—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of letter-carriers of Brattleborough, Vt., for increase of, 
compensation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of deaf soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
of Indianapolis, Ind., for increase of pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of Walter H. Brooks and 128 others, 
citizens of the District of Columbia, for prohibition in the District of 
Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, for 
retaliatory measures against France and Germany for the prohibition 
of the importation of American salted pork—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of George W. Cato, heir-at-law of Lewis 
Cato, deceased, of Jefferson County, Mississippi, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Miss Lizzie A. Gilkey and 44 others, 
citizens of the Twenty-fourth district. of Pennsylvania, against the ad- 
mission of Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. LEE: Petition for reliefof Downham & Strauss—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Remonstrance of citizens. of the Twenty- 
first district of Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah—to the 
Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. MILLS: Memorial of Friendship Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for relief—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers in the claim of Rebert Hoodenpyle; of S. E. 
Belcher; of James Fryor, and of Frederick Schneider, of Tennessee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 154 citizens of Barry, Branch, 
Calhoun, and Eaton Counties, Michigan, in favor of the act to prohibit 
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Rebecca L. Boggs, formerly of Pen- 
dleton County, West Virginia, now of Frederick County,.Virginia, for 
reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. i 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of Mrs, Laura Hooper Denby, 
for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Henry Gerst and the faculty of 
Otterbein University, at Westerville, Ohio, in favor of an international 
copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, memorial of post-office clerks of Columbus, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of 23 citizens of Massena, N. Y., in favor 
of prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PEEL: Papers in the claim of John L. Murphy, of Robert 
Booth, jr., of Jonatban Elms, of Joseph G. Sutton, and of Mrs. Amanda 
Packard, of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Amanda Packard, of Washington County, Arkansas, 
for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 


~ War Claims. 


By Mr. REED: Petition of Maria Smit and others, of Maine, for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the president and faculty of Bowdoin College, in 
favor of international copyright—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of John T. Crockett, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Missouri Hendricks, for the payment 
of her war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Lake County (Ohio) Veterans, for a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition for removal of charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Abel E. H. Merrell, Company F, Eleventh New 
York Cavalry, and of Aug. A. Langenbahn, Company I, Seventy-ninth 
New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, STEELE: Petition of 134 citizens of the Eleventh district of 
Indiana, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of sundry citizens of Brazos 


County, Texas, in favor of international copyright—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Lemuel M. Murphy, Thomas 
Mitchell, and A. P. Wells, of Clayton County; of F.. M. Winn and 
Henry Cooper, of Douglas County; of L. J. Riser and John W. Smith, 
of Campbell County, and also James J. Cowan; of DeKalb County, 
Georgia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Smithland, 
Ky., and vicinity, for an appropriation to remove obstructions from the 
mouth of said river—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of Thomas P; Bell, for reimbursement of certain moneys 
paid out by him—to.the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of John Lawler, of Madison County, 
Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Clainis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of the elders.of the Cumberland 
Presbyterians, of Pulaski, Tenn., for property taken. and used. by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on. War Claims, 

Also, petition of James. F. Davidson, of Maury County, Tennessee, 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 112 citizens of the Seventh district 
of Pennsylvania. fora law prohibiting the manufacture, sale, and im- 
portation of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Of citizens of Moreland, and Free- 
man, and Hanks, and Obin, and Enders, and Shiloh, and Rushing, and 
Laurel, and Cherry Grove, and Santos, and Bee Branch, and’St. James, 
and also Stevens Creek, in the State of Arkansas. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: OfT: J. Reynolds and others, citizens of Viola, 
Pittsylvania County, and John Philips and others, of Burcham, Carroll 
County, Virginia. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of citizens of Valle Cruces, Watauga County; 
and Boomer, county of Wilkes; and Austin, county of Wilkes; and 
Buscham, county of Wilkes; and Little River, Alexander County, 
and also of Watauga County, State of North Carolina. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of A. G. Hill and 13 others, of Grovewood, Car- 
roll County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of Peter Yost and 45 others, of Centre View, 
and of J. M. Curdy and 44 others, of Laing’s, Monroe County, Ohio. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Ofcitizens of Black Fork, Scott County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of John Sayre and 28 others, of Ala- 
bama. 3 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Of W. B; Hendricks and others, of Creamery, 
Montgomery County, Pennsylvania. Š 

By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of New Hope, Augusta County, and of 
Wildway, Appomattox County, Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 27, 1888. 


The House met af 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILLBURN, D: D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PROTECTION OF FORESTS, 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 6045) for the protection and administration of the forests on the 
public domain; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting deficiency estimates from the 
Secretary of War for appropriations for contingent expenses of War De- 
partment and salaries in Surgeon-General’s Office; also amended esti- 
mates for salaries of firemen in Surgeon-General’s Office; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. QUINN VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings of fact in the case of William H. Qħinn against the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

- MARY J. DOOLEY VS, THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings of fact in the ease of Mary J. Dooley against the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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A. H. TAYLOR, ADMINISTRATOR, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House-a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings of fact in the case of A. H. Taylor, administrator, ete., against 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


TARIFF ON FRUITS, NUTS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication relative 
to the revision of the tariff on fruits, nuts, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS. REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House Senate bills 
of the following titles; which were read twice, and severally referred 
as indicated: 

A bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as a port 
of entry—to.the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 25) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the stat- 
utes in relation to.immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

A bill (S. 26) to create a port of delivery at Port Angeles, in the 
district of Paget Sound, Washington Territory—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 190) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. f 

A bill (S. 257) granting a pension to Mary 8. Logan—to. the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 574) to increase the pension of Mrs: Apolline A. Blair—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 418) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of the net 
proceeds of the cash sales of publie lands in said State—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 509) authorizing an increase in pensions in ease of deaf- 
ness—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 473) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to cause 
to be examined certain vouchers filed or to be filed by the State of 
Missouri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due from the 
Government of the United States on account of the payments made by 
said’ State since April 22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her 
militia forees for military services rendered to the United Statesin the 


suppression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls here- |. 


tofore filed with, examined, and accepted by the Government of the 
United States, and report to Congress—to the Committee on War Claims. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ELLIOTT, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. KELLEY, for one week from to-morrow, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. Rusk, for to-day and to-morrow, on account of important 
business. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. BURNES. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back, with the amendments of the Senate, the bill (H. 
R. 4271) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for prior years and 
for other purposes. The Committee on Appropriations have instructed 
me to move concurrence in these amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isitthe wish of the gentleman tohave.these amend- 
ments considered in the House? 


Mr. BURNES. Lask unanimous consent that they be considered in 
the House. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Asin Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Burnes] asks unanimous consent that the amendments of the Senate 
be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

First amendment: Under the heading ‘‘Engraving and printing”? 
strike ont these words: 

And the number of plate printers and. plate printers’ assistants may, by direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, be increased to two hundredand two hun- 
dred and thirty, respectively. 

And in liew thereof insert these words: 


And the number of printers’ assistants at $1.50 a day may, by direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, be increased to thirty-eight, and the number of print- 
ers’ assistants at $1.25 a.day reduced to one hundred and seventy-six. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Second amendment: Under the heading ‘‘ Repayment to importers 
excess of deposits’? add these words: ‘‘ But this amendment shall not 
affect existing suits or demands.’’ 

The amendment was concurred in, | 

Third amendment: Under the heading ‘‘ Miscellaneous expenses” 
strike out the words ‘‘one hundred and seventy-two dollarsand seventy 
cents’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘tone thousand seven hun- 
dred and twenty-seven dollars.” - ; | 

The amendment was concurred in. i 


Fourth, fifth and sixth amendments: Under the heading ‘Ship, 

steain-boat, and way letters’’ insert the following: 
For manufacture of adhesive postage and ial-deliv 45. 

pale on Sar ata of stamped envelopes, rt Taa SE Seeger S 

ii — ufacture of registered-package, tag, official, and dead-letter envelopes, 

The amendments were severally concurred in. 

Seventh amendment: Under the heading ‘‘Senate”’ strike out the 
following: 

For compensation of officers, clerks, messengers, ete., in the employ of the 
Senate for the fiscal year ending June 30, IS87, $14,229. 08. 

The amendment was.concurred in. 

Eighth amendment: Under the heading ‘‘Senate: For fuel, oil, etc.’” 
strike out the words ‘‘ two thousand dollars,’’ in the third. ph, 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ two thousand eight bundred and 
ninety-four doHars and twenty-seven cents.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Ninth amendment: Underthe heading “Senate: For furniture, ete.” 
strike out the words ‘‘ three thousand dollars ’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘‘three thousand two hundred and forty-nine dollars and 
twenty-nine- cents,” 

The amendment Was.concurred in. 

Tenth amendment: Under the heading ‘‘Senate ’’ insert as follows: 

For packing-boxes, $41.83. 

The amendment was concurred in, 

Eleventh amendment: Under the heading ‘‘Senate: For folding 
speeches and pamphlets” strike out the words ‘‘ four thousand five hun- 
dred dollars” andinsert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘six thousand seven 
hundred and seventy-eight dollars and thirty-three cents.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Twelfth amendment: Under the heading ‘‘Senate: For miscella- 
neous items, exclusive of labor’’ strike out the words “five thousand 
dollars”? and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘three theusand nine 
hundred and sixty-two dollars and seventy cents.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Thirteenth amendment: Under the heading “Senate: For clerk of 
Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry”? insert the name ‘‘(C. 
S. Wilbur).’’ 

The amendment was: concurred in. 

Fourteenth amendment: Under the heading ‘“*Government Print- 
ing Office” add at the end of the first paragraph the words: 

Provided, That in estimating the said 25 per cent.; credit shall be 
Government for whatever has already been paid, or is now being 
employés above the rates for day work. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Fifteenth amendment: Under the heading ‘‘Fox and Wisconsin 
River improvements” strike out the name ‘‘ Sweeting’’ and insert in 
lien thereof the name “*Swetting.’’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Sixteenth amendment: Under the heading ‘‘Fox and Wisconsin 
River improvements” strike out the initial “*G.’’ in the name ‘‘ John 
G: Tufts’? and insert in lieu thereof the initial “Q” 

The amendment was concurred in. i 

Seventeenth amendment: Under the heading ‘‘ Fox and Wisconsin 
River improvements” strike out the name ‘Tamer’? and insert-in 
lien thereof the name ‘*Tanner.’’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Eighteenth amendment: In section 3, in the paragraph “For defi- 
ciency in postal revenues, etc.,’? strike out the word ‘‘claim’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘elaims.’’ 

The amendment was.concurred in. 

Nineteenth amendment: In section 3, same paragraph, insert the 
words ‘‘and nine thousand fourhundred and ninety-five.” 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 

Twentieth amendment: In section 3,same paragraph, strike outthe 
words ‘‘nine hundred and forty-eight dollars and four” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “eight hundred and fifty-four dollars and 
seventy-nine,”’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on. the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROHIBITION OF AMERICAN PORK IN FRANCE AND GERMANY, 


Mr. DUNHAM. Iask, by unanimous consent, to present a resolution 
of the Board of Trade of the city of Chicago, and to ask that the letter 
of Mr, Stone, its secretary, and the accompanying letter of the United 
States consul at Havre, France, be printed in the: RECORD: 

Mr. LANHAM. LI will not insist on the demand for the ar 
order of business, if it is understood the gentleman does not ask for the 
reading of these papers. : 

Mr. DUNHAM. Of course I would like to have them read, but 
under the cireumstances will now merely ask that they be printed in 
the RECORD, so that they may be read by members. 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not object to that. 


ven the 
id, to said 
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There was no objection, and the papers were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD. 
They are as follows: 
CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Havre, France, December 28, 1857. 
To the President of the Chicago Board of Trade, Chicago, IU. : 
DEAR SIR: It being most likely that Congress during its present sitting will 


take up the revision of the revenue tariff, it may not be amiss to call the atten- 
tion of your honorable body to the prohibition of the importation of American 
salted pork, etc., still existing in France. 

In the course of the many changes which have taken place in French minis- 
tries since 1881, we find that quite lately Mr. Tirard, the originator of the pro- 
hibitory edict, has turned up as prime minister, and as it was he who, under the 
vain plea of its unwholesomeness, by a stroke of his pen struck at a most im- 
portant article of American export, it is but proper that heshould be called upon 
to repeal this most odious edict of unjust and unfriendly discrimination. 

Among the most zealous advocates of repeal have been the po ulation of the 
city of Havre. The Journa! du Havre of the lith instant published an article 
on this subject, of which I beg to inclose a translation, A concise sketch of 
another paper is addressed to you under a se te cover. 

I am of opinion that a majority of the laboring classes, who have been de- 
pores of a wholesome and cheap article of nourishment, would hail with de- 

ht a thorough discussion of this matter in Congress, threatening, if advisable, 
with retaliation, if the prohibition is not repealed, 

If there is one article which may be mentioned as unwholesome amongst 
French exports to America, it is wine, the greater part of which is doctored and 
adulterated. France, from having been an arvorig couatry of wine, has 

ti 


turned to be an importing onnan Enormous quantities of low-priced Span- 
ish and Italian wines are being im 


ported, manipulated, doctored, decorated 
Rah rote ge er naing labels, and drank in the United States and elsewhere as 
se! 


ntages. 
Nothing but retaliation will bring French legislators, now strongly imbued 
with protectionism, to their senses; the plea that American hog produce is un- 
wholesome has been abandoned long ago. 
I have the honor to be, sir, yours, most Sospesi 
F. F. DUFAIS, United States Consul, 


BOARD OF TRADE OF THE Crry OF CHICAGO. 
Chicago, January 10, isss, 


Upon the receipt of a communication from F, F, Dufais, United States consul, 
resident at Havre, a copy of which ,is herewith submitted, the board of direct- 
= of the Board of Trade òf the city of Chicago adopted the following resolu- 
tions: 

“Resolved, That the prohibition of the importation of American salted gok 
by the French and German Governments, upon the pretext of its unhealthful- 
ness, is an act of great injustice to the Government and people of the United 
States as well as to the inhabitants of France and Germany, who are to a great 
extent deprived of a wholesome article of food at moderate cost. 

bs! ved, That the United'States Government should no longer tolerate such 


Resol: 
an insulting discrimination against American commerce without an indignant 


protest and the enactment of vigorous retaliatory measures. 

“Resolved, That there ought to be such legislation ng our commercial 
relations with those countries as will comport with the dignity of the nation 
and unqualifiedly denounce the unfounded charges against one of the great 
and beneficent industries of our country. 

“Resolved, That a copy of the fo ing resolutions be forwarded to Repre- 
sentatives and Senators of the United States Con Rae 
GEO. F. STONE, Secretary. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I demand the regular order of business. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The regular order of business is the 
call of committees for reports of private bills. 


JAMES ALBERT BONSACK. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with an 
amendment a bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of James Albert Bonsack; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PETER A. ALLENDORF. 


Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. 6046) for the relief of Peter A. Allendorf; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH SMITHLAND, KY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably a bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees 
of the First Baptist Church at Smithland, Ky.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

GROVENOR A. CURTICE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. 439) for the relief of Grovenor 
A. Curtice; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

WAR CLAIMS, SCHUYLKILL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. 1796) to authorize the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the 
county of Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money ad- 
vanced by it under allotments made by soldiers from said county dur- 
ing the late rebellion, by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in 
enforcing the laws and protecting public property,” approved July 22, 
1861; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES TRABUE AND OTHERS, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. 5349) for thereliefof James Trabue, 
Thornton Thackery, Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CUMBERLAND PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, ATHENS, ALA. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committeeon War Claims, 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. 39) to refer the claim against the 
United States of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church 
at Athens, Limestone County, Alabama, to the Court of Claims; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR SUPPLIES TAKEN BY UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 6047) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported 
by the Courtof Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, 
known as the Bowman act; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. WILLIAMSON, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 6048) referring the claim of John E; Williamson, 
administrator of the estate of John B. Thompson, deceased,and others, 
of Paducah, Ky., to the Court of Claims; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF WILLIAM CLIFT, DECEASED. 

Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1083) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of William Clift, deceased; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 7 

LUTHER M. BLACKMAN. 

Mr. CROUSE also, from the Committee on WarClaims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1082) for the relief of Luther M. Blackman; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with therccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. MITCHELL. 

Mr. BOWDEN, from the Commitiee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of James B. Mitchell; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH DIEHL. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of Joseph Diehl; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. PERINE. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3196) for the relief of Sarah E. 
Perine, widow and administratrix of William Perine, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD ATKINSON. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3878) for the relief of Richard Atkinson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F, BROTT. 

Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committeeon War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3118) for the relief of George I’. Brott; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA B. MOORE. 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3902) for the reliefof Sophia B. Moore; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA KEARNEY. 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5315) for the relief of Louisa Kearney; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LUCIEN GOYAUX. 

Mr. WILKINSON also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3716) forthe relief of the heirs of thelate 
Lucien Goyaux, of Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee of 
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the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
SARAH H. WooD. 

Mr. WILKINSON also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3744) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. 
Wood; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

UNION NATIONAL BANK, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. WILKINSON also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
a bill (H. B. 6049) for the relief of the Union National Bank of Louis- 
jana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BARNES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 436) for the relief of James 
Barnes, Joab Williams, and William Titus; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the foHowing titles; which were severally or- 
sa to lie upon the table, and the accompanying reports to be printed, 
namely: 

A bill (H. R. 134) to increase the pension of David M. Rennoe; and 

A bill (H. R. 129) granting a pension to Jesse H. Gaines. 

CREDITORS OF THE POTTAWATTAMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4487) to enable the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay certain creditors of the Pottawattamie Indians out of the fands 
of said Indians; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS TIE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 274) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point in the county of St. Charles, in 
the State of Missouri, below the city of St. Charles; and 

The bill (H. R. 2606) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River, at or near the city of Jefferson, Mo.; which, with 
the accompanying reports, were severally ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM. I call for the regular order. I suppose the first 
thing in order would be to vote on the bill H. R. 7211, which comes over 
from a former private-bill day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first thing in order at this time 
would be the motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House to consider business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LANHAM. But this bill was reported from the Committee of 
the Whole two weeks ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be considered after the Commit- 
tee of the Whole rises. 

Mr. LANHAM. It comes over as unfinished business. I demand 
the previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Those bills are taken up after the Committee of 
the Whole rises. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemém from Illinois is correct. 
Those bills will be in order after the committee rises. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think I am entitled at this time to ask the pre- 
vious question upon that bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the bill can not 
come up until after the Committee of the Whole rises. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair apprehends the point made 
by the gentleman from Illinois. The gentleman has the right to raise 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not raise the question of consideration; but 
the rules of the House provide that the order of business at this time 
shall be going into Committee of the Whole House to consider the 
Private Calendar. At this time unfinished business is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No motion has been made that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House to consider 
the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SPRINGER. But thatis the business in order. The House 
must either go into the Committee of the Whole now or refuse to do so. 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not know that there is any such rule as that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has been the universal custom of the House for 
unfinished business to come up after the Committee of the Whole rises. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no doubt as to what is the 
custom of the House. The gentleman from Texas can call up this bill 
after the committee rises. 

Mr. LANHAM. DoI understand the Chair to hold that this motion 
is not in order? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the gentleman’s 
motion. 
OWNERS OF STEAMER I. N. BUNTON. 


The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7211) referring the claim of the owners of the steamer I. N. Bun- 
ton to the Court of Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN- 
HAM] demands the previous question on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it in order, pending the 
motion the gentleman from Texas has made, to move to refer the bill to 
the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order at this 
time. It will be subsequently. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thefirst question ison the amendment 
reported by the Committee of the Whole; which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 

In the eighth line strike out the words “as a court of admiralty jurisdiction.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it in order now to refer 
the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would not be in order on the 
question that the bill be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will it be in order on the 
question for the passage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the passage of the bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third - 
time; and it was accordingly engrossed and read the third time. 

Mr. LANHAM. I demand the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Pending that motion I move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I call for 
the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the legal owner or owners of the steamer 
I. N. Bunton, her cargo, freight, tow, and personal effects, alleged to have been 
sunk by collision with the pier of the Davis Island Dam, in the Ohio River, on 
or about the 2d day of January, 1834, be referred to the Court of Claims, to hear 
and determine the same to jooge with the rightof appeal as in other cases: 
Provided, That no suit shall be brought under the provisions of this act after six 
months from the date of the passage thereof. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On the motion to refer I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. Would it be in order to inquire whether the dam- 
age to this steamer occurred when the Government was in possession 
of the works or not? 

Mr. LANHAM. Itwasthe Government's agents who were construct- 
ing the works. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not contractors ? 

Mr. LANHAM. No, sir; not contractors, as I understand. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The damage was done ata 
time when there is no proof that any Government agents were there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the yeas 
and nays on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 47, noes 15. 

‘Lhe question was taken; and there were—yeas 101, nays 130, not 
voting 92; as follows: 


YEAS—101. 

Abbott, Dockery, Lane, Rice, 
Allen, J. M. Enloe, Latham, Riehardson, 
Anderson, G. A, Fisher, Macdonald, Robertson, 
Anderson, J. A. Forney, < Martin, Rogers, 
Bacon, . French, Matson, Rowland 
Bankhead, Fuller, McClammy, Russell, J. E, 
Barnes, Gest, McCreary, Sayers, 
Biggs, Gibson, McKinney, Shively, 
Bland, Glass, McMillin, Springer, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Glover, McRae, Stewart, 
Breckinridge, WCP Granger, McShane, Stockdale, 
Browne, T. H.B. Greenman, Mills, Taulbee, 

ryce, Grimes, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Hare, Morgan Townshend. 
Bynum, Henderson, J. S. Neal, Turner, H. G. 
Campbell, Felix Hogg, Newton Vance, 
Candler. Holman, Norwood, Walker, 
Clements, Hooker, Oates, Washington, 
Cobb, Hudd, O'Ferrall, Weaver, 
Cothran, Hutton, O'Neall, J. H. Wheeler, 
Cowles, Jones, Payson, Whitthorne, 
Culberson, Kerr, Peel, Wilson, Thomas 
Cummings, Kilgore, Penington, Wilson, W. L. 
Dargan. Laffoon, Perkins, 
Davidson, A. C. La Follette, Perry, 
Davidson, R.H. M. Landes, Phelan, 

NAYS—130. 

Allen, C. H. Bayne, Bowden, Bunnell, 
Allen, E. P. Belden, Bowen, Burrows, 
Anderson, A. R. Bingham, Brower, Butler, 
Anderson, C. L. Blanchard, Browne, T. M. Butterworth, 
Atkinson, Bliss, Brown, C. B. Caruth, 
Baker, O.S. Boothman, Brumm, Caswell, 
Baker, Jehu Boutelle, Buchanan, Catchings, 


gi r ee r e A S 
pman, . enna, mons, 
Cogsw: Hayden, McKinley, Smith, 
A Heard, Milliken, Snyder, 
Cooper, Hend: D.B. Morrill, 
Crouse, Henderson, T. J. Morrow, ‘s 
Dalzell, Hires, Nichols, Stone of Ky. 
ven Hopkins, A.J. Nutting, ble, 
vis, Hopkins, S. T. O'Don 5 Taylor, E. B. 
Dibble, Hovey, O'Neill, Charles lor, J. 
Dorsey, Howard, O'Neill, J. J. ‘Thomas, G. M. 
Dun. Hunter, Osborne, omas, O. 
Farquhar, Jackson, Outhwaite, E. J. 
Felton, Johnston, J. T. Owen, Wade, 
Findlay, Kelley, Patton, &rner, 
Flood, etcham, Peters, White, J. B. 
Ford, Lanham, Pid 4 ite, S. V. 
Funston, Iehlbach, Post, Whiting, William 
Gaines, Lind, Pugsley, i vs 
Gallinger, Lodge, Reed, Wilkinson, 
A Long, Romeis, Will 
S fr, TYNN Boe XAS 
rosvenor, 3 yan, À 
Guen: x S (ar Scott, 
1, Mason, 1, 
NOT VOTING—2, 
De Lano, Laidlaw, Seney, 
Arnold, Dingley, Laird, Shaw, 

A ugherty, Lawler, Sowden, 
Belmont, Dunn, Lee, Spinola, 
Blount, Elliott, Maffett, Steele, 

Bound, Ermentrout, Mahoney, Stewart, Charles 

Brewer, teh, Maish, Stew J. W. 

Brown, J. R. Foran, McAdoo, Stone of Mo, 

Burnes, Gay, McComas, Symes, 

Burnett, Grout, McCormick, ey, 

Campbell, J. B. Harmer, Merriman, Thomas, J. R. 
pbell, T. J. yes, Moffitt, Thompson, A. O. 

Cannon, Hemphill, Moore, Thompson, T, L. 

Carleton, Herbert, Morse, 3 

Clardy, ermann, Parker, Vandever, 

Clark, Hitt, Phelps, eber, 

Cockran, Holmes, Plumb, ani 

Collins, Hopkins, S.I. Randall, Whiting, J. R. 

Compton, Houk, Rayner, Wilber, 

Cox, Johnston, T. D. Rockwell, Wilkins, 

Crain, ean, Russell, C. A. ise. 

Crisp, Kennedy, A Woodburn, 

Darlington, = Sawyer, Yost, 


So the motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
day: 

Air. WILKINS with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. VANDEVER. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. ARNOLD. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. DARLINGTON. 

Mr. Wist with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. McComas. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. Seney with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

The following were announced as paired until further notice: 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr, DE LANO. 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. WILBER. 

The following were announced as paired until Monday, January 30: 

Mr, Rusk with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. ELLIOTT with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. HoPKINS, of Virginia, with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr. Cummarnas and Mr. Morrrrr were announced as paired until 

February 7. ; 7 
Mr. MCCORMICK and Mr. PENINGTON were announced as paired on 

all political questions until the 28th of January. 

M.. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I had voted no, but I find that I 
was paired, so I have withdrawn my vote. 

Thie result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LANHAM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew the demand for the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered, 47 members voting in the afirma- 
tive. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 94, not vot- 

ing 99; as follows: 


YEAS—130. 

Allen, C. H. Belden, Brown, 0. E. Butler, 
Allen, E. P. Bingham, Brown, J. R. erworth, 
Anderson, A, R, ‘chard, Brumm, Campbell, T. J. 
Atkinson, Boothman, Buchanan, po 
Baker, C.S. Boutelle, Buckalew, Caswe! 

er, Jehu Bowen, Bunnell, 
Bayne, Browne, T. M. Burrows, Chipman, 
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Hayden, McKinney, 
Conger, Henderson, D. B. Morrill, y 
Cooper, Henderson, T. J. Morrow, Simmons, 
Crouse, Herbert, eison, Snyder, 
eon, Nichols, ner, 
s Hires, Nutting, Steele, 
Davenport Holmes, Donneil, ph 
Dorsey, Hopkins, S. T, O'Neill, Charles Stewart, J. W. 
Farq vs Hovey, O'Neill, J. J. e, of Ky. 
Finley, Howard, Osborne, Tarsney, 
Flood, Hunter, Outhwaite, Taylor, E. B. 
Ford, Jackson, Owen, Taylor, J. D. 
Funston, Johnston, J.T. Patton, Thomas, G. M. 
Gaines, Kelley, Penington, Thomas, O, B, 
Gallinger, Kennedy, Peters, Turner, B.J. 
Gay, Ket x Piumb, ance; 
ear, Pugsley, Wade, 
Lind, Randall, Warner, 
Glover, Lodge, - White, S. V, 
Goff, Long, Rice, Whiting, William 
Granger, Lyman, Rockwell, Wickham, 
rosyenor, neh, meis, Wilkinson, 
Grout, ansur, Rowell, Yardley, 
Hall, Mason, Ryan, Yost. 
i MeCullogh, Scott, 
Haugen, McKenpa, Scull, 
NAYS—4. 
Abbott, Dunn, Lawler, Rowland 
Allen, J. M. Enloe, Maish, ussell, J. E. 
Anderson, C. L. her, Martin, 
Anderson, G, A. Foi 4 Matson, Shively, 
Anderson, J. A. Fuller, McClammy, Smith 
Bankhead, ibson, c 5 Springer, 
Barnes, lass, MeMillin, necker, 
Bland. Grimes, McShane, Stew: J. D. 
Breckinri 0. are, Montgomery, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, WOP Hemphill, Morgan, Stone, of Mo. 
ryce, enderson, J.S, Neal, Taulbee, * 
Bynum, Hogg, Newton, Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Holman, Norwood, Townshend, 
ings, ooker, Oates, er, 
Clements, udd, O’ Ferrall Walker, 
Cobb, Hutton, O’Neall, J. H. Washington, 
ran, Jones, Peel, Weaver, 
Cowles, Cerr, Perkins Wheeler, 
Culberson, Se S Perry, Whitthorne, 
Cummings, oon, Phelan, Wilson, Thomas 
n, La Follette, Pidcock, Wilson, W. L. 
Davidson, A, C. des, ichardson, Yoder. 
Davidson, R. H. M. Lane, Robertson, 
kery, m, , 
NOT VOTING—99. 
Adams, Crain, Johnston, T, D., Rayner, 
Arnold, Crisp, Kean, R ©. A, 
, Darlington, n, usk, 
fe Davis, dilaw, Sawyer, 
De Lano, Laird, Seney, 
Bi Dibble, Lee, Sow 
B Dingley, Leh! Spinola, 
Blount, Dougherty, Macdonald, Stewart, Charles 
z Dun $ Maffett, Struble, 
Bowden, Eliott, Mahoney, Symes, 
Brewer, Ermentrout, McAdoo, Thomas, J. R. 
wer, Felton, McComas, Thompson, A. O, 
Browne, T. H. B. itch, McCormick, Thompson, T. L, 
Foran, McKinley, + Tracey, 
Burne French, McRae, Vandever, 
Cam Greenman, erriman, Weber, 
Candler, Guenther, Milliken, est, 
Cannon, Harmer, Mills, White, J. B. 
Carleton, yes, Moffitt, Whiting, J. R. 
Clardy, Heard, Moore, Wilber, 
Clark, Hermann, Morse, Wilkins, 
ee 6 gs ee do 
ns, opkins, > yson, 
Compton, Hopkins, S. I. Phelps, Woodburn, 
X, Houk, Post, . 
So the bill was passed. 


On motion of Mr. LANHAM, by unanimous consent, the reading of 


the names of members voting was dispensed with. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. BriaGs with Mr. FELTON on all political questions for the rest 


of the day. 


Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE on all political questions for the 
rest of the day. 


The following pairs on this vote were announced: 


Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. MoRAE with Mr. STRUBLE. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


í 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
UNITED STATES COURTS, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimons consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 6051) regulating the times for holding the terms of the 
United States courts in the northern district of Iowa; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. : 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
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iNo of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The motion was agreed tọ. } 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HATCH in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering bills upon the Private Calendar. The 
Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 6336) for the relief of Martha J. A. Rumbaugh, administratrix of 

rge H. Rumbaugh.. 5 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to invite the attention of the 
Chair for afew moments toa point of order upon this bill and an objec- 
tion to its consideration, which it seems to me are tenable and ought 
to be insisted npon, and perhaps may apply to some, if not all, of the 
succeeding bills on this part of the Calendar, which contains a list of 
cases reported from the Court of Claims at a formersession of Congress. 

Now, this bill, which has been read by its title, was introduced in the 
Forty-ninth Congress by Mr. Bragg and was reported in that Congress by 
Mr. Geddes. These gentlemen are no longer members of Congress; at 
the end of the Forty-ninth’Congress their official career ceased. And it 
seems to me, upon a more thorough examination of the rules which ought 
to govern in cases of this sort, that these bills and these reports died 
with the expiration of the Forty-ninth Congress. In other words, when 
that Congress expired all the bills introduced and reported in that Con- 
gress which had not been finally acted upon went into the waste basket 
of legislative history. 

It is true that in the Bowman act it is provided in the seventh and 
last section that— . 

The reports of the Court of Claims to Congress under thisact, if not finally acted 
upon during the session at which they are reported, shall be continued from ses- 
sion to session and from Congress to Congress until the same shall be acted upon. 

Reports from the Court of Claims ‘‘shall be continued from session 
to session and from Congress to Congress;’’ but does this statutory pro- 
vision, Mr. Chairman, give any authority to revitalize in this Congress an 
unconsidered bill and an unconsidered report of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress? Itis proper, perhaps, that these cases reported from the Court 
oe Claims should be updh the Calendar for appropriate reference by the 

ouse. : 

When was this bill, the title of which has just been read by the Clerk, 
introduced in this House? It appears by the Calendar that it was ‘‘in- 
troduced March 1, 1886, read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims.” That bill has not been introduced in this Congress at 
all. I submit, therefore, that it isa mere fugitive paper and can not 
be the basis of a legislative appropriation in the Fiftieth Congress. 

We are now entering upon the work of considering some forty-four 
bills and reports coming over from the Jast Congress, involving, in the 
aggregate, an appropriation of nearly a quarter of a million of dollars, 
yet no committee of this House has passed upon these questions in the 
Fiftieth Congress. No member of this Congress has introduced this 
bill now called for consideration. This bill has never been read twice— 
it has never been read at all—in this Congress. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is it not true that these several bills have 
been placed upon this Calendar by the direction of the House? I un- 
derstand that the Speaker directed these bills to be placed on the Cal- 
endar. And I will say to my friend that I ask the question because 
one of these bills, the second on the list, has been reported favorably 
to the House a number of times; it is for salaries due to employés of 
the Government for twenty-four years, and I feel a little solicitous 
that the bill should pass. I would have urged its being placed on the 
Calendar if I had not been under the impression that it was upon the 
Calendar by order of this House. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iwill answer the gentleman. A parliamentary 
question was asked of the Speaker with reference to this bill; and on 
page 469 of the RECORD you will find this language: 

The SPEAKER. *The bills will be taken up in the order in which they appear 
on the Calendar, 

Under the provisions of what is known as the Bowman act, all reports from 
the Court of Claims upon matters referred to that court by the committees of 
the House, and not dispo: of, are continued from Congress to Congress, and 
go over, standing first, as a matter of course, on the Calendar, 

Buf the distinction I make is this: Here are reports from the Court 
of Claims for appropriate reference, it seems to me. I do not believe 
that the Speaker held, or that he would have held if this question had 
heen pointedly made, that a bill introduced in the Forty-ninth Congress 
by a member whose term has now expired, and a report submitted in the 
Forty-ninth Congress by a committee of that Congress, could properly 
be considered a bill and report in this Congress. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend will agree that these bills were 
placed on the Calendar by direction of the Speaker during the session 
of the House. 

Mr. LANHAM. That seems to be the fact. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And no objection was made. 

Mr. LANHAM. Well, sir, there was aparliamentary inquiry raised 
by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr, SPRINGER], but this precise point 


was not suggested tothe Speaker. I went myself to him and asked him 


about these bills. His idea seemed to be that they ought to be placed 

upon the Calendar ; yet the particular point which I now make was not, 

I think, made to the Speaker. Gentlemen well know the fact that 

under the rules all bills have to be introduced and have to be read a 
ified number of times. 

Mr. BLAND@ I desire toask the gentleman whether these bills now 
on the Calender have been reported from any committee of this House? 

Mr. LANHAM. I have endeavored to state the exact facts in refer- 
ence to this matter. Here is a bill, No. 6336, introduced in the Forty- 
ninth Congress by Mr. Bragg; here is a report, No. 1556, from the 
Committee on War Claims, by Mr. Geddes, in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. The terms of both these gentlemen have expired. This bill 
has never been introduced in the present House, so faras I am advised, 
nor has a report ever been made upon the bill from any committee in 
this, the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that these bills have been placed on the 
Calendar under the order of the Speaker at the beginning of the ses- 
sion. That is the point I wanted to get at. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky will suspend for 
one moment. The Chair willstate to the committee that thisis a very 
important point of order submitted for his decision, and he will be 
obliged to gentlemen of the House if they will preserve order on the floor 
before he is called upon to decide it. 

Mr. BLAND. The question is whether that was done by order of 
theHouse. Iamnotinformed particularly about it, but my impression 
is that there was some order of the House about its 

Mr. LANHAM. Iam not able to say whether there was any order 
of the House. The matter was called to the attention of the Speaker 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], as stated in a parlia- 
mentary inquiry submitted on the 14th of January. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What page? 

Mr. LANHAM. Page 469. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the 
fact that it was not on the request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. _ 
SPRINGER] that the Speaker made his ruling, but it was on the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]; but 
it was afterwards referred to by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], and on that occasion the Speaker repeated the ruling he 
had made on the point of order raised by the gentleman from Mary- 
land. The ruling of the Speaker on the point raised by the gentleman 
from Illinois was made subsequently to the ruling on the point raised 
by the gentleman from Maryland, and I will send to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask to have read the ruling of the Speaker on the point raised by 
the gentleman from Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read it. 

Mr, LANHAM. I had not seen that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was referred to by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, and then the Speaker repeated the raling he had made on the ap- 
plication of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. The rul- 
ing on the point of the gentleman from Illinois was made subsequent 
to the ruling on the point of the gentleman from Maryland. 

It will be found on page 103 of the RECORD, in the proceedings of the 
House of the 19th of December, which were published in the RECORD 
of the 20th. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


REPORTED CLAIMS ON THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. McComas, I desire to make a saree eon inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McComas. The Bowman act, chapter 116, volume 22, of the Statutes at 

in section 7, provides: 

“That reports of the Court of Claims to Congress under this act, if not finally 
acted upon during the session at which they are reported, shall be continued 
from session to session and from Congress to Congress until the same shall be 
finally acted upon.” 

Now, in order to give effect and force to that continuance from Congress to 
Congress, my question is, will not claims thus reported back from the Court of 
Claims to the last Congress and then reposted by its committee to the Forty- 
ninth Congress with an accompanying bill standing on the Calendar of the last 
Congress—will not those claims, under the force of terms of the section 
which [have read, be placed upon the Calendar and be the first claims in priority 
on the Calendar for consideration during the present Congress? {send to the 
Speaker's desk the act to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair remembers the terms of the act. The practice in 
the House has been when a report isreceived from the Court of Claims it is re- 
ferred to the committee which had original jurisdiction of the matter, the Com- 
mittee on War Claims or the Committee on Claims, as the case maybe. If that 
committee during that Congress reports the claim back again to the House, the 
Chair thinks that the section of the act to which the gentleman from Maryland 
refers requires the report to be continued on the Calendar, and the Chair 80 
instructed the Clerk in the present session to place on the Calendar in regular 
order all the reports made by committees on reports from the Court of Claims, 
That will be done. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that he will be kind enough to 
speak to the point of order he submits. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will say in response to what has been read that 
the Speaker did not, I think, hold that these claims should be con- 
monte in the House on bills and reports introduced in the Forty-ninth 

mgress, : 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
him a question? 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will in a mo- 
ment. The point of order could be well taken if it depends upon the 
fact thatthere is no bill on the Calendar or none introduced in the Fif- 
tieth Congress making appropriation to pay the claims mentioned on 
the Calendar coming over from the Forty-ninth Congf€ss, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is none, so far as I know. Under that 
statement I submit the gentleman is mistaken. On the 4th of January 
I had the honor to introduce into this House a bill which provides ap- 
propriation in each one of these cases so reported in the Forty-ninth 
Congress favorably. 

Mr. LANHAM. This case? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am not speaking of this case; Iam speaking 
of the cases from the Court of Claims. If the gentleman wishes to 
make a point of order to apply in all cases, I hope he will except out 
of his point of order those to which I have referred. 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘‘ Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Your point of order went to those cases. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iam making the point of order on this particular 
bill, and incidentally have mentioned the fact that there were other 
bills on the House Calendar that might be subject to the same objec- 
tion. z 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
what has come over the spirit of his dream? What has induced him 
to make this objection to this bill after he had successfully put through 
the House a bill in the same position? 

I want to ask thé gentleman another question, and he may answer 
them both at the same time. Please tell the House for what purpose 
hills referred to committees go upon the Calendar or are referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. Is it not that they are to be 
taken up and acted on? And when the Speaker decided that these 
hills should go upon the Calendar, he meant that they should go there 
for the action of the House, or for the action of the Committee of the 
Whole upon them. Is not that so? 

Mr. LANHAM. I will to the best of my ability answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky. Heasks what change has come 
over the spirit of my dream. Now I wish to say that I have never 
claimed any superior parliamentary knowledge. I called the attention 
of the Speaker to these cases on the Calendar early in the session, under 
the impression that they were not properly on theCalendar. Iwent to 
the Speaker before the first private-bill day and called his attention to 
these cases from the Court of Claims. 

I have been studying the question since, and these special objections, 
I will state to the gentleman, did not occur to me until after we had 
entered upon the consideration of the other bills. I had charge of but 
oneof them; but upon a more thorough investigation of the rules of the 
Ifouse bearing upon the subject, my opinion is, and is decidedly, that 
this bill and others of like character now upon the Calendar can not 
he considered here unless they had been introduced into the House at 
the present session, and properly reported from committees. 

Now, if the gentleman from Kentucky will be kind enough to state 
his last question again. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The last question was in substance a 
request that the gentleman would state to the House why these bills 
are put upon the Calendar at all. The Speaker has ordered, as we 
have seen, under the statute and the rules of the House, these bills to 
go upon the Calendar. : 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman contend that that 
ruling simply meant they should go there and then be referred to the 
committees? Do I understand that tobe his construction? If that is 
the position he takes, it is wholly untenable, because bills are placed 
upon the Calendar of the House to be considered by the House, and 
not to be referred to the committees for reports. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not understand the gentleman’s point of 
order to be so broad as that. IfI understand the gentleman from Texas, 
his point of order does not apply to a case where a bill is now pending 
in the Fiftieth Congress of the same character as the one upon the Cal- 
endar coming over from the last Congress. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iam not making a point of order at present beyond 
the bill to which I at first referred. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then the point of order applies only to where 
no bill is pending, as I understand the gentleman. 

Mr. LANHAM. Asa matter of course I am taking the case in the 
order I find it here. ' 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Tennessee will 
allow me to suggest to him, the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Texas will include all that class of bills which have come over 
from a former Congress and are now upon the Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not so understand it. I understand him 
to state distinctly that his point of order applies only to those cases 
where no bill in the present Congress is pending. 

Mr. LANHAM. e gentleman from Kentucky asks why it is that 
these cases, reported from the Court of Claims, are now upon the Cal- 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask 


endar. In answer I will state, I presume they are placed there in 
pursuance of the seventh section of the Bowman act, which provides 
that reports from the Court of Claims, not bills of a former Congress or 
reports of a former Congress, but judicial ascertainments of fact reached 
by the Court of Claims and transmitted to Congress, shall be considered 
from session to session and from term to term until finally acted upon. 

Now, what was the exact p of that section I am not prepared 
to say. It may be that these matters should not be again referred to 
the Court of Claims; that having found the facts once, they should be 
transmitted to Congress for its action, upon proper bills being intro- 
duced and proper reports being made from the committees, and to avoid 
reconsideration of the same matters by the Court of Claims. 

I do not understand that there is any rule of the House to be found 
which perpetuates and holds over a bill of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
which has ired, and a report of acommittee of that Congress which 
is no longer in existence, and makes action upon both obligatory in 
this Congress. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. May Lask the gentleman from Texas a question ? 

Mr. LANHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What does the gentleman from Texas under- 
stand the Speaker’s ruling to be? Under his ruling whatis to goupon 
the Calendar, the report of the committee of a former Congress, or the 
report of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. LANHAM, It is perhaps not very clear what he did mean in 
that respect. He may have meant that the bills and reports of a for- 
mer Congress should be put upon the Calendar, but not that they should 
be considered in the order in which we now find them. He did not 
mean to say that General Bragg’s bill in the last Congress, and the re- 
port of Judge Geddes in the Forty-ninth Congress, should be made the 
basis of legislative appropriations in the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
further? It is clear the Speaker intended to rule that some reports 
should go upon the Calendar. Now if it was a report from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, it is manifest that the ruling of the Speaker not only 
had reference to the findings of the Court of Claims, upon which the 
report was predicated, but to the bill reported at the time which ac- 
companied the findings of the Court of Claims, and which bill is prop- 
erly upon the Calendar under that ruling for consideration. 

Mr. LANHAM. I maintain that reports from the Court of Claims 
are distinct and independent of bills introduced and reports submitted 
from committees of a former Congress; and the statute says that reports 
from the Court of Claims shall be continued, but not that these bills of 
a former Congress shall be revitalized and perpetuated for future Con- 


gresses. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Texas 
that it seems to me the Speaker bas already decided upon that law and 
its effect; and under his decision these cases are upon the Calendar by 
consent of the House. No a l was taken from that decision, and 
hence it has the force of a construction of law placed upon it, and 
assented to by the House. These bills are on the Calendar therefore by 
consent of the House, and the committee can do nothing but consider 
them under that order of the House. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Precisely. 

Mr. LANHAM. In response to the gentleman, I will say that these 
bills were upon the Calendar when the Speaker made his ruling as 
stated here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is mistakenin that. The Cal- 
endar was not published until after the 1st of January. 

Mr. LANHAM. But the Speaker said that he had directed them to 
be put upon the Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That he had directed the Clerk in making up 
the Calendar to put them upon it. Butthat decision was made on the 
19th of December and the Calendar was not published until the Ist of 
January. ~ 

Mr. LANHAM. But did the Speaker of the House intend by that 
decision to hold that these bills could come up for consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, even if the point of order is raised to the 
effect that we are predicating an appropriation of public money upon & 
bill of a former Congress? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘The Speaker, I think, has indicated very 
clearly what was to go on the Calendar. I call the attention of the 
Chair to what appears on page 469 of the RECORD, which I will read: 

“Mr. Lanna. I now renew my motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Cal- 
ase "SPRINGER, Before that motion is submitted I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ` 
Mr. SPRINGER. As our Calendar is it contains two lists of private bills. 
One of these contains the bills coming over from the last Congress, reported 


from the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act, and the other 
such bills as are reported from the committees of the House at this session. 
What I wish to inquire is which class of bills will take precedence? 

The SPEAKER, The bills will be taken up in the order in which they appear 
on the Calendar. 

Under the provisions of what is known as the Bowman act, all reports from 
the Court of Claims upon matters referred to that court by the committees of 
the House, and not disposed of, are continued from Congress to Congress, and 
go over, standing first, as a matter of course, on the Calendar, 
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Mr. Sprixcer. But as the Calendar is printed the bills reported from the dif- 
ferent committees of the House are put first. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Calendar is wrong. These bills which came over 
from the last Congress will take p ence, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman from Illinois is mistaken in saying 
that sey, come first. They are printed HEN one page of the Calendar; but 
those which came over from the Forty-ninth Congress are under a separate 
heading on another page. 3 


Mr. SPRINGER. Read further what the Speaker said. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH (reading): 
Mr. SPRINGER, That is true; but I always read a book from left to right. 


Laughter. 
[ The cs ay On page 5 of the Calendar, as printed, the bills reported from 
committees of the House at the present session appear in the order in which 


they were reported to the House, and on page 6 will be found the bills which 
come over from the last Congress. This order of paging should be reversed. 
‘The reports which come over from the last Congress should be first considered. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It thus appears, in confirmation of what 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has said, that the 
House understood, in pursuance of the first ruling of the Speaker, that 
these bills should go upon the Calendar, to be disposed of in the ordi- 
nary course of business. For what other purpose they should go on the 
Calendar it is difficult to conceive. That ruling was reaffirmed, as is 
shown by what I have just read from the RECORD, in the presence of 
the House, and the House, in the regular course of business, took up, 
considered, and passed two or three of those bills, thus izing and 
affirming its former action, which was in accordance with the ruling 
of the Speaker, and we have acted upon that order of things ever since. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iwillsayin reply to the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH] that it is true those bills are first on the Calendar. 
The directions of the Speaker have been carried out literally. But has 
the point been raised before the Speaker that is now raised here? Will 
the gentleman be candid enough to inform me if he thinks that if the 
Speaker were now in the chair he would hold that Mr, Bragg’s bill of 
the Forty-ninth Congress could be properly brought up to be passed now ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hold itis in the power of the House to 
consider any bill upon that Calendar, however it may have been re- 
ported to the House, so long asit comes before the House in pursuance 
of its order. n 

Mr. LANHAM. A further effect of the consideration of these bil 
will be that this House will devote the most of its time for perhaps sev- 
eral months of this session to the consideration of bills reported by the 
committees of the former Congress. 

Now, what opportunity will there be to reach for consideration the 
measures which we investigate at this Congress—the reports we make 
from the different committees—if we are charged with passing upon the 
action of a former Congress, the bills introduced and the reports made 
therefrom? 

I submit the point of order that this bill can not be now considered, 
but that its appropriate treatment would be to make a reference of it 
to the Committee on War Claims, from whence it came, which commit- 
tee could report the bill back to the House, when it would be placed 
on the Calendar, and it might be given the same priority, if it is enti- 
tled to that, when it shall come back from that committee. _ 

I submit the point of order that the bill can not be appropriately and 
properly considered at this time. I will reserve the balance of my 

e. 


tim i 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon.a point of order the debate is not governed 
by the rule limiting debate. The Chair will listen to gentlemen who 
desire to express any views upon the point of order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire only to reply to one point made 
by the gentleman from Texas, as I think his argument has been clearly 
met by the remarks heretofore made, except the last point, when he 
said there was no rule of this House that gave these bills preference 
on the Calendar. I hold there is a rule of the House, and it grows out 
of this state of things, that there is a law under which these bills have 
been referred to the Court of Claims. They went there under the 
Bowman act. That same law goes on to say what shall be done with 
those bills when they are returned here. When they were returned 
and the question of what should be done with them was raised in the 
House, the Speaker gave his decision, and that makes a rule until the 
Speaker’s decision is reversed. His decision was that these bills should 
go upon the Calendar, $ 

The gentleman from Texas refers especially to a bill asa bill of Gen- 
eral Bragg, who was a member of the last House, and nota member of 
this House; but that bill goes upon the Calendar as a report from the 
Court of Claims, made by one department of this Government to the 
lower House of the legislative department of this Government. 

Then, by a ruling of the Speaker, it goes upon the Calendar. That 
creates a rule for the House under which we are operating; and the 
statement that there is no rule of the House can not be maintained, I 
think, because this state of facts does exist, and this House can not 
make a rule that will set aside a law of the Congress of the United 
States. The enactment of a law requires, besides the action of the 
House, the concurrence of the Senate and the approval of the Presi- 
dent; and while the power to do both these things, to make the rule 
and to enact the law, is derived from the same source, the House of 
Representatives can not make a rule that will set aside a law. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir, 

Mr, BLAND. _I hardly concede the proposition of the gentleman 
that this House has not the power to make rules to govern itself, even 
though those rules may be in conflict with some law which undertakes 
to regulate its proceedings. But, sir, that is not the question here. The 
real point is that this Committee of the Whole has no power to deal 
with the question, and the point of order can not be raised in committee, 
but only in the House, These bills have been sent to the Calendar by 
the order of the House and the ruling of the Speaker, and this commit- 
tee has no power over them except to consider them, and if any point 
of order is to be made with reference to them we must first go back 
into the House. The House of Representatives has fall control of its 
own rules and its own order of business, and the point of order, if made 
at all, must be made in the House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I fully agree with the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] in what he has said upon the point which he 
has just stated, namely,that we can not make a rule in Committee of 
the Whole to govern this question, and that it can only be done in the 
House. But upon the point of order as raised by the gentleman from 
Texas, I do hold that the positions taken by him are altogether un- 
tenable, because the Speaker of this House had made a rale by which 
these bills were placed on the Calendar, and the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. LANHAM] never has refuted the proposition which I presented 
in order that he might refute it if he could, namely, that when we 
found these bills on the Calendar the only thing we could do with them 
was to take them up and dispose of them like other bills on the Calen- 
dar, because we find bills upon the Calendar only for the action of the 
House and not for reference to committees. Therefore, sir, I hold that 
the point which the gentleman from Texas makes comes too late, be- 
cause we have already gone into this class of legislation under the rules 
of the House. His point comes too late, and the only effect that the 
maintaining of his position can have upon legislation will be to hinder 
and retard it, to throw all of these reports from the Court of Claims 
back into the Committee on War Claims and other committees, adding 
nothing to the carefulness with which they are examined, but hinder- 
ing and delaying action upon them. 

Mr. LANHAM. Does not the point of order embody the idea that 
when a bill is upon the Calendar and objected to, the committee shall 
rise and report the fact to the House? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Ido not know what the gentleman in- 
tendetl upon thai point. < 

Mr. LANHAM. I simply raised the question of consideration and 
stated objections. That was the object. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, Iam not disposed to say a word with 
reference to the point made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND], because my convictions are not sufficiently clear upon that sub- 
ject. Ihave not the slightest interest in the question involved here 
except to have a correct determination of the point of order sought to 
be enforced by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], and I want 
to supplement that, if I can, with the view which I entertain with ref- 
erence to the position of these bills and their right to be placed upon 
the Calendar. We havea rule of this House, adopted at the present 
session of Congress, the eleventh rule, which contains this provision: 

All pws. legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
preceding rules. 

Then it goes on to designate the subjects and the committees to which 
“t proposed legislation ” shall be referred. No one, I take it, will con- 
trovert the idea that the bills now sought to be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole are ‘‘ proposed legislation’? within the meaning of 
the provision which I have just read, because they are propositions 
that are now presented to the House to be enacted into laws, which 
makes them ‘‘ proposed legislation.” There is a provision of the Con- 
stitution of the United States which tells us that each House—each 
House, not both Houses, but each House—may determine rules of its 
proceedings. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Wait a moment; let me proceed in my own way. 
The provision of the Constitution is that each House may determine 
the rules of its own proceedings; not that the Senate and the House 
by a concurrent resolution, or by a resolution signed by the President, 
may make rules for the guidance of this House or of the Senate—— 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit a question 
at that point? 

Mr. ROGERS. Imustdeclineto yield now. Iwanttobe courteous, 
but I can be more logical if the gentleman will let me proceed without 
interruption. Each Houseistomakeitsown rulesof proceeding. There 
is a principle of the common Jaw which tells us that acts in derogation 
of the powers of a future Parliament bindnot. SoIhold, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Congress of the United States, acting in concert with the Presi- 
dent of the United States, can pass no Jaw that can bind this Honsein 
the regulation of its proceedings. ‘‘Acts in derogation of the powers of 
a future Parliament bind not;’’ so that if the power exists in each House 
of Congress to prescribe rules for its own proceedings no legislation that 
Congress may enact can deprive this House of that constitutional power. 

We have another rule adopted by the present Congress which pre- 
scribes what bills shall go upon the Calendar, ‘That rule does not say 
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that bills reported to this House in a former Congress shall go upon 
that Calendar; but it does say that bills reported from the committees 
of this House shall go there, and prescribes upon which of the Calen- 
dars they shall go, for we have three Calendars under the present rules. 

Another point: Judge Story, in his Commentaries, lays down this 
maxim touching the construction of the Constitution—that you can not 
construe one provision of the Constitution so as to nullify another; all 
its provisions must stand together, if possible. Now, if I am correct 
upon these two propositions—and I think there can not be any very great 
doubt on this—what did Congress undertake to do when it-passed the 
Bowman act? Did itundertake tosay that the reportsof the Court of 
Claims to Congress shall go upon our Calendars? Notatall. There is no 
such provisionas that. Itdoesnot say what disposition shall be made of 
these reports, except that they ‘‘shall be continued from session to ses- 
sion and from Congress to Congress until the same shall befinally acted 
upon.’? What is the fair construction of that provision of the Bow- 
man act? Why, Mr. Chairman, I take it to mean this, and it could not 
mean more than this, because if it did it would be in derogation of that 
provision of the Constitution which I have read, giving to each House 
of Congress the right to prescribe the rules of its own ings—it 
simply meant that it would not be necessary for the Court of Claims 
to certify these claims to each Congress, but that the certification of 
them to one Congress would necessarily place them before a succeeding 
Congress, if they should not have heen disposed of. This, I think, is 
all that can be fairly construed as being required by the provisions of 
the seventh section of the Bowman act, that ‘‘ reports of the Court of 
Claims to Congress under this act, if not finally acted upon during the 
session at which they are reported, shall be continued from session to 
session and from Congress to Congress until the same shall have been 
finally acted upon.” 

Whatever is embraced in the reporting of these claims to Congress 
is meant to be continued from Congress to Congress without any addi- 
tional action on the part of the court; that is, they shall remain here 
as reported to this body from Congress to Congress, requiring no addi- 
tional action on the part of the court until they have finally been 
disposed of. This seventh section, I maintain, can embrace no broader, 
no wider, no more far-reaching construction than that with reference 
to the procedure of our body without nullifying that provision of the 
Constitution which gives us the power to prescribe our own rules of 


rocedure. 

5 Mr. BUTTERWORTH. _ Mr. Chairman, waiving the point made by 
the gentleman from Missouri, I wish to say that no question is raised in 
any proposition before the House as to the right of this body to pre- 
scribe rules for the government of its own proceedings. The only ques- 
tion is whether the House has in this case exercised that right. Noone 
will contend that the Bowman act could, for one moment, control the 
right of this body to prescribe how or in what manner the reports from 
the Court of Claims should be dealt with by this body, ifatall. But 
has this House, in the exercise of the right which the gentleman from 
Arkansas claims for it, provided for the casein hand? We think it 
has. _The Bowman act provides that these reports shall be considered 
as before Congress from session to session. Now, clearly, itis perfectly 
competent for this House to provide that the bills to which these re- 
ports relate orin connection with which they were made should be placed 
upon the Calendar for consideration by this body. Can there be any 
doubt about that? Can there be any doubt that it was competent for 
the Speaker to place a bill upon the Calendar with the consent of the 
House, regardless of Rule XI? Thatis precisely what was done in this 
case. 


The Speaker is the mouthpiece of this House; and when this ques- 
tion was presented to the House, he directed, without a trace of dissent, 
and hence with its approval, that these bills with the reports should 
be placed upon the PrivateCalendar. When theattention of the House 
was again challenged to this matter, upon the point of order being 
raised as to the place these bills should occupy upon the Calendar, the 
position was reaffirmed that they were rightfully upon the Calendar, 
and to be considered by the House; for they are only upon the Calen- 
dar for the purpose of being considered, and for no other purpose—that 
is, for such disposition as this legislative body may order. 

Now, I will not undertake to dispute the position of my honored 
friend from Texas, that a point might have been properly made as to 
whether these measures should go upon the Calendar without reference 
toa committee. But the House has made its order in this matter. 
The Speaker directed that these bills should go upon the Private Cal- 
endar; the House assented to it, and hence, with the unanimous ap- 
proval of the House, this thing has been ordered to be done; and no 
rule of the House can stand in the way of any act which this body, 
acting as a unit, may by unanimous consent decide todo. And Iin- 
sist it having made that order—whether it might have properly been 
objected to or not, it was not objected to—it was madea rule, or rather 
an order of the House, and the bills under it are rightfully on the Cal- 


endar. 
I need hardly say it would work a gross injustice to a great many to 
that order of the House, for beyond question it is an order of 
the House, made with the assent and approval of every member—at 
least there was no dissent, which amounts to an affirmation—and bills 


were from time to time considered in pursuance of the assignment and 
were passed; and whether or not my friends here might have insisted 
on sending those bills to sundry committees is not the question, but 
whether the House, in the exercise of its power under the Constitu- 
tion, had the power to make the order under which we are proceeding. 
The Speaker as the organ and mouthpiece of the House directed this 
Calendar to be made up. There was no objection. Attention was 
subsequently called to the matter, and the arrangement of the bills on 
the Calendar was changed by the House, through its Speaker, in open 
session, and bills on the Calendar, as rearranged, were taken up and con- 
sidered and Now, and for the first time, the authority of the 
House to do this is questioned. Mark, the power of this body to make 
rules and regulations for the government of its proceedings is in no 
wise questioned, but what we claim is that in the exercise of its high 
prerogative the House has made this order by which we are bound until 
this body shall otherwise order. 

The action of the Senate had nothing to do with it; the action of the 
Forty-ninth Congress nothing to do with it, except in so far as the Bow- 
man act presented the necessity of an early adjustment of these claims, 
It was the action of this body. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I think if we will take into considera- 
tion some primary rules of construction it may avoid all difficulty 
here; the first of which is to so construe all laws as to carry into effect 
the object which the legislature had in view in enactingthe law. All 
gentlemen who were here when the Bowman act was passed will agree 
the purpose Congress had in view in the enactment of that law was to 
get rid of the biennial reintroduction and reconsideration and rein- 
vestigation of these claims. They were put through the mill once 
every two years and they remained here. The purpose Congress had 
in view was to provide a tribunal for the consideration of those meas- 
ures and for the purpose of getting an ascertainment of the real facts 
in each case. Then the law provided when the Court of Claims shall 
have made its report that the bill which brought the claim in, and was 
the vehicle which took it to the Court of Claims, should cease, and the 
report of the Court of Claims thereafter should remain until Congress 

upon it. 


: Oar SHAW. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHAW. Has not the Speaker of this House the power to de- 
cide questions of order; and has not the Speaker and the House already 
passed upon the question before this committee? Would it be compe- 
tent for this Committee of the Whole to reverse that decision? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is one of the things which the Chairman 
of this committee is called upon to decide, and he will decide it when 
the argument has been concluded. 

Mr. DUNN. Therefore the report of the Court of Claims remains, 
and there is one of the difficulties the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN- 
HAM] falls into. He is desirous of proceeding with the reintroduction 
of these bills, but the law itself dispenses with that necessity. The 
bill has become functus oficio when it carries a claim to the Court of 
Claims. The language of the statute is thatthe reports of the Court of 
Claims shall remain until they are disposed of by Congress. The re- 
port against any claim by Congress is the final disposition of it; and in 
my opinion the point of order may be made against any bill which ma: 
be attempted afterwards to be introduced in behalf ofsome claim whic 
Congress has once rejected, When Congress has once rejected any of 
these reports of the Court of Claims, that is the final disposition of it 
within the meaning of the statute. Those reports remain here, and 
Congress must deal with them. 

Now, the point made by my colleague [Mr. ROGERS], that no law in 
derogation of the right of each House to fix its own rules is allowable, 
is very good law provided it fits the premises. But this rule is made 
under the statute on the subject of these reports, These reports are 
sui generis. They are not included in any other measure or class of 
measures which comes before the House. The language of Rule XI, 
which says ‘‘ proposed legislation,” means legislation proposed in the 
way provided by the rules of the House. You must introduce the 
bills, resolutions, petitions, and so on, with reference to committees, 
ete. The rule goes to that extent and no other. We have no rule in 
this House as to these reports. What, then, must govern? These re- 
ports stand alone. They stand sui generis. Then the statute must 
govern in the absence ofarule. The statutemust govern where there 
is no rule to govern the particular matter in question. 

The point made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], that 
the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole can not decide the point 
of order, is not tenable. There are certain contingencies which may 
arise in Committee of the Whole which under the rules may require the 
committee to rise and report to the House fora decision. But it is 
not a parliamentary question as to whether the House will consider the 
proposition or not. 

Mr. BLAND. Let me interrupt the gentleman to state the point I 
made. It is thatthe Chairman of the Committee of the Whole can 
not of himself decide the point of order as to a question of considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chairman can not decide whether the Committee of the Whole 
will consider a bill upon the Calendaror not. Todetermine that ques- 
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tion we must first go into the House, The bills are upon the Calen- 
dar by order of the House for consideration, and the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole can not vacate that order of the House by de- 
ciding that any bill shall not be considered. Hemustget the authority 
from the House to do so. 

Mr. DUNN. That applies to one single condition in the category, 
which is familiar toall theold members of the House; thatis, that when 
we shall have gone into Committee of the Whole and it is desired to 

by without consideration a certain measure for the purpose of reach- 
ing one lower down upon the Calendar, then, of course, it is necessary 
that the committee shall rise and gointo the House, and the motion is 
made in the House to dispense with the consideration of that particular 
bill in committee. But that is notsuch a questionas is here presented. 
This is not a bill which it is sought to pass over. This is not a ques- 
tion as to whether or not we will consider one or the other of these 
reports. Notatall. But the question is, finding these measures upon 
the Calendar, shall they be considered at all? Who shall decide that 
point except the Chairman of the Committeeofthe Whole? TheSpeaker 
will tell you if you go into the House that it is a question for the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and not for the House todeal with. The Speaker 
has already made his ruling upon it, and has placed the reports upon 
the Calendar. They are upon the Calendar to be dealt with, Wehave 
norule except that statute which places them before the present Congress; 
and hence they are before it for consideration. 

Mr. KERR. Let me ask the gentleman this question: Can any bill 
be passed by this Congress to carry out the recommendations of the 
Court of Claims, in any given case, without first having that bill in- 
troduced and properly referred in this Congress? 

Mr. DUNN. No billcan be; but this statute has provided specially 
that when a bill has been heretofore introduced in another Congress, 
and has, under the statute, been referred, not to a committee of the 
House, but to the Court of Claims, that when that report comes back 
to the House it shall remain until it is disposed of by Congress, either 
at that term or some succeeding term. That is the condition of things 
existing now; and that is the condition with which we have to deal. 

Mr. WARNER, As I understand the language of the Bowman act, it 
is substantially this: that the reports, if not disposed of at the first 
session—— 

Mr. DUNN. No, not the first session. 

Mr. WARNER. When not disposed of, shall be continued from ses- 
sion to session and from Congress to Congress until finally acted upon. 

Mr. DUNN. That is the language. 

Mr. WARNER. That is, until they are finally acted upon by Con- 


gress. ed 

Mr. DUNN. That is it. 

Mr. WARNER. ‘Then, how can Congress finally act upon a report 
of the Court of Claims save by the introduction of a bill, with refer- 
ence to that report, and that bill acted upon by a committee of the 
House as other bills are acted upon? The statute does not continue 
the bill of the Forty-ninth Congress from session to session or from Con- 

ess to Congress, but only has reference to the decision of the Court of 
Giaims—its report—so as to provide against the necessity of that court 
reporting from Congress to Congress upon the same claim on which the 
report is y predicated. It is that report which is continued from 
Congress to Congress. 

Mr. DUNN. Undoubtedly. Butit does not require or contemplate 
a reintroduction of the bill as an enabling measure to empower Con- 

to deal with the subject. The law perpetuates the substance of 
the bill, but deals with it afterwards as a report. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit an interruption—— 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thegentleman holds, as I understand, that a bill 
introduced in the last Congress is a proper foundation for an appropri- 
ation of money in this Congress to carry out its provisions ? 

Mr. DUNN. Ifit has taken the course directed by the Bowman act. 
The bill was originally the proper vehicle to bring the claim before 
Congress; but the Congress having expired, the statute perpetuates the 
report. 

Mir. McMILLIN. Perpetuates the report; but what about the bill? 

Mr. DUNN. Itis immaterial. The bill is functus oficio when the 
Court of Claims acts upon the case, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, if that be correct, if the bill is functus oficio, 
on what do you base your appropriation? 

Mr. DUNN. On the report of the Court of Claims, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then you will have your legislation upon the 
statute-books headed as reports instead of bills? 

Mr: DUNN. Why will the gentleman not read the Calendar here? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have read it. 

Mr. DUNN. Here it is styled a “report.” 
' all the way through. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that. But each report is accom- 
panied by a bill. What I ask the gentleman is this: The bill being, 
as he states, functus officio, upon what does he propose to base his appro- 
priation? Because the reportis not in that form upon which to predi- 
cate legislation providing an appropriation of money. 

Mr. DUNN. Why, sir, Congress, in appropriating, must use the 


That is the language 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


T15 


necessary language for that purpose, and designate the claim to be sat- 
isfied. ‘There is no difficulty about that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the gentleman from Arkansas admits there 
is nothing before the House that would do thisin the Rumbaugh case ? 
I make these suggestions because this is a new question and an impor- 
tant one. 

Mr. DUNN. Ifthe gentleman’s rule was good, the Appropriations 
Committee could never make up a bill, because there is nota bill pend- 
ing for exch item. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Arkansas can not switch me 
off on that line, because the Appropriations Committee brings in a bill 
in form, which the Court of Claims does not propose to do and has not 
done, and we would necessarily have to legislate without a bill in form. 

Mr. DUNN. That can be all provided for, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It has usually been customary to put bills in 
form before they are passed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must insist on better order in the 
committee. Business will be suspended until conversation ceases on 
the floor. It is necessary that the committee and the Chair should 
hear the discussion. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit mea 
question ? 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. Do I understand the gentleman to hold that this 
report, submitted April 6, 1886, and committed to the whole House, is 
a part of the finding of fact or a part of the report of the Court of 
Claims, filed January 25, 1886? 

Mr. DUNN. That is a matter that I do not know abont, nor do 
I understand how much the gentleman’s question covers. I suppose 
when the report is made by the Court of Claims it is a complete re- 
port, and that the court sends back here all the papers connected with 
the case in their entirety. 

Mr. LANHAM. In this particular case the court, on January 25, 
1886, found the facts and transmitted them to Congress; then on the 
Gth of April, 1886, the Committee on War Claims made a report upon 
the findings of fact by the Courtof Claims. Now, does the gentleman 
from Arkansas go so far as to hold that this report of the Committee 
on War Claims is a part of the report of the Court of Claims contem- 
plated in the Bowman act? i 

Mr. DUNN. I will say to the gentleman that I am not familiar 
with the details of any particular case. Iam dealing with the ques- 
tion of the effect of this law and its obligation on this Honse in the 
absence of any rule of the House governing these icular cases. I 
take it for granted that the Clerk in placing these bills upon the Cal- 
endar obeyed the order of the Speaker of the House and placed them 
there in their entirety as they camg to the House in accordance with 
the Bowman act; and I take it for granted that there is in those reports 
everything pertaining to the particular case that originally came into 
Congress, with, the findings of the court superadded. 

Mr. LANHAM. But in this particular case, if the gentleman will 
permit me—— 

Mr. DUNN. Iam not talking of a particular case. 

Mr, LANHAM. In this case the bill was introduced in March, 1886, 
reported by the committee in April, 1886, while the report of the Court 
of Claims was filed January 25, 1886. All this could not be part and 
parcel of the same matter. 

Mr. DUNN. If they are disconnected in any way, that may be 
ground for special objection in that case. 

Mr. ADAMS. Has the gentleman from Arkansas completed his re- 
marks? 

Mr. DUNN. No, sir; I have been simply answering questions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is this point which I wish to submit. 
The report made by the committee to which this finding of the Court 
of Claims was made is based upon the finding of the Court of Claims 
after they had examined that finding, and they submit the finding 
with their report in each case. Of course they may bear different 
names, but one relates to the other. 

Mr. LANHAM. Bnutthe report of the committee is not a part of the 
report of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is based upon the finding of the Court of 
Claims in each particular case. 

Mr. ADAMS. I believe gentlemen who have discussed the supposed 
contradiction between these propositions on the Calendar—whciher you 
call them reports or bills—and the rules of the House have overlooked 
the fact that when these propositions—whether reports or bills does not 
matter to my mind—were placed upon the Calendar for the considera- 
tion of this House, this House of the Fiftieth Congress was not acting 
under any rules whatever, but was acting under the general parliament- 
ary law. 

The order to which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
referred, or rather the announcement which the Speaker made of that 
order, occurred on the 19th of December; but the Committee on Rules 
did not make its report until two days afterward. Accordingly, when 
this order was made by the Speaker, without objection from any one, 
placing these propositions on the Calendar, this House had not adopted 
the rules of the Forty-ninth Congress, or any other rules, but was act- 


776 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY | 27, 


ing under general parliamentary law. Under general parliamentary 
law there is no reference to a committee that I know of; there is no 
rule that a bill shall be read once, twice, or thrice. 

There is no rule that a proposition to be voted on by-the House must 
be introduced in written form by any particular member or in any par- 
ticular way. Itis enough that the Speaker announces to the House 
some proposition on which the House is to act yea or nay; and for a 
House in that condition of affairs, acting not under specific rules but 
under the general parliamentary law, I believe it is perfectly compe- 
tent to take up any proposition or any set of propositions and place 
them on any Calendar which it chooses to place them on, and in that 
manner make such limitations on the action of the House in regard to 
those propositions as it sees fit. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman if the Speaker of the 
House, on a point raised during this session, has not ruled that this 
House, previous to the adoption of the rules, was acting under the gen- 
eral parliamentary law as modified by the practice of the House of 
Representatives, and I wish to read from page 436 of the Digest this: 


While the question as to the binding effect of the rules ofthe precedin, pon 

the existing House has been frequently raised at the commencement aran h n- 

gress it has been almost uniformly decided that the rules of the preceding House 
in force until otherwise ordered by the existing House. 


Mr. ADAMS. ‘That may have been a convenient rule for the Speaker 
to adopt in passing upon any question of order in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Fiftieth Congress, but it is just asincompetent for the 
House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress to bind this House 
by rules as it is for the legislative power of the Forty-ninth Congress 
to bind this House by astatute. Undoubtedly, questions of parliamen- 
tary law arising at the beginning of a Congress must be settled accord- 
ing toprinciple. Undoubtedly, in settling such questions, it is conven- 
ient and proper for the Speaker to consider what the practice of the 
House has been. But when it is proposed or when the Speaker of the 
House proposes that certain propositions shall be placed upon the Cal- 
endar instead of being referred to a committee, it does not follow that 
any rule of any preceding House providing for consideration by a com- 
mittee, or by any other method of procedure, shall render that action 
incompetent or improper. 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. HOOKER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Mississippi later. The Chair is under obligations to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] at this time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, it is important for us to get at the 
true condition of the Calendar and to ascertain the exact facts before 
we undertake to determine the proper disposition of the question now 
being discussed. To illustrate, there is on the Calendar, designated as 
a ‘‘report,’’ a bill for the relief of Martha J. A. Rumbaugh, adminis- 
tratrix of George H. Rumbaugh, which was introduced by Mr. Bragg 
in the last Congress. Accompanying that bill is the report of a com- 
mittee of the last Congress made by Mr. Geddes, of Ohio. That bill 
and that report are put upon the Calendar. This is not the report of 
the Court of Claims at all. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] 
has already stated that the report of the Court of Claims simply finds 
conciusions of fact. 

The committee in the last House took up the whole question, inves- 
tigated it and reported a icular bill, and that bill, with the report, 
is on the Calendar—not the report of the Court of Claims, but the re- 
port of a committee of the last Congress. 

Mr. LANHAM. The finding of the Court of Claims was precedent 
to the report of the committee and the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes; the finding of the Court of Claims and the re- 
port of the committee are two distinct things. Ido not mean that their 
subjects are different, but I mean that one of them is the product of the 
Court of Claims, while the other is the action of a committee of the last 
Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand from the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
LANHAM], the chairman of the Committee on Claims, that thatis the 
status of the matter. But whether that be correct or not, Mr. Chair- 
man, I hold that now for the first time this question of order has been 
brought distinctly before the House. For the purpose of illustration I 
will read from the RECORD what took place here on a former occasion: 

Mr. LANHAM. Inow renew my motion that the House resolve itself into Com- 
creas of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Calen- 

Mr, SPRINGER. Before that motion is submitted I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As our Calendar is paged it contains two lists of private 
bills. One of these contains the bills coming over from the last Congress, re- 
ported from the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act, and 
the other such bills as are reported from the committees of the House at this 
session, What I wish to inquire is which class of bills will take precedence? 

The SPEAKER, The bills will be taken up in the order in which they appear 
on the Calendar, 

Under the provisions of what is known as the Bowman act, all reports from 
the Court of Claims upon matters referred to that court by the committees of 
the House, and not of,are continued from Congress to Congress, and 
go over, standing first, as a matter of course, on the Calen 


dar. 
Mr. SPRINGER. But as the Calendar is printed the bills reported from the dif- 
ferent committees of the House are put first, 


The SPEAKER. Then the Calendar is wrong. These bills which came over 
from the last Congress will take precedence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman from Illinois is mistaken in saying 

that they come first. They are printed upon one page of the Calendar; but thom 

which — over from the Forty-ninth Congress are under a separate heading 

on ano! page. 

tee ret, prs That is true; but I always read a book from left to right. 
T. 

The SPEAKER, On page 5 of the Calendar, as printed, the bills reported from 
committees of the House at the present session a) r in the order in which 
they were reported to the House, and on page 6 will be found the bills which 
come over from the last Congress. This order of pagin should be reversed. 
The reports which come over from the last Congress should be first considered, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, sir, it would appear from the RECORD that 
the question raised by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
was not whether these bills came over from the last Congress, but 
whether they took precedence of the bills reported in this House, and 
that is the question that was decided by the Speaker. The question 
of order raised this morning was not raised there, and was not passed 
upon by the House or by the Speaker. The only question upon which 
the Speaker passed on that occasion was the question as to the right of 
precedence of these bills upon the Calendar. 

at COBB. Not the question of their right to be on the Calendar 
at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not, as suggested by my friend from Alabama, not 
the question of the right of these bills to be upon the Calendar. If 
that question had been raised aud decided by the Speaker, the decision 
might have been excepted to and the House might have reversed it, 
but that question never was raised at all. 

Are we in such a condition that in this way, without any deliberate 
action of this House and contrary to its rules, we must accept this as 
the action of the House? 

Mr. DUNN. I would like to read to the gentleman from Georgia a 
portion of the Bowman act to show him that the very report which he 
describes is here in exact accordance with the Bowman act; that it is 
such a report as the statute contemplates: 

When the facts have been found by the Court of Claims, the court shall not 
enter judgment thereon, but shall report the same to the committee or to the 
House by which the case was transmitted for its consideration. 

Then section 7 provides that the reports of the Court of Claims—mean- 
ing, of course, the report made to the committee—‘‘ shall be continued 
from session to session and from Congress to Con .”? There isaper- 
fect and absolute description of this report in the terms of the law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend discussed that point for some time, and 
I suppose his idea now is simply to interject itintomy remarks. Ihave 
no objection to recurring to that question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I insist that in the face of the rules of this House 
prescribing that bills of different character shall go to different commit- 
tees for consideration and report to this House, we ought not toaccept a 
construction not debated which has the effect of upsetting those rules. 
My friend from Arkansas seems to think that hisreference to the Bow- 
man act relieves this situation entirely. 

Mr. LANHAM. My friend from Georgia will allow me to state in 

this connection that the report of the findings of fact in this par- 
ticular case by the Court of Claims was previous to the introduction 
of the bill and the report of the committee. Hence the bill and the 
report of the committee can not be considered in any sense as a part 
of the findings of fact by the Court of Claims which were transmitted to 
Congress. 
Mr. BLOUNT. My friend from Arkansas undertakes to draw a dis- 
tinction between a report of the Court of Claims and a bill. Why, 
sir, in the very nature of a legislative body there can be no such dis- 
tinction as he is attempting to make. There can be no appropriation 
of money except by the joint action of the two Houses in the form of 
a bill. The distinction sought to be made is one which I can not per- 
ceive at all. 

It isa matter of great importance, sir, whether we are to preserve 
the right of this House to make its own rules. We havenever by any 
deliberate action indicated any disposition to abdicate that authority. 
On the contrary, we have deliberately, as have all former bodies, deter- 
mined empa upon our rules of procedure, and amongst other 
things we have determined upon a rule as to claims, directing specific- 
ally to what committees they shall go. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, my friend will not deny that when 
these bills have been reached in their order and are called up for consid- 
eration upon the Calendar under the order made, thereis a sanction by 
the House of the order assigning them to the Calendar. Can the gen- 
tleman get away from that proposition? Bills upon the Calendar under 
that order have been reached, the House has proceeded to their consid- 
eration from time to time, and has passed one or two, I think, which 
were advocated by my friend from Texas. This, I submit, is not only 
a recognition of and acquiescence in the order which authorized the 
making of this Calendar, but is an approval of that order. So that, if 
there has been any disregard of the rules, the suspension has been by 
the order of the House—by its deliberate act. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not so understand the case. The question has 
never been raised until now as to what course should be taken in ref- 
erence to these bills. They were, it is true, directed to be placed on 
the Calendar. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, my friend knows the question was 
raised as to the place they should occupy on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Andnothingelse. That wasall the question raised. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, if a bill has no business on the Cal- 
endar, the House, through its Speaker, will hardly direct where it shall 
be placed on the Calendar. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman seeks to fasten upon 
this House a-ruling by inadvertent action when the House has delib- 
erately declared what shall be the course taken with reference to all 
these matters. In the face of our rules, does the gentleman, knowing 
that if all he says is true it has been inadvertently done, ask us to affirm 
such action as a rule of the House? 

Mr. BUTTGRWORTH. I only ask that those who have been placed 
in a certain pdsition by the action of the House shall not be wronged by 
other action of the House. Let these bills be disposed of in accordance 
with the action already taken, and then, if you choose, suspend or re- 
scind the rule, if you think it has been adopted through inadvertence. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the gentleman asks that no one shall 
be wronged by the reversal of inadvertent action on the part of the 
House. Sir, there are many hardships arising in matters of this kind. 
Bills of very great importance are often in such a position that they 
can not be reached under the rules. But that does not touch the 
question whether the rules shall be construed as of binding force. I 
trust, Mr. Chairman, that this House is not going to hold deliberately 
that a class of claims which have never been investigated by any com- 
mittee of this House, the present committee entertaining perhaps en- 
tirely different views from the committee of a former House, shall be 
brought up for consideration in sucha manner that the House is denied 
the benefit of the usual machinery which looks to proper precaution in 
matters of legislation. They are ex parte claims any way, and if there 
is any direction in which caution should be observed it isin the mode 
of the consideration of these claims. : 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The gentleman says these are claims 
which have never been investigated by any committee of the House. 
Now does he not consider the reference of these claims to the Court of 
Claims under the statutes constitutes the Court of Claims in thenature 
of a committee with power to investigate and report upon facts? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is a different question. This House does not 
shut its eyes blindly to the action of that court. On the contrary, it 
ought to considerit, and it was contemplated it would take it into con- 
sideration in reference to these claims. We have done it in reference 
to some cases at this session of Congress. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman from Georgia what is 
the object of sending bills to the Court of Claims, if Congress, after the 
Court of Claims has investigated the facts and given the result of their 
investigation to this House—this House is going through the same ex- 
amination and investigation of them it would if they never went to 
any court and were never investigated by any court? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itmay seem unreasonable to my friend from Maine 
that Congress should not shut its eyes blindly to the conclusions of 
the Court of Claims, but it has never done so, and I trust never will 


do so. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, That is not the question I asked. Why send 
them there at all? 

Mr. BLOUNT. - The action of the Court of Claims is merely advisory; 
they find the facts in the cases referred to them and report their find- 
ings to Congress for its action. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, If I understand my friend from Georgia, he asks 
for advice which he will never take. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not help my friend’s understanding, but I do 
not think that those who have listened to me believe I ‘any such 
idea in what I said. It has never been in the contemplation of the act 
of Congress as the argument of my friend from Maine would seem to 
suggest. Ihave not said so. Why do you shrink from your logic 
when your attention is called to it? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I prefer to draw my own conclusion rather than 
to let the gentleman from Georgia draw it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know the gentleman would, because he is en- 
thusiastically for the consideration of these claims; I do not mean im- 
properly so. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I prefer to draw my own conclusions. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iknow you do, as I see the gentleman is pleased 
with himself. 

Mr. HOOKER. The point of order made by the gentleman from 
Texas is that these bills which have not been reintroduced in this 
Forty-ninth Congress are not the subject of consideration properly by 
this Committee of the Whole House in the order of business under which 
it is now proceeding; that at the head of the Calendar which you are 
now considering are the following ‘‘ Court of Claims cases reported in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, and brought forward; thaton the Calendar which 
you are now considering the question arises when each case is called 
whether or.not the committee has proper jurisdiction to consider that 
case. I take it, under the Bowman act, if there isa report from the 


Court of Claims upon a specific bill or subject-matter pending before 
the House or any committee of the House, which under the Bowman act 
had been referred to the Court of Claims either by the House or by a 
committee of the House for the purpose of ascertaining the facts and 
reporting back to the committee or back to the House, then under that 
act which we passed in 1883, and by which all matters pending before 
the House by bill or resolution were referred to the Court of Claims fot 
the purpose of reporting on the facts—I say that ever since the passage 
of that act these matters reported on by the Court of Claims would come 
forward naturally from session to session and Congress to Congress un- 
til the subject-matters were disposed of. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Would Congress be compelled to act 
upon a bill introduced in a former House? e 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam glad the gentleman has asked that question. 
It has been said by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN], to whose 
j nagien I defer, that when a report from the Court of Claims comes 
to the House or the committee the bill or resolution referred to it be- 
comes functus officio and can not again be introduced or referred. It 
seems to me the act of 1883 ought to keep alive the subject-matter re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, and that it does keep it alive till it is 
acted on and di of. 

Mr. DUNN. WhatI meant to say was that the reintroduction of 
that bill into this Congress is not necessary. 
ri Mr. HOOKER. Iagree entirely with the honorable gentleman from 

rkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. And so far as the bill formed a part of this report 
and in its entirety it is here. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think the true construction under this act is that 
when a bill is referred to the Court of Claims for ascertainment of the 
facts of a case, and reported back to the House or to a committee of 
this House, that keeps the case alive until it is disposed of. 

But the very purpose end object of the Bowman act, the motive in 
question, was that we should have a reference to the Court of Claims 
of the legal questions involved, for the purpose of ascertaining through 
the proper legal machinery of that court the actual facts on which each 
given case was predicated and on which the House was called to act. 
Having that finding of the Court of Claims before us, it enabled the 
House, being then in possession of the subject-matter upon which it 
desired to be informed, to shape its legislation in accordance with those 
findings. 

For instance, if the Court of Claims should report back that there is 
no foundation in fact for the recognition of a given claim referred to it 
by the House of Representatives, the House would probably determine 
that, under the finding of the Court of Claims, there is no foundation 
in fact for fhis claim, and we recommend that it do not pass. But if, 
on the other hand, the court find the existence of a given state of facts 
upon which they are not allowed to pass judgment, they report their 
findings in that event—assuming it to be a question of loss or damage 
to property—back to Congress, and that report keeps alive, ex necessitate 
rei, the subject-matter which had been referred to the Court of Claims 
to pass upon. I think there is no other construction, in the absence of 
any rule, of which the Bowman act is susceptible, except that it keeps 
alive the subject-matter and the facts upon which the court has been 
called to act. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, as I stated at the outset of my 
remarks, I do not understand that the question presented here is one 
which this committee can dispose of. We find these bills and reports 
upon the Calendar by order of the Speaker of the House, with the con- 
sent of the House. Whether they are put there for the consideration 
of the committee or not, seems to be a question ; and a question has 
arisen whether this committee of the House shall consider the bill in 
a given case, or the whole of them as a class ; and that being the case, 
it seems to me we must first rise and go into the House before we can 
dispose of that subject. It is manifestly a question for the House to 
determine whether the committee shall consider them or not. 

How do these bills happen to be upon the Calendar and called up for 
consideration? If they are upon the Calendar and have been called in 
their regular order for consideration in Committee of the Whole, what - 
disposition will the committee make of them? Is it for the Chairman 
of the committee to decide what bills the committee shall consider, or 
is it not rather a question for the House to determine? If the ruling 
of the Speaker in placing bills upon the Calendar is not in harmony 
with the regular order in which they shall be considered, it is the fanc- 
tion of the House to determine a different order. Hence in any event, 
to dispose of the subject, it is necessary for the committee to rise and 
go into the House, and let the House determine whether it shall con- 
sider them upon the Calendar; and ifso, when, where, and how. If 
they are not to be considered, and it is so determined by the House, 
we will understand that they are to be referred to a proper committee, 
and that committee can report them back for reference; but we have 
no power here to refer them toacommittee. We have no other power 
in the premises than to consider them here in committee and make 
some order, either reporting them to the House for further considera- 
tion or recommending that they shall not pass. It is not for the Chair- 
man of the committee to determine whether or not the committee shall 
consider them. We are bound to consider them if upon the Calendar 
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and called up for consideration. What consideration they shall have 
is another guestion. If the committee desires to return them to the 
House for its determination, it is in order; but it isnot in order for the 
Chairman to say that the committee shall not, under any cireumstances, 
or for any purpose, consider the bills. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident, as 
this discussion has p , that the question is nota point of order 
against this bill, but the question, as stated by the gentleman from 
Texas at one time during his remarks, is the question of consideration. 
The question is whether or not we shall consider this bill. And I want 
to call the attention of the House to one state of facts that has been 
developed by the discussion. 

It was said in the outsetof this discussion, with reference to the con- 
sideration of these claims now, that because they had been considered 
by no committee since the report of the Court of Claims, that it was 
not in order to consider them now by a committee of the House. 

Mr. LANHAM. The point was that they had not been considered 
by a committee of the present House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. But in answer to a remark of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, awhile ago, the gentleman from Texas devel- 
oped the fact that this very bill on which the question of considera- 
tion has been raised had been referred to the Court of Claims, the 
facts found, and they had been reported back to the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, and upon that finding of fact the bill was drawn and the com- 
mittee to whom it was referred reported it back to the House. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think the gentleman from Kentucky misappre- 
hends the suggestion in reference to this particular bill being referred 
to the Court of Claims, because I find the Court of Claims, antecedent 
to tliat reference, had made a report in that case. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That is just what I have said. The 
court made its findings in the case, and based upon the findings the re- 
port was made and the bill introduced. 

Mr. LANHAM. In the Forty-ninth Congress? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. In the Forty-ninth Congress, , 

Now, what was the object of this Bowman act? It was simply to 
facilitate the consideration of claims agai the Government, What 
is the result of the action of this House to-day upon this question? It 
is to retard the consideration of claims. It is to pile back upon the 
committees this immense amount of work that they have gone through 
before. I sheuld like the members of this House just to look into the 
correspondence, of the Committee on War Claims especially, and there 
hear the heart-rending appeals of people all over this country that are 
coming up to the Congress of the United States to grant them relief in 
the small sums of money asked for in these bills. Yet here we come 
and, like a set of children, quarrel over the consideration of a bill which 
has been placed on the Calendar, and thereby say to these people, ‘‘ We 
are too dignified; we must have too much order in our proceedings to 
enable us to do justice to you who are starving for bread all over the 
country.” i 

Mr. LANHAM. Arewe not met by the same appeals and importu- 
nities in this Congress as in former Congresses? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Weare met by the same appeals; and 
that but adds force to the argument. If you turn these people back 
who, the Court of Claims has said, have just claims against the Gov- 
ernment, you force upon them again the necessity of appealing to the 
members of this House and the Committee on War Claims for help from 
the dilemma in which they are placed. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs] took the position that 

- this House had a right to make any rule it chose or set aside any law 
of Congress. Does the House have that right? Idenyit. I deny 
that we have a right to make a rule that will deprive any class of our 
citizens of their rights under a law made by Congress for their benefit. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman from Kentucky declare that 
Congress may legislate against the right of this House to make rules 
of its own procedure ? z 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I hold that a law of the United States 
made in the interest of any class of its citizens is supreme, and must 
govern the action of this House until a law is passed repealing it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the act must control where admittedly it is in conflict with a rule of 
this House as to how these claims should be considered ? 

' Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I hold that the rule of this House can 
not set aside the law made by the Congress of the United States. But 
if the position of the gentleman from Georgia is tenable, that this House 
has a right to abrogate any law of the United States—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my friend will not mistake me. I never 
took the position that this House had the right to abrogate any law of 
the United States. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman to ask me 
if I did not believe that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I willstate the question again, so thatthe gentleman 
may not misconceive me. Does he hold that Congress can pass any 
law which shall abrogate the mode of procedure in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and that the House can not change that? 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No, sir; nor does anybody else that I 
know of hold that sort ofan idea. But I do hold that a law of the 
United States, made by the Congressof the United States and approved 
by the President, is supreme over a rule of this House until abrogated 
by a law of the same kind. X 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman say it would not be competent 
for the House to declare that these bills should go before a committee 
while that law is in existence? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Isayit may be competent for the House 
to do so, but this Honse has not done it. 3 

re BLOUNT. Docsthe gentleman say the House has not the power 
to do it? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. We are not dealing with suppositions, 
but we are dealing with the facts in the case. And the fact is, the re- 
sult of the action of this House to-day is to retard legislation and pre- 
vent the execution of a law that was made in the interest of a worthy 
class of the people of the United States. Its operation is to prevent 
them from getting justice, and it acts against them in every way. 
Ta is what I say in regard to the action to-day and the rule of this 

ouse, 

Mr. OATES. Wil the gentleman from Kentucky allow me a ques- 
tion? : 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. Has not the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
cided that wherever Congress by a law creates a tribunal for the pur- 
pose of adjusting a claim against it, and the case is submitted to that 
tribunal and is decided, the decision is binding upon the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes; the Supreme Court has made ade- 
cision exactly of that kind. It has been said here that these findings 
of the Court of Claims were on ez parteevidence. Why, sir, the action 
of the committees of this House is on ex parte evidence in a great meas- 
ure, 
The court has the attorney of the Government upon one side, who is 
confronted by the attorney for theclaimant upon the other, and thus the 
facts are more definitely brought out and justice is more surely done 
to the claimant. Those who oppose thisorder which has been made by 
the Speaker, oppose the execution of a Jaw which was enacted to give 
relief not only to claimants, but also to Congress. All around these 
corridors, and all over the country, you will find people who have been 
waiting for twenty years and more for the consideration of their claims. 
In the poor-house of the District of Columbia to-day there are people 
who came here twenty years ago with just and legal claims against the 
Government that have been put off by this sort of action from Congress 
to Congress, untilatlasttheir little accumulations have been exhausted, 
and they find themselves pensioners upon this District. 

Mr. Chairman, while the effect may not have been intended—and I 

would not charge my friend from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] with having 
taken action here to delay the consideration of just claims or the trans- 
action of the business of the House—while that was not his intention, 
I state that it was announced to me on this floor this morning—this 
being Friday, the only day in the week that is given to the considera- 
tion of private claims—it was announced to me on this floor this morn- 
ing by a prominent member of this House, that the consideration of 
claims was not to be entertained by the Fiftieth Congress. Now, I 
want to say to this House right here, that I am in favor of the passage 
of bills for the allowance of the just claims of the people of this country. 
I believe that if we had taken these claims up in the order in which 
they come, and had proceeded with them to-day, wo could have been half 
through with them by this time. 

But they have been delayed in this manner, and I for one protest 
here and now, and so long as I have a seat upon this floor I shall pro- 
test, against this dilatory action which prevents the public business 
from going forward and justice from being done to these people. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] Iappeal to members of the House to 
stand-by the people in this matter, and let it go out to the country that 
the Fiftieth Congress is willing to go forward in the transaction of its 
business and to do justice to this worthy class of people from all parts 
of the country who have been so long kept out of their rights. [Ap- 

lause. 
; The UHATRMAN. The Chair desires tò ask the fl sctntaras from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM] to state definitely and specifically his point of 
order. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is this, sir. I objected to the consideration of 
this bill and raised the point of order that it was a bill introduced in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, and that the report upon it was from a com- 
mittee of that Congress. It is not a bill of this Congress, nor a report 
of this Congress. It never has been introduced or considered in the 
Fiftieth Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair has no difficulty in deciding the point 
as now presented by the gentleman from Texas. It is not within the 
province of the Committee of the Whole to determine the question of 
the consideration of a bill. The question of consideration being raised, ~ 
or a motion made to pass over a bill, it becomes the imperative duty 
of the committee to rise and report that fact to the House. 

Mr. Then, sir, I move that the committee now rise— 
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The CHAIRMAN. It does not require a motion. 
will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of the Whole, re- 
ported that they had under consideration bills upon the Private Calen- 
dar, and had reached the bill H. R. 6336, entitled ‘‘A bill for the re- 
lief of Martha J. A. Rambaugh,’’ whereupon the question of considera- 
tion was raised by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], and the 
committee rose and instructed its Chairman to report the fact to the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairman of the Committee ofthe 
Whole reports that they have had under consideration bills upon the 
Private Calendar, and that on reaching the bill (H, R. 6336) forthe re- 
lief óf Martha J. A. Rumbaugh, the question of consideration was 
raised upon that bill; whereupon the committee rose and instructed its 
Chairman toreport the fact to the House. 4 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have objected in the Committee of 
the Whole House to the consideration of bill No. 6336, introduced at 
the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, March 1, 1886. Accom- 
panying this bill is a report from the Committee on War Claims of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session, April 6, 1886. This bill, as I am 
advised, has never been introduced in the Fiftieth Congress, and no 
report in writing has ever been made upon it by any comniittee of the 
present Congress. I maintain that we have no jurisdiction in the Fif- 
tieth Congress to pass upon a bill of the Forty-ninth Congress and a 
report coming from a committee of that Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to decide the ques- 
tion. After hearing attentively the argument in the Committee of the 
Whole, the present occupant of the chair would decide that the class 
of bills of which the bill referred to is one were reported to the Forty- 
ninth Congress with accompanying reports from the Court of Claims. 
They were, by direction of the Speaker during the present session, or- 
dered to be placed on the Private Calendar for consideration on Fri- 
days. In the opinion of the Chair, it does not follow that these bills 
of a former Congress are here for passage by the present House with- 
out the formalities contemplated by our rules. They are on the Cal- 
endar for appropriate action, What is that appropriate action? It 
may be the reference of them to a committee; it may be to lay them 
on the table. The reference of the bills to the Calendar does not nec- 
essarily import that they are to be passed or are to be considered with 
a view to their final disposition. Even messages of the President are 
often directed to be placed on the Calendar; but no one would suppose 
because a President’s m is placed on the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole that that committee should at once consider, for 
instance, the question ofa tariff presented by that message without such 
preliminary steps as the rales contemplate. 

The Chair therefore holds that these bills of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress are before the House for appropriate action, but not for final dis- 
position, inasmuch as under the rules certain preliminary steps are 
indispensable. There is nothing in the Bowman law, as the Chair con- 
ceives it, which antagonizes this view. 

The present occupant of the chair, holding this place only tempo- 
Tarily, some diffidence in deciding this proposition, and would be 
glad if some gentleman who differs from this ruling would take an ap- 
peal from the decision, so that the House may determine the question. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The language used by the Chair was in the 
plural. I desire to know whether this decision is to be considered as 
applying to more than one bill ? 

ave SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair spoke of this bill as one of 
a class. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then the ruling will be considered as apply- 
ing to this bill alone. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Onemoment. I understood my friend from 
Texas to refer to cases in which no bill had been introduced in this 
Congress, Now, a number of these cases do not come within that cate- 
gory atall, Forinstance, thenext bill on the Calendar is accompanied 
not only by the report of the Court of Claims, but by the report from 
a committee as well; and I have introduced a bill in the same form as 
that introduced before——- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to move that the appeal from the decision 
of the Chair be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motionis in order, but the Chair 
desires to state that he has made this ruling with reference to only one 
bill. That point will distinctly appear of record. The gentleman 
from Georgia moves that the appeal from the decision of the Chair be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. If the 
House should sustain the Chair in this ruling, will this bill still remain 
in the Committee of the Whole House, or will it, under the ruling of 
the Chair, be referred to a committee of the House for its action before 
it can be taken up on the Calendar? : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not answer a question 
as to the future. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 


The committee 


Mr. SPRINGER. In other words, I desire to ask the Chair what 
will be the status of this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will be guided by the opin- 
ion of the House. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry in order that 
we may know exactly how to vote on this proposition. Has the Chair 
decided that this bill which has been reached in the Committee of the 
Whole House could not, in its present status on the Calendar, be consid- 
ered by the Committee of the Whole and reported to the House? Does 
the Chair so decide? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not decided that. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then as I understand—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The motion to lay the appeal on the tableis not đe- 
batable. = 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam making a parliamentary inquiry. We want to 
know how to vote on this proposition. Would it have been competent, 
in the opinion of the Chair, for the Committee of the Whole House to 
consider this bill and report it to the House for action by the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would think that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole could not consider the bill by amending it or rec- 
ommending its passage to the House. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] that the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair be laid on the table. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 115, noes 37. 

Mr. STON®, of Kentucky. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 21. 

So (one-fifth not having voted in the affirmative) the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

So the motion was agreed to, and the appeal was laid upon the table. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move the Committee of the Whole House be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill H. R. 6336, and it 
be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order to 
amend that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tt is. 

Mr. BLAND. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House to consider bills in the order in which they were 
reported by the committees of this House. 

A MEMBER. . That is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
in order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] soas toinclude all bills of the class affected 
by the decision of theSpeaker so that they may be reported back to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make a point of order on that. 

Mr. LANHAM. I accept it as a modification of my motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to amend so as to make it applicable 
to bills not yet reached. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It cannot be made applicable to bills 
except as they are reached. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to avoid the necessity of taking the ques- 
tion on every bill. 

Mr. BLAND. The ruling has been made, and I ask it be applied 
to all the bills of the class referred to under the decision of the Speaker. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Donot some of the bills belong to other commit- 
tees than the Committee on War Claims? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not advised. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In the case of the gentleman from Kentucky—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Texas modifies his motion. 

Mr. LANHAM. I have accepted the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised they go to other 
committees than the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand my friend to refer now to bills, 
or rather to cases where bills have not been introduced into this Con- 
gress and referred. That is the case to which the honorable gentleman 
from Texas refers. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But I refer to bills reported by the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And now upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Speaker ruled on one bill. It appears 
that there is no such bill before the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It would apply to every bill of that class. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But the Speaker ruled these bills were 
properly on the Calendar. Now, it may be it is not competent for the | 
House to discharge a committee from the consideration of a bill before 
this Congress and consider it, looking to a report of the Court of Claims 
to a former committee of this House. If there is such a bill, Ido not 
want itreferred. One of these bills, the second on the list, has been re- 
ported favorably to the House a numberof times. Itis for salaries due 
employés who have waited for twenty-four years and whose children 
have gone supperless to bed for lack of it, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a point of order. 


f 


That motion is not germane. Itisnot 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have risen to a point in which there is 
great pertinency. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt the gentleman thinks so. 

Mr. LANHAM rose. 

Mr. TAULBEE, I trust the gentleman will allow me to ask unan- 
imous consent to proceed to the consideration of a resolution which I 
introduced on the 16th instant, which I think will solve all the diffi- 
culties under which we now labor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object to every request which does not ap- 
ply to the bill under consideration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on referring this bill 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has not this bill been introduced into this House 
under the rule? How can the House refer a bill not before it in the 
ordinary way? 

Mr. DUNN. It can refer any paper. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the paper is not here under the rule. 

Mr, LANHAM. It is like any other petition or bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is to refer the papers in 
this case to the Committee on War Claims. 

The motion was agreed to; and they were so referred. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private 
Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar, and the Clerk 
will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

A bill (H. R. 6203) for the relief of Peter March, Thomas J. Wright, adminis- 
trator, and others. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I object to the consideration of that 
bill, for the reason that it appears also to be a bill of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and a report submitted from a committee of that Congress. 
I make the point of order that this bill has never been introduced into 
this House, or considered or reported by a committee of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas raises the question 
of consideration. Yee 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want, with the permission of the Chair, 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Texas to this fact. While 
it is true that this particular bill was not introduced and referred to 
the Court of Claims by this House, the same bill has been reported 
upon time after time by committees of the House, and it has been again 
introduced and is now pending. 

Mr. LANHAM. Has it been reported by any committee? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is no report from any committee of 
this House; but according to the decision of the Speaker of the House, 
this bill is on the Calendar for such disposition as the House may order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to be heard for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hasindulged the gentleman from Ohio 

to make a statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH.’ I want to make a statement in behalf of 
the parties interested in this bill, and appeal tothe gentleman’s bowels 
of compassion, if he has any, to permit a word in their behalf. 

That bill has been reported, as I have said, time after time, and 
once since this report from the Court of Claims. It refers to the sal- 
aries of the men captured upon the steamer Prima Donna, and who 
were kept in Confederate prisons for months. ‘The money due to them 
has been unpaid for all of these years. For more than twenty-five 
years they have been deprived of whatisduetothem. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
ular order!” ] 

What I want the House to dois to instruct the committee to pass the 
bill. It appeals to us by every sense of justice, and does not infringe 
in any way the right claimed by my friend from Texas, 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the committee will rise 

„and report the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar having reached the consideration ofthe 
bill H. R. 6203 of the Forty-ninth Congress, objection was made thereto, 

. whereupon the committee rose, and he was instructed to report the ob- 
jection to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House direct 
the committee to consider the bill? 

Mr. LANHAM. I think that this bill and report are subject to the 
same objection made to the preceding bill, No. 6336. It has not been 
reported by any committee of this House, and I move thatit be referred 

-to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now adjourn, 


Mr. SCOTT. Pending that motion I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, was then agreed to; and ac- 
cordingly (at 3 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6052) for the relief of John Mar- 
tin Fennell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6053) for the relief of Alexander F. Dutton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: A bill (H. R. 6054) for the relief of Allen D. 
Hazzard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 6055) for the relief of the 
heirs of C. A. J. Flemister—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6056) for the relief of William T. Trammell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYSON: A bill (H. R. 6057) to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Edward Healy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 6058) for therelief of Eliza Stan- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 6059) correcting the military record of 
Lorentz Radkey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6060) correcting the military record of Edwin S. 
Button—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6061) granting a pension to Robert A. Stuart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. O’NEALL: A bill (H. R.6062) for the relief of Nicholas 
MeQuinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6063) for the relief of Hila E. Geyer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6064) for the relief fof Elijah H. Tomey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6065) for the relief of Mathias Yakely—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6066) for the relief of Amanda E. Pol—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6067) for the relief of Austin P. Cox—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6068) for the relief of Henry Isen- 
burg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 6069) for the relief of Thomas 
G. Mackie and the heirs-at-law of William A. Hyde, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas Benson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H.-R. 6071) for the relief of Mary Pen- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEAN: A bill (H. R. 6072) for the registry of the barges 
Albert M., Condor, and Adelante—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 6073) granting a pension to Eliza J. 
Booth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6074) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John Burchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 6075) for the relief of William Wolff— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 6076) for the relief of William C. 

in—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 6077) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of James Fanning—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. : 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 6078) granting a pension to Alex- 
ander J. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. : A bill (H. R. 6079) for the relief of Hiram N. 
Roberts, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 6080) for the relief of Harry 8. Kel- 
logg, administrator of the estate of Lyman W. Kellogg, deceased—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6081) granting a pension to 
Mary F. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6082) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Pearce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6083) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah R. Boyle—to the Committeen Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: A bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of 
Charles D. Freeman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 6085) granting an increase of pension 
to Peter Krepp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 6086) for the relief of Daniel 
Thomas—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 6087) to pay to Urias Buskirk the 
amount found due him by the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


1888. 


By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 6088) granting a pension to William 
W. Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to James 
S. McHenry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6090) for the relief of Josiah P. Higgins—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6091) to pension Hesekiah F. 
Keister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Changes in the reference of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely: s 

A bill (H. R. 2300) for the relief of C. C. Colmesnil—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 901) granting a pension to Mrs. Fannie Carman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of Martha J. A. Rumbaugh, 
administratrix of George H. Rumbaugh—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Papers in the claim of Thomas Shelby, of 
Washington County; of J. T. Barnett, administrator of J. W. Barnett, 
of Tishomingo County; of Daniel O’Sullivan, of Hinds County; of Seth 
R. and Charles W. Strong, of Warren County, and of Levi b. Field 
and Cyrus Maish, of Natchez, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of J. H. F. Billings and 172 
others, citizens of Clay Centre, Kans., for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of 352 citizens of Duncannon, of 100 
citizens of Newport, and of 100 citizens of Shermansdale, Pa., against 
the admission of Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of 65 citizens of the Twenty-third district 
of Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Francis McKinney, for removal 
of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Charles H. Milbourn and of Mary F. Warner, for 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John W. Pearce, for increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Resolutions of the Legislature of Virginia, in- 
dorsed by the board of health of Portsmouth, Va., for the establish- 
ment of a national quarantine at Cape Charles—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the council and board of health of Portsmouth, 
Va., for the same—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers in the case of H. D. Spear, late postmaster at Spear’s, 
York County, Virginia, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Cigar-Makers’ Union, of Lansing, 
Mich., for retention of tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of 145 citizens of the District of Columbia, for prohibi- 
tion in the said District—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of John W. Waltz and other citi- 
zens of Fredericksburgh, Va., for building a road to the national ceme- 
tery at that place—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. C. Bunting and others, of Chincoteague, Va., for 
a fog-buoy—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 188 citizens of the Sixth dis- 
trict of Indiana, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petitions for the relief of Lewis Gore 
Brown, of Cincinnati, and of Peter Eichels, of Red Bank, Hamilton 
County, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for the relief of James Malloy, of Cincinnati, Ohio—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of the gold end silver beaters of the United States, for 
S tenre duty on certain articles—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. - 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Petition of Louise M. Sippell, widow 
of William E. Sippell, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment New 
Jersey Volunteers, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers in the case of the American Mutual Ben- 
efit Association of Mexican War Veterans, for relief—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert Me- 
Nutt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Petition of William R. Blakeslee, for aspe- 
cial act of relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of 102 citizens of the Sixth district of Pennsylvania for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 
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By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of George W. Marshall and 60 other ship- 
masters, for the improvement of the harbor of Edgartown, Mass.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of 189 citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia and of Anacostia, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Protest of 50 citizens of Kootenai County, and of 
the county commissioners of Boisé County, Idaho, against any division 
of Idaho Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of Ezra W. North and 170 others, of Michi- 
gan, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liqour Traffic. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Memorial of Mrs. Laura L. Wallen, widow 
of Henry D. Wallen, late colonel of the Second Infantry, United States 
Army, to accompany House bill 5593—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers in support of House bill granting a pension 
to Margie Garvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance of Cigar-Makers’ International Union, No. 18, of 
Brattleborough, Vt., against the removal of internal-revenue tax on 
cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. t 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of the Board of Trade that West Superior, 
Wis., be constituted an original port of entry—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 4 

Also, petition of 124 citizens of the Eighth district of Wisconsin, for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition Hon. O, P. Shiras, judge of 
United States district court, northern district of Iowa, relating to bill 
for changing the time-of holding terms of United States courts in said 
district—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEAN: Petition and affidavit of John Seully, of South Am- 
boy, N. J., asking forthe registry of the barges Albert M., Condor, and 
Adelante—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of S. A. Peugh, for compensation as 
witness before an investigating committee of the House of Representa- 
tives—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of Patrick Carroll, for compensation for services as 
assistant librarian of the War Department—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of John R. Bond, of Port Deposit, Md.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 3 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of T. Jenkins and numerous others, 
citizens of Grant County, Wisconsin, for the adoption of a law requir- 
ing packages containing all compounds of lard to be so labeled as to 
prevent fraud and deception on consumers—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, 

Also, resolutions of Pomona Grange, of Rock County, Wisconsin, 
approving and indorsing the operation of the interstate-commerce law, 
and against any repeal or amendment thereof—to the Committee on 
Commerce. $ 

Also, petition of George H. Lawrence, for relief—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of George W. Emmert and others; of Eunice: 
D. Smith and others; of R. M. Anderson and others, and of George 
Norcross and others, citizens of the Nineteenth district of Pennsylva- 
nia, against the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Joint and concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Missouri, asking au appropriation ot $50,000 for the fa doa of 
straightening Grand River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of 147 citizens of the Fifth district of 
Indiana, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to theSelect Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of James Moore and others, of S. H. 
Leland and others, andofG. E. Soper and others, fora public building 
at Bar Harbor, Me.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Thomas W. Russell, of Clark 
County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of Henry H. Rassweiler, president of 
Northwestern College, of Naperville, I., and seven others of the same 
college, foraninternational copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of Ortonville Board of Trade, ask- 
ing an appropriation to improve Big Stone Lake, in Minnesota and 
Dakota—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of citizens of Savoy, Berkshire 
County, Massachusetts, for reduction of postage on certain articles, 
ete.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Petition of Mystic (New London County, 
Connecticut), Board of Trade, in favor of appropriation for improve- 
ments in Mystic River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of the Chicago Board of Trade, respecting 
the discrimination against American salted pork by France and Ger- 
many—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of George C. Bancroft and others, 
letter-carriers of Atlanta, Ga., for amendment of the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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Also, petition of druggists of Atlanta, Ga., for removal of duty on 
alcohol for medical purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also (by request), petition of John H. Hamrick, of Andrew J. Wells, 
and of James B. Morris, of Clayton County, and of Henry G. Andrews, 
of John South, and of A. B. Ford, of Henry County, Georgia, for refer- 
` ence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition for the relief of William P. Patton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition and papers of Alexander Joseph, 
of Davidson County, Tennessee, for payment of war claim—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of Henry Von Hofen, of Orleans Par- 
ish, Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Of 8S. C. Carter and others, citizens 
Ocobla, Neshoba County, Mississippi. = 

By Mr, J. A. ANDERSON: OfJ. H. Grist and 30 others, citizens of 
Iwacura, Kans. 3 

By Mr. BACON: Of citizens of Bath, Richmond County, Georgia, 

By Mr. COOPER: Of D. C. Baker and 87 others, of Knox County, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens of Fremont, Tenn. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Of citizens of Bridgeport, Miss. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Lanier, and of Swansborough, 
Onslow County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of citizens of Red Bank, county of Hamilton, Ten- 
nessee. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of citizens of Galloway, Pulaski County, Arkan- 


Bas. 
By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Of citizens of Sandy Ridge, Ga. 
By Mr. YOST: Of citizens of Alleghany Station, Alleghany County, 


Virginia. .. ; 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, January 30, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of January 23, 1888, information concerning the progress made 
in examining the claim of the State of Massachusetts for expenses paid 
and incurred at the request of the President and the Secretary of State 
during the war in protecting the harborsand strengthening the fortifi- 
cations on the coast, stating, on the report of the Third Auditor, that 
the act ot June 27, 1882, section 4, required examination at the earliest 
practical time of the claims of several States for the reimbursement of 
expenses incurred in Indian hostilities, ete., and the available force of 
the office has been employed in making such examination, which has 
suspended the investigation and settlement of the claim of the State 
of Massachusetts under the act of July 7, 1884, and further stating that 
unless an unforeseen contingency arises the claim will be taken up and 
adjusted during the present session of Congress, and in time for an ap- 
propriation, should a balance be found due; which was read. 

Mr. DAWES. The statute under which that inquiry was made was 

in 1884. It is to be regretted exceedingly that Congress has not 
furnished the Secretary of the Treasury with sufficient clerical force to 
carry out the provisions of that act earlier. I have no di ion to 
criticise the Secretary. I am at this moment disposed to that 
if he has not force enough it is the duty of Congress to furnish him 
with crypt clerical force to discharge the duties which we impose 
upon 

I have no doubt of the Secretary’s desire to carry out that statute at 
the earliest ible moment, Iam glad to know that he feels that he 
is working his force fully. He has not asked for any increase that I 
know of. If he had represented that he could not carry out existing 
law with his force on hand, I have no doubt that Congress would have 
furnished him with additional clerks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition shall be made of 
the communication and the accompanying papers? 

` Mr. DAWES. I move that they be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of January 17, 1888, certain informationas to the per cent. 
of money paid the States and Territories on the sales of public lands; 
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which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, inanswer toa resolution of January 27, 1887, the 
results of an investigation of the salmon fisheries in the Columbia River, 
in the State of Oregon and Washington Territory; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest, as the ac- 
companying report is voluminous and accompanied by a large number 
of photographs, evidently intended for engraving, which would prob- 
ably involve considerable expense, that the communication and the 
accompanying report had better be referred, perhaps, to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call the attention of my colleague [Mr. MITCHELL] 
to the fact that a letter has come in from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting his report and the report of the local engineers upon a resolu- 
tion which I think was introduced by my colleague and reported from 
the Committee on Commerce by myself, in to fish-traps and ob- 
structions in the Columbia River. I understand the report is very vo- 
luminous and accompanied with photographs and maps, and it is sug- 
gested by the President of the Senate that the papers should be referred 
to the Committee on Printing before an order to print is made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope that will be done. I think it very ad- 
visable that the report should be printed. It isa very valuable report. 

The communication and the accompanying report were referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of December 13, 1887, a report from the Adjutant-General regarding 
the military reservation of Fort Canby, Washington Territory; which, 
on motion of Mr. MITCHELL, was, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of December 
20, 1887, certain information as to whether persons are being ejected 
at the instance of the Interior Department from lands purchased of the 
Chippewa and Muncie Indians in Kansas, ete.; which, withthe accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Patents, transmitting his annual report 
for the year 1887; which, with the accompanying report, was referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro presented resolutions adopted by the 
National Board of Trade in favor of reciprocal trade relations between 
the United States and the Dominion of Canada; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Wichita, Kans., favoring legislation to organize the Territory of Okla- 
homa; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the mayor and city council 
of Topeka, Kans., in favor of the proposed world’s exposition; which 
were referred to the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Consti- 
tution and the Discovery of America. 

He also presented the petition of H. A. Thompson, of Shawnee 
County, Kansas, praying to be allowed compensation for losses incurred 
during the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 5 : 

He also presented a petition of 123 citizens of the Fourth and Sev- 
enth Congressional districts of Kansas, and a petition of 228 citizens 
of the Second Congressional district of Kansas, praying for prohibi- 
tion in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the National Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Washington, D. C., in favor of the world’s 
exposition in honor of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery 
of America by Columbus ; which were referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Centennial of the Constitution and Discovery of America. 

He also presented a petition of the trustees of the Young Women’s 
Christian Home, of Washington, D. C., praying that an appropriation 
be made for the benefit of that institution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. x 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Governor John P. Richard- 
son and other citizens of South Caroliná, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the improvement of the Congaree River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of David H. Moore and others, 
members of the faculty of the Denver University, of Denver, Colo., 
praying for the enactment ofan international copyright law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Leadville (Colo.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, protesting against the removal of the duty on lead 
and lead ores; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars of 
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Colorado, officially signed, praying for a national prohibitory constitu- 
tional amendment; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. s 

Mr. VEST. Iam in receipt of a communication from the National 
Temperance Society Publication House, of New York, sending me a 
petition of citizens of the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, 

raying for the prohibition of the alcoholic liquor traffic in this District. 
present these papers and move their reference to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the Merchants’ Exchange 
of St. Louis, Mo., favoring the inter-American and inter-republic cele- 
bration in honor of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America; which were referred to the Select Committee on the Centen- 
nial of the Constitution and the Discovery of America. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Cigar-Makers’ Union, 
No. 44, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against any interference with 
the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Muscogee, in the Indian 
Territory, praying for the establishment of a United States court at 
that place; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of 110 citizens of the First, Sec- 
ond, Seventh, and Ninth Congressional districts of Wisconsin, praying 
for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a resolution adopted by the Board of 
‘Frade of Chicago, Ill., favoring the creation and adoption of a naval 
reserve; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition adopted by a committee of Grand Army 
posts of the city of Chicago, praying for the passage of the bill donat- 
ing the use of Dearborn Park for a soldiers’ memorial building and for 
the Chicago public library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bili to which the petition refers is at present 
pending before the Committee on Public Lands, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the petition will be referred 
to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of 159 citizens of the Eleventh 
Cohgressional district of Illinois, praying for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Healso presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of Mlinois, officially signed, representing 10,000 members, praying for 
the appointment of a national commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Patrons of Husbandry 
State Grange of Illinois, favoring certain amendments to the postal 
Jaws; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Charles O. Doe, G. W. P., and 
Charles E. Dennett, G. S., in behalf of the Sons of Temperance of 
Massachusetts, praying for the appointment of a national board of in- 
quiry into the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Jerome Marble & Co., J. C. White, 
George H. Clark & Co., George S. Dixon, and other eminent merchants 
of Massachusetts, indorsing the petition of the Paint and Oil Club of 
New England, praying for the abolition of the special license tax on 
pure alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented 2 memorial of the National Board of Trade, signed 
by Fred. Fraley, president, and Hamilton A. Hill, secretary, praying 
for thè calling of an international conference to consider and report 
rules and regulations that may add to the safety of life and property 
on the high seas; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 145 citizens of the District of 
Columbia, and a petition of 178 citizens of the District of Columbia, 
praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of clerks in the United States post- 
office at Toledo, Ohio, praying to be allowed increased compensation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the faculty of Buchtel 
Coll at Akron, Ohio, praying for the enactment of an international 
copyright law; which was referred to the Committeé on Patents. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Washington, praying for the removal of obstructions from 
the Upper Columbia River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. z 

_ Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the faculty of the State Univer- 
sity of Kansas, located at Lawrence, in that State, favoring the passage 
of an international copyright law; which was referred to the Commit- 
-tee on Patents. 

He also- presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for the 
passage of the bill now pending to provide for the extirpation of con- 


tagious pleuro-pneumonia and other cattle diseases; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of members of Cadmus Grange, No. 350, 
Patrons of Husbandry, remonstrating against any amendment or the 
repeal of the oleomargarine law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. i 

He also presented a petition of 172 citizens of the Fifth Congressional 
district of Kansas, praying for prohibition in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Healso presented the petition of H. A. Thompson, of Shawnee County, 
Kansas, praying to be granted certain relief on account of the opera- 
tions of the Union Army in the year 1864; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR, I present the petition of the faculty of Dartmouth 
College, at Hanover, N. H., in which they represent that, believing 
that both justice and expediency demand fuller security for literary 
property, they petition Congress for the speedy enactment of an inter- 
national copyright law. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Utah, representing 150 members, and a petition of 
the Grand Lodge of Good Templars, of Colorado, praying for a national 
prohibitory constitutional amendment; whigh were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition of members of the 
faculty of the Arkansas Industrial University, at Fayetteville, Ark., 
praying for the enactment of an international copyright law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. i 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of the Arkansas Industrial 
University, and a petition signed by Governor John C. Branner and other 
citizens of Little Rock, Ark., praying for the removal of the duty on 
books printed in foreign languages; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Holly Springs, Ark., pray- 
ing that increased compensation be allowed fourth-class postmasters; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the Sons of Temperance of Mas- 
sachusetts, officially signed, praying for the passage of a national pro- 
hibitory constitutional amendment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Paint and Oil Club of New Eng- 
land, praying for the abolition of the special license tax on the sellers 
of pure alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of J. W. Parish & Co., praying 
for certain relief in regard to their contract with the Government for far- 
wishing ice to hospitals; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of members of the faculty of North- 
western College, at Naperville, Ill., praying for the enactment of an 
aumata copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by High Prairie Grange, No. 
1481, Patrons of Husbandry, at Smithton, HI., urging reduced postage 
on seeds, bulbs, etc., the issue of fractional currency for use in the 
mails, the abolition of postal-notes, the issue of money-orders for $5 
or less for 3 cents, and removal of tariff from all articles for sale of 
which a trust has been or may be formed; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the directors of the Chicago 
(Ill.) Board of Trade, indorsing the recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Navy for the creation of a naval reserve; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Hazel Dell Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Coles County, Illinois, praying for reduction of postage on 
seeds, plants, etc., the issue of fractional currency, abolition of postal- 
notes, issue of money-orders for $5 or less for a fee of 3 cents, that 
the oleo ine law be not repealed, that the interstate-commerce 
bill be enforced, that the patent laws be revised, that United States 
Senators be elected by a direct vote of the people, that duties on raw 
materials shall not be reduced, and that existing duties on manufactured 
goods be maintained, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of the 
State of Nebraska, praying that certain changes be made in the fiscal 
See of the Government; which was referred to the Committee on 

ance, 

He also presented a petition of members of the Society of Friends in 
conference at Richmond, Ind., in favor of international arbitration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. s 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE presented a resolution of the Detroit (Mich. ) 
Board of Trade, favoring the formation of a naval reserve corps upon 
the northern lakes; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


Mr. SABIN presented a petition of the Duluth (Minn.) Board of 
Trade, praying for the formulation of measures for lessening the dangers 
of navigation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Du- 
luth, Minn., indorsing the report of the Vessel-Owners’ Association of 
Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the enactment of certain measures for the 

ter safety of navigation upon the lakes; whick was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions of the Minnesota State Dairy Asso- 
ciation, favoring an amendment to the Jaw controlling the production 
and sale of oleomargarine and butterine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Division of Sons of Tem- 
perance in the State of Minnesota, officially signed, praying for the 

of a national prohibitory constitutional amendment; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. \ 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Division of the Sons of 
Temperance in the State of Minnesota, praying for the appointment of 
a national commission of inquiry into the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Ortonville (Minn. ) Board 
of Trade, Praying for the appropriation of $20,000 for the purpose of 
diking and dredging Big Stone Lake, in that State; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented resolutions adopted by Pomona Grange, of 
Rock County, Wisconsin, remonstrating against the repeal or amend- 
ment in any manner to injure or destroy the efficiency of the interstate- 
commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions of the board of managers of the Lake 
Carriers’ Association of Buffalo, N. Y., and resolutions of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., approving the establishment of 
a naval reserve; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Lake Carriers’ Associa- 
tion of Buffalo, N. Y., urging upon Congress the desirability of con- 
tinuing and completing, by sufficient appropriations, the improvement 
of the harbor of Grand Marais, on Lake Superior, as a harbor of refuge; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the faculty of Beloit 
College, at Beloit, Wis., praying for the enactment of an international 
topyright law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 241 citizens of the Thirty-first, 
Twenty-fourth, Twenty-third, and Sixteenth Congressional districts of 
New York, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia;, which 
was TT to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of 160 citizens of the Seventh, Four- 
teenth, Twenty-fourth, Twenty-fifth, and Twenty-sixth Congressional 
districts of Pennsylvania, and a petition of 97 citizens of the Twenty- 
fifth district of Pennsylvania, praying for prohibition in the District of 
Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of the Eighteenth Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the admission of 
Utah as a State with polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the petition of Delia Duphna, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 216 citizens of the Seventh, Ninth, 
Nineteenth, Twenty-ninth, Fifteenth, and Thirty-fifth Congressional 
districts of New York, and a petition of 141 citizens of the Thirtieth 
and Thirty-third Congressional districts of New York, praying for pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition, numerously signed by 
citizens and ex-soldiers of Indiana, praying for the repeal of the lim- 
itation in the arrears-of-pension act. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of members of the faculty of 
the Ohio State University, at Columbus, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of an international copyright law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Guard Association of 
Ohio, in favor of an increase in the annual appropriation for the militia 
of the United States to $1,000,000; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and citizens of Mer- 
cer County, Ohio, in favor of the passage of a service-pension bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of St. Joseph County, 
Indiana, praying for national aid to common schools; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of colored citizens of Mercer County, 
Kentucky, praying to be allowed compensation for services rendered the 
United States during the war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr, CAMERON presented a petition of 177 citizens of the Twentieth, 
Sixteenth, and Twenty-fifth Congressional districts of Pennsylvania, 
praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


He also presented the petition of James Jackson Purman, late first 
lieutenant Company A, One hundred and fortieth Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, praying to be allowed an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, HALE presented the petition of Calvin Roarback, of Boyertown, 
Pa., praying for certain legislation touching the tax upon tobacco; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of citizens of Livingston, Miss., 
praying for an increase in the compensation of fourth-class postmasters; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 245) to investigate the issue of fraudulent land war- 
rants, and to protect soldiers and sailors of the United States from loss 
therefrom, submitted an adverse report thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands instruct me to re- 
port back adversely the bill (S. 232) for the forfeiture of the land granted 
to the State of Florida for the construction of certain lines of railroad 
in that State, and to move its indefinite postponement, and in place of 
it to report an‘ original bill as a substitute. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill adversely reported be placed on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported a bill 
(S. 1708) to provide for the judicial determination of the rights of the 
United States in lands granted to the State of Florida for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of railroads under an act of Congress ap- 
proyo May 17, 1856, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 

ts title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 196) to cancel certain reservations of lands, on account of live-oak, 
in the southwestern land district of the State of Louisiana, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 747) granting aid in the construction of a railroad from the town of 
Titusville; Brevard County, Florida, to the Bight of Canaveral, witha 
branch to Banana River, in said State, reported adversely thereon, 

Mr. PASCO. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. From the Committee on Public Lands I report ad- 
versely the bill (S. 1469) for the relief of the settlers upon the lands 
along the Des Moines River, above the Raccoon Forks, in the State of 
Towa. è 

I will say about this bill that it is only the alternative expression of 
the committee, the committee having already dealt with another phase 
of the question,which has been considered by the Senate. The time 
may come when the committee may feel favorably disposed to the bill 
which they now report adversely, but they desire that it may goon 
the Calendar to meet the views of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS], who wished to have it considered by the Senate in connection 
with the bill which the committee have heretofore reported on the same 
subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 761) to amend section 11 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to enable the people of Colorado to form a State constitution and State 
government, for the admission of the said State into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States,’’ reported it without amend- 
ment. “ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
957) to establish a public park at Pagosa Springs, in the State of Colo- 
rado, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 217) to change the limit of appropria- 
tion for the public building at Jacksonville, Fla., reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. TATEAN from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4911) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of James H. Ayres, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1707) to provide for the issue of patents to certain 
persons for donation claims under the act approved September 27, 1850, 
commonly known as the donation law, reported a bill (S. 1709) to pro- 
vide for the issue of patents to certain persons for donation claims un- 
der the act approved September 27, 1850, commonly known as the do- 
nation law; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1080) to extend the laws of the United States over 
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certain unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privil and 
Elections to report back favorably, with an amendment, the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 13) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

I shall ask the Senate to-morrow morning to take up the joint reso- 
lution and deal with it. It has passed the Senate once without objec- 

ion, I think, and it is quite desirable that it shall goto the other House 
soon as possible, in order that, if that body concur, it may be sub- 
mitted to the States at an early day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Privileges and Electio 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1516) to provide for inquests under na- 
tional authority, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1054) to incorporate the Rock Creek 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia, reported it with amend- 
ments. z 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 186) to amend section 1225 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to details of Army officers to educational institutions, 
etc., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1164) to amend section 1225 of the 
Revised Statutes, concerning detail of Army officers to educational in- 
stitutions, ete., to report it adversely; and I move its indefinite post- 
ponement, an equivalent bill having been recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1696) for the relief of Lewis J. Cundiff, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 239) confirming titles to certain lands 
in Columbia County, State of Florida, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R> 2974) for the relief of John 
Snoddy, reported it withont amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 182) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Omaha, 
Nebr., reported it with amendments. S 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
20) to provide for the construction of a public building at Portland, 
Oregon, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
601) for the extension and repair of the public building at Newark, N. 
J., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1627) to amend section 25 of the act 
of March3, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 
and for other purpoges,’’ reported it without amendment. 

ANDREW J. LINDSAY. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 455) for the relief of Andrew J. Lindsay, 
to report it without amendment, and I ask for its consideration. Itisa 
bill removing political disabilities, containing only five lines. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two- 
thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirmative). 


PRINTING OF PENSION BILL. 

Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing, I report 
back the motion to print 1,000 copies of the bill (S. 181) granting pen- 
sions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance 

-of manual labor, and providing for pensions to dependent relatives of 
deceased soldiers and sailors, as amended by the report of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and I ask that the printing of 1,000 copies be or- 
dered by the Senate. The cost will be trifling. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senate agree to the motion 
to print 1,000 extra copies of the bill? 

The motion was agreed to. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF PUBLIC PRINTER. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
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to report back the letter of the Public Printer transmitting his annual 
report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and to ask that the usual 
number be ordered printed—no extra copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

POWELL’S REPORT ON ALASKA. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
the following resolution, reported it without amendment, and 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
ved, That the report of or Powell to the Secretary of the Interior in 
lation to Senate bill No. 1907, Forty-ninth Congress, “to facilitate the settle- 
ent and develop the resources of the Territory of Alaska, and to open an over- 


land commercial route between the United States, Asiatic Russia, and Japan,” 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR LOGAN, 

Mr. MANDERSON. [am directed by the Committee on Printi 
to report back with amendments the bill (S. 191) to make additio 
appropriation for the printing of the eulogies delivered in Congress on 
the late John A. Logan, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments of the Committee on*Printing were, in line 3, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert the words ‘‘or as much thereof as may 
be necéssary;’’ and in line 4, after the word ‘‘moneys,’’ to insert the 
words ‘‘in the Treasury of the United States;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $450, or as much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherw appropriated, for the porpose of printing 

rtraits for additional copies of the eulogies delivered in the Congress of the 

nited States upon the late John A. Logan, said portraits to be printed in ac- 
cordance with “An act toauthorize the printing of the eulogies delivered in Con- 
gress upon the late John A. Logan,” approved March 3, 1887, 


The amendments were agreed to. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 2,500 additional copies of the annual report of the Board of 
Visitors to the United States Military Academy forthe year 1887 be printed and 
bound in paper covers, 2,000 copies forthe use of the Senate, and copies for 
the use of the Senate members of that board. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION REPORT. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without amend- 
ment, and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representdtives concurring therein), Thatthere 
be printed 20,000 copies of the first annual report of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, with the appendices thereto, of which 5,000 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
5,000 copies for the use of the commission. 

REDUCTION OF POSTAGE RATES. 

Mr. SAWYER. From the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
I report back adversely the following resolution, with the recommen- 
dation that the committee be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be indefinitely postponed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, directed to inquire into the advisability of reducing the rate of pos' 
to 1 cent on all mail matter now known as first-class which does not exceed 1 
ounce in weight, and a poponionate reduction on all excess of 1 ounce, and re- 
port to the Senate by bill or otherwise as soon as practicable, 


Mr. BECK. I sup the committee have a good reason for that 
recommendation; but I should like to have the resolution placed on 
the Calendar so as to call it up and see what reason they have for their 
adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will beplaced on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads whether the committee have made any re- 
port as to the reasons why they desire adverse action on the resolution. 

Mr. SAWYER. No; but we do not think it is prudent at the pres- 
ent time to attempt to reduce the rate of letter postage. 

Mr. BECK. There is no report accompanying the resolution. 

Mr. SAWYER. No, sir; we have made no written report to accom- 
pany it. When the Post-Office Department is running behind we 
thought we ought to wait until such time as it was self-sustaining be- 
fore we attempt to reduce the rate of postage further. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to put upon record at this time my belief that 
it is the duty of the Government and the interest of the people that 
postage on letters through the entire country should be reduced to 1 
cent. I believe that very rapidly the Post-Office would become self- 
sustaining at that rate, and that the indirect benefit to the people by 
binding the country closer together and facilitating intercourse be- 
tween different parts would, even if that were not true, compensate us 
for all the deficit which would be caused, even if the deficit which was 
occasioned at first should continue. 
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Mr. BECK. The recommendation of the committee was to indefi- 
aiei postpone the resolution, but it has been placed on the Calendar, 
it not? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, with the adverse re- 
port of the committee, has been placed on the Calendar. 


Mr. BECK. I only wanted to say in addition to what the Senator 
from Massachusetts has said, if I may be allowed, that if the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads think this Government can afford 
to carry, at 1 cent an ounce, bonnets and harness and merchandise all 
over the country, it might be able to carry the letters of the people at 
the same rate. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to put on record my dissent to the proposition 
that the rate of postage ought to be considered with reference to the 
question as to whether the Post-Office is self-supporting or not. I be- 
lieve that the people of this country desire the best service and the 
cheapest service possible, and I do not think they insist upon it that 
the Post-Office Department shall be self-supporting. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say, as a member of the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, that when the subject came up in the 
committee we were not prepared to advise a reduction of postage on 
letters, because we knew that it would involve a very considerable 
amount of money to be appropriated by Congress to sustain the Post- 
Office Department. That was the judgment of the committee, and I 
believe it to be a correct judgment. I do not believe that, simply be- 
cause we have a surplus in the Treasury, we ought to be devising ways 
and means to dispose of that surplus improperly. We ought to reduce 
the taxes of the people rather than to waste the accumulated sum in the 
Treasury, for all these schemes to take money out of the Treasury fur- 
nish an argument, and astrong argument, to the men who are opposed 
to a reduction of tariff duties why the tariff should not be reduced. I 
am opposed myself to any depletion of the Treasury upon any of these 
schemes until we have the taxes of the people reduced. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I introduced the resolution, and it was 
not a scheme, nor is it intended merely to deplete the Treasury. The 
United States are carrying to-day the newspapers of the country for a 
centa pound; they are carrying all other publications at the rate of 4 
ounces fora cent. ‘They are carrying merchandise in 4-pound pack- 
ages, no matter what it is—as I said, such as parts of harness, ‘There 
are houses in New York to-day which are making fortunes by putting 
up 4-pound packages of merchandise to be carried at a cent an ounce 
all over the United States. And why the letters which go from one 
person to another can not be carried at the same rate at which merchan- 
dise is carried I am not able to say. 

But I rose only to have the resolution put on the Calendar, and I think 
we a show a good reason why a rate of 1 cent on letters should be 

opted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes on the Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1710) granting a pension to 
George W. Rager; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1711) to close the account of Franklin 
W. McCauley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

T VAN CE introduced a bill (S. 1712) for the relief of G. M. Wood- 
ruff; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1713) to refer the claims of the Eastern 
and Western Bands of the Cherokee Indians to the Court of Claims for 
investigation and final judgment; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1714) to amend the 
charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company; which was read twice 
byits title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (S. 1715) for the relief of the sureties 
of Dennis Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1716) granting a pension to Mary 
L. Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Emma Von 
Bernewitz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 1 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1718) to provide for the construc- 
tion of the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal: which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

* Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1720) making an appropriation for 
the improvement of Gilbert’s Bar, Florida; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1721) establishing a customs collection 
district in Florida, to be known as the collection district of Tampa, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


JANUARY 30, 
Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1722) to ta n to George 
Funk; which was read twice by its title, ia with the accompanying 


paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1723) providing for the completion 
of the public building in the city of Pensacola, Fla., as originally de- 
signed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. < 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1724) making an appropriation for the 
construction of a macadamized road to the national cemetery, near 
Pensacola, Fla. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1725) forthe relief of the legal 
representatives of Lewis W. Washington, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS (Mr. PLATT in the chair) introduced a bill (S. 1726) 
to provide for the erection of a public building for the use of the post- 
office and Government offices in the city of Atchison, Kans.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1727) to grant to the trustees of the 
German Lutheran Trinity congregation of Washington, D. C., the right 
to sell a portion of their cemetery lands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1728) to incorporate the Washington 
and Suitland Street Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1729) to provide for the fencing of 
vacant building lots in the city of Washington, D. C., and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1730) to grant to the trustees of the 
German Lutheran Trinity congregation, of Washington, D. C., the 
right to sell a portion of their cemetery lands; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Commiitec on the District of Columbia. 

*He also introduced a bill (S. 1731) to incorporate the Washington 
and Suitland Street Railroad Company of the District-of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced abill (S. 1732) forthereliefof H. P. Wells; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1733) establishing the fees and expenses 
of examining surgeons; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions? 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1734) to increase the rate of pension for 
the loss ofan eye, or the sight thereof; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1735) granting a pension for service in 
the Army and Navy of the United States, etc.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1736) for the relief of John W. Bene- 
dict; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1737) granting a pension to Theodore 
Gardner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1738) to increase the pension for the loss 
of a leg or an arm, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1739) for increase of pension to Ephraim 
Owings; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1740) to amend section 3 of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce, 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 1741) granting a pension to 
Patrick Flaherty; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. 
Hicks; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1743) granting a pension to Zephaniah 
H. Bones; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1744) granting a pension to William M, 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accomipanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1745) ting a pension to J. J. Le- 
master; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 4 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1746) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 2 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1747) to authorize the sale of a tract of 
land in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of 
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Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 1748) ting a pension to 
and referred to the 


John L. Conklin; which was read twice by its ti 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1749) granting a pension to Wealthea 
Young; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1750) granting a ion to George 
W. Wilburn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RANSOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1751) to regulate 
the compensation of watchmen in the Executive Departments of the 
Government; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1752) for the relief of William P. 
Thorne; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1753) to muster Edward G. Pendle- 
ton as lieutenant of cavalry into the service of the United States and 
pay him for his services from August, 1861, to July 10, 1864, inclu- 
sive; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1754) for the relief of Henry H. Mar- 
maduke of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1755) to incorporate the 
Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1756) for the relief of the Union 
Methodist Episcopal Church, in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1757) granting an increase of ion 
to Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1758) granting a pension to 
Melvin Seward; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1759) granting a pension to Isaac C. Hig- 
gins; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 1760) to increase the pension of Mrs. Laura 
Hooper Denby; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1761) granting a pension sto Isaac M. 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin 
A. Burtram; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1763) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; 
pa was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

Ho also introduced a bill (S. 1764) for the relief of the heir of Con- 
stantino Brumidi; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 1765) to provide for the sale of 
the Fort Sedgwick military reservation, in the State of Colorado and 
Territory of Wyoming, to actual settlers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen 
Butler; which was read twice by its title, and regyrred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1767) to provide for the public 
defense; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1768) to provide for an 
Indian school at Niobrara, in the State of Nebraska; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1769) grantinga pension to Granville R. 
Turner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1770) granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors confined in Confederate prisons; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1771) granting a pension to Levi Moser; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1772) for the relief of John 
H. Marion; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1773) to reimburse certain of- 
ficers of the Navy for losses incurred by fire; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Nayal Affairs. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1774) to amend sec- 
tions 14, 16, and 17 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1775) granting a pension to Edward T, 
Lattar; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1776) to restore Mrs. Eliza Ferguson to 
the pension-roll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. z 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1777) for tlie relief of Henry B. 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1778) for the relief of Philip Loney; 
hoi was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims, 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1779) for the protection and admin- 
aan of the forests on the public domain; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. HALE. This bill covers the same ground as a bill a few days 
ago introduced by me and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, but it is much more carefully drawn and has received 
the attention of eminent citizens throughont the country who are prac- 
tically devoted to this subject. I send the names of some of these to 
the Secretary’s desk that they may be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Henry P. W: 4 

Robem Pike sey . 

Joseph S. Fay and 45 others, of Boston, Mass. 

Judge Charles P, Daly and 25 other officers and members of the New York 
Academy of Science. 

Horace Jayne. 

J. F. Rothrock and 8 other professors in tha University of Pennsylvania. 
i Le whey superintendent of public instruction, and 36 others, of Co- 

“Hon, ‘Moses Hallett, United States district judge; Hon. Henry W. Hobson, 

United States district attorney, and Hon. Joseph C. Helm, judge supreme court, 
Denver, Colo, 

Mr. HALE. Ialso present a memorial signed by these gentlemen, 
together with other papers, to go to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry with the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Whateveris done about the protection of forestsought 
to be done under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior and 
through the medium of the General Land Office. I think it will be 
impossible to do anything effective that is not done through these agen- 
cies, which haye charge of all the public lands. There will be for a 
long time timber lands that are to be sold, as well as other timber lands 
that are to remain unsold, perhaps, and the care of which ought to go 
to the authority that has charge of the whole public domain. The gen- 
eral subject is always to remain within the jurisdiction of the Interior 
Department, and I think the bill ought to go to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, not that that committee cares to burden itself with any 
more bills than it now has, but because the subject can only be intel- 
ligently considered in connection with other measures for the disposal 
of the public domain which are before that committee and of which 
that committee has proper jurisdiction. 

I think it will be found that a good -deal of the zeal of the people 
whom the Senator has mentioned, and whose names he has given to the 
public through the medium of the REcoRD, will be found to grow out 
of a desire to have a commission entirely apart from all the Depart- 
ments of the Government and having independent authority of its own. 
However that may be, it is essentially a public-Jand question, and it 
ought to go to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think there is considerable force in 
what the Senator from Kansas has said in reference to any subject 
dealing with the public lands. Of course that committee has the 
general jurisdiction, and reports mainly the legislation touching the 
public lands. 

I suggested that this bill, which I have offered, should go to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, because the other bills touching 
the subject have gone there, and it would seem as if any measure re- 
lating to forestry (a subject that is growing in importance with the 
American people, and!which is exciting more and more the attention of 
thoughtful men) should go to the committee newer than the Public 
Lands Committee, and entitled ‘‘The Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry.” I fancy that that committee would feel that in any agita- 
tion of this subject of forestry and the treatment of our American for- 
ests, it would be passing over them to refer a bill distinctively relating 
to it to any other committee. í 

I am not a member of either committee, and haye no feeling what- 
ever about the matter; but I suggest to the Senate that as other bills 
on this subject have gone to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, this bill go there, and that there should be, as in other cases, 
some action striving to reach co-operation of the two committees, 
There are other bills before the Senate where two committees are con- 
sidering the same subjects and will undoubtedly co-operate. The bills 
for subsidies to commercial ships, which involve construction upon plans, 
submitted by the Navy Department, are an apt illustration of a subject 
that two committees may consider, and I hope, under the circumstances, ` 
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that this bill may go to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
which will confer with the other committee, or the other committee 
confer with it; but I have no feeling about it. 
_ Mr. BLAIR. The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry [Mr. PALMER] is not present. I understand he is ill. Asa 
member of that committee, the very title of which seems to make it 
proper to send this bill to it for its consideration, and also as a member 
of the Committee on Public Lands, I can have no sort of preference 
rsonally as to which committee the bill shall be sent to; but unless 
it is to be sent by general consent of the Senate to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, I would ask Senators to wait until perhaps 
to-morrow morning,'when probably the Senator from Michigan can be 
present. I think he would have some feeling with reference to the 
disposition of this bill. If there be no objection to sending it to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, of course I do not care to in- 


te 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no particular preference on that subject, but 
it is a very easy way of doing nothing to have bills scattered all around, 
when all subjects relating to the public lands should go to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. We have a Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Here is a bill that covers the whole subject of forestry, and it would 
seem to be one great wing of the jurisdiction of that committee, and 
it appears to me that in the absence of the chairman of the committee 
another committee should not be pressed. 
® Mr. HALE. I think there will be no further objection to the refer- 
ence I proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, with the accompanying 

pers, will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

there be no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1780) to incorpo- 
rate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1781) to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to place upon the retired-list of the Navy 
Pay Inspector Luther G. Billings; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1782) to authorize the leasing of 
the school and uhiversity lands in the Territory of Wyoming, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1783) to establish the Sundance land 
district, in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 44) authorizing 
and directing the Commissioner of Labor to make an investigation as 
to the cost of producing leading articles of consumption in the United 
States and competing countries, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 298) for the erection of buildings for the exclu- 
sive use of post-offices of the first and second class; which was referred 
to hee Tommingas on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. It. 1237) providing for the repair of the United States war 
steam-ship Hartford; 

A bill (H. R. 1312) to provide for a term of court at Quincy, Ill. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1406) to provide for the sale of certain New York In- 
dian lands in Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 1477) to subdivide the western judicial district of 
Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 1709) to regulate the practice in causes removed from 
State courts; 

A bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief of William P. Thorn; 

A bill (H. R. 5728) to amend the laws relating to navigation, and 
for other purposes; an à 

A bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of the owners of the steamer 
I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend. 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4271) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 2131) forthe relief of Joseph 
Cox, administrator of Charles Pasters, deceased; and it was therenpon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 
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PUBLIC LANDS IN NEBRASKA. 
Mr. CALL. I ask the Senate to take up a resolution which I intro- 
duced some time ago. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there resolutions, concurrent 
or other? 
Mr. MANDERSON. I have a resolution to offer. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate— 

First. The original number of acres of public land in the State of Nebraska. 

Second. The number of acres thereof surveyed, the number of acres thereof 
sold, and the amount received therefor up to June 30, 1887. 

Third, The number of acres of public land in said State contained originally 
and June 30, 1887, in Indian reservations; the number of acres contained in said 
reservations sold and the amount received therefor, and whether the State has 
been allowed vpo cent, of the proceeds of such sales, the number of acres of 
public land in said State contained originally and June 30, 1887, in military res- 
ervations; the number of acres thereof sold and the amount received therefor, 
aua whether the said State has been allowed 5 per cent. of the proceeds of such 


jes, 

Fourth. The number of acres of public land insaid State of Nebraska located 
with military land-warrants up to June 30, 1887; and whether the said State has 
been allowed and paid 5 per cent. on the value of said lands so located, and the 
amount paid on that account. 


THE MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and 
ask for its present consideration. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas there have been for many months serious complaints as to the inef- 
ficient character of the mail service, especially in the West and South, and the 
same continue, indicating that the trouble is of a permanent character: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be instructed to 
make thorough inquiry into the cause of such inefficient mail service, and re- 
port to the Senate their conclusions thereon, with suggestions as to remedy. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over under 
the rules. 

Mr. PLUMB. [ask that the objection be withdrawn for a moment 
in order to enable me to present some matters bearing upon the reso- 


lution. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Secretary to read in this confection the ar- 
ticle which I have marked, being an extract from a leading Kansas 
per, the Daily Capital, of Topeka, and which appears also in the 
ONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the 22d of this month. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the paper, 
if there be no objection. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


THE MAIL SERVICE OF KANSAS, 


Never at any time in the history of Kansas has there been in the United States 
mail service such an utter disregard of the jar of the people as at this time, 
Notwithstanding the great increase in population, the stupid attempt on the 

rt of the Administration to make a record foreconomy has cut down thg cler- 
cal force necessary to properly distribute the mails at large offices and In the 
mail trains, and it is consequently too small to do the work. Tons of mail mat- 
ter pass through Kansas on the trains westward that can not be dis d of by 
the force allowed by the Post-Office Departmen}. . The result is that itis carried 
the towns where it belongs, and brought back after two or three days’ ab- 
sence in Colorado or New Mexico. It is not the fault of the railway clerks, be- 
cause the Department asks of them a task that it is not possible for them to per- 
form. The people of Kansas have been patient, and the press has been lenient 
over this Democratic folly. Mails going west are so heavy that men working to 
the extent of their strength, doing more than double duty, can not handle them, 

Appeals tothe Department at Washington for adequate helpto take care of this 
important public service are unheeded. The railway mail service through Kan- 
sas has become criminally neglected, and it is time this attempt of the Demo- 
cratic party to make capital by a show of false economy should be brought to the 
attention of Congress, In reply tocontinued appeals for the Department to send 
aman to examine the railway mail service in Kansas, a man came, and over- 
looking the tons of mail that could not be distributed in time to be thrown off 
at the towns where it pelonged, he succeeded in having two or three clerks fined 
for not having the tion gold-lace band on their caps, and thus civil-service 
reform was indorsed and the record of the party for economy maintained, 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer also a letter received a day or two since from 
the secretary and business manager of the Kansas City Journal, one of 
the leading daily papers of the West, on the same subject. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Kawsas Criry, Mo., January 25, 1888. 

DEAR Sie: Is it possible to bring to bear such ure, by means of a Senate 
committee on investigation of Western mail service in Missouri and Kansas, as 
will rectify the present demoralized condition of said service? 

Our relations to this service are such that we suffer more perhaps than any 
other line of business and know more of its delinquencies than those engaged in 
other vocations. 

I can say after eighteen years’ continuous labor in this one office, with full fa- 
cilities for learning as to general efficiency of the mail service, that it was never 
so bad nor so badly administered as during the past year, and that the tendeooy 
at this time is toward a down grade. Can you give this attention and bring it 
before the people in such manner as to toa reform? 


Vv pectfull - 
bea £ : J. A. MANN, 
Secretary and Business Manager Kansas Oity Journal, 


Hon. P. B. PLUMB, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PLUMB. To meet the possible suggestion that the information 
contained in the newspaper article already read and the letter from the 
business manager of the Journal may be colored, being from Republican 
sources, I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read an article from a paper 
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claiming to be the leading Democratic paper of Kansas, and the official 
organ of the party_in that State, which will show that complaints are 
not confined to Republican sources. The article is from the Abilene 
Gazette, a daily paper published at Abilene, Kans. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The time has come, in fact it came long ago, for the United States postal au- 
thorities to do something for the Western mailservice. Wedonot know whether 
the rank service which we have been receiving is due to incompetency or lack 
of sufficient help, but one thing we do know, and that is it is about as weak as 
the people are going to stand by and accept without kicking vigorously. Day 
after day, week in and week out this office has received numerous and repeated 
complaints of failure to receive papers. We have traced the matter down and 
find that it is due to the rotten mail service. We are possessed of ordinary pa- 
tience, but the time has gone by for us longer to remain silent. Yesterday morn- 
ing at 3.30 the greatest out that has ever been perpetrated upon a daily news- 

perin Kansas since the State was admitted into the Union was served the 

jazette by the route agent who worked the mail going west on train No. 203, 
oos oap ignorance, drunkenness, imbecility, or maliciousness, we know 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, these are only samples of what is ap- 
pearing in the press of Kansas and the West generally in regard tothe 
mail service, which, as is well stated in the letter from Mr. Mann, has 
been on the down grade for some time. The people of the United States 
pay for this mail service. They have always demanded that it be good 
without reference to its cost, and that the first thing to be taken into 
account should be its efficiency. 

The very estimable gentleman who has recently retired from the 
Post-Office Department, and under whose administration the business 
of that Department has come into the present deplorable condition, 
failed, I think, to take into account the fact that the first need was for 
good service, and that parsimony was out of place. He has seemed to 
be with a frantic determination to make revenue meet ex- 
penditure, regardless of the results to the service. He has saved some 
money, but in doing so he has deprived the people of that efficient mail 
service which their interests require and which they have had until 
within the last two years. 

As a result the mail service of the country, and especially in the 
West, is utterly demoralized and fails to answer to even the most or- 
dinary demands upon it. The editor and publisher of the Wichita 
Eagle, a leading daily paper published at Wichita, Kans., stated to me 
a few days since that for months he has not sent his papers to their des- 
tination through the mails, but has used the express on the same trains 
which carried the mails, because when he deposited papers in the post- 
office to have them carried by mail they were certain to be so miscar- 
ried or otherwise delayed asto wholly defeat the purpose for which they 
had been printed and mailed. He therefore preferred to pay the 
greater charges necessary and have them carried safely and speedily by 
express. 

That of itself would be enough to indicate the disgraceful condition 
of the service. Whether the reason of this is to be found wholly in the 
failure toemploy a sufficient number of suitable persons to transact the 
business in post-offices and on postal cars, or whether it is partly due to 
the discharge of competent officials and employment in their stead 
of those less competent I will not say, though I have been informed on 
authority, which I do not vouch for, however, that within the last year 
or two the maximum rating of postal clerks in the examinations which 
are required to precede their permanent appointment has been lowered 
about 30 per cent. Ido not say that is true. I do not know it, but 
I have been told so. I have no doubt most of the trouble is due to the 
fact that there are not sufficient clerks and route agents employed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator allow me one explanation there ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator’s information in regard to the 
grading of clerks must be a mistake, I knew a young gentleman, be- 
longing to a most excellent family, who was appointed partly on my 
recommendation, and he failed at the end of six months and was dis- 
charged, and I know his grading was over 60 per cent., but I did not 
have influence enough to keep him in the service. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator from Kansas will allow 
me to make a suggestion in that connection, I will say that in my State 
the same chief clerk is diseharging the service that has been for years 
past, and there can be no sort of doubt that he would require the same 
degree of efficiency he had been in the habit of requiring under former 
administrations. 

Mr. PLUMB. He may not have had as good material to work with 
as before. The responsibility for this condition of affairs must neces- 
sarily rest with the head of the Department. It is in his power to 
vitalize this service, and it is his duty to doit. Congress has appro- 
priated every dollar he asked for, and he can not plead lack of funds. 
No portion of his responsibility can bé placed on a route agent, or ona 
division superintendent, or elsewhere. The responsibility must finally 
come back to the Postmaster-General himself. He appoints every sub- 
ordinate, makes every contract—all that is done is with his authority 
and by his direction. 

I have no doubt the late Postmaster-General did what he believed 
his duty required, but he simply carried his idea of economy to an ex- 
tent which ruined the service which it was his duty to keep up and 
constantly improve. 


I do not care to ask that the resolution be adopted now. I wanted ` 
to present these facts in order that they, in connection with the resolu- 
tion, may be considered to-morrow, or at such other time as it may 
properly come before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rules. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, 1. That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
what communications have been made with the Dominion of Can: since the 
abrogation of article 30 of the treaty of Washington, and what agreements haye 
been arrived at touching the transportation of goods across the boundary line 
in bond and otherwise. 


2, What methods have been taken to protect the revenue derived from bonded 
goods passing the frontier both ways and American goods transported coast- 


wise, 

3. What, if anything, has been done to enforce the second clause of section 6 
of the interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer another resolution, and I simply desire to say in 
regard to it that it calls for exceedingly important and valuable infor- 
mation, and, in view of the fact that serious commercial questions are 
liable to arise between Canada and the United States at any time, the 
necessity for the information will be apparent. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized and directed 
to prepare for the use of the Senate a statement showing— 

1. The political organizations of the Dominion of Canada and of the several 
pone of which it is composed, and the relations sustained by the same to 

he United States, as well as to Great Britain. 

2. The several treaties, commercial and otherwise, that have been made be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain in behalf of the Dominion of Canada, 
or any of the several provinces composing the same, and the present condition 
or status of said treaties. 

The commercial relations established by the statutes of the United States 
between the United States and the Dominion of Canada or any of the provinces 
composing the same. 

4. The amount and value of the commerce and trade subject to duty between 
the United States and the Dominion‘of Canada or the provinces of which itis 
soes poe: 

5. Theamountand valueof the “transit” trade, or commerce, of the Dominion 
of Canada not subject to duty passing through the territory of the United States 
between said Dominion and countries other than the United States, È 

6. The amount and valne of the commerce and trade between the Dominion 
of Ca a and the provinces of which it is composed and all other countries, 
including the United States. 

7. The area of the Dominion of Canada and of the several provinces that com- 
pose it, and the population of the same, including Newfoundland. 

8. The amount of the funded and floating debts of the Dominion of Canada, 
and of the several provinces of which it is composed, and the objects for which 
they were created. 

9, The revenues, from whatever source, of the Dominion of Canadaand of the 
several provinces comprising the same, including Newfoundland, and the cur- 
rent charges against the same, 

10. The several railroads that have been constructed in the Dominion of Can» 
ada and within the provinces of which it is composed, including Newfound- 
land, the mileage of the same, the cost of the same; the share-capital, funded 
and floating debts of the same; the guaranties or undertakings of Great Britain 
or of the Dominion of Canada, or of the several provinces composing the same, 
including Newfoundland, on account of such railroads, the tonnage, earnings, 
and operating expenses of the same. 

1i. The several canals constructed by the Dominion of Canada or the provinces 
composing the same, the size of the locks on the same, the cost of such canals, 
tire number of vessels navigating the same, the tonnage transported on the same, 
whether of the United States or of the Dominion of Canada, the revenue there- 
from, and the cost of maintenance, and the average number of days in each year 
in which they are navigable. 

12, The dates for a serics of years of the opening and closing of navigation of 


the St. Lawrence. 
nted by Great Britain or the Dominion of Canada to lines 


13, The subsidies 
of steam-ships or railroads for the purpose of developing the trade and commerce 


of the British 1 North American provinces. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under the 
rules, and will be printed. 

THE SWENSON PATENT, 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be, and he hereby is, directed 
to communicate to the Senate, as soon as may be, any report or reports made to 
the Department of Agriculture by Professor Swenson on the subject of sugar 
making which have not already been transmitted to Congress. e 

HOUSE BILIS REFERRED. ‘ 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 1312) to provide for a term of court at Quincy, IL; 

A bill (H. R. 1477) to subdivide the western judicial district of Lou- 
isiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 1709) to regulate the practice in causes removed from 
State courts. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief of William P. Thorn; and 

A bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of the owners of the steamer 
I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5728) to amend the laws relating to navigation, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 1406) to provide for the sale of certain New York In- 
dian lands in Kansas, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


0 


The bill (H. R. 1237) providing for the repair of the United States 
war steam-ship Hartford, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

RAILROAD RECEIVERS. 


Mr. CALL. I gave notice last week that at the close of the morn- 
ing hour to-day I should ask the Senate to take from the Calendar a 
resolution submitted by me on the 12th of December, 1887, instruct- 
ing the Committee on the Judiciary to report what is necessary for 
the correction of the existing evils in regard to receivers appointed by 
the courts of the United States, The hour of 2 o’clock being nearly at 
hand, and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, desiring to call up an appropriation bill, 
I now give notice that to-morrow morning at the close of the morning 
business I shall ask the Senate to take up the resolution for the pur- 
pose of submitting some remarks before its reference. 

AGRICULTURAL-EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to take up Order of Business 136, being 
House bill 4881, an appropriation bill for agricultural experimental 
stations, a deficiency for this year. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporc. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4881) making an appropriation 
to carry into effect the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1857, 
entitled ‘‘ An act to establish agricultural experimental stations in con- 
nection with the colleges established in the several States under the 
provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary 
thereto.” j 

Mr. ALLISON. As the hour of 2 o’clock has almost arrived, I ask 
unanimous consent that this bill may be considered until completed. 
‘I think it will take only a few moments 

Mr. BLAIR. Without displacing the unfinished business? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course, without displacing it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Towa asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate proceed -to the consideration of this bill, 
laying aside the unfinished business informally until its completion. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the bill called up by the Senator from 
Town is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There was heretofore reported a bill providing 
that appropriations for this purpose should be placed under the con- 
trol of the State Legislature. I desire now to state that I should be 
very glad that this bill should besent back to the committee and held 
back until some amendment can be made to the original act, which 
ponen for the money going directly into the hands of the govern- 
ng boards of the various agricultural colleges. In my opinion, atleast 
one-half of the agricultural colleges are so situated that no practical 
value whatever to the agriculture of the country will be obtained by 
the appropriation of the money in the manner now provided. Those 
concerned in the interest of agriculture in the several States ought 
to have an opportunity to present their views. I am satisfied the 
money will in many instances go into the hands of those who will pay 
but little attention to what the interests of agriculture require, and so 
it will be of no practical use to the agriculturists of the country. My 
desire is that some action should be taken on the original Jaw so that 
this appropriation may go into the hands of the State Legislatures, so 
that they may control the disposition of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The Committee on Appropriations reported the bill with an amend- 
ment, in line 9, after the words ‘‘thereto the,” to strike out: 


following sums be, and ‘they are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury of the United States, proceeding from the sales of public lands, 
and in full compensation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, $585,000, 
And to insert: 
gum of $585,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any money Se the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1838. . 
So as to make the bill read: 
enacted, elc., That to carry into effect the provisions of an act approved 
March 2, 1887, entitled “ An act to establish agricultural-experiment stations in 
connection with the colleges established in the several States, under the pro- 
visions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto,” 
the sum of $585,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
riated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
year ending June 30, 1888. 


The amendment was a i to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

‘The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. ` 

_ The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 

tion of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishmentand temporary sup- 
of common schools. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this is the third occasion on which 
I have been called upon by my sense of duty to discuss this m 
or measure syery similar to it. I could excuse myself, and I think le- 
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gitimately, from entering on a further discussion of it if it were not that 
this matter has undergone a considerable amount of investigation in 
my State and in other Southern States, and the people there seem to 
have a desire for some further explanation of the provisions of this 
bill, and of the foundation upon which it rests, and the results to 
which it will likely lead in the event of its final enactment. 

‘The bill also has had quite an extensive growth since it came first 
into the Senate, and that growth has been in the direction of further 
centralization of power, further usurpation of power by Congress, 
further encroachment upon the reserved powers of the States, and a 
departure in some yery material particulars from the method of dispo- 
sition of this money amongst the States which was originally contem- 
plated when the bill was introduced into the Senate by its author, the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

I have looked through this bill with an earnest desire to understand 
it. Icean not say that I approve of the policy of the bill, because I 
think it belongs to that class of intensive legislation which, likeintensive 
agriculture and a great many other intensive things that we do, recoil 
upon ns; and after a while there isa collapse instead of a steady, healthy, 
POTA growth in the matters about which we are concerning our- 
selves. 

I should be very glad, indeed, inasmuch as the Southern States are 
supposed to be very largely the gainers in the amount of money that is 
to be distributed through this bill, to gain my own consent to the wis- 
dom of its policy, and also to the proposition that it has a legitimate 
foundation amongst the powers of Congress; but in neither respect have 
I been able to overcome those objections which arise in my mind, not 
from political training so much as from the studies that I have been 
able to give to constitutional questions as they relate to the distribution 

| of powers between the United States on the one hand and the States 
| and the people on the other. 

In my efforts to ascertain the foundation upon which this bill is rested, 
while I have discovered that there has been a good deal of diversity 
and divergence and opposition of opinion and argument in its support 
by its most active friends, my conviction has at last settled upon the 
proposition that the bill really was intended to rest and does rest upon 
what is termed the general-welfare clause of the Constitution. So I 
shall treat it; in that regard I shall argue it, devoting a portion of my 
remarks to the question whether or not “* the general welfare” in re- 
spect of this particular subject is in the keeping of the Congress of the 
United States, or whether it was left by the framers of our constitu- 
tional system of government in the keeping of the States and amongst 
their reserved powers. 

Finding no express power given to Congress to deal with the subject 
of schools in the States in the Constitution, and finding no allusion in 
that instrument to education or schools, I conclude that the builders 
of that great and new system of organic law did not intend to include 
the fostering of education o1 the establishment of schools in the States 
among the Federal powers that were to be given by those States to 
Congress. When I say ‘‘ given by these States,’’ I mean given by the 
people of the Siates through their local government organization that 
was then the State as much asitisnow. That body of wise men knew 
what they were doing, and were not thoughtless or inconsiderate about 
so important a subject as education. 

| It was then a grave problem, as it is now, whether any government 
| ought to have the power to tax one man to educate the child of another 
who is able to educate hisown child, any more than it should have the 
| power to tax him to feed and clothe such child or provide for its cure 
| when it is sick. , 
| That problem had been decided by some of the States before the Con- 
| stitution of the United States was formed, and in other States it was 
| still in doubtful debate. ‘The States that established this power placed 
| it in their constitutions as part of their State governments, as I will 
presently prove by reading those parts of their organic laws. 

These domestic, municipal, State powers, in the grasp of these States, 

| were boldly displayed in the constitutions of the States of the very 
men who were engaged in delegating certain powers to a new govern- 
ment they were then forming, and they did not attempt to tonch one 
of them. They left them severely alone. They did not dare to touch 
them or attempt to confer them upon the National Government. Some 
of the States had not yet reached the conclusion that education should 
he made a subject of compulsory duty on the part of their own State 

| Legislatures. They would scarcely incorporate a power to control ed- 

| ucation in’a national constitution that they had not been willing to 

| intrust to or to make compulsory upon their own State Legislatures. 

| ‘The States that had fixed these powers in their own constitutions 

|! would not have been willing to intrust them to Congress, whose enact- 

| ments, whenever they are valid, are suprenie. 

| I therefore conclude that the power to establish, or provide for, or to 
control education is found among the powers reserved to the States, 
and can not, therefore, be among those delegated to Congress. 

If the Constitution says anything with unequivocal meaning, it is 
that the powers of government not therein expressly granted to the 
United States are reserved to the States or to the people. 

In order to turn this barricade the astute minds of the friends of this 
measure resort to the fact that the Constitution expressly gives to Con- 
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gress the power to appropriate money. They read that power in the 
broadest light of discretion, and insist that any disposition Congress 
may choose to make of public money is lawful, because the money in 
the Treasury is subject to their power to appropriate it. ye 

If this is true it is a’ shocking assault of logic upon the moral sense 
of the people of the United States. We can appropriate money for our 
salaries, but if we should conclude that they should be raised from 
$5,000 a year to $1,000,000, the power to appropriate the money would 
scarcely be admitted as justifying a purpose in making it that would 
be mere robbery of the Treasury. 

It is the purpose of the appropriation that must limit the power to 
make it in every instance, or else the most conservative and necessary 
check on the licentious abuse of the power to vote away the money of 
the people would be removed. It was for this reason alone that the 
general-welfare clause was imposed as a restraint on the taxing power, 
so as to limit that power by confining its exercise to the purposes of 
the general welfare of the United States, meaning by that phrase the 
Government of the United States and the people of the United States 
so far as their rights and interests are expressly put in the keeping of 
that Government. i 

This ‘‘general-welfare’’ clause is perverted from its true office as an 
express limitation upon the power of Congress in taxing the people, and 
is turned into a grant of power to Congress which makes it as absolute 
as is the British Parliament, and that perversion of the Constitution is 
made the foundation of the power to enact this bill into a law. 

That false conception of the Constitution is thus stated: 

First. That the general welfare of all the people of the United States, 
whether they are found in the States or in the Territories, is intrusted 
to the care of Congress; =~ 

Second. That power to tax the people is given to Congress for the 
purpose of promoting this general welfare; 

Third. That education promotes the general welfare of the people 
and of the Government; 

Fourth. That Congress can declare that education does promote the 
general welfare; and 

Fifth. That such a declaration gives Congress the power to include 
education among the subjects of its care, and the power to raise money 
and apply it to that p 

They stop this current of false logic, flowing from false premises, just 
at this point, and the bill makes a pretentious effort to cease its inva- 
sions of the Constitution at this line; but its failure to do so would be 
ludicrous if it were not so dangerous. 

A sixth proposition that belongs to this series is that the laws of 
Congress are supreme wherever they operate, and the power to promote 
the general welfare includes the supreme power to deal with, regulate, 
and control absolutely the subject to which that welfare relates. 

In the eager desire to use the general-welfare clarseof the Constitu- 
tion to advance a measure that has such hold upon them they seem to 
forget the boundaries of the jurisdiction of Congress fixed in the dis- 
tribution of the powers of government between the States and the Fed- 
eral Government, and that these limits confine the care of the general 
welfare intrusted to Congress, even in the wide interpretation which 
they adopt, to that field of legislative activity to which Congress is 
confined by the Constitution. 

The misinterpretation of the true meaning of the general-welfare 
clause could not do much harm if Congress does not use it for the dan- 
gerous purpose of invading the rights reserved to the States. Where 
it passes that boundary, as it does in this bill, nothing could be more 
dangerous to the entire scheme of the Government which was ordained 
for us a hundred years ago. ¥ 

Broad as these powers are claimed to be, under this misinterpretation 
of the purpose of the general-welfare clause in the Constitution, they 
may be admitted to exist, in the full latitude claimed for them, in all 
places that are under the exclusive legislative jurisdiction of Congress, 
and over the whole country within our boundaries, in cases where the 
swe is one as to which Congress has the exclusive right of legisla- 

on. 

Congress can legislate over the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories on any subject that is within the control of legislation, but even 
in those places its power is notabsolute. It can not touch the question 
of religion; it can not destroy the free press, or prohibit free speech; 
it can not destroy the obligation of a contract; it can not invadea home 
in the country in time of peace, without the authority of a judicial war- 
rant; it can not causea person to be executed for murder, until a grand 
jury and a petit jury have sat on the case and a verdict of guilty, in 
due form of law, has been pronounced. 

I could name many other things that Congress can not do, even in 
those localities where its legislative powers are exclusive, although it 
might fill our legislative records with acts and resolutions declaring 
that it was necessary, to promote the general welfare, that these things 
should be done. The courts come in and cut down and cast ont all 
such growth of usurpation when we attempt to fasten it upon the 
country. In the Territories and the District of Columbia Congress has 
the peels oe gm belong to the State and Federal Govern- 
men n the es Congress can exercise only the powers express]: 
delegated to it or to the Federal Government. y ri itiz 4s 


I will content myself with citing only one of many cases I could pre- 
sent to illustrate these points. 

In the last Congress we enacted a law to suppress ied rn Gea Utah 
and to disestablish the Mormon Church and repeal the ters, granted 
by the Territorial Legislature, on which this criminal pretense of a re- 
ligion was founded. In that act we used the Federal power as includ- 
ing the local municipal power of legislation, but we did not encroach 
on the freedom of conscience in religion, though millions of people be- 
lieve that the general welfare of the people of the United States required 
that we should. The power of Congress is supreme and exclusive in 
legislating for Utah, but it is not absolute, even under the general-wel- 
fare clause. 

There are two Mormon churches in Philadelphia, regularly organ- 
ized, with rs and houses of worship. One of them is polygamous 
in faith and the other is not, just as many Mormons in Utah are anti- 
polygamists. 

Congress has no more power over polygamy or the Mormon church 
in Philadelphia or over any crime that such a church might foster than 
it would have in London. / It is the place, the locality, and the pres- . 
ence in Pennsylvania of another sovereign, having rightful and there- 
fore exclusive jurisdiction over the subject of polygamy and Mormon- 
ism, that puta barrier before Congress that it can not surmount and 
forbid us to encroach upon that jurisdiction, though we should claim 
the right to declare that the general welfare is in our keeping and that 
it requires the suppression of Mormonism in Philadelphia as it does in 
Utah. -We are required to show something more than our own declara- 
tion of our absolutism before we can enter a State to reform its institu- 
tions and adapt them to our notions as to the best way in which to 
promote the general welfare. 

What is it that stops us on the border of Pennsylvania when we wish 
to follow Mormonism into Philadelphia and punish it there with dis- 
franchisement, with confessions extorted from women claiming to be 
wives and the lawful mothers of children born in lawful wedlock, and 
with imprisonment, as we did in Utah? 

It is the statehood of Pennsylvania and the rights reserved to her 
when she came into the Union that prevent us, It is not the absence 
of the necessities of the general welfare that thus disarms us of our al- 
leged high powers. It is not the want of power to appropriate money 
that stops us. That is as easy to do as it is for any discretionary trus- 
tee to break his faith with his principal in applying his money. 

Itis the want of power to apply the appropriation in Pennsylvania to 
a subject over which that State has sovereign and exclusive control, 
reserved to her in the Constitution, within her own borders, that stops 
us. Where do we find this reserved right of Pennsylvania recorded 
or declared? Nowhere, unless it may possibly be in her constitution.” 
Where do we find it denied to Congress? On every page of the Con- 
stitution it is denied to Con because it is nowhere enumerated 
among the powers granted or delegated to Congress. 

Every power of statehood that is consistent with a republican form 
of government belongs, of right and necessity, to every American State, 
whether such powers are mentioned in their laws or not, unless they 
are expressly delegated to the United States, or are such as arise, by 
necessary implication, from the powers so delegated. 

Every subject of legislation to which these reserved powers apply is 
placed beyond the reach of Congress, unless there is an express grant of 
power to Congress to deal with that subject, or unless, by necessary 
implication, the right to deal with the subject belongs to a power so 
expressly granted to Congress. 

Without reserving to the States, as parts of theirantonomy, the plen- 
ary and undefined domestic and municipal powers and jurisdictions 
that belong to sovereignty (after the powers that were found neces- 
sary for their political union with other States had been delegated to 
the United States), the States would have perished of imbecility. As 
it is, they will never perish. No State of this Union will ever die. 
They will survive every other form of government on this continent, 
it makes no difference what the exigencies of our condition in the fu- 
ture may be. Without these reserved powers, over these reserved sub- 
jects of legislative control, the States would not now have the care of 
all the vital interests of their people, including their rights of life, 
liberty, and property. 

In the highest sense, and also in the most exact and correct sense; 
in the most general way, andalso in the most particular way, theStates 
have charge of the general welfare of their people, with the most ample 
power to promote it in respect of every matter that is local and domestic. 
The States regulate the ownership and conveyance of real and personal 
estate, wills, successions, trusts, and distributions of intestates’ prop- 
erty; the relations of parent and child, husband and wife, and guar- 
dian and ward. They define and punish crime. They regulate the’ 
highways and all vehicles of State commerce. They build hospitals 
and asylums, and take control of all schools and institutes that are 
supported under their authority. The morals of the people and the 
protection of individuals and communities against vice are under the 
charge of the States. 

The Supreme Court has but recently declared that a State may pro- 
hibit the production.and sale of intoxicating drinks within its borders, 
although Congress has granted a license to produce or sell such liquors 
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within such State. All these matters relate to the domestic general 
welfare of the people, and are confided to the care of the States. The 
maintenance and control of the public schools is as much a part of that 

eral welfare as is the control of the production or sale of whisky. 
fan Congress control the general welfare of the people of a State by 
compelling the introduction of whisky when the State prohibits its 
introduction? And yetthe collection of taxes on whisky is for the gen- 
eral welfare of the United States, as Congress declares when it passes 
the laws relating to internal revenue. There isa general welfare also 
of the United States which Congress must regard—a welfare of that 
Government which Congress must respect; a limitation on the taxing 
power that is a sacred check upon a power thatit is easy to abuse, and 
when abused is sheertyranny. This general welfare has not wrapped 
up in it a single reserved power of the States, and when it touches the 
subjects of these reserved powers, there can be nothing but usurpation 
in the movement. 

Not only is the power to establish, control, and regulate common 
schools among the reserved powers of the States, but they were an- 
cient rights and liberties in every colony and in every State when 
Congress was created by them and invested with its limited powers. 

These powers over schools were so highly valued by the States that 
they declared them and provided for their enforcement in their State 
constitutions, thereby making them, expressly, a part of their organ- 
ism—the autonomy—of their State governments. 

The powers usurped in this bill, as well as the subject to which they 
relate, and the control the bill attempts to exert over this subject, be- 
long to the domestic affairs of the States and always have belonged to 
their reserved powers, with which Congress is positively forbidden to 
interfere. 

The power claimed in this bill, drawn in part from the general-wel- 
fare clause, in part from the consent of the States purchased for a price, 
in part from a refinement on the power to appropriate money, making 
it analogous to the power to misappropriate it, or to throw it away, or 
to destroy it, is too uncertain and frail to stand for a moment, opposed 
to the injunction of the Constitution that Congress shall exercise no 

wer that encroaches upon the rights and powers reserved to the 

tates. 

To show what sort of reservation the States made of the power to ed- 
ucate their children, I will read from some of their ancient constitu- 
tions. 

The constitution of Connecticut provides, in section 2 of article 8: 

Sec, 2. The fund called the school fund shall remain a perpetual fund, the in- 
terest of which shall be eee appropriated to the support and encourage- 
ment of the public or common schools throughout the State, and for the equal 
benefit of all the people thereof. The value and amount of said fund shall,as 
soon as practicable, be ascertained in such manner as the Genera) Assembly ma. 
prescribe, published, and recorded in the comptroller’s office; and no Jaw sha 
ever be made authorizing said fund to be diverted to any other use than the 
encouragement and support of public or common schools among the several 
school societies, as justice and equity shall require. 

That provision of the constitution followed out one of the ancient 
regulations made by Connecticut for the disposal of that fund which 
arose from the sale of what were termed the fire lands in the Western 
Reserve of Ohio, I believe itwas. A large fund was accumulated, which 
the State of Connecticut took under her charge during the time of the 
Confederation, and when she came into the American Union that fund 
had accumulated in her treasury, and she, by a regulation of her Leg- 
islature, provided for the management and application of that fund to 
the subject of common schools, thereby exercising in the most plenary 
way the right and power and duty reserved to herself to manage this 
fund according to her own will. 


Who will say that when Connecticut consented to come into the. 


American Union she thereby agreed to place her common schools in 
any sense whatever under the control of the National Union? 

Georgia had a similar provision that dates back to 1777, as follows: 

Art, LIV. Schools shall be erected in each county, and supported at the gen- 
eral expense of the State, as the Legislature shall hereafter point out. 

North Carolina had a similar provision: 

XLI. That a school or schools shall be established by the Legislature, for the 
convenient instruction of youth, with such salaries to the masters, paid by the 


public, as may enable them to instruct at low prices; and all useful learning 
shall be duly encouraged and promoted in one or more universities. 


That was the constitution of 1776, following that wonderful declara-_ 


tion of independence made at Mecklenburgh, which was the precursor, 
the vanguard of the independence of the United States, 
Maine had a similar provision in the eighth article: 

A general diffusion of the advantages of education being essential to the 
preservation of the rights and liberties of the people, to promote this important 
object the Legislature are authorized, and it shail be their duty, to require the 

- several towns to make suitable provision, at their own expense, for the support 
and maintenance of public schools, and it shall further be their duty to encour- 
age and suitably endow, from time to time, as the circumstances of the people 
men $ authorize, all academies, colleges, and seminaries of learning within the 


Massachusetts had a similar provision: 


SEC, 2.—THE ENCOURAGEMENT OF LITERATURE, ETC. 

Wisdom and knowledge, as well as virtue, diffused generally among the body 
of the ple, being necessary for the preservation of their rights and liberties; 
and as these depend on si ing the opportunities and advantages of education 
in the various Lea’ e country and among the different orders of. the people, 
it shall be the duty of Legislatures and magistrates, in all future periods of this 


Commonwealth, to cherish the interests of literature and the sciences, and all 
seminaries of them, especially the university at Cambridge, public schools, and 


es 
grammar schools in the towns; to encourage private societies aud publio insti- 


tutions, rewards and immunities for the promotion of agriculture, arts, sciences, 
commerce, trades, manufactures, and a natural history of the country; to coun- 
tenance and inculcate the principles of hamani and general benevolence, pub- 
licand private charity, industry and frugality, honesty and punctuality in their 
dealings, sincerity and good humor, and all social affections and generous senti- 
ments, among the people. 


New Hampshire had a strong provision of the same kind: 
ENCOURAGEMENT OF LITERATURE, ETC, 

Src, 83. Knowledge of learning generally diffused through a community, be- 
ing essential to the preservation of a free government; spreading the oppor- 
tunities and advantages of education through the various parts of the country 
being highly conducive to promote this end, it shall be the duty of the 
latures and magistrates, in all future periods of this government, to cherish the 
interests of literature and the sciences, and all seminaries and publie schools, 

I will read from the ancient act of organization of the State of Penn- 
sylvania what that great State did upon this subject, and show how 
far back this power had its origin. This was in 1683. The frame of 
the government of Pennsylvania which was begun at that time, in the 
tenth article provides: 


X. That the governor and provincial council shall erect and order all public 
schools, and encourage and reward the authors of useful sciences and laudable 
inventions in the said province and territories thereof. 

As I observed awhile ago, there were some of the States that had 
not got to this advanced ground. There were some of the States in 
which it was still held in serious debate at the time the Constitution 
of the United States was being formed as to whether it was a legitimate 
duty of a State government, or any government, to incorporate intoits 
constitution compulsory requirements upon the legislature that they 
should embark in theproject of education, free of expense, to the chil- 
dren of the country. They believed in the privateschool, the academy, 
the college, the old-field school, if you please; and whether they were 
right or whether they were wrong, their convictions upon that subject 
at that time were just as honest as ours are now. 

Here, then, were the thirteen States met in convention and ordaining 
a general National Government, some of which had adopted the com- 
mon-school system in their States and others had not reached that 
point of public opinion and had not public schools. How were these 
States to be reconciled together in the conferring of power upon the Na- 
tional Government that should have the discretion to break down their 
constitutions or put measures of legislation into the body of their stat- 
utes for the encouragement of common schools? No, sir, that idea was 
no more entertained in that constitutional convention than the idea of 
the dissolution of the Union is entertained in this Senate at this very 
moment; and we do serious injustice to history when we undertake to 
assume that those delegates from the different States organized the 
Government of the United States with the slightest reference to com- 
mon-school educafion in the States. They organized it with as much 
reference to State penitentiaries, and State public roads, and State 
lunatic asylums, and State poor-houses, as they did in reference to 
State public schools. These matters were left where they rightfully 
belonged then, inthe hands of their natural guardians, the local gov- 
ernments of the various States, wherein they have been successful be- 
yond human expectation, and from whose attention the most benef- 
icent fruits have been yielded. 

I am opposed to breaking up that arrangement, Iam opposed to 
usurping that power. I am opposed to interfering with each State in 
the exercise of its rightful reserved powers. I know mischief will come 
from it, not merely in the importation into our systems of legislation 
of features of violent usurpation, but I know that the retroactive effect 
upon the schools themselves will be to cause them to rely upon the 
strong arm of the Government of the United States, and to dissociate 
them entirely from a reliance on that home and domestic government 
to which they rightfully belong; which inspires them with all their 
strength and will be the cause of all their usefulness. 

In Alabama education is made a part of the State government, an 
element of its autonomy, and I do not feel disposed to enter upon any 
legislative experiment here which requires the people of my State to 
alter their State constitution before they can avail themselves of its ad- 
vantages. I think the people of Alabama, in convention, understood 
better their constitutional needs, to say the least, than Ido. I think, 
moreover, that in the affections of their noble representatives in their 
Legislative Assembly they have quite as warm a feeling for the rising 
generation, quite as generous an impulse for their former slaves, quite 
as wise a discretion as I might be able to exercise through the powers, 
if I had them, as a United States Senator, to regulate common schools 
in Alabama. I defer to the Legislature of Alabamaas being the tribunal 
best fitted to accomplish the great result of the education of the people. 
I did not come here with an idea that my commission included any 
such opportunity or power as this, and Iam loth to attempt to exer- 
cise it. I read from the constitution of Alabama: 


SECTION 1. The General Assembly shall establish, organize, and maintain a 
system of public schools throughout the State, for the equal benefit of the chil- 
dren thereof between the ages of seven and twenty-one years; but separate 
schools shall be provided for the children of citizens of African descent, 

Sec. 2, The principal of all funds arising from the sale or other disposition ot 
lands or other property which has been or may hereafter be granted or in- 
trusted to this State, or given by the United States for educational purposes, 
shall be preserved inviolate and undiminished, and the income arising there 
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from shall be faithfully applied to the specific objects of the original grants or 
appropriations. 

Our State constitutional convention, doubtless with a view of estab- 
lishing confidence amongst the people of the United States that were 
looking at them with interested curiosity to see what they would do 
with negro education, put it into the body of their organic law that all 
the funds which might come to them from the United States should be 
held as a sacred fund, the increase, interest, or accumulations of which 
alone should be applied to the purpose of common-school education. 

Now, I take your gift here—for that is what it is called—before the 
Legislature of Alabama and ask them to accept it, and instead of re- 
serving it to the State as an endowment fund I ask them to go on and 
distribute a gift from year to year during eight years amongst the chil- 
dren of that State. The question arises at once, what authority have 
they todoit? Congress can not confer upon them powers as legislators 
within the State. This law doesnot help their powers in the slightest 
degree. What are they todo with it? Ourconstitution, that they are 
sworn to support, commands them that it shall be made a permanent 
fund, and only the interest and accumulations of it shall be expended 
for the benefit of education. 

I solemnly believe, sir, that this gift, should it ever unfortunately 
reach the hands of the Legislature of Alabama to be disposed of, would 
be considered money or property given by the United States for educa- 
tional purposes, and that our legislators would find themselves con- 
strained to preserve that fund inviolate and undiminished, and that the 
income arising therefrom should be faithfully applied to the specific 
objects of the original grants or appropriations. I believe they can go 
no further than this until the State constitution is amended. 

On examination I find a similar provision in the constitution of Mis- 
sissippi, and of Florida, and of South Carolina, and Georgia, and per- 
haps other States. 

it isa gift, or it is not. The honorable Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE] who has been a warm supporter of this bill, and I might 
say, without the least flattery to him, its ablest supporter on the floor 
of the Senate, in a debate held with me during the last Congress upon 
this subject announced that the bill made a pure gift from Congress 
to the State, butuponcondition-subsequent. Therefore itisa gift, a gift 
of money, and the constitution of the State of Alabama, whenever 
that gift comes within the reach of her legislative power, provides and 
requires that it shall be held as a capital fund of which alone the in- 
terestshall be used. That provision of the State constitution evidently 
had no reference to a gift like this, to be followed up and administered 
under the directioN of acts of Congress. 

I find another difficulty of a legislative character in the adminis- 
tration of this measure. The fiscal years in the States differ from those 
of the Federal Government; our fiscal year in Alabama, in respect to 
the school fund, I believe, commences on the Ist day of October and 
runs to the last day of next September. Unless we should change that 
we can not keep pace with the requirements of the act which requires 
that the expenditure of the money, and all concerning it, shall have 
that periodicity which belongs to the fiscal years of the Government 
of the United States. 

Nor is this difficulty removed by the fact that each State must enact 
this bill as a law of the State. And, by the way, I will remark, in sup- 
port of a statement I made at the outset, that in the growth of this 
bill I have found that, until it was put in the bill that was introduced 
at the last Congress, there was no provision in any of these bills, or in 
any of the reports made by any of the committees that have acted upon 
them, requiring that the States should adopt this legislation by a bill 
or otherwise. This provision never appeared until it came up in the 
last Congress. In the bill (S. 151) imtroduced December 5, 1883, and 
the bill (S. 194) introduced December 8, 1885, this provision was not 
found, ‘These earlier bills were reported back and discussed and passed 
by the Senate, and did not contain the provision that I refer to. None 
of these bills until December 8, 1885, contained the provision which I 
will now read: ae 

Provided, That no money shall be paid to a State, or any officer thereof, until 
the Legislature of the State shall, by bill or resolution, accept the provisions of 
this act, and such acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of the'Interior, 

I spoke of the growth of usurpation here; I spoke of the march of 
invasion against the rights of the States. Here we find that the authors 
and the promoters of this bill had it in their hands from 1881 until 1886, 
and reported it back to the Senate three times, omitting the provision 
to which I have referred. How did it find its way in, then, and who 
moved it? Itcame in because those men who believe that the general- 
welfare clause in the Constitution gives to the United States Govern- 
ment the right of supreme control of education in fhe States found it 
necessary to their purpose to support their position by putting that pro- 
vision in the bill. What have we got to do ‘‘by bill or resolution?” 

Your State Legislatures have got toaccept what? The gift of money 
under the provisions of the bill. These provisions must receive State 
indorsement and State acceptance. You must re-enact this bill in your 
State Legislatures, and after you have thus re-enacted it you have a new 
law for your State, and that new law is this bill, and whatever ante- 
cedent law there may be in the State that stands against the principles 
of this bill or against its provisions is repealed by the enactment of this 
bill into a law. I thought there was humiliation enough in the fact 


that the State must have a system of free schools in order to receive this 
money, and that was all that was required until the bill of 1886 was 
brought in. Then it was required that the State Legislature should, 
by bill or resolution, re-enact this bill and make it a law of the State. I 
contend that Congress, in doing that, has invaded the rights of the 
States beyond question and in the most serious manner. It has pre- 
sented a fatal alternative to the States. 

More than that, there is coercion in the diversion of their money, 
collected by taxation out of their people, to another State in the event 
that any of the States refuse to receive what belongs to them under 
this bill. Why should it have been deemed necessary to compel the 
States to accept the provisions of this bill by acts of their Legislatures ? 
It was that there might be absolute security that whatever law might 
be found in the legislation of the State that was in the slightest degree 
antagonized to the provisions of this bill should perish and be repealed 
by this superior act. This law foists the will of Congress upon thirty- 
eight States, without invitation, consideration, or debate on the part 
of any of them, and thrusts into their statute Jaws provisions that are 
repugnant to many of their enactments. It puts up $79,000,000 as a 
reward to the States that submit to this intrusion, and punishes the 
non-conforming States by depriving them of all benefit under its pro- 
visions. 

We appropriate money to a State on condition that it will accept 
the law giving the money, by a legislative act, and upon condition 
that it will apply the money in accordance with the act, failing in 
either the money is taken from that State and is given to other States. 

If such appropriation is made in pursuance of a power of Govern- 
ment, and if the purpose is governmental, can we make the execution 
of the law to depend upon some act to be performed by the State, or 
upon the decision of an executive officer, the Secretary of the Interior? 

If wecan do this in the instance which this bill provides, where our 
power is at least doubtful, why may we not do so when the power of 
Congress to deal with the subject is clear? Could we deny the mails 
to States that would refuse to build post-offices, or national banks to 
States that refused to pay their revenue taxes, or to pass laws exempt- 
ing their officers from militia duty or from working the roads? 

Could we refuse Federal courts to States that would not furnish them 
houses to sit in, or that would reftise to pay the costs of judicial pro- 
ceedings instituted to preserve the peace, or to improve the morals of 
the people or the security of property ? 

Our power in legislation can never be complete when the consent of 
a State is necessary to the operation of a law within its borders, unless 
the Constitution has so provided. 

Our power is supreme, and it is either capable of perfect execution 
or else the power does not exist. When we give to the Secretary of 
the Interior the power to suspend the law, to declare that its purpose 
is not accomplished in a particular State, that the law shall not op- 
erate there, but is suspended until Congress shall otherwise direct, 
our thoughts naturally revert to the Star Chamber. We give to him a 
power to suspend the laws that the President can not exercise in virtue 
of his office. 

The Secretary by this bill is required to do certain acts by which and 
under which, on an ex parte examination, the money iseither to be paid 
to a State or diverted from a State, and the school system, though it 
may be in the full tide of successful operation and expanding so that 
it would consume more than $2,000,000 annually in the State of Ala- 
bama, can be stopped at the mere pleasure of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, he determining that the State has not done its whole duty in 
compliance with the provisions of thisact. That suspension continues, 
beyond the power of the President to remove it, for the Secretary of 
the Interior reports, not to the President, on these matters, but to the 
Congress. ‘That suspension continues, and the State is deprived of her 
rights until Congress shall otherwise order. 

Now, sir, I happen to be one of those Americans who believe that a 
great and sacred part of our Constitution consists in the fact that no 
power is given to any officer of the United States Government, even to 
the President, to suspend the laws. Our fathers when they met in 
convention remembered the Star Chamber; they remembered that the 
King of England and his council took upon themselves the authority 
to suspend the laws of the realm; and so remembering they did not 
delegate to the President or to Congress the power to suspend the laws 
otherwise than by a repeal or suspension of them in due form, accord- 
ing to the Constitution, by a legislative act. Here we give to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in this bill the power to suspend the operation 
of this statute in one or more States, or in all, as he pleases. He can 
thwart the will of Congress; he can prevent this money from finding 
the children who are starving in a moral sense, as it is said, for the 
want of education. The power of suspending the law is given to him 
in this bill, and I have never yet seen the exigency where I would vote 
for such power as that to be lodged in the hands of any man. 

Why, Mr. President, I de not see why you have not the right to say 
to me on this floor, ‘‘ Your State shall not enjoy any part of this money 
unless yor vote for this bill,” just as much as you have a right to say 
to the State of Alabama, ‘‘ You shall not receive and enjoy your part 
of this money unless you accept this bill by an act of the State Legis- 
lature and make it the law of the State.” 

When we give to the Secretary of the Interior the power to suspend 
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the law, to declare that its purpose is not accomplished in a particular 
State, that the law shall not operate there, but is suspended until 
Congress shall otherwise direct, we give him a power that militates 
against State independence. There is nothing remaining to be done to 
get up a war of extermination, as you may call it, between the Federal 
and State governments. 

A State refuses to receive the gift; whatis that? It is not nullifica- 
tion, perhaps, for a State to stop the enforcement of the law within her 
borders, because the law itself provides for the annulling of the act in 
certain contingencies. A 

It is an admission by Congress that it has not power to enforce the 
supreme law against the consent of a State. 

Suppose a majority of the States refuse to receive this gift, you then 
load in this enormous appropriation upon a minority of the States; and 
what does the refusal amount to? Not only a suspension but a repeal 
of the law as to the particular State, for if a State does not give its leg- 
islative consent to this bill, it is not entitled to receive any of the 
money, and that is made a condition-precedent to its receiving any 
money under the law. — If, therefore, a majority of the States of this 
Union refuse to accept this gift and refuse to make the law that it is 

vided here that they shall enact, what becomes of your measure? 
ither the law is abrogated or a minority of the States get the whole 
of the $77,000,000. Sup they all refuse except Rhode Island, 
what becomes of it then? Rhode Island would have more money voted 
to her here, if it were paid in the dollars of our fathers, than would 
cover the soil inch by inch. 

If the gift isrefused by States, the bill confers the money on those 
States that consent to take it. Is that legislation in conformity with 
the spirit and principles of equity that belong to the exercise of the 
delegated powers given by the Constitution to the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States? It is a shameful perversion of that spirit; it is legislation 
which makes it not only possible, but entirely probable that this law, 
instead of educating the children of the country, will be found a fruit- 
ful source of discontent and strife amongst the States. 

The Secretary of the Interior, for reasons inscrutable, we may say— 
certainly not subject to examination by any human being—refuses to 
Alabama her share of the money in a given year and gives it to Georgia. 
How could there be anything else than bitterness and heartburning 
between Georgia and Alabama? The Secretary of the Interior, who 
wants to make a State Democratic that is now Republican, refuses to 
give to another Republican State, that he does not think he can convert, 
its share of the money for reasons that he need not state until Congress 
assembles. Your law says he can do it between now and November, 
and Congress does not meet until December, and by that refusal he can 
pile the money into the doubtful State through the agency of the school- 
master, and convert that State politically. Such an unlimited, unre- 
stricted, unguarded, unjust power was never before vested in any man 
to control such sums of money as are placed in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior by this measure. 

Sir, it was a desperate strait which drove these gentlemen to this at- 
titude in order to get some method of executing this measure which 
would compel the States to acceptit. This option of the States to with- 
draw ‘consent to this act of Congress is more nearly like secession than 
anything I have seen since that unfortunate event passed away. When 
the States by their mere silence, and without even a declaration on 
their part, can thus defy the law of the United States, eleven of them, 
or twenty-two of them, or thirty-seven of them, and thereby compel the 
law to be abandoned throughout their territories, it looks strangely like 
secession by masterly inactivity. Under this bill the States, any of 
them, can snap their fingers in the face of Congress and say to us, “‘ You 
claim that you have got legislative power over this subject; you claim 
that your legislative power, wherever you exert it,is supreme. What 
becomes of your supremacy when we, by refusing merely to enact a law, 
can defeat your law absolutely, not its purpose merely, but destroy the 
whole legislation ?’’ 

I am not willing, Mr. President, to offer the inducement of a large 
sum of money out of the Treasury to influence and compel Alabama to 
accept this bill and to enact itintoalaw. It has been said that Ala- 
bama has virtually accepted this measure in advance. Idenyit. Ala- 
bama has passed no law or resolution which looks to the acceptance of 
this measure. I do not believe that Alabama will ever accept it. I 
will state some of the reasons for this belief. 

The bill consolidates the school funds of the State with the contribu- 
tion by the United States as toitsadministration. Itdoes not expressly 
do so in the body of the act, but that is a necessary result. Are we to 
have two administrative systems in Alabama, two sets of teachers, two 
sets of schools, a separation of accounts, or is this money éo go into that 
State to be used in common with her State funds? Which is it? 

Your bill does not provide for a separate administration. The State 
by accepting this bill does not commit itself to a separate administra- 
tion. Therefore your school fund is consolidated with the Alabama 
school fund, and both must be executed in accordance with the willof 
pae Whatever anes may have re or aN prek in the 
opinion of Alabamians and their Legislature in respect proper 
administration of money taxed out of their own people for the educa- 
tion of their own children, when they accept this bill they give up these 


differences and they agree that the entire fand shall be administered 
as a consolidated fund under the laws of Congress. Thus in the sweep 
of its aggression it wipes out the State laws without leaving a mark 
upon the record to show where a State statute regulating the education 
of the children of the State had survived this invasion. 

In Alabama there is no discrimination between the races in the school 
system, but there is a difference in the rates of salaries paid to teachers— 
avery small difference, and onethatisentirelyjust. I willillustrate this. 
In Dallas County, for instance, which happens to be the county of my 
residence, $1,843.30 was paid to the teachers of white schools and $11,- 
043.76 to teachers of colored schools in 1885-’86. The number of schools 
was 19 white and 81 black. Theschool attendance was: Whites, 460; 
negroes, 2,746. Theavcrage length of school days was: Whites, 64; ne- 
groes, 73. The instruction is: 
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It will be seen that the comparison runs through until you get to 
grammar, when the whites have 254 and the negroes 695, and in alge- 
bra the whites have 69 and the negroes none. Why does that occur? 
I suppose because the ambition of the uegroes in Alabama has not led 
them into the study of algebra very largely. It is therefore entirely 
natural that the teachers of the white children, who have a different 
kind of ambition, should be paid a little higher salaries, because they 
are able to teach algebra. 

The enrollment in Dallas County for the same year is whites 532, 
negroes 4,891, total 5,423. Attendance, whites 460, negroes 2,746, 
making the total 3,206, leaving only 1,685 children of both races be- 
tween seven and twenty-one—the school ace in this bill is ten and 
twenty-one—who did not attend school. This deficit is accounted for 
by the girls who marry at sixteen years and upwards, the children un- 
der ten years of age, the sick, and those who are compelled to work in 
the service of their parents, who generally leave school between twelve 
and fourteen years of age. 

Evidently Alabama could only use double the sum now employed in 
common schools in Dallas County, either to double the length of the 
school term, making it one hundred and forty-six days, or to double 
the salaries of the teachers, making them $25,774.12, instead of half 
that sum. Seventy-three days out of a crop is a large item in a cotton 
country. One hundred and forty-six days would ruin a crop. With 
twenty school days to the month, seventy-three days are three months 
and two-thirds, and one hundred and forty-six days are more than 
seven months. 

I state these figures to show the equality of races under our laws in 
the use of the school fund as it is distributed in Alabama, and that in- 
creased taxation is not necessary in the maintenance of public schools 
in that country, or the preservation of the health or the morals of the 
country, or the saving of ‘‘ the life of the nation.” 

I believe farther that Alabama will object to the increased State taxa- 
tion this bill will force her to impose upon her people; and here I beg 
leave to state it as my firm conviction, drawn from speeches made in this 
debate as well as from the text of the bill itself, that one of its main 
objects is to compel the States to tax themselves more than they are 
doing now for the purpose of educating the negro race. 

Gentlemen who think they know the negroes better than we do would 
do well tò inform themselves in regard to this matter. Those who, 
having been strangers to them through their lives, fancy that some 
sudden spurt of emotion or springing up of affection more nearly allies 
and endears them to the negroes, or the negroes to them, than we who 
have grown up with them, who have been nursed by them and who 
have had them in our families, are making a very serious mistake, 
Those who suppose that the white people of the South have not that 
benevolence and charity which is requisite to bring up any population 
among them into civilization and enlightenment simply do not under- 
stand our people. 

Those who undertake to coerce us into higher taxation than we are 
now enduring, surely have not understood, they surely have never 
read the bitter histories of the past twenty years. They have not con- 
templated those people prostrated by devastating war, struggling to 
their feet and building up their institutions with such sacrifices of 
comfort, such diligence and attention and self-denial as no people in 
this world were ever called upon to practice before, and as none have 
ever had the courage to practice as we have done, 
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If they could but read the record of the dawning light which comes 
upon our Southern States from the dismal recesses of the past, and if 
they could see how, withexpanding and Christian benevolence, we took 
in d these people who have been turned free by the changes in 

litical events, they would begin to realize that the men and women who 

ve been engaged in the restoration of the South to its present condi- 
tion are, of all the people who have existed in the annals of time, to 
be most commended for their courage and for their generosity. They 
had better let us alone, if they are thereal friends of negro civilization. 
If they feel that we are not treating the negroes properly, we will bid 
the negroes an affectionate, hearty good-by, and tell them to go to 
New Hampshire or any other Northern State and find homes among 
ple who are willing to tax themselves and undergo what we have 
f had to undergo in order to build up their civilization to its present 
standard. Icommend them, if they are benevolent, to be benevolent 
at their own expense and not with money taxed out of my people to 
gratify their whims and caprices. Nor is it an inflated, unnatural, and 
empty benevolence that the negro needs, expressed in words of pre- 
tentious sympathy, or in advice to attempt to rule where he is scarcely 
qualified to obey with intelligence. He needs friends who understand 
him. 

Let us see how. this plan will work in Alabama during the eight 
years that the bill is to operate. Alabama now expends $527,319.88 
for school purposes. ‘The first year under the bill the State tax will be 
$527,319.88, the figures I have just stated; the United States funds re- 
ceived will be $486,240.84, making the aggregate $913,560.72. 

Thesecond year the State tax will increase to $694,598.81, the United 
States funds will be the corresponding amount, making a total for school 
expenses, $1,399, 197.60—quite double all the other expenses of State 
ee in Alabama, including the payment of interest on her pub- 

ic debt. 

The third year, the culminating year, the State tax will be $1,041,- 
876.55; the United States will give the same amount, and the total ex- 
pended for educational purposes in that State in the third year of the 
reign of this bill will be $2,083,753.10; and that in a State which finds 
itseif comfortably off and well officered and well cared for by an ex- 
penditure of less than $600,000 a year in the payment of all its State 
expenses, including the interest on the public debt? What a spectacle 
of benevolence for the reformers to shout over, the State of Alabama 
conducting all of her great enterprises and managing her government 
with an expenditure of less than $600,000 a year and expending within 
her borders $2,083,753.10 for education! 

Mr. HARRIS. In that connection I should like to ask the Senator 
from Alabama if the people of Alabama will not be compelled, in order 
to obtain the third installment, to more than double their own taxa- 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; it runs up from $527,319.88 to $1,041,876.55 
in the third year. 

Mr. HARRIS. And failing to increase their own taxation, would 
they not forfeit under the bill all of the surplus over and above the 
amount they did so collect ? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the express provision of the biil; nobody 
can doubt it. s - 

Now, we have here established a national grand standard of educa- 
tion in the State of Alabama which requires the expenditure in that 
State from some source or other of $2,083,753.10 annually, or else 
that we shall relapse into the disgraceful condition of a people who, 
having been assisted up to this high plane, find themselves unwilling 
to supply the taxes to keep the schools up to the standard, and com- 
mence sinking and retrograding. Of course, having once accepted 
this law, the States would be bound in honor, and by their own en- 
actments, to tax themselves to keep up to that plan; and how would 
it run then? + 

The fourth year the State tax in Alabama would be $1,180,752.97, 
the United States fund being $903,000.13. 
< The fifth year the State tax would be $1,319,672.73, the United 
States fund being $764,080.37. 

The sixth year the State tax would run up to $1,458,592.50, the 
United States contribution being $625,160.60. - 

The seventh year the State tax would be $1,597,512.26, and the 
United States fund would decrease to $486,240.84. 

The eighth year the State tax would be $1,736,475.37; the United 
States fund would have shrunk then to $347,277.73. z 

Theninth year theState taxation of Alabama would be $2,083,753.10, 
and the United States fand would simply be wanting—no help—and 
then what would become of your system? So on to the end of the 
chapter, unless by that time the bill shall have produced the millennium, 
as it evidently is intended to do. 

Upon the United S:ates standard of school support thus applied to 
Alabama she will pay by State taxation to schools $9,556,801.07, and 
the United States will pay $5,348, 475.87 in these eight years; and other 
maa will be quite as much under thestrain of heavy taxation as Al- 
abama. 

Georgia will have to increase her State taxation as follows: The sec- 

ond year she will have to increase it$183,605, the third year $602,337, 


the fourth year $438,844, and so on down, making an increase of $1,- 
591,994. 
Pe the third year, will have to increase her State taxation 
18, 486. 
North Carolina, in the third year, will have to increase her State tax- 
ation $584,754. 
$ South Carolina, in the third year, will have to increase her taxation 
464,332. 
The increase of taxation in the five States I have mentioned, to en- 
able them to secure the allotment for each year, will be as follows: 


j l 
Year. Alabama. | Georgia. | Louisiana, Gene pirea i 

Second year...........06 | $167,279 $183, 605 $62,314 $211, 434 $166, 574 

Third year 514,556 602, 318, 486 54,754 464,332 

Fourth year. 375, 680 438, 8H 

Fifth year. 236, 760 267,352 

Sixth year... 97,840 99, 856 


Total.. 


„| 1,392,115 | 1,591, 904 
{i 


These are matters about which I did not propose to concern myself 
much in the argument of this case, leaving it to Senators to ascertain 
and explain for themselves what the effect is to be upon their particular 
States. For one, sir, I will not consent thatthe State of Alabamashall 
be put under any coercion, moral or otherwise, or even a temptation, in 
eight years from the date of the passage of this bill to raise her State 
taxation for school purposes to the sum of over $2,000,600, adding that 
to her present necessities for the support of her government, and rais- 
ing her annual State taxation to $2,600,000. Rich as we are, prosper- 
ous as we are and hope to be, that is one thing our people can not af- 
ford to do. 

If we do not tax our people in Alabama so as to make this fund avail- 
able, other States will get our part of the money which can better bear 
the burden of taxation than we can, because they have no State debts 
to pay, or having them, they donot pay them. OurState expenditures 
for every purpose, including the interest on our bonded debt, are but a 
small fraction above the sums we now raise by taxation and pay over 
to our schools. If you will take off the burden that will put $140,- 
000,000 surplus revenue into the Treasury of the United States at theend 
of this fiscal year, we will take careofourcommonschools. Wearedoing 
that now in a way to putto the blush many of theolderand richerStates, 
If there was a common school open in Alabama in 1874, when the carpet- 
baggers were shaken off, I do not remember the fact, and I do not be- 
lieve there was one, and yet our State taxes were very heavy. Wehave 
had to build a system up from thattime. Our bonded debt under that 
régime was increased from about $5,000,000 to over $31,000,000 in six 
years. We have had that to struggle with, and yet from 1874 to 1880 
we had educated 24.9 per cent. of the negroes from ten to twenty years 
ofage. Now we educate over 56 per cent. of the negroes between the 
ages of seven and twenty-one. If you will take the ages of ten to 
twenty, this percentage would increase to 70 or 80 per cent. That is 
what we are doing for the negroes after all these calamities have been 
visited upon us. 

Now, let us see what is the weight of this burden of the surplus tax- 
ation upon the people of Alabama, which I ask you to take off and 
thereby enable us to go on with our work of State education. I as- 
sume that the people of Alabama pay as much of this surplus taxation 
as any other people. They are an extravagant people. They consume 
as much of sugar and cloth as most people, and we are charged with 
using a large amount of whisky and tobacco. I dislike to admit such 
a charge, but our pockets get so light that I am compelled to admit 
there is something wrong; but we consume as much as any other peo- 
ple in the United States according to our numbers. 

Of the $140,000,000 surplus that, will be in the Treasury at the end 
of this fiscal year, the 1,500,000 people in Alabama pay each $2.15} per 
annum. ; 

The total sum paid by them to this surplus tax each year is $3,230,- 
769. In eight years this will be $25,846,152. 

If this surplus is estimated even at $100,000,000a year, Alabama will 
pay, in the eight years, $18,461,536—about one-fourth of the whole 
sum included in this bill. 

‘The increase of Federal taxation which this bill alone will create, 
aside from all other considerations, in order to get the $79,000,000, will 
cost the people of Alabama $1,846,144; so that the average she would 
actually receive under this bill would not exceed $263,777 annum 
for the eight years, instead of the sum of over a half million of dollars. 
as stated by ihe supporters of this measure. ; ` 

This sum, left in the hands of the people of Alabama, would enable 
them toincrease their school taxation to $816,096.88—nearly double all 
the other expenses of the State; and that would be a large, permanent, 
and reliable school fund. Yousay we will not do it, and therefore you 
will compel us to doit. That is the logic of this bill. You say that 
if you remit the taxes that bring this surplus into the Treasury of the 
United States we will not tax ourselves to promote the public schools, 
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and because we will not do it you will continue to tax us to maintain 
the schools, That is what this bill means. 

I have already stated that I object to this bill because of the power 
it gives to the Secretary of the Interior over the States, and the power 
it gives him to suspend the law or to put it into operation at his will. 

I will state a summary of these powers as they are found in several 
sections of this bill, in order that it may go into the RECORD for the 
information of my constituents: 

In section 5, lines 7 and 8, the Secretary of the Interior is charged 
with the administration of this law, and he is made independent of the 
President, and is required to report directly to Congress. 

By section 4 the governors of States and Territories are required to 
report tohim. To do this the State Legislatures must authorize them 
to do so. So the States must re-enact this law, or enact others to con- 
fer these powers. 

By section 4 the Secretary of the Interior is to certify to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury what States he finds to be entitled to sharein the 
benefits of this act. 

By section 5 he makes monthly estimates and requisitions in favor 
of the States for the amount so apportioned to them. 

By section 6 copies of all school-books used in the States and Terri- 
tories must be filed with him, 

By section 12 the governors of the States and Territories shall file 
with him detailed accounts of the disbursements of moneys received 
under this act, and of all balances in the hands of State officers, and 
detailed reports of the operation of the ‘‘public, common, and indus- 
trial schools.’’ ‘This includes all public schools, and no subsequent 
allotment can be made until these reports are made. 


If it shall appear to the Secretary of the Interior that the funds received under 
this act for the preceding year by the State or Territory have been faithfully ap- 
pan to the purposes contemplated by this act, and the conditions thereof have 

n observed, then, and not otherwise, the Secretary of the Interior shall dis- 
tribute the next year’s appropriation as is hereinbefore provided. 


By section 13 he reports to the President what he has done, but the 
state of facts on which he refuses the appropriation to a State, and all 
the complaints, he reports annually to Congress. What can the Presi- 
dent do in the matter? l 

This sweep of powers is greater and more serious and important in 
their effects than any that were ever given to a civil officer. They 
touch, with the hand of unfettered discretion, the sovereign States 
and the people in their most sensitive domestic relations. 

‘Lhe conditions to be performed by the governor before a State can 
reccive any money under this act are as follows: 


Sec, 4. That no State or Territory shall receive any money under this act 
until the governor thereof shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement 
certified by him, showing: 

1. The common-school system in force in such State or Territory. 

2. The amount of money expended therein during the last preceding school 
year in the support of common schools, not including expenditure for the rent, 
repair, or erection of school-houses, 

8. Whether any discrimination is made in the raising or distributing of the 
common-school revenues or in the common-school facilities afforded between 
the white and colored children therein,and,so far as practicable, the sources 
from which such revenues were derived. 

i. a manner in which the same were apportioned tothe use of the common 
schools, 

5. The number of white and colored children in each county or parish and 
city between the ages of ten and twenty-one, both inclusive, as given by the 
census of 1880, and the number of children, white and colored, of such school 
age attending school. 

6, The number of schools in operation in each county or parish and city, 
white and colored. 

7. The school term for each class. 

8. The number of teachers employed, white and colored, male and female, and 
the average compensation paid such teachers, 

9. The average attendance in each class, and the length of the school term. 


After the State has been admitted into the congregation of the elect 
by the Secretary of the Interior it must continue, during all the eight 
years, to send in through its governor reports of statistical nonsense 
and humiliating answers to questions that are the sheerest impertinence, 
in conformity with section 12, which provides: 


Sec, 12. That no second or subsequent allotment shall be made under this act 
to any State or Territory unless the governor of such State or Territory shall 
plad le with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him, giv- 


ng— 

1. A detailed account of the payments or disbursements made of the school 
fund allotted to his State or Territory, and received by the State or Territorial 
treasurer.or officer under this act. 

2. And of the balance in the hands of such treasurer or officer withheld, un- 
claimed, or for any cause unpaid or unexpended, 

3. And also the amount expended in such State or Territory, as required by 
section 9 of this act. 

Ps And also a statement of the number of school districts in such State or Ter- 
ritory. 

5, And whether any portion of such State or Territory has not been divided 
into school districts or other territorial subdivisions for school purposes; and, 
ifso, what portion and the reasons why the same has not been so subdivided. 

6. The number of children of school age in each district, and the relative num- 
ber of white and colored children in each district, and of the number of public, 
common, and industrial schools in each district. 

7. The number of teachers employed. 

8. The rate of wa; eee 

9. The number of children in the State or Territory. 

Photon ie the total number taught during the year and in what branches in- 


11. The avernge daily attendance, and the relative number of white and col- 
ored children, 


12, And the number of months in each year schools have been maintained in 
each school district. 

_ Well, Mr, President, that is the most extraordinary civil-service ex- 
amination that I have over known a State to be put to, before it can 
be admitted to enjoy its own money raised from its own people for the 
education of their children. 

Then follows what the States must do to get any benefit of this law: 

Secrionl. * * * The Legislature of the State shall, by bill or resolution, 
accept the provisions of thisact. * * * And if any State, by its Legislature, 
shall decline or relinquish its share or proportion under this act, or any portion 
thereof, the sum so relinguished shall goto increase the amount for distribution 
among the other States and Territories as herein provided, * * + 

By section 4 the State must provide a system of free common schools 
for all of its children without distinction of race or color, either in rais- * 
ing or distributing of school revenues or in the school facilities afforded. 
Teachers, books, furniture, grades of classes, location of school-houses 
are all school facilities. .These must all be without discrimination, and 
it must be so provided in the State laws. 

By section 8 the State must expend out of its own revenues, -or out 
of money raised under its authority, a sum equal to that it gets under 
this bill. And the States are held to forfeit their rights, under this law, 
that do not “ distribute the moneys raised for common-school purposes 
equally for the education of all the children, without distinction of race 
or color ” (section 14). Thisis not possible under section 2 of the bill, 

Section 2 of this bill, if you will read the last clause of it, does not 
admit of the equal distribution of the money in the States between the 
children of different races. It requires the money to be distributed in 
separate schools, according to the color of the school, whether it is 
white or whether it is black. I will not comment upon the first and 
second clauses of the second section of this bill. I leave it tosome gen- 
tleman who does not live in a former slave State to do that, that he 
may be able to show how this bill in the last Congress of the United 
States was turned upside down by an amendment that was put on it, 
for what purpose I am not exactly able to state, but that changed the 
basis of distribution within the State as it had existed from the time 
the first bill was introduced down to the time that amendment was put 
in, on the 3d of March, 1886, changing it froma distribution within the 
State, upon a comparison of the illiterate people within the State with 
those of other States, to a comparison merely of the number of children 
who were white with the number of children who were black between 
the ages of ten and twenty years, inclusive, in 1880. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will pardon me. I think he labors under 
a wrong impression as to the second section. It dues not require a dis- 
tribution among the schools according to the number of schools, but 
the language of the section is that the money— 

Shall be apportioned and paid out for the support of such white and colored 
schools, respectively, in the proportion that the white and colored children be- 
tween the ages of ten years and twenty-one years, both inclusive, in such State 
or Territory and in the District of Columbia bear to each other as shown by 
the said census. 

Not to be divided among the schools, but paid out for the supportof 
the schools in the relative proportion of the number of children, white 
and black. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] drew 
that amendment, and he explained it very elaborately in a speech, and 
he explained it just as I have done. I do not care about going into it, 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Vermont and myself were together 
when it was drawn. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not propose to be drawn into a debate on that 
subject, but the Senator from-Vermont evidently understood what he 
wrote and he explained it just as I have done. 

There was but one feature of distribution in this bill, I remarked, 
until that amendment came into it, and I will read what that was. In 
every bill that was offered there was only one feature of distribution: 

That such money shall annually be divided among and d out in the sey- 
eral States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of per- 
sons in each who, being ofthe age of ten years and over, can not read and write 
bears to the whole number of such persons in the United States; and until oth- 
erwise provided such compensation shall be made according to the official re- 
turns of the census of 1880. 

In every bill that was introduced that feature was brought in, and 
only that; no other basis of distribution in the State was mentioned 
but that; and the Senator from Vermont, on the 3d of March, 1886, 
introduced the second clause, which changes the basis of distribution 
in the State entirely and makes it a distribution to correspond with the 
number of white children and the number of black children in the 
State, the money to be divided between the schools as provided in the 
clause which he added to the bill. That I have nothing to do with. 

Mr. BLAIR. What was the Senator’s remark ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I say that is an argument with which I have noth- 
ing todo. Iam representing a former slave State, and if I wanted to 
grab money under this bill I could vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont for the palpable reason that it would give money 
to the State on the basis of illiteracy on every negro in the State above 
the age of ten up to one hundred years old, and when we come to dis- 
tribute it we distribute it between the whites and blacks in proportion 
to the school population. Of course I would vote for that part of it if 
I believed in making the grab. 
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I know of but one parallel to the power which the Congress is exer- 
cising or applying in this bill, and that js the jurisdiction which they 
exercise over the blanket Indians, They take them and put them into 
the Government school, and they seem to think that the whole United 
States should act upon a like basis in respect to education, and wher- 
ever they find a child who does not know how to read and write by 
the time he gets ten or twelve years of age, the Government must go 
out and capture him, and in some way or other hurry him to school. 
How they ever got their consent to omit the compulsory power of edu- 
cation from this bill I can not understand, but we shall come to that. 
We know that that is the next step in the progress of reformation. 
We know when they have got jurisdiction by the consent of the State 
to receive this money, the power to alter, amend, or repeal the law 
being reserved, the next step necessarily will be compulsory education. 

The schoolmaster intends to take possession of the land, and this bill 
in the State of Alabama gives him control of $2,000,000 a year, when 
all the expenses of the judiciary and Legislature, and the payment of 
interest on the public debt, and all the expenses amount to less than 
$600,000. If they can not prove otherwise the progress of their work, 
by getting children into their schools by voluntary enrollment, I dare 
say the Senator from New Hampshire, when he becomes a candidate 
for the Presidency, will be here with a bill to compel the attendance of 
children in the public schools supported by the Federal Government. 

Mr. BLAIR. I beg to say to the Senator that I do not concede what 
he is speaking of. I am opposed to compulsory education. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the only reason it has not gotin here. The 
Senator has got everything else in. I think that the school-book feat- 
ure of this bill belongs legitimately to the measure. I ean not under- 
stand why the Government of the United States should want to pay for 
a school without knowing something of the school-books used. The 
bill requires them to teach the English language instead of the German 
or the French. That is natural enough; but if you can require them 
to teach English and certain branches of English, orthography, reading, 
geography, ete., why can you not require them to use certain books? 
If you require them to teach history, why can you not select the book? 

This power is perfectly legitimate if it is legitimate to vote money 
in aid of education, and may be exercised; and all this marshaling of 
school-books before the Secretary of the Interior will be merely for the 
purpose of informing the country that at last it is necessary to pre- 
scribe the school-books for the children. If we ean give the education 
of the children, white and black, in the State of Alabama tő the hands 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, we have a right to expect ot 
course that there will be a tremendous moral revolution in our social 
system. 

We might prefer some other kind of civilization than that elevated 
pane in which the Senator breathes and moves and has his existence, 

ut we must accept what he offers. Some of us might prefer a lower 
level because it is more natural and more comfortable to us. We do 
not want to be trained up to this climax of high perfection in morality 
and in education to which the Senator desires toscrew usup. Ishould 
rather that the school-book feature be left out, but I say it is legiti- 
mately here if the power to prescribe the curriculum is legitimately in 
this bill. If you were to strike it out the bill would still be as bad as 
it is now upon principle, though not quite so bad in practice. 

Now, what are the political features of this bill? They startle me, 
I confess. Here is the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] who brings a resolution into the Senate of the United 
States to investigate a municipal election in Jackson, Miss. Wesearch 
about for the authority in the Constitution and we do not find it; never- 
theless a majority of the Senate vote the investigation. What for? 
Is it to punish anybody? Is it to reform anybody? Is it to protect 
the ballot? Is that the idea; to protect the ballot? Ido not believe 
there isa Democrat on this side of the Chamber who izes the 
constitutional power of Congress to protect the ballot by investigating 
a municipal election in Jackson, Miss.; and if they have not got the 
right to do that how can they have the right to purify the ballot by 
making a negro more capable of using the ballot by taking him toa 
common school and educating him ? 

The senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] wants to pro- 
tect the ballot by educating the negro. The junior Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] wants to protect the ballot by taking the 
shotgun out of the bands of the white man. That is the proposition. 
Neither of them has any power to interfere with it, because it isa 
State regulation, and they have got no more right to interfere with a 
man’s vote in the State of Mississippi than I have a right to interfere 
with a man’s going to church in New Hampshire. Thatis one of the 
reserved powers of the States—the right to control the ballot. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me ask, who is to vote for Representatives in 
Congress ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Representatives in Congress are to be elected 
by the people who are qualified to vote by State laws for the most 
numerous branch of the State Legislature, and that qualification is a 
matter that belongs exclusively to the States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But I think the Constitution says something about 
the right of Congress to regulate the times, places, and manner of hold- 
ing such elections. 


Mr. MORGAN. I know that clause, but it does not affect the right 
of the electors, 

Mr. HAWLEY. That does not affect the argument of the gentle- 
man on the school question; but I want to have his argument sound 
on all things. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not speaking of the manner of holding elec- 
tions; I am speaking of the qualifications of the elector, and I say that 
it isa right reserved to the States to prescribe this qualification, and 
whether you qualify him by educating him or in any other way, itisa 
State matter and not a United States matter. 

More than that, the complaints that are presented to the Secretary of 
the Interior, without reference to their quality, their terms, or nature, 
must, according to this bill, be referred by him to Congress, They, 
must come here, and when they come here they are in order; in order for 
what? In order for strife, forcontention. The people of the Northern 
section of this country, thinking that they could help the negro by 
conferring upon him certain so-called civil rights, passed act after act 
giving him such rights and prescribing certain punishments against 
people whoshould interfere with those rights. Trialaftertrial occurred 
in the courts. Finally, the cases commenced getting into the Supreme 
Court of the United States where unconstitutional laws were mashed 
by the weight of their authority, and Congress was left naked and un- 
protected in its efforts to enforce civil rights through the judiciary. 

Failing in that, finding that the Supreme Court of the United States 
would defend the Constitution and protect it against invasion or abuse, 
this bill brings these civil-rights trials directly from the Secretary of 
the Interior into the Senate Chamber. Why have these statistics, sent 
to the Secretary of the Interior, referred to the House and to the Sen- 
ate? Why make that a compulsory duty upon the Secretary of the 
Interior if it is not a part of this bill to have the investigation of every 
complaint that is made by any man, white or black, or any woman or 
child in a Southern State against the teacher, or against the governor, 
or against the State government, brought here for trial before this tri- 
bunal? What good purpose would these reports subserve? Whatis- 
sues do they bring with them ? 

Sir, there has been a constant effort in the civil-rights direction 
among politicians back to the day of the emancipation of the negro. 
That is the political purpose and the political feature of this billagainst 
which I object most seriously and most earnestly. If there is anything 
that I would condemn above another it would be the hauling of these 
personal complaints made in respect to the distribution of this school 
fund into this Chamber as a source of strife between sections and as the 
basis of new legislation to be proposed in amendment to this bill. 

Are we, because we suppose there is a popular demand for this largess, 
for this immense sum of money to be distributed among our people, to 
bring the Sigtes as subject States and.force them to trial on this author- 
ized investigation before this body? It is a total perversion of the 
constitutional authority of Congress. The Senate of the United States 
ought not to have, has not, and can not have jurisdiction to hear and 
determine a complaint made by every man against a schoolmaster in 
the State of Alabama or against its governor. You usurp that power. 
It is true that it is not amongst the very vital powers of this bill, but 
it is amongst those fraught with mischief, and this bill, with this feat- 
ure in it, may well be named Pandora’s box. It may well be called 
that Trojan horse which the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] so 
aptly termed it the other day, and which extracted from the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] the declaration that he would welcome 
any number of Trojan horses to Mississippi if each had a million dol- 
lars in its belly. I have no doubt of it. He said so and I take it for 
granted. 

The honorable Senator from Maine [Mr, Frye] had an idea about 
this bill that he mentioned in Boston in a very able and elaborate 
speech he made there. He was talking about the tariff, and it has al- 
ways seemed to me that there is a sort of bond of connection between 
this bill and the tariff. He says: 

Who in this enlightened audience would object to spending $10,000,000 a year 
to educate the men who vote our tickets in this Republic? I voted against the 
last bill which appropriated $70,000,000. Why? Because I disliked some of the 
provisions of the bill; I feared it did not ie security enough for the expendi- 
ture of the money; in fact, to be honest, I have not a great deal of the Massa- 
chusetts gush about the South in my heart. [Laughter and applause.) When 
men won't let their fellow-men vote, drive them away from the polls and mur- 
der them if it is necessary to keep them away, refuse to count their ballots after 
they are cast,I will not trust them with the expenditure of money io educate those 
voters any farther than I am compelled to. [Applause| I will do them the 
justice to say that up to the present time, so far as I have examined, they have 
given a fair of their money for the education of the blacks. But if a white 
man is teaching a black school they will not permit him to go into the society 
of white men, not by any manner of means, 

The Senator is mistaken about that. 


Under the Glenn bill they undertook to put men into the chain gang for a 
year,down in Georgia, because, forsooth, the professors in the Atlanta college, 
established by $150,000 paid in by Northern churches and Northern churchmen, 
educated their children at that school. 


I do not want to have that conflict. These complaints do not come 
hereabout Alabama, I believe. Even the honorable juniorSenator from 
New Hampshire the other day, when he wanted to reform the whole 
South by having a commission sit on their right to vote, very kindly 
omitted the State of Alabama. Iam glad we are producing such a 
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favorable impression on the Northern mind. But let me tell the Sen- 
ators exactly how we are doing it. We are doing it by attending to our 
own business and letting the business of other people alone. We have 
had remarkable success in it, and I think we shall have moreif we keep 
on in this course. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to deliver a lecture upon the negro. I 
believe I understand him almost as well as any man in the Senate. - I 
think I regard him with proper appreciation. I know he has a large 
hold upon my sympathies and my sense of justice. I would not do 
anything to degrade him or to prevent him from rising. I make contri- 
butions, as I have often done, to his elevation and promotion in every 

t where he is capable of doing anything or where his promotion 
is acceptable to the people. I would not make a negro a judge and 
put him on the bench of the United States in Alabama, though he 
might be as learned a man as any on that bench. Why? Because he 
would not be acceptable to the people. I doubt if he would be ac- 
ceptable to Massachusetts, or Connecticut, or Maine, or New Hamp- 
shire. There are a great many people that I would not put upon the 
bench, just as I would not put the negroes on the bench or in any 
other office, because they are not acceptable to the people. But let 
me tell you one thing about the negro—— 

Mr. HOAR rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? : 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. May Iask the honorable Senator from Alabama whether 
a majority of the people of his State are negroes or whites? 

Mr. MORGAN, ‘They are white. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the difference between the races? 

Mr. MORGAN. I should suppose now about 100,000. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose a capable negro judge, fit within thedescrip- 
tion the Senator just gave, would be acceptable to all that portion of 
the people of Alabama who are negroes, would he not? 

Mr. MORGAN. Hardly. A negro has a way of believing that a 
white man knows more than he does. Perhaps the Senator would like 
to know where that idea came from. It is a perfectly natural idea 
with thenegro. In hisown country he is a slave and always has been. 
Take the report printed by the Senate in the last Congress of a lieu- 
tenant of the Navy of his recent visit up the Congo 1,700 miles and 
hear what that oficer of the Navy says about them. They are now 
there, and he witnessed their orgies of cannibalism; he witnessed their 
system of slavery; he witnessed what has been known about the negroes 
since the first historian wrote of them. Thatis to say, the negro adopts 
Sariy in his own country as the common law just as we adopt civili- 
zation. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sorry to interrupt the Senator. Does he quote 
that as an argument? : a 

Mr. MORGAN. Part of one. 

Mr. HOAR. To prove that the negro population in this country are 
unfit for civilization ? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not a question of citizenship. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask if that is the point? 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis part of it. I was calling the attention of 
the Senator from Massachusetts to the fact, not an argument at all— 
it is a mere dry, cold fact—thut the negro in his own country has always 
maintained the institution of slavery and does it yet. Slavery is the 
common law of Africa. When we brought them here, we brought them 
with that idea, we kept them under it, modifying it from time to time, 
according to our own civilization and our own Christianity, until the 
time emancipation came. It was really terminated by the condition of 
the negro up to which we had educated him. He took the advantage 
and was entitled to the advantage of all the education and civilization 
we had bestowed on him as a plea for his manhood, as a plea for his 
freedom, and he got it. Now—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. MORGAN. In the time that we were training the negroes up 
we could not pay a proper degree of attention conformable to the in- 
stitution itself to the parental relation. We would take a father of a 
family and sell him, anda mother of a family and sellher. Child after 
child we would take and sell. The family relation did not exist ex- 
cept in a merely partial way. It did not exist legally at all. They 
were in that condition up to the time of emancipation. The master ot 
the household had in that sense the control, occupying the place of the 
father of the family. He furnished the clothing, he paid for the medi- 
cal attention, the nursing, the religious training, and everything else 
about the family, not consulting the father or the mother as to what 
he did with the children in those days. He himself stood in loco 
parentis as to the negro slaves. When they wereturned loose, they were 
wanting in that spirit of parental power and control which it is neces- 
sary they should have at the head of a familyin order to make ita unit 
of civilization. 

Now, my purpose is to supply that; my labors have been directed to 
it. I know that that is the point where the negro needs assistance; and 
in order to make the father the head of the family certain things must 
occur. He must have the responsibility of supporting the children. 
They must haye the duty of parental obedience which belongs to that 


relation and grows out of it. He must have the moral control of the 
family. They must be unified by the cultivation of all the elements of 
family structure and parental control. I want to secure that, Ifyou 
will take the n children in my State and feed and clothe and ed- 
ucate them at public expense, I will warrant you that the fathers of the 
families in that country will degenerate to a condition far inferior to 
that which they held while they were in domesticslavery. If we want 
to do anything for the negro; if we are really his friend, we will en- 
courage him to self-control, and we will develop in him all the powers 
of manhood that belong toand that are essential to the relation of parent 
and child, father and son. 

If I wanted to educate the colored children in this country properly 
I would put before thema good, just, proper, perfect school, but I would 
say to the father of that family, ‘‘ Before your children can enter that 
door, you being a man capable of labor, must take a little off your ex- 
penditures for tobacco and for whisky, and instead of working two days 
in the week and idling the rest of the time, you must work a little 
more, like the white people do, and furnish your money to the school, 
and when you have done that you shall be one of the incorporators of 
the school; you shall be one of the managers; you shall havea father’s 
care and a father’s interest in connection with the teachers, and you 
shall go there and visit that school-room and see how your child is pro- 

ing.’’? I would never thinkof contributing to the efficiency of the 
heads of families among the colored population of the South by reliev- 
ing them of any of their parental duties and responsibilities. 

I do not believe we could do worse with $10,000,000 in Alabama or 
$100,000,000 than to put it as a permanent fund for the education of 
the negro children in that country, thereby relieving the parents of all 
that they ought to do in trying to provide for the education of their 
children. I believe that education anyhow is safer in the hands of the 
fathers and mothers of the community than it is in the hands of out- - 
side people. I believe that one of the defects in our common-school 
system is that we discourage the parent from taking any control of the 
school. If we would adopt a system which wonld invite them into the 
control of the schools I think the common schools would yield far bet- 
ter results than they are doing. 

Now, will the Secretary have the kindness, on this branch of the sub- 
ject, to read a letter from an important gentleman in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, which I send to the desk. A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper sent to the desk will be 
read, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


MASSACHUSETTS AND THE BLAIR BILL—A LEADING EDUCATOR DECLARES THAT 
THE PEOPLE DO NOT FAVOR THE SCHEME, 


To the Editor of the Evening Post: 

Sm: I was at first favorable to national aid to Southern schools in some form, 
but the more I watched the educational sentiment and the activity of the new 
South, and the more I reflected upon the history of assistance from large funds— 
instance, the pernicious effect of the Connecticut Western Reserve school fund— 
the more I came to doubt the wisdom of Federal aid, 

In the first place, the people of the South have awakened to the necessity of 
public education, and they are at work actively and successfully in the right di- 
rection. It is only through this public, active interest that a good system of 
schools can be either established or maintained. 

Secondly, the people of the Southern States are as able to establish theirschools 
as any of the new Western States have been or are to-day, and as well able also 
asany of the older States were atthe beginning. Theargumentthatthose States 
formerly slave are poorer than Say were before the war by the value of the 
slaves is fallacious, since a free man is worth more, and not less, than a slave to 
any community. 

Thirdly, I feel sure that a large distribution of money from the surplus in the 
Treasury would not all find its way into the school-rooms, but would be toa 
large extent frittered away in the course of the distribution, and that instead of 
a healthy emulation to see who will do best in establishing schools of their own, 
and thus attracting business and population, as they do in the West and are do- 
ing in the South, there will arise a pernicious strife to see who can gobble up the 
largest share of the loaves and fishes. 

Lastly, I oppose this move, as I do other innovations of similar injurious char- 
acter, on the general principle that in this country it is the duty and the privi- 
lege of the individual to provide for himself and take care of himself; and it is 
not the duty of the Government to act the fond parent towards the people of 
this country. Ifthe people can not take care of themselves, and if the Govern- 
ment must then take care of them, we reduce ourselves to an absurdity, since 
the Government is nothing but the expression of the people’s will. 

There is no foundation for the statement that the people of Massachusetts 
favor this bill. They have never expressed themselves. ple actively inter- 
ested in the measure have in secured the passage of “resolutions” com- 
mitting, apparently, large bodies of influential citizens in its favor., This is so 
only in appearance. To illustrate: The Massachusetts Teachers’ Association 
met in the fall of 1886. This subject was not discussed by the eight hundred or 
one thousand members at all. utat a mecting of the directors the last day. 
near the close of the meeting, when all but a dozen or twenty had left the hall, 
some one introduced a resolution in favor of national aid. Objection was made 
that the subject bad not been discussed, and that the few remaining members 
were not authorized to act in this matter for the association. I have forgotten 
whether or not the resolution was adopted. If so, itrepresents nothing but the 
hasty opinion of a majority of a dozen or two of men. 

Last Saturday there was a meeting of the directors of the American Institute 
of Instruction, a New England body of great antiquity. An indorsing resolu- 
tion was introduced and lost by a vote of 16 to ll. Su uently, after a large 
part of the membership had gone home, it was brought up again and carried 
against a vigorous protest. his resolution will doubtless be paraded to do 
duty as the expression of the American Institute of Instruction, That body has 
not spoken at all; for the directors, even if they had been unanimous, have not 
been authorized to act in this matter; and what they may say carries with it 
only the weight which the movers have as individuals. 

The d perintendence of the National Educational Association, 
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was made out, and 


ject was assigned to an evening 


discussion. The programme 
all the time was occupied by the speakers, selected in advance because they 


approved the measure in almost if not quite every case. No free expression of 

opinion was had. But at the close, in a promiscuous audience, the resolution 

was presented and declared adopted. There is no other evidence that it ex- 
d the opinion of the members of that body. 

No one has the right to say that the teachers of Massachusetts favor the Blair 
bill, or any other bill on that subject. And the people of the State have not ex- 
pressed themselves on the question, 

Yours, truly, 
A. P. MARBLE, 

OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIO SCHOOLS, 

Worcester, Mass., January 9. 

Mr. MORGAN. As that letter suggests, a great many experiments 
have been presented to the nation. We tried the Freedmen’s Bureau, 
and that was a dead failure, at great expense and annoyance to the 
people and no benefit to the negroes. We tried the Freedman’s Bank. 
That did not make them rich, but on the contrary it made rich a great 
many of the robbers who organized the bank, and we are now footing 
the bills by acts of Congress. 

This bill is another gift to the negroes—a gift from the benevolence 
of Congress—and it is a gift which will destroy them, in my judg- 
ment. If you make it large enough and continue it long enough, you 
will take out of that race of people all the manhood they and 
prevent their very best efforts in the South from making anything of 
them. 

Now, another view of this bill. This is the largest single appropria- 
tion for a civil purpose ever made in the United States or ever attempted. 
If we could dump into its capacious maw all that we have paid for 
Alaska, for our acquisitions from Mexico, for the Louisiana purchase, 
and for the fisheries awards, it would be scarcely half full. . 

We could purchase Cuba with this sum if it should be for sale. 

It would maintain an army of 80,000 men for a year in the field. 

Tt would require the labor for a year of 252,396 men, which means 
the living of 1,009,584 people whom they support to be transferred 
from the producing classes to the professional classes. 

T have not heard that the farmers and other producers of this coun- 
try are clamoring for this bill. It is the teachers mainly who get all 
of this $77,000,000 in salaries whose opinions comprise the great vol- 
ume of evidence, as it is called, that has been dumped into the record 
in support of this bill. i 

The arguments that have been made on the constitutional features 
of this bill have judicious, sedate, able, exhaustive, and if it shall 
serve no other purposes hereafter this era of debate upon this bill will 
be referred to by men who desire to keep in balance the powers of the 
State and Federal Governments hereafter, as perhaps the very best de- 
velopment that has been made upon this subject, connecting the ideas 
which have been advanced and the arguments proven by experience 
established in the history of the country back to those of the fathers ot 
the country, and showing that our country has not lived in vain in re- 
spect to keeping in distinction the rights of the States as contradis- 
tinguished from the rights of the Federal Government; showing also 
that proudest fact which ever existed in the history of any nation in 
this world—that our system, above and beyond all systems that were 
ever devised by human agents, contains the elements of self-perpetua- 
tion; that it contains those supports essential to the bal govern- 
ments of this country, and the maintenance of a great confederation of 
republics; that it contains that which France has not, which France 
needs to make her a true republic, without which there can be no real, 
substantial, self-governing republican government. 

Ifwe keep these States and the Federal Government in balance with 
each other, neither aggressing upon therights, powers, and duties of 
the other, we shall establish not for ourselves only, but for mankind 
an example the influence of which can never be denied in favor of that 
wonderful system of government under which we have become the 
most wonderful people in our progress that ever existed in the history 
of the world. Our perpetuation is absolutely secure because we shall 
always stand by and maintain the jurisdiction and sovereignty of the 
States as it is fixedin the Constitution. I believe in frequent discus- 
sions and references to these distinctions. I believe they ought to be 
kept bright and alive in the minds of the people, and when we may 
have departed from our principles at any time and have seta bad prec- 
edent, our first care should be addressed to the removal of its evil ef- 
fects. I quote from a speech made by the honorable Senatorfrom Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] in1858, while he wasa member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, language and doctrines which meet my very hearty ap- 
proval. He said: 


A single evidence of the spirit and watchfulness of our fathers would save us 
from further encroachments. But we are told that the Senate has sent loan bills 
to this House before. Well, if there have been precedents, I see no reason why 
we should continue tofollow them, Instead of reference to the Constitution, we 
are referred to bad precedents, We may be referred to the Treasury loan bill, 
at the beginning of this session, which came to us from the Senate. I say that 
even a multitude of bad precedents does not repeal the Constitution of the United 
States. If so, then there is no safeguard, no virtue in the Constitution. It is 
the unalterable law of the people, and neither precedents, nor Presidents, nor 
Senates dare overthrow it so long as is an independent House of Repre- 
sentatives to hold them in check. 


Perhaps I can not better further warn the Senate of the danger of 
creating bad precedents by aggressive or permissive usurpation than 


by calling again to their admonition the warning of General Washing- 
ton in his Farewell Address: - 


The necessity of reciprocal checks in the exercise of political power, by divid- 
ing and distributi it into different depositories, and constituting each the 
guardian of the public weal against invasions by others, has been evinced by 
experiments ancient and modern. To preserve them must be as necessary as 
to institute them. 

If, in the opinion of the people, distribution or modification of the constitu- 
tional powers be in any particular wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment 
in the way which the Constitution designates. But let there be no 
usurpation; for though this, in one instance, may be the instrament of „it 
is thecustomary weapon by which free governments are destroyed. © pre- 
cedent must always greatly overbalance in permanent evil any partial or tran- 
sient benefit which the use can at any time yield. 


Mr. President, Ihave said upon this question not all that might be 
said by any means. I have not run out the arguments thatIseton . 
foot to their legitimate conclusions in many instances, but I have said 
all that I desire to say, and I yield the floor in the hope that I shall 
never again be called upon to speak on the Blair bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I propose to speak upon this subject, 
and if no other member of the Senate desires to proceed with the argu- 
ment, I am ready to proceed, but prefer not to go on at this late hour 
of the day. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate go into executive session. 

Mr. BLAIR. If before the motion is put I may be permitted to 
make an explanation, I would like to do so. z 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I observe cireulating through the 
the country a statement that an ex-justice of the Supreme Court has 
expressed an opinion adverse to the constitutionality of this bill. That 
may be so, but I have taken pains to see ex-Justice Strong with refer- 
ence to an allegation, which of course was somewhat personal to him- 
self, that he had practically consulted with a number of members of 
the Supreme Court, and that the Supreme Court was adverse to the 
constitutionality of this measure. A statement to that effect has hgen 
circulated in the press. 

I have consulted him personally, so that I might deny the statement 
authoritatively to those who seem to fail to understand the utter im- 
propriety of such a thing; and I can say from his own lips that he has 
had no conversation at any time with any member of the Supreme 
Court in reference to the bill, and knows nothing of the opinion of any 
member of the court on the subject. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator be good enough to say whether Jus- 
tice Strong did not state, as his own view, that he believed the bill to be 
unconstitutional? 

Mr, BLAIR. He did not. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me, I will state just what 
Judge Strong said tome. Hesaid he made no allusion whatever to this 
bill in any address or in any lecture before the college of which he isa 
professor. After his lecture was through on one occasion, one of the 
students asked him what he thought of the constitutionality of this 
bill, and he said his reply was that he doubted its constitutionality. 

The Senator will recollect that the same article stated that Justice 
Strong was a strict constructionist, and said he was more so than his 
Republican brethren, and I may say that I have never heard from any 
Republican source whatever a doubt expressed of the constitutionality 
of this bill. There have been doubts expressed of its propriety, of its 
necessity, but never so far as-I know has any Republican expressed a 
doubt of the constitutionality of the measure. 

~ While I am on my feet I will say that I now hold in my hand the 
‘memorial of the trustees of the Peabody fund, which was placed before 
Congress in the year 1880, which was transmitted by the chairman of 
the board of trustees, a very elaborate report and memorial prepared 
by A. H. H. Stuart, M. R. Waite, the present Chief-Justice of the Su- 
preme'Court, and Hon. William M. Evarts, in which they discuss on 
this very point the constitutionality of national appropriations for the 
benefit of the systematic education of American citizens. The memo- 
rial expressly declared in favor of large appropriations for the educa- 
tion of the colored race, and the substance of it is embodied in this res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That it is expedient that this board should present a memorial to 
Congress, praying that it may grant such aid as may be required to secure to the 
colored populatien of the Southern States the education which is necessary to 
fit them for the discharge of their duties as citizens of the United States, 

That is signed by Alexander H. H. Stuart, M. R. Waite, William M. 
Evarts, Washington, February 19, 1880. It is a very able documen 
and argues through several pages the whole subject. It would be wi 
to print it for the use of the people. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it not the fact that the gentlemen who made that 
report, while favoring appropriations, repudiated the idea that those 
appropriations should be followed into the States by Congressional leg- 
islation? 

Mr. BLAIR. They make their argument, and they base it on the 
very ground that Democrats on this side of the Chamber haye placed 
their support of this bill, that Congress has the power to make appro- 
priations which through the instrumentality of the States may be ap- 
plied to the education of the children within those States. 
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Mr. REAGAN. The point I was calling attention to was that they 
repudiated the idea of following the appropriation into the States, 

Mr. BLAIR. I may again suggest to those who are arguing this in 
the newspapers and citing the courts, and I may refer Senators to the 
exceedingly able constitutional argument made on this question when 
he was a member of the Senate by the junior member of the present 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. MORRILL. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate nroceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifty-seven minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 27 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 
31, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 30th day of January, 1888. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Myron H.° Rowley, of Mitchell, Dak., to be register of the land office 
at Mitchell, in the Territory of Dakota, in place of George B. Everitt, 
whose term expired on the 15th of January, 1888. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Knute O. Harris, of Fergus Falls, Minn., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Fergus Falls, Minn., vice Lawrence L. Aune, removed. 


LIEUTENANTS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE, 


Frank H. Dimock, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant in the 
revenue service of the United States, in the place of Third Lient. Orin 
D. Myrick, promoted. 

John E. Reinberg, of the District of Columbia, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of Third 
Lieut. John L. Davis, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 

Second Lieut. Percy E. Trippe, to be first lieutenant, January 17, 
1888, vice Ward, dismissed. 

First Regiment of Artillery. 

First Lieut. John M. K. Davis, to be captain, January 14, 1888, vice 
Eakin, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Charles J. Bailey, to be first lientenant, January 14, 
1888, vice Davis, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Harry Knox, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from January 2, 1888, vice Lieut. Commander Marcus B. 
Buford, resigned. : 

Lieut. York Noël, junior grade, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a 
lientenant in the Navy from January 2, 1888, vice Lieut. Harry Knox, 
promoted. 

Ensign Frank R. Heath, a resident of Virginia, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, from January 2, 1888, vice Lieut. York Noël, junior grade, 

romoted. ° 
3 Lieut. Chapman C. Todd, a resident of Kentucky, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy from November 9, 1886, vice Lieut. Commander 
Isaac Hazlett, retired. : 

Lieut. Alfred Reynolds, junior grade, a resident of Indiana, to be a 
lieutenant in the Navy from November 9, 1886, vice Lieut. C. C. Todd, 
promoted. 

Ensign Horace M. Witzel, a resident of Wisconsin, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy from November 9, 1886, vice Lieut, A. Rey- 
nolds, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. George A. Norris, a resident of Maine, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy from December 13, 1886, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Thomas Nelson, promoted. 

Lieut. J. Marshall Robinson, junior grade, a resident of New York, 
to be a lieutenant in the Navy from December 13, 1886, vice Lieut. 
G. A. Norris, promoted. 

Ensign Omenzo G. Dodge, a resident of Kansas, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy from December 13, 1886, vice Lieut. J. M. 
Robinson, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. William H. Parker, a resident of the District of Columbia, to 
be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy from December 14, 1886, vice 
Lieut. Commander William Welch, retired. 

Lieut. George H. Peters, junior grade, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a lieutenant in the Navy from December 14; 1886, vice Lieut. 
William H. Parker, promoted. 

Ensign Albert G. Winterhalter, a resident of Michigan, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the Navy from December 14, 1886, vice Lieut. 
A. G. Winterhalter, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. Joseph N. Hemphill, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy from January 26, 1887, vice Lieut, Com- 
mander F. McCurley, promoted. 


Lieut, Bradley A. Fiske, junior grade, a resident of New York, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy from January 26, 1887, vice Lieut. J. N. 
Hemphill, promoted. 

Ensign John M. Orchard, a resident of Missouri, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy from January 26, 1887, vice Lieut. B. A. 
Fiske, junior grade, promoted. 
` Lieut. Abraham B. H. Lillie, a resident of New York, to be a lieu- 
tenant-commander in the Navy from Janurary 29, 1887, vice Lieut. 
John McGowan, promoted. 

Lieut, Frank H. Holmes, junior grade, a resident of California, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy from January 29, 1887, vice Lieut. A. B. 
H. Lillie, promoted. $ 

Ensign Hiero Taylor, a resident of Illinois, to be a lieutenant, junior 
grade, in the Navy from January 29, 1887, vice Lieut. F. H. Holmes, 
junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. John W. Stewart, junior grade, a resident of Maryland, tobe 
a Heo aniy in the Navy from March 1, 1887, vice Lieut. Webster Doty, 
retired. 

Ensign John N. Jordan, a residentof Maine, to bea lieutenant, junior 
grade, in the Navy from March 1, 1887, vice Lieut. J. W. Stewart, 
junior grade, promoted. 

Commander John Crittenden Watson, a resident of Kentucky, to be 
a en in the Navy from March 6, 1887, vice Capt. E. P. Lull, de- 
ceased. 

Lieut. Commander James G. Green, a resident of Massachusetts, to 
be a commander in the Navy from March 6, 1887, vice Commander J. 
C. Watson, promoted. 

Lieut. William T. Swinburne, a resident of Rhode Island, to be a 
lieutenant-commander in the Navy from March 6, 1887, vice Lieut. 
Commander J. J. Green, promoted. 

Lieut. Lucien Flynne, junior grade, a resident of Texas, to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from March 6, 1887, vice Lieut. W. T. Swinburne, 
promoted. 

Ensign August F. Fechteler, a resident of New York, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the Navy from March 6, 1887, vice Lieut. Lu- 
cien Flynne, promoted. 

Lieut. John F. Parker, junior grade, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from April 21, 1877, vice Lieut. J. W. Danenhower, 
deceased. [Subject to the examinations required by law. ] 

Ensign Thomas M. Brumby, a resident of Georgia, to be a lieuten- 
ant, junior grade, in the Navy from April 21, 1887, vice Lieut. J. F. 
Parker, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. Hamilton Hutchins, junior grade, a resident of New Hamp- 
shire. to be a lieutenant in the Navy from May 21, 1887, vice Lieut. 


| C. H. Lycth, retired. : 


Ensign Valentine S. Nelson, a resident of Tennessee, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the Navy from May 21, 1887, vice Lieut. H. 
Hutchins, junior grade, promoted. p 

Ensign Edward E. Wright, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a 
lieutenant, junior grade, in the Navy from May 21, 1887, vice Lieut. 
Charles H. Amsden, junior grade, retired. 

Lieut. Commander George E. Wingate, a resident of New Hamp- 
shire, to be a commander in the Navy from May 26, 1887, vice Com- 
mander William Gibson, retired. 

Lieut. William H. Emory, a resident of New York, to be a lieuten- 
ant-commander in the Navy from May 26, 1887, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander G. E. Wingate, promoted. 

Lieut. John M. Bowyer, junior grade, a resident of Iowa, to be a 
lieutenant in the Navy from May 26, 1887, vice Lieut. W. H. Emory, 
promoted. 

Ensign Albert Gleaves, a resident of Tennessee, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy from May 26, 1887, vice Lieut. J. M. Bowyer, 
junior grade, promoted. : 

Lieut. Charles T. Hutchins, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a lieu- 
tenant-commander in the Navy from June 30, 1887, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander E. L. Amory, retired. 

Lieut. John C. Colwell, junior grade, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be 
alieutenant in the Navy from June 30, 1887, vice Lieut. C. T. Hutchins, 
promoted. 

Ensign Selim E. Woodworth, a resident of New York, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the Navy from June 30, 1887, vice Lieut. J. C. 
Colwell, junior grade, promoted. 

Lieut. Seth M. Ackley, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy from June 30, 1887, vice Lieut. Commander E. 
B. Thomas, retired. 

Lieut. William R. A. Rooney, junior grade, a resident of Pennsyl- 
vania, to be a lieutenant in the Navy from.June 30, 1887, vice Lieut. 
S. M. Ackley, promoted. 

Ensign James P, Parker, a resident of North Carolina, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, from June 30, 1887, vice Lieut. W. R. A. Rooney, 
junior grade, promoted. 

_ Lieut. Edward J. Dorn, junior grade, a resident of Missouri, to be a 
coined in the Navy from June 30, 1887, vice Lieut. E. W. Bridge, 
retired. 

Ensign Henry C, Wakenshaw, a resident of New Jersey, to be a lieu- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


-801 


tenant, junior grade, in the Navy from June 30, 1887, vice Lieut. E. J. 
Dorn, junior grade, promoted. 

Ensign Benjamin W. Hodges, a resident of Mississippi, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the-Navy from June 30, 1887, vice Lieut. R. H. 
Townley, junior grade, retired. 

Lient. William G. Gilpatrick, a resident of Kansas, to be a lienten- 
ant-commander in the Navy from July 1, 1887, vice Lieut. Commander 
J. E. Noël, resigned (subject to the examinations required by law). 

Lieut. Bernard O. Scott, junior grade, a resident of Alabama, to be a 
lieutenant in the Navy from July 1, 1887, vice Lieut. William W. Gil- 
patrick, promoted. 

Ensign Herbert O. Dunn, a resident of Rhode Island, to be lieuten- 
ant, junior grade, in the Navy from July 1, 1887, vice Lieut. B. O. Scott, 
junior grade, promoted. 

Commodore Bancroft Gherardi, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a 
rear-admiral in the Navy from August 25, 1887, vice Rear-Admiral 8. 
R. Franklin, retired. 

Capt. William E. Fitzhugh, a resident of Ohio, tobe a commodore in 

* the Navy from August 25, 1887, vice Commodore B. Gherardi, promoted. 

Commander Henry B. Robeson, a resident of Connecticut, to be a 
captain in the Navy from August 25, 1887, vice Capt. W. E. Fitzhugh, 
promoted. ` A 

Lieut. Commander Joshua Bishop, a resident of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be a commander in the Navy from August 25, 1887, vice 
Commander Henry B. Robeson, promoted. 

Lieut. Benjamin S. Richards, a resident of Pennsylvania, to bea lieu- 
tenant-commander in the Navy from August 25, 1887, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Joshua Bishop, promoted. 

Lieut. David Peacock, junior grade, a resident of New Jersey, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy from August 25, 1887, vice Lieut. B. S. Rich- 
ards, promoted. 

Ensign Arthur W. Dodd, a resident of Indiana, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy from August 25, 1887, vice Lieut. D. Pea- 
cock, junior grade, promoted. 

Commodore Daniel L. Braine, a resident of New York, to be a rear- 
admiral in the Navy from September 4, 1887, vice Rear-Admiral J. L. 
Davis, retired. 

Capt. George Brown, a resident of Indiana, to be a commodore in the 

. Navy from September 4, 1887, vice Commodore D. L. Braine, promoted. 

Commander William Whitehead, aresident of Pennsylvania, to be a 
captain in the Navy from September 4, 1887, vice Capt. George Brown, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Charles A. Schetky, a resident of New Jersey, to be 
a commander in the Navy from September 4, 1887, vice Commander 
William Whitehead, promoted. 

Lieut. Benjamin F, Tilley, a resident of Rhode Island, to be a lieu- 
tenant-commander in the Navy from September 4, 1887, vice Lieut. 
Commander C. A. Schetky, promoted. 

Lieut. John O. Nicolson, junior grade, a resident of Alabama, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy from September 4, 1887, vice Lieut. B. F, Til- 
ley, promoted. 

Ensign George W. Denfield, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the Navy from September 4, 1887, vice Lieut. 
J. O. Nicolson, junior grade, promoted. : 

Lieut. George T. Emmons, junior grade, a resident of New Jersey, 
to be a lientenant in the Navy from November 1, 1887, vice Lieut. W. 
H. Jaques, resigned, 

Ensign Albert W. Grant, a resident of Wisconsin, to bea lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy from November 1, 1887, vice Lieut. G. T. 
Emmons, junior grade, prontoted. 

Naval Cadets John G. Tauresey, a resident of Delaware; Albert C. 
Diffenbach, a resident of Pennsylvania; Theodore C. Fenton, a resident 
of Pennsylvania; Volney O. Chase, a resident of Louisiana; George R. 
Slocum, a resident of Illinois; William G. Miller, a resident of Virginia; 
George W. Kline, a resident of New Jersey; John P. McGuinness, a 
resident of Idaho Territory; Joseph Strauss, a resident of Virginia; 
Charles 8. Stanworth, a resident of Virginia; Robert L. Russell, a resi- 
dent of Georgia; Harrison A. Bispham, a resident of Pennsylvania; 
Armistead Rust, a resident of Virginia; George R. Evans, a resident of 
Massachusetts; Edward W. Eberle, a resident of Arkansas; James E. 
Shindel, a resident of Pennsylvania; Dayid S. Nes, a resident of Penn- 
sylvania; Charles M. McCormick, a resident of Virginia; Glennie Tar- 
box, a resident of South Carolina; William W. Gilmer, a resident of 
Virginia; Robert E. Coontz, a resident of Missouri, and Benjamin 
Wright, a resident of Tennessee, all graduates of the Naval Academy, 
to be ensigns in the Navy from July 1, 1887, to fill vacancies in that grade. 

FIRST LIEUTENANT, MARINE CORPS. 

Second Lieut. Samuel L, Jackson, United States Marine Corps, a res- 
ident of Massachusetts, to be a first lieutenant in that corps, from Jan- 
uary 7, 1888, vice First Lieut. Samuel H. Gibson, retired. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 30, 1888. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Lebbeus G. Bennington, of Ritchie Court-House, W. Va., to be consul 
of the United States at Rio Grande do Sul. 


XIX——51 


POSTMASTERS. 
John W. Ross, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county of Wash- 
ington and District of Columbia. 
JohnH. , to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county of David- 
son and State of Tennessee. 
Will J. Furlong, to be postmaster at Roghelle, in the county of Ogle 
and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. y 
MONDAY, January 30, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. . 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolleda billof thefollowing title; 
when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2131) for the relief of Joseph Cox, administrator of 
Charles Pasters, deceased. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER NEAR ST. CHARLES, MO. 


Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Private Cal- 
endar and take up for present consideration the bill S. 274, which is 
a bridge bill, and the consideration of which I am sure will take buta 
moment. Itisimportant that action should be taken uponit promptly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the title of the bill be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. es authorizing the construction ofa bridge across the Missouri River 
atsome accessible point in the county of St. Charles, in the State of Missouri, 
below the city of St. Charles. 

Mr. McADOO, I would like, before objection is waived, to have this 
bill read. 

Mr. HATCH. I will state to the gentleman from New Jersey, and 
the gentleman from Kansas also, that this bill has been unanimously 
reported from the Committee on Commerce. The report shows thatit 
is in full accord with the report of the Chiefof Engineers, and is no ob- 
struction to pavigation. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. McA . I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr, HATCH. Mr. Speaker, as this bill is the exact counterpart of 
other bills of a similar character reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce and here, unless some member desires to have the bill 
read at length, I ask that the further reading be waived. 

There was no objection, and the reading of the bill was dispensed 
with. 

Mr. HATCH. I now ask the Clerk to read the first few lines of the 
report, which I think will afford all the information necessary in sup- 
port of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 274) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible 
point in the county of St. Charles, in the State of Missouri, below the city of St. 
Charles, have had the same under consideration, and upon close examination 
find the bill in accordance with the recommendations of the Ch:. fof Engineers, 
whose communications are appended to and made part of this report. 

As will be seen from these letters, the bridge as proposed will not be an ob- 


struction to navigation, and will subserve the interests of commerce, which de- 
mand its speedy construction. 


SAN UA TON; I ask the previous question upon the third reading of 

e bill. ` 
The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 

bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third time, was 


passed. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
presets and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday, the regular order 
is the call of the States and Territories for bills and resolutions. Upon 
this call joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials from State and 
Territorial Legislatures are in order; also resolutions of inauiry ad- 
dressed to heads of Departments. 

LAND OFFICE AT BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 

Mr. BANKHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 6092) to establish a land 
office at Birmingham, in the State of Alabama; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN ALABAMA. 
Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 6093) to further provide for the 


disposal of the publie lands in the State of Alabama, and to devote the 
proceeds of sale to education in said State; which was read a first and 
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ssecond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. _ 
ALIEN LAND-EOLDING. 


Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6094) to 
pre-empting or entering homesteads, and to limit the Téquisition of the 
blic domain in the United States, and to provide for leasing grazing 
ds for periods not exceeding ten years; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


CLERKS TQ SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES. 


* Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6095) to authorize the ap- 

intment and prescribe the compensation of clerks to Senators and 
Deowanencnidves who are not chairmen of committees; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 


Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 6096) to construct a road from 
Little Rock, Ark., to the national cemetery adjacent thereto; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SUBPORTS OF ENTRY. 


Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 6097) to anthorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to designate snbperts of entry in customs dis- 
tricts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDIO RESERVATION, 


Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 6098) authorizing the 
construction and repair of roads from the entrance ofthe reservation of 
the Presidio, at San Francisco, Cal., to the national cemetery on the 
same, and the fencing and protection of thesaid réservation and the ceme- 
tery thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSULAR SERVICE. 


Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 6099) to improve the 
consular service; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW LONDON, CON 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, introduced a bill (H. R. 6100) for the 
erection of a public buildingat New London, Conn. ; which wasread a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATION OF THE BLIND. 


Mr. CANDLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6101) to pro- 
mote the education of the blind in the several States and Territories; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Education, and ordered to þe printed. 


WORK OF GENERAL EMORY UPTON. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Whereas it is alleged that the late Maj. Gen. Emory Upton, of the United States 
Army, had pre with great care and ability the manuscript of a valuable 
work on the “Military Policy of the United States,” which embodies a profound 
study of the military records of the United States down to the year 1563, but 
which was not fully completed because of the death of that distinguished and 
accomplished officer and writer on military subjects; and 

Whereas it is believed that it is a work of great value to the country and that 
the same should be completed and a sufficient number of copies thereof should 
be published by the United States for the use of the Army and distributed for 
general information: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it is hereby, directed to as- 
ceriain on what terms said manuscript can be obtained, and whether it is of suf- 
ficient value and importance for publication by order of Congress for distribu- 
tion, and that said committee report upon this. subject as soon as practicable. 


DUTY ON SALT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 6102) to abolish the 
tax on salt and place the same on the free-list; which was read a first 
and second time. i 

The bill was read at length, 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, should not the preamble of that 
bill go to the petition-box? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The preamble is a part of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Michigan had been 
sufficiently interested in the subject to listen attentively he would 
have seen that. 

Mh LERON I simply wanted to know the practice. That 
was all. 

The bill was referred to tħe Committee on Ways and Means and or- 
dered to be printed. : 


nt aliens from 


t POSTAGE ON SEEDS, ETC. 
Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, offered the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 


to toque’ ieee ie Committee on Do TOPIE pape eet prae be instructed 
rein expedi of providing w for reduced postage on seeds, 
bulbs, plants, scions, en aan to report by or otherwise, 
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MONEY-ORDERS FOR SMALL SUMS. 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, also offered the following resolution; which 
me read, and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads: 


Resoleed, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law for the issue of money-orders 
for an amount of $ or less for a fee of 3 cents, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


FRACTIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, also offered the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency: 


Resoléed, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be instructed to in- 
quire into the expediency of providing by law for the reissue of fractional cur- 
Eis ci to meet the demand for its use in the mails, and to report by a bill or other- 
w 


RELIEF. OF UNION SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 


Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of en- 
listed men who ser¥ed in the Federal Army and Navy during the war of 
the rebellion; which was. read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON OLEOMARGARINE, 


Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6104) to reduce taxation; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read at length, as follows: 

Whercas the President in his message to Congress directed attention to the 
paramount necessity for a reduction of the surplus accumulating and to accu- 
mulate in the Treasury; and 

Whereas in the said message he dwelt at great length up4n the burdens im- 
posed by excessive taxation npon the laboring classes; and 

Whereas it would seem eminently proper to set the example of tax reduction 
by first relieving the poorer classes of taxation imposed by the internal-revenue 
laws deriving revenue for the support sud maintenance of the Government: 
Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the tax of2 cents per pound now imposed by existing law 
upon the food product known as oleomargarine be, and the same is hereby, sb- 
rogated and repealed, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. . 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, Iask the reference of the bill to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. i 

Mr. HATCH. I move to strike out ‘‘ Ways and Means” and insert 
“ Agriculture.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Towa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ] has already moved that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Mr. LAWLER. It isa bill to reduce taxation, and Ways and Means 
is the proper committee for it to go to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] moves that this bill be referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] moves, as an amend- 
ment, that it be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. The 
yote will first be taken on the amendment. : ; 

The question was taken on the amendment moved by Mr. LAWL 
to the motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, and the Chair declared that 
it was rejected. 

Mr. LAWLER. Lask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 25, noes 123, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. LAWLER. I raise the point of no quorum. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The point is made that no quorum has 
voted. The Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 


SON J. 

a WILKINS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, owing to the confusion, some gentle- 
men may not yet understand the purport of this bill, and I ask thatit 
may be read once more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been read twice already. It 
can not be read again except by unanimous consent. The Chair, in re- 
sponse to the suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], 
will again state the proposition. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. LAWLER] in the nature of an amend- 
ment, to refer the bill to the Committee on Ways and Means. ‘ 

Mr. OATES. To which committee does the Chair rule the bill 
should properly go? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not ruled upon that 
point. A motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Agriculture was 
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], to which the 
gentleman from Illinois has moved an amendment that it be referred 
to the Committee on Waysand Means. On the latter motion the House 
is about to vote. 

Mr. OATES. Would not the bill go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means but fora vote of the House sending it to some other committee? 

Mr. HATCH. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of the roll. 
The Clerk will call the roll. 


1888. - 


803 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 62, nays 190, not vot- 
ing 71; as follows: 


Anderson, G. A. 

Blanchard, 

Blount, 

Brumm, ~ 

Campbell, T. J. 

7 vi teeta 

‘atchings, 

ies 
ements, 

Cob 


Allen, E, P. 
Allen, J. M. 
Anderson, A. R. 
Anderson, C. L. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
Baker, C. S. 
Baker, Jehu 
Bankhead, 
Bayne 

Belden, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 


Boothman, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, 


Breckinridge, C. R. Grimes, 
Breckinridge, WCP Grosvenor, 


Browne, T. M. 
Brown, 0.E. 
Brown, J. R. 
Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Bunnell, 
Burnett, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Cannon, 
Caruth, 


Compton, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Crouse, 
Culberson, 
Cutcheon,® 
Daizell, 


r 


amon; 

rnes, 

Barry, 
Belmont, 
Biggs, 

Bland, 

Brewer, 
Brower, 
Browne, T. H. B. 
Buckalew, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Campbell, Felix 


Collins, 
Cox, 
De Lano, 


YEAS—€2, 

' Kilgore, 
Day n, R. H. M. Laftcon, 
Da Lane, 
Dibble, Lanham, 
Dougherty, Lawler, 
Dun yneh, 
Dunn, McAdoo, 
Elliott, 

Pi Merriman, 
Greenman, Newton, 
Hall, Norwood, 
Hemphill, Oates, 
Henderson, J.S. Outhwaite, 
Hutton, Penington, 
Johnston, T. D. Perry, 

ones, Rowland, 

NAYS—190. 

Darlington, Kean, 
Davenport, Kennedy, 
Davidson, A. ©. Kerr, 
Dingley, Ketcham, 
Dockery, La Follette, 
Dorsey, * Lagan, 
Enloe, Laidlaw, 
Farquhar, Landes, 
Felton, Latham, 
Findlay, S, 

her, Lind, 
Ford, » Lodge, 
Forney, Long, 
Fuller, Macdonald, 
Funston, Maish, 
nun par: 
Gallinger, artin, 

T, Matson, 
Gest, MeClammy, 
Gibson, McCormick, 
Glass, McCreary, 
Granger, MeCullogh, 

MeKénna, 

McKinley, 
Grout, s McKinney, 
Guenther, MeMillin, 
Hare, Milliken, 
Hatch, Mills, 
Haugen, Montgomery, 
Hayden, Morgan, 
Heard, Morrill, 
Henderson, D. B. Morrow, 
Henderson, T. J. Neal, 
Hiestand, Nichols, 
Hi Nutting, 
Hitt, O'Donnell, 
H x O’'Ferrail, 
Holman, O' Neill, Charles 
Holines, Osborne, 
Hooker, Owen, 
Hopkins, A.J. | Parker, 
Hopkins, S. T. Patton, 
Hovey, Payson, 
Howard, Peel, 
Hudd, Perkins, 
Hunter, Peters, 
Jackson, Pideock, 
Johnston, J.T. Randall, 

NOT VOTING—‘1. 

Ermentrout, Mahoney, 
Fitch, Mason, 
Flood, ə McComas, 
Foran, McShane, 
French, Moffitt, 
Glover, Moore, 
Goff, Morse, 
Harmer, Nelson. 
Hayes, O'Neal, J. H. 
Herbert, O'Neill, J.J. 
Hermann, Phelan, 
Hopkins, S, I. Phelps, 
Houk, Plumb, 
Kelley, Post, 
Laird, ~ Pugsley, 
Lehibach, Reed, 
Lyman, Rowell, 
Maffett, Rusk, 


ey eames 


Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone of Ky. 
Stone of Mo. 
Struble, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, G. M. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Townshend 
Turner, E. J. 
Vance, 
Vandever, 
Vade, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weaver, 


Vest, 
Whiting, William 
Wickham, 
Wilkins, 


Wilkinson, 
Wiison, Thomas 


Wise, 
Yardley. 


Shaw, 

Sowden, 
Spinola; 
Stockdale, 
Symes, : 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thompson, A. ©. 
Thompson, T. L. 


Whiting, J. R. 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Woodburn, 
Yost. 


So the amendment of Mr. LAWLER to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Ways and Means was not agree?! to. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions until farther notice: 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. De LANO. 


Mr. STOCKPALE with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 


Mr. Bacon with Mr. WOODBURN. 
Mr. Foran with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BROWER. 
Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. Morrrrr until February 7. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day: 


Mr. Hopxins, of Virginia, with Mr. HARMER. 


Mr. FRENCH with Mr. FITCH. 
Mr. CARLTON with Mr. MCCOMAS. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GOFF. 


On this vote: 


Mr. BARNES with Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE. 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated, 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa, 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Agriculture, it was agreed to. 

The bill was referred accordingly, and was ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CANNON FOR SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 6105) donat- 
ing a six-pound brass cannon to the Illinois Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Home; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


VOLUNTEERS IN LATE WAR. 


Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain 
volunteer soldiers of the late war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FORT LEAVENWORTH RESERVATION, KANSAS. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 6107) to authorize the sale 
of a tract of land in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in 
the State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, 


Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6108) making an appropriation 
to pay the regular assistants to United States district attorneys the same 
rate of compensation for the fiscal year 1888 that was paid to them dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1887; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RYAN also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he hereby is, requested to com- 
municate to the House of Representatives the names of all assistants to United 
States district atrornone who have been or are being paid out of the appropria- 
tion of $100,000 made by the sundry civil appropriation act approved Mareh 3, 
1887, “for payment of assistants to United States district attorneys; also the 
places of employment and the present rate of compensation to each of said as- 
sistants, and how much greater or less is the rate of compensation toeach of said 
assistants for the fiscal year 1888 than for the fiscal year 1887, and the reasons for 

ny such increase or reduction; and. such other information in relation thereto 
pate bizjudgmens may contribute to just and intelligent legislation upon the 
subject, 


EXPORTS OF WHEAT, CORN, AND FLOUR. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6109) providing for 
a bounty on wheat, corn, and flour, exported from the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, also submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: pont 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed toin- 
form the House the reason, if any, why the railroad land grants, made by Con- 
ea to aid in the construction of railroads within the State of Kansas, have not 

een adjusted in accordance with chapter 376 of the laws of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, second session, being ‘An act to provide for the adjustment of land 
grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and for the for- 
feiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes.” 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD. 


Mr. CARUTH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6110) to incor- 
porate the Washington and Western Railroad Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLEMENT AND ADJUSTMENT OF STATE WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY introduced a bill (H. R. 6111) to settle and 
adjust the claims of any State for expenses incurred by it in defense of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TEAMSTERS IN MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 6112) grantinga 
pension to all persons who served as teamsters in the military service of 
the United States during the Mexican war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REGULATION OF THE PRICE OF PRODUCE, ETC, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6113) to pre- 
vent persons or corporations from combining to raise, depress, or regu- 
Jate the price of produce, manufactured articles, stocks, bonds, or labor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. and ordered to be printed. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 


Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 6114) to establish a United 
States Jand court and to provide for a judicial investigation and settle- 
ment of private land claims in the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, 
Wyoming, Utah, and in the States of Colorado and Nevada; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORT ON IRON ORES OF NORTHERN LOUISIANA, ETC. 
Mr. BLANCHARD submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to 
inform this House of the cause of the delay in the preparation and publication 
of the report of Professor Lawrence Johnson, of the United States Geological Sur- 
vey, on the iron ores of Northern Lonisiana and Eastern Texas, which work 
was ordered more than two years ago. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. -It will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 5 : 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It does not belong to the Committee on Print- 
ing. It belongs tothe Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not object to its going to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be so referred. 

RESTORING FUBLIC LANDS TO FLORIDA PARISHES, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6115) restoring to> the 
Florida parishes of the State of Louisiana certain public lands as com- 
pensation to the people thereof for lands disposed of by the United 
States Government at the Montpelier and Greensburgh land offices in 
said State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

. PUBLIC BUILDING, BATON ROUGE, LA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6116) to authorize 
the construction of a public building fora post-office in the city of Baton 
Rouge, La.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


The Chair hears no objection, and it 


PROHIBITION OF TRUSTS. 

Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (H. R. 6117) to prevent the creation 
of trusts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON STATE DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6118) establishing rates of postage 
on public documents of the respective States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMY NURSES. 


Mr. LODGE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6119) for the re- 
lief of women enrolled as army nurses, etc.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. > 
GRANT OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. LODGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6120) granting cannon to 
General Lander Post, of Lynn, Mass. ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. LONG submitted the following amendment to the rules; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Thirty minutes shall be allowed each day immediately prior to the first morn- 
ing hour, in which members who have filed their names with the Speaker shall 
be allowed in such order as he shall arrange, to ask unanimous consent for pres- 
ent consideration of any bill favorably reported by a committee, and shall have 
three minutes for that purpose afterit has been read. If the request is granted, 
three minutes shall be allowed in opposition to the bill. The rare shall 
then be at once upon its amendment, e ment, and passage, If thereupon 
the yeas and nays are ordered, they shall not be taken; but the order shall be 
equivalent to a restoration of the bill to its former status on the Calendar, 


CLAIMS FOR REMUSTER. 


Mr. CUTCHEON submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: z 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to advise this House w 
progress has been made in the examination and adjudication of claims for re- 
muster of officers of the volunteer forces under the act of June 3, 1884, or under 
said act as amended by the act of February 3, 1887; what is the whole number 
of claims filed under the said acts respectively; what number remain to be 
examined and adjudicated, and how long it will be before the consideration of 
aan pacar ay — be completed with the present clerical force of the Adjutant- 

eneral’s ce. 


PROTECTION TO AMERICAN INDUSTRIES, 


Mr. CUTCHEON also submitted the following resolutions; which 
were referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That it is the deliberate judgment of this House that in any proposed 
revision of the duties upon imports the principle of protection to American in- 
dustries and the maintenance of the wages of American workingmen at the 
American standard ought to be distinctly recognized and firmly adhered to. 

Resolved, That duties upon imports ought not to be imposed ‘for revenue 
only,” but the production of those articles which we have abundant raw mate- 
rials and labor to produce in this country ought to be protected by duties suf- 
ficient to enable American producers to maintain free competition in such pro- 
ductions in the American markets, 

Resolved, That articies for the free or non-dutiable list should be selected from 
among such necessaries of living as we are unable to produce in adequate 
qa ty for our needs within the United States, and not from among such pro- 

uctions as would come into direct competition with our own industries and 
would tend to throw American workingmen out of employment and to depress 
their wages, and ultimately to inerease the cost of such productions by destroy- 
ing competition. 


E. G. BENTON, JR. 
Mr. TARSNEY introduced the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts: - 


Resolved, That E. G. Benton, jr., be, and is hereby, appointed an additional 
page on the floor of the House of Representatives, and to receive the same rate 
of compensation as those now acting in that capacity, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GENERAL CUSTER. 


Mr. FORD introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 96) authorizing the 
erection of an equestrian statue in the city of Washington, D. C., of the 
late Byt. Maj. Gen. George A. Custer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROHIBITION OF ALIENS ENGAGING IN CERTAIN BUSINESS. 


Mr, CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6121) to prevent aliens from 
engaging in certain business in the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE TRIBE OF INDIANS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6122) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief of the Stockbridge and 
Munsee tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin,” approved February 
6, 1871; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, CORINTH, MISS, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, introduced a bill (H. R. 6123) to con- 
struct a road to the national cemetery at Corinth, Miss.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, VICKSBURGH,. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6124) to repeal an act entitled 
“ An act to provide fog holding termsof the United States circuit court 
at Vicksburgh, Miss.,”’ approved February 28, 1887; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


.SALARIES OF WATCHMEN IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. HOOKER introduced a bill (H. R. 6125) to regulate the salaries 
of watchmen in the Departments of the Government; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, 


* MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS, 


Mr. MANSUR introduced a bill (H. R. 6126) granting pensions for 
services in the war with Mexico, and to regulate an act entitled “An 
act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved January 29, 1887; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ~ 


INCREASE OF PAY OF WATCHMEN, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MANSUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6127) to determine and 
increase the pay of watchmen in the Treasury Department; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN SCHOOL, NIOBRARA, NEBR. 


Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6128) to provide for an Indian 
school at Niobrara, State of Nebraska; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 3 

CONSULAR REPORTS ON CATTLE AND DAIRY FARMING, EUROPE. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 97) to provide for 
printing additional copies of the United States consular reports on cattle 
and dairy farming in Europe; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6129) to incorporate the George- 
town Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 


KEEPERS AND CREWS, LIFE-SAVING STATIONS, 


Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6130) making provision 
for the comfort of keepers and crews of life-saving stations; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

e MONUMENT, SACKETI’S HARBOR, N. Y. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 6131) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a monument at Sackett’s Harbor, in the State of New York; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
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COMPENSATION SUPREME COURT JUDGES AND CABINET OFFICERS. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6132) fix- 
ing the annual compensation of judges of the Supreme Court, the Sec- 
retary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, 
the Attorney-General, the Postmaster-General, the Seeretary of the 
Navy, and the Secretary of the Interior; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6133) in 
relation to certain claims; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES MERCHANT MARINE. < 

Mr, CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 6134) to regulate the em- 

ployment of certain officers of the United States merchant marine; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


SAFETY OF HUMAN LIFE ON STEAM-VESSELS, 

Mr. CUMMINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6135) for the better 
protection of human lifeon merchant steam-vessels of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MAPS OF SUBURBAN REGIONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: , 


Whereas several publishers have issued maps of the suburban regions about 
Washington, purporting to have been compiled from official maps and data, 
which represent many of the streets and avenues of the city I Norge) through 
private propan and through many paeas residences, without regard to the 
present authorized and legal lines of subdivision and in general disregard of 
private rights: Therefore, 

Poor teh That the Committee on Appropriations be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to make inquiry into this matter and report the essential facts of the 
case to the House in connection with its presentation of the bill making appro- 
priations for the improvement of streets and avenues and other thoroughfares 
of the District of Columbia. 


OFFICERS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6136) for the 
relief of captains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steamevessels; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6137) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide that all peysions on account of 
death, or wounds received, or disease contracted in the service of the 
United States during the late war of the rebellion, etc.,’’ approved 
March 3, 1879; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COUNTERFEIT OR COMPOUNDED LARD. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6138) to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of counterfeit or compounded lard; which 
was read a first and second time, referréd to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. i 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6139) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Youngstown, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


FRACTIONAL SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 6140) authorizing the issue 
of fractional silver certificates; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

_ STATE OF VERMONT. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 6141) to authorize 
the settlement and adjustment of all claims and demands between the 
United States and the State of Vermont; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. : 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT LIMA, OHIO. 

Mr. YODER introduced a bill (H. R. 6142) to erect a public building 
at Lima, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

EVIDENCE OF SOUNDNESS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 6143) allowing evi- 
dence of soundness at the time of entering the military or naval service 
and defining its effect; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6144) for the re- 

lief of certain volunteer officers and soldiers of the late civil war, and 


for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


_ SALE OF PROPERTY IN PITTSBURGH, PA. 

Mr. DALZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6145) authorizing and di- 
recting the sale of certain property belonging to the United Statés sit- 
uate in Pittsburgh, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION OF VALLEY FORGE. 

Mr, YARDLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6146) in aid of the Cen- - 
tennial and Memorial Association of Valley Forge, and to secure the 
Washington headquarters, mansion, and grounds occupied by the Con- 
tinental Army of 1777; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION, — 

Mr. DARLINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6147) to provide for the 
issue of circulating notes of national banking associations, and to pre- 
vent the contraction of the currency; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INCOME TAX. 

Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 6148) to prohibit the reten- 
tion of income tax from pay of volunteer officers between date of issue 
and date of muster, and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
fund to officers whose claims have been paid any sums retained by the 
United States on account of such tax; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTY. 

Mr. OSBORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6149) to equalize bounty 
in certain cases of soldiers of the late war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. OSBORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6150) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the rolls and records in the office of the Adju- 
tant-General of the Army against soldiers who enlisted in the Navy 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS TO SOLDIERS, 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 6151) granting lands to honor- 
ably discharged soldiers of the Union Army in the war of the rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SOUTH PASS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. 6152) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to make rules and regulations for the navigation of the South 
Pass of the Mississippi River, and providing a penalty for the violation 
of the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


PRICE OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. McCULLOGH submitted a resolution fixing the price of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

SITES OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6153) to authorize the condem- 
nation of land for sites of public buildings; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SCIENTIFIC APPARATUS, 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6154) to exempt scientific 
apparatus imported specially for the use of institutions of learning from 
the payment of duties; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON PARISH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. DIBBLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H, R. 6155) grant- 
ing parts of certain streets in Washington to the vestry of Washington 
parish for the use of the Congressional Cemetery; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings aud 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SUITS IN EJECTMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6156) relating 
to snitsin ejectment in the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed, 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS OF DEEDS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6157) 

relating to acknowledgments of deeds of land in the District of Co- 


lumbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
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LAND TITLES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. ~ 
Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6158) to 
amend the laws relating to land titles in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 6159) to amend an act entitled 
“An act for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,’’ 
approved February 25, 1885, and the act amendatory thereof, approved 
* February 21, 1887; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PENSIONS. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 6160) granting pen- 
sions to the surviving officers and enlisted men engaged in any of the 
Indian wars of the United States prior to the war with Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON offered a resolution to print. 15,000 copies of 
the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 1887; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TOBACCO. z 

Mr. WASHINGTON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 98) re- 
questing the President to open negotiations with certain foreign gov- 
ernments relative to the importation of tobacco into their dominions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreigu Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SUITS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6161) to amend the second 
section of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for bringing suits against 
the Government of the United States,” approved the 3d day of March, 
1887; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND LEASES BY INDIANS. 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6162) to authorize 
the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Nations of In- 
dians, respectively, to lease lands within their respective boundaries 
for mining purposes, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and to validate the leases heretofore made for such purposes 
by the proper authorities of any of said nations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. a 
j FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ABBOTT introduced abill (H. R. 6163) to authorize United States 
marshals whose districts border on the Indian Territory to pursue and 
arrest offenders and fugitives from justice in said Territory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION. 


Mr. MARTIN offered a resolution instructing the Committee on 
Ways and Means to report a bill to repeal all internal taxes, and so 
reform the tariff as to make all articles bear ad valorem duties; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
_ and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT AT POINT PLEASANT, W. VA. 


Mr. HOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 6164) providing for the erection 
of a monument at Point Pleasant, in the State of West Virginia, com- 
memorative of the valor of those who fell in the battle of Point Pleas- 
ant, fought on the 10th day of October, 1774; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, GALLIPOLIS, OHIO. 

Mr. HOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 6165) transferring the ma- 
rine-hospital station at Gallipolis, Ohio, to Point Pleasant, in the State 
of West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WATER RESOURCES OF ARIZONA, 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. 6166) to develop 
the water resources of Arizona, to provide for reclamation of the desert 
Jands therein, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, eA to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WHITE MOUNTAIN APACHE RESERVATION. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6167) to change 
the west boundary line of the White Mountain Apache Indian reser- 
vation, in Arizona; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNEXATION TO NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 6168) to annex a strip of land 
therein named to the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. i f 


IMPROVEMENTS ON JICARILLA APACHE RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6169) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to make compensation for improvements made 
by bona fide settlers upon the reservations set apart by Executive order 
of February 11, 1887, for the Jicarilla Apache Indians; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF WASHINGTON STREETS. 


Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6170) to extend the streets 
and avenues of the city of Washington, D. C.; which was tead a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


GERMAN CEMETERY, PROSPECT HILL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GUENTHER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 


Whereas the commissioners of the District of Columbia, in apparent violation 
of the act of Congress chartering the German Cemetery of Prospect Hill, in the 
said District, are attempting to extend certain streets of Washington through 
this cemetery: Therefore, 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the District of Columbia are hereby instructed 
to inquire into this matter and report the result of their inquiries to this House; 
and that the said committee is hereby empowered to summon such witnesses as 
may be necessary to aid this mene. to examine them undér oath; and that the 
expenses of such investigation be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


POLICE MATRONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ROCK WELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6171) to provide for the 
appointment of police matrons in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, ENGRAVING AND PRINTING BUREAU. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 6172) providing for additional 
leave of absence for employés of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Printing, apd ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6173) to so amend sec- 
tions 4693 and 4695 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as to 
extend the right of pensions to steam-boat men and others acting under 
orders from United States officers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6174) to incorporate the 
Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 

Mr. WILKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6175) to repeal the internal- 
revenue taxes upon fruit brandies, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6176) to repeal thein- 
ternal-revenue taxes on tobacco and upon all manufactures thereof, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6177) to repeal all li- 
censes and special taxes on dealers in tobacco and spirituous and malt 
liquors, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WILKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6178) to repeal the 
entire internal-revenue system of taxation, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SEIZURES UNDER INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. 6179) to pro- 
vide how property may be claimed and title of same tried when seized 
under the internal-revenue laws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DESTY’S DIGEST FOR JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, also submitted the following resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


met one the Committee on Accounts recommend the purchase of 12 
copies of y's Federal Digest for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary. 


DUTIES ERRONEOUSLY ASSESSED. 
Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 6180) to provide for the re- 
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covery of duties erroneously assessed and paid in certain cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. “ A 
COINAGE OF SILWER, ETC. 
Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 6181) for the further coinage 


` of silver, and for the redemption of national-bank notes, and for other 


purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered t9 be printed. 


WATER-WAY FROM LAKE MICHIGAN TO MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 6182) authorizing a survey for 
the purpose of making and maintaining a continuous water-way from 
Lake Michigan to the Mississippi River; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DECISIONS OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 101) provid- 
ing for the printing of decisions of the Department of the Interior re- 
garding public lands and pensions, for sale; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to. the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NAVAL MILITIA. 

Mr. DINGLEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following pro- 
posed amendment to the bill (H. R. 1847) to provide for the enrollment 
of anava militiaand the organization of naval reserve forces; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD: 

Src. 5. That, in view of the recognized value of the sea fisheries as the nu 
of seamen, and to encourage the training of citizens in such sea service as will 
make them promptly a ble for the manning of Government vessels in time 
of war, from and after the passage of this act there shall be paid from the Treas- 
ury to every fisherman employed on a vessel of the United States licensed for 
and engaged in the fisheries the sum of $——— per month for each calendar 
month actually engaged in a fishing voyage: Provided, That this payment shall 
be made only to citizens of the United States or to aliens who have declared 
their intention to become citizens. : 

Src. 6, That the master of every vessel licensed for the fisheries shall, before 
pos, on a fishing voyage, file with the customs officer of the port where 

is fishing license is issued a list of the officers and men who have been en- 
gaged for such voyage; and on returning from said voyage shall also file with 
such customs officer a list of officers and men who have served on said vessel, 
and the time served by each. Said lists shall be verified and made by 
the collector of the district from which such license was to each person 
entitled to receive the same by this act, under such regulationsas the Secretary 
of the Treasury may prescribe. 


CAPT. W. J. KOUNTZ. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the bill (H. R. 2865) for the relief of 
Capt. W. J. Kountz was erroneously referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. It should have been referred to the Committee on Claims, I 
ask that the reference may be changed accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made, 

‘There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of the States has been com- 
pleted. 

INDIANA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—LOWRY VS. WHITE. 

Mr. BARRY. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on Elec- 
tions to submita report in the contested-election case of Lowry against 
White, from the Twelfth Congressional district of Indiana. In that con- 
nection I wish to give notice that the committee will call this case up 
for consideration on next Thursday, immediately after the morning 
hour. 

Iam also requested, Mr. Speaker, by my colleague on the committee, 


‘the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL], to file on his part his in- 


dividual views in this particular case. 

Mr. ROWELL. Iask, by unanimous consent, to present the views 
of the minority of the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. These reports will be laid upon the 
table and ordered to be printed. : 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNN. Iask, by unanimous consent, to report back for pres- 
ent consideration a private bill for which there is considerable urgency, 
and to which there can be no kind of objection. 


Mr. McCREARY. Allow the call for bills and resolutions to be 
concluded. 


Mr. DUNN. I thought it had been concluded. 
COURT OF CLAIMS REPORTS. 
Mr. McCREARY. I present, on the part of my colleague [Mr. 


TAULBEE], the following resolution, which I ask to be referred to the’ 


Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be authorized to refer to the appro- 
priate committees of the House the bills now upon the House Private Calendar 
reported by the Court of Claims in the Forty-ninth Congress and brought for- 
ward. 


'The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


EXPLANATION. 


Mr. ENLOE. Irise for the purpose of making an explanation. I 
find in the list of private bills filed under the rule and transmitted by 
the petition clerk for publication in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that 
one introduced by me on last Friday fails to state that it was intro- 
duced *' by request.” I desire that fact to be noticed, but I have been 
told that such an entry can not be made upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not usual to make such entry 
upon the Journal. 

s GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following let- 
ter from the Public Printer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1888. 
Sır: I herewith transmit to Congress my report in reply to the directions con- 
tained in resolutions of the House adopted January 21. 
TH. E. BENEDICT, 
Public Printer, 
Hon, S. S. Cox, 
Speaker pro tempore, House of Representatives. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Iask that the letter of the Public Printer be 
read 


The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the letter. = 
- Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iask, by unanimous consent, that the 
reading of this letter be dispensed with, as nobody seems to be paying 
attention to it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think it should be read. There has been a good 
deal of criticism of the Public Printer, and it ought to be read in jus- 
tice to him. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman tell me who is listen- 
ing to it? 

‘Mr. BLOUNT. Iam listening to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And soam I. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then let it be read for the benefit of the 

tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman thinks that is a witticism he can 
do so. I was listening to it, and it isnot my business to see what other 
gentlemen are doing. r 

The reading of the letter was then concluded, and it is as follows: 

: GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1838. 
Hon, S. S. Cox, 


Speaker pro tempore, House of Representatives : 


` sri: I beg to acknowledge the rousipe on the 26th instant, of the following 
e 


tee ps hcg oper adopted in the House of Representatives on January 
, 1 to wit: 

“ Whereas it is reported that a considerable number of employés have been 
recently discharged from the force of the Public Printer, and that others have 
been granted involuntary furloughs, thereby reducing the force employed in the 
office of the Public Printer: Therefore, 

** Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to report to this House whether 
he has recently discharged or furloughed any of his force, and if so, how many, 
and for what reasons such discharges and furloughs have been made at a time 
when the printing ordered by this House is largely in arrears. 

“Also, whether in making such discharges and furloughs regard has been had 
to section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, by giving the preference to honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors.” 

In reply, as directed, I have the honor to state that on the 2Ist of the present 
month I discha: from this office 39 employés, men and women. Said dis- 
poke ES employés ineluded 16 book-binders, 14 book-sewers, and 1 laborer from 
the dery division, and 8 others from other divisions of the office, comprisi 
1 proof-reader, 1 copy-holder, 1 serpent 1 laborer, and 4 women from the fold- 
ing-room. I also on that date furloughed 24 book-binders and 16 book-sewers 
fora period of twelve working days, at the end of which they are at liberty to 
re for duty and resume work. 

ese persons were discharged and furloughed under authority oflaw conferred 
upon me to employ the necessary hands in this office for the execution of the pub- 
lie printing and binding, under which authority of law my powers are expressly 
limited as follows: 

“ He [the Congressional Printer] shall not at any time employ in the office 
more hands than the absolute necessities of the public work may require.” 

My action was also influenced by the further provision of law which is found 
in the act appropriating funds for the public printing and binding for the cur- 
rent fiscal year, to wit: 

“ No more than an allotment of one-half of the sum hereby appropriated shall 
be expended in the two first quarters of the fiscal year, and no more than one- 
fourth thereof one Ags expended in either of the two last quarters of the fiscal 
year, except that in addition thereto, in either of said last quarters, the unex- 
pended ba of allotment for preceding quarters may be expended.” 

A reduction of force at this time being a business necessity, as wellas dictated 
by a due observance of the provisions of the two acts above quoted, I directed a 
discharge and furlough from that division of the office which,owing to the 
present nature of the demands upon the office, could bear the redaction with 
the least interruption of the current work. Such» discharge of employés in 
this office, even at this season of the year, was not an unusual event,as the rec- 
ords of the office show, especially from the division referred to, which does not 
usually during the present allotment period require to be run to its fullest ca- 
pacity. It is probable that the motive of my action may be better shown by a 
comparison of the force in the bindery at the time of this discharge with that 
of the same period in January, 1886, at the beginning of the first session of the 


Forty-ninth Congress: . 
Total number of book-binders, January, 1896 ............:seseesssosrersessccseerseseeene cesses 202 
Total number of book-binders, January, 1888 .............0« Coe fee re 274 


These figures from the rolls of the office show that prior to the recent discharge 
there wereemployed twelve more book-binders than at the same period two years 
ago. The demands of the current work of the office at this season of the year 
require less work in the bindery than during the period when the regular edi- 
tions of the document work ordered by Congress, the Agricultural shag ete the 
bound edition of the Recorp, and the reports of Departments are in hand for 
binding. Apart from the fact that this office was carrying a larger force in the 
bindery than had been the case at other periods under like conditions, lam 
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. pleased to state to Congress that said division of the office had been enabled 
during the preceding year not only to meet all current demands but to bring u; 
to date much delayed work and to execute more of the reserve work than 
ever been the case in any single previous year. Asaconsequence, said division 
is now enabled to more than meet any current demand that is likely to be made 
upon it. This condition of affairs will continue until the office takes up the 
work of the Agricultural Report for 1887,the copy of which has not yet been 


received. 
The following statement will exhibit the increase in the output of bound Con- 
ional work for the pe: s named, being for equal portions of the first ses- 
sions of the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses : 
Congressional work, bound complete, from July 1, 1885,to January 25, 

1885, inclusive: Number of volUmes.,........ccccccccsssssssrercserectersereeessossres 576, 946 
Congressional work, bound complete, from July 1, 1887, to January 25, 

1888, inclusive: Number of volumes...........cucsseesserssesenesensstenssteses acvorne 890, 221 

A fair proportion of this great increase in the output of the office in bound 
Cungremiceal work during a period of less than seven months (amounting to 
an actual gain of 313,275 volumes, or an increase of over 50 per cent.) was for 
work ordered by Congress from two to five years prior to roe iria charge 
of the office, and the statement does not include any work execu in the 
bindery upon Department requisitions, which during the same period was the 
la ever known in the office. 

‘hese statements as to the work Sa ES and the present condition of 
the work of the bindery will, I trust, in the judgment of Congress, be deemed 
a sufficient justification of my action in pursuance of the provision of the law 
prohibiting the Public Printer from employing in the office “ more hands than 
the absolute necessities of the public work may nire.” 

It may be further stated, however, that the condition of the appoprmicn 
governing this office for the present year was also a motive for m ion, Of 
the total sum of $1,088,304.54 available, from all sources, for the public printing 
and binding, under the provisions of the one-half allotment, from July 1 to 
December 31, 1887, I expended for labor and material during said period $1,074,- 
446.43, leaving but $13,858.11 unexpended and available in the Treasury, whi 
sum would not have enabled me to continue the work of the office for more 
thah two working days beyond the first allotment period, In addition to the 
sum available for eae je printingand binding for the one-half allotment period, 
there was available of the agricultural appropriation of 1886, from J ay 1, 1887, 
to January 1, 1888, the sum of $169,696.98, all of which, excepting $4, %6, was 
expended prior to January l,and all of the latter sum prior to the date of the 
discharge referred to, the whole edition of 401,900 copies being bound and de- 
livered within four andone-half months. I had, on January 1, available, under 
the provisions of the appropriation act, less than $552,000 to conduct the office 
during the third quarter or praen allotment period of three months, and the 
expenses of the office for labor and material at this time, in order to execute 
promptly the work demanded by Congress and the Departments, is necessarily 
about $8,500 per day, a sum equal to the highest average per diem expense for 
any period heretofore in the history of the office. 

This statement would seem to furnish a sufficient answer to certain criticisms 
directed to an assumed parsimony on the part of the present administration of 
this office. I have not failed to expend every dollar at my disposal that could 
be honestly and legally applied to executing the increased demand for public 
printing, nor can it be justly said that I received at the hands of Congress at its 

session all the appropriation which I deemed necessary for the conduct of 
the work of the office. The original estimate transmitted to the Secretary of 
wpb ioe ag eed to cover the expenses of this office for the current fiscal year was 

In reply to a request of the Appropriations Committtee of the House, made 
December 1, 1886, as to ‘whether said estimate can not be prudently reduced to 
the sum which was appropriated for the current 1l year, namely, $2,000,000,” 
I said, “If the monon was one simply of doing the Government prin: with 
the present facilities and under present conditions, I would answer that $2,000,- 
000 was amply sufficient, providing there was no increase in the amount of work 
ordered by Congress,” I then called attention to the largely-increased demand 
being made upon the office, and to certain extraordinary 32 appar habs impera- 
tively demanded in the interest of safety and economy,which I would 
need an appropriation of at least $159,000, and stated that if Con would a) 

ropriate thatsum for the special purpose of increasing the facilities and work- 

ng ca ity of the office, I would fee! confidence in undertaking to conduct the 
office for the fiscal year of 1888 for the sum of $2,020,000, being the amount. ap- 
propriated for the | year 1887, 
hile Congress, in the due and proper exercise of its powers, saw fit to con- 
fine this office to a sum upward of $150,000 below the lowest amount estimated 
by me to be necessary, and notwithstanding large expenditures have been re- 
quired to be made out of the ular appropriation for printing and binding to 
meet actual necessities in the direction of safety, health, and the prompt execu- 
tion of the increased demands made upon the office, I can state that I have been 
enabled, by legitimate economies in the purchase of material and the discharge 
of needless employés, to keep fully abreast of the work of the office, and I feel 
+ bin confident of my ability to meet the expectations of Congress within the 
limits of expense it has set, unless the allotment restriction of the present quarter 
should result in embarrassment owing to my inability to use an amount of ap- 
ay perce proportionate to the demands of the work that may be called for 
y Con 


gress. 

hrern te cue GONE gedena, ayo aata hA rh red 

y in arrears one r ully but emp! y nt 
from. There is not at this time, nor was there at the time of the introduction 
or passage of the resolution, eng Seton ordered by this Congress in arrears in 
this office, all work received up to that time having been printed and returned 
to Con within the shortest period that it could possibly be done, or within 
which it ever has been done. 

It is in the power of Con to order ina single day printing that would 
oceupy every resource of this office for a week or even a year. The Public 
Printer can not be expected to execute work not within the mechanical facilities 
or the woe space at hiscommand. Forseveral days immediately succeeding 
the reassembling of Congress, after the holiday adjournment, more work was 
received than could be executed within a working day, owing to the fact that 
the mechanical facilities of the office in type, presses, and other machinery were 
not sufficient to meet so extraordinary a demand, although one of the largest 
and best selected bill and document forces ever known in the history of the of- 
fice was employed. 

I can not refrain from stating at this time that in every case where complaint 
of delayed work has been made, either in Congress, the public press, or by com- 
munication to this office, the bills or documents so represented as delayed had, 
so far as my knowledge extends, already been printed and deli to Con- 
gress for periods of a day or a week previous, or else the copy of the same had 
not been received in this office when the uest or complaint was made. I can 
further say, with the greatest confidence, t the office has, during the past 
month and year, exceededall previous efforts in the rapid exeeution of printing 
and ding, and, had there been less efficiency in the wor! force, or less im- 
provements in the office service during the year past, it would not now be able 
to meet the ney demands made upon it, 


Upon the of these facts and statements I would respectfully deny all 
charges that this office is in arrears in printing the work ordered b e House. 
Apart from the fact that not one single complaint has reached me from the Sen- 


ate of any delay in printing documents or bills, I submit the following state- 


ment from the records of this office,on which I base the claim that the office 
as not only executed Ceep a Ene work of Congress but has executed sso | 


amountof work for Congress in comparison with work execu! 
during the same period of the Forty-ninth Congress : 


Total number of Senate executive focuments, Senate miscellaneous docu- 
Fortes and Senate reports received up to January 25, 1885, first session 
orty-ninih CONBTORB > sesso ovessa ecnsye'preret cts renearssenveossaxadeacsewesrebs 


snteeeseeeeeannces sneer sanens severe ennnee: sorores 
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Total number of Senate executive documents, Senate miscellaneous docu- 
er ana Senate reports received up to January 25, 1888, first session 


lels 5 


Total number of House executive documents, House miscellaneous docu- 
eenn House reports received up to January 25, 1888, first session 
e 


CONZTESS,...sserassesersserecssersvsnssonssesssnvarasctsnsnsenesnsasses 1uuenetterennepnneneeset 


SOUR snes ponnon spos vanonhsebatesnstaaprosadnanaes ssasecreesecenonnecssrense-aesersaccoeraseassserees — OOD 


Total number of Senate bills introduced up to January 25, 1886, first ses- 
sion Forty-ninth Congress. 


na ee Se eeneeneeeeeeeens eee neeeueneenensessenenbeneneneenasssneneareaees 


Total num’ of House bills introduced up to January 25, 1886, first ses- 
sion Forty-ninth Congress,........c.sssersssssssscesrensssrnnsennsasensssess RITT E i] 
m sea E E A EE E EE “Ob O00 
—————— 

Total number of Senate bills introduced up to January 25, 1888, first ses- 

sion Fiftieth Con E AANE E E E ENESEST E NEEE aa A 

Total number of House bills introduced up to January 25, 1888, first ses- 
Slon Fio Cou grea sagessa eana ata ao ROO erai i cesscesp cotecgtocssonbnoszy\ 5 OO 
. p 
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These figures show conclusively an increase of nearly 46 per cent. in the Sen- 
ate and House documents and reports, and of nearly 35 per cent. in the Senate 
and House bills up to January 25 of the present session of Congress over a like 
period of the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, all of which work, except 
a few documents held awaiting illustrations and a few others never taken up at 
thisseason of the year, was completed and delivered to Congress before the close 
of work on January 25,1888, to which period the figures are brought up. 

Iam pleased to further present the following figures, showing the increased 
amount of work in the office in another direction : 

Total number of concurrent resolutions, Senate resolutions, and House reso- 
lutions received in this office during the first session of the Forty-ninth 


Congress, up to January 25, 1886, inclusive............ bubse ducerosbaabsendsesubosades>svoea th OE 
Total number of concurrent resolutions, Senate resolutions, and House reso- 

lutions received at this office d the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 

gress, up to January 25, 1888, inclusive............seryereccsesessesseccccssseessecsersersecee O67 


This exhibit shows an increase of 16 in the number of said resolutions, or an 
average of over 30 per cent., and I can state that all of the same have been printed 
and promptly delivered to Congress. 

The following exhibit of work printed on private orders of members of the 
Senate and House also has a bearing on the points previously presented : 


Total number of copies of messages and speeches ordered up to Janu- 


nore = somon a ivy COETS Fe aos ree aoe . 832,410 
number o: es of messages and speeches ordered up to January 
25, 1888, first pach vo Fiftieth Congress, ..........0.ceecsecessosseosns soesesssseeeees seses: 749, 000 


All of this work was printed and delivered at the date of this report, being a 
gain of over 100 per cent. 

‘The records of the office show a corresponding increase in work received from 
all of the De ents of the Government during the present fiscal year, as com- 
pared with of two years ago, as the following figures clearly indicate : 
Total number of requisitions for printing received from the several Ex- 

ecutive and Judicial Departments, the p. Hae aab of the Senate, and the 

Clerk of the House from July 1, 1885, to January 25, 1886., ........ eae guedaaad 
Total number of requisitions for printing received from the several Ex- 

ecutive and Judicial Departments, the Secretary of the Senate, and the 

Clerk of the House from July 1, 1887, to January 25, 1888 


13, 169 


1,103 


tions cover nearly double the amount of work required by the 
two years ago. This statement is made clear by the following ibit of the 
cost of work covered by said requisitions and chargeable against the total allot- 
ments of the Departments for the current year: 

Total allotments to Departments for printing and binding for cur- 


rent fiscal year.............. O EE EE S E EAE I AS ERE MEA Othe maT EAE 
Total cost of work covered by 14,272 requisitions received and 

charged during current fiscal year., .sses.sesrssrsssesssenerssesensersee roeess sse 799, 214. 21 

Balance allotments available..........00s:++ eeii p GO, Cake 


This shows that less than one-third of the total sum allotted to Departments 
in the appropriation for printing and binding for the current fiscal is now 
available for their use, while less than seven months of the year have 
ela) . Itis per to add that it is customary for Departments to putin the 

or part of their requisitions during the first allotment period of the year, to 
allow of ample time to execute them; but the records show that their orders 
have been supplied more Lyre ton and in larger quantities than usual, tending 
to the early exhaustion of their allotment, and calling for a greatly redu 
amount of work during the balance of the year. This fact alone isa suficient 
cause for the reduction of force at this time in the division most affected by 
this reduction of the demand for departmental work, and can be stated as an 
additional reason for my action. 

The several exhibits already given do not so clearly illustrate the increase in 
the amount of work execu at present over past periods in this office as the 
following statement of the press-room and paper warehouse, which furnish the 
items that may be considered the most correct gauge of the actual output of 
printed work: 


Printed 


forms. Tokens, 
Total output of press-room from December 1, 1885, to Janu- i 
ary 25 Tes, A aar E EDATE R ins 10,599 | 83,173 
Total Cao of press-room from December 1, 1887, to Janu- 
ary 25, 1888, inclusive................ E sons) octal S N 11,532 87,931 


_ own memoranda as to whether they were entitled to exemption under 


1888. 
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This exhibitsan increase in favor of the present period of 933 printed forms 
and 4,758 tokens of paper (equal to 2,379,000 printed sheets) in a porod of only 
forty-five workin; ys. Yet while thisis fairly representative of the increased 
output of work, it does not show the full increase, for the reason that some 

t presses in the press-room now print 32- forms, which count in tokens 
only equal to the 16-page forms formerly printed. The following is the paper 
warehouse exhibit: 


Total pounds of printing and writing papers used in press-room from 


December 1, 1835, to Jan 25, 1886, INCIUSLVE........ccceronove scorsa sevens erence ~ 365, 382 
Total pounds of printing and writing Lg iat used in press-room from 
December 1, 1887, to January 25, 1888, Inclusive... ss-ccsceceereecereseeeeeeeseeees 451,122 


This shows an increase of over 23 per cent, in the use of one class of paper 
over the period of two years ago, this class of paper being that on which Con- 
gressional work is mostly printed. The statement does not include any paper 
used in the bindery, nor any material (such as paper, envelopes, and card- 
board) furnished by Congress or the Departments, of which material there has 
been an increase estimated at nearly fourfold over the amounts of the same ma- 
terial received two years ago. 

I am further pleased to state that this large increase of work has been accom- 
plished with a force of about two hundred employés less than was uired 
two years ago, which reduction, I would add, has not been made by the di rge 
of skilled and competent mechanics, the number of which in the office is now 
about equal to that of former years, but which has been made largely by the 
dismissal of clerks, laborers, and other supernumerary persons whose employ- 


ment, in my judgment, did not contribute to the output of work in the office, 
In further reply to your resolution, as to “ whether, in making d: and 
furloughs, rega: 


has been had to section 1754, Revised Statutes, by giving the 
penran to honorably discharged soldiers and sailors,” I have to state I 

ave fully observed the letter and spirit of said act, and that of all later acts 
which protect not only the limited number of veteran soldiers referred to in 
section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, but all honorably discha: soldiers and 
sailors and their widows and orphan children. In corroboration of this state- 
ment I have the original lists on which thé’names of persons were presented to 
me from the working divisions of this office for discharge, on which ap Ats 
e above 
referred to provisions of law, and upon which no honorably discharged soldier 
orsailor, or widow ororphanson or daughter of the same, appears as having been 
discharged except for cause. 

I can further state that the roll-book of this office, for the first time in its his- 
tory, now bears a record of every person entitled to protection under the actac- 
cording preferment in appointment or exemption from discharge for reason of 
service in the Army of the United States. These data could only be obtained by 
a personal inquiry of nearly every person found entitled to such exemption, 
when I took rge of the office, as the original appointment papers on file in 
but few instances referred to their honorable service in the eae 

I am pleased to state that there is a much larger percentage of honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors and their widows and orphan children now em- 
ployed in this office than ever before, andin such divisions as the watch force 
none but honorably discharged soldiers and sailors have been appointed by me. 

If Con, should not find this reply sufficiently broad to cover the inquiry 
proposed by the resolution, I will be pleased to have any further inquiry or in- 
vestigation made may seem desirable in the matter, or that the purposes of 
the authors of the present inquiry may suggest. 

TH. E. BENEDICT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that the report be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. And, Mr. Speaker, on 
that motion I desire to say a few words. In my official relations as a 
member of the Committee on Printing of the House it has been my 
duty to look somewhat after the public printing, and I have been thrown 
into closest contact with the Public Printer; and I wish to emphasize 
for a few moments—and I will take as little time as I can—some of the 
facts and statistics as set forth in this report, which is so explicit upon 
all points covered by it, or intended to be covered by it. 

In answer to the resolution which I had the honor to transmit to him, 
it having been monea by the House on the 24th of the present month, 
he admitted that he did discharge from the Government Printing Of- 
fice on January 21, thirty-nine employés. Nearly all these employés 
so discharged had been employed in the bindery. It is further true on 
that day he had discharged, or rather furloughed for twelve days, forty 
employés. Now, Mr. Speaker, nearly all the employés so discharged 
and furloughed had been employed, as I have said, in the bindery. 

This officer shows in his report that at this season of the year, or at 
this stage of the public business, there is less demand in the bindery for 
employés than in the printing department of his bureau. He shows 
that he could dispense with the employés in the bindery, therefore, 
with a proper regard for the public interest, and that the bindery could 
bear the reduction, which he of necessity was forced to make, and with 
the least interruption of the current work; hence, in order to keep 
within the limits of his appropriation, discharges were made from those 
employés. It should be remembered that these were necessary in or- 
der to keep his expenses within the appropriation made him under ex- 
` isting law. 

This report shows further, and I want toemphasize that particularly, 
because complaints have been made that the work is not being done 
promptly, that in the bindery a larger volume of work has been done 
than was ever done before in the history of the Government in the sanie 
period of time, and I wish to refer to the statistics, taking the same 
period of time covered by the Forty-ninth Congress and comparing it 
with the work done in the present Congress up to the corresponding 
date. For the six months and twenty-five days from the beginning of 
the fiscal year preceding the opening of the Forty-ninth Congress this re- 
port shows that in this department there were bound 576,946 volumes, 
while in the same length of time in the Fiftieth Congress there were 
bound 890,221 volumes, making a difference in favor of the amount of 
work done by this officer in the same length of time, that is to say, six 
months and twenty-five days of this fiscal year, of 313,275 volumes, 


an increase of over 50 percent. Itis but fair to the present incum- 
bent to state that very much of this work was work ordered by Con- 
gress from two to five years before he took charge of the office. 

While doing this, and I want also to call special attention to this 
fact, he has been enabled to reduce the public expenditures in the 
Printing Office without in any manner affecting the efficient working 
of that branch of the public service. Let us make a comparison of the 
number of employés of that department, the bindery, at the begin- 
ning of the Forty-ninth Congress, when the 576,946 volumes were bound, 
as I have mentioned, and the beginning of this Congress, when in the 
same period of time 890,221 volumes were bound. 

In the closing period of 1886, when this work was done, there were 
employed 262 persons in the bindery, while in the closing days of 1887 
and in January, 1888, he has employed 274; in other words, he had 
only twelve more while doing so much more work. And yet it will be 
seen after making all the discharges of which this complaint is made 
he has a larger force in the bindery than in January, 1886. 

Now, sir, the law is that the Public Printer shall not employ more 
hands than the absolute necessities of the public service require; and 
this law is imperative upon him. It is well known that Congress in 
its wisdom sets apart all the money in appropriation bills that the Pub- 
lic Printer can lawfully use within speciied periods of each fiscal year. 
This amount is, as you are well aware, allotted to him, and provision 
is made that this allotment shall be one-half the total amount of the 
appropriation for the first six months of the fiscal year, and the remain- 
ing half is to be divided evenly, one quarter of the amount to be used 
in the third quarter of the year and the remainder in the fourth quarter 
of the fiscal year. 

Again I want to say that, taking the first half of the fiscal year end- 
ing December 31, 1887, this officer was enabled, by his efficient man- 
agement of that bureau and the efficient system of business adopted in 
that office, to determine not only exactly the amount that he could 
profitably expend, but to know exactly what amount was being ex- 
pended daily, and to so graduate his expenditures as to consume just 
what was allotted him by law to be expended within the given period, 
ending with the close of the year. This report shows that on Decem- 
ber 31, at the close of the first half of the fiscal year, he had expended 
every dollar which Congress had allotted to him to expend in the first 
half of the year except the sum of $13,858.11, which amount, I will 
state, would not be sufficient, as he says in his report, to pay the run- 
ning expenses of the Printing Office for two days. Evidently he must 
have made a very accurate and close calculation to have been able to 
know so nearly what he was doing, and to have expended so nearly 
the whole amount he could by law expend down to that date. This is 
an evidence of the business methods which obtain in that office. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it may be argued that he had other appropriations. 
That is true. The agricultural appropriation in part was available in 
that portion of the fiscal year, the whole amount of this agricultural 
appropriation so available being $169,696.98. But on the 31st day of 
December, at the close of that portion of the fiscal year, he had expended 
every dollar of that appropriation or allotment except $4,953.96, and 
that amount was brought over into the appropriation for the new fiscal 
year. But this balance itself was expended before the discharges in the 
bindery were made on the 21st of the present month. 

Now, the whole allotment for the third quarter of the fiscal year begin- 
ning January 1, 1888, under the law amounts to $552,000; and he 
shows, and I think the report in that respect is conclusive, that he could 
not in justice to the public service have retained the employés dis- 
charged with any hope of keeping within the appropriation or quarterly 
allotment. This matter of employing persons and discharging or fur- 
loughing them belongs, Mr. Speaker, to the Public Printer. The law 
wisely lodges this discretion in him. And from the best light ob- 
tained I believe he has wisely and prudently exercised the discretion 
thus given him. 

Now, a word in regard to the work done by this officer. It is set 
forth fully in the report, but I can briefly recapitulate it, and I ask par- 
ticular attention to it since a great deal of complaint has been made in 
some of the newspapers, but which the Public Printer states has not 
been made in the other branch of this Congress; we have heard some 
complaints of a similar character on this side of the Capitol. 

Take the Senate executive and miscellaneous documents and reports, 
and the House executive and miscellaneous documents and reports 
which were submitted in the first forty-five days of the Forty-ninth 
Congress and compare them with the number submitted during the 
same length of time in this Congress. 

Thus, from the first Monday in December, 1885, for forty-five days, 
there were introduced in the Senate 158 of these documents and re- 
ports, and in the House for the same period 240, making an aggregate 
of 398. Now, for the first forty-five days of the Fiftieth Congress, be- 
ginning first Monday in December, 1887, the Senate documents and 
reports amounted to 189 as against 158 two years ago, and in the House 
of Representatives 321 as against 240 for the same length of time last 
Congress, making in the aggregate an increase of these documents of 
182 introduced in this Congress over tho Forty-ninth Congress for the 
same period. 
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Take bills. There were introduced in the Forty-ninth Congress, first 
forty-five days, 1,235 bills in the Senate and in the House 4,420, making 
a total of 5,655. 

In the first forty-five days of the Fiftieth Congress there were intro- 
duced 1,654 bills in the Senate, and 5,995 in the House, a total of 7,649, 
being an excess in forty-five days of 1,994 bills in the present Congress 
over the Forty-ninth. 

This shows an increase in this Congress of that class of work known 
as documents and reports to be done by the Public Printer of 46 per 
cent. in these forty-five days, while in the other class of work, bills, 
there is an increase of 36 percent. Notwithstanding all this large in- 
crease of work, this officer has done it with a working force of at least 
two hundred employés less, on an average, than were employed in that 
department in the corresponding time in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Now let us look for a moment at the further work done during these 
forty-five days of the Forty-ninth and of the Fiftieth Co: 
the printing of messages and es of members of Con; 
the orders of members of the Senate and of the House. In 
five days in 1885~’86 there were printed of these speeches and messages 
332,410. In the same time in forty-five days of the present Congress 
the Public Printer has printed 749,000, making a difference in favor of 
this work now of 416,590. This is an increase of over 100 per cent. in 
the demands upon that office in this class of work. 

The Public Printer also calls attention, Mr. Speaker, and I may be 
peo for referring to that briefiy, to the printing for the various 

ds of Departments, ete., upon requisitions. The printing for the 
different Departments of the Government, and for the Secretary of the 
Senate and the Clerk of the House is made on requisition, as it is 
termed, I desire to show you the number of requisitions sent within 
the first forty-five days of the Forty-ninth Congress, and the number of 
requisitions sent in the first forty-five days in the Fiftieth Congress. In 
the Forty-ninth Congress of these requisitions there were 13,169; in 
the Fiftieth there were 14,272; that is to say an increase of 1, 103 in the 
requisitions made upon the Public Printer for printing from the sources 
Ihave mentioned. But the requisitions themselves do not show the 
volume or the amount of the work in the requisition. Let us get ‘at 
that for a moment. 

The amount appropriated by Congress to these various Departments 
and set apart to be used as available by them for public printing is as- 
certained and fixed, and, as I have said, the Public Printer can only 
use a certain portion of it in the first half of the yearand so much in 
the remaining part of the year. He can only use half of the appro- 
priation in the first half of the fiscal year. Under these requisitions 
they had allotted to them to be expended in printing their requisitions 
$1, 103,237.46; that is for the whole year. During the first six months 
and twenty- -five days of the year there was used for this $799,- 
214.21; which only leaves for the remaining half of the year, less 
twenty-five days, the sum cf $304,023.25; so that the requisitions which 
have been made upon the Public Printer for printing consumed more 
than two-thirds of the entire amount which the Departments, ete., are 
allowed for printing during the entire fiscal year. That much was 
consumed ina little over one-half ofthe fiscal year. Allof this increase 
in work has been done by the Public Printer in forty-five days, and 
the work has been delivered. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one point more in regard to the quantity of the 
stuff and material consumed and printed in that office. One of the 
best methods of getting at the actual output of the office is to take the 
result of the work of the press-room and paper warehouse. First, the 
press-room. account shows that in the first forty-five days of the Forty- 
ninth Congress there were put out 10,599 printed forms, as they are 
called; in the first forty-five days of the Fiftieth Congress there were 
put out 11,532 forms. I am not a practical printer, and if I mistake 
what the form is I hope some gentleman who is a practical printer will 
correct me. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Has the Committee on Printing in- 
vestigated the question as to the cause of delay in printing such mat- 
ter as is needed for the use of the House in the performance of its duty? 
If my friend will allow me, I say that I imagine this is not a question 
of what amount of printing has been done by one Public Printer or by 
another, or a question of what has been the expense of printing by one 
Congress or another, or one Public Printer or another; but it is a ques- 
tion whether the printing which ought to be donein the interest of the 
House has been performed in a proper manner. 

If the gentleman from Tennessee will allow me I will say as to the 
reports of the Engineering Department of the Government that almost 
two months of the session have now elapsed, and the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, one of the important committees of the House, 
has only to-day a single one of perhaps four volumes of the reports of 
the engineers, neither bound nor indexed. Two months of this session 
have gone and these reports, which are valuable and needed by an im- 
portant committee of the House, have not yet been furnished. 

I have heard complaints also from other committees, and the question 
for the House te consider is whether the printing which ought to be 


done and which must be done in the interest of good and speedy legis- 

Jation has been done, not what this Public Printer has been aatled 

pee or what he has been enabled to do more than previous Public 
inters. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I appreciate the gentleman’s point and will 
endeavor to answer his inquiry. Upon the subject of the Engineer’s 
Report (which is outside of what I intended to say), I understand that 
there was a delay in the previous Congress in furnishing that report, 
but the delay in that case wasin no way attributable to the act of the 
Public Printer. He was not to blame for that delay, as I am quite well 
assured the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors very 
well knows, and while attention is called to the fact that that Engi- 
neer’s Report was not bound, my information is that it was in the hands 
of the members of the committee in such shape and condition that they 
could very readily use it. It was not bound, and the reason why it 
was not bound can be ascertained, I believe, but it was not the fault of 
the Public Printer. However, that i is totally outside of the present in- 
quiry. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit an interruption at 
this point? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to say to the gentleman that the report 
of the Chief of Engineers has not been received by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors in any form. One small portion of it and a frac- 
tion of a second part have been received, and that is all that has been 
received up to this morning. No part of the document is bound, and 
not more than one-third of it has been received in any form. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am not prepared to make any 
statement in regard to that document in this Congress; but heretofore 
when the Engineer’s Report was delayed, it was delayed because it was 
necessary to get certain information from the War Department which 
the Public Printer could not obtain. I have no doubt that I shall be 
able to get an answer from the Public Printer why there is delay in 
this case, and I undertake to say that his answer will be as accurate 

and conclusive upon that point as it proves to be upon the questions 
that have been addressed to him. There was no inquiry e in re- 
gard to this Engineer’s Report in the matter before us, and therefore 
this statement from the Public Printer does not answer that inquiry; 
but I have no doubt that he can answer it in a perfectly satisfactory 
manner, as he has answered every question that the House has asked. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, while the tleman is 
apologizing for the delays in farnishing these reports and giving excuses 
in advance for the Public Printer, I would like him to tell the members 
of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries and the members of 
this House why it is that we have not the report of the Commissioner of 
Navigation? Iamcredibly informed that more than two months prior to 
the commencement of this Congress that report was placed in the hands 
of the Public Printer, and the members of the committee have been 
absolutely begging for copies of that document, a report which makes 
certain recommendations in regard to the navigation laws, a report 
which it is necessary to have in the hands of the members of that com- 
mittee in order that they may act intelligently upon matters that are 
coming before them every week in the form of bills. The committee 
have been so inconvenienced by reason of this delay that they have act- 
ually been compelled to have a transcript of certain portions of the 
report made and brought to the committee-room, in order that they 
may be enabled to act upon the bills that have been referred to them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was not that transcript made before the commit- 
tees of this House were appointed ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. No, sir; not as I understand the matter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that it was. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am not prepared to answer 
every question that may be propounded to me in regard to every par- 
ticular document—I am not apologizing and making excuses for the 
Public Printer. He needs none. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. While Iam upon the floor, Mr. S, 
I = to say this i in addition: 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I yielded to the gentleman for a question. I 
did not suppose he was going to make a speech. As I was about tosay, 
Mr. Speaker, I can not answer now as to every particular piece of print- 
ing which gentlemen may make inquiry about, but I undertake to say 
that the Public Printer, in the communication which we have before 
us, has answered satisfactorily and conclusively every inquiry addressed 
to him; and if gentlemen have other inquiries which they desire tomake, 
he challenges and-invites the most complete and scrutinizing investiga- 
tion into his office and will be prepared to give a satisfactory answer rto 
every inquiry that may be made by this House. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry 
in regard to the matter in hand? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wish to ask the gentleman if there is not 
a large amount of printing which has been ordered by the Smithsonian 
Institution, and which is to be paid for, or paid for to a large extent, 
out of the Smithsonian fund, and I wish to ask him whether that 
printing is not more than two years behind. I understand that some 
of the publications have become almost valueless on account of the de- 
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lay, and I want to ask why it is that those publications have not been 
printed sooner, and why the printers and binders who have been dis- 
charged were not employed upon that Smithsonian work, payment for 
which is provided for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman I can 
only repeat that I am not prepared to give specific answer at this 
time in regard to every job of work in the Government Printing Office, 
and I am not prepared to answer his question; but I have no doubt 
that the Public Printer will give him asatisfactory answer, and I can 
only add if this particular piece of work is over two years behind, as 
the gentleman affirms, then it was in the hands of the late Public 
Printer, the immediate predecessor of the present-incumbent, and the 
work of printing it should have been done by that officer. I know 
very many such jobs were brought over in this way. 


But that question is not involved in this inquiry and is not perti- 


nent toit. I desire, however, to say that if the gentleman had paid 
attention to this report and to the remarks which I have submitted 
upon it he would have seen that the Public Printer on the 3ist of De- 
cember last had exhausted every dollar given him by Congress, and 
therefore he could not have employed any more hands than were em- 
ployed or have done any more work than he did up to that date. I 
desire to emphasize the fact that at that time this Congress had not 
iven him the amount of money that he asked for. He asked of the 
mimittee on Appropriations and of Congress $159,000 more than was 
appropriated to do the public printing. When Congress in its wisdom 
declined to give him this amount he consumed all the money that was 
available up to that time, and in doing so did all the work that he 
could do with the amount of money allowed him. I think this an- 
.8wers the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. GRUSVENOR. I would like to make a proposition. In view 
of the fact that the gentleman from Tennessee, the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, has manifestly had access to this report before 
its presentation, while others here have had no opportunity to compare 
its statements of facts with their opinions and knowledge, would not 
the gentleman be willing that the consideration of this question be 
postponed until some other day—to-morrow, perhaps—so as to give us 
an opportunity for examination of the matter, that we may be pre- 
pared to meet any statements which we think erroneons, and to sub- 
mit any remarks in relation thereto which we may deem proper. My 
friend from Tennessee can hardly expect us to be ready now to meet 
this array of figures and propositions which we have had no opportu- 
nity to examine. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In answer to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], I will say that I see no objection to his very respectful 
request; and, so far as I am concerned, I am willing that this question 
may go over. 

I was almost through with what I desired to say; and after I have 
called attention to some facts in conuection with this report, I will 
make a request such as the gentleman from Ohio has indicated, in or- 
der to enable gentlemen on the other side of the House and on this 
side to examine the statements which the Public Printer presents and 
in order to have the case fully understood by the country. The Public 
Printer courts the fullest investigation. 

I undertake to say for this officer, upon the hasty examination I 
have been able to make into the affairs of his department, that he has 
done from 20 to 40 per cent. more work within a given period of time 
than any of his predecessors, and with less money and a smaller force 
of nearly three hundred. i 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does the gentleman understand that 
this is a question as to whether this Public Printer has done more or 
less work than other Public Printers? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; I do not understand any such thing. 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Illinois. The line of the gentleman’s argument 
seems to be based simply upon comparisons with the work done by 
other Public Printers. But such comparisons are no answer to the 
claim made by members of this House that this Publie Printer is đe- 
laying the work of Congress and the country in reference to the print- 
ing of reports which Congress requires. The fact remains in spite of 
the comparisons which the gentleman makes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The report shows, as I have stated, that with 
less money this officer has done more work than has ever been done be- 
fore by any Public Printer. If it be necessary, let Congress give him 
more money, and then he will be able to do the increased volume of 
work which is piled upon him by both Houses of Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to get back to this report. , I was showing when 
the interruptions began the output of the press-room. I had shown 
that of these jobs on printed forms there were 933 more in the first forty- 
five days of this Congress than in the first forty-five days of the Forty- 
ninth Congress. In addition to that there was an increase of 4,758 
tokens, as they are called, this increase in tokens representing 2,379,000 
more of printed sheets passing through the presses of that office in the 
first forty-five days of this Congress than in the same number of days 
in tho Forty-ninth Congress. 

Take one other matter. The amount of paper used will illustrate 
again the increase of work there. In paper alone there has been in the 


first fiscal year of the incumbency of the present Printer an increase in | oil. 
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consumption of 270,420 pounds of printing paper and 88,877 pounds of 
writing paper. 

One other fact. This Publie Printer came into office in the month of 
September, 1886, nearly two months after the adjournment of the long 
session of Congress in that year. He then found on the rolls of his 
department 2,420 employés. What was the number at the end of sixty 
days after the adjournment of the last session of Congress? There 
were then on the roll only 2,000 men, a difference of 420 employés, il- 
lustrating the idea I am attempting to enforce, that with 2,000 men 
this Public Printer has done more work than could possibly be done, 
as it seems, in former administrations with over 2,400. 

As to some reforms he instituted here, it will not be out of order for 
me to take a moment. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
moment? ` 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. If the Public Printer is doing such an 
immense amount of work, and doing it so well, will the gentleman 
from Tennessee be kind enough to move a committee of five members 
of the House be appointed by the Chair with power to examine em- 
ployés, ete., and make this investigation? I for one would prefer to 
take the report of a committee appointed by this House than the ex 
parte statement of the Public Printer or his apologists on this floor, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman’s inquiry is not pertinent to 
this report. If, when we conclude the consideration of this report, 
that gentleman or any other gentleman on that side of the House or 
upon this side desires the appointment made of such a committee, I 
think I can say he will have no objection on this side. We agree to 
that investigation. We only insist on one thing—— 

Mr. Hopxxys, of Ilinois, rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Just wait one moment. The only thing we 
shall insist on is that the investigation shall extend to former admin- 
istrations of that office. f 

A MEMBER. That is right. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will remember 
this remark if he is speaking for his party. He desires to make this a 

ty issne. x 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not yield to the gentleman any longer. 
The other side have made this a party question from the beginning. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the other day when this question was under con- 
sideration, and the House declined to recommit the report of the Com- 
mittee on Printing then pending before it on his motion, in order that 
we might have a further investigation of other matters representing the 
Committee on Printing, I did then say,and I was speaking for some 
members on this side, to the gentleman, if he would permit that report 
to be adopted without objection this side of the House would withdraw 
all opposition to any investigation demanded by his resolution then 
pending; but he declined the offer I made. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. One moment. Did not the gentleman 
know that his entire party voted against that, and that the members 
upon that side of the House claimed it was a party issue when I dis- 
claimed it to be anythingof the kind? Did not he know, further, that 
so far as any objection has been raised upon this fioor from the Repub- 
lican side, it has been raised on account of the gross sin of neglect by 
the Public Printer to furnish us with reports and papers necessary to 
carry on the publie business? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not yield any further; but I deny this. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Some members on that side sought to 
make it a party issue. They can not make it a party issue unless they 
father the shortcomings of the Public Printer. [Cries of ‘‘ Order!” on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman well understands this side of 
the House did not decline any investigation. I did not decline any the 
other day and do not decline any now. 

I now wish to put on record a denial of the charge that the Public 
Printing department is not farnishing reports and bills as rapidly as 
they were ever furnished before. I know one gentleman on that side 
of the House, who arose in his place in the House on January 16, I will 
not call any names, who gave the number of the bill which he said he 
wanted for a week and had been unable to getit. I wish to say further, 
that gentleman when he is called upon to speak to the House will say, and 
I intend to ask him to do so before I yield the floor, that the bill which 
he said could not be obtained from the Printing Office had been for 
nearly a week in the document-room of the House. ` And most likely 
that is the case with a good many similar complaints that have been 
made. If gentlemen will inquire specifically in any case at any time 
of the Public Printer where delay is alleged, in my judgment he will 
get a satisfactory answer in reference to it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to make one more contrast and then I am 
through. I wish to call attention to some facts indicating some reforms 
which this efficient officer has put into practice, It may not be known, 
and I mention this fact, that all contracts for the Government Printing 
Office are made by the members of the Joint Committee on Printing of 
the two Houses of Congress, but the Public Printer is authorized to pur- 
chase, in his discretion, in the open market, ink, roller composition, and 

i . 


Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
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I wish to give some facts in reference to the purchase by the Publi 
Printer of ink, and I ask your attention to it for a moment. : 

During the fiscal year of 1885, 23,004 pounds of printing ink were pur- 
chased at an average price of 51.9 cents per pound. In 1886, under the 
old administration, there were purchased 26,501 pounds at an average 
cost of 66.17 cents per pound, -The price in one case was 51.9 and in the 
other 66.17 cents per pound. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Willthe gentleman state the price at the differ- 
ent times? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Under the present administration this officer 
purchased 16,879 pounds of printing ink at an average cost of 24.85 
cents per pound. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the gentleman tell the price of that at the 
several times indicated by him? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, I want to know how it is that under a 
former administration of that department printer’s ink cost 51 cents a 
pound for one year, and the next year 66 cents a pound, and under the 
present incumbent only 24 cents and a fraction a pound. Gentlemen 
talk of an investigation. Now, if you want an investigation, I say that 
as far as I am concerned, and so far as this side of the House is con- 
cerned, it can be had, and I would like to see these facts explained. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question now ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The gentleman has stated that under a former 
administration the Public Printer paid in one year for ink 66 cents a 
pound, and 51 cents another year, while at present they are getting it 
at about 24 cents a pound. Does the gentleman not know that butter 
may be worth 25 cents a pound one year and only 20 cents the next? 
That being the case, should the gentleman not, in justice, give us the 
benefit of the market price of printer’s ink prevailing at the time to 
which he alludes? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I have stated 
distinctly that in 1885 the Public Printer paid 51 cents a pound for 
ink, and in 1886 he paid 66 cents a pound. I am calling attention to 
the fact that the present incumbent has purchased ink at only about 
24 cents per pound. 3 

Mr. GALLINGER. For the same quality of ink? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; I presume so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the gentleman know the fact? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It may not be the same quality, but in an- 
swer to the gentleman I can say that it is represented here to be just 
as good, and by some persons thought to be better. The Publie Printer 
says it is better, as I will show later on. 

But that is not all. Take the article of roller composition, for the 
purchase of which the Public Printer has discretion in buying. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let me interrupt the gentleman further. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The gentleman admits that heis nota practical 
printer. That was scarcely necessary, for it is evident to those who are 
practical printers that he is not. 

Next he admits that this ink which was purchased at different prices 
may be of different qualities; that fact he does notknow. Now I want 
to ask the gentleman this question. He says the Public Printer is per- 
forming the same amount of work, or more work, than a former ad- 
ministration, which was considered an admirable one, under Mr. Rounds, 
with 400 men less than Mr. Roundshad. That being the case, I want 
to ask the gentleman if, in his opinion, at the end of this session or 
Congress there will be 400 men less on the rolls of the Printing Office 
than there were at the close of the long session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can only say in answer to the gentleman 
that Ido not propose to enter into the field of prophecy. Ido not 
know. But I do say to him that forty or sixty days after the adjourn- 
ment of the last short session of Congress—and that is a fair compari- 
son—there were then nearly four hundred less persons employed than 
when Mr. Rounds turned this office over to the present incumbent 
forty to sixty days after the adjournment of Congress in 1886. Not 
only that, but the record shows—and I did not want to go into that, 
but if gentlemen desire it we are ready—the record shows that of 
that 2,420 persons employed there, nearly 200, or to be as nearly exact 
as I can, about 145 of them were put there in the thirty or forty days 
immediately preceding the time that the Printing Office was turned 
over to the present incumbent. A man need not be a practical printer 
to see these things. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee believe hon- 
estly that the places of the men discharged will be filled within the 
present session or before it expires? . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ican notanswer the gentleman. I have said 
I can not go into the question of speculation or prophecy. I hope so, 
I will answer him, if the public necessity requires it and if there is 
money to pay them and work to be done, and*I trust the new ap- 
pointees will all be good Democrats. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In other words, a good many Republicans 
were dismissed to make room for just that many Democrats. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, upon the question of roller 


composition, for I do not want to get away from that. In 1886 the 
former incumbent of this place used 13,900 pounds of roller composi- 
tion, for which he paid 45cents a pound. The present incumbent dur- 
ing the year 1887 paid but 26 cents per pound for roller compositio: 
or a difference of price as hetween 45 and 26 cents, saving in that period 
$3,427 in that one item. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not intend to ask permission to say anything 
touching this question at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not hear what the gentleman is saying. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suspend the public 
business until order is restored upon the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not intend to open my mouth in this discus- 
sion, but I think it is just and proper to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee to allow me to state that I was acquainted, and well ac- 
quainted, with the late Public Printer, Mr. Rounds. I believe him 
to have been an honest man. He had the reputation of being a very 
competent Public Printer. He was a citizen of the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent. But when the gentleman states 
that he paid for ink 50 or 60 cents a pound during the term of his 
office, and the present Public Printer pays but 20 to 30 cents a pound, 
in view of the fact as I am told by practical printers that this ink 
varies in value from $32 a pound down to 10 cents, and in view of the 
further fact that roller composition varies in price greatly according to 
its quality, E do feel called upon to ask the gentleman whether he 
thinks it quite fair to make this statement unless he is able to state 
that the material which the present Public Printer is purchasing in 
the markets of the country is of the same value and quality as that 
used by the former Public Printer, or if a similar material of equal 
value, and no greater, was purchased at a higher price by the late 
Publie Printer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to be perfectly fair to the gentleman 
who held this office formerly, and I have not attempted to refer to him 
by name, It is far from my purpose to reflect on him in any way. 
What I have referred to is simply a part of the public records of this 
office. 

I call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to 
what he will find in regard to the purchase of ink in the report of the 
Public Printer on page 9. The facts I have stated are there set forth 
substantially; and the gentleman will find that after the Public Printer 
has given the result of his purchases he uses these words: 

I will add that under my administration all the ink has been purchased from 
first-class makers i Sheena! positive guaranties as to quality, and that it has 


done more work and better work than the ink previously used and with a great 
saving of time and labor in use. 


And he saved in the year 1887, as compared with the year 1885, taking 
the two short sessions of Congress for comparison, in this one item of 
printing-ink $12,306.52. 

I repeat that I do not reflect on anybody, but simply give these fig- 
ures for what they show. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman will bear with me when I say 
that the Public Printer, assiduously blowing his own horn in that re- 
port, as he always does—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
for a speech. 

Mr. CANNON. I merely wanted to vindicate a dead public officer 
against the assaultsand innuendoes which have been thrown out against 
him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield to the gentleman when I have 
completed what I have to say, but I deny that I make any assault or 
use any innuendoes. I give the facts and the figures. 

I will close by referring to the only other article which the Public 
Printer can buy in the public market—the article of oil. The pur- 
chase of this article was made at 50 per cent. less than in the former 
administration, as shown in the Public Printer’s report. 

Mr. CANNON. Of the same quality? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Public Printer says ‘‘ that it has done 
more work and better work than the oil previously used, and ata 

t saving of time and labor in its use.” 

Mr. REED. Not as fast. F 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And when this amount of money is saved 
there should be no complaint about it, as it occurs to me. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have only a few minutes more, and I can 
not yield to the gentleman at this time. >: 

A portion of the inquiry addressed to the Public Printer is in refer- 
ence to the discharge of ex-soldiers and sailors. Upon this point his 
answer is equally explicit. 

As soldiers who have served the country and been honorably 
di ed, the Public Printer shows that for the first time in the his- 
tory of his office the roll-book bears a record of every person entitled to 
protection under the law which gives preference in appointment or 
exemption from discharge for reason of service in the United States 
Army. He shows that the records of the office have never shown the 
list of widows and orphans of those honorably discharged soldiers who 
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are there employed, and who are entitled to some exemption under the 
law, but that record is to-day on file and is open to inspection. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman permit me one question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not time to yield. 

Mr. WARNER. I merely wish to ask whether any other executive 
officer of the Government can truthfully'say that he has complied with 
section 1754 of the Revised Statutes? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That record is there and this Public Printer 
challenges an investigation into the facts; and it will be found, so the 
Public Printer claims, that there are more soldiers and widows and 
orphans of discharged soldiers there than ever before. In this connec- 
tion I desire to have read an article, a very brief one, from Mrs. Eliza- 
beth C. Montis, chairman of the employment committee of the relief 
hoard of the Grand Army of the Republic, which was printed in the 
Capital of yesterday, a newspaper of this city.. I send it to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask him to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Editor: “TIHE CAMPAIGN SCREW.” 


Sır: I do not wish to make any defense of the Government Printer, as that 
is not necessary. A reporter in Monday's Republican, January 16, published 
under the above title an article about the conduct of the Government Printing 
Office that was so anore “off” as to facts that the writer of this feels sure 
no journal of any reputation would have published it unless laboring under an 
entire misapprehension. The contents of that article have been already aired 
sufficiently by the ross of this city and satisfactorily replied to also, both in 
the debates of the House and other quarters, so as to make it unnecessary to 
say more here than that your correspondent knows and can prove that the state- 
ment as to the assessment of women is entirely false. The object of this article 
is to inform the public of certain other matters that have not as yet been made 
known to them, namely, improvements carried out there, that have elevated 
the office to the same standard of other Government institutions. The place is 
now kept clean at least, Mr. Benedict having employed charwomen for tbat 
purpose, something that was never done before. These women are paid at the 
rate of $80 per month by this so-called Screw,” while those in the Treasury 
Department receive only $20. In short, the whole place, as far as the means at 
the disposal of the Public Printer would permit, has been put on a par with 
other offices, the aim of Mr. Benedict being to elevate his subordinates morally 
and esthetically. 

Iam chairman of the employment committee of the women’s relief corps of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, and by direction of that organization it has 
been my business to seck employment for those connected with them—widows 
and orphans of soldiers. He responded in the most emphatic and satisfac- 
tory manner, not with promises but by immediate and actual appointments of 
more than a score uptothe present time, with more readiness and kindness, too, 
than any other Government official whom I have yet approached. The ques- 
tion of polities was never raised by him either. Onceor twice when I said “the 
applicant was a Democrat,” he replied that “it was of no consequence; ™ he did 
what he “could for the soldiers, not for them as Democrats or otherwise.” In- 
stead of oppressing the women in his office, he has always tried to protect them 
in every way he can. Ofcourse there is hard work to be done and he can only 
pay according to the money allowed, but he can secure them from impertinence 
and abuse, which he is always ready to do when informed of anything wrong. 
I have often gone to him for women whom I have secured appointments for, 
when they complained of injustice from his subordinate officers, and he always 
immediately instituted inquiry and remedied the evil. 

In justice to this friend of the soldier and this good and just man I res 
fully ask space in your poer for these statements, for whic 
sponsible by my own observation as positive facts. 

ELIZABETH C. MONTIS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Assuggested by the gentleman from Michigan, 
I am perfectly willing, instead of insisting on the previous question on 
the motion to refer this report to the Committee on Printing and have it 
printed, to allow it to go over as long as the gentleman desires; and 
when it is again called up I am willing he should have the floor to 
submit any remarks he may deem necessary, or that any other gentle- 
man may doso. We shrink from no investigation of this office and its 
management under the present incumbent. I now yield the floor. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire toask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee a question; whether he will yield the floor at the proper time for 
a motion to appoint a committee to investigate the condition of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office? ~ 

Mr. CUTCHEON, As the introducer of this resolution, I desire to 
say a few words in regard to the circumstances of its introduction, and 
also in regard to the reply which the Public Printer has made to the 
request of the House. A week ago last night a man called at my rooms 
saying that he had known me in the Army; that he had served in the 
same brigade with me in several campaigns, although I did not know 
him; that the night before he had been discharged from the Public 
Printing establishment with some sixty-eight or sixty-nine others, dis- 
charged or furloughed, turned into the street in the dead of winter 
without anything to do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Michigan please give the 
name of this gentleman who called on him? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have the name, and will produce it if necessary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ishould like the gentleman to give the name. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not care to give it at the present time. He 
requested me, in behalf of himself and of these sixty and odd other em- 
ployés who had just been discharged, to introduce a resolution in the 
House asking the Public Printer to state why he had discharged these 
employés at this season of the year without assigning to them any reason 
whatsoever. They had been simply notified, this gentleman informed 
me, that their services were no longer required, and they had been 
turned out of doors without any reason being assigned for their dis- 
charge. 

It seemed to me, Mr. Speaker, asingular procedure; singular, in the 
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first place, that the Public Printer should have selected for making 
this discharge the dead of winter, when he must have known, as we 
all know, that it is exceedingly difficult for a workingman or a work- 
ing-woman to get a new situation. 

It seemed to me singular, in the second place, that it should be done 
at a time when I knew, when every gentleman upon this floor knew, 
that the printing ordered by this House was largely in arrears, because, 
Mr. Speaker, I knew, and we all knew, that more thana thousand bills 
that had been introduced in this House a week before had not yet come 
to the file-room; we knew that we had not yet received the first com- 
plete copy of the Congressional Directory for this session, although 
nearly sixty days had elapsed from the time of ourassembling; wealso 
knew that the rules of the House, which we had amended weeks befo; 
had not been returned to us, and have not yet been returned, so thai 
we are not even now able to inspect the amended rules under which we 
are acting; we knew also that of all the pending bills we had nota re- 
port upon a single one printed in time for inspection before acting upon 
the bill to which it related. 

Mr. REED. But the Printer has spent much less for ink than his 
predecessor spent. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, the Printer has paid much less for ink. 
When the contested-election case of Thobe against Carlisle came up in 
this House, although we were informed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Elections that the report had been mailed the evening pre- 
vious, yet we had had no opportunity to examine the report of the 
committee upon that important case when we were required to go into 
the debate and to vote upon the question. Nor was that all, Mr. 
Speaker. Other important printing ordered for some of the leading 
committees of this House—the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, for 
instance—and the report ofthe Commissioner of Navigation, as has been 
stated by a member of the House to-day, had not been furnished, and 
have not yet been furnished to this House; so as to enable those com- 
mittees to go on with the public business that has been referred to 
them. For these reasons I introduced this resolution, asking three 
pointed questions. The first was, whether the Public Printer had dis- 
charged these sixty and odd employés at this season of the year. The 
second was why he had done it, if he had done it; and, in the third 
place, I asked whether he had duly regarded section 1754 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, which requires a preference in the public service to be 
given to honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the Union. . 

I have listened with deep interest and profound attention to this last 
dying speech and confession of the Public Printer which has been read 
here to-day, in which he tells us everything under heaven except what 
we want to know. He tells us, however, that he has disc these 
employés, more than sixty in number, in the middle of this month of 
January; that he has sent these workingmen and working-women out 
into the world at this trying season to shift for themselves, when we 
all know how difficult it is for any one to get a new situation, particu- 
larly if he has been discharged from a public office, and more especially 
hard for the old soldiers. The Public Printer tells us that he has duly 
regarded the statute which requires a preference to be given to dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors of the Kepublic, and yet I have no reason 
to doubt that the gentleman to whom I have referred, who came to me 
and stated that he had served in the same brigade with me in the war, 
told the truth when he said that he had been dismissed without any 
reason assigned. Since this debate commenced, I have received a copy 
of a notice which I am assured, on the authority of an eye-witness, 
was posted in the Public Printing Office, in the room from which these 
employés were discharged, on the Monday following their discharge. 
This is the notice: 

NOTICE, . 

The persons discharged on Saturday were removed for loud and boisterous 
talking during working hours. An observer is onthe floor. Those discharged 
hereafter will know the reason of their dismissal. 

I can not vouch for the correctness of this, but I am assured on the 
authority of one who claims to have seen it that it is an exact copy of a 
notice which was posted in the Public Printing Office. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is not a political question. I protest against 
its being made a political question. It is a question of the privileges 
of the members of this House and of the rights of the honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors of this country. It is a question of the 
rights and privileges of this House, because when we order public print- 
ing to be done it is our right that it shall be done with such reasonable 
promptness and expedition that the business of the House and of the 
country may be transacted in due course. It seems to me, Mr, Speaker, 
that of all times when the Public Printer should have exercised his 
discretion (if he had any discretion) in regard to the discharge of em- 
ployés, it was the most unfortunate time for him to have exercised it 
in this way when the House of Representatives was waiting for him to 
print important public documents in order that it might proceed with 
the public business. The time was unfortunate for another reason. It 
was most unfortunate that this discharge of employés should have been 
made in the very week when this House re: to open the case of Mr. 
Thobe,of Kentucky; refused him the investigation which he asked. He 
claimed to have been elected a member of this House by the working- 
men of his district, and it was most unfortunate, I say, that in the same 
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week when the House declined to investigate that claim of a represent- 
ative workingman these sixty workingmen and working-women should 
have been discharged from the great Government Printing Office of 
this country and turned out into the streets of Washington, many of 
them without any means of subsistence. 

Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 

-~ 50N] will, as he has promised to do, come forward and tender to us a 
full, free, and complete investigation of the conduct of the Public Print- 
ing Office, so that we may know why it is that at this Congress we 
have waited, as we have never waited before since I have been a mem- 
ber of this House, for documents that we need, for the Congressional 
Directory, for the Rules and Manual, for the reports upon our bills, 
for the documents that go to various committees, documents upon 
which they must act if they act at all. Let us know why the Public 
Printer has told us almost everything else in the world about the past 
and the present—has gone into ancient history, so that we have had 
ancient history to a surfeit—but we have not yet learned why he se- 
lected the middle of January—the coldest month almost ever known in 
the city of Washington—to turn these seventy working men and women 
into the streets. For my part, I would like to know some better rea- 
son for this than has yet been stated. Ido not care how much inore 
paper has been used than the Jast Public Printer used in a given time. 

do not care just now about the comparative prices of ink or of roller 
composition. Just now I would like toknow why Public Printer Bene- 
dict selected the middie of January to turn these seventy working men 
and women into the streets, thus putting a fitting climax to the re- 
fusal of this House to investigate the election of the first man in this 
country who ever claimed to be elected as the Labor candidate upon a 
Labor ticket. ; 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to have this question lie over, so that we 
may haye the same opportunity for investigation that the gentleman 
from Tennesseé has had, for it is evident that he has had the benefit of 
this report.. He comes here with his mouth full of figures and his 
hands full of documents, We have not had any such advantages. 
Therefore I would be glad to have this answer of the Public Printer 
lie over until we can make. the necessary examinations and compari- 
sons, so that we may be able to comment on it understandingly. 

- Mr. RICHARDSON, Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. - 

.» Mr. RICHARDSON, I want to ask the gentleman whether, when 
he stated some three weeks ago that he had called for a bill—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. TL intended to make that statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman will make it in justice 
to the Public Printer. ‘ £ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Asa matter of personal explanation, I will say 
that when the question of the administration of the Public Printer was 
before this House a week or two ago, I made a statement that bill No. 
1559, introduced by me, had been sought by me in vain in the docu- 
ment-room and in the Clerk’s file-room; that I was assured it had not 
come from the Public Printer, and the reason was that other bills of 
far later number had been made special and had been printed. The 
following day a copy of the bill was brought to me. I will say, how- 
ever, Mr. Speaker, that when I went.to the Clerk’s file-room, the clerk 
in charge referred to his register and found that he had no record of 
the return of that bill from the Publie Printer, and assured me as an 
official of this House that it had not been returned from the Public 
Printer. It was upon his information to me that I made my statement. 
It turned out, however, that the bill had come from the Public Printer, 
and I was assured by the messenger who brought it to me that it was 
tied up with tape with another bill, not separated from it, and there- 
fore in the search, repeated no less than half adozen times, my bill had 
been overlooked each time, so that the fault lay not with the Public 
Printer, but with some official of this House. To that extent I desire, 
not to correct my statement, because I stated correctly the informa- 
tion given to me at the time, but to give what appear to have been the 
actual facts of the case. 2 

Mr. Speaker, other gentlemen have asked me to yield a portion of 


my time. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON]. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have not been investigating this mat- 
ter, but.some facts have come to my knowledge which I think may 
properly be added to what has been said here on both sides, 

In the first place, I want to say that I do not believe the statement 
which has just been made on this floor, and which was made during 
the campaign last fall, that there are now more soldiers in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office than there were under Republican administrations. 

A MEMBER, You mean Union soldiers. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Unionsoldiers. Ideny thestatement; 

. and Iam not going to be content with a general averment coming from the 
Government. Printer. . I do not want to have that statement go to the 
country withouta flat denial. Now giveusthe proof. TheGovernment 
Printer is wonderfully silent when it comes to giving the facts, the 
names, the data to establish his general declaration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Will the gentleman yield for amoment? I 
can not give him the names—— e 

„Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, of course you can not. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Beeause the Public Printer states that the 
records of the Printing Office do not show entered upon them the names 
of the soldiers under former administrations, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then if those facts are not shown, 
how do gentlemen know what they s» glibly tellus? Itis false. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] Now let me tell the gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa.. Wait a minute. You would not hear 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] for a single moment when 
we offered to extend your time and when you were hammering and 
blackening the name of a dead and efficient public officer, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I deny it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me havea word tosay. I will 
not yield a moment to you. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, 2 word as to what I know. Only a short time 
ago a lady ‘came to my hotel in Washington with a card of introduc- 
tion—[langhter on the Democratic side]—oh, yes, sneer if you will 
because the widow of a dead comrade visits me! [Applause on the 
Republican side.] Sneer away! [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] It is a fine thing to appland over, isit not? [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] A Jady came to me—you may not be 
able to make that statement, all of you. [Laughter.] She came to 
me and told me that she was the widow of a dead soldier who entered 
the Army from my own city of Dubuque; that she was in this city with 
two children, one a young man and the other a young lady. The 
young lady came with her mother to my hotel. Here, gentlemen, if 
you want to, you can applaud again. [Laughter.] She told me this 
little boy—a young man who had been in the Government Printer’s 
employ—had been suddenly dropped from the roll and his place filled 
from that great fountain of Democratic officials, Baltimore—[laughter 
and applause ]—by one of the nimble fingers of the Democratic leader 
of that city; that this child of the dead Union soldier had been kicked 
out of office and his place filled from the city of Baltimore. 

Mr. COMPTON and many others. What was his name? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Whowantstoknowhis name? [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. COMPTON. Ido. 

Several MEMBERS. We all do. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes, youall want to know it very 
badly, do you not? [Laughter andapplause.] Well, give us the in- 
vestigation we ask and we will give yon the names. [Laughter and 
applause.] As gentlemen we promise you to do that. [Laughter. ] 
My word is as good as Mr. Benedict’s, or any other gentleman on that 
side; if not, I will make it good. . 

Mr. COMPTON. Allow me to interrupt the gentleman for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yield, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. When I get through my own sermon 
I will let the gentleman have his say, if he is uneasy about Baltimore. 
(Laughter. } 

Mr. COMPTON. ‘The gentleman need not worry about Baltimore; 
she can take care of herself here and everywhere else and turn up Demo- 
cratic every time. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This lady told me the young lady, * 
her daughter, had been in the employ of the Treasury Department, 
and that these two, on very petty salaries, had enabled this little father- 
less family to live; but that both had been discharged almost at the 
same time. The young lady appealed to be retained for the sake of 
her poor mother aud her family. Thegentleman who discharged her— 
I will not give the name now, but I can give it—told her she had no 
recommendation but her efficiency, which was not disputed, but that 
they wanted men in there who could serve the Democratic party and 
use money in its interest, if need be. Ican give the gentleman’s name, 
if it is necessary. 

Mr. WISE. Give it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Not now. But, Mr. Speaker, both 
of these children were dropped from the roll, and in the depth of win- 
ter they are left without means of support. And I stand here and 
proclaim that it is not in the power of myself or any Republican rep- 
resentative of the people to secure the pettiest place in Washington, 
even in the Government Printing Office, to save the widow of a dead 
Union soldier from starvation. So help me God, I speak the truth! 

Mr. PERKINS. And they say that is good on that side of the 
House. [Laughter and applause.] ` ; 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Ask to make up a contribution, and 
they will not starve. PEFS, A 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam not surprised that sneers should 
follow this declaration. It might be a trifling matter to the gentle- 
man from Florida, but they are facts that are sinking deep into the 
hearts of the people of the country. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. -Itb isa matter of importance when he 
states a young lady discharged from public office is about to starve. I 
desire merely to say that before she should starve, if the case were 
known, contributions would be made to prevent it. 


I can not do so. 
The gentleman from Iowa declines to 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ido notyield. I have no doubt that 
the generous gentleman might be induced to save her from starvation, 
but your party stand like a mailed citadel against this class so that no 
Union Republican representative can get the pettiest office for the widow 
or children of a Union soldier who are in danger of starvation. 


That is your reform, gentlemen. Cover it over with printer’s ink if 
you will, but you can not wipe ont the current facts of history. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON, I willsay again, as I did alittle while ago, not then 
in my own time, that I did not intend to say a word touching this res- 
olution, nor would I now were it not that the Public Printer, in the 
report as read from by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
son], and apparently quoted with the approval of that gentleman, does 
seek, as it occurred to me, to cast reflections upon the character of a 
former Public Printer as to his integrity. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman from Dlinois will not* 
understand me as assenting to that statement. I did not intend to do 
anything of the kind. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I may say I have nothing more to add. 

Mr. PERKINS. What was the object of the statement, then? 

Mr. CANNON. . That is a very pertinent question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What does the gentleman ask? 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman from Kansas asks, if that wis not 
your intention what was the object of the statement? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My object, Mr. Speaker, was to give to the 
House and to the country the facts as they are presented, but to 
make no reflection upon anybody. I am willing to be governed by 
the facts. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, then, if the Public Printer, by innuendo, seeks 

~to make that impression upon the House and the country, I want to 
make this statement; That with the craft in the United States, with all 
printers and experts, the reputation of the late S. P. Rounds as an 
honest man, a man of integrity, and a competent man in his: business, 
is well known, and by that reputation Mr. Rounds’s family and friends 
can well afford to stand, I want to say, farther, not being a printer or 
an expert, that in so far as the present Public Printer seeks by an un- 
candid statement to convey the impression that he bought the same 
ink, and as valuable ink, at 26 cents a pound as his predecessor, Mr. 
Rounds, bought, and for which he paid 50 or 60 cents a pound—that in 
so far as he seeks to convey that impression, I will assume the responsi- 
bility of giving my opinion, at least, that he undertakes to cast a sus- 
picion on the integrity of tlie deceased. 
à Mr, BQDTELLE.. He not only undertakes to do it, but actually 

oes it, 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that the impression sought to be con- 
veyed in the report, the impression made upon me at least from the 
report, was clear in that regard; and for that reason I asked the gentle- 
man from Michigan to yield a moment to me for the purpose of mak- 
ing this statement. 

I do not believe Mr. Rounds paid for ink at the time he purchased 
it 25 or 30 cents a pound, or any other sum more than the market 
price. As to the exercise of a sound discretion in the quality of ink 
and other material used in the public printing, I am quite willing for 
one that the work done under the supervision of the Jate Public Printer, 
Mr. Rounds, should be compared with that done under the supervis- 
ion of the present Public Printer. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, there was read here a letter, sent 
up to the Clerk’s desk by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON], purporting to be a communication from the chairman or 
chairwoman of some committee of the Grand Army of the Republic, in 
general terms stating that she, the writer, had received kind treatment 
at the hands of the Public Printer. It was sent to the Clerk’s desk 
and read, I imagine, for some purpose, and I want to say that if it isin- 
tended to convey the impression that this lady has secured the appoint- 
ment of any considerable number of the orphans or widows of Union 
soldiers in the Public Printing department of this Government, the 
facts do not by any means justify the statement. 

She has been, as I am fully informed, connected with the employ- 
ment bureau of the Grand Army of the Republic only during the cur- 
rent year, 1888. She has come into the business therefore as a novice, 
and she hasnot been driven out of the Public Printing Office; the recital 
of which factis the sum total of her utterance. Butshe herself has come 
to members upon this floor, and to myself among the rest, ahd asked 
us to appeal in the name of the Grand Army of the Republic to the 
Public Printer to have reinstated soldiers’ and sailors’ widows who 
have been turned outof that sameofiice. For somereason best known to 
herself she publishes there, as a part of the speech of the gentleman. 
from Tennessee, this letter containing a general statement that she has 
been more kindly treated by the present Government Printer than by any 
other person occupying that position, when I know, and state here on 
my credit, as a matter of fact, that she has had nothing to do with th 
organization with which she is now connected until during the 
year. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. MayI ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is she employed now in the office? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. She is not, as I understand. , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. She never was. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And never was, Her husband was an employé 
of the Treasury Department. I knew him for many years: He died 
some two years ago. \ His widow, the lady in question, has not been 


rudely treated at the office, and writes a letter which contains no other 


Statement of fact worthy of consideration as bearing upon the question 
here presented. s 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Josep D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I understood from theread- 
ing ofthe communication of the Public Printer which was read awhile 
ago, that these employ és were turned out of the Government Printing Of- 
fice because there were no longerany funds at the command of the Public 
Printer with which to pay them and no longer any work for them to 
do: Only a few daysago I wentto the Smithsonian Institution to make 
inquiry in regard to certain publications which some of my constit- 
uents greatly desired, and I was informed by the Secretary of that Insti- 
tution that come of their publications, which had been in the hands of 
the Public Printer for more than two years, were not yet printed and 
probably would not be for some time tocome. ‘The publications of the 
Smithsonian Institution are valuable works and are greatly sought after 
by certain classes of people. They look forward with great anxiety to 
the time when they are ready for distribution, and itis certainly a mis- 
fortune to have their publication so long delayed. 

I also understand, if I have been correctly informed, that the money 
with which these booksare to be published comes from the Smithsonian 
fand, not from the ordinary appropriation of this House, and if this be 
true I am unable to understand why men and women should be turned 
out in midwinter when there is abundance of work for them to do in 
the Government Printing Office, for which there is made ample pro- 
vision so far as the money is concerned, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No, sir; Lonly havea few moments, I 
understand that some of these publications have been in the hands of the 
Public Printer for more than two years andarenot yet published. And 
I further understand that the character of some of them is such that 
the works when printed will be substantially worthless, simply because 
they were not published atthe time they were prepared. These books, 
furnished to the Government Printing Office in 1885, will probably be 
distributed in 1888, and the object of their publication will be defeated 
and their usefulness will amount to very little on account of this long 
delay. 

If that be true, as I said before, T can not see why it is that sixty 
men and women shonld be discharged in midwinter when there was 
abundance of work in the office to be done, and when the money to 
pay for doing the work was to come from the funds of the Smithsonian 

nstitution, If I am correctly informed in regard to this matter, I can 
see no reason for the course of the Pablic Printer. I have understood 
all the while that the Government Printing Office is about two years 
behind, and if there is not money enough appropriated to do the work 
it certainly ought to be appropriated, and the work ought to be done. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. LAIDLAW]. 3 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I desire to state a fact in connection with this 
matter that came to my knowledge the other day. A lady out in the 
lobby sent to my seat a card, which I now hold in my hand. I went 
out, following the messenger until I found the lady. She told meshe 
was from my district; that she had been in the employ of the Public 
Printing Office for four or five years; that the small salary she there 
received gave her her living; that her mother was dependent on her; 
that they were residing here in a small house; and she asked me if I 
could do anything, with a view to getting her back into the situation 
where she had been trying to support herself as best she could. Itap- - 
pears she has been put out of the office at this inclement season of the 
year with a house on her hands which she rents at some $20 a month. - 
It appears she is turned out by this great Government without rhyme 
or reason, except that the money is all gone. I say that is no excuse 
atall. Every reasonable, sensible man knows that the places of these 
people now discharged will be filled in the near future by other people. 

All I have to say is that we ought to live up to our professions and 
our promises. I remember to have read yearsago what Corporal Trim 
said about a man’s honoring his parents. His idea about honoring his 
father and mother was to give them 3 pence a day out of his pay when 
they were old. Better than by resolutions we can honor the dead sol- 
dier by giving employment, with some substantial pay for it, to his 
widow. That is the best kind of honor we can give to the soldier. 

I ama new member, and I think I have now said about enough. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. You havedone firstrate, [Laughter.] 

Mr, CUTCHEON. The Publie Printer has given us a somewhat 
lengthy document here containing something that is pertinent to the 
inquiry, and a very great deal that is very impertinent to the inquiry. 
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We have his reply. For my part, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
a report of a committee of this House upon certain definite poppan: 
We know certain things, and we know them somewhat sadly, too. We 
know, for instance, that the eulogies delivered in this Hall almost a 
year ago npon General John A. Logan have not yet come to the docu- 
ment-room or the folding-room of this House; and on inquiry we are 
informed they can not even give us a surmise when they will be de- 
livered. The same is the case with the eulogies on Senator Miller, de- 
livered even before that. 

We know we have not yet got our revision of the rules; we know we 
have not got the reports of the engineers; we have not got various other 
documents which we ought to have and which are necessary for the 
procedure of this House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer as a substitute for the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing, the resolution which I now send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five members of this House be appointed by 
the Speaker pro tempore to investigate and report upon the management of the 
Public Printing Office, and to report upon the causes of the aaay in furnishing 
necessary documents ordered by the House; also whether section 1754 of the 
Revised Statutes has been duly observed in making appointments to and dis- 
missals from said office. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer a substitute for what has just 
been read. 

Mr. CANNON. Before that is done let me suggest an amendment 
to the gentleman from Michigan. His resolution uses the expression 
‘‘ documents ordered by the House.” I suggest that after those words 
be inserted ‘‘ provided by law.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I accept that as a modification of my resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I offered mine as a substitute for the original 


motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. o 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out of the resolution the follow- 
ing words: 


That a committee of five members of the House be appointed by the Speaker 
ef Ae cl to investigate and report upon the management of the Public Print- 
ng Office, 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That the letter of the Public Printer in answer to the resolution of the House 
be referred to the Committee on Printing and printed, and that the Committee 
on Printing be Instructed to make a thorough investigation of the administra- 
tion of the Government Printing Office during the incumbency of the present 
occupant and that of his predecessor, and to report to the House at the earliest 
time possible. 

Mr. REED. Why are you putting in the predecessor of the Govern- 
ment Printer? There is no complaint about him. How will investi- 
gating a person who is dead help us to get the documents we are wait- 
ing for? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The proposition is to investigate the administra- 
tion of the office under the present Public Printer and his predecessor. 

Mr. REED. But we are not interested in his predecessor. What 
we want is to get our documents quicker. Now, do not make a parti- 
san matter of this. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no partisanship in it at all. Iam al- 
ways delighted to hear the gentleman from Maine on that subject. 
He never can understand the right of anybody else to be a partisan; 
but when he wants to act the partisan it is all right. 

Mr. REED. Oh,well, my partisanship is of such a mild character 

a that it is hardly to be called by that name. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. If you are going to investigate that office— 

Mr. REED. What we want is to get our documents quicker, 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I want to show the gentleman, by way of 
comparison, that he is getting them now faster than he got them under 
any previous Publie Printer. [Cries of “Oh!” ‘‘Oh!*?] I want to 
show further how much more work is being done under this adminis- 
tration of the office than was done under the former administration, 
and how much less money it costs to run the Printing Office now than 
it cost when the former Printer was in office. I want to show also 
how many more honorably discharged Union soldiers are in the em- 
ploy of the Printing Office to-day than there were when it was managed 
by a Republican. All these are important facts. 

Mr. SOWDEN. And soldiers’ widows and orphans. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, I want to show also, as my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] suggests, how many widows and orphans 
of soldiers of the late war there are in the office now compared with the 
nuntber employed there formerly. These facts are all valuable by way 
of comparison. It is stated, and I understand it to be a fact—this pro- 
posed investigation will show the truth about the matter—that the 
commander of the Grand Army of the Republic in this city has au- 
thorized the statement since this discussion arose that there are more 
Union soldiers employed now in the Governmeut Printing Office than 
there ever have been at any previous time, and that he is thoroughly 
satisfied with the Revers management of the office so far as the soldiers 
Tare ooet ow I move the previous question upon the amend- 
men 


Mr. STRUBLE. Ihope we shall find out also how many soldiers 
from the other side there are in the office. 

The previous question was ordered—ayes 137, noes 130. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thequestion now is on the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] as a substi- 
tute for the resolution of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon]. 

A MEMBER. Let the amendment be read. 

The amendment was again read. 5 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to submit a proposition to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] which will perhaps save some time. I 
suggest that if he will modify his amendment so as to provide for a 
special committee of five instead of the regular Committee on Print- 
ing—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! A 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have a standing Committee on Printing fully 
competent for this work. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] allow me—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. The Committee on Printing consists of only three 
members, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. cress), and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. HIESTAND]. Now, if this subject is to be referred to 
the Committee on Printing for a searching investigation, I suggest that 
two members be added to that committee, one from each side of the 
House. 

Several MEMBERS+ Regular order! 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will not the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] consent to modify his amendment by simply providing that 
for this investigation two members be added to the standing Committee 
on Printing? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order iscalled for, and the 
Chair must enforce it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr, CurcHron] 
asks me whether I have any objection to adding, for the purpose of this 
investigation, two members to the Committee on Printing. I have not; 
and if unanimous consent can be given, I am willing to modify my 
proposition in that way. [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
unanimous consent can not be given. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
previous question was ordered. ‘This will give my colleague [Mr. 
SPRINGER] an opportunity to make the moditication. 

Mr. SPRINGER. After this question is taken, I will try to accom- 
plish the object of my colleague. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to reconsider is in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam willing to take the word of my colleague that 
he will accomplish the object we have in view. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will try to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on Printing will not object to 
the proposition which has just been made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the House had better agree now to the 
proposition that for the purpose of this investigation two members be 
added to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There ought to be no objection to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to make that modifica- 
tion of my propesition. 

Mr. WISE objected, but withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] asks unanimous consent to modify his proposition so as to 
provide that two members be added to the Committee on Printing for 
the purpose of this investigation. Is there objection to this modifica- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, SPRINGER, as 
modified, it was agreed to; and the substitute as thus amended was 
adopted. > 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the votes just taken; and 
also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. — 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 4881) makingan 
appropriation to carry into effect the provisions of an act approved March 
2, 1877, entitled ‘‘An act to establish agricultural experimental stations 
in connection with the colleges established in the several States under 
the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplemen- 
tary thereto,’’ with an amendment, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 191) to make an additional appropriation for printing the 
eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late John A. Logan; and 

A bill (S. 455) for the relief of Andrew J. Lindsay. 

į The message furtherannounced that the Senate had passed a concur- 
rent resolution providing for the printing of 20,000 copies of the first 
annual report of the Interstate Commerce Commission, with the ap- 
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pendices thereto, 5,000 for the use of the Senate, 10,000 for the use of 
the House, and 5,000 for the use of the Commission; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 


AGRICULTURAL-EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that the House now take 
up the agricultural-experiment-station bill, with a view to concurring 
in the amendment of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4881) making an appropriation to carry into effect 
the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to 
establish agricultural experimental stations in connection with the col- 
leges established in the several States under the provisions of an act 
approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary thereto.” 

‘The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ the,” in line 9, down to the’end of the bill and 
insert ** sum of $585,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, forthe 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1888.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPORTS, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill for reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

There ae objection, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6183) 
to amend existing laws relating to imports. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but before the reading was con- 
cluded, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, said: I ask unanimous consent 
that the further reading of this bill be dispensed with, and that it be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
The bill, which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed, is as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6183) to amend existing laws relating to imports. 
Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the following amendments to and provis- 


fone for existing laws shali take effect on and after the passage and approval of 
s 


nue taxation, and for other purposes,” providing a substitute for Title XXXIII 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, is hereby amended as to certain 
of the ions and parts of sections orschedules in such substituted title so that 
they shall be as follows, respectively: 

"Sec, 2499, Each and every imported article not enumerated or provided for 
in any schedule in this title, which is similar either in material, quality, texture, 
or the use to which it may be applied, to any article enumerated in t his title as 
chargeable with duty, shall pay the same rate of duty which is levied on the 
enumerated article which it most resembles in any of the particulars before 
mentioned; and if any non-enumerated article equally resembles two or more 
enumerated articles on which different rates of duty are chargeable, there shall 
be levied on such non-enumerated article the same rate of duty as is chargeable 
on the article which it resembles paying the highest rate of duty; and on ar- 
ticles, not otherwise provided for, manufactured from two or more materials, 
the duty shall be assessed at the rate at which the (dutiable) component mate- 
rial of chief value may be chargeable; and the words ‘component material of 
chief value,’ whenever used in this title, shall be held to mean that (dutiable) 

. component material which shall exceed in value any other single component 
material found in the article; and the value of each component material shall 
be determired by the ascertained value of such material in its last form and 
condition before it became a component material of such article. If two or 
more rates of duty shall be applicable to any imported article, it shall pay duty 
at the highest of such rates: Provided, That any non-enumerated articlesimilar 
in material, and quality, and texture, and the use to which it may be applied to 
any article on the free-list, and in the manufacture of which no dutiable ma- 
terials are used, shall be free of duty,” 

Sec. 2502, SCHEDULE A—CHEMICAL Propvucts.—By striking out from this 
schedule the words “ distilled spirits containing 50 per cent. of anhydrous alco- 
hol, $1 Ear eulon: ;” also by erp out the words “alcohol containing 94 per 
cent. anhydrous alcohol, $2 per gallon.’’—[Tariff, paragraphs 101, 102, 103. 

SCHEDULE B—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE.—The tenth clause of this 
schedule, ee: to ‘green and colored glass bottles,” and so forth, is hereby 
amended so thatit shall be as follows: 

“Green and colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns, and carboys (covered or 
uncovered), picklg or preserve jars, and other p!ain, molded, or pressed green 
and colored bottle-glass, not cut, engraved, or painted, and not specially enu- 
merated or@rovided for in this act, 1 cent per pound; if filled, and hot otherwise 
in this act pasa for, and the contents are subject to an ad valorem duty, or 
to a rate of duty based on their value, the value of such bottles, vials, or other 
vessels shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascertainment of the 
dutiable value of the latter; but if filled and not otherwise provided for, and the 
contents are not subject to an ad valorem duty or toarate of rh Sora on their 
value, they shall pay a duty of 1 cent per pound in addition to the duty, if any, 
on their contents.”—[Tariff, paragra 133.) 

‘The eleventh clause of this sched e, relating to ‘‘ flint and lime glass bottles,” 
and so forth, is hereby amended so that it shall be as follows:—[Tariff, para- 


graph 134. 

“ Flint and lime glass bottles and vials, and other plain, molded, or pressed 
flint or lime glassware, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 
per cent. ad valorem ; ir filled, and not otherwise in this act provided for, and 
the contents are subject to an ad valorem duty, or to a rate of duty based on 
their value, the value of such flint or lime glass bottles, or vials, or other vessels 
of like material above provided for, shall fo added to the value of the contents 
for the ascertainment of the dutiable value of the latter; but if filled, and not 
otherwise provided for, and the contents are not subject toan ad valorem duty, 
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act. 
Section 6 of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to reduce internal-reve-` 


or to a rate of duty based on their value, they shall pay a duty of 40 percent. ad 
valorem in addition to the duty, if any, on their contents,” 

SCHEDULE C—METALS.—By striking out the last clause of this schedule, relat- 
ing to “ manufactures, articles, or wares not specially enumerated or provided 
for,” and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“Manufactures, articles, or wares not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, composed wholly or in part of iron, steel, copper, lead, nickel, pew- 
ter, tin, zine, gold, silver, platinum, or any other metal, and whether partly or 
wholly manufactured, 45 per cent.ad valorem: Provided, That nothing in this 
clause shall affect the rate of duty hereinbefore provided for the manufactures 
of copper, or of which copper shall be the component of chiet value.”—[Tariff, 
paragraphs 186, 216.] 

By striking out in next to the last clause of this schedule the words “mineral 
substances in a crude state;’’ so that the clause shall read as follows: 

“Metals, unwrought, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 20 
per cent. ad valorem.”—{Tariff, paragraph 215. ] 

SCHEDULE F—Tosacco.—By striking out from this schedule the second clause, 
relating to “‘leaf-tobacco,” and in lieu thereof inserting the following : 

“ Leaf-tobacco, of the requisite size and of the necessary fineness of texture 
to be suitable for wrappers, and of which more than one hundred leaves are 
required to weigh a pound, if not stemmed, 75 cents per pound; if stemmed, $1 
per povoar ea ariff, paragraph 246.) A 

SCHEDULE G—Provyistons.—Amend the clause relating to “rice-flour,” ete. 
(tariff, paragraph 272), by adding after the word “rice-meal” the words “and 
broken rice which will peas through a sieve known commercially as No. 10 
brass-wire sieve, ten meshes to the running inch or one hundred meshes to the 
Square inch ;” the space within the wires shall not exceed in length or width 
seven hundred and cighty-seven ten-thousandths of an inch ;” so that the para- 
graph shall read as follows: 

“ Rice-flour, rice-meal, and broken rice which will pass throughasieve known 
commercially as No. 10 brass-wire sieve, teri meshes to the running inch or one 
hundred meshes to the square inch; the space within the wires shall not exceed 
in Lag h or width seven hundred and eighty-seven ten-thousandths of an 
inch.” 

SCHEDULE N.—By striking out the seventh clause of this schedule, relating to 
i nonnai hats, and hoods,” and so forth, and inserting in lieu thereof the fol- 

owing: x 

“ Bonnets, hats, and hoods for men, women, and children, composed of bair, 
whalebone, or any vegetable material, and not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem, ”—[Tarif, paragraph 400.) 

By striking out the clause of thisschedule commencing with the words “ hata, 
and so forth, materials for,” and ee: Oa lieu thereof the following: 

“Hats, materials for: Braids, plaits, flats, willow sheets and squares, fit only 
for use in making or ornamenting hats, bonnets, and hoods, composed of straw, 
chip, grass, palm-leaf, willow, hair, whalebone, or any vegetable material, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad yalorem."— 
[Tarit¥, paragraph 448.] 

By striking ont the clause of this schedule commencing with the words 
“ garden seeds,” which clause is hereby repealed.—[Tariff, paragraph 485.) 

By striking out the last clause but one of this schedule, relating to * watches,” 
and so forth, and inserting in lieu thereof the following :—[{Tariff, paragraph 494.] 

“Watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, parts of watches, watch-glasses, 
and watch-keys, whether SE, cked or otherwise, and watch materials 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem.” 

By striking out the last clause in this schedule, relating to “ webbing,” and in- 
serting in licu thereof the following : 

“ Webbing com. of cotton or flax, or of a mixture of these materials, and 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem. ”— 
(Tariff, paragraph 495.] 

THE FREE-LIST. 

Src. 2503. eee nia for Sec. 2505 Revised Statutes.] By striking out the 
clause in this section commencing with the words “articles the growth, prod- 
noe. sog manufacture of the United States,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 

following: 

3 Articles the growth, produce, and manufacture of the United States, when 
returned after having been exported, without having been advanced in value by 
any process of manufacture or by labor thereon; casks, barrels, carboys, bags, 
and other vessels of American manufacture exported filled with American prod- 
ucts, or exported empty and returned filled with foreign EA a. includin 
shooks when returned as barrels or boxes; but proof of the identity, of suc! 
articles shall be made, under general regulations to be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; and if any of such articles are subject to internal tax at the 
time of exportation, such tax shall be proved to have been paid before cxporta- 
tion and not refunded: Provided, That this clause shall not include any article 
upon which an allowance of drawback has been made, the reimportation of which 
is hereby prohibited except upon payment of duties equal to the drawbacks al- 
lowed." (Tarif, paragraphs 649a to 649d,] 

Add to the clause in this section relating to “soap-stocks” so that the clause 
as amended will read as follows: 

“ Soap-stocks, fit only for use as such.”—{Tariff, paragraph 790.] 

Amend the clause relating to “ wearing-apparel,” etc. (tariff, paragraph 815), 
so that it shall read as follows: 

“ Wearing-apparel, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, occupation, 
or employment, professional books, and other personal eeffcts (not merchandise) 
of persons arriving in the United States, not exceeding in value $500, and not in- 
tended for the use of any other person or persons, not for sale; but this exem: 
tion shall not be constructed to include machinery or other articles imported for 
use in any manufacturing establishment or for sale: Provided, however, That the 
limitation in value above specified shall not apply to bare rare and other 
personal effects which may have been taken from the United States to forei 
countries by the persons returning therefrom; and such last-named articles shall, 
upon production of evidence satisfactory to the collector and to the naval officer, 
if any, that they have been previously exported from the United States by such 
persons, and have not been advanced in value or improved in condition by any 
process of manufacture or labor thereon since so exported, be exempt from the 
payment of duty: And provided further, That all articles of foreign production or 
manufacture which may haye been once imported into the United Siates and 
subjected to the payments of duty shall, upon reimportation, if not improved in 
condition except by repairs, by any means, since their exportation from the 
United States, be entitled to exemption from duty ipon their identity being es- 
tablished, under such rules gnd regulations as may be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

“Theatrical scenery and actors’ and actresses’ wardrobes brought by theat- 
rical managers and professional actors and actresses arriving from abroad, for 
their temporary use in the United States; works of art, drawings, engravings, 
photographic pictures, and philosophical and scientific apparatus brought by 
professional artists, lecturers, oy scientists arriving from abroad, for use by them 
temporarily for exhibition and in illustration, promotion, and encouragement 
of art, science, or industry in the United States; and wearing-apparel and other 
personal effects of tourists from abroad visiting the United States, shall be ad- 
mitted to free entry, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
ony Eemeniees and bonds shall be given, whenever required by the Secretary 
of mury, for the payment to the United States of such duties as may be 


_ tothe collector contains a just 
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imposed by law upon any and all such articles as shall not be exported within 
Lerner Atal ng $ of the 


‘vento: Id and ot exceeding $100 in val 
wa o. worn, not ex ng upon uc- 
ce satisf: lector and officer (it any) A aar the 


faith for the relief or aid of indi- 


uce 
that it shall be as follows: 

“In all cases where imported merchandise is subject to an ad valorem rate of 
duty, or to a duty based upon or regulated in any manner by the value thereof, 
the duty shall be upon the actual market value or wholesale price 
such merchandise, at the time of Lps to the United gray in the princi- 

markets of the country from whence imported, and in the condi- 

ion in which such merchandise is there bought and sold for exportation to the 
United States, and in which it is prepared and put up for shipment when so 
bought and sold, or when co! ed to the United States for sale, etsy Sar 
costs, charges, and expenses incident to placing the same in such condition : 
vided, however, That in determining the dutiable value of imported merchandise 
no estimate shall be made of the cost or value of such outside sacks, crates, cases, 
or other outer coverings as are used and as are designed to be used only in the 


poe duties, or fees for authentication by consular officers of the United States, 
case the same shall be severally stated in the invoice, and if not so stated no 
deduction therefor from the invoice value shall be allowed: And provided fur- 
ther, if there be used for covering or holding imported merchandise which 
shall be free of duty any material or article designed for use other than in the 
bona fide transportation of such merchandise to the United States, duty shall be 
assessed thereon at the rate to which such material or article would be subject 
if naporped separately; and if there be used for covering or holding imported 
merchandise which Il be subject to duty any material or article designed for 
use other than in the bona fide transportation of such merchandise tothe United 
States, and which, if imported separately, would be subject to a higher rate of 
duty than the merchandise confained therein, the whole invoice shall be subject 
to such higher rate of duty, unless the value of the merchandise, and of the arti- 
cle or material covering or poran ane same, shali be separat stated in the 
invoice, in which case the duties be assessed and coll on sepa- 
hirise fe at the rates prescribed by law: And provided further, That, except as pro- 
vided in this section and in section 17 of this act, duties shall not be assessed 
upon an amount less than the invoice or entered value of the merchandise.” 
Src. 3, That section 8 of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to reduce in- 
ternal-reyenue taxation, and for other pu ,’ amending section 2841 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, is hereby further amended so that said 
section of the Revised Statutes shall be as follows: 
“Seo, 2841. Whenever merchandise imported into the United States is entered 
nton one of the following declarations, according to the nature of the case, 
1 be filed with the collector of the port, at the time of entry, by the owner, 
importer, consignee, or agent; which declaration so filed be duly signed 
by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent, before the collector, or before a 
notary public or other officer duly authorized by law to administer oaths and 
take acknowledgments, who may be designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to receive such declarations and to certify to the identity of the persons 
making them; and every officer sò designated shall file with the collector of the 
port a copy of his official signature and seal: Provided, That if any of the in- 
voices or bills of lading of any merchandise imported in any one vessel, which 
should otherwise be embi in said entry, have not been received at the date 
of the en the declaration may state the fact, and thereupon such merchan- 
dise of which the invoices or bills of lading are not produced shall not be in- 
cluded in such entry, but may be entered subsequently. 
“DECLARATION OF CONSIGNEE, IMPORTER, OR AGENT. ę 
"I „da solemnly and truly declare that the invoice and bill of ladin; 
now presented by me to the collector of are the true and only invoice an 
bill of lading by me received ofall the goods, wares, and m dise imported in 
the „whereof is master, from , for account of any person 
whomsoever for whom I am authorized to enter the same; that the said invoice 
and bill of lading are in the state in which they were actually received by m 
and that I do not know nor believe in the existence of any other invoice or bil 
of} of the said goo and merchandise ; that the entry now delivered 
true account ofthe said wares, and mer- 
dise, according to the said invoice and bill of lading; that nothing has been, 
on my part, nor to my knowledge on the part of any other person, concealed or 
suppressed, whereby the United States may be defrauded of any part of the duty 
lawfully due on the said wares, and merchandise; that said invoice 
and the declaration th narein all respects true, and were made by the person 
whom the same purports to have been made; and that ifat any time here- 
I discover any error in thesaid invoice, or in the account now rendered of 
thesaid goods, wares, and merchandise, or receive any other invoice of the same. 
I will immediately make the same known to the collector of this district. And 
I do further solemnly and truly declare that to the best of my know! and 
ef insert the name and residence of the owner or owners] is Sate] 
n 


beli 
the owner [or owners] of the 


wares, and merchandise mentio 
anne entry; that in now produced by me exhibits the actual cost 
[if purchased] or fair market value [if otherwise o ned],at the time or times 


place or places when or where i [as the case may be], of the said 
wares, and merchandise, including all cost for finishing said goods, wares, 
and merchandise to their present on, and no other or different discount, 


bounty, or drawback but such as has been actually allowed on the same. 
“DECLARATION OF OWNER IN CASES WHERE MERCHANDISE HAS BEEN ACTUALLY 
PURCHASED. 


“I — „do solemnly and truly declare that the entry now delivered 
by me to the collector of contains a just and true account of all the 8, 
wares, and merchandise imported by or consigned to me, in the y whereof 

is master, from ; that the invoice which I now produce con- 
tains a just and faithful account of the actual cost of the said goods, wares, and 
merchandise, including all cost of finishing said goods, wares, and merchandise 
to their present condition, and no other discount, drawback, or bounty but such 
as has been actually allowed on the same; that Ido not know nor believe in the 
existence of any invoice or bill of lading other than those now produced by me, 
and that they are in the state in which I actually received them. And I further 
solemnly and traly declare that I have not in the said entry or invoice con- 
cealed or suppressed anything whereby the United States may be defraaded of 
any part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, and merchandise ; 
that the said invoice and the declaration thereon are in respects true, and 
were made by the poson by whom the same purports to have been made; and 
that if at any time hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice or in the ac- 
count now produced of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, or receive an 
other invoice of the same, i will Inomediiately maiko the sans chown to the-ovt- 
lector of this district, o 


“DECLARATION OF MANUFACTURER OR OWNER IN CASES WHERE MERCHANDISE 
HAS NOT BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED. 


“ays , do solemnly and truly declare that the entry now delivered 
by me to the collector of contains a just and true account of all the goods, 
wares, and merchandise imported by or consigned to me in the orsa 
is master, from ; that the said á 
were not actually bought by me, or by my agent, in the ordinary mode of bar- 
gain and sale, but that nevertheless invoice which I now produce contains 
a just and faithful valuation of the same, at their fair market value, at the time 
or times and place or places when and where procured for my account [or for 
account of myself or partners]; that the said invoice contains also a just and 
faithful account of all the cost for finishing said goods. nd merchandise 


made by the person by whom the pane Paro to have been made; that I do 
any 

those now produced by me, and that they are in the state in wh J actually 
received them. And I do further solemnly and truly declare that I have not in 
the said entry or invoice concealed or suppressed anything whereby the United 
States may be defrauded of any part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, 
wares, and merchandise; and that if at any time hereafter I discover any error 
in the said invoice, or in the account now produced of the said goods, wares, 
and merchandise, or receive any other invoice of the same, I will immediately 
make the same known to the collector of this district,” 

Sec. 4. That any person who shall knowingly make any false or untrue state- 
ment in the declarations herein provided for, or shall aid or procure the making 
of sy Same false statement as to any matter material thercto, shall, on convic- 
tion thereof, be punished by a fine of not less than $2,000, and by imprisonment 
at hard labor not more than five years: Provided, That nothing in this section 
shall be construed to relieve imported merchandise from forfeiture for any cause 
elsewhere provided by law. 

Sec. 5. That sections 2970 and 2983 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
are hereby amended so that the same shall be, respectively, as follows: 

“Spo. 2970. Any merchandise deposited in bond in ane public or private 
bonded warehouse may be withdrawn for consumption within three years from 
the date of original importation, on yp pean mea! the duties and chargesto which 
it may be subject by law at the time of such withdrawal; Provided, That noth- 
ing herein shall affect or impair existing provisions of law in regard to the dis- 
posal of perishable or explosive articles." 

“So. 2983. In nocase shall there be any abatement of the duties orallowance 
made for any injury, damage, or deterioration sustained by any merchandise 
while deposited in any public or private bonded warehouse: Provided, That the 
duty on merchandise withdrawn from any such warehouse shall be 

on the quantity withdrawn therefrom at the time of such withdrawal; 
but no greater allowance for leakage or evaporation of wines, liquors, and dis- 
tilled spirits shall be made than is or may be allowed by law on domestic spirits 
or wines in bond: And provided further, That nothing in this section as amended 
shall restrict or in any way affect the liability of the abd wise asc of bonded ware- 
houses on bonds: And provided further, t g berein shall restrain 
or limit the exercise of the authority conferred on the Secretary of the Treasury 
by section 2984 of the Revised Statutes.” 

ete That sections 2903 and 3058 of the Revised Statutes be amended to read 
as s: > 

“Sec, 2503. Any baggage or personal effects arriving in the United States in 
transit to any foreign country may be delivered by the parties having it in 
charge to the collector of the proper district, to be by him retained, without the 
payment or exaction of any import duty, or to be forwarded by such collector 
to the collector of the of departure, and to be delivered to such parties on 
cary ony way ons for aa r AS CON pert such rules, regulations, and 

fees as t retary he ry may prescr! 
rted Tie tlie United States shall, for the 


“ Sec, 3058. All merchandise im ur- 
pose of this title, be deemed and held to be the property of the ro to whom 
the merchandise may be consigned; but the holder of any bill of Jading con- 


signed to oae rand properly indorsed shall be deemed the consignee thereof; 


and in case abandonment of any merchandise to the underwriters, the 
latter may ea ized as the consignee.” 

Sec, 7. That authority is hereby given to the wy of the Treasury, in his 
discretion, to d whenever expedient with the triplicate invoices and con- 


sular tes now required by sections 2853, 2854, and 2855 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; and triplicate invoices and consular certificates 
shall in no case be required when the value of the merchandise shipped by any 
one consignor, in any one vessel, at one and the same time, does not Snead $100; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, with the concurrence of the Secretary of State, 
is hereby authorized to make such general regulations in regard to invoices and 
consular certificates as in his judgment the publie interest may require. 

Sec. 8. That all fees exacted and oaths administered by officers of the customs, 
under or by virtue of existing Jaws of the United States, upon the entry of im- 
ported goods and the passing thereof through the customs, and also upon all 
entries of domestic goods, wares,and merchandise for exportation, be, and the 
same are hereby, abolished; and in case of entry of merchandise for exportation, 
adeclaration, in lieu of an oath, shall be filed, in such form and under such regu- 
lations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; and the penalties 
for false statements in such declaration provided in the fourth section of this act 
shali be applicable to deciarations made under this section: Provided, That where 
such fees, under existing laws, constitute, in whole or in part, the compensation 
of any officer, such officer shall receive, from and after the of this act,a 
fixed sum for cach year equal to the amount of such compensation received by 
him “ay the fiscal year ended June 30,1885, or a proportionate amount for any 

a year. . . 

nas 9. That on all articles exported on and after the passage of this act, and 
entitled to drawback under sections 3019, 8020, and 3021 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and under section 10 of the act of penray 8, 1875, entitled 
“An act to amend existing customs and ijnternal-revenue Thws, and for other 
purposes,” there shall be allowed a drawback equal to the duty paid on the 
materials named and described in said laws, without retention of any part 
thereof: Provided, however, That where the amount of drawback is less than 

$100, the fees of the United States consuls for certifying the foreign lanng oer- 

tificate shall not exceed 50 cents; and all provisions of law inconsistent here- 

with are hereby repealed, 

Sego. 10. That section 2900 of the Revised Statutes be, and hereby is, amended 
so as to read as follows: > 

“Spc, 2900, The owner, consignee, or agent of any imported merchandise 
which has been actually purchased may, at the time, and not afterward, when 
he shalPmake and verify his written entry of his merchandise, make such ad- 
dition in the entry to the cost or value given in the invoice, or pro forma invoice, 
or statement in form of an invoice, which he shall produce with his entry, as 
in his opinion may raise the same to"the actual market value or wholesale. 

rice of such merchandise, at the period of exportation tothe United States, in 

he principal markets of the country from which the same has been imported; 
and the collector within whose district gny merchandise, whether the same has 
been actually purchased or procured otherwise than by purchase, may be im- 
ported or entered shall cause such actual market value or who. e price 
thereof to be appraised; and if such appraised value shall exceed by 10 per 
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cent. or more the entered value, then, in addition to the duties imposed by 
law on the same, there shall be levied and collected a duty of 20 per cent, 
ad valorem on such appraised value. The duty shall not, however, be assessed 
upon an amount less than the invoice or entered value, except as elsewhere 
npea Behe in this act.” 

11. That section 2931 of the Revised Statutes be, and hereby is, amended 
so as to read as follows: 

“Src. 2931. The decision hereinafter described, of the collector of customs at 
Sepat of importation and entry, as to the rate and amount of duties to be 
paid on the tonnage of any vessel, or on any merchandise, and the dutiable 
costs and thereon, shall be final and conclusive against all persons in- 
terested in vessel or merchandise, unless the owner, master, commander, 
or consignee of such vessel, in the case of duties levied on tonnage, or the 
owner, importer, consignee, or agent of the merchandise, in the case ‘of duties 
levied on merchandise, or the costs and thereon, shall, within ten 
days after and not on any day before the ascertainment and liquidation of the 
duties by the proper officers of the customs, and a statement thereof, sona ois 


tary of the )] 
forthwith call upon the collector fora report thereon; andthe collector there- 
upon, if he adheres to his decision, set forth specifically and in detail to the Seere- 
, the reasons therefor; and the decision of the Secretary on such appeal shall 
be final and conclusive, and such vessel or merchandise, or costs and charges shall 
be liable to duty accordingly, unless suit shal] be brought within ninety daysafter 
the decision of the Secretary ofthe Treasury on such appeal, for any duties which 
shall have been paid before the date of such decision on such vessel or on such 
merchandise, or costs and charges, or within ninety days after the payment of 
duties paid after the decision of the Secretary. No suit shall be begun or main- 
tained for the recovery of any duties all to have been erroneously or ille- 
lly exacted until the decision of the ry of the Treasury shall have 
first had on such appeal,-unless the decision of the Secretary shall be de- 
layed more than ninety days from the date of such appeal. A notice of such 
ascertainment, liquidation, and statement shall be posted, on the day succeed- 
ing the date thereof, in a conspicuous place in the custom-house, accessible to 
the public, there to remsin for ten days, when it shall be removed. The fact 
of its ha been posted shall be noted thereon, signed by the proper officer, 
and filed with the records of the collector’s office; and posting of such notice 
shall be deemed and taken to be full notie to all interested. Whenever 
there shall, subject always to section 21 of the act of June 22, 1874 (chapter 391), 
Þe an amended liquidation or reliquidation, nal notice thereof,in addi- 
tion to the porny notice herein A ra shall, in the form and manné¢rto be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the ry, be given to the Peer or persons 
who shall have made the original entry; and any such amended liquidation or 
ye ier res shall be final and conclusive in the same manner as an original 
liquidation herein referred to, unless the provisions of this section shall have 
been complied with as to protest, appeal, and suit. And when a suit shall 
be brought by the United States to recover the additional duties found due on 
any ascertainment and liquidation thereof,and not paid, the defendant or de- 
fendantsshall not be permitted to set up any plea or matter in defense excepting 
such a shall have been set forth ina protest and appeal made as herein pre- 
scribed. 
Sec. 12, That the section of the Revised Statutes numbered 3012 shall be, and 
hereby is, amended by adding at the eud of ssid section the following words: 
Ge there shall be attached to the said bili of particulars, when served as 


> a copy of each and every such protest or notice of dissatisfaction, and 
of eve: 


apres! relied upon by the plaintiff or plaintiffs in said suit; and the 
said bill oi jculars shall declare the date of liquidation.” 

Sec. 13. t no suit which by this act, or by any law of the United States, is 
permitted to be un against a collector cf customs to recover money alleged 
to have been ill ly exacted by him on imported merchandise, shall hereafter 
be begun or maintained in any court of any State of the United States, but each 
and every such suit shall be begun in the circuit court of the United States for 
the district in which such alleged illegal exaction shall have been made. 

Sec. 14. That section 3012} of the Revised Statutes shall be, and hereby is, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Whenever it shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury (first) that, in any case of unascertained or estimated duties, more money 
has been pan to or deposited with a collector of customs than it has been as- 
certained by final liquidations thereof that the law required to be paid or de- 
posited; and also (second) whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall have 
decided, on an appeal to him as herein provided, that more money bas been 
paid to or deposited with a collector of customs than the law required; and 
also (third) whenever any judgment shall haye been recovered and entered, in 
a eourt of the United States, against a collector of customs, for duties ille- 
gally exacted by him on imported merchandise, and a certificate of probable 
cause shall have been entered in said suit, in compliance with the provisions 
and requirements of section 989 of the Revised Statutes, from which judgment 
the Attorney-General shall certify, in conformity with the act of March 3, 1875, 
(chapter 136), that no appeal or writ of error will be taken by the United States, 
and from which judgment the Secretary of the Treasury shall also be satisfied 
that no such appeal or writ of errorought to betaken; and also (fourth) when- 
ever any suit or suits have been begun against a collector of customs to recover 
money exacted by him and paid under protest, and an cs ete required by 
law at the time of importation, and a bill of particulars bas served therein 
on the defendant or his attorney, as required such law, and when by the 
legal effect of any judgment of a court of the United States, satisfactory to the 
Attorney-General and the Secretary of the Treasury as aforesaid, the said exac- 
tion of such duties shall have been declared illegal, and protests, appeals, and 
bills of particulars have been made according to the law in foree at the time of 
importation, and the proper officers of the customs shall, under the instructions of 
the Secretary of the ry, have reliquidated the entries covered by said suit 
orsuitsand bill or bills of particulars, according to the principles and rales of law 
prescribed by said judgment, and the district attorney appearing of record for 
the defendant shall certify that such suits have been discontinued, the Secretary 
of the Treasury 1, in each and all of the before-mentioned cases, always ex- 
cepting judgments or ‘judgment cases’ in suits commonly known as ‘charges 
and commission’ suits, which last named shall only be paid in pursuance of a 
specific appropriation therefor, draw his warrant upon the Treasurer in favor 
of the person or persons entitled to the overpayment, or the sum expressed in 
said je ent, or the sum thus found due on reliquidation of the entries in dis- 
continued suits, including interest and costs payable by law, directing tbe 
Treasurer to refund and pay the same out of any money in the not 
otherwise appro . The necessary moneys therefor are hereby appropri- 
aoe and this appropriation shall be deemed a permanent indefinite appropri- 

on. 

Src. 15. That section 2927 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended by the 
addition of the following words thereto: 

“No allowances for damage to fruits or other hable goods, wares, and 
merchandise imported into United 1 hereafter be allowed in the 

other commodities as 


estimation of duties thereon, except as to seeds 
in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury do not admit of convenient 


separation by 7 package or piece; but the importer thereof may abandon to the 
Government all or any portion of goods, wares, and merchandise of the charac- 
ter last mentioned included in any invoice, and be relieved from the payment 
of the duties on the portion so abandoned: Provided, That the portion so aban- 
doned shall amount to 10 per cent. or over of the total value of invoice.” - 

Sxc. 16, That section 29 of the act entitled “An act to remove certain burdens 
on the American merchant marine and encourage the American foreign carry- 
ing trade, and for other pu approved June 26,1884, is hi amended 
by striking out in the first line thereof the word “seventy-six,” an 
in lieu thereof the word “seventy ;” so that that part of said section preceding 
the word “ provided” shall read: ** Section 2770 of the Revised Statutes is hereby 
amended by adding thereto the following.” 

Sec. 17, That any person who shall give, or offer to give, or promise to give 
any money or thing of value, directly or indirectly, to any customs officer, in 
consideration of or for any act or omission contrary to law in connection with 
or pertaining to the importation, appraisement, entry examinstion, or 
tion of wares, or- merchandise, including herein any i „on 
conviction thereof, be fined not less that $100 nor more than $5,000 or be impris- 
oned at hard labor not more than two years, or both. 

Sec. 18. That any officer of the customs who shall demand, exact, or receive 
from any person, directly or indirectly, any money or thing of value, in con- 
sideration of or for any act or omission contrary to law in connection with or 
pertaining to the importation, appraisement, entry, examination, or inspection 
of goods, wares, or merchandise, including herein any baggage, on conviction 
thereof shall be fined not less than $109 nor more than $5,000, or be imprisoned 
at hard labor not more than two years, or both; and for the purpose of consti- 
tuting an offense under sections 15 and 16 of this act, the giving or offering to 
give, oa thereceiving, of any money or thing of value shall beregarded as prima 
facie evidence. 

Sec. 19, That section 12 of the act entitled "An act to amend the customs-rev- 
enue Jaws and to repeal moieties,” approved June 22, 1874, be amended so that 
it shall read as follows: 

“Src. 12. That any owner, importer, consignee, agent, or other person who 
shall, with intent to defraud the revenue, make or attempt to make any entry 
of imported merchandise by means ofany fraudulent or falseinvoice, affidavit, 
letter, or paper, or by means of any false statement, written or verbal, or who 
shall be guilty of any willful act or omission by means whereof the United States 
shall be deprived of the lawful duties, or any portion thereof, accruing upon the 
morehandise, or any portion thereof, embraced or referred to in such invoice, 
aftidavit, letter, paper, or statement, or affected by such act or omission, shall 
for each offense be fined in any sum not exceeding $5,000 nor less than $50, or be 
imprisoned for any time not exceeding two years, or both; and, in addition to 
such fine, such merchandise, or the value thereof, shall be forfeited, which for- 
feiture shall only apply to the whole of the merchandise in the case or 
containing the ticular article or articles of merchandise to which such fraud 
or alleged fraud relates; and anything contained inany act which provides for 
the forfeiture or confiscation of an entire invoice in consequence of any item or 
items contained in the same being undervalued be, and the same is hereby, re- 


ed. 

wes 20. That all imported goods, wares, and merchandise which may be in 
the public stores or bonded warehouses or on shipboad within the limits of any 
port of entry, or remaining in the customs offices, on the day and year when 
this act, or any provision thereof, shall go into effect, except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this act, shall be subjected to no other duty, upon theentry thereof for 
consumption, than if the same were impo: vely after that day; and 
all wares, and merchandise remainingin bonded warehouses on the da 
and year this act, or any provision thereof, shall take effect, and upon whic 
the duties shall have been paid, shall be entitled toa refund of the difference 
between the amount of duties paid and the amount of duties said goods, wares, 
and a would be subject to if the same were imported respectively 
afte t date. 

Sec. 21. That sections 3011 and 30130f the Revised Statutes be, and hereby are, 
repealed as to all importations made after the date of this act; and all laws ani 
parts of laws-inconsistent with the other requirements and provisions of this 
act are also hereby repealed. 

CONTRACTS OF INDIANS WITH CITIZENS. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 6184) authorizing Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, Creek, and 
Seminole Indians to enter into contracts with citizens of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL EMPLOYMENT OF ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 99) in reference tothe employment of enlisted men in competition 
with local civilians; which was read a first and second time; referred to 
the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

Mr. GEAR, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House, upon leaving a copy, the memorial of George E. 
Ives, asking that the pension allowed him may in part be continued to 
his stepmother, Laura J. Ives, after his death. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unaninious consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. KELLEY, for one week from the 28th instant. 

To Mr. FRENCH, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. GLOVER, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BROWER, for seven days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. FORAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. b 

And then, on motionof Mr; RANDALL (at4o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. z 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND BRE- 
FERRED. > 
Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6185) for the relief of T. C. Green- 
hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. VANCE: A bill (H. R. 6186) for the relief of the towns of 
Windsor and South Windsor on account of damage done to Bissell’s 
Ferry—to the Committee on Claims. s 
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By Mr. PENINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6187) for the relief of Charles 


Gallagher—to the Committee on War ms. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: A bill (H. R. 6188) for the relief of James E. 
Walter—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 6189) for the relief of the trustees 
of the Presbyterian Church in Marietta, Ga.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6190) for the relief of the trustees of the Catholic 
Church at Dalton, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 6191) for the relief of Am- 
brose Chewning—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 6192) for the relief of the widow 
and devisees of O. W. Massey, deceased—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of 
Edson Saxberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6194) granting a pension to Amos W. Bagley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MASON; A bill (H. R. 6195) for the relief of John C. Phil- 
lips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6196) for the relief of Sidney W. Sea—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. J 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6197) for the relief of Georgette E. Wilkinson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6198) for the relief of Peter Casey—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 6199) for the relief of William C. 
Dodge—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 6200) for the relief of Joseph 
A. Darnell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 6202) granting a pension to Darwin 
H. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6203) to increase thé pension of Alexander 
Weide—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6204) to increase the pension of Charles Atkin- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6205) granting to Stephen H. Losee an honorable 
discharge from military service, dating as from June 28, 1864—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6206) for the relief of Wiiliam L. Orr—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6207) for the relief of the owners and occupants 
of Camp Tyler, in Cook County, Illinois—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 6208) for the relief of Arthur T. 
Osborn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 6209) for the relief of Abram Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON; A bill (H. R. 6210) for the relief of John A. 
Huff—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6211) to increase the pension of Henry C. Jay— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 6212) grantinga pension to Mrs. Mary 
A. Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 6213) granting a pension to 
Robert M. Fraker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6214) granting a pension to Jane Boswell Moore 
Bristor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6215)’ granting a pension to Mary J. Foster—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6216) granting a pension to John G. Banks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the interest of the United 
Statesin certain landsin Kansas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6218) granting a pension to Sophro- 
nia Speed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6219) granting a pension to Mary Griffiths—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taaffe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6221) forthe relief of the estate of Lucy A. Barker— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6222) for the relief of Joseph Werner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6223) for the relief of Henry O’Neal—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6224) for the relief of George W. Ewing—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 3 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 6225) granting a 
Nancy Ann Profitt, Flippin, Monroe County, Kentuc 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6226) granting a pension to John W. Newman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6227) for the relief of William A. Walthall—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


ion to Mrs. 
—to the Com- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6228) for the relief of J. A. B. Huddleston—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6229) for the relief of William H. Wheelen—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6230) for the relief of James Faqua—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6231) for the relief of B. F. Proctor—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6232) for the relief of Nancy G. Alexander—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6233) for the relief of Jesse Coe—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6234) for the relief of James T. Ashinhurst—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6235) for the relief of SilasH. Clark—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6236) for the relief of W. A. McElwain—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6237) for the relief of Thomas B. Gossom, admin- 
istrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6238) for the relief of James F. Ewing—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6239) for the relief of George W. Gray—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6240) for the relief of B. S. Bevier—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6241) for the relief of John E. Reno—to the Com- 
miitee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6242) for the relief of C. T. Dilling- 
ham—to the Committee on War Claims. * ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6243) for the relief of Conrad Claycomb—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6244) for the reliefof Mrs. Mary F. Coffey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6245) for the reliefof William Burk—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6246) for the relief of 
Samuel Fels—to the Committee on War Claims. ` 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 6247) fər the relief of Robert D. 
Salmons—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 6248) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa 
Jackman, and the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha Vaughn—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6249) for the reliefof James M. and Thomas H. 
Gray—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6250) for the relief of James M. Bullock—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6251) for the relief of Sallie Ann Higgins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6252) for the relief of Abijah B. Gilbert—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6253) for the relief of J. D. McKenzie—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6254) granting a pension to Eugene Sullivan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6255) granting a pension to Rachel Robbins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6256) granting a pension to Adam Petry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6257) to place the name of George Lackey on the 
penson-rell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6258) for the relief of 
W. R. Hughey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6259) making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors in the State of Kentucky and for other pur- 

to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6260) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted 
men of the Army for services actually performed during the rebellion— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6261) for the relief of George 
W. Everman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6262) for the relief of William Hyden—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 6263) to increase the rank of 
Maj. Joseph B. Collins, United States Army, retired—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6264) to incorporate the Washing- 
ton and Highlands Street Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, abill (H. R. 6265) forthe relief of the Union Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6266) for the relief of the heirs of J. W. J. Moore— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6267) for the relief of John T. Simp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 6268) granting a pension to Mabelle 
R. Bulkley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H; R. 6269) granting relief to William 
Emmert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R, 6270) granting a pension to William R. Keef—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6271) for the relief of Daniel 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6272) for the relief of Robert Park—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson—to -the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, à bill (H, R. 6274) for the relief of Alonzo F. Wescott—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 6275) for the relief of John Ghis- 
kie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6276) for the reliefof Moses Bell—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H.-R. 6277) granting a pension to 
Michael Grace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6278) granting a pension to Ann Coffield—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Charlotte Cheney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 6280) granting a pension to Seymour Fox—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6281) for the relief of Elizabeth Dayy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6282) for the relief of Daniel A. Denison—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6283) for the relief of Joseph N. Turner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6284) affirming the action of the President of the 
United States in annulling and revoking an order dismissing Martin H. 
McChesney from service in the Army of the United States, and honor- 
ably discharging said McChesney from said service—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6285) for the relief of Mary A. Lee—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICE: A bill (H, R. 6286) granting to the city of Minneap- 
olis, Minn., certain described tracts of land bordering on Nicollet Isl- 
and—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6287) for the relief of Nathan Butler—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6288) granting a pension to Pierre Bottinean—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: A bill (H. R. 6289) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Kate K. Whittlesey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 6290) for the relief of Mary M. 
St. John—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6291) for the relief of R. 8. 
Stanley, postmaster at Booneville, Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 6292) for the relief of the heirs of 
Patrick A. Kearney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6293) for the relief of Harriet Miles—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. e 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 6294) to place the name of William H. 
Faulkner on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6295) for the relief of Nancy M. Mur- 
phy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 6296) for the relief of Montgomery 
Patton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 6297) for the relief of Hamilton 
Crews—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6298) for the relief of John T. Johnston—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 6299) directing the Secretary of 
War to issue an honorable discharge to John Reilly—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Sam- 
son M. David—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIRD: A bill (H. R. 6301) granting a pension to William 
A. Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Contel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 6303) for the relief of Tobias Cas- 
tor—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6304) for the relief of 
M. L. Scott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 6305) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of George W. Madden—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6306). to incorporate the 
People’s Passenger Cable Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
bia—te the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


By Mr. HIRES: A bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Corson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 6308) providing for the issuing of 
an American register to the Canadian-built sloop Home by the name 
of New Home—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6309) for the reliefof Mary A. Covey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 3 

Also, a bill (H. R.6310) for the relief of Harvey Daniels—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6311) for the relief of James D. Dardis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6312) granting a pension to Caroline Jewett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6313) granting a pension to J. K. Parker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 6314) granting a pension to 
Lyman D. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. 8. BAKER; A bill (H. R. 6315) for the relief of certain 
members of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 6316) for the relief of John Wallace— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 6317) for the relief of Mary H. 
Nicholson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6318) for the relief of the Provincial Monastery 
of the Good Shepherd, East Ninetieth street, New York City—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GREENMAN: A bill (H. R. 6319) to increase pension of 
Mrs. Caroline M. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 6320) to authorize the retirement 
of Pay Inspector Luther G. Billings, United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 6321) granting a pension to H. J. 
Peter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6322) for the relief of John R. Reynolds—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6323) for the relief of Alexander M. W hittaker— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6324) for the relief of Benjamin F. Shinn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6325) granting an honorable discharge to Charles 
Doenhardt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6326) to place the name of Antony Terwest on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6327) to place the name of Thomas J. Scott on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6328) to place the name of William Banner on the . 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 6329) to place the name of John G. Baxter on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: A bill (H. R. 6330) granting a pension to Henry 
Deselms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6331) for the relief of Daniel H. Nye—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6332) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Jacob Rahm—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6333) to relieve A. J. Point of 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H. R. 6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6335) for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. J. M. Messick—to the Committee on War Claiths. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of the estate of 
Richard W. Meade, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6337) referring the claims of J. F. Bailey & Co. 
and others to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Fredolin 
Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 6339) for increase of pension to Mrs, 
Sarah R. Bleecker—to the Committee on Pensions. - 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 6340) enlarging the powers of the 
Columbia Title Insurance Company of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JACKSON: A bill (H. R. 6341) to correct the military record 
of George Haskin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 6342) for the relief of John M. Hart- 
man, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6343) to increase the pension of Namy Roins, the 
oldest Revolutionary pensioner on the rolls, she being nearly ninety-six 

ears of age—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6344) granting a pension to William J. Toneray, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6345) granting a pension to John W. Mink—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6346) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving 
partner of Coman & Dickinson—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. RICHARDSON;:.A bill (H. R. 6347) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Moffiti—to t 1e Committee on War 

Also, a bi'l (H. it. 6348) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy—to 
the Comm* tee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 6349) to remove the ‘charge of deser- 
tion from W. A. Jackson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHI'THORNE: A bill (H. R. 6350) forthe relief of Margaret 
Kenned —t,the Committee on War Claims. 

By Vr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 6351) for the relief of Reuben Rag- 
Jand— o th» Committee on Claims. 

Also, a vill (H. R. 6352) for the relief of William B. Fucks—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 6353) for the rélief of the Protestant Epis- 
copal Theological Seminary and High School of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 6354) for the relief of Edwin 
De I eon—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6355) for the relief of Edwin De Leon—tothe Com- 
mittee on Foreign Afiairs. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6356) to appropriate to Cath- 
erine Sullivan, widow of Patrick Sullivan, deceased, a sum of money 
therein named in payment for services rendered by ‘the said Patrick 
Sullivan in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 6357) to aid the Temperance Home, in 
the District of Columbia, for soldiers, sailors, and civilians—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6358) for the relief of Dr. J. 
H. Taggart—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6359) for the relief of Dr. Warren E. Day—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6360) for the relief of Augustin 
apne & Brother—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 

ims. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 6361) for the relief of Manuel Silva—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6362) to confirm a certain private land claim in the 
Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 100) authorizing 
acceptance by Dr. W. J. Hoffman of certain decorations from foreign 
powers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of manufacturers of baking powders of 
_ Chicago, for a reduction in the duty on cream of tartar, etc.—to the 

Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of Hugh O’Brien, mayor of Boston, 
Mass., and 825 merchants, lawyers, publishers, aa other citizens of 
that city, for the classification of clerks in first-class post-offices—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Samuel Winslow, mayor of Worcester, Mass., and 
250 other citizens, for the same—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of the Society of Friends of the 
United States, in favor of international arbitration—to the Committee 
on Anger Affairs. 

erga rang’ of A. G. P. Brown and 5,300 others, deaf or partially 
deaf sol for a law rating deafness as high as other disabilities no 
more severe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Memorial for increase of pension in case 
of deafness, from William Simmons, secretary National Association 
Naval Veterans, and others—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of Illinois, representing 10,000 members, for a national com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traftic. 

Also, petition of Edson Saxberry, late Company C, Ninety-ninth Illi- 
nojs Volunteers, for a pénsion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of A. E. Bergstresser, for reference of 
the claim of Foster M. Bergstresser to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. S. BAKER: Petition of the late members of Company I, 
Thirteenth Regimentof New York Volunteers, for the passage of an act 
placing said company on an equality with the original companies of said 
regiment as to bounty-money—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Freddin Beck, for original pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers in the claim of Margaret Fuhr—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of John W. Reid, for removalof charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Thomas McDonald, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
gà P on—to the Committee on Pensions, 

. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Phelps Command, No, 4, Union 


Veterans’ Union, of Defiance, Ohio, relating to pensions, etc.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Lucinda Berry, for a 
special-act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of H. H. O'Neal, of Jefferson County, Arkansas, for 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of 70 members of Gilluly Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Fowlerville, Mich., for certain pension leg- 
islation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of citizens of Trenton, N. J., for in- 
crease of pay for postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of citizens of Susquehanna County, 
Pennsylvania, protesting against the admission of Utah as a State with 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Society of Friends, of Richmond, Ind., for in- 
ternational arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition for the establishment of postal teleg- 
raphy—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By. Mr. BUTLER: Petition of James McClure, of Hawkins County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of George W. Pierce, jr., and of David P. Hume, of Jef- 
ferson County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Utah, signed by the officers representing 150 members, for a 
national commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of John B. Bland, and of Archibald C. 
Hay, of Jefferson County, Kentucky, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of estate of Lucy A. Basher, of Joseph 
Werner, of Henry O'Neal, and of George W. Ewing—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, papersrelating to the contested-election claim of Samuel McKee— 
to the Committee on Elections. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Priscilla Prince—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the building of an annex to, and improving, 
the present public building at Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, papers in the case of Sophronia Speed—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of Edward D. Eaton, president, and H. 
M. Whiting and others, professors of Beloit College, Wisconsin, for an 
international copyright Jaw—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Moses Bell, private Company B, 
Twenty-seventh Michigan Infantry Volunteers, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of the plate-glass workersof Crystal City, 
Mo., for the retention of the duty on plate-glass—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the Cigar-Makers’ Union of St. Louis, Mo., against the 
repeal of the revenue tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of C. R. Wheat, administratrix of Moses K. 
Wheat, of Macon. County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of the attendants of the Hospital for 
the Insane, for relief—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition for the enactment of an international copyright a 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of the members of the Silent ae. of 
Deaf Soldiers, Sailors, and Marines, for increase of pension now allowed 
for deafness—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Detroit, 
Mich., relative to the naval reserve—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Western University of Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of international copyright—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Resolutions of the New Bedford (Mass.) Board of 
Trade, on the adulteration of lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Samuel Osborn, jr., and 236 others, citizens of 
Edgartown, Mass., in favor of the improv ement of that harhor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Sons of Temperance of Massachusetts for a na- 
tional commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor trafie— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Gentry County, Missouri, 
sti a apon for Samson M. David—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


= pres Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Washington County, Ne- 


braska, for a service pension to Capt. Benjamin Contel—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of clerks in the post-office at 
Hamburgh, Berks County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill to 
provide for the classification of clerks in first-class post-offices, and for 
fixing the salaries of same—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- Roads. 7 

By Mr: FELTON: Petition for the allowance of drawbacks on the 
re-exportation of imported bottles, corks, ete., by bottlers of domestic 
beer, wine, and brandy—to the Committee on Ways and Means. _ 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of Coleman F. Brown, and of William 
Barnett, of Green County; of executor of Amanda Goggin, and of 
George W. Saunders, of Pulaski County; of Thomas J. Whitman, of 
Elizabeth M. Patterson, of James T. Brown, and of John T. S. Brown, 
of Hart County, and of administrator of John Wilson, of Creed C. Chit- 
wood, of William Whitney, administrator of William Fitzpatriek, of 
William F. Dodd, and of estate of Maria L. Proetor, of Barren County, 
Kentucky, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of William Emmert, Company E, One 
hundred and seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteers, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Lem. Pembleton and 85 others, of Michigan, op- 
posing theadmission of Utah as aState—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Robert, Pruitt, of Calhoun County, 
Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of J. M. Sullivan and others of Bald- 
win, Kans., for an increase of the pension of Henry C. Jay—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the faculty of the State University, of Lawrence, 
Kans., for EEA Ny copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of D. Alton & Co., S. J. Hurt, W. D. 
Barkley, and others, of Petersburgh, Va., asking that salt be placed on 
the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEAR: Protest of Cigar Makers’ Union of Burlington, Iowa, 
against the repeal of the internal-revenue law—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of John Baynes, of Haywood County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Mary Carr, widow of Jeremiah Carr; 
of Olive Wallace, mother of Charles H. Burbank, and of Molinda Dex- 
ter, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, affidavits in claim of Martha B. Perry; affidavit of J. R. Dar- 
ling, in claimef Olive Wallace; of Hiram E. Templeton, in claim of W. 
H. H. Buck; of Chauncey N. Hunt, in claim of W. H. H. Buck; of 
Charles C. Crown and Rachel Carruth, in claim of Olive Wallace, and 
of R. W. Lance, M. D., in claim of Jacob E. Wheeloeck—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of the faculty of Ripon College, of 
Ripon, Wis., in favor of an international copyright law—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolutions.of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., recommending the creation of a naval reserve—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of M. C. Cheatham and others, of Brew- 
ton, Ala., in favor of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Memorial of the faculty of Franklin and Mar- 
shall College, Pennsylvania, in favorof an international copyright law— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Chicago, favoring 
a naval reserve—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, memorial of the clergymen of Freeport, I., concerning the re- 
duction of taxation and revenue—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOGG: Resolution for the relief of Maurice Ruddleston— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers in the case of Mary E. Hill, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Petition of J. Ge Bryant, son of J. L. 
Bryant, deceased, of Bedford County, and of Elias Brubaker, of Roa- 
noke County, Virginia, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. ) 

Also, papers in the claim of John B. Ferguson, of Roanoke County, 
Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Pleasant Owens, of Knox County, and of 
Thomas Yearwood, of Monroe County, Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of soldiers of the late warat Lewisburgh, 
Ky., for the repeal of the limitation-of-arrears act—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. E. Whitney, of Allen County; of ThomasB, Gossen, 
administrator of William Gossen, of James F. Ewing, administrator ot 
John H. Ewing, and of Sanders Mcllwain, of Butler County; of S. H. 
Clark, of B. D. Taylor, of heirs of B. D. Yarbo of George S. Jones, 
of J. M. Moore, and of W. Gray, of Logan County; of R. H. Bell, 
of D. B. Smith, and W. L. Kinbrough, of estate of T. W. Kinbrongh, 


of William Hoye, of J. B. Covington, of Mansfield Samuels, of W. L. 
Kinbrough, and of P. B. Allensworth, of Todd County, Kentucky, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims 

Also, papers in the claim of B. F. Proctor—to the Committee on 
War Claims. } : 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of citizens of Chase County, Nebraska, for 
reduction of postage on seeds, plants, ete.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of William A. Bacon, for an original pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, memorial of Farmers’ AHiance of Nebraska, for the reduction 
of taxation on the necessaries of life—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Nebraska, for the opening for allotment 
of the Oklahoma lands and Cherokee land strip—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. F A 

By Mr. LIND: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Mankato, Minn., 
for an international marine conference to formulate measures for less- 
ening the dangers of navigation—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, resolutions of the Dairymen’s Association, against the passage 
of any law impairing the efficiency of the oleomargarine Jaw, and for 
further legislation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of the Sons of Temperanee of Massach 
for a national probibitory constitutional amendment—to the Select 
Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition asking for the relief of D. M. Miller, of 
Mills County, Iowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Society of Friends, in favor of international 
arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition and papers in the claim of John Da-> 
vis, jr., of Wayne County, North Carolina—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Joseph Falconer and of James 
Penny, of Boyle County; of Benedict M. Swope, of Garrard County; 
of Charles R. Allen, of Anderson County, and of George W. Anderson, 
of Spencer County, Kentucky, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MAISH: Letter relating to bill authorizing the Secretary of 
War tomake rules and regulations for the navigation of the South Pass 
of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, ten petitions of citizens of the Twentieth district of Pennsyl- 
vania, against the admission of Utah as a State so longas it remains 
under the control of the Mormon priesthood—to the Committee on 
tHe Territories. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petitionof M. W. Welbourne, of Panola County, 
and of Wilson Williams, of La Fayette County, Mississippi, for refer- 
rs of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. - ` 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of citizens of Chattanooga, Tenn., for the 


passage of a law classifying clerks in first-class and for fix- 
ing ies of the same—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


Also, papers in the claim of John F. Davidson, of Giles County, and 
of Devando Y. Culley, of Madison County, Mississippi—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, X 

By Mr. NELSON: Memorial of the Duluth (Minn.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of certain bridge bills—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Park Point, St. Louis County, Min- 
nesota, for relief—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the directors of the Board of Trade of Duluth, 
Minn., for legislation looking to the improvement of the navigation of 
the lakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Dairymen’s Association of Minneapolis, against 
any repeal or modification of the oleomargarine law—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. ` _ 

Also, paper in the pension case of John Rowe, of Benjamin Frank- 
lin, of Joseph Millison, and of Nicholas Sehmitte, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Petition of Mary A. McFarland, of Madison 
Parish, Louisiana, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DONNELL: Petition of Daniel A. Denison, of Elizabeth 


Davey, mother of Elias ©. Davey, and of Joseph N. Turner, for re- 


moval of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, petition of members of the National Association of Soldiers, 

Sailors, and Marines, for increase of pension for veterans suffering from 

deafness—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 
Also, resolution of the Detroit (Mich.) Board of Trade, in favor of 


the organization of a naval reserve corps—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. O’FERRALL: Papers in the claim of Andrew Cornwell, and 
of Morgan Coxen, of Clark County; of Samuel H. Wampler, of Morgan 
Layton, of Joseph Click, of Curtis Yates, of Benjamin Bowman, of 
Emanuel M. Hoover, of Noah C. Wenger, and of Samuel Cline, of Rock- 
ingham County; of John H. Funkhauser, and of Samuel Rollen, of 
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Shenandoah County; of John W. Fletcher, of Fauquier County; of 
Elizabeth Richardson, of Warren County; of W. K. Abbott, of Broad- 
way; of Solomon Berry, of Cross Keys; of John T. Hottel, of Samuel 
Fetzer, of Harrisonville; of Harrison Fauber, of Tom’s Creek; of Noah 
M. Funkhauser, of Shenandoah County, and of Harriet J. Walter, of 
Rappahannock, County, Virginia. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial of the Society of Friends, in conference 
at Richmond, Ind., in favor of international arbitration—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of American Forestry Congress and others, relative to 
public forest lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Professor William H. Scott and 
faculty, of Ohio State University, for passage of an international copy- 
right law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of Caroline Jewett and of James K. 
Parker, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James D. Dardis, foran honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition for the erection of a monument on the battle-field at 
Sackett’s Harbor, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Michael C. Henderson, of Benton County, 
Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to ‘the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Frederick N. Perkins, for removal of 

charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

b Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Wichita, Kans., for legisla- 

tion extending the public laws of the United States over ‘‘No Man’s 

Land,” and 6pening the same and the unoccupied portions of the In- 

ase Territory to white settlement—to the Committee on the Public 
ds. 


Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, IL, against the 
acts of the French and German Governments prohibiting the importa- 
tion of American salt pork, and asking for relief—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETERS: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Caldwell, 
Kans., for establishment of Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of D. M. Beard and 20 others, citizens 
of Ross County, Ohio, for the passage of the Palmer Senate bill to ex- 
tirpate pleuro-pneumonia, and other cattle diseases—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of the association of the bar of New 
York, in relation to claims of judges of the Federal courts in the State 
af New York—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, for the relief of Pierre 
Bottineau—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Merriam Barrows & Co., and 200 other business 
firms and citizens, of Minneapolis, Minn., for an act regulating and in- 
creasing the salaries of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of S. R. Hailey, of Bedford County, 

. Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: Paper from Deems Carter, to accompany House bill 
for relief of Joseph F. Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Petition of Jerome Marble & Co. and others, 
for repeal of special-license tax on those selling pure alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Evidence and papers relating to bill for relief of 
Abram Jones, late Company A, Sixth Regiment Kansas Cavalry—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 


By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of the National Guard Association of | ana. 


Ohio, for an increased appropriation for the militia of the United States— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Memorial and resolution of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Milwaukee, in favor of a naval reserve—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the Board of Trade of Wichita, Kans, , 
relative to public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of citizens of Peeksville, N. Y., 
for the improvement of their harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. STEELE: Memorial of the council of Madison, Ind., by the 
mayor, J. T. Brashear, thatan appropriation be made for slackwater in 
the Kentucky River, and that a dike be constructed at that place—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of sundry citizens of Keith, 
Grimes County, Texas, for certain changes in the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J, W. STEWART: Petition of E. J. Bruten, Hugh C. Flynn 
and others, Rutland, Vt., for increase of salary of letter-carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of J. G. Robinson, of A. P. 
Rozzell, of F. M. French, of Philip Edmonston, of Delaware Dawly, of 
Patrick Greeley, of W. A. Pettit, of John Remington, of Benjamin 
O’ Neal, of Martin Ford, of P. Conway, of Ransom Plunckett, of John 


C. Hamilton, of Martin Edwards, of Eliza Hunter, of 8. B. Hunter, 
of James C. Kevil, of David Hoffer, of Jefferson ©. Asher, of J. M. 
Edmunds, of B. F. Cantrell, of W. H. Crow, of L. S. Fortives, of G. 


W. Denning, of F. M. Glenn, of Thomas J. Peck, of Groves Howard, . 


of L. M. Mitchell, of James Wood, of Robert Paine, of William Coch- 
ran, of Lewis Carter, of W. C. Howard, of W. C. Martin, of 8. L. Leech, 
of R. E. Finch, of David Story, of Moses E. Swangs, of Henry H. 
Lowery, of Wilson Tier, of W. F. Guissenbury, and of J. A. Fletcher, 
of Kentucky, and of heirs of Enos Ray, of District of Columbia, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of deaf soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
for increase of pensions to deaf pensioners—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Saginaw County, Michigan, for revision 
of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of S. B. Patterson, of Bracken 
County, Kentucky, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition for harbor improvement at Port Har- 
ford and Bay of San Luis Obispo, California—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to authorize the construction of a harbor of refuge at San 
Buenaventura, Cal.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of Kate K. Whittlesey, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of W. B. Grimes and other officers of 
Commercial Club, and directors Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., 
in favor of the bill for the classification of clerks in the first-class post- 
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of W. L. Kimbrough, executor of 
Meredith Kimbrough, and of Elijah J. Wickwaie, of Robertson County, 
and of Wilkins W. Waggoner, of Humphreys County, Tennessee, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WEST: Petition of citizens of Fulton County, New York, 
for reduction of postage rates on seeds—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles Sandfurett, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers in the claim of the estate of Oscar Rolfe, 
of Morgan County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of John Glenn, of Maury County, 
and of James Baugh, of Williamson County, Tennessee, for reference 
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of John F. Huckaba—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Benjamin F. Sheim and of Charles 
Doenhardt, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. * 

Also, petition for amendment to the pension laws—to the Commit- 


„tee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WISE: Petition of the Potomac Steam-boat Company, for re- 
imbursement of certain moneys paid out, and payment for services per- 


formed—to the Committee on Claims. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: ? 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of citizens of Neff’s Mills, Pa. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of Thomas R. Neale and others, of Louisi- 


By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Of citizens of Van Buren County; 
of citizens of Scotland, of Caglesville, of Pearson, of Scottsville, of Mount 
Vernon, of Cooks, of Graywood, of Ella Rock, of Plumersville, of Wal- 
kers, of Moore, of Humphreys, of Alco, of Liberty Springs, of Lick 
Mountain, Ark. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Of John C. Reynolds and others, of Jack 
Mill ane and J. W. Martin and others, of Snake Creek, Carroll County, 

i 

By Mr. BURNES: Ofcitizens of Buchanan County, Missouri. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Of citizens of Locust Spring, Tenn. 

By Mr. GAINES: Of G. W. Winfield, and others, of Parham’s 


Store, Va. 

By} Mr. GRIMES: Of George W. Harper, and others, of Carroll County, 
Georgia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: OfJ. H. Wayne, and others, of Brister, Ohio; 
of John T. Bell, and others, of Reno, Ohio. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Of J. P. Hudson and others, of Alabama. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Of Hancock, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HOUK: Of citizens of New Prospect, of Rhodelia, of Lucilla, 
of Grapeton, of Tevinville, of Bartheney, of Walden’s Creek, of Melta- 
barger, Tenn. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Of citizens of Costellow, of Keysburgh, Ky. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of citizens of Ellyay, of Teague, of Jon- 
athan’s Creek, of Leatherman, N. C. 
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By Mr. McCORMICK: Of citizens of Sinnamahoning, Cameron 
County, of Myrtle, of Potter County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McCREARY; Of citizens of Buck Creek, Ky. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Of citizens of Macedonia, of Clayton, of Marion, 
of Mount-Pleasant, La. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Of citizens of Top, Armstrong County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Of Adam Reed and 23 others, citizens of Ross 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON; Of R. H. Odom and others, of Auburn, Can- 

„non County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizensof Goodman, Anson County, North 
Carolina. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Of citizens of Melber, McCracken 
County, Kentucky. i 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of citizens of Giddings, Ohio. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of C. J. Lamb and others, of Dr. Z. F. 
Burt and others, of Crow, Phillips County, Kansas; of Harry Hodges 
and others, of Paul Ream and others, of Glenwood, Phillips County, 
Kansas; of D. L. Pratt and others, of Germantown, Smith County, 
Kansas. 

By Mr. WALKER: Of citizens of Bessville, Bollinger County, Mis- 
souri. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of R. A. North and others, of Williamson 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of William White and others, of Jones’ Corners, 
Holmes County, Ohio. 

By Mr. WISE: Of citizens of King William, Va.; of Licking, of 
Meadow Station, Va. 


The following petitions, asking for the passage of the bill prohibit- 
ing the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages 
in the District of Columbia, were severally referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. DAVIS: Of 137 citizens of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. FELTON: Of 98 citizens of the Fifth district of California. 

Also, of 125 citizens of the Fifth district of California. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of 228 citizens of the Second district of Kansas, 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 103 citizens of the Second district of Vermont. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of 171 citizens of the Second district of Wis- 
consin. 

By Mr. HOUK: Of 205 citizens of the Second district of Tennessee, 
By Mr. LAIRD: Of 52 citizens of the Second district of Nebraska. 
= By Mr. SAWYER: Of 202 citizens of the Thirty-first district of New 

ork. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Of Selden Webber and 149 others, citizens of 
Kosciusko County, Indiana. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of 116 citizens of the Sixth district of Kan- 


sas. 
By Mr. VANCE: Of 104 citizens of the First district of Connecticut. 
By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Of citizens of the Eleventh district 
of Massachusetts. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 31, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Joseph Neu- 
mann, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the preservation of the flag 
made of American silk presented by him to the Government, and 
deposited in the Smithsonian Institution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Nebraska, praying that 
the Indians of the Indian Territory be located on the eastern portion 
of the same, and that the western portion, including Oklahoma and 
the Cherokee Strip, be opened to settlers under a Territorial organiza- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Greeley, 
Colo., praying that an appropriation be made to construct a system of 
reservoirs in the State to irrigate Government lands, and that Govern- 
ment land be reserved for reservoirs, Kansas and Nebraska to be also 
benefited; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the American Shipping and 
Industrial League, January 18, 1888, favoring the proposed celebration 
of the centennial of the Constitution of the United States, etc.; which 
were referred to the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Consti- 
tution and the Discovery of America. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented resolutions adopted by the Cigar-Makers’ 
Union, No. 44, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the repeal of 
internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco and cigars; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of directors of 
the Merchants’ Exchange, of St.Louis, Mo., in favor of the inter-Ameri- 


can antl inter-republiccelebration of the centennial of the United States, 
ete.; which was referred to the Select Committee on the Centennial of 
the Constitution and the Discovery of America, 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of members of the faculty of 
Ripon College, in Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of an interna- 
tional copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of W. J. Moberly, late first lieu- 
tenant Fourth United States Cavalry, praying for certain relief; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of Charles Murphy, stating that 
at a former session of Congress a bill for his relief was adversely re- 
ported, setting forth new evidence that has been discovered, and with 
it are filed the affidavits of the parties. 1 ask that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and that an order be made that the 
papers in respect to his claim, on file in the Secretary’s office, be also 
referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the faculty of the Western Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of an international 
copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of 124 citizens of the Fifth, Sixth, 
Eighth, and Tenth Congressional districts of Indiana, praying for pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the faculty of Drury College, 
Springfield, Mo., praying for the enactment of an international copy- 
right law; which was reterred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of E. L. Martin and other citizens of 
Kansas City, Mo., praying that the compensation of post-office clerks 
be placed on the same basis with that of railway postal clerks and 
letter-carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the First, Second, and Third 
Congressional districts of Missouri, praying for prohibition in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of the Lombard Street Yearly 
Meeting of the Society of Friends, held in the city of Baltimore, Md., 
composed of representatives from its various subordinate meetings in 
Maryland and the adjacent partsof Virginia and Pennsylvania, through 
its committee on philanthropic labor, praying for an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified, will pros 
hibit henceforth the manufacture, importation, exportation, transpor- 
tation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage in the United 
States, and in every place subject to theirjurisdiction. I move the ref- 
erence of the petition to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BECK. The petition prays Congress.to prohibit imports and to 
regulate the revenue. Ido not know what the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor has to do with that subject. 

The thar aan asin protempore. The indorsement of the petition will 
be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. A petition for a national prohibitory constitu- 
tional amendment from the Lombard Street Yearly Meeting of the So- 
ciety of Friends, Baltimore. 

Mr. BECK. The object of it seems to be to prohibit imports of cer- 
tain sorts, and I supposed that to-be a financial matter. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The body of the petition will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The Lombard Street Yearly Meeting of the Society of Friends, held in the 
city of Baltimore, Md., com of representatives from its various subordi- 
nate meetings in Maryland and the adjacent parts of Virginia and Pennsylvania, 
through its committee on philanthropic labor, most respectfully and earnestly 
ask you, by an appropriate j@nt resolution, to adopt and popes to the several 
States an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when 
ratified, will prohibit henceforth the manufacture, importation, exportation 
transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors, as a beverage, in the United 
States, and in every place subject to their jurisdiction. 

JONATHAN K. TAYLOR, 
Chairman of Committee. 


Mr. BECK. I think the petition ought to be referred to the Finance 
Committee. I move that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be ordered, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say that similar petitions in almost this exact 
phraseology have been sent for a long time to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. I should be glad to have one sent to the Committee 
on Finance, so as to see what they will do with it. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. In this connection the Chair will 
state that it would greatly facilitate the transaction of business if Sen- 
ators presenting petitions will comply with the rnle which requires 
that a brief statement of the contents shall be made by the Senators 
eres them, or indorsed thereon, so that it can be read at the 
des 

Mr. BLAIR. Ifthe Presiding Officer had’ observed, he would have 
noticed that I did so when I presented the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The petition will be referred to the 


Committee on Finance, if there be no objection, 
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Mr. BLAIR. I present another petition from the same body, ad- | the bill (S. 1139) for the construction ef a bridge across the St. Croix 


dressed to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, 
in which the petitioners say: 

Realizing the fearfu aaremtng effects toxieat- 
ing a a toed tacit anova ie Segal or barg eter z 
Lombard Street Xearly Meeting motte Society of Friends, held fi the city of of 
Baltimore, Md., through its committee on PAAP ARN labor, most respectfully 
but earnestly ask you to enact laws prokibiting iting the manufacture and sale, and 
i exportation, or transportation of intoxicating liquors for beverages 
in the District of Columbia, and all other portions of the United States ames 
the control of the General Government, thus absolving the Government from 
being accessory to the alarming effects of intemperance i in the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
mio if he regards that as a brief statement of the contents of the pe- 
tition. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is tolerably brief, I think, Mr. President. I 
peti that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education and 

bor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present, from the same organization, a further peti- 
tion, of which I will endeavor to makeabrief statement. The petition 
~ comprises about half a page of written matter, in which the petitioners 
most respectfully and earnestly pray for the enactment of a Jaw which 
will anthorize the appropriation of money from the Treasury of the 
United States for tem aid in the establishment and maintenance 
of free public schools, in order that the number of illiterates in the 
United States may be reduced to a minimum, thus strengthening the 
foundations of our civil and religious liberty. I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Lombard Street Yearly Meet- 
ing of the Society of Friends, held in Baltimore, Md., praying Congress 
by appropriate legislation to provide exemplary pe nalties for the seduc- 
tion, with or without promise of marriage, and f for the defilement of 
the persons of young girls; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present the petition of a large number of cit- 
izens of oie Sen ; praying Eo! the establishment of a system of 
postal telegraphy. move the reference of the petition to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Greeley, Weld 
County, Colorado, praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of storagé reservoirs for the purpose of irrigation in Colorado, 
Kansas, and Nebraska; which was referred to the Committee on Publie 


Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of A. R. Devine and 127 other 
citizens of the Eighth Congressional district of Wiseonsin, praying for 
prohibition in the, District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
- Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of citizens of West District, 
Hays County, Nebraska, praying for certain amendments of the postal 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Greeley, Colo., 
praying for an appr ropriation to aid in the reclamation of arid lands in 
that State through increased irrigation facilities; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of Hiram Parker, of 
Mount Pleasant, Iowa, praying for the passage of an act granting him 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. DANIEL presented a petition of citizens of Franklin County, 
Virginia, praying for certain amendments of the postal laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and _Post-Roads. 

He also na a petition d apee d Pira Peget Vir- 
ginia, praying for enactment of a law pmidne reissue ot 
Eei ERAT, which was referred to the Committee on Post- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 70) to provide for warehousing fruit brandy, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance to re- 

buck the bill (S. 1067) relating to imported liquors to this body, 
and to ask that the committee be from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as it 
involves questions which we think that body should pass upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change of reference will be 

if there be no objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 293) granting a pension to Mrs. Arabella Coddington, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ife also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
433) granting an increase of pension to General S. W. Price, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 


River, reported it with an amendment, and submitteda report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 752) to grant a pension to"Mrs. Elvira L. Johnson, 
widow of Commodore-Philip E. Johnson, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1086) granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Walters, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 695) for the relief of R. C. Martin, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
234) granting a pension to Julia A. Ross, submitted an udverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
466) granting a pension to William R. Blevins, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, and moved its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be placed upon the Calendar, please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PAULKNER, from the Committeeon Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 691) for the relief of Henry Bellion, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
ponéd indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 819) granting a pension to Christopher Wisemiller; 

A bill (S. 821) granting a pension to John Vertessy; 

A bill (S. 815) granting a pension to Angerone P. Cole, mother of 

H. Cole, private Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 174) granting a pension to Mary Martin; 

A bill (S. 172) granting a pension to Abbie M. Hay; 

A bill (S. 173) granting a pension to Henry B. Very; 

A bill (S. 170) granting a pension to Mary A. Mykins; 
A bill (S. 806) granting a pension fo William Healy; 

A bill (S. 801) for the relief of Basile Champagne; and . 
A bill (S. 820) granting a pension to David A. Servis. 

Mr, SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Ida May Welton, of Groton, Vt., praying to be 
alloweda pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied bya bill (S. 
ees a pension to Ida May Welton; which was read twice 

y its title. 

Mr. SA from the Committee ou Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 810) granting a pension to Mrs. A. L. Collins, guardian; 

A bill (S. 804) granting a pension to James Conto; 

A bill (S. Son} granting a pension to Charles Wilkinson: 

A bill (S. 390) for the relief of Ida M. Howell; 
A bill (S. rey granting a pension to John Morgan; and 
ri bill (S. 431) granting a pension to Emma8. Free, Widow of Thomas 
S. Free, late major of the United States Army. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 838) granting » pension to Mary Sullivan, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Hugh Costello, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Argent Causdell; 

A bill (S. 336) granting a pension to Isaac N. Osborn; 

A bill (S. 176) granting a pension to William M. Houghton; 

A bill (S. om granting a pension to Lyman F. Hodge; and 

A bill (S. 177) granting a pension to Asa Wilson. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of- James Murphy praying to be allowed a pension, sub- 
mitted an adverse re thereon; which was agreed to, and the com- 
mittee were di from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 404) for the relief of Margaret S. Murray; 

A bill (S. 335) granting an increase of pension to C. R. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 679) granting a pension to Henry Stafford; 

A bill (S. 334) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. All- 


gower: 
A bill (S. 333) granting a pension to Reuben oe 
A bill (S. 737) granting a pension to Berry Da: 
- A bill (S. 450) for the relief of Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Company 
G Sixteenth Maine Volunteers; 
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A bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell; , 
A bill (S. Sa granting a pension to James D. Whaley; 

A bill (S. 733) granting a pension to Abbie S. Hutchinson; 
Abi 


ill a 944) increasing the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth G. Scott; and 
A bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnston. * 

Mr. DAVIS, from the'Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Stephen D. Redfield, praying to be allowed_a pension, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1785) granting 
a pension to Stephen D. Redfield; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr, TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 749) granting a pension to Louise Paul; 

A bill (8.738). granting a pension to guardian of Enos J. Searles, of 
Clermont, Obio; and 

A bill (S. 286) granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. Smith. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 75) granting a pension to Francis W. Strickland; 

A bill (S. 693) granting a pension to William Weist; and 

A bill (S. 694) for the relief of George H. Washington.” 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred a resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Chester, Pa., remonstrating against the continuance of the quarantine 
station in its present location near that city, and recommending the 
establishment of a national system of quarantine, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1328) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1226) touching the grade of commander 
in the Navy, and to correct an error in relation to an appointment 
therein, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


JACKSON, MISS., MUNICIPAL ELECTION. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution for the payment of the expenses of the Judiciary 
Committee in the investigation of certain matters alleged to have 
occurred at Jackson, Miss., to report it with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The original resolution will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported by Mr. EDMUNDS from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, January 23, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the necessary expenses of the Committee on the Judiciary, or 
rag eccrine a thereof, in making the inquiries into certain matters alleged 
tohave oceurred at Jackson, Miss., and as directed by the resolutions of the Sen- 
ate of the 12th instant and of the 23d instant, be out of the appropriation 
for the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
to be approved by the chairman of said committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by thecom- 
mittee will be next read. | 
aioe Chief Clerk read the substitute proposed by the committee, as 

ows: 

Resol That the £ 
any suo mittee T aaa Ix diaa bafa R AR Oa aO IPARTAT 
to have occurred at Jackson, Miss., and as directed by the resolutions of the 
Senate of the 12th instant and of the 23d instant, be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the of the 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expezses of the Senate. 
is The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 

ion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment reported as a substitute for the original resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not the slightest objection myself to the 
chairman of the Committee on Contingent Expenses anditing the ex- 
penses incurred by the Committee on the Judiciary, except for the in- 
convenience of it, and the fact that it has not been usual in such in- 
vestigation, for the reason that it would be difficult for the chairman 
of the Committee on Contingent Expenses, as all the expenses in respect 
of the quantum of witnesses, ete., are left in the discretion of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. I do not see how the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses could be officially informed of what 
those expenses properly had been. 

I have not the slightest objection to the Committee on the Judiciary 
getting rid of the duty of auditing these accounts and expenses, but I 
do not want the business placed in such a condition that the witnesses 
and other people will have difficulty in getting their recompense when 
it is due to them. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be again read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It makes the chairman of the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses audit the accounts, and not the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
committee will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, - 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend that by substituting ‘‘ approved by 
the chairman of said committee.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is an amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses, and the original resolution makes that 
provision. I suppose by the rules, however—I have always so under- 
stood—after the vouchers have once received the imprimatur of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary they then have to be revised and go through 
the approval of the chairman of the Committee on Contingent. Ex- 
penses I think I have understood that to be the case, but I am not 
sure abont it. $ 

But the practical difficulty is in the committee having charge of the 
business being one committee, and of the expenditure and the auditing 
committee being a different one, upon the separate vouchers of each 
witness, or stenographer, or whoever lie may be, as to what is to be the 
means of proof that shall satisfy the Committee on Contingent. Ex- 
penses that the expenditure has been regular and ought to be paid. It 
is not a question of dignity, so far as I am concerned, between the two 
committees, but only of convenience. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Massachusetts to eall for the reading of the original resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original resolution will be read, 

The Chief Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. The original resolution is about right. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. There seemed to be two committees—a 
subcommittee and the Committee on the Judiciary—mentioned in the 
resolution, and the amendment to the resolution simply states in pre- 
cise words what always oceurs. Even if these vouchers should be paid 
upon the approval of the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, they 
would have to pass through the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
for the approval of its chairman and the approval of that committee. 
Of course that committee can not make this approval except upon the 
approval of the chairman of the Judiciary Committee.’ So, after all, 
it amounts to about the same thing; but it would be more in order to 
adopt the amendment than the original resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has not been the course heretofore. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. The only other change that the committee 
made in the original resolution is that the expenses should not be taken, 
outof the miscellaneous items of the contingent expense fund, but sim- 
ply out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada if ex- 
penses similar to these that are now being provided for have not here- 
tofore been invariably paid upon the approval of the chairman of the 
committee which made them? : 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. They have been paid upon that approval 
and also upon the approval of the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. HARRIS. Why depart in this case from the usual custom of 
the Senate? Why not let the resolution provide for the approval of the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, and then so far as is necessary 
the vouchers would go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses as 
usual? 

Mr. HOAR. I will state what I understand to be the present prac- 
tice. Perhaps I may be mistaken, but certainly I haveso understood it, 
and I have had the charge of quite a number of such matters as chair- 
man of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I understand that 
the usyal resolution is to have the expenses paid on the voucher of the 
chairman of the committee, so that when a witness wants his pay he 
gets a certificate from the chairman of the committee that summoned 
him and that knows all about him; and he goes to the Secretary’s office 
and gets his pay. So with the stenographer or any other special ex- 
pense. If the investigation is out of Washington, it is the custom for 
the Seeretary of the Senate to deliver to the clerk orthe deputy sergeant- 
at-arms who goes with the committee asum of money sufficient to cover 
the expenses for halls, stationery, or whatever may be the expense ot 
the transportation of the committee, and so on; and when the commit- 
tee returns its chairman certifies the detail of that expenditure to the 
Secretary’s office, and the account then is made. 

Now, if this resolution passes, every witness who wants his pay will 
havé to hunt up my honorable friend, the chairman of the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses, and get his voncher in addition to the voucher 
he has already got from the committee making the investigation. I 
suppose when the Secretary has paid the vouchers he then submits his 
account to the chairman of the Committee on Contingent Expenses for 
his approval. This amendment will require for every dollar that is 
paid to get. a voucher from the chairman of the two committees. ‘he 
person who will be the most annoyed by it will be my honorable friend 
from Nevada himself. So, I think, the original resolution is best. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. It is certain that the original resolution follows 
the practice of the Senate fora kood many years, for I framed the 
original resolution myself upon the precise model of one adopted by 
the Senate in the last Congress for an investigation by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations or any subcommittee thereof into the fisheries 
question; and the resolution of the last Congress on that subject was 
founded upon precisely the same modus operandi of preceding resolu- 
tions of the Senate. 

The law provides, however—and all resolutions such as our original 
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one do not contravene the law—that when these accounts are finally 
settled they have got to receive the imprimatur of the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. That is 
the final revision; just as the board of directors of a bank revise the 
discount and deposit accounts, ete., that the cashier has been running 
for the week. The Jaw is found in section 76 of the Revised Statutes, 

The original resolution is not designed to diminish the authority or 
interfere with the power of the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, but the committee which the Sen- 
ate chooses to trust with expending money for an investigation is 
thought to be the best committee, then and there, to be the first to 
certify and approve or to disapprove claims for expenditures and fees, 
ete., thatare madeuponit. That is the state of the case. 

As to the other part of the amendment, the difficulty is that the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate in question is divided into various and sep- 
arate parts, and, as has been held in the Treasury Department, if you 
have an expense account, for instance, for the investigation, as I was 
told a Congress or two ago, of an affair like this or an affair like the 
fisheries, no matter what, by the Senate, and you pay it and charge it, 
not against the appropriation for the miscellaneous items of expense, 
the unforeseen ones, etc., but charge it to some other account, it will 
-be disallowed. Therefore it has been the custom in the numerous 
cases that I have known for years gone by; and on the advice of the 
cashier of the Senate, whois in constant communication with the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, in order not to have the accounts held up and 
a disturbance with the accounting officers of the Treasury, it was nec- 
essary to put into the resolution a provision that the payment should 
be from the appropriations for the miscellaneous items, unless there 
should be a standing appropriation for the investigation which was not 
exhausted, and in that case, of course, it could be paid from that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill ask the Senate to allow the resolution to remain, 
with the leave of my honorable friend from Nevada, the chairman of 
the committee, for a few minutes, to be taken up agai 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reportof the committee will lie 
on the table for the present. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay the stenographer authorized by the resolution of the 19th 
instant to report the arguments, evidence, etc., for the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads on the subject of the postal telegraph, out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, 

MESSENGER FOR PRESS GALLERY. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resoived, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to appoint a special messenger, who shall attend upon the Press Galle 
of the Senate, and be paid outof the miscellaneous items of the contingent fun 


STATEMENTS ON PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 


Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
submitted evidence taken by that committee in support of the bill (S. 
945) to extirpate contagious pleuro-pneumonia, foot-and-mouth disease, 
and rinderpest among cattle, and to facilitate the exportation of cattle 
and the products of live-stock, and for other purposes, and moved that 
500 copies be printed for the use of the committee; which was agreed 
to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had concurred in the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 4881) making an appropriation to carry into effect the provisions 
of an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled ‘‘An aèt to establish agri- 
culturalexperimental stations in connection with the colleges established 
in the several States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 
1862, and of acts supplementary thereto.’? 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
274) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at some accessible point in the county of St. Charles, in the State of 
Missouri, below the city of St. Charles. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1787) to provide for the erection 
of an Army gun-factory at the Watervliet arsenal, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask that the bill may be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


Mr. DOLPH. I suggest to the Senator from New York that that ` 
subject is now before the Committee on Coast Defenses. The Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses has had that question under consideration and 
reported a bill at the last session, which was passed by the Senate, pro- 
viding for á gun-factory. There is also a bill on the same subject be- 
fore the Committee on Coast Defenses at the present session. 

Mr. EVARTS. I consent to the change of reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thebill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1788) granting a pension 
to Hiram Parker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. - 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 1789) for a supplemental ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Los Angeles, Cal.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 1790) to carry into effect the recommen- 
dation of the Board of Admirals convened under the joint resolution 
approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Commander Henry Glass, 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs., 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1791) for the relief of John Williams; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with theaccompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1792) for the relief of Charles Willey; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1793) releasing the title of the United 
States in a certain parcel of land to John D, Thorne, assignee of John 
Cutler; which was read twice by its title, and, .with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1794) granting to the Aberdeen, 
Bismarck and Northwestern Railway right of way across a pértion of 
the Sioux reservation, in Dakota Territory; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1795) for the relief of the First 
National Bank, of Marion, Iowa; which was read twice by its title; and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1796) to establish a United 
States land court, and to provide for the settlement of private land 
claims in certain States and Territories; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1797) to enforce restrictions on Chinese 
immigration; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to call the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations to this bill. I amin favor 
of a more extensive exclusion bill, but this bill is necessary to carry 
out the provisions of existing laws. It gives the Secretary of the 
Treasury authority to make regulations to carry out the existing laws. 
It also cuts off after ninety days the entry of Chinese on previous per- 
mits. In that respect there is a great abuse, which has existed now 
for six years and over. The courts are overloaded with cases. If we 
could have this measure immediately it would be a matter of great re- 
lief. The public papers have shown to some extent the difficulty that 
exists on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1798) to amend an act entitled 
“An act relating to vessels not propelled by sails or internal motive 
power of their own, and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1879; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1799) to authorize the approval of 
certain leases of Indian lands; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1800) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to permit miners and companies and corporations 
organized for mining purposes to prospect, develop, lease, and own the 
mineral portion of any Indian reservation upon such terms and condi- 
tions as may be agreed upon by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Indians on any such reservation; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1801) making an appropriation for the 
removal of obstructions in the Columbia River; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1802) granting the right of way 
through the Flathead Indian reservation to the Missoula and North- 
ern Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ` 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1803) in aid of the Centennial and 
Memorial Association of Valley Forge, and to secure the Washington 
headquarter mansion and grounds occupied by the Continental Army 
of 1777—78; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1804) to au- 
thorize the Cheyenne Street Railroad Company to build its road on and 
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across the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1805) to incorporate 
the Washington and Highlands Street Railroad Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1806) to regulate the sal- 
ary of the judge of the district court of the United States for the west- 
ern district of the State of Michigan; which was read twice byits title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1807) to refund to the State 
of West Virginia the money paid to officers of the One hundred and 
thirty-third Regiment West Virginia Militia, for services rendered 
during the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1808) for the relief of Isaac Dav- 
enport and others, citizens of Virginia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I introduce a bill drawn by the presiding 
officer of this body, regulating the sale of liquorin the District of Colum- 
bia. It is far from my purpose to say that I offer it by request, because 
I promised not to do that. 

The bill (S. 1809) regulating the sale of distilled and fermented 
liquors in the District of Columbia was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1810) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to place Lieut. Commander Charles A. Schetky, United States 
Navy, upon the retired-list; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present at this time the petition of Judge A. L. 
Gilstrop, of Macon, Mo., accompanied by a joint resolution, proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. I introduce 
it by request, and I ask that the petition be printed in connection with 
the resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 45) proposing an amendment of the first 
section of the second article of the Constitution of the United States 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and the accompanying petition was ordered to be printed. 


OMAHA RESERVATION LANDS, 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to report to the Senate 
what amount of lands upon the Omaha reservation have been sold pursuant to 
the statute approved August 17, 1882, and the statutes amendatory thereof; how 
much of the money due as proceeds of such sales been paid into the Treas- 
ury, and how much, if any, is due and unpaid, both principal and interest, and 
what steps, if any, baye been taken to enforce such payments as are due, or to 
recover possession of the lands so sold, payments for which have failed accord- 
ing to the terms thereof. 


TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the treaty bêtween this Government and that of Great Britain, 
now before the Senate in executive session, be considered in open session, 

Task that the resolution be now considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That belongs to executive business, I should think, 
Mr. President. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks that 
the resolution be now considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object, Mr. President, for the time being. I 
suggest to the Senator that it is a matter which should properly be con- 
sidered in executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont object- 
ing, the resolution goes over under the rules until the succeeding day. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon, sir. The Senator from Ver- 
mont says that he thinks it ought to be considered in executive session. 
The Senator fails to—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will suspend. The 
Senator from Vermont having objected to the present consideration of 
the resolution it has gone over until to-morrow, and is therefore not 
now the subject of discussion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not mean to discuss it, but I say the 
Senator from Vermont has failed to apprehend that the object of the 
resolution is just exactly to do the opposite of what he thinks ought to 
be done. Here is another resolution that I propose to put in, which 
necessarily will go over, proposing to alter arule of the Senate. I did 
not rise for the p of debating the matter, but getting such a 
change of rule that I thought would stop objection. __ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Rule XXXVII be so amended as to allow the treaty now pend- 


ing between the Government of Great Britain and the Governmentof th 
States to be considered in open Senate. g pas ayy Sok a 


Mi Mr. tga camer pe That, I believe, goes over one day. That 
a notice. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It goes over one day under the rules. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of G. M. Woodruff, filed in the 
Rosey aay Congress, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
ims. 


CONTRACT WORK ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to consider the advisability of inserting a provision in the bill making 


appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors requiring all work to 
be done thereunder to be let by contract to the lowest bidder, 


CHARLES R. WESTBROOK, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to report to 
the Senate the facts attending the employment of Charles R. Westbrook as an 
assistant to the district attorney for the southern district of New York, together 
with copies of all correspondence on the subject, the emolument paid to him, 
and the appropriation from which paid, and if the said Westbrook received also 
extra compensation for any time previous to such employment, he not being a 
sworn officer of Government, 3 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
oy unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to report to 
the Senate the evidence taken by the stenographer’s notes in the issue of Curtis 
vs. Schell before Judge Lacombe, so far as relates to the testimony of Charles R, 
Westbrook, and which issue was tried in November, 1837. 


THE MAIL SERVICE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PLUMB, as follows: 


Whereas there have been for many months serious complaints as to the inef- 
ficient character of the mail service, especially in the West and South, and the 
same continue, indicating that the trouble is of a permanent character: 

Resolved, That the Comnsittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be instructed.to 
make thorough inquiry into the cause of such inefficient mail service, and re- 
port to the Senate their conclusions thereon, with suggestions as to remedy. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest an amendment about which I spoke to 
the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] not now in his seat, and I am 
satisfied it will be accepted. The preamble is: 


Whereas there have been for many months serious complaints as to the inef- 
ficient churacter of the mail service, etc. 


I wish to insert “‘ alleged’? before ‘‘inefficient.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Senator from Kansas has entered 
the Chamber. 

Mr. PLUMB. That change is entirely acceptable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2, before the word ‘‘ineflicient,’’ it is 
proposed to insert the word ‘‘ alleged;’’ so as to read: 

Whereas there have been for many months serious complaints as to the al- 
leged inefficient character of the mail service, especially in the West and South, 
and the same continue, indicating that the trouble is of a permanent character, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not object to this amendment, which I 
understand is accepted by the Senator from Kansas, although I think 
the evils referred to in the resolution have passed beyond the domain 
of mere allegation and have become well-known and ascertained facts. 

I feel a personal sense of gratitude to the Senator from Kansas that he 
has introduced this resolution, and I hope that investigation will quickly 
follow. Those of us who live in the rapidly advancing States of the 
West have suffered very greatly within the last two years because of 
inadequate postal facilities. Iam in repi daily of letters calling my 
attention to the facts. In my own State there have been built within 
the last year over a thousand miles of railroad—1,100 miles of railroad, 
Lam informed by my colleague [Mr. PADDOCK]—and along these 
newly built lines of road new communities have sprung into existence, 
thriving villages, that are actually deprived of adequate postal facili- 
ties. Where the fault is I do not know; butI do know that the atten- 
tion of the Post-Office authorities has been frequently called to these 
complaints by myself and other members of the delegation of the State 
that I have the honor to represent in part on this floor, and that a rem- 
edy for the evil has been demanded. I have here letters received on 
other subjects, but referring incidentally to this, one from a gentleman 
well known to this body, late the efficient Public Printer of the Gov- 
ernment, Hon. 8. P. Rounds, now deceased. He wrote me on October 
26, 1887: 

Without any dis ment of our 
knows and complains of the mail serv 
gards our paper— 

Mr, Rounds then editing the Omaha Republican— 
and, we presume, the others in this city, and we are in constant receipt of com- 
plaints from subscribers of the non-receipt or irregular and late receipt of their 
papers. 

I read also an extract from a letter from the editor of the Omaha 
World, a daily newspaper published in Omaha: 

Let me add my voice— a 

Says Mr. Hitchcock, the editor— 
tothe storm of complaints nst the inadequate post-office facilities of Omaha 
with which your ears have doubtless been assailed, 


resent post-office officials, everybod 
here. Especially is this true as at 
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Not Omaha only, but the whole tributary count 
millions or more, suffers the co bui 
in 0; are wholly inadequate for 
the case of a rhea It is almost of daily occurrence that the World fails 
to reach hundreds of readers outside the city promptly because the force in the 

ce could not handle the work in time to cai the train. Not only is 

his often the case with a portion of our outgoing mail, but the T REIRA is 
obliged constantly to require of us that the papers be delivered at the office lon; 
before train time, which would not be necessary if his force were large enoug 


work promptly. 

ee pee ris true of bankers, wholesale pire e mg 
vy r 

not to blame. He and his force are up to their ears in mail- overwhelmed 


with work, and crowded into inadequate quarters, The result is that all Ne- 
braska suffers. _ 


„with a A om Amerage of two 


I select these letters out of numerous others received simply for the 
purpose of showing the magnitude of this evil. The calls for relief 
come not only from those who are publishing newspapers, but from the 
public at large and even from the postmasters themselves, 

I knowit is very much easier to find fault than itis to apply aremedy; 
it is easier to criticise than it is to reform, but certainly a reformation 
is needed here by which these people who have suffered forthe last two 
or three years should have some remedy for the evils that now exist 
and under which they have suffered for years past. . 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the same condition of things de- 
scribed by the Senator from Nebraska exists throughout the West. 
The mail service has been cut down and the expenses are curtailed to 
such an extent that the service is altogether inadequate. It is so in 
Nevada and so throughout the Territories. I have received a vast 
number of letters on the subject going into great detail about it; and 
there is a universal complaint in the new countries, the cause of which 
must be removed or great injury will be done them. The mail rontes 
have been cut down. Where they had daily mails they are reduced 
to tri-weekly, sometimes to weekly, and then the force is often inade- 
quate to deliver letters promptly or carry them promptly. The com- 
plaint is I hope the matter will be looked into and that we 
shall have some relief from an evil which is generally felt by the whole 
Western community. > 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not know anything about 
the particular delays in the mails which have been spoken of. The 
complaints may be well founded, or they may be mere reports without 
proper foundation. But what I rose to say is that, while I have no ob- 
jection to the investigation proposed by the resolution of the Senator 
from Kansas, I do think it is unfair when a resolution of that character 
is offered for the purpose of inquiring whether certain complaints are 
well founded, to spread upon the RECORD and so put before the country, 
not the statements of Senators, but extracts from newspapers, charges 
of delinquency somewhere in an Executive Department in to 
which an investigation is proposed. That kind of dealing with an ex- 
ecutive officer does not commend itself to my judgment of fairness and 

ustice. 

j I was pleased to hear the Senator from Kansas say—and I have heard 
nobody te. the position—that he was satisfied the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral had acted honestly and endeavored to act economically in the man- 
agement of his Department. That is a comment very favorable upon 
the present administration of postal affairs, because we know that it 
has not been long since there were grave charges of fraud and defalca- 
tions in the management of the postal affairs of the country, Iam 
pleased to know that no of that kind are brought forth against 
1e pron administration of the Postal Department. 

e all know that we cut down a few years ago the rate of letter- 
postage from 3 cents to 2 yeas Soy reduced the postage on other matter. 

Postmaster-General has m compelled to carry on and support 
his Department with the appropriations made by Congress. He has 
not done what was done a few years ago under another administration, 
when we were informed by the Postmaster-General that the appropri- 
ations which had been made to the full extent which he had estimated 
would be exhausted by the first of May, and that there would be two 
months of the year when the mails would be stopped, because he was 
not able under the act of Congress to carry on the Department for the 
want of funds. 

The late Postmaster-General, who has recently left that Department, 
has endeavored to keep himself within the limits of the appropriations 
made to meet the deficiency in the revenues of the Department, and 
he may, perhaps, have had to economize more than his own judgment 
would have justified, from the necessity of the case. : 

I hope the investigation will be instituted, and that it will be 
dealt with fairly, and that the true cause of any delay, or any want of 
proper facilities, may be ascertained and a proper remedy pointed out. 
What I rose io say was that I do not think it is fair, when it is pro- 
posed to investigate the management of a Department, to put upon the 
record complaints of newspapers and others without having even a 
verification of their accuracy by the Senator who introduces them. I 
say I think it is unfair to an executive officer thus to be dealt with in 
the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, in the remarks I made I reflected 
upon no officer. I simply stated a comdition of things thatought to be 
inquired into. It may need further appropriations and further legis- 
lation. I think the necessities of the people in new countries should 


‘cials as well as the public. I do not pro 


be taken into consideration and liberally treated. I was opposed to large 


contracts for carrying the mail on what are called star routes. The 
swindling in that matter did the West a great deal of harm. It pre- 
vented the use of money for small routes to do the necessary service 
that wouldaccommodate the people. The reform in cutting off extrava- 
gance in star-route contracts is a great reform and a thing to be com- 
mended, and the scandal ought not to be renewed again. 

Whatthe people want is to have their necessities provided for. They 
want mail service cheap, economical, and efficient, and an inquiry into 
this subject, so that the mail service can be extended to them without 
any unreasonable ex is what is important; and with that view I 
am cordially in favor of the resolution presented by the Senator from 


Kansas. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam veryglad this resolution has been introduced, 
and I hope it will be adopted, especially because I think the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads need to have some little stimulant 
administered to them to cause them to form some statute or amendment 
to the statutes which will make the postal service of the United States 
correspond with its growth. 

This country is growing very rapidly in every direction, extending 
territorially, and increasing very rapidly in population. We are re- 
ceiving a great acquisition of foreign people in this country, of some- 
thing like half a million people a year. 

There is also one fact connected with this service that is an impor- 
tant one to be considered. By the reduction of postage upon all classes 
of mail matter made a few years ago we have increased the volume and 
weight of the mails immensely. The number of packages for mailing, 
the number for distribution, the number for transportation, have enor- 
mously increased. The clerical force to do this work has not kept pace 
with the increase of all mail matter carried over our lines, nor have the 
salaries that belong to the inferior officers in the service of the Govern- 
ment of the United States been increased sufficiently to enable them 
to do this additional amount of work. 

We have been grading the postal expenditures almost within the 
postal revenue. We have been very successful in bringing the postal 
expenditures within postal receipts, but I think we have done it at the 
expense of that very faithful band of people engaged in handling the 
mail matter that through our post-offices. I think they are the 
hardest-worked set of people in the world. They are certainly the 
most faithful of men, take them all in all. Take the numerous num- 
ber of persons who are concerned in the postal management of the 
United States, and I think they are the most faithful set of men that 
have ever had a record made in history. We ought to increase their 
pay; we ought to provide for the increase of their number. 

A great many things are needed to be done to bring the postal serv- 
ice up to the necessities of the country. What we need to-day is to 
take up our postal laws and reform them. Now, if that committée 
should want a guide for this reformation they have nothing to do but 
to consult the report of the Postmaster-General, a most carefully-pre- 

red paper, in which every evil of the postal system as it now exists 
is portrayed, and the remedy is indicated, and is earnestly brought to 
the attention of Congress. If that committee will take up that report 
and examine it they will find that the late Postmaster-General has 
covered the whole ground, and I should think they would not fail if 
they adopted every single recommendation he made. He complains 
more loudly of the postal system than we complain here of his ad- 
ministration of it, and he says that the difficulties by which he has 
been environed grow out of deficiencies in the law. I have been 
here several years in the Senate, and I think we have made fewer 
efforts to amend our postal laws than any other system of laws we 
have got, 

It pt to me that if the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
have contented themselves with a system that belongs to the past of 
this country twenty or twenty-five years back, we had better move our 
statutes up to correspond somewhat with the progressive advancement 
of our people. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if the purpose of this inquiry is to 
find whether there is defective mail service, in the West at least, it is 
not necessary. That is admitted by everybody, by the post-office ofi- 
to criticise anybody, be- 
cause I am of the opinion myself that the complaint largely grows out 
of causes beyond the control of the Executive Department. 

The evils alleged by the Senator from Nebraska undoubtedly exist; 
and what he read in reference to the post-office at Omaha shows that it 
is beyond the power of the Executive Department to remedy the diffi- 
culty unless they are improperly withholding from that office force that 
they are giving improperly to others, of which I have heard no com- 
plaint. The fault is that there is not an appropriation sufficient to 
meet the wants'and demands of the postal service. There may be, and 
undoubtedly is, something to be attributed to the change in officials of 
the Department from skilled and competent men to men who are un- 
skilled, and it takes time for them to acquire the knowledge and the 
skill that their predecessors had. But the real trouble is that there is 
not money enough. You go to the Post-Office Department for an ad- 
ditional assignment for clerical force at Denver or Omaha or any other 
place that is rapidly growing, and you are told that if they should give 
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whatyou demand, there would be a deficiency which they have no right 
under the statutes to make. 

This is an evil that is not entirely to be charged to the Administra- 
tion. It has been going on for years. As the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN] says, we do not keep pace with the growth of the coun- 
try. That is what isthe matter. Wedo notrealize that towns which 
had not any existence when the last census was taken contain large 
numbers of people, and that it requires thousands of dollars to carry 
on and keep up their postal affairs. I have seen a post-office from a 
$12-a-year post-oflice jump to where the clerical foree required cost 
$7,000 a year in one single twelvemonth to keep it going, and the man 
who put his hand in his pocket and paid the $7,000 for clerk-hire is 
still waiting for the Government to reimburse him. | 

I have seen another instance of a town that sprang into existence at 
once where the postmaster gave his services for a twelvemonth, where 
he gave the rent of a building that was worth $100 per month, and he 

_paid out every dollar that he received from the Government for the 
clerks that were absolutely necessary to accommodate the public, and 
he is still waiting for the Government to repay him the money that he 
has expended, and I doubt whether the Government will ever pay 
him. 


The Western country is full of such instances within the last ten 
years; and as the prosperity of the country increases and the public 
demand is greater for these facilities the complaint becomes louder. I 
do not propose myself to attribute it entirely to the officials, but I do 
attribute it in part to the lack of that department of the Government 
which appropriates the money, not this branch of Congress; but there 
is the trouble largely. 7 

I do not doubt that there has been a lack of celerity in putting 
the mails on new railroads when they have been built, and the fact 
is that in the West they have built railroads with such facility and 
such unexampled celerity that it takes more than an ordinary ex- 
ecutive officer to take notice of the fact that the railroads are bnilt. 
When in one section of the country they can build 600 miles from 
April to November, and when in another they can build in a summer 
200 miles through a mountain rauge supposed to be impassable, it is 
not to be supposed that the officials living here, hampered as they 
are by the notion that this is the whole country where they are, will 
keep up with the times. One of the great difficulties we have had 
to encounter in building up the West has been a lack of a knowledge 
here of our condition, a lack of an appreciation of the necessities of the 
people, and a lack of appreciation of our growth and of our enterprise. 

Mr. President, in the country in which I live the people do not want 
any weekly mail; they would just about as lief not have any; and 
there is more than one settlement in Colorado to-day that is paying for 
a daily mail because the Government declines to give them more than 
a weekly mail, sending their special messengers to depots at a distance 
and bringing the mail in and distributing it by a tax put upon them- 
selves, and when the Department is applied to, the officials tell us that 
they have not the money, and I am inclined to think that that islargely 
tru 


Cir 

I heard it said yesterday—and I refer to it now because perhaps it 
will be the only opportunity I shall have—that it was not worth while 
to put postage at 1 cent, because it was proposed to make the Post- 
Office Department self-supporting. I have on various occasions ex- 
pressed my disapprobation of that sentiment. There is no reason why 
the Post-Office should be self-supporting any more than the Army or 
the Navy, and there are a thousand reasons. why it should not be self- 
supporting where therqis one why it should be. Free comnfunica- 
tion between the different sections of the country, cheap literature that 
can be sent to the people in all sections of the country, is almost a ne- 
cessity now for the civilization of this age, and we can not invest money 
anything like as well in any other branch of the administration of gov- 
ernment as we can in the postal service, and that, too, without refer- 
ence to its income or its revenue. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I should like to say a word if I may be 
allowed. I have looked into this matter with some care of late, and I 
am glad that the resolution is offered and hope it will be adopted, be- 
cause it is going to develop a great. many things. 

In an effort which I made some time ago to see whether a bill could 
te drawn to reduce the rate of charge on letters, I found that I could 
not understand the matter, and therefore sent it to the committee, who 
reported it back yesterday, to see what they could do. We are told 
that the matter involves a reclassification of all the service, the pay of 
the clerical force in the various postmasters’ offices, and very many other 
things; and one of the difficulties we are laboring under now, it is very 
well for Senators to know, is that railroadsare built with such rapidity, 
displacing star-route lines, and so much time under existing laws must 
elapse before contracts can be made, that the changes involve great em- 
barrassment. 

ihave read with great care the report of the Postmaster-General, which 
was referred to by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. SAULSBURY]. He 
called the attention of Congress to the legislation needed very clearly, 
in the following language: 

‘To such as thus receive $2,000 or more the full salary is bestowed without 


abatement, and adequate provision made of an office, with all its accessori 
and of all clerical assistance, supplies, other expenses of equipment an 
maintenance. The second-class aster especially is the favorite of the stat- 
ute; charged generaliy with duties which exact but a moderate share of a com- 
petent officer's time, and sustaining no drawback in any necessity of applying 
part of his salary to the expenses of his office. 

Yet from the third-class postmaster, who has so much less than the others in 
nomi salary, is taken ‘even that which he hath.” To him no allowance 
(except in a case which is no exception, that of the separating. office) for rent, 
light, fuel, clerical service, stationery, or other outgo whatever is made, but ali 
must be defrayed from his miscalled salary, which thus proves too often, in- 
stead of the apparently promised reward of labor, but the weak residuum of a 
well-nigh exhausted cup. “The consequences are, first, injustice, more or less, 
to all rs of the third class, and frequent instances of c ine-* 
quality and unfairness in the proportion of labor and responsibility to net com- 
pensation; and, secondly, a resulting tendency to rer pro and service 
a ae h offices, only counterbalanced by the pride and sense of duty of the 
olicer. 

And so all through the Postmaster-General calls attention to those 
things which the law-making power must regulate, and he can not. 

While I am on my feet I wish to state that there is another thing I 
hope this resolution will elicit. We are distributing the mails now by 
perhaps the most intelligent body of young men in the service, known 
as the postal-railway clerks, all along the lines of railway; and yet we 
have great ocean steamers coming in every day from all parts of Europe 
Jaden down with foreign mails, many of them of great importance, and 
instead of having a postal clerk on those great mail steamers arranging 
the mails and having them ready for shipment as soon as they land at 
New York to San Francisco, Chicago, Louisville, and everywhere else, 
they are dumped into the New York post-office, and from fifty to one 
hundred clerks are kept there from twenty-four to forty-eight hours ar- 
ranging, assorting, and adjusting them before they can start for their 
places of destination. Why do we not regulate that? 

If the young men on railroad trains can adjust the mails so that they 
can be sent off, why can we not in some way or other have the same 
arrangement on the ocean steamers? ‘There is no difficulty in arrang- 
ing with foreign nations by extending our postal treaties; and yet the 
Postmaster-General can not do all that. 

There are a thousand things to be done, and that is oneof them. If 
we go into the difficulties of the service, its needs and the improve- 
ments that can be made, we may find that while the office may have 
been a little too economical, or too desirous to make itself self-support- 
ing—which I admit ought not to be looked at, but the good of the serv- 
ice and its facilities ought to be looked after—while they may have 
gone a little too far in that direction the Congress of the United States 
has not exercised its power nor done its duty in furnishing to that De- 
partment the facility and the power to meet the requirements of the 
country. 

I hope all this will be gone into and developed, and then let us do 
something which will make the service good and efficient. I do not 
blame the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; they are burdened 
I know with immense work; but still, as one Senator said, we may well 
serve them notice that something should be done. My friend from 
Wisconsin [ Mr. SAWYER] is capable of doing any amount of work, and 
he has good backing as I know. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I had not expected to say anything in 
regard to this resolution because it seems to me that this discussion is 
alittle premature. If there is to be an examination of the manage- 
ment of the Post-Office Department, it would seem better to get in the 
testimony before we make the argument; but inasmuch as the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] has proposed to spread ont the investi- 
gation from the Department itself to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and has propesed to administer to that committee a dose of 
stimulant, I thought I would respond that the committee would prefer 
to be consulted perhaps somewhat as to the character of the dose to be 
administered. - 

It is not, I apprehend, by any possibility to be laid at the door of that 
committee that the evils of which complaint has been made exist. I 
do not wish to criticise unduly or unfairly the Postmaster-General or 
his Department, and I know very well that some of the heads of the 
subordinate departments are very efficient, excellent, and competent 
men. 

My friend from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] attempted to draw a 
little comparison betweer the service under the present Administration 
and inthe past. I think that is not exactly fair, for there was no such 
great general complaint during the last Administration as there has 
been during the present one, nor does the complaint come entirely from 
the West, as has been suggested. It is notalone that railroads are being 
extended so rapidly; that is not the difficulty in this matter. The difi- 
culty arises from two sources: the first source, and probably the great- 
est one, is the fact that the Department has attempted to change the 
clerical force too rapidly. In the short space of two “years and a half 
nearly 90 per Cent. of the whole force of the Post-Office Department in 
this country has been changed. It is impossible that that number of 
new men should be inducted so suddenly into the service and perform 
the duties successfully and efficiently. 

My friend from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] asked a qi&stion in re- 
gard to the railway postal service. It is true that there has been less 
change in the railway postal service than in any other department of 
the service; and it is also true, and bears directly on this question, that 
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in no department of this service has there been so little difficulty as in 
the service on the postal cars. 

In the city of Philadelphia, where the most radical change has been 
made, it has become notorious, everybody knows, that if a man is 
really ina hurry to get a communication to anybody in the city of 
Philadelphia he either sends it by express or by telegraph. Numerous 
instances are on record where letters have been traced that have been 
one, two, and three weeks reaching their destination in the city of 
Philadelphia. What is the reason of this? It is very patent. The 
clerical force in the city of Philadelphia has been almost entirely 
changed, and new men have been selected, not with reference to their 
qualifications for office, but especially with a view to political services, 
and we have seen the fruits of it only a few weeks ago in the efforts of 
the present Administration to capture a convention and secure the elec- 
tion of a chairman of the State Democratic committee of Pennsylvania. 
This is notorious; everybody knows it. The men in the post-oflice in 
the city of Philadelphia acted as the political heelers and strikers to 
bring about that movement, supposed to be looking to the appoint- 
_ ment of delegates to a convention that may sit during the coming 
warm weather. k 

But I wish to say further in regard to this matter of difficulty in the 
West, that itisnot confined tothe West. The business men of my city 
are suffering every week and every day from delaysin the handling of 
the mail, until it has become to be avery common matter for a man who 
is engaged in business to find that his samples have come in before his 
invoice arrives, and when he is in a hurry to get the invoice he directs 
that it be sent by express. This did not occur formerly. 

There is another difficulty. This Department,in common with others, 
has attempted to carry the theory of economy to an excessive extent. 
They have cut off expenditures to an extent unwarranted by law or 
usage; the decisions of the Department have been against efficiency 
and good service; and this policy has been carried on notoriously in re- 
gard to the printing and writing upon wrappers on second and third 
class matter. 

So also the decision of the Department in regard to an appropriation 
made in the Forty-eighth Congress to convey the water-borne mails, 
Congress, supposing it possessed the authority to make the appropria- 
tion, provided by legislation that bids should be called for under certain 
prescribed conditions, and made the appropriation, expecting the Post- 
Office Department to carry out that provision of law; but the Postmas- 
ter-General, taking upon himself the right and the authority to decide 
upon a supposed law binding on himself, declared that he would not 
carry out the provisions of that statute 

Mr. BECK. ‘What does the Senator say, may I ask him ? 

Mr. CHACE. I was alluding to the appropriation of $400,000. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the Senator what he said about the Post- 
master-General. 

Mr. CHACE. I said the Postmaster decided that he would not carry 
out the provisions of that law. 

Mr. BECK. We discussed that matter before. I ask what the Sen- 
ator said about merchants having trouble about their invoices. 

Mr. CHACE. It isa matter of common notoriety in my city that 
parties buying merchandise at a distance receive their samples by ex- 
press before they get their invoices by mail; and it has come to be the 
case that when they are ina hurry to get their invoices, so as to be able 
to examine them before the arrival of the samples, they have them 
sent by express. 

Mr. BECK. Samples from other parts of this country, or from 
abroad—which? i 

Mr. CHACE. Iam speaking now of my own State and of different 
parts ofthe country, all about. Iam simply mentioning this fact to 
show that the difficulty is not confined to the West. It does notarise 
on account of the construction of new railroads or the change in the 
carrying of the mails from star routes to railroads. 

Mr. BECK. I can not understand how invoices from one part of the 
country to anothercan be delayed; but, as to those coming from abroad, 
I understand that perfectly well from the examinations the Committee 
on Finance have made in regard to that matter. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam not speaking about foreign mails. 

Mr. BECK. We are not so particular about the invoice from abroad 
now. It is rather pro forma. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam speaking now about the domestic mail service 
within our own country and from one State to another, and not con- 
fined to any particular State or any particular locality. It is a noto- 
rious fact that the mails are slower, that they are not so well handled, 
that they are not so well distributed as formerly. It has always been 
the case that second and third and fourth class mail matter has been 
delayed longer than letters, but that is aggravated at the present time, 
and the explanation is a very simple one. Here are new men, an im- 
mense horde of them, more than forty-six thousand out of fifty-odd 
thousand changed suddenly, introduced into a new business with which 
they had neprevious acquaintance, and it is not to be expected that 
those men on entering the service can perform the duties with the 
promptness and facility of old and faithful officers. 

I did not rise to criticise the Administration. I have no doubt the 
Postmaster-General and his subordinates at the head of the depart- 


ments in the Post-Office establishment have intended to give us a good 
and efficient service; but they have been placed in a very paradoxical 

position, The question with them is, how to do the service with new 

men, selected, not with reference to their special qualifications for the 

service, but solely and entirely on account of their value as political 

seryants. How, under such circumstances, can a Department secure a 

good and efficient service? It is impossible. 

I do not expect to go on with this discussion now, because I hope we 
hall have a careful and thorough investigation in response to this res- 
olution, and then perhaps we may discuss it more at ian re 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am in hopes the resolution will be 
adopted, so that if there are deficiencies and insufficiencies in the postal 
service which are inexcusable, that fact may be developed, and if there 
are not, that the action of the Pust-Office Department may be vindi- 
cated. Ishould be glad if the resolution were so amended as to em- 
brace the point suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island a few mo- 
menis ago, when he charged part of the alleged inefficiency of the postal 
service to the appointment of new and inexperienced clerks. My un- 
derstanding on that subject is that there have been fewer changes from 
the past administration to the present than have usually been made on 
a change of administration within the same party. I think that fact 
will be developed if the Senator will amend the resolution so as to 
make the necessary inquiry. 

Mr. CHACE. Do I understand the Senator to say that there have 
been fewer changes by this Administration in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment than by former administrations? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; that is it. 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator is very much mistaken. 

Mr. REAGAN, I hope the Senator will let us settle that by amend- 
ing the resolution so as to draw out the facts in that respect. The 
Senator suggested that 90 per cent. of the postal clerks were new ap- 
pointments. 

Mr. CHACE. Nearly. 

Mr. REAGAN. Thatis news, I think, to the Department and to 
the country. The oflicial report of the Postmaster-General discloses 
no such fact, but, on the contrary, itshows a much less proportion of 
changes than that. I have only read the report once, without reference 
particularly to that subject, but it discloses the fact that there have 
been no such number of changes as the Senator supposes. 

Mr.CHACE. The Senator will allow me tointerrupthim. He will 
remember that I was alluding to the whole service in the Post-Office 
Department. I think if the Senator will look it up he will find that 
the changes in the whole Post-Office Department are, as I said, very 
nearly 90 per cent. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] the other 
day gave us very valuable statistics in regard to that matter, and, if I 
am correctly informed, he did not have information as to the whole 
number of changes made, but—— , 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator change the resolution so as to call 
out an investigation of that fact? 

Mr. CHACE. There have been nearly two thousand Presidential 
post-offices changed out of twenty-four hundred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to make a little 
statement in regard to postal clerks in Missouri? If 90 per cent. of 
changes had been made there the service would have been decidedly 
improved, and I regret exceedingly to say that no such percentage of 
changes has been secured. 

Mr. REAGAN. Nor has any such percentage of changes been made 
in any other Department, and I invite investigation on that point. 

Mr.CHACE. I think there is a very broag “if” in the statement 
of the Senator from Missouri. ` 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and my 
friend, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], as some other Senators 
did yesterday perhaps, or recently at least, have called attention to the 
question of making the Post-Office Department self-sustaining. The 
Senator from Colorado says there is no more reason for making the Post- 
Office Department self-sustaining than there is for making the Army 
and the Navy self-sustaining. It seems to me, with all respect, that 
there is a very broad difference between the two. The Army and the 
Navy are for the protection and defense of the country. They are not 
for the purpose of carrying out any private wish, enterprise, or scheme. 

On the contrary, the Post-Office Department has for its main purpose 
to carry the private correspondence of the people, their social corre- 
spondence, their business correspondence, to facilitate them in their pri- 
vate affairs; and when they are thus facilitated in their private affairs, 
is it right that those who enjoy its benefits should pay for those bene- 
fits, or are you to tax the people generally for the benefit of those who 
use the Post-Office Department? 

I make this suggestion because it seems to me strange that the state- 
ment should be so often repeated that there is no reason for making 
the Post-Office Department self-sustaining. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being 
the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of 
common schools. 

rip REAGAN. I have a single remark more to make, if I am per- 
mitt 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to conclude his remarks. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihope that the Senator’s remarks may be postponed. 
. REAGAN. Only a sentence or two. 

. BLAIR. Then I will not object. 
. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHACE. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will permit 
a few minutes in r to this resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not feel at liberty to give way. The resolution 
will come up to-morrow. There will be a long discussion on it. 

Mr. REAGAN. The only additional remark I have to make is that 
the report of the Postmaster-General shows great intelligence and a 
thorough comprehension of the various needs of the service, and 
he has pointed to those elements in the service where there are defi- 
ciencies to be supplied, and asks the assistance of Congress in perfect- 
ing the service. The whole report shows a most careful and useful 
condition of the service of the Post-Office Department, and I have not 
heard any complaints anywhere where I have been about the defects in 
the service that we hear from Senators on the floor. 

So I shall be glad to have the resolution adopted, and I shall be glad 
if the Senator from Rhode Island would amend it so as to investigate 
the point to which he has drawn attention. 

Mr. CHACE. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to give me 
just one moment. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not. 

Mr. CHACE. I wish to have printed in the RECORD in connection 
with the remarks I made—— 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The resolution will be discussed to-morrow. 

Mr. CHACE. Justone moment. I want to put in afew figures that 
I wish to go into the RECORD in connection with the remarks I made 
and the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has the right to call for the regular order if he desires. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will waive it for a moment. 

Mr. CHACE. I wish tosay that it appears by the report of the Post- 
Office Department that under this Administration out of 2,359 Presi- 
dential postmasters, 2,000 had been changed up to the time of this re- 
port, and out of the 52,000 other officers 40,000 had been changed up 
to the date of the last report. 

Mr. REAGAN. Many of thoseareappointments and reappointments. 

Mr. CHACE. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon. ‘There are exceed- 
ingly few of them that are reappointments, not 1 per cent. ; and further, 
since that time there have been a large number of changes besides. 

RAILROAD RECEIVERS. 


Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent to offer a resolution—morn- 
ing business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent to present at this timea resolution. Is there objection ? 

There being no objection, the resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to report, by bill 
or otherwise, such legislation as may be necessary to prevent the courts of the 
United Sta in managing Sal Obi through receivers, from depriving cred- 
itors of their liens on said railroads and corporate properties by the sale of the 
properties under recciver’s certificates, issued under the order of said courts, 
whereby the title to t railroad properties and vast bodies of the public land 
of the people of the United States, Sarrying with them a power of taxation over 
the people, is vested in favorites and combinations of persons selected and ap- 
proved by the receiver and his confederates, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule. 

Mr. CALL. Igive notice that to-morrow morning I will ask con- 
sent of the Senate during the morning hour to address the Senate upon 
this resolution. 

THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

Mr. KENNA. I give notice that on Thursday, as soon as the morn- 
ing business is concluded, I shall desire to make some observations touch- 
ing the resolution to refer the President’s annual message, and in re- 
ply to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 436) for the relief of James Barnes, Joab Williams, and 
William Titus; and 

A bill (H. R. 5352) to grant an American register to the foreign-built 
bark Nordstjernen. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4271) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4881) making an appropriation to carry into effect the 
poreon of an act approved March 2, 1887; entitled ‘‘ An act to estab- 

ish agricultural experimental stations in connection with the colleges 
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established in the several States under the provisions of an act approved 
July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary thereto.’’ 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. HOAR. I wish to offer a resolution to be referred toa committee. 
The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed when they report the 
bill making appropriations for rivers and harbors to reportas to each item thereof, 
whether the same be contained in the bill as it came from the House or be pro- 
posed by way of amendment, the facts tending to show the importance of the 
work for which the ep E SET AN is proposed to commerce with foreign nations, 
or among the States, and for that purpose be authorized to employ an ‘additional 
clerk to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


L. B. TOWNSEND AND OTHERS. 


Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the forbearance of the Senator 
from New Hampshire while I move to take up Senate bill 388, Order 
of Business 48. It isa bill that should be considered now, from the 
fact that if it is not considered at once great harm may result to many 
honest men. It passed the Senate unanimously at the last session, but 
did not get through the House of Representatives. If the Senator 
from New Hampshire makes no objection, I have no doubt the Senate 
will accord me the privilege of calling up this bill out of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I cannotaccede to the request. The Senator must see 
that the pending bill involves matters of great interest to the coming 
generations of this country, and I ask him not to make the request 
under the circumstances that now confront us. I want the regular 
order to go on. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘I appeal to the gentleman by stating that this will 
lead to no debate, and if his bill merely refers to coming generations I 
think that the present demands a little of our consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not consent to a postponement of the bill which 
is the regular order. 

Mr. PALMER. I move to lay the pending business aside tempo- 


rarily. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain that 


motion. 
Mr. PALMER. I move that it be laid aside. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can only entertain a mo- 


tion to postpone either to a day certain or indefinitely. 

Mr. PALMER. Imove, then, that it be postponed for half an hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the pending order, being the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools, be laid aside for thirty 
minutes. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. Now I move to proceed to the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 388. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 388) for the relief of L. B. 
Townsend, Louis S. Lovell, W. C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton 
Rich, Harvey Harter, Benjamin Harter, and Peter Hackett. 

The bill provides that L. B. Townsend, Louis S. Lovell, W.C. Page, 
Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, Harvey Harter, Benjamin Harter, and 
Peter Hackett, of Ionia, Mich., sureties upon the several bonds of the 
late J.C. Dexter, given as security for the faithful performance by him 
of his duties as receiver of public moneys and disbursing agent of the 
land office at Ionia, Mich., from 1861 to 1867, be released and discharged 
from all obligation and liability whatsoever on account of the bond. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TITLE TO CERTAIN LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 122, Senate bill No. 1022. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1022) to relinquish the inter- 
est of the United States in certain lands in Kansas. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Does that refer to what are called the New 
York Indian lands in Kansas ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No. This is a bill which respects one quarter-sec- 
tion of land which was originally entered by a person under the pre- 
emption laws. After its entry it was sold by him and went into the 
hands of several persons and finally became a town site, occupied now 
probably by a thousand people. Some years after the entry, long after 
the sale, ihe Department determined that the party was not entitled 
to enter the land, though they had taken the money, because he had 
made a previous entry. This issimply to relinquish the title of the 
United States to the occupiers of the land. 

The bill was read at length. By it all the interest of the United 
States in and to the southwest fractional quarter of section 31, town- 
ship 16, range 16 east of the sixth principal meridian, Osage County, 
Kansas, is relinquished to those persons, their grantees and their suc- 
cessors in interest, who purchased from Samuel C. Gilliland, who en- 
tered the same on the 7th of June, 1870, but which entry was there- 
after canceled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE AT DALLES CITY. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up Senate bill No. 23, Order of Bus- 
iness No. 54. It is a bridge bill reported favorably from the Commit- 
tee ee Commerce, and it is important that it should have early consid- 
eration. 

The motion was ZAFE to; and the bill (S. 23) to authorize Dalles 
City to construct a bridge across the Columbia River, in the State of 
Oregon and Territory of Washington, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Commtttee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was in section 2, ‘line 19, after the word ‘‘city,’’ 
toinsert ‘‘and approved by the Secretary of War;’’ so as to read: 

Provided also, That said bridge, at the option of the said Dalles City, by which 
it may be built, may be used for the passage of wagons or vehicles of all kinds, 
for the transit of animals, und for foot-passengers, for such reasonable rate of 
toll as may be provided from time to time by the common council of said a, 
and aprovada y the Secretary of War, or the same shall, at the option of said 
Dalles City, be a free bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 4, line 4, after the word ‘‘ex- 
pense” to insert the words: 


And in the event of litigation growing out of the 
same shall be had in the cirouit court of the United 
diction any part of said bridge may be located. 

So as to make the section read: 


Sxo, 4. That such alterations or changes as may be required by the Secretary 
of War or Congress in the bridge constructed under the provisions of this act 
shall be made by the said Dalles City, at its own expense; and in the event of 
litigation growing out of the provisions of this act, the same shall be had in the 
cirenit court of the United States within whose jurisdiction any part of said 
bridge may be located, cto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. s 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

F CRIME IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to take up House bill No. 1213, 
which is Order of Business No. 105. - 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 1213) to punish rob- 
bery, burglary, and larceny in the Indian Territory, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘mule,”’ 
to strike out the words ‘‘ or other domestic animal;’’ so that the section 
will read: 

Thatany person hereafter convicted in the United States courts having juris- 
diction over the Indian Territory, or parts thereof, of stealing any horse, mare, 
gelding, filly, foal, ass, mule, when said theft iscommitted in the Indian Terri- 
tory, sball be punished bya fine of not more than $1,000, or by imprisonment 
not more than fifteen years, or by both such fine and imprisonment, at the dis- 
cretion of the court. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 2, after the word ‘‘re- 
pealed,’’ to strike out the words *“‘ but saidact,’’ and toinsert “Provided, 
however, That all sach acts and parts of acts;’’ so. as to make the section 
read: 


rovisions of this act, the 
tates within whose juris- 


Sec. 3. That all acts art parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
ed: Provided, however, That all such acts and parts of acts shall remain in 
‘orce for the punishment of all persons who have heretofore been guilty of the 
crime of larceny in the Indian Territory. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported tọ the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. : 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate consider Order of Business 159, being Senate bill No. 182. 
- By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon, at Omaha, Nebr., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, line 4, after the word ‘‘ pur- 
chase,” to insert the words ‘‘or acquire by condemnation proceedings, 
in accordance with the laws of Nebraska;’’ in line 11, after the word 
tt city,” to strike out the words ‘‘the plans, specifications, and full es- 
timates for said building shall be previously made and approved accord- 
ing tolaw, and,” and insert the words ‘‘at a cost which;’’ in line 14, 
after the word “‘ million,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘five’’ and, insert 
**two;?? in line 32, after the word ‘‘ million,’’ to strike out ‘‘five’’ and 
insert “two;™ in line’86, after the word ‘‘building,’’ toinsert ‘‘and 
the erection of said building shall not be commenced until after 
, specifications, and full estimates for the same shall have been previously 


made and approved according to law: And provided further; and in 
line 43, after the word ‘‘ million,” to strike out the word ‘‘fiye’’ and 
insert *‘ two;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase or acquire by condemnation proceedings, in accordance with 
the laws of Nebraska, a suitable lot of land in the city of Omaha, inthe county of 


post-office, internal-revenue office,and other Govern- 
ich shall not exceed for the site and build- 


leys; and no moneys appro; 
be available until a valid title to the site for sai 


have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during 
the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thercof, for all pur- 
except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the serv- 
ce of civil process therein: Provided, That it.shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, after the site for said building shall haye been purchased, to 
cause a plan and specifications of said building to be prepared, which said plan 
and specifications shall not involve-an expenditure in the erection and comple- 
tion of said buildingand approaches thereto exceeding the portion of said $1,200,- 
000 remaining after the site of said building shall have been paid for; and no 
plan for said building shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury in- 
volving an expenditure exceeding the sum so remaining after paying for the 
site of said building, anc the erection of said building shall not be commenced 
until after plans, specifications, and full estimates for the same shall have been 
previously made and approved according to law: Aad provided further, That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed in any event to increase the cost of 
the site and building. including approaches, when completed, beyond the sum 
of $1,200,000, as provided in this section. 
The amendments were agreed fo. 
The next amendment was in section 3, line 1, after the word ‘‘mill- 
ion,” to strike out “‘five’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $1,200,000 is hereby appropriated for the pu ofthe 
purchase of said site and the erection of said building thereon, out of any mon- 
eys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. Does that bill appropriate $1,200,000? 

Mr. MANDERSON, That is the maximum limit for both site and 
building as recommended by the Supervising Architect. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 436) for the relief of James Barnes, Joab Williams, 
and William Titus was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5352) to grant an American register to the foreign- 
built bark Nordstjernen was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


RIGHT OF WAY FOR IRRIGATION PURPOSES. 


Mr. TELLER, I move to take up Senate bill 425, Order of Busi- 
ness 32. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 425) to grant the right 
of way through the public lands for irrigation purposes was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 11, before the word 
t‘ thereof,” to strike out ‘‘center’’ and insert ‘‘ marginal limits;”’ and 
in line 13, after the word ‘stone,’ to strike ont ‘‘and timber;’’ so as 
to make the section read: 

That the right of way through the public landsof the United States is hereby 
granted toany canalor ditch company, formed forthe purpose of irrigation and 
ny organized under thelaws of any State or Territory. which shall have filed 

with the Secretary of 

roofs of its o: ization under the same, to the extent of the ground occupied 

y the water of the canal and its laterals, and 50 feet on each side of the mar- 
pon limits thereof; also the right to take, from the public lands adjacent to the 

ine of the canal or ditch, Peay bso earth, stone, necessary for the construction of 
such canal or ditch. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 4, after the word ‘ indi- 
viduals,’’ toinsert ‘‘on the filing of the certificates and maps herein 
provided for;’’ so as to read: 

That the provisions of this act shall apply to all canals and ditches heretofore 
or hereafter constructed, whether constructed by corporations, individuals, or 
Lee g ega of individuals, on the filing of the certificates and maps herein pro- 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to offer an additional amendment. In line 
4 of section 1, after the word “‘granted,’’ I move to insert ‘‘to any 
individual or.” I offer the amendment at the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky (Mr. BECK]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 4, after the word ‘‘granted,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘to any individual or;’’ so as to read: 

That the right of way through the public lands of the United States is hereby 
granted to any individual or to any canal or ditch company formed for the pur-« 
pose of irrigation, and duly organized under the laws of any State or Territory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


the Interior a copy of its articles of incorporation and due 
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The bill was oes tothe Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were con 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

i PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, 

Mr. PASCO. I ask that the bill (S. 217) to change the limit of ap- 

 acapinen for the public building at Jacksonville, Fla., be taken up 
‘or consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, line 4, after the word ‘‘Florida,”” 
to insert “‘approved July 29, 1886; so as to read: 

That the act entitled “An act for the erection of a public building at Jackson- 
ville, Fla.,” approved July 29, 1856, be amended by the t for said 
building $275, D00, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, line 6, before the word *‘ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “‘ seventy-five” and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to read: 

Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 3, line 1, before the word ‘‘thon- 
sand” to strike out “‘seyenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to read: 

That the sum of $250,000 is hereby sopros outofany moneysin the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the purposes of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


CHANGE OF INAUGURATION DAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The thirty minutes having expired, 
the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to allow me to 
call up a matter that will take but a moment—the joint resolution pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] has the 
floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. I willstate the reason why Iask the indulgence. This 
joint resolution was passed unanimously by the Senate at the last Con- 
gress. It proposes a constitutional amendment in regard to extending 
the in order to have a longer session the second year of each 
Congress. If it is to be dealt with at all by the present Congress it 
should be done at once, in order that the Legislatures of the States, 
some of which are in session this winter, may have time to consider it. 
I do not think it will lead to any debate, and I am sure my honorable 
friend from New York will yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York is en- 
titled to the floor upon the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
appeals to the Senator from New York to yield. 

Mr. EVARTS. I yield for the purpose of that joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York yields 
for the purpose of enabling the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R. 13) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 
ae BLAIR. I object to any yielding that displaces the educational 

Mr. HOAR. It does not displace that bill, but merely puts if over 
informally. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator chooses to ask that the bill be laid aside 
informally, that is another matter; and if the Senator from New York 
chooses to consent to that being done, it is another thing. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will have the parliament- 
ary right of the Senator from New Hampshire fully protected, and the 
pending order will not be displaced by laying it aside informally for 
the consideration of other business, The joint resolution is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
tn Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as an amend- 
zea the Constitution of the United States, as part of the Constitution, 
namely: 

= The term of office of the Presidentand of the Fiftieth Congress shall continue 
until the last Tuesday of April, inthe year 1899, at noon, The Senators whose ex- 
isting term would otherwise expireon the 4th day of Mgrch, in the year 1839, or 
thereafter, shall continue in office until noon of the last Tuesday in April succeed- 
ing such expiration; and the last Tuesday of April, at noon, shall thereafter be 
substituted for the 4th of March as the commencement and termination of the 
orci term of the President, Vice-President, Senators, and Representatives in 


The twelfth article of the amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States shall be amended by striking out the words “fourth day of March,” and 
substituting instead thereof the words “last Tuesday in April, at noon.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The joint resolution was reported 


from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, with amendments; 
which will be stated in their order : 

The first amendment was in line 8, to strike out the words “‘last 
Tuesday,” and insert ‘‘ thirtieth day;’’ so as to read, ‘‘shall continue 
until the thirtieth day of April.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 13, to strike out ‘‘ last Tuesday,” 
and insert ‘‘ thirtieth day; ™” so as to read: ‘‘the thirtieth day in April.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in line 14, to strike out the words “‘last 
Tuesday,” and insert ‘‘thirtieth day,” soas to read ‘‘and the thirtieth 
day of April.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 22, to strike out ‘‘ last Tuesday,” 
and insert ‘‘ thirtieth day,” so as to read “thirtieth day in April.” 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. ; 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Senators present vot- 
ing in the afirmative). 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the fact of the passage of the joint resolution 
by the necessary two-thirds will be recorded in the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so journalized. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of James B. Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the 
estate of William Tinder, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the First Baptist 
Church at Smithland, Ky.; ë 

A bill (H. R. 4842) to remove the political disabilities of George W. 
Harrison, of Hoboken, N. J.; 

A bill (H. R. 2606) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Jefferson, Mo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1805) for a public building at Greenville, S. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 5874) for the relief of the heirs of the late Francis I. 
Wheeler; > 

A bill (H. R. 1712) for the erection of a public building at Ports- 
mouth, Ohio; and 

A bill (H. R. 363) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza L. Mace. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools, the pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the observations which I shall make 
upon this bill may be included within a very brief statement of my 
views, and a brief reference to such principal objections as I think are 
most worthy of the attention of the Senate. 

I can not conceal from myself any more than I can from the Senate 
that this bill at previous sessions has received ample illustration and 
elucidation, full argument upon the Constitution, and full discussion of 
the topics of prudence and expediency. Ican not, therefore, think it 
worth while at all to renew those agitations or those discussions. Itis 
rather that I would wish to state what I regard as the nature of the bill, 
both in its principal purpose and in the safeguards and prudential regu- 
lations which accompany the principal measure, that I now occupy the 
floor. G 

I am unable to distinguish this bill, either in the constitutional sup- 
port for itor in the wisdom or regulation of its methods, from the 
method which was conducted in the examination by the trustees of the 
Peabody fund, which resulted in the memorial presented to the two 
Houses of Congress, and which had the support, in the constitutional 
and in all the considerations of the welfare of the country, of so com- 

tent an adviser and so competent a commentator as Mr, Alexander 

. H. Stuart, of Virginia. i 

So far as I can see, whatever may be thought of particular arrange- 
ments in applying so large an endowment, and whether there may or 
may not be embarrassments or impediments which should be avoided 
as far as possible in that benevolent distribution, I think it is entirely 
true that the purpose is precisely that which the great benefactor, Mr. 
Peabody, had in his mind when he laid out the distribution of his 
wealth. I think the methods of distribution and the guaranties of its 
proper application are that when this endowment, proceeding from the 
General Government for the general welfare, falls into distribution in 
different States (which is but another form of saying in different man- 
agements for the same object, and to the sameend), in these regards it 
is the policy which was the result of our experience for twelve years, 
bringing the managers of our institution into theclosest and most con- 
fiden and frankest relations with the governments, with the insti- 
tutions of learning, with instructors, with guides, with teachers. Such 
was our experience and the result,which we had the honor to present 
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to Congress as a guide and an inspiration so far as Congress might re- 
gard it from a worthy source, and in this bill it finds substantially its 
reproduction. 

Now, for the outset, as the bill passed the Senate at the last Congress 
with only 11 votes against it, which were nearly equally divided—6, 
I think, on the Democraticside and 5 on the Republican, or the reverse— 
I can hardly think that we can treat the constitutional question as one 
that is to enter very largely into the minds and opinions of those who 
are to vote now presently upon this bill. It would bea hopeless task, 
if I held the measure unconstitutional, against such a front of security 
and cohesion as is presented by that vote, to attempt to change or over- 
power that conclusion. So it must be regarded really rather as a con- 
scientious duty upon disputants here to lay out their own grounds and 
their own opinions, which are apparently so averse to the settled and 
the solid judgment of the Senate. 

I shall have no occasion to defend my opinions, which concur en- 
tirely and as only one of the many who entertain the view expressed 
in the almost solid vote of the Senate. I believe indeed the argu- 
ment upon the matter principally in dispute, and in which the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] took a principal part, and in which I 
had the honor to take some share in contravening his views, turned 
upon the point of a conceded right on the part of this Government to 
apply the funds which were derived from the sales of public lands to 
just such a measure as this—I mean just such a measure in principle 
and in purpose of applying the resources of the nation to the educat- 
ing of the illiterate children of the nation. 

‘Then the point was made that that being a trust estate, and the de- 
scription of the trust being for the common benefit and general welfare, 
it was a proper adherence to the trust. But when we came to the 
trust power in the Constitution itself applicable to taxation and the 
wealth that is collected by its means, we were told that the construc- 
tion of a trust power was not controlled by the same considerations 
which had disposed of the fidelity of the trust estate. I was unable 
then, I am unable now, to make this distinction. 

Whatever may be thought of the range of the power of taxation, the 
phrases ‘‘for the common defense ” and ‘‘ general welfare” are quite 
as extensive, and, for the purposes of the present legislation, the iden- 
tical matter is covered by the phrase in the endowment of the North- 
west Territory, the cessions from the States, and subsequent securities 
by which the public lands can be devoted to the purposes of education. 

I shall therefore dismiss the constitutional question there. What- 
ever place there might have been for a right to apply the wealth raised 
by taxation outside of the particular incidents and forms for the appli- 
cation of it given in the phrases of the Constitution in the separate 
clauses, whatever may at one time have been thought as to the neces- 
sary restriction of the administration of the wealth of the country to 
those specific purposes, has long passed away, and now in manifold 
forms of the material welfare of the country we are able to distribute 
the common wealth among the different States in aid of their occasions, 
local or particular, in the incidents of their climate or of their ex- 
posures to mischief. 

There is nothing left for us to argue about the application of our 
wealth for the general welfare in these various forms of distribution, 
except that it must be limited by some necessary logic, for certainly 
no such phrase of demarkation can be found in the Constitution. It 
must be limited to what is called material welfare in providing for 
rivers and harbors, for guarding against infections, for controlling in- 
terstate commerce, for determining the interests in the various forms 
by which this or that industry may be needed and may be favored. 

What is there in the Constitution, then, in any of its inferences, what 
is there in any logic that makes it for this country, looking in the face 
a great moral, a great social, a great political need on one side, and a 
great political duty in regard to ail of these on the part of the United 
States, by which we are withheld, that we must find this great conflict 
between ignorance and debasement confessedly arrayed against free- 
dom and the perpetuity of freedom in this country? What is there 
that obliges us to bend our front before this rising invasion, and by 
which we must be overpowered because we haveno opportunity and no 
faculty and no right to meet at the right time by appropriate, ade- 
quate, and seasonable remedies when our resources are abundant for 
that purpose? 

You must, after all, come back to the great work of our fathers in 
making a nation and providing it with a Constitution, and the later 
generation that has advanced and purified that Constitution, and has 
wrought out greater unity in the political bands and in the exercise of 
power to maintain it against all comers. You must hold that after all 
we must find as new occasions arise, new dangers threaten, new evils 
are to be redressed, and new means and methods are to be exerted for 
the redress; there is a halt and a limping step in this Constitution of 
ours that sometimes never can measure te the need and necessity of 
the commonwealth the right and the power to redress it. 

I will agree that nothingis more important than that the lines should 
be well marked beteen what can not be traversed across the lines of 
a State, the power of the Federal Government, and the integrity and 
security against such invasions by the State; but I can not suffer it to 
be put upon a distinction between moral, intellectual, social, political 


needs in the minds and the hearts of the people upon whom the whole 
fabric of this Constitution and of this free, strong, powerful nation rests. 
You must find some other line of demarkation than that. 

Certainly if you consult the opinions of the great founders of our 
nation, if you look to Washington, to Jefferson, to Adams, and to Mad- 
ison, you will find that all those great champions of liberty, those great 
founders of this great state, put at the bottom of it education, intelli- 
gence, integrity, virtue—not a creature in any of these elements of ma- 
terial prosperity, nor concerned with the distribution of bounty for the 
mouth of the Mississippi or the harbors on the Great Lakes; and yet 
confessedly in the great experiment that with faith and fortitude was 
thus launched upon the stormy sea of human passions and human in- 
terests, this was the very thing without which the life of the nation 
must succumb, without which freedom must be usurped by power, 
without which the fabric would totter to the derision of the philoso- 
phers of older schemes of government who derided our attempt when 
it was commenced. 

I will not repeat the terse, compact expressions of these great men. 
They appear selected by Mr. Stuart in the report which we made, and 
which was presented to the two Houses of Congress, and appear in the 
observations with which the Senator from New Hampshire has accom- 
panied his protection and advancement of this bill. 

But there is no mistaking the answer if the question had been put to 
one of those men, when the Federal Government has ample resources 
and the immediate occasions and most pressing duties of the growing 
nation are accomplished, when you all speak of this basis not only of 
our freedom but the only security for its permanence, would it be in 
the power of this great Government, rather than it should see virtue 
sapped before its eyes by ignorance and vice, that our material pros- 
perity and our great wealth must remain in the Treasury before this 
remedial agency could be used to meet and reverse this incursion ? 

I think there is no mistaking it, for it isin every one of the words 
used in those weighty phrases, in the solemn admonitions which a na- 
tion ought to have listened to, which it did listen to, and which, Sena- 
tors, I persuade you, the people of this country, North and South, do 
listen to and wear as a frontlet between their eyes in their judgment 
and in their purposes concerning the welfare of this country. 

I now come to the principal feature of this bill. In the first place, 
the bill adheres to the proposition that we are not to undertake the regu- 
lation of the instruction of the schools and their management inside the 
States. We are offering an endowment in aid of the resources and of 
the activities and of the desires of the different States. We are not 
undertaking to coerce in the least degree the acceptance or permission 
on the part of the States to meet and accept this proposition or to reject 
it. Then we are careful, after this endowment is pressed upon them 
and is accepted by them, to effect no other coercion, or persuasion, which 
is a better phrase for it, to use and employ these agencies and these re- 
sources which shall in the least enervate their domestic interests or 
break down the zeal and the virtue of their own endowments in the 
same direction. 

Beyond that, although they protect their funds, their principal being 
supplemented or reduced by our added aggregato wealth, we also do 
not compel in the least that taxation for a dollar shall be pressed there 
beyond their present purposes and their present laws. We hold before 
them no compulsion that they shall raise from their own resources, by 
taxation or otherwise, an equal amount to that which we offer them. 

We guard, then, on the one side and on the other against any en- 
croachment upon the freedom and the ease of the States in meeting 
this endowment, first, by saving them from any fear that our endow- 
ment may check, or nip, or divert the growing zeal, and growing duty, 
and growing performance of duty among their own people by theirown 
taxation. We say to them, ‘*You are to receive from us under this 
distribution no more than you raise yourselves.” 

On the other hand, as I say, neither by undue excitement nor by any 
menace of withdrawing aid do we urge the taxation beyond the easy 
and proper assessments that may be laid. We say to the States, 
‘t Whatever you raise, and only that amount, you shall receive; and it 
you raise up to the amount that we offer, then you have a doubled 
fortune.” So, if the Senator from Alabama will allow me, all this appre- 
hension of the pressure on the people of Alabama, whom he so ably 
represents and defends in their institutions, in their policy, in their 
customs, in their tendencies, it seems to me, swings entirely free of the 
measure of this bill. 

If the Senator should put it upon the ground that if a stimulant is 
offered to their activity, a support and aid to their own sacrifices and 
self-denials, and then comes in the double blessing of our endowment 
and their own stimulated activity, shall it be said for any State, shall 
it be said by any Senator representing a State, that that is a dangerous 
insinuation, a sedifttive and beguiling influence to proceed from our 
endowment? 

Indeed, Mr. President, I can see no other result to that method of 
reasoning than a serious conclusion that it is better that things should 
remain as they are—a little more slumber, a little more folding of the 
hands to sleep. ‘Those who look at the situation of illiteracy produced 
by occasions for which the States most to be affected by these endow- 
ments are not responsible in their voluntary action, itseems to me that 
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those who look at the aspect that I do, should say that this is no time 
for anybody at the North or at the South to wish to fold his hands in 
sleep any longer. I believe that there is no time to deal with a dis- 
covered and a growing and a dangerous condition in education, in igno- 
rance, in debasement, so good as the earliest time at which the mischief 
and the danger are appreciated. 

But it is said that in undertaking to see by the provisions of the bill 
that the money appropriated from the Treasury of the United States, 
though committed to the whole agency of the States themselves, it 
should be committed to an agency that is already engaged by solemn 
obligations on the part of the States that the management and admin- 
istration shall be conducted according to the purpose of the appropria- 
tion and te accomplish the result of it. If we can do that about a 
river and harbor bill, or any appropriation that we make for any ma- 
terial interest distributed through this wide country, we can retain the 
guaranties appropriate to the situation to secure the money that we 
appropriate at the points and in the manner and at the time suitable 
to accomplish the results. 

We are brought back to the old question then, and the only question, 
whether we can deal properly with this matter of enlightenment, of in- 
struction, of securing the suffrage against debasement and against op- 
pression and fraud. After all the refinements of criticism which have 
fallen upon this measure, introduced and defended by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], it will be found, I think, in a candid 
judgment, that the objections go to the bottom of the scheme on the 
part of this Government to aid the Statesin relieving them from an op- 
pression of ignorance which they are not themselves competent to deal 
with. Nor can we gather any instruction from the previous experience 
of this Government in leaving to the States the entire unaided adminis- 
tration of the subject of education. 

Undoubtedly if there is anything which can be properly applied in 
our distribution of power between the State and the Federal authority, 
the subject of schools, school management, school regulations, is within 
the domestic interests of the State. No doubt that is so, and no doubt 
there must come some situation where it ceases to be a subject only of 
domestic regulation and domestic control, where the General Govern- 
ment and its resources and its administration of the scheme are to be 
invoked. 

I will agree that outside of the general and liberal method by which 
to every nascent State we have given the means of education freely and 
richly out of the public domain, as to the growing States certainly upon 
the line of parallel where free labor alone was maintained, there could 
be no need; for if settlers were rude and if they were poor, every one 
of them carried with him the hope of ceasing to be rude, and the hope 
of not growing poor lay in the education which in their cradles at home 
had been the nursery of the wealth and the strength of the people 
about them. So, as the progress of population overran from the South- 
ern States into other populations and other fertilities comporting with 
their own, the same system, the same methods, the same distribution 
of what was possible, and the same denial of education that was not 
possible, would find its way in these progressive waves of population 
out from the Southern States of the original thirteen. 

But there have been some things donesince then. Our Constitution, 
which adopted as its political citizens the citizens of the States, has now 
itself made by its original fiat the condition of citizens of the United 
States; and it has not only done so in that broad relation, but it has 
undertaken to fix the citizenship of every one within each State when 
it declares that the citizen of the United States, so pronounced by the 
amendments to the Constitution, shall be a citizen of that State in 
which he resides. There is a change at once at the basis of everything. 

Besides that, we have undertaken to change the social relations at 
the South by the power of this Government, as first shown in war, and 
again in the amendment of the Constitution, and that, one of the greatest 
changes which ever took place in human affairs, and, as it were, after 
a long, and dark, and bloody struggle by force, peacefully now takes 
its place among the institutions of the country, to be cherished and de- 
fended and made vigorous and prosperous in the future. pathway of our 
fame and glory. 

We stand differently to that from what we did to those purely do- 
mestic nurseries of education which could fitly be cherished and 
strengthened by such resources as they in their own population could 
supply. Here we have not children as nature brings them into life to 
draw their early nutriment from the mother’s breast and the father’s 
protecting care, and not less in their hearts and minds than in their 
feeble bodies, but we have thrown upon a community covering a vast 
area and counting an immense population, people of all the ages from 
infancy to declining age, and they are all ignorant in the sense in which 
we would wish to have them adequate to citizenship and the duties of 
citizenship. 

We see, too, that the great population to which I have referred is in- 
capable of mingling in the streams of our posterity, however remote we 
may think of it, in the sense that they will be of the same blood and 
of the same nature; and now we are confronted with the proposition 
that either the communities upon whom these immense obligations and 
immense burdens are thus thrown are adequate to deal with them, now 
henceforth sufficiently full of them, and if that be so, thank God that 


no aid is needed from the general resources of the Government, or the 
alternative that this Government had power to accomplish so grave, 
so thorough, so universal, and so perpetual a change, and we have no 
methods and no weapons except those of war and of contumely, or of 
pharisaic preference of our superiority. 

If the Constitution drives you and me, Mr. President, to these con- 
clusions, let our consciences be clear; but we will appeal to the two 
Houses of Congress and we will appeal to the judgment of the people 
of the country whether this great power of the Federal Government. 
towards these communities at the South has in it only the old-fash- 
ioned notions of hostility and of suppression. Senators must consider 
whether the old habits by which the old conditions of things made 
them tolerable and sensible remain tolerable and sensible under the 
changed aspect of this great population and great area of our common 
nation. 

For myself I do not look with any complacency upon either that 
political scheme or that personal or social feeling which treats the situ- 
ation at the South as the situation of the South. It is the situation of 
the United States, and there is not’ one near interest felt by those who 
are associated in the neighborhood and in the corelations of local and 
of State obligations and duties that is really nearer in a constitutional 
point of view or in the love of this common country of ours—that is 
nearer to it than the Senator from New Hampshire, or the Senator from 
Connecticut, or the Senator from Dlinois who sits near me. It is our 
country, and while we talk about the superficial phrases of unity, let 
us understand that in bearing one another’s burdens,.and in covering 
one another’s infirmities and corroborating everything and disparag- 
ing nothing is that unity in America at which we aim on one side and 
the other of the old divisions between the North and the South. 

After all we must come back to it that somehow or other we are 
enchained by our Constitution, that we can deal only with material 
prosperity and not regard and not work at what is all material pros- 
perity, all strength, and all power in this nation, in the hearts and 
minds of the first planters who landed on Plymouth, and in the great 
statesmen of the Revolutionary period whose names I quoted, for you 
have said and felt from the beginning that all this is but ‘tinkling 
brass and sounding cymbal ” compared with a great, elevated, instruct- 
ive, moral, dutiful people. I must find, then, some higher barrier for 
me to surmount before I can reckon among the faculties, the oppor- 
tunities, and the duties which belong to the people of this country, 
that we shall be of one heart and of one mind; and that instead of be- 
ing critical, instead of heing supercilious, we are to hasten to bring 
gifts of gold, frankincense, and myrrh, and place them on this altar of 
our common country, that the prayers which ascend from it may have 
an assurance of acceptance from being attended by a spirit of self- 
denial and of sacrifice. 5 

As an impedimént of an inferior character, and without offense to an 
opinion of the honorable Senator from Alabama to criticise his con- 
struction of the constitution of his own State, which, so far as I can 
see, he hasraised as the principal obstruction, certainly of a grave char- 
acter, to the acceptance by his State of the endowment which is of- 
fered by this bill, I will call attention to the phrase in the constitu- 
tion of Alabama in which he thinks he finds an insuperable obstacle to 
producing any congruity between the provisions of this bill and the re- 
quirements of the Alabama constitution. His point was that we have 
provided that these endowments as they are supplied from year to year 
are to be distributed and managed and applied year by year, from time 
to time, under the regulations which are provided by the bill through 
the agencies of the State, and he thought he found in the constitution 
of Alabama an absolute and inexorable requirement that whatever 
came from the United States (and that covered in his judgment this 
form of aid that was administered) must be made an effectual and se- 
cure fund, not permitted to be distributed in actual enjoyment. If 
the courts of Alabama have passed upon this question, and have held 
in due form that the honorable Senator’s construction of this clause of 
that constitution is the right one, and my observations and criticism 
shall have been already adjudicated insufficient, I shall need to apolo- 
gize; but in the absence of any such adjudication I beg to ask the at- 
tention of the Senate to this obstacle that he raises. This is the clause: 

The principal of all funds arising from the sale or other disposition of lands 
or other property— pe 

“ Funds arising from the sale or other disposition of lands or other 
property.’ That is the subject-matter which is disposed by the con- 
stitutional clause— 
which has been or may hereafter be granted or intrusted to this State— 

That is, lands or other property, subject to sale— 


= tig by the United States for educational purposes, shall be preserved in- 
violate. 


What is that but the ordinary provision, where a fixed property in 
land or otherwise has been donated by the United States of America, 
that the fund must remain inviolate and theincome only beused? But 
does this bill carry to them land or other fixed property donated in the 
form of a fund to remain, and the fund to giveincome? Not the least. 
Neither trait applies to this measure. This money is not land or prop- 
erty in that sense, and itis not to draw interest, nor can it draw in- 
terest. The requirement of this bill, the measure of it is that not a 
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dollar which is to flow into a State through this bill is to be put at in- 
terest, or is to gain fora State her education in the future; it is for the 
time, as an original flow, not into a reservoir, but for irrigation that is 
wasted unless it is well applied. 

So I must think this constitutional impediment in the State of Ala- 
bama does not exist, and yet the honorable Senator thonght that we 
were entangled in a result which might impoverish or reduce the en- 
joyment by Alabama of any portion of the money thus to be distrib- 


Beyond these impediments, I would ask the Senator from Alabama, or 
any other champion of opposition to this bill, if he would rather that 
weshould have made these appropriations without the safeguards I have 
insisted upon? Would he have us on constitutional grounds, or on ques- 
tions of preserving the moral integrity of the various States, make this 
appropriation without the State in its autonomy accepting and i 
to it? This isa novel criticism upon the independence of the States, 
which we acknowledge to begin with. Should we then require it to be 
done by bill or joint resolution, and not left to educational societies or 
organizations of schools to accept these driblets from time to time? 
No, we have respected to the very last letter the integrity of the States, 
and leave it to them as an original question whether they will accept 
any portion of this endowment or not; and if there are moral, if there 
are social, if there are sentimental objections, very well, we go on our 
way increasing only the advantages which are given to other States 
that wish for them. 

But the honorable Senator finds great occasion for objection to that 
clause, as if the State of Alabama would be coerced into taking it when 
they thought it would ruin them, because they feared that Georgia 
would get more. If Georgiais going to be ruined by taking more, why 
should not Alabama be quite unconcerned about Georgia, if Alabama 
had been virtuous enough to protect her population and her schemes 
of education from this corruption ? 

Then we go a little further into the general subject of education and 
at the bottom, in the exposition which very intelligently and very re- 
spectfully the Senator from Alabama has displayed before the Senate 
he thinks there is nothing so bad to the family as to have schools at 
- the public expense. He thinks that it enervates the family circle and 
tie, and although he thinks that of the colored people is and has been 
looser than was and is desirable, yet there is some subtle way that 
when you have got a family thus loosely held together, either in the 
sense of filial piety or of paternal protection, and when both parents 
and children altogether are in the very abyss of ignorance, the only 
safe way down South is for the old colored people to lift the young 
people up! 

Well, this family, moved out of sympathy and sentiment for the 
great relation of the family, seems to find no substantial support either 
in this whimsy that the old man will educate his sons if he knows that 
he can spare something from his whisky and his tobacco, and see the 
children coming up under the mild radiance of education, and he may 
become himself a school visitor and a member of the board, and that 
reacting agency on the motives of the parent is to be found an adequate 
remedy for all these dangers, so great enemies to the family relation. 

But, Mr. President, we do not need to fear these chimeras, even if 
they were not impossible in the situation which I have adverted to as 
a need for agency of removing mischief. From the time that the Pil- 

m Fathers landed at Plymouth, were they not endued with all the 

uties and affections of family, and was it not the first thing in the 
institution of that nascent community to déclare that it was the inter- 
est of the state beyond and over and above that of the family, that it 
was the interest of the state, not that all should be Jearned, but that 
none should be ignorant? And they did not leave it to these senti- 
ments of affection between parent and child, though they were ina 
pious community in which all these affections had been developed in 
the strongest and clearest light. They said the state can not suffer 
anybody to be ignorant while there isin the power of the state the 
means of wealth and the means of education, And now are we to be 
told that this great principle which no community in which these ideas 
spread ever could reject, and that now is just as much a of the 
strength, morals, religious, intellectual love of liberty and knowledge 
of Jaw, which can not fail, has caused us to run a terrible risk all 
these two hundred and fifty years lest the family relation should be 
endangered by public education? 

Will you take Dakota orsome remote, unsettled region that will make 
a new gospel of filial and paternal education that is to break down the 
common school, or will you take the hierarchical system of priestly edu- 
cation that shall break down the common school? I would not like 
to fi in any small settlement on the farthest frontier, I would not 
like to begin it in Massachusetts, which ought to know best on the sub- 
ject from’her long experience. We have arrived at a period where the 
people of this country have made up their minds that there shail be 
no ignorance where it is in the power of the State, and I may say the 
United States, to prevent it. 

To be sure, a superintendent of schools in Worcester, of all places in 
the world and of all positions in public confidence and in public admin- 
istration, has written a letter, has sent an arrow, a poisoned arrow, in 
favor of ignorance from that privileged center, an arrow that would have 
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been wholly harmless if it had remained in the quiver of a New York 
newspaper. Buta Senator has raised it with an encomium upon the 
writer, an encomium on principle, and he has launched from his strong 
bow this arrow that would otherwise have fallen harmless. I will let 
this gentleman represent his own view of the topic about which he is 
writing, and then see what his judgment is about that institution at 
home in which he prides himself, I dare say, or at least finds the means 
of influence and support in being a superintendent of common schools 
in Worcester. These are the reasons which this enlightened educator 
gives why it would do harm for us to give of our wealth towards pub- 
lie education at the South: 

In the first plese. the people of the South haye awakened to the necessity of 
public education, and they are at work actively and successfully in the right di- 
rection, It is only through this public, active interest that a good system of 
schools can be either established or matutained. 

Agreed, but is not a little money to be used in this active and suc- 
cessful pursuit of knowledge? Is it not useful even in Massachusetts 
thata salary should beattached to the office of superintendent of schools? 
And is it not desirable that there should be some treasury from which 
these influences of material aid shall correspond with an active service? 
Why, Mr. President, that is the bottom of the movement where there 
is this activity, this desire, this hunger and thirst for education and 
knowledge, and we are to be told now by a superintendent of schools 
in Massachusetts ‘‘leave them to themselves.” That is a noble con- 
dition of mind. Well, how long before that activity and that hunger 
will fail for want of meaus to accomplish the result within this gene- 
ration, within this day, within our time? But the next reason: 

eas aaa the people of the Southern States are as able to establish their 
schoois— > 


Listen, now, to this wise judgment of the great situation at the South 
and of the great and common condition of the Northern people: 

Secondly, the people of the Southern States are as able to establish their 
schools as any of the new Western States have been or are to-day, And as well 
able also as any of the older States were at the beginning. ‘The ument that 
those States formerly slave are poorer than they were before the war by the value 
of the slaves is fallacious, since a free man is worth more, and not less, than a 
slave to any community, 

These are the reasons of a superintendent of common schoois about 
the similarity in the situation between the great population of the 
South as it lies before us under the social catastrophe that precipitated 
both poverty upon them and needs and burdens of education not pro- 
portioned to a growing community either early in New England or 

e in a frontier State. These are the ideas that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Alabama has sought to educe under the great name of Mr. 
Marble to sustain his views about having the South let alone. But 
further: 

Thirdly, I feel sure that a large distribution of money from the surplus in the 
Treasury would not all find its way into the school-rooms, but would be toa 
large extent frittered away in the course of the distribution, and that instead of 
a healthy emulation to see who will do best in establishing schools of their own, 
and thus attracting business and population, as they do in the West and are do- 
ing in the South, there will arise a pernicious strife tosee who can gobble up the 
largest share of the loaves and fishes, 

Well, I leave that to be met by the representatives of the different 
communities. 

Does the money drawn from the treasury of Massachusetts or of New 
York enervate or is it the subject of dilapidation? You talk of these 
greatsums. The city of New York spends in education within its own 
city boundaries nearer four million than three million dollars a year, 
and thattax-burdened community, despoiled in many respects by worth- 
less or corrupt applications, never grumbles about that sehool-tax. Any 
efforts that are made in a mere notion of economy and reducing the 
people’s burdens never affect the school-tax. There is no question in 
the public opinion of the honesty and the intelligence of that distri- 
bution. When you have a condition of things where # State is impov- 
érished and has a burden abnormal, wholly unsettled by the ignorance 
that is thrown upon it, are we to be turned off by namby-pamby talk, 
such as ‘‘ Why, you will get along just as well as they do in New Eng- 
land and just as well as they do in the West?” It seems to me to be 
paltering with serious considerations to present these ideas. But last: 

Lastly, I oppose this move, as Ido other innovations of similar injurious char- 
acter, on general rinciple that in this eountry it is the duty and the privi- 
lege of the individual to provide for himself and take care of himself; and it is 
not the duty of the Government to act the fond parent towards the people of 
this country. Ifthe people can not take care of themselves, and if the Govern- 
ment must then take care of them, we reduce ourselyes to an absurdity, since 
the Government is nothing but the expression of the people's will. 

Look at the absurdity of such paltering from New England and a 
New England school and a New England superintendent, to say that 
the principle upon which this country has grown is that a man shall 
take care of himself, and that parental education is the proper mode to 
secure free and equal representation in politics and government. Good 
Heavens, what a fate, if we are to be crushed by paternal education 
through public schools! How have we ever managed to get along with 
this erushing weight of paternal education upon our shoulders for two 
hundred and fifty years! : 

No, Mr. President, the Senator has been too hasty in clothing with 
interest and dignity these strange lucubrations of a Worcester school 
superintendent. We shall not change our view about this bill on the 
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arguments of Mr. Marble, although we may do so upon those of the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Perhaps I have taken more time than I should in a somewhat dis- 
cursive examination of the matter; but there was a question asked by 
the Senator from Texas, not now in his place, of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, when the credit—whatever it deserves—from the memorial 
of the Peabody trustees was the subject of consideration and question, 
whether this report under the eminent names of Mr. Stuart and the 
present Chief-Justice carried any such notion as that this mode of the 
introduction of means and the distribution for its application to the 
State was included in the observations of that report. Let me read 
from it: 


The only remaining points which seem to demand a passing notice from your 
committee are, first, the mode of administering the assistance; second, the ex- 
pn pi waina it should be carried; and, third, the period for which it should be 
continued, 


I take up the mode of administration: 


The experience of this board has demonstrated the propriety of using the ofi- 
cers connected with the school system of the respective es as agents in the 
application of the funds of the Peabody board to the purposes of the trust. 


Now, mutatis mutandis, is not that, I appeal to the Senator from New 
Hampshire, the method by which the aids of this Government are to be 
used and applied under the bill? Precisely. 


All the Southern States seem now to have awakened to a sense of the impor- 
tance of a general system of freeschools. Mostof them have organized eflicient 
systems of. iastruction so far ns their limited means will allow them to go. 
Faithful and competent officers have in most instances been put in charge of 
them. These neles are too important to be overlooked. Their employ- 
ment, as means which the bounty of Congress can be bestowed, is recom- 
mended by considerations of economy; and their use would tend also to avoid 
local jealousies and promote harmony and unity of action. 


And, now, as to the education, so far as it is entered upon in this bill 
and which has been made a matter of comment, the Senator from Ala- 
bama éxpressing a wish that the people about him should not be so 
super-educated as they are in New Hampshire, let us see how this re- 
port under the great name of Thomas Jefferson enlarges upon the topic 
and the method that this system of public education should pursue: 


Thomas Jefferson, who in the latter part of his life bestowed much labor and 
thought upon the subject of popular education, in describing the proper subjects 
and limitations of primary education, says: 

“These objects would be— 

“To give to every citizen the information he needs for the transaction of his 
own business. 

“To enable him to calculate for himself, and to express and preserve his ideas, 
his contracts, and accounts in writing. 

“To improve, by reading, his morals and faculties, 

“To understand his duties to his neighbors and country, and to discharge with 
competence the functions confided to him by either, 

“To know his rights; to exercise with order and justice those he retains; to 
choose with discretion the fiduciary of those he delegates; and to notice their 
conduct with diligence, with candor, and judgment, 

* And, in eral, to observe with intelligence and faithfulness all the social 
relations under which he shall be placed.” 

To instruct the mass of our fellow-citizens in these their rights, interests, and 
duties as men and citizens, being then the objects of education in the primary 
gchools, whether private or public, in them should be taught reading, writing, 
and numerical arithmetic, the elements of mensuration (useful in so many call- 
ings), and the outlines of geography and history, 


Will that measure of instruction super-educate the people of Ala- 
bama? Is there such a complacent and complete assurance, as the 
thing now stands, that it is as dangerous to go a step higher asit would 
be to fall a step lower? I imagine we shall not hear much of any of 


the dangers which come from the degree of education that this bill 
undertakes to prescribe as conditions of the useful application of its 
funds. 


And now, Mr. President, the great population of the South does not 
stand still. It has not stood still for two years or more that I have had 
a certain share of responsibility about this bill in this Chamber. It 
will not stand still for the next year, The tendency from gravitation, 
without resistance from reason and aim, will go on and on and on; and 
if education is not to dissipate this dark cloud of ignorance, then the 
cloud will grow darker and larger. If ignorance can not be lifted from 
that low level at which it now rests, it will not stay there, but go lower 
and lower, and it will become brutal and savage and hostile to society. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not wish to interfere with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pucu] if he desires to goon now. I wish 
the Senator to take the floor, but after he has taken the floor I desire 
to introduce a few figures hefore the adjournment. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate on the 
bill now before it, but I prefer to do so to-morrow, as we have nearly 
reached the usual hour of adjournment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to supplement the statements of the Senator 
from New York by referring to some figures as to the increase of the 
colored population at the South. At the same rate of increase which 
took place between 1870 and 1880 the colored population of the South 
to-day is not far from 9,000,000, and it will be at least 10,000,000 by 
the time the census of 1890 is taken. 

In regard to the funds of the different States from which they now 
support their common schools, I read from the report of the superin- 
tendent of Nebraska, as quoted in the report of the Commissioner of 
Education for 1885-86: : : 


Missouri.—Permanent fund, $10,234,000; annual interest on the permanent fund 
variable, sometimes reaching $800,000; minimum price of land, $1.25 an acre. 
Indiana,—Permanent fund, $6,328,690.89; annual in $665,262.11. The 


terest, 
State has borrowed and pays interest at the rate of 6 per cent. on $3,904,783.21. 
The remainder is loane is managed 


on real estate at 8 per cent., and by the 
connty auditors. 


Minnesoia.—Permanent fund, $7,250,000; annual interest, $335,000; minimum 
paces of lands by statutes of 1578, $5 per acre; estimated future of fund, $18,- 


Jowa.—Permanent fand, $4,127,510; minimum price of land, $6 per acre, but 
may be sold atan Rpyeeiens value not Jess than $1.25 per acre; fund distributed 
to the counties, which pay the State 6 per cent. > 

Kansas.—Permanent fund, $4,000,000; estimated future maximum, $10,000,000; 
annual interest, $400,000; minimum price of land, $3 per acre, 

Michigan.—Permanent fund, $3,838,728.27; the annual interest amounts to 
$260,833.32 ; by the statutes of 1882 the minimum price of the common-school land 
was ea at $4 per acre; the minimum price of the university lands was fixed 


at 
Ohio.—Permanent fund, $3,826,171.27; estimated future maximum, $4,000,000; 
annual interest derived, $229,452.76. - 
Wisconsin.—Permanent fund, $2,953,528.58, 
Tennessce.—Permanent fund ascertained and declared by law to be $2,512,000, 
which constitutes an irreducible debt of the State and bears 6 per cent, interest, 
Colorado.—Permanent school fund, $151,457.53; unsold land, 2,500,000 acres; 
minimum price of land, $2.50 per acre; the State pays interest at the rate of 6 
per cent. on the permanent fund. 
Ne $391 60; mini- 


ebraska.—Permanent fund, $4,904,119.21; annual inte: 
mum price of Jand, $7 per acre; estimated fature maximum und, $20,000,000, 


This shows the extent to which thoseStates havealready been assisted 
by benefactions of public property. The senior Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. HARRIS] is not now in his seat, but I see the junior Senator 
(Mr. BATE], and therefore I will call his attention to a circumstance 
that both will recollect. The other day, when I included among the 
States that had sanctioned this bill by legislative action their own 
State, they both said it was otherwise, as they understood. 

- I have just received a letter addressed to myself, in which the writer 
says he saw what was said in reference to the Tennessee Legislature 
‘having passed a resolution instructing her Senators and Representatives 
in Congress to vote for this bill, and goes on: 

Talso noticed Senator Harris's denial of the same. Ithoughtat the time your 
position was correct and that Mr, Harris was wrong. So I concluded to sce Col, 
A.S. Colyar on the subject. He told me rete that you were correct. 
Colonel Colyar is editor of the Daily American, published at Nashville, and is 


one of the most influential men in our State, and stands first ss a lawyer at the 


Nashville bar. There area large number of people in Tennessee who are ex- 


ceedingly interested in your educational bill, and would be very much rejoiced 
if you could get it through this session of Congress, ete. 


He says further: 


The Blair bill is ining friends daily, and would be universally indorsed 
were it not for Mr. Harris’sinfluence, aud only needs to be discussed to become 
so. He has great political power in this State, etc. 

That is undoubtedly true. The writer speaks very complimentarily 
of the influence of the Senator [Mr. HARRIS], and he thinks the influ- 
ence of that gentleman has had much to do with preventing expressions 
in favor of the bill. Farther: 

I have heard men of some a en oar argue that the bill provides that 
“negroes and whites shall be educa together,” 

I merely call attention to the indorsement of the bill by the Legis- 
lature of Tennessee, which this writer states on the authority of Col- 
onel Colyar. 

Mr. BATE. Ithink the Senator from New Hampshire will find upon 
proper investigation that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] correctly stated 
the other day that that question has been repeatedly before the Legisla- 
ture and no instructions given him. During the two preceding Legis- 
latures I had no opportunity, as the executive, to pass upon it, for the 
resolution did not pass the Legislature, althoughintroduced. Further- 
more, the gentleman referred to—Colonel Colyar, and from whose letter 
he reads—is able, and has been earnest and enthusiasticin his advocacy 
of the Blair bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. He states it on the authority of the Nashville Amer- 
ican. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, but he is the editor of the Nashville American. 
If the Senator from New Hampshire desires to know accurately about 
this matter the best way is to refer to the record of the i o. 
Tennessee. Iam quite sure that my colleague is correct in his state- 
ment. As to his influence in the State that is deserved, but if I rec- 
ollect aright Senator HARRIS never spoke on the bill, either against or 
in favor of it; but the people of their own volition have well defined 
their position on this measure, and during the last canvass in our State, 
although in some counties it was made quite an issue, scarcely a Dem- 
ocrat was elected to the Legislature who advocated it, and in my opin- 
ion it would be worse off to-day than heretofore so far as the number 
of its friends in the Legislature is concerned. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have some information that does not seem to cor- 
respond with that of the Senator. K: 

Mr. BECK. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-four minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 40 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
February 1, 1888, at 12 o'clock m. 


000, * 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 31, 1888. ` 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. PAYSON. _I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and refer- 
ence of bills. 

There was no objection. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


SUPPORT OF CONVICTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney- 
General of a deficiency in the appropriations for the support of convicts 
for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INSIDE DOORS, PENSION BUILDING. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions of an appropriation, to beimmediately available, 
for inside doors of the Pension Office building; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN AGENT, MACKINAC AGENCY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also Jaid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, recommending that the compensation of the 
agent at the Mackinac agency be increased; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ` 


PUBLIC-LAND SURVEYS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates 
from the Secretary of the Interior for the public-land surveys for the 
next fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


REVETMENT WORK ON WILLAMETTE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting reports from the Chief of Engineers 
in relation to the proposed revetment of the Willamette River, Oregon; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CONTINGENT FUND, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also Jaid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a statement of expenditures 
from the contingent fund of that Department for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1887; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department, and ordered to be printed. 


_ REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Commissioner of Patents, transmitting his annual report for 1887; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed, 

IMPROVEMENT KENNEBEC AND PENOBSCOT RIVERS, MAINE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of En- 
ineers, reports of examinations and surveys of the Kennebec and 
enobscot Rivers, in Maine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. x 


SENATE BILLS, ETO., REFERRED, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, under the rule, laid before the House 
Senate bills and a concurrent resolution; which were referred as fol- 
lows, namely: 

The bill (S. 191) to make an additional appropriation for the printing 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress on the late John A. Logan—to the 
Committee on Printing; 

The bill (S. 455) for the relief of Andrew J. Lindsay—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; and 

Concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 20,000 copies of 
the first annual report of the Interstate Commerce Commission, with ap- 
pendices—to the Committee on Printing. 


INVESTIGATION OF THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state to the House 
that the resolution in relation to the investigation of the Printing de- 
partment of the Government, passed on yesterday, seems to be in the 
form of a standing committee with two additions, which the Chair 
thinks is anomalous. It should be denominated a special committee, 
consisting of the Committee on Printing and two additional members; 
and in order to make the matter formal, the Chair would su that 
the committee be known as a special committee. It can not be astand- 


ing committee, and must be something else. Therefore. if there be no 
objection, the Chair will cause it to be entered upon the record as such. 
The Chair will name the two additional members to constitute the 
special committee, and appoints the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
on and the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- 
GER]. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BAcon, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. BARRY, for this day, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. WOODBURN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT JEFFERSON. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole Hoħse on the Private Calendar from the 
further consideration of the bill I send to the desk, and put it upon its 


passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2606) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Missouri 
River at or near the city of Jefferson, Mo, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Unless the reading of this bill is called for I will state 
that it is in the usual form, and is identical with the bills which the 
House has been passing heretofore without objection. It covers all the 
points insisted upon by the War Department, and I ask consent to dis- 
pense with its reading. ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the bill? 

Mr. BLAND. It provides for building a bridge across the Missouri 
at or near Jefferson. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has this bill been reported by the Committee on 
Commerce? ; 

Mr. BLAND. Ithas been favorably reported by the committee, and 
is now on the Private Calendar. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JAMES BARNES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DORSEY. Iask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 436) 
for the relief of James Barnes, Joab Williams, and William Titus be 
taken from the Private Calendar and be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the following-named persons the sums hereinafter mentioned: 

"bo ames Barnes, of Ogalaila, Keith County, Nebraska, the sum of $20, 

To Joab Williams, of Ogalalla, Keith County, Nebraska, the sum of $20, 

To William Titus, of Ogalalia, Keith County, Nebraska, the sum of $20, 

The above-named to receive the sums mentioned in full compensation for dam- 
ages sustained by reason of the destruction of crops by mules belonging to the 
command of Colonel Forsythe, Seventh United States Cavalry, in August, 1877. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope a word of explanation will be given in re- 
gard to it. y 

Mr. DORSEY. When Colonel Forsythe, in command of the Seventh 
Cavalry, was moving from Fort Meade, Dak., to Fort Riley, Nebr., he 
stopped over night at Ogalalla, Nebr., August 15, 1877. The mules 
of his command were being herded on the prairie. A passing train 
frightened them and they broke away and destroyed the crops belong- 
ing to the men whose names appear in the bill. 

nder our State law the owner of the crops might have impounded the 
mules and held them for such damage as might be ascertained by three 
men until paid by the Government. Colonel Forsythe gave the neces- 
sary papers to these gentlemen to prosecute their claims before the Treas- 
ury Department. The Comptroller reports that while theclaim is just 
and valid he can not pay it to these parties. So we come here for relief. 
It is a matter of about $65. That is all the sum that is involved in 
this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis all right. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SURVEY BY COL. W. E. MERRILL, 

Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be. and he is hereby, directed to transmit 


{ 
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to the House a survey, or copy thereof, made by Col. William E. Merrill, of the 
Engineer Corps of the Army, or under his direction, of the harbor of the city of 
Madison, Ind., and portions of the Ohio River connected therewith, and plat 
thereof, if such survey and the plat thercof have been completed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REGISTER TO BARK NORDSTJERNEN. 

Mr, DUNN. Iask unanimous consent that the bill which I send to 
the desk be considered and passed. 5 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5352) to grant an American register to the foreign-built bark 
Nordstjernen. 

Bett rene etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to issue an American register to the foreign-built bark 
Nordstjernen, wrecked or disabled in or near the waters of the United States 
and towed into a port thereof; said vessel having been condemned and ordered 
to be sold, and bought by citizens of the United States, by whom said vessel has 
been repaired at an expense of more than five-sixths of the present cost thereof. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries whether the report in this case has been 
printed? 

Mr. DUNN. T have asked unanimous consent for the consideration 
of this bill. The report is at the Clerk’s desk. If the gentleman from 
New Jersey desires it to be read, I will ask the Clerk to read it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘That is satisfactory. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a 
question. I ask if the statute does not already cover this case? I un- 
derstand the statute allows such vessels to receive an American register 
where the expenditure is two-thirds of the value of the vessel. 

Mr. DUNN. That is, provided the wreck occurred within Ameri- 
can waters. In this case there was a doubt whether it was within the 
jurisdiction of the United States or not, and the Treasury Department 
resolved that doubt against the vessel instead of in its favor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘The bill isall right. It simply covers a technical 

int. 

Mr. BREWER. That is satisfactory. 

The bill was passed, 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pumed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6363) 
regulating the granting of pensions to certain disabled soldiers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY EVERINGHAM BROWN. 

Mr. FORD. Iask unanimous consent to take up for immediate con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Mary Everingham 
Brown. This is a bill to pension an army nurse who is now old, poor, 
and helpless, and liable to become a public charge. The bill has been 
considered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A MEMBER. Has the committee reported favorably ? 

Mr. FORD. The committee has made a unanimous report in its 
favor. This is a meritorious case and I hope the bill will be passed at 
once, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. FORD. I find upon examination that although recommended 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions yesterday it has not been re- 

ae to the House. I ask unanimous consent, however, to put the 
ill on its k 
Mr. SPRINGER. That can not be done, since the bill is not here. 
Mr. FORD. Then I withdraw my request for the present. 
TARIFF ON IRON, ETC. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of citizens of Johnson City, 
Tenn., of both political parties, protesting against the reduction of the 
tariff on iron, coke, ores, etc.; which was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp. The petition is as follows: 

Resolutions unanimously adopted at a meeting of citizens in Johnson City, 
January 25, 1 

Whereas the development of the iron industries of Tennessee isthe only hope 
that we have in the future for the growth and prosperity of this section; and 

Whereas a bill is now being prepared, with the approval of the Ways and 
Means Committee in Congress, by which it is proposed to remove the duties on 
soft coal, coke, iron, and ores, and to reduce the duties on manufactured articles 
relating to that great industry; 


and 

Whereas the passage of that bill will inevitably result in the destruction of 
our greatand growing iron and coal interests: It is therefore, 

Resolved, That we do most earnestly protest against the passage of such bill, 
and earnestly urge upon the Representatives in Congress from the State of Ten- 
nessee that they use their every effort to prevent His pasaga of such bill. 

And be it further resolved, That the sentiments of meeting be taken in the 
form of petitions, and these resolutions, together with such petitions, shall be for- 
warded to the Representatives in Congress the State of Tennessee, to the 
Sars of the House of Representatives, and to the chairman of the Ways and 

eans Committee, J. C. HARDIN, Chairman, 

J. J. WEILER, Secretary. 


Jounson Crry, TENN., January 25, 1888. 
To the Honorable Representatives and Senators of the Fiftisth Oongress: 

We, the undersigned, citizens of Johnson City, Tenn., in mass-meeting assem- 
bled, without zegara to party affiliations, do petition your honorable body that 
no measures shall be passed effecting a reduction of the present existing tariff 
upon iron, iron ore, or coal. 

[Signed by 72 Democrats and 77 Republicans. ] 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, the Çommittee on Printing was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4985) to 
prohibit certain printing by authority of the United States, and it was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports, 

. GEORGE W. HARRISON. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4842) to remove 
the political disabilities of George W. Harrison, of Hoboken, N. J.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORRIS A, BROWNE. 


Mr. CULBERSON also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5859) to 
remore the political disabilities of Orris A. Browne, of Virginia; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PAUL F. FAISON. 


Mr. CULBERSON also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4694) to 
remove the political disabilities of Paul F. Faison; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARIA SYPHAX. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3441} 
declaratory of the meaning of-the act entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief 
of Maria Syphax; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

UNITED STABES DISTRICT COURTS, ALABAMA. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the udiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4470) to regulate the 
jurisdiction of the United States district judges of the courtsover which 
they preside in the State of Alabama; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL-BANK DEPOSITS IN THE TREASURY. 


Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Banking and Curreney, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2012) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to invest the lawful money 
deposited in the Treasury in trust by national banking associations for 
the retirement of their circulating notes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


READING RAILROAD TROUBLES. 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported a sub- 
stitute for the resolution offered by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, on the 
16th of January, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, provid- 
ing for an investigation by that committee of the Reading Railroad 
troubles with reference to their effect upon interstate commerce; and 
moved that the substitute be referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, there is a statement of the views of 
the minority of the Committee on Commerce in regard to the Reading 
lock-out which they desire tosubmit. One of the members of the com- 
mittee who unites with the minority has not yet signed the statement, 
but he will do so, and I want to give notice now that I propose to call 
the matter up later in the day. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the Chair whether 
this proposition coming from the Committee on Commerce is in the 
nature of an inquiry under the rule so as to be entitled to a privileged 
status here. I ask the Chair to rule whether it is an inquiry of that 
nature, or whether it is outside of the range of privileged resolutions 
of inquiry. = 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolutions of inquiry contem- 
plated by the rule are directed to the President, or to heads of Depart- 
ments, and have a certain privilege, but this is nota privileged reso- 
lution. 

Mr. RANDALL. What I ask is that the Chair will rule on that 
very point, whether this is or is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So far as the Chair understands it, this 
resolution is not privileged; and the gentleman reporting it does not so 
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claim. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] asks that the 
views of the minority may be printed with the report of the committee. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the re- 
port of the committee and the views of the minority be read. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thatisnotinorder. Even unanimous 
consent would not make it in order in this hour. 

The substitute was referred to the House Calendar. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. CLARDY, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Commerce was discharged from the further consideration of bills of 
the following titles; and they were severally referred as indicated: 

The bill (H. R. 1373) prohibiting the purchase of goods which are in 
mee or in part manufactured by convict labor—to the Committee on 


r. 

the bill (H. R. 4458) for the construction of a bridge across the Big 
Wind River, on the Shoshone Indian reservation, in the Territory of 
Wyoming—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The bill (H. R. 5671) to reimburse the depositors of the Freedman’s 

_ Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the failure of said 
company—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
BRIDGES OVER MUSKINGUM RIVER, OHIO. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4327) regulating the con- 
struction of bridges over the Muskingum River, in Ohio; which was re- 

Sore 2 the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
PORT OF LAMBERTON, N. J. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1640) to change the name of the 
pi of Lamberton, in the district of Burlington, N. J., to the port of 

nton, in said district; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
MARY E. HOPKINS, 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 4002) for the relief of Mary E. Hopkins; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LAND IN AUSTIN, TEX., FOR EDUCATION. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to conyey to the city of Austin, Tex., a tract of land in said city 
for educational purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL LAWS. 

Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 4304) to amend the postal laws; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MATTER. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam directed by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to report back adversely the bill (H. R. 4336) regulat- 
ing rates of postage on second-class mail matter at letter-carrier offices. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] desires to submit 
minority report on this subject; I therefore ask that the bill be placed 
on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, leave will be 
granted for the filing of a minority report, and the bill will be referred 
to the House Calendar. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BLOUNT also, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4910) to amend section 
14 of the act approved March 3, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes,” and relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1426) supple- 
mentary to the act of July 1, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,” also of the act of July 2, 1864, 
and other acts amendatory of said first-named act; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

inted. 

Pir, DOCKERY. ‘The gentleman from New York [Mr. WHITE], not 
now present, desires to present hereafter the views of a minority of the 
committee on this subject. I ask that this privilege may be allowed, 
and that the minority views, when presented, be printed with the re- 
port of the majority. 

There being no p ERR it was ordered accordingly. 


PROCEEDS OF PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. MCKENNA, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 418) granting to the State of California 5 per 
cent. of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JACKSON, I desire permission to file a minority report in this 


case. é 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be granted. 
There was no objection. 


LAND DISTRICTS. IN OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1762) to establish an additional land 
district in the State of Oregon; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


BLACK BOB BAND OF SHAWNEE INDIANS. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported a 
bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the sale of land allotted and patented to 
certain members of the Black Bob band of Shawnee Indians, and for 
other pu ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS. There was no bill on this subject referred to this 
committee, but the attention of the committee was called to the subject 
by an executive document, and on that executive document this bill 
has been reported to the House, 


CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4643) to authorize the 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operatea railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other p ; which wes re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOEL J. GOSS. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported a bill for the relief of Joel J. Goss; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


If there be no objection, that \gave 


WILLIAM H. BROKENSHAW. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 418) granting a pension to William H. 
Brokenshaw; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY EVERINGHAM BROWN. 
Mr, CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Mary 
Jveringham Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
MISS CAPPIE HARSH. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5766) granting a pension to Miss 
Cappie Harsh, daughter of Daniel Harsh; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 221) increasing the pension of John 
C. Johnston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY 8. LOGAN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3191) granting a pension 
to Mary 8. Logan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the minority ot 
the committee in the two cases just reported be allowed to file their 
views, and also that their views be ordered to be printed with the ma- 
jority reports. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

. APOLLINE A. BLAIR. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
back with amendments the bill (S. 574) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Apolline A. Blair; which was referred to the Committee of the 
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Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. - 2 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask, by unanimous consent, that the minority of 
the committee be allowed to file their viewsin that case and that they 
be ordered to be printed with the report of the majority. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ELIZA J. CURRIER. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 441) granting a pension to Eliza J. 
Currier; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

EVERARD FLYNN. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4835) for the relief of 
Everard Flynn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

HANNAH C. DE WITT. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 823) granting a pension to Han- 
nah C. De Witt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. ESTHER B. HAYFORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 369) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Esther B. Hayford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

: MARY MORFORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 806) for the relief of Mary Mor- 
ford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JULIETTE STONE. 7 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions (by Mr. 

GALLINGER), reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 628) granting a 
sion to Juliette Stone; which was referred to the Committee of the 
hole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
- HARRIET V. STOCKTON. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3711) granting a pension to 
Harriet V. Stockton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed, 

JAMES WOODY. 

Mr. SCULL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2806) to increase the pension of James Woody; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JACOB CRAMER. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of the 
heirs of Jacob Cramer; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BLISS. A number of bills have been referred to the Committee 
on Pensions which I am instructed by that committee to report back 
= reference to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which they be- 

ong. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Letthe change of reference be made throtigh the 
petition-box. If made in open House it puts them in a position to 
which they are not entitled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The changes will be made through 
the petition-box. 

= WASHINGTON L. PARVIN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4900) for the relief of Washington L. Parvin 
and Henry A. Green; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF MISSOURI MILITIA. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 473) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to cause to be examined certain vouchers filed, or to be 
filed, by the State of Missouri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed 
to be due from the Government of the United States on account of pay- 
ments made by said State since April 22, 1882, to the officers and en- 
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listed men of her militia forces, for military services rendered to the ~ 
United States in the suppression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the 
proper pay-rolls heretofore filed with, examined, and accepted by the 
Government of the United States, and to report to Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to he printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I am also instructed by the committee 
to submit a resolution for reference to the Committee on Accounts, 

The resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair would ask if this resolution 
was referred to the gentleman’s committee? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is a resolution which I am instructed 
by the committee to report to the House and ask its reference to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can make that request 
at another time, but not in this hour, asit is not a resolution which was 
originally referred to the committee and now reported back. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Very well; I will withhold the resolu- 
tion for the present. 

It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that on Friday last the consider- 
ation of private bills on the Calendar was objected to. Two of those 
bills- were referred, by the action of the House, to the Committee on 
War Claims. The committee now finds itself in possession of a bill in 
one of these cases, and have instructed me to report it back to the 
House favorably, and ask that it be allowed to take the place upon the 
Calendar that it occupied before its reference to the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that would be a very dangerous prece- 
dent in this hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair could not entertain that 
proposition in this hour. It would probably lead to debate and would 
not be in order. However, the Chair will ask if there be consent to 
the request, as the Chair can not regulate the Calendar of the House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Isuppose the House could fix the order 
of its business on the Calendars. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky? 5 

Mr. BLOUNT and others objected. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Then Iwill withdraw the report for the 
present. 

FIDUS LIVERMORE. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3758) for the relief of the legal 
heirs of Fidus Livermore, decease!; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

N. C. PERKINS. 

Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of 
N. C. Perkins, administrator; which, on motion of Mr. WHITTHORNE, 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MILLINGER. 

Mr. PENINGTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 31) for the relief of James Millinger; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

B. M. M. PARISH. 

Mr. PENINGTON also, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 322) for the relief of 
B. M. M. Parish; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the acecmpanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

LAURA E. MADDOX AND OTHERS. i 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. 6365) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and executrix, and 
Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

NEW MADRID, MO., LAND CLAIMS, 

Mr. LATHAM, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4556) toconfirm the New Madrid 
location survey, No. 2889, and to provide for the issue of patent there- 
for; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
the joint resolution (H. Tes. 62) providing for printing the annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Labor with the recommendation that it 


lie on the table, and that there be adopted a concurrent resolution as 
a substitute therefor. 
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The proposed substitute was read, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying re- | and is now in 


port ordered to be printed. 
SMITHSONIAN REPORT FOR 1886 AND 1887. 

Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the concurrent resolution to author- 
ize the publication of the Smithsonian report for the years 1886 and 
1887; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF READING RAILROAD. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, filed his individual views as a minority 
report on the proposed investigation touching the alleged interference 
of the Reading Railroad with interstate commerce; which was ordered 
to be printed with the report of the majority of the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now call committees 
for one hour for the consideration of bills. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 


Mr. DIBBLE. I desire under instructions of the committee to call 
up the House resolution in relation to fixing a day for the considera- 
tion of business of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, February 21, 1888, after the hour for the consideration 
of bills reported from committees, be fixed for the consideration of such bills as 
may be indicated by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the 
bills reported by said committee, and that this order shail continue from day to 
day until the House shall otherwise order, not to interfere with revenue or 
general appropriation bills or prior special orders. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to offer a substitute for the resolution. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
for that purpose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But before the gentleman from Texas offers the 
substitute, I make the point of order that this resolution is an amend- 
ment to the rules of the House, and should have been referred originally 
to the Committee on Rules, and that it comes here without the juris- 
diction of the committee that has jurisdiction of the subject; and that 
it can only be considered by unanimous consent in the House. 

Mr. MILLS. That point of order is made too late. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; this is the first time the resolution has 
been called up for consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that there may perhaps be an arrange- 
ment made as to this. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not want to yield the point of order on these 
matters, because itis very important. Here we are beginning what we 
did last session through the Committee on Rules always. Now weare 
advancing another step and allowing a committee to make a proposi- 

-tion to amend the rules and then come in during the consideration hour 
and get the resolution passed by a majority vote when it ought to have 
gone to the Committee on Rules, which has charge of this thing. - 

If we allow such resolutions to be referred to committees on Monday 
during the call for resolutions, and then let such a resolution be called 
up in the consideration hour, committees by a majority vote can fix all 
the time of this House from now until the middle of summer for the 
consideration of bills out of their order. Why have we a codeof rules 
at all, if each committee can come through this channel and ask the 
House to change the rules and assign special orders for the considera- 
tion of business? 

Mr. MILLS. I think the objection might have been good if it had 
been made in time, But the House has already spent some time in 
the consideration of this subject, and I think we have reached a point 
when an understanding may be arrived at. 

Mr. RANDALL. Inconfirmation of what has just been stated by the 
gentleman from Texas, I desire to say that the point made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, to my mind, is properly made. But this matter 
was discussed fully. There was a controversy over it; and I ask the 
gentleman from Illinois not to embarrass the Chair by making this point 
on this petear occasion. Iwill co-operate with him and be as watch- 
ful as I know how on all future occasions in like cases, and see that 
all such propositions go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. Ihopethe consideration for any trafficking that is going 
on upon the other side of the House may be stated more distinctly. 

a Mr. RANDALL. Iamunableto hear whatthe gentleman from Maine 
saying. 
Pes SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule on the point 
of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If I could get the consensus of the Committee on 
Rules, I would be glad to have it. I should like to have the co-opera- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I do not know what the consensus would be under such 
circumstances. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to ask the gentle- 
man from South Carolina if the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds by the House. 


Mr. DIBBLE. It was referred to the committee, was reported back, 
possession of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was not that reference made during the call of 
States on Monday for the introduction of résolutions? 

Mr. DIBBLE. It was not, sir; but it was on the House Calendar, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I mean when it was introduced into the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It was introduced regularly on the call of States. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order, 
whatever it is. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. This resolution was referred to the com- 
mittee by the House, and they havea right to reportit back. The only 
exceptions under the new rule are as to petitions and private bills. The 
Chair will have read the rule which applies. 

The Clerk read as follows, from clause 2 of Rule XXII: 


And an erroneous reference of a petition or private bill under this clause shall 
not confer jurisdiction upon the committee to consider or report the same. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, That refers to private bills only, in the 
opinion of the Chair. _ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to ask whether,in the judgment of the 
Chair, this is not changing the rules of the House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would not consider it a 
change of the rules. The rules require a reference toa committee; that 
reference has been made, and the resolution is now reported back in 
pursuance of that reference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam speaking of the effect of the resolution itself; 
I ask the Chair whether the resolution does not change the rules of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair repeats what he has already 
said. This resolution was referred by the House, under the rules, to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It is not a private 
petition or memorial or a private bill, and therefore it can be reported 
ee the committee, as it has been, and the Chair thinks it is now 
in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair has not answered my question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What the Chair has said implies an 
answer to the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My question is whether this resolution does not 
work a change in the rules of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has decided the point. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the substitute which I have 
offered be read. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the proposed sub- 
stitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Tuesday the 2ist, Wednesday the 22d, Thursday the 23d, Sat- 
urday the 25th, and Tuesday the 28th days of February, after the hour for the 
consideration of bills, be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ; that during said days at5 
o’clock p. m, the House shall adjourn; that no dilatory motions shall be enter- 
tained by the Chair while the House is considering any of said bills, and that 
thirty minutes’ debate shall be allowed on each bill, fifteen minutes of which 
shall be given to those supporting, and fifteen minutes to those opposing the bill. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to say that the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Texas will be accepted by the com- 
mittee in place of the resolution which they have reported. 

The substitute was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was then agreed to. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the yote by which the resolution 
as amended was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. REED. I think, Mr. Speaker, that perhaps the time for obser- 
vation has passed, only I am glad to see the Democratic House change 
the rules in the same manner that seemed so violent to them in elec- 
tion cases, It shows that they progress. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. P 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering bills reported from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, GREENVILLE, 8. C. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration House bill 
No. 1805, to provide for a public building at Greenville, S. C. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, or otherwise procure, a suitable site, and 
cause to be erected thereon, at the city of Greenville, in the State of South Car- 
olina, a substantial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for 
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the use and accommodation of the United States courts, post-office, internal- 
revenue office, and for other Government uses. Thesite and building thereon, 
when completed, upon plans and specifications to be previously made and ap- 
roved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of 
00,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a 
building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the 
ublic business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum 
erein limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have 
been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor 
plan for said building shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury in- 
volving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $100,000 for site and building: 
Provided, That no money to be appropriated for said building shall be used 
until a valid title to the site selected, which site shall leave the building unex- 
poson to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of at least 50 
eet, including streets and alleys, shall be vested in the United States, nor until 
the State of South Carolina shall have ceded jurisdiction over the same for all 
purposes, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, except for the enforcement of the criminal laws of the State and the 
service of civil process therein, 


Mr. DIBBLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to my col- 
league from South Carolina [Mr. PERRY]. 

Mr. PERRY. A similar bill to this has passed the House some half 
dozen times, and has failed to become a law only for want of time. 
The report of the committee states the facts upon which the appro- 
priation is asked for. A term of court is held at Greenville, and has 
been held there for several years; the district attorney, the district 
judge, the circuit judge, the grand jury at every term of the court have 
all reported that a building is absolutely necessary. There is adeputy 
collector there; there are two United States commissionersand a United 
States marshal, and a very large amount of business is done in the 
United States courts at every term. The regular term of the court is 
held in August, and it has been necessary to hold an extra term every 
year in February. All these facts are stated in the report of the com- 
mittee, and unless some gentleman desires to make some further in- 
quiry in regard to the matter, I ask that the bill be put upon its pas- 
sage. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘ Vote !?’] 

A MEMBER. What is the population of the town? 

Mr. PERRY. About 10,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [Task for the reading of the report, 

The report (by Mr. DIBBLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1805) for a public building at Greenville, S. C., having had the same 
under consideration, begs leave to report as follows: 

‘That similar bills were introduced in the Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Forty- 
eighth, and Forty-ninth Congresses, and in each instance were reported favor- 
ably; in the Forty-sixth Congress the bill was reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and bad passed the Sen- 
ate, and in each Congress failed to become a law only from the crowded state 
of the Calendars. . 

The grounds in favor of this bill are briefly as follows: 

The city of Greenville is the third city in population and importance in the 
State of South Carolina, and is rapidly increasing in both particulars, an official 
census, recently taken, showing an increase of population when compared with” 
the census 1880 of over 25 pe cent, Itis the largest city in the western district 
of South Carolina, and is in the center of said district and in easy railroad com- 
munication with every section of it, by lines converging to and crossing each 
other at that point. 

The United States court, exercising district court and circuit court powers, is 
held there ly, and at no other pointin the western district, embracing one- 
half of the State. So large is the amount of business there transacted its 

has required, during the last few years, an extra term ofthe courtevery 
zor in addition to the regular terms designated by statute. The late United 
tates district attorney, in a letter on the subject, says: 

“ A Government court-house isa necessity. Morethan two-thirds of the busi- 
ness of the United States in this State is done in the district court at that place 
(i e, yr SATIE The dockets contain from four hundred to seven hundred 
cases for trial. = 

“The United States courts are now held in the county court-house, where 
there are no accommodations at all suited for the United States.” 

The district judge upon this subject says: 

“There is next to no accommodation for our officers—marshal and his depu- 
ties, clerk and his deputies—and no provision atall for the safe, methodical, 
and decent care of the process and papers of the court.” 

The circuit judge (Judge Bond) says: 

“Itis a disgrace to the country to hold the court there in the way it is now 
done. And I despair of making any of the court's proceedings effective or im- 
pressive while it is held in a hired building not under its own control.” 

The present United States district attorney says: 

“Should the South Carolina Legislature change the time for holding the 
State courts for Greenville County so as to conflict with the time fixed by law 
for holding the district court of the United States, the United States Govern- 
ment would have no place to hold its court.” 

There is equal necessity for suitable accommodations for the postal business. 
As far back as 1879, 326,570 packages of mail matter were handled, and since that 
time the volume of mail matter has largely increased with the growth of the 
city. The post-office at present is kept in a rented building, and rents are con- 
tinually advancing, increasing the expense of a suitable rented building year 
afteryear. The postmaster says: 

‘Itis inadequate to the increasing business.” 

In view of the foregoing facts your committee recommends that the sum of 
$100,000 be fixed as the limit of cost of the site and building provided for by the 
bill under consideration. In the judgment of the committee the sum men- 
tioned will enable the Secretary of the Treasury to provide a building which 
will afford ample room for the present and prospective needs of the Govern- 
ment without a further appeal to Congress for an extension of the limit of cost. 

Your committee therefore recommends that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ASHEVILLE, N, C. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I call up for consideration the next bill on the Cal- 
endar, the bill (H. R. 1697) for the erection of a publie building in the 
city of Asheville, N. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
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thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise providea suitable site and cause 
to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof 
vaults extending to each story, for the use and accommodation of the courts of 
the United States, fice, and other offices of the Government, at Asheville, 
N.C. The site and building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifi- 
cations to be previously made and eg ae by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall not exceed in cost the sum of $150,000, which said sum is hereby appro- 
priated for that purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a 
Pailding which will furnish sufficient accommodations forthe transaction of the 
mons business, and which shall notexceed in cost the balance of the sum herein 

imited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall haye been 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor pre 
for said building shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving 
an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $80,000 for site and building; and the 
site purchased shall leave the building independent and unex to danger 
from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, includ- 
ing streets andalleys: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended un- 
til a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the 
State of North Carolina shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction 
over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and the service of civil process therein. 


Mr. DIBBLE. There is an amendment reported by the committee 
to this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. If my memory serves me correctly, this is a bill 
which was vetoed at the last session of Congress by the President of 
the United States. 

A MEMBER (to Mr. RANDALL). You need not say anything about 
that. 

Mr. RANDALL. A gentleman suggests to me that I need not say 
anything about that. I withdraw my inquiry. [Laughter. ] 

The report (by Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina) was read, as#fol- 
lows: i 


The Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, having had House bill 1697 
under careful consideration, submit the following Topor 

A similar bill having been favorably recommended by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the Forty-ninth and prior y an 
your committee having, after careful consideration, arrived at the same con- 
clusion, adopt said reports, which are hereto annexed, embodying therein such 
alterations and further statements of facts as the chan; circumstances which 
have been caused by the constant and rapid growth of said city since the adop- 
tion of said reports have rendered necessary. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill, 
with the following amendments: 

Tn line 12 strike out the words “and fifty.” 

In line 23 strike out the word “eighty” and insert the words "one hundred.” 


[House Report No. 391, Forty-ninth Congress,] 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, having had House bill 1697 
under careful consideration, submit the following report: 
A similar bill providing for the erection of a public See at Asheville, N. 
C., passed the Senate of the Forty-sixth, the Forty-seventh, and the Fooros th 
received a favorable report from th 


Congresses, and in each of said Congresses 
House Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, but failed to pass 
it was not reached on the House Calendar. 

As your committee, after careful consideration, have arrived at the samo 
conclusion, they annex herewith a copy of the report of the committee of the 
Forty-eighth Congress for information, and which they adopt as part-of this 
report, with the following additional statement of facts as ascertained by this 


committee, egret 
That since the date of said report the Asheville and Spartanburgh Railroad 


therein mentioned has been completed, and the branch of the Western North | 


Carolina Railroad is now running withina short distance of the North Georgia 
line; that the shops and offices of said railroad company are to be located in 
said city; that among other costly buildings constructed in said city there is 
now being built a hotel at a cost-of $100,000 [the capacity of which has since 
been doubled, and a large cotton factory has also recently completed and 
other factories are to be built]; that the population, business, and wealth of the 
city are rapidly and constantly increasing [the assessed value of the property 
has nearly quadrupled in the last four years, and the population since 1880 has 
increased about same proportion. The revenue from the post-office has so in- 
creased since this report was made as to entitle the city to free puray 
the act of 1887]; that the rents of the offices and buildings used by the Govern- 
ment are also increasing; that on account of the establishment of additional 
State courts held in said city it often occurs that the terms of the United States 
circuit and district courts conflict with those of the State courts, in which case 
the United States courts are held in some other hall, at much inconvenience and 
annoyance; that the business of the United States clrenit and district courts has 
increased; that there being no spare rooms in the county court-house, the office 
of the clerk of said courts, together with all their records, have n y 
removed to rooms in the second story of a brick building at a distance from the 
court-house, where they are without protection, and in case of fire their destruc- 
tion would be inevitable. , 

The State court-house, in which the United States courts are at present held, 
has been presented by the grand jury of that court as being too small and incon- 
venient toaccommodate the court and its officers, and that the noise and confusion 
caused by its bad construction and immediate proximity to one of the principal’ 
thoroughfares of the city constantly interrupt the transaction of the public busi- 
ness, and at times cause a suspension of court p: gs: 


[House Report No. 1298, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. } 


“The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds submit the following report 
upon the bill (H. R. 1125) to provide for spuni building at Asheville, N. C. : 

“ By the act of June 4, 1872, the State of North Carolina was divided into two 
judicial districts, Asheville being situate imabout the center of the ‘western 
district.” This division divides the State, as to territory and population, about 
equally, there being forty-five counties in the western district, comprising an 
area about 300 miles in length and about an average of 150milesin width. The 
business done in the United States courts at Asheville comes from about thirty 
counties of the district, the balance of the district going to Greensborough, 
Statesville, and Charlotte. 

“There is no Government building within this vast territory west of Greens- 
borough the almost entire body of the western district being west of Greens- 

orough. 

“ Much the largest portion of the business of the district, both criminal and 
civil, is done at Asheville, being the central point. ‘The report ofthe Attorney- 
General shows that the causes pending in the ‘ western district,’ in which the 
Government is a party, are largely in excess of those pending in the ‘ eastern 
district.’ It appears that while the court is held in four places inthe said west- 
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ern district, the greater portion is done at Asheville, there being as as 

from four hundred to five hundred cases on the docket at that place at one time, 
“ The city of Asheville, with its adjacent growing villages, has a of 

from 6,000 to 8,000, and now rapidly increasing in consequence 

geo; hical and commercial 


position. 

“TEs Western North Carolina Railroad reaches Asheville, and there diverges, 
one branch going north, via Knoxville, and within eighteen hours’ run of Louis- 
ville, Ky., the other going west toward the North Geo line; while the Ashe- 
ville and burgh only wants the completion of 20 miles to con- 

with Charleston, S. C., by a travel of twelve hours or less. Ashe- 
therefore, the center of this great western portion of North Carolina 
railroad lines mentioned must pass. Other railroads 

ed to reach nt. 
“Asheville is a t summer resort, having several of the finest hotels in the 


ed in the city. There are four or five ware- 
eaf-tobacco, while several tobacco man es are en- 
in the manufacture of tobacco. It is the center and terminus of nine dif- 
nt mail routes, and the post-office receipts and disbursements, including the 
money-order business, amount to about $128,000 annually. The Post-Office De- 
pei the internal-revenue department, and the judiciary department all 
we offices, kept from year to year, in the city, at an estimated cost of $——— 
for rents. lt appears that the district and circuit courts are held twice in each 
„and that the State courts hayo in some instances given way to accommo- 

the United States courts. 
“The committee are of the opinion that it would be economy in the Govern- 
ment to erecta building, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 


Mr. REED. I would like to know whether the other bills which 
were vetoed by the President are to be presented. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. JOHNSTON ] 
can probably explain wherein this bill may not be obnoxious to the Presi- 
dent’s objections, as the other bill was. Besides, since the last session 
of Congress the President has visited Asheville and has seen for himself 
the growth and greatness of that mountain city. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwould like to know the population of the place. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Between eight and ten thou- 
sand—about the same as Greenville, S. C., for which a bill was just 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments reported by 
the committee and just read as a part of the report. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. The two amendments are to 
the same effect; they limit the expenditure to $100,000; that is all. 

The amendments were ice 

The bill as amended was Jaid aside to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRINGFIELD, MO, 


Mr. DIBBLE.. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R, 1611) for 
the erection of a public building at Springfield, Mo. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a site, and cause to be 
erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with roof vaults. 
for the use and accommodation of the United States coorte; post-office, Uni 
States land office,and the United States Signal Service, and for other Govern- 
ment uses at Springfield, in the State of Missouri. The siteand building thereon, 
when completed upon plans and specifications to be previously © and ap- 

ved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of 

00,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a 
building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of 
the public business, and which shall not excced in cost the balance of the sum 
herein limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have 
been approved by the Secretary 
plan for said building, shall be 
volving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $100,000 for site and building; 
eis the site ee an oe the betting sions ye to danger sie pe aed 

an n space o! east 40 feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, 
hri e ded until a valid title to the said site shall 
nor until the State of Missouri shall cede to the 


no part of said sum shall be 

be vested in the United Sta! 

United States exclusive jw iction over the same during the time the United 

States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the admin- 

or ner of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process 
erein, 


The report (by Mr. WADE) is as follows; 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
House bill No. 1611, beg leave to submit the following re $ 

The city of Springfield is the metropolis of Southwest mri. Itis240 miles 
from St, Louis, 200 from Kansas City, and 300 from Memphis, Tenn.; has six 
lines of railroad, which make tributary to ita large territory unsw inagri- 
cultural, mineral, stock- , and timber resources, Its wholesale trade ex- 
tends over Southwest Missouri, Northwest Arkansas, and the Indian Territory, 
and amounts to several millions yearly, It has four national and three private 
banks, three lines of street railroads, electric lights, and gas and water works. 
Its educational advantages are unsurpassed. Drury College and Lorretta Acad- 
emy furnish the higher education, while the public schools, with eight large 
buildings and a corps of sixty-five teachers, supply those tees a common- 
school education with facilities to thatend unsurpassed in the nation. 

The manufacturing, milling, and lumber interests of Springfield are extensive 
and rapidly growing. The npe of two great trunk-line railroads, namely, the 
Kansas City, Springfield and Memphis, and the St. Louis and San Francisco, 
are located here, which employ over two thousand men. 

‘The city of North Springtield was incorporated with Springfield last spring, 
giving the city a population of more than 20,000, making it the fourth cit; k 
population in the State. Its location and commercial advantages and manufact- 
ures will, in the near future, increase its population to 50,000, and raise it to the 
rank of third city in the State. 

‘The al service ef Springfield employs, since the consolidation of the office 
of Ni Springfield with it on Ist of the present month, fifteen persons. The 

receipts of the Springfield post-office for the year 1886 (including North 
ringfeld) were over $23,000, an increase of over $4,000 from last report. 

The rent paid for building for post-office is $1,050; for land office, $300; 
office, $300; United States court-room and offiees, $1,200 (this item is paid by 
Greene County), making a total expenditure for rent for buildings in Spring- 
field for Government use of $2,850, 


A bill for a Government building at Springfield was passed last Congress and 
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vetoed by the President on the unds that no rent was paid for the building 
= gn fice, and that ig was no United States court there. Since 
a Uni 


and in consi 
of the Government, we recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONROE, LA. : 
Mr. DIBBLE. I next call up the bill (H. R. 1483) for the erection 
of a public building at Monroe, La. 
The bill was as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise procure a suitable site, ‘and 
cause to be erected thereon, at the city of Monroe, in the State of Louisiana, a 
suitable, substantial, and commodious public building for the use of the United 
States courts, post-office, internal-revenue, land, and other Government offices: 
Provided, That no money appropriated for said penan shall be expended until 
a valid title to the site selected shall be vested in the United States, which site 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by 
an open space of at least 50 feet, nor until the State of Louisiana shall have ceded 
or over the same forall purposes during the time the United States shall 
or remain the owner thereof, except for the enforcement of the criminal laws of 
said State, and the service of civil process therein. The plans and estimates for 
said SPRE t first be prepared, examined, and approved as required by sec- 
tion 3734 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the cost shall not ex- 
ceed $100,000; norshall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a 
building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the 
ublic business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the same herein 
ited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, And no Bajo mad of site nor plan of 
said building shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an 
expenditure exceeding the said sum of $100,000, which sum is hereby appropri- 
ated for the same, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro; 


Mr. DIBBLE. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. NEwron], if he desires to explain this bill. 

Several MEMBERS, Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. NEWTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
House bill 1483, submit the following report: 

Monroe is the la and most important town (or city) in tife State of Louisi- 
ana north of Red River. It is situated on the Ouachita River at the junction of 
the Vicksburgh, Shreveport and Texas Pacific Railroad. It is a large shipping 
port for both, and largely controls the commerce of the same, amounting annu- 
ally to from fifteen to twenty millions the river alone. It has several large 
and extensive industries. portant lines of railroad are projected 
through the city. 

There is no public building at Monroe veces À to the General Government. 
The necessity for one is great. The importance of having one for the use of the 
United States courts (which have more business at Monroe than at the other 
three places where courts are held in the western district of Louisiana) is at- 
tested Dy the pened da extracts from letters of the judge and chief clerk of the 
United States court which sits there, the same being on file with yourcommittee, 

In a letter from the judge of said court, he says: 

“The United States court sessions held at Monroe are the most important in 
the district; we ae cases there than we doat all the other places in which 
we have court. e court is in session at Monroe about three months of the 
year, and is busily en d during the whole time. I donot now rememberthe 
number of suits on docket at Monroe, but I expect to be engaged there at 
the A term for six or eight weeks. 

“ Monroe is ina rich and ak eas werd parent the district, and its proximity to that 
part of the Mississippi River which divides Mississippi from Louisiana will 
always induce most of the litigation in the United States courts for the western 
district of Louisiana to be ofat Monroe. The Government rentsa oy 29 
room for holding sessions of the court at Monroe, but provides nothing else 
the way of accommodations for the officers ofthe court. The clerk has no of- 
fice, and the papers filed in the court are at the mercy of all sorts of accidents. 
The marshal no oflice; Ido not know how he keeps or takes care of his 


pers,” 
= [Extract from letter of chief clerk.] 
the necessity of an appropriation for the erection of a public 


wo or three 


“I write to urge 
building (United States court-house) at this place, 

“The business in the United States courts here is constantly increasing, and 
as a matter of fact, which can be substantiated by the court records, there are a 
larger number of cases on the docket at this place than at all the other pointsin 
the district combined. 

“In the building (Masonic Hall) now rented by the Government for use as a 
court-house there are no rooms for use of the judge, officers of the court, or the 
grand and petit juries. In , the marshal has been com) to rent two 
zop over s bar-room two blocks from the court-house for the use of the 

uries. 
j “Tam compelled for safety to keep the books and records of courtin my 
room at my boarding-house.”’ 


A petition signed by all the lawyers and leading citizens’of Monroe and the 
country adjacent thereto substantially sets forth the above facts also, and asks 
for a public building at that place. ‘onroe is also a large mail buting 

int and has no suitable post-office, nor has it accommodations for the deputy 

nternal-revenue or other agencies of the Government, A 

From these evidences it Appen, 

1. That the business of the courts at Monroe is constantly increasing, and 
that there is a larger number of cases there than at all the other places in the 
district combined, 

2. That there is no place of safety in which to keep the papers and records of 
said courts, in which are involved large amounts and important interests. 

3. That the clerk is com: , for safety, to keep the books and records of 
the court in his room ata ing-house. 

4. That the marshal has no apartments owned by the Government in which 
to convene the juries, but is compelled to rent rooms for purpose at a 
distance from the hall in which the court holds its sessions, and has to keep his 
papers and documents as best he can. t 

2 The United States courts hold sessions at Monroe twice a year, during 
which it sits about three months, and it has a and increasing business. 

It that Monroe is an old and substantial city; that it has a steadily- 
growing influence and population; several large and important industries; an 
extensive trade ; is located in the heart of a district embracing a population of 
about 180,000 people, who transact there all the business they have before the 

Ae ` 
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The Committee on Public Buildings of both Senate and House of the Forty- 


ninth Congress made a favorable report on a similar bill, which bill was final 
pe by both Houses of said Congress, having finally passed the House in the 
t days of the second session, and was not returned by the President by the 
adjournment, and failed to become a law. 
our committee, therefore, report favorably on the bill submitted to them, 
and unanimously recommend its passage. 


[Cries of “Vote!” ‘*Vote!??] 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask whether there is a second or a third 
class post-office at this town? 

Mr. NEWTON. A third-class office. 

Mr. STEELE. The salary of the postmaster is $1,500? 

Mr. NEWTON. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. STEELE. Iam in favor of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTSMOUTH, OMIO. 


.Mr. DIBBLE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 1712) for 
the erection of a publie building at Portsmouth, Ohio. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise Pones a site, and cause to bè 
erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof vaults, 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office and for other Government 
uses, at Portsmouth, Ohio; the site and building thereon, when completed upon 
plans and specifications to be previously made and approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $60,000; nor shall any site 
be purchased until estimates for the erection of a rca Xp iy Bieta will furnish 

cient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, and which 
shall not exceed in cost the balance of thesum herein limited after the site shall 
have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor pen or said building shall be 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding 
the said sum of $60,000 for site and building; and the site purchased shall leave 
the building unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at least 40 
fect, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be 
ded until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United States, 
nor until the State of Ohio shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction 
over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and the service of civil process therein. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Unless some debate be desired, I will move that this 
bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. BLAND. We had better have the report read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. KENNEDY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
House bill 1712, submit the following report: 

Portsmouth is situated on the Ohio River, at the mouth of the rich Scioto Val- 


ley. It is 100 miles from Columbus and about the same distance from Cincinnati. 
is no pantie building for the transaction of the business of the General 
Government nearer than these points. It has a commanding position on the 


Ohio River, and a large portion of Southern Ohio, of Eastern Kentucky, and of 
‘West Virginia is, in a business point of view, tributary to the city. North of it 
lies the famons Scioto Valley, rich in its soiland products and in the enterprise 
and thrift of its citizens, valley is the natural thoroughfare, by rail and 
canal, from Southern Ohio to the central and northern portions of the State. 
The city stands on the border of the great coal and iron fields of the Hanging 
Roe! ion, and is in easy access to the rich coal and iron belts immediately 
across the Ohio River, extending through Northeastern Kentucky. Thus sit- 
uated in the Ohio Valley, Portsmouth is the center of a fertile region, rich in 
iron, coal, stone, fire-clay, ber, etc., to all of which it is easily accessible, and 
from which flows to it a and steady stream of trade and commerce. 
COMMERCIAL IMPORTANCE. 


The sales of eral merchandise by Portsmouth merchants of goods not 
manufactured exceed in amount the sum of $5,000,000 per annum, while 
the amount of wares manufactured at the various factories within the city and 
in its environs will reach a still greater amount, showing that the annual com- 
merce of Portsmouth is more than $10,000,000. The goods manufactured in 
Portsmouth consist of manufactured iron, steam-engines, stoves, road-scrapers, 
steel springs, wagon stock, wagons, buggies, wheelbarrows, railroad cars, fire- 
brick, sawed stone, furniture, boots and shoes, paper, soap and candles, brooms, 
saddles and harness,woolen goods, cooperage, distilled spirits, beer, cigars, etc. 

THE POST-OFFICE. 


The post-ofiice is in a small building,crowded and inconvenient, neither afford- 
ing the postmaster proper accomm ns for the prompt and convenient 
transaction of business nor meeting the wants nor convenience of the public. 
This post-office distributes letters over numerous routes, sending out and re- 
ceiving between twenty and thirty daily. It rents 878 boxesand sells 
$9,260 worth of stamps annually. Asa money-order office it pays outan average 
of $26,000 per year, and the average net revenue of the office is more than $7,000 
per year, 

INTERNAL-REVENUE OFFICE. 

The office of the United States internal-revenue collector for the Eleventh dis- 
trict of Ohio is located at Portsmouth. During the past twenty years the main 
office has been located in that city with the exception of four years. This might 
in a measure be accounted for by the fact that Portsmouth, by its mail facilities 
and railroad and river connections, is eligibly situated for the uentand rapid 
transmission of the A ron business, but also from the fact that the revenue rec- 
ords show that, with the exception of Cincinnati, Portsmouth has paid more in- 
ternal-revenue taxes during the period mentioned than any other city in the 
State. The revenue district is com of twenty-five counties, the revenues 
of which now reach in the neighbor) of $1,000,000 to $1,200,000. During the 
last revenue year they amounted to $1,058,000. The official records show that 
the distillery of George Davis & Co., of that city, has paid, from the years 1879 
to 1885, inclusive, seven years, the sum of $3,108,418.90 as taxes on distilled spir- 
its, ng an average of $444,059.98 paid per annum, or about one-third of the 
revenues collected in the entire district. To this can be added the taxes paid by 
the brewers, cigar manufacturers, ete., of the city for stamps. 


UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER, ETO, 


The office of United States commissioner is considered an im one at 
that point. In addition to the ordinary duties of such officer the situation of 
Portsmouth upon the Ohio River, its large d interests, 


steam-boat and maritime in 
bring to that office much litigation under the marine laws and add to its im- 


oo In addition to this the river and et aves. service, which has grown 
be a matter of Government concern, could be greatly accommodated by the 
aya a Goad Tee ae ss Portam uth was constituted a port of 
o! une x outh was uted a port o 

aae within the collection district of New Orleans, and from estimatesmade 
it is evident that there would be not less tban $200,000 worth of various 
imported annually, consisting of queensware, leather, books, silk, medical sup- 
pie liquors, cigars, and many other articles, in case proper facilities are of- 
e 


FACILITIES FOR TRANSPORTATION, 

The railroad connections are as follows: The Scioto Valley north to Colum- 
bus (connecting there with the great lines east and west) and south to Ashland, 
Ky., connecting there with the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad, forming a direct 
line to Richmond, Va., and the Southeast; the Cincinnati, Washington and Bal- 
timore Railroad and its connections north, east, tee and south; the Cincin- 
natiand Eastern, eaten a direct connection with Cincinnati, A belt road is 
now being built which wiil give unequaled facilities to the shipping and manu- 
facturing interests of the city. G free turnpikes extend in all directions 
from the city to the county limits, concentrating the trade of the county and 
largely of the adjoining counties in the city. In addition to this the Ohio River, 
that great artery of commerce, affords frequent and cheap means of transpor- 
tation and ex ize. Local daily packets ply from Portsmouth to points above 
and below, while larger steamers touch the wharf daily passing and repassin, 
from Cincinnati to points above, to Huntington, Gallipolis, Pomeroy, Wheel- 
ing, and Pittsburgh. Portsmouth, it might be added, possesses one of finest 
harbors on the Ohio River. In the lowest stage of water the largest steamers, 
loaded, can float with safety. 

GOVERNMENT RENTS, 

The rents now paid by the Government for public offices in Portsmouth, the 

ffice, revenue, ete., now reach nearly $1,000 perannum, But this rentdoes 

not provide such offices or accommodations as the Government should provide 

or the public welfare demands. ‘The post-office rooms and ities are not at 

all adequate to the proper discharge of the postal business. If suitable quarters 

were provided, as they certainly will be in the near future, even if a public build- 

ing is not erected, the rents will reach from $1,200 to $1,500 perannum. Buteven 

nz would not secure the Government records and property from the dangers 
Qi re, 

The city has a population of 15,000, and is rapidly increasing each ne 

We recommend that the accompanying (substitute for House) bill (1884) do 
pass, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Portsmouth, Ohio, is evidently an important 
point; but for information possibly in tite future I desire to ask 
whether United States courts are held at that place. From the read- 
ing of the report I did not understand whether such is the fact. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] who 
made the report will explain that matter, 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by my col- 
league from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON]. In his absence I will say, in an- 
swer to the question of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER], that the United States courtsare not held at Portsmouth. 
But itis a thriving, growing place on the Ohio River, with a population 
ot 15,000. Ithas a post-office, internal-revenue office, and United States 
commissioner’s office. - 

Mr. GALLINGER. The gentleman’s explanation is satisfactory. 

Mr. KENNEDY. A similar bill was passed in the last Congress. 

A MEMBER. What is the limitation of cost? 

Mr. KENNEDY. It is not to exceed $60,000. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

BUILDING FOR CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4359) for 
the purchase of a site, including the building thereon, and also for tho 
erection of the necessary store-houses for the use of the office of the 
Chief Signal Officer of the Army, at the city of Washington, D. C., re- 
ported with an amendment, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a site containing about 
54,000 square feet of ground, and the building thereon, on the northeast quarter 
of square numbered 25, corner of Twenty-fourth and M streets northwest, Wash- 
ington, D. C., belonging to David Fergusson, for use of the Signal Bureau of the 
War Department, and ‘cause to be erected;on such portion of the site as is not 
now occupied by buildings, substantial and commodious buildings, with fire- 

roof vaults, for use as store-houses for the accommodation of the office of tho 

hief Signal Officer of the Army, and for other Government uses, at Washington, 
D.C, The site and building thereon, including the store-houses, when com- 
pleted upon plans and specifications to be previously made and approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of 000; nor 
shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection or purchase ofa 
building, including the necessary store-houses, which will furnish sufficient ac- 
pier, dni for the transaction of public business, and which shall not exceed 
in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been pur- 
chased and paid for, shall have been approved by theSecretary of the Ee aea A 
and no site nor plans for said building or buildings shall be approved b; 
Secretary of the ury involving an expenditure exceeding the sum of $150,- 
000 for site and buildings; and the site purchased shal! leave the building unex- 
posed to danger from fire by a space of at least 50 feet, including streets and 
alleys: Provided, That no part of the said sum shall be expended until a valid 
title to the said site shall be vested in the United States. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” where it first ocours in the bill, insert the following : 

“ Provided, That not more than $112,000 be paid to Mr. Fergusson for the prop- 
erty herein referred to.” z 

Mr. DIBBLE. The membersof the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds have thoroughly inspected this building which it is pro- 
posed to purchase for the use of the office of the Chief Signal Officer of 
the Army, and they not only think that its purchase is necessary, but 
also thatit isa very profitable investment for the Government; besides, 
the Government owns the remainder of the square on which this build- 
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ing is located. The committee agree that the sum of $112,000 is a 
low price for this property, and that with the remaining $38,000 of the 
$150,000 appropriated the Chief Signal Officer of the Army will be able 
to construct necessary store-houses. I ask that the amendment be 
agreed to, and the bill as amended laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. -~ 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. WILKINS. The House should know this is an entirely new 
building, and has never been occupied by anybody. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. By this purchase the Government willsave $4,000 
and more of rental for a lot of old buildings which are coming down 
upon the heads of those who are compelled to occupy them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does this bill provide for the vacation of those 
buildings which are now rented? Is not this to build others? 

Mr. WILKINS. No; this building is already constructed and ready 
for occupancy. 

Mr. RANDALL, But it does not provide for the vacation of the 
rented buildings. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When the Signal Service moves away from the 
building it now occupies into the new building, then the Government 
will be saved the payment of all the rental it is now under. 

Mr. RANDALL, Why not give notice for its vacation ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. That is not in the jurisdiction of our committee, but 
no doubt it will be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. Read the report. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The matter is perfectly clear, and I do not suppose 
the gentleman will insist on his demand for the reading of the report. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4359) for the purchase of a site, including the building thereon, for 
the erection of the necessary store-houses for the use of the office of the Chief 
Signal Officer of the Army, at the city of Washington, D, C., submit the follow- 
ing report: 

Bis bill authorizes the 5 yer of the northeast corner of square No. 25, 
bounded on the north by M street, on the east by Twenty-fourth street, and 
south and west by the grounds of the Columbia Hospital, for the use and occu- 
pancy of the Signal Service Bureau of the War Department. 

‘The property proposed to be purchased belongs to David Fergusson, esq., and 
comprises 54,000 square feet of ground, upon which is erected a new and com- 
ak sin brick house, built in a most substantial manner, finished in oak, ma- 
hogany, and Georgia pine, and nearly ready for occupancy. From its peculiar 
construction itis admirably suited to the purposes for which it is proposed to be 

urchased. With the erection of store-houses, as is provided for in this bill, this 

reau will have ample accommodations for all its business. Thenecessity for 
some provision by Congress for suitable, convenient, and healthful quarters for 
this branch of the service will be apparent from the following statement, as well 
as economical for the General Government. 

The Signal Service is now quartered in nine separate buildings, at an expense 
of $7,500 annually for rental, exclusive of repairs, which probably cover $500 
more. These buildings are badly ventilated, illy lighted, and wholly unsuited 
for the needs of the Service. 

The minimum air-space allowed by competent authorities for each man is 
laced = = feet; 650 cubic feet per man means a space of only 8} feet high, 
ong, an e. 

o Jess than 102 officers and men of this Service are in quarters which range 
from 159 cubic fect to 640 cubic feet per man. 

This eget A means that office work is performed by these men at the expense 
not only of their physical strength, but of their vital energies. The men of this 
Service are plete paysiceliy: yet in November, 1886, one hundred days’ time 
was lost by sickness. In fourteen rooms i is so deficient that gas is neces- 
sarily used for a number of days each month. 

The seattered condition of the office force not only seriously diminishes the 
amount of work done by theclerical force, caused by delays in waiting, but has 
poy tated an increase of the messenger force to an amount not less than 

T year, 

To this amount should be added at least $1,000 for fuel, gas, heating-stoves, ete., 
caused by the occupancy of nine buildings instead of one, making in all $12,000. 
From this subtract the interest upon $150,000 at 3 per cent., which would be 
$4,500, and a saving of $7,500 annually will be made to the Government by the 
rehase of the Fergusson property. 

Moreover, during the last year the Signal Service has been obliged to remove 
out of old buil: which tened to fall down upon the heads of the em- 
ployés, into other buildings, at an expense of more than $1,000. 

The Fergusson building is new, is heated by steam, has 31 rooms, many of 
them very large, and floor amounting to 12,198 square feet. It could be 
hardly built b; the Government for $100, 000, not reckoning the value of the 54,- 
000 feet of land contained in the lot upon which it is situated. 

The committee recommend that the bill with an amendment providing 
that not more than $112,000 shall be paid to Mr. Fergusson for the property 
herein referred to. 

The following, from the Chief Signal Officer's report, with some slight amend- 
ments made by himself, is submitted for the information of the House: 

“The Chief Signal Officer invites attention to the equate office and stor- 
age accommodations for this Service, and especially invites attention to the new 
structure, which has never been occupied, known as the ‘ Fergusson building,’ 
located on the corner of Twenty-fourth and M streets, on square No. 25 (north- 
east quarter), the remainder of which is already owned by the Government, 


The bill for the purchase of this building was favorably reported at the last ses- 
sion of Con; , and itis evident that the purchase of site, or some other 
one, would be a matter of economy for the Government. The 54,000 square feet 


of land and the new building can be purchased for the sum of $108,000, and about 
4 per cent. interest for one year, of $112,000; while the necessary store-houses 
and other out-buildings can be constructed for the additional sum of $38,000; so 
that the total and final cost of sufficient accommodations for this Service would 


heating-stoves, ete., cansed by the occupancy of nine paanan instead of one; an: 
also $3,000 for extra laborers and messengers required ow. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state on the Union had had under consideration, 
under the special order, sundry bills, and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House with the recommendation that they do pass, 
some with and some without amendments. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4271) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4881) making an appropriation to carry into effect the 
provisions of an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to estab- 
lish agricultural experiment stations in connection with the colleges 
established in the several States under the provisions of an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary thereto.” 

PUBLIC BUILDING, GREENVILLE, 8. C. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1805) for the erection of a public building at Greenville, S. C. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ASHEVILLE, N. C. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union with a favorable recommendation was the bill 
(H. R. 1697) for the erection of a public building in the city of Ashe- 
ville, N. C., reported with an amendment. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Idemand the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the o 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to 
be en and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRINGFIELD, MO. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union with a favorable recommendation was the bill (H. R. 
1611) for the erection of a public building at Springfield, Mo. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONROE, LA. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union with a favorable recommendation was the bill (H. 
R. 1483) for the erection of a public building at Monroe, La, 

Mr. DIBBLE. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 

The next bill reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was the bill (H. R. 1712) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. < 
BUILDING FOR THE USE OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER OF THE ARMY. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union with a favorable recommendation was the bill 
(H. R. 4359) for the purchase of a site, including the building thereon, 
and also for the erection of the necessary store-houses for the use of the 
office of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, at the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., reported with an amendment. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I now move to reconsider the several votes just taken; 
and also move that the motions to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ration thereof 
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Mr. DIBBLE. Imove thatthe House now resolveitself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, for the purpose of 
considering the bill (H. R. 2056) for the relief of Joel J. Goss, reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I make the point of order that it is not in order 
for the gentleman in this second hour to move to go into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the consideration 
of private business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is certainly not in order for the gentleman to 
consider private business to-day in this hour. Rule XXIV says: 


5. After the more hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees 
(or the call completed), the £; er shall again call the committees iu regular 
order for one hour, upon which call each committee, on being named, shall have 
the right to call up for consideration any bill reported by it ona previous day, 
on either the House or Union Calendar. 


That does not refer to the Private Calendar, but excludes it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour for the consideration of bills 
has expired. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I raise the point that this proceeding is now by unani- 


‘mous consent. 


Mr. RANDALL. Unanimous consent had not been given to the re- 


quest. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The right to object was distinctly re- 
served. 
LABOR TROUBLES, PENNSYLVANIA COAL REGION. 


Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the House 
to present at this time a memorial signed by a committee representing 
82,000 workingmen, and have it read from the Clerk’s desk and printed 
in the RECORD, after which I hope the House will allow me a few min- 
utes to make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The memorial will be read, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The memorial was read, as follows: 

To the honorable the members of the House of Representatives 
of the Fiftieth Congress of the United Slates: 
We, the undersigned officials, re eae pg iy workingmen, represent that— 

Whereas the nSaigutor foams and one ilroad Company, the Philadelphia 
and Reading Coal and n Company, the Sern TE Valley Railroad Company, 
and other corporations have unlawfully conspired with individuals to raise the 
price of coal to an unreasonable re, and for this purpose have, by enforcin, 
a lock-out in the entire Lehigh and Schuylkill anthracite-coal system, preven 
ve ee and shipping of coal from these systems to any part of the United 

We, the anadenia, respectfully ask Congress to appoint a special commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives to investigate the cause of said lock-outs as 
promptly as the same can be done. 

And we will ever pray, etc. 

ed JOHN H. DAVIS, 
Chairman of Joint Committee, 
JOHN L. LEE, 
Chairman of P. and R. R. R. “eS Board, 


. Mo $ 
Master Workman Distria one Ae K. of L. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to make a brief statement in reference to the paper 
which has just been read, and which, without objection, will be printed 
in the RECORD, j 

Mr. DUNHAM. The understanding is that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is allowed to make his remarks upon the subject, that the 
Committee on Commerce will call this up in the morning, and no other 
gentleman is to speak upon the subject at this time. 

Mr. RAYNER. Who made that arrangement? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What is before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is nothing before the House at 


this time but a request for unanimous consent. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make the point of order that there is 
nothing before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
asks leave to make a statement. 

Mr. BRUMM. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. You had better present some proposition on 
which to predicate a statement. 

Mr. WEAVER. He has already presented a petition, or memorial, 
which has been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the gentleman state how long a time he 
wants. I object, unless it is known what time he will consume, 

Mr. BRUMM. Not more than fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. This matter had better be fairly met, and I hope 
the consideration of the subject in the House will not be evaded by a 
single objection. = 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to state that there are two reports from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce on this subject, and it will probably come up to- 
morrow for consideration, when the whole matter will be discussed. 
The chairman of the committee is not in his seat at present, and it 
seems to me the matter had better go over and take that course. 

Mr. RANDALL. Can the gentleman give an assurance that it will 
come up to-morrow ? 


XIX——54 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Mr. DAVIS. That is my understanding. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that this 
matter be made the special order for consideration at the conclusion of 
the second morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not object to that. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that for a mo- 
ment, until after I have made a short statement. 

A a CLARDY. I trust the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the request for unanimous 
consent that this matter go over until to-morrow after the morning hour, 
I refer to the resolution in regard to the Reading Railroad. [Cries of 
“That’s right!” ] 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order will be 
made, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the exact order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That this subject is made the special 
order for consideration immediately after the second morning hour to- 
morrow. ‘ 

Mr. MACDONALD. Is there no limit as to time? 


FRANCIS I. WHEELER, 


Mr. SHAW. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 5874) for the relief of the heirs of Francis I. 
Wheeler and put it upon its passage. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the bill and report will be read first. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That there be paid to the heirs of Francis I. Wheeler, late of 
Carroll County, Maryland, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
Siar the sum of $358, the amount advanced by him to Charles Benton and 


e Libby, late privates in the First Regiment of the Potomac Home Brigade, 
on their check-books, in April, 1864, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. And before the right to object is waived. 
The report (by Mr. BROWER) was read, as follows: 


The facts outof which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House 
Report No. 2479 of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
a copy of which is hereto qe and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own,and report herewith a 
bill, and recommend its passage. 


[House Report No. 2479, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R., 6080) for 
the relief of the heirs of the late Francis I. Wheeler, have considered the same, 
and submit thefollowing repari 

This.claim was before the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress and was investigated by the Committee on Claims, Yourcommittee find 
that the facts in the ease are correctly set forth in the report of that committee, 
regularly submitted, being House Report No. 2013, Forty-eighth Congress, first 
session. That reportis as follows: 

“Francis I. Wheeler, in 1865, was agent of Adams Express Company at Mar- 
tinsburgh, W. Va. The United States at this time was accustomed to take from 
newly enlisted soldiers their local bounty-money and other private funds in 
their possession and give them instead a check-book for the amount so taken 
from them, promising payment by the first paymaster who should pay the reg- 
iment to which the men were assigned. A number of these check-books were 
in the hands of men of the Potomac Home Brigade, then at Martinsburgh, but 
the Government was short of funds and the paymaster did not visit the regi- 
ment. They complained that their families at home were suffering for want of 
the money withheld from them. At the urgent solicitation of officers of the Po- 
tomac Home Brigade, Mr. Wheeler generously advanced the money due on 
several of these check-books, at a discount of only 5 per cent. for delay and cost 
of collection. 

“Tn 1866 he was repaid the amount he had advanced on several of the books, 
but payment was withheld on two of them—those in favor of Charles Benton 
and Hall Libby, of the First Potomac Home Brigade, amounting to $353, on the 
ground that Benton and Libby afterwards deserted or were absent without 

eave. The regiment was mustered out on the 29th of May, 1865, a few days after 

the alleged desertion. The money was adyanced by Wheeler while the men 

were still with their regiment at Martinsburgh, and in the presence and at the 

uest of their officers, The desertion took place some time after the regiment 

had remoyed from Martinsburgh. ‘The Judge-Advocate-General has decided in 
several similar cases— X 

" ‘That the United States was not entitled to appropriate to its own use the 
amount represented by certain bounty checks, although the soldiers (to whom 
they were made payable and who had indorsed them) had deserted. Such 
checks * è * remained the property of the soldiers, and the Government was 
meet the bailee thereof for their benefit.’ (Digest Decisions, p. 242, edition 

866. 


“This claim seems to be entirely just, and your committee therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill.” 
Your committee now think this claim should be paid, and recommend the 


passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Idesiretoask the gentleman from Maryland about 
what amount this covers? 

Mr. SHAW. About $364. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All right. 

Mr. STEELE. Let meask the gentleman if this man did not go into 
the business of discounting soldiers’ claims and got about 30 per cent. 
per annum for the exchange? 

Mr. SHAW. No, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. He got 5 per cent. commission and they were paid 
every two months? 

Mr. SHAW. If thegentleman will permit me, I will answer by stat- 


Is there objection to the present con- 


850 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


‘JANUARY 31, 


ing the facts. This man was the See ne Stee See ao: 
pany at Martinsburgh, and it was the practice of the Government at 
that time, instead of paying to the soldiers the bounty due in money, to 

give them a check-book representing the amountdue. At the solicita- 
tion of certain officers this man Wheeler advanced the money to a num- 
ber of men at a discount of 5 per cent. to meet the cost of collection. 
pet athe cad had obtained in this manner were paid except 

two. 

Mr. STEELE. And these men had deserted. 

Mr. SHAW. These two had deserted and the Government withheld 
the money. But the Judge-Advocate-General has decided—and there 
isareference to his decision in the report—that the Government has no 
Hider aor this money, because it belonged to the soldiers, and having 

hem aena * ed to the soldiers previous to desertion, the Government was 
only the 

Mr. STEELE. What is the necessity for this legislation ? 

Mr. SHAW. To enable the claimant to obtain this money. The 
statute of limitations would now run against him. Itisa just claim. 
Mr. Wheeler is now dead, and this bill is for the benefit of his heirs. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is the money nowin the United States Treasury? 

Mr.SHAW. Themoney was paid into the bands of the United States 
officers, and I presume it is there now. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Was it not forfeited by the desertion of the sol- 
diers? 

Mr. SHAW. It was paid before the soldiers deserted. 

ae O’NEILL, of Missouri. How much money is involved in the 
bill? 

Mr. SHAW. ae amount is $364." 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read the third time, b 

The SPEAKER pro tempore stated thatthe ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 2. 

So (further count not being called for) the bill’ was ordered to been- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
eee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


a latter motion was agreed to. 
PORT OF LAMBERTON. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the 
House Calendar for consideration at this time the bill H. R. 1640. 

The bill was read, as follows: A 
A bill (H. = Pt Stearns” the name of the of Lamberton, in the district 

ington, N. J., to the port of ton, in said district. 

Whereas ser the constituting of the port of Lamberton, in the collection dis- 
trict of Burlington, in the State of New Jersey, the borough of Lamberton, 
where such port is situated, was incorporated into and became a partof the city 
of Trenton, in said State: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Palins in Congress assembled, That the port now known asthe port of Lamber- 
ton, in the collection district of Daine, in the State of New Jersey, shall 
hereafter be known and denominated as th ‘salt of Trenton, in said district. 

Sec. 2. That nothing in this act contained lbe construed to inany way af- 
fect the validity of any act heretofore done by the collector or any official of 
said port, nor to in any way affect the official standing of any of said 
port, or the powers and duties of any such pets the sole intent and purpose 
of this act being to change the name of said po 

Sec, 3. That this act shall take effect on the Is lst AE E of July, 1888, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The report has not yet-been printed, I can tell 
in a few words the reason for this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Lamberton was the original settlement on the 
banks of the Delaware, now included in the city of Trenton. The bill 
makes no appropriation. The Treasury Department say they have no 
objection to it, and my people want it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It simply changes the name of the port? 

Mr.BUCHANAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It fee not change the place? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No, sir. 

Mr.SPRINGER. All right. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time;.and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH, SMITHLAND, KY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the First 
Baptist Church at Smithland, Ky., and that the same be put upon its 


passage. 
The bill and report were read. 
Mr. BURROWS. I must object to the consideration of this bill. 


MRS. ELIZA L. MACE. 


“Mr, DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 363) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Eliza L. Mace. 


AS bill was gen as follows: 
the Interior be, and Abena author 


Jace on the S boi k subject tothol laws regulatin: 
Tacs widow of chard E. Race. late of Com: 
pany I, Th: deceased. 
The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom aap A the bill (H. R. 363, 
fany repor to Mra. Eliza L, Mace, having considered the same, respect- 
u 


rej 
Rs clade was fully ayers gr iene the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
of the Fosty-ntath Congress and da vcvsikig, reported, int sven ac consid fox 
consideration The report was as follows: 
“Claimant's husband, Richard E. Mace,was a private in Company I, Third 
Maine Regiment, and was pensioned at $6 rate for inj of back rol oak and spine. In 
surgeon's certificate of disability, upon which he was jary is 


described as follows: 
on him, consequent meg explosion 


“*Tnjury of the back from a log fallin 
oe nrifle-pit May 8, 1864, near the Wilderness, Result, part ep ION 
ate Unfit for Veteran Reserve 


bedridden in the hospital since June last, 
Disability total.’ 
4 or Pensioner died November 11, 1885. Dr. Linscott, his family physician, certi- 
es thiat— 

“The immediate cause of his death was co: ive apoplexy, but that the re-. 
mote or indirect cause of death was disease of back or spine, which said Mace 
said was caused by injury received while in the service o the United States.’ 

“ Dr, Francis H. Russe!l also certifies 

“That he haspracticed in said Mace’ Pafamily; ; thathe knowsald Mace to have 
been in aning health for the past two years, on account of disease of spine, which 
said Mace said was caused by injury received while in the service of the United 
States; that he was not present at the death of said a but that he was know 
in to the fact, and that he has no doubt it was caused indi rectly from disease of 
spine.’ 

Dr, Linscott, in answertothe perenne, says that he can notstate whether 
the hemorrnage was in the bead or cord. idow’s claim stands rejected upon 
opinion of medical referee that ‘soldier's death from congestive apy. is 
not regarded, from a medical standpoint, as being due to the injury of (lower 
portion Sr gh oo for which pensioned.’ 

e home doctors, in supplemental affidavits filed with a request for rc- 
opening of the claim, reaffirm with emphasis their poeson opinion that 
soldier's death resulted from his injured back. Itis a case of di ent of 
doctors, and we feel justified in giving this needy widow the benefit of such 
doubt as there mar be, by accepting the opinion of the physicians who saw the 
soldier, who treated him, and whose opinion is based on personal knowledge 
and observation.” 

As the facis in the case seem to fully warrant a favorable report, your com- 
mittee ado; moe the report of the committee of the Forty-ninth Congress, and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr, DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
yess and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES REPORTS. 


Mr. LANHAM. Iask unanimons consent to take from the House 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 1860) to amend sec- 
tion 683 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

: Be iLenacted, ete., That section 683 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to provide for the distribution, by the 
Secretary of the Interior, of one set of the reportsof the decisions of the Su 
Court of the United States,at each of the places where the nitand district 
courts are holden, exclusive of such places where the judges of said courts re- 
side, said reports to be kept by the Ppt of said courts and their successors in 
office, forthe use of said courts and the officers thereof,and the sum of $20,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary,is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of 
the Interior to carry out this provision. 

Mr. LANHAM. This bill has been favorably reported unanimously 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr, CASWELL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on ee Judiciary, to whom was referred House bill 1860, sub- 
mit the following epost 

The committee think that it is quite essential that a set of the United States 
pee ce be kept at every place where aterm of court is held. From the best 

information we have been able to obtain, this bill will require-one hundred and 
Saas sets of the Reports, which cost $160 a set, or an appropriation of $18,240, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas whether 
the bill makes the appropriation that is recommended by the report. 
I thought there was a discrepancy, but did not distinctly catch the 
amount, 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘The bill provides for an appropriation of $20,000 
or so much thereof asmay be necessary. The > object is simply this — 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The point I was ing about was that while 
the report says this will not require $20,000, the bill appropriates that 
amount. 

Mr. LANHAM. From the best estimate the committee could make, 
they thought it would take eighteen thousand and some hundreds of 
dollars. But the bill appropriates only so much of that as may be 
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necessary. it may be that the whole appropriation will not be re- 
ired. 

athe object of the bill is that ateach place where circuit and district 

courts of the United States are holden there shall be a set of decisions 

of the Supreme Court for the use of the members and officers of the 

court. 

I suppose that in almost every State in the Union the supreme court 
reports of the State are furnished to the different counties, and this 
will be no more than carrying out the same idea upon the part of the 
United States by providing that the decisions of the Supreme Court 
may be found at these places for the convenience of the officers and 
members of the court, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of this bill. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the bill read again, be- 
cause I think there is an omission which needs to be supplied. 

The bill was again read. a 

Mr. OATES. I move toamend the bill by inserting, after the word 
“holden,” the words *‘inclnding the court held at Mobile, Ala.” I 
offer that amendment for this reason: The court at Mobile was estab- 
lished by an act of the last session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and it 
would be covered by the language of this bill soasto be excluded from 
the benefits of it, although in fact the judge there would not have been 
supplied, with any of these reports. 

Mr, LANHAM. He is entitled to be supplied under a general 
statute. 

Mr. OATES, But this bill excludes the place where the judge re- 
sides. Now, the judge there has never been supplied with these re- 

rts, ’ 

Me LANHAM. But he is entitled to be supplied with them. 

Mr. OATES. No; because this bill would exclude him. I simply 
want to put the judge there upon the same footing with the vther 
judges. 

The amendment of Mr. OATES was agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now demand the previous question on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paren ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH, SMITHLAND, KY. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Stone] asked awhile ago to call up a certain bill I objected, 
supposing that it would open up an entirely new field. I have since 
examined the matter, and I now withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the circumstances the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] will be recognized. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. My request was, Mr. Speaker, that the 
bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the First Baptist Church 
at Smithland, Ky., should be taken up and put upon iis passage. 

The SPEAKER pro-tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to pay to the trustees of the First Baptist Church at Smith- 
land, Ky., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of for the use and occupation of their church building by the Army of 
the United States during the late war. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think before the bill is put upon 
its passage that the had better be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill ae R. 300) for 
a the trustees of the First Baptist Church at Smithland, Ky., report 
as follows: 

That inthe year 1861 the properly constituted military authorities of the United 
States took possession of the First Baptist Church at Smithland, Ky. It was 
used as a warehouse and hospital for the troops of the United States, to the en- 
tire exclusion of the owners, until the war closed; and besides being thus occu- 
pied by the United States troops, the property was $ 

It was not the policy or practice of the Government to pay rent for publie build- 
ings used during the war, but in meritorious cases to restore them to their former 
condition, ordinary wear and tear excepted. 

This property was not taken or held as a belligerent act, nor was its occupation 
cy spear ob war. War was not flagrant during its occupation in that part of 

The trustees of said church only ask that the sum of $500 be paid them for its 
use and occupancy, which the evidence shows to bea very low rent. 

Your committee, therefore, report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, if this bill is now to be put 
upon its passage, I simply want to say this. I do not understand that 
it has been the policy of the Government to pay for the use or occupa- 
tion of property during the war. Early in the history ofthis question 
we had a case before the House involving the use and occupation of the 
college of William and Mary, in Virginia. Thatcase was debated at 
considerable length, and after a thorough discussion of the question, 
whether the Government should be liable for the use and occupation 


of educational and religious institutions by the armies during the war, 
this House by a large majority rejected the bill. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. When was that? 

Mr.-SPRINGER. In the Forty-fourth Congress or the Forty-fifth, 
I do not remember which. Siuce that time I have never, to my recol- 
lection, heard of a similar bill coming before the House. I believe 
every gentleman will bear me out in the statement that during the war 
wherever the armies were in the South every church and school-house, 
whenever needed, was used for hospital and other army purposes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I will say that I 
withdrew my objection to this bill because I thought there was a dis- 
tinction between the case of a State that was in rebellion and one that 
was not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where was this church? 

Mr. WARNER. In Kentucky, a loyal State. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Some parts of it. 

Mr. WARNER. Asa State it was loyal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The armies on both sides occupied Kentucky very 
extensively, and I believe it is generally understood that she furnished 
large quotas to both armies. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe the Lord is not supposed to make any 
distinction between His houses of worship. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to say, for the information of 
the House, that this church is in a section of country where an armed 
Confederate soldier never set his foot, a section as loyal as the territory 
upon the other bank of the river, where the gentleman from Illinois 
lives. The people there furnished their quota to the Union Army, and 
if there were a few who foughtupon the other side, that did not make the 
country disloyal. This church never was occupied by the armies, ex- 
cept as it was used for the storage of goods. It was really used as a 
store-house or warehouse; it was used during the entire war for that 
purpose, and now these people simply ask this pittance in order to en- 
able them to get on their feet again. They feel that the Government, 
which had the use of their property, is perfectly able to pay, and that 
it is right and just that it should pay. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam very glad tohear the gentleman’s statement 
that this church was not situated in the midstof the warorin the région 
where the armies were fighting, because if it had been the passage ot 
this bill would be a very bad precedent. The facts being as the gentle- 
man states, perhaps the bill can be passed without setting a precedent 
for other more objectionable cases. 

Mr. McMILLIN. After the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER], I wish to say it does seem to me that no distinction 
can be drawn, so far as church buildings are concerned, in reference to 
the localities which they may occupy. They are notthe personal prop- 
erty of the elders of the church in whom often the title is formally vested; 
but they are dedicated to a common use—the worship of God; and I 
must protest against any distinction in a matter of this kind, based upon 
the question whether church buildings are located in one part of the 
country or another. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, rose. z 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not object to the gentleman’s bill at all. I 
simply wished to protest against the position of my friend from Illinois, 
whoundertakes to make a distinction which I think can not properly be 
drawn as to the locality of church buildings which may have been used 
or occupied by the Army during the war. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I can not allow the remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to go to the country without 
expressing the most emphatic dissent from the position he has assumed. 

The gentleman speaks of precedents, and for that reason I am unwill- 
ing the impression should go to the country that this bill was allowed 
to pass this Housesimply and solely because this. church was in a locality 
which had never been occupied by contending forces. = 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that it makes no difference where the church 
was situated, whether in one part of Kentucky or another, whether in 
one Southern State or another. In fact, I maintain that it should make 
no difference whether the church was located on the northern or the 
southern bank of the Ohio. 

I contend that it is our duty, on every proper occasion, to uphold and 
defend that provision of the Constitution which declares that private 
property shall not be taken for public uses without just compensation. 

I heartily concur in the views of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN], and hope that a bill so just as this will pass without a 
dissenting voice. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Notwithstanding the dissent of my friends, it is 
true that location does make all the difference in the world when war 
is raging. There isa very great difference between being inside the 
military operations of the Army of the United States. and being outside. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isit possible to suppose the disloyalty of a church 
to the Government? 

Mr. JACKSON. The presumption ought to be the other way. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. A political question of that kind can not arise in 
such a case. 

Mr.SPRINGER. There may arise a presumption as to the allegiance 
or want of allegiance of individuals to the Government according tothe 
section of country where they may be located. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, the gentleman’s point is too finely drawn. 
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We can not suppose the treason of a church on account of a war in the 

country. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
ed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Ir. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES B. MITCHELL, 


Mr. BOWDEN. Task unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 615) 
for the relief of James B. Mitchell be taken from the Private Calendar 
for present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, su- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to James B, Mitchell the sum of $438, for services as surveyor of 
customs at the port of Yorktown, Va., from September 7, 1882, to January 31, 1883. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report be read. 
The report from the Committee on Claims (by Mr, BOWDEN) was 
read, as follows: 


By act of Congress approved June 15, 1882, the lines of the Yorktown customs 
district,in Virginia, were altered,and Yorktown, where the custom-house had 
theretofore been located, was made a port of delivery and a surveyor authorized 
for the port, but no provision was made for his salary,and the custom-house 
bed want to Newport News, which was made the sole port of entry for the 

istrict. 

On the 4th day of September, 1882, James B. Mitchell, who had theretofore 
been the collector of customs for the district, was appointed surveyor for the 
port of Yorktown, and in anticipation, from the representations of the Depart- 
ment, that oo would be made for his salary, performed the duties of the 
position, which required his whole time, until the Sist day of January, 1823, on 
which day he resigned. 

During this period he received for compensation but $59.45 in fees, and he 
asks that compensation at the rate of $3 per diem be allowed him, 

This compensation is predicated upon the ordinary compensation of inspect- 
ors of customs, duties similar to those imposed upon that office he formed, 
together with the duties of surveyor, and your committee, believing the demand 
to be just and reasonable, recommend the passage of the bill. 


en 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
aor d; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REWARDS TO ESQUIMAUX. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 1528, and that the House now proceed 
to consider the same. 

The bill was read, as follows® 


A bill {H. R.1528) to reward the Esquimaux natives of the Asiatic coast of the 
Arctic Ocean for acts of humanity to shipwrecked seamen, 


Whereas the Esquimaux natives of the Asiatic coast of the Arctie Ocean ex- 
hibited great humanity in rescuing and extending hospitality to the crew of the 
wrecked whaling bark Napoleon, and especially toward its sole survivor, while 
themselves suffering from famine; and 

Whereas it is eminently proper and expedient to recognize and reward such 
poe aca rin and humane conduct on the part of an uncivilized people: There 

fore, - 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States af Amer- 
dca in Congress assembled, That there be appropriated and paid out of the ‘Treas- 
ury of the United States, from moneys not otherwise appropriated, a sum not 
exceeding $1,090, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, for the benefit of the uimaux natives of the Asiatic coast of the 
Arctic Ocean, and in recognition of their hospitality to our shipwrecked seamen. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let the report be read. 

The report of the Committee on Commerce (by Mr. DAvis) was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred House bill 1528, beg 
leave to report: 

In the month of May, 1885, the whaling bark Napoleon was wrecked off the 
Siberian coast, near the Arctic Circle. The crew were thirty-six days reaching 
the land, during which time their only food was two small seals, which they 
were fortunate enough to catch. Before they effected a landing nine persons, 
one-half the number who had left the wrecked vessel, had died. Captain 
Healy, in his affecting narrative, states that— 

“ Many of those who landed were badly frozen, their feet and hands dropping 
off at the joints. Five died a few hours after reaching the shore. Three of the 
four survivors lingered in all the misery of starvation, scurvy, and frozen limbs 
until March, 1886, when they died within one day of each other,” 

J. B. Vincent, the sole survivor of the crew of eighteen, remained with the 
natives until July, 1887, when he was taken on board the revenue-cutter Bear. 
The m which led to his rescue was rudely carved upon a piece of wood 
and carried by one of the tribe several hundred miles and given to Captain Co- 
gan, of the bark Hunter, and by him taken to Port Clarence, on the erican 
co; 


ast, 

Mr, Vineent remained with the natives more than two years, and was treated 
by them with the utmost kindness and hospitality, sharing the shelter of their 
rude dwellings and their scanty food, which during the winter of 1885-87 was 
barely sufficient to avert starvation. 

It would seem not only just but expedient to testify our sense of the generous 
hospitality of those poor and ignorant people, who, while suffering from want 
and hunger, performed such a signal act of humanity. . So long as the enter- 
prise of our people carries them into this dangerous sea such casualties will 


occur, and the assistance of the inhabitants of the Asiatic and American coasts 
will continue to be essential to the py peer our shipwrecked mariners. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report, states that— 

“Itis highly advisable that a moderate sum be in purchasing suitable 
articles, to be sent by the next revenue-cutter visiting those waters, as a reward 
to the natives who, in a condition very near starvation, sheltered and fed Vin- 
cent and his unfortunate companions,” . 

“hoop committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill and pream- 
le. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed; and also moveđ that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL-BANK CURRENCY. ‘ 


Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order; and I 
do so for the purpose of asking unanimous consent that the further con- 
sideration of House bill No. 1733, known as the currency bill, be post- 
poned for two weeks. $ 

Mr. WEAVER. » I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WiL- 
KINS] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business, being 
House bill No. 1733, be postponed for two weeks. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. 

Mr. WILKINS. I now withdraw the demand for the regular order. 


GEORGE W. HARRISON, 


Mr. MCADOO. Iask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4842) to remove the political disabilities of George 
W. Harrison, of Hoboken, N. J. The bill is now on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and the same are hereby, 
removed from George W. Harrison, of Hoboken, X. J 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCADOO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
prod and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. z 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


H. B. WILSON. 


Mr. MANSUR. Iask unanimous consent to take up from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of 
H. B. Wilson, administrator of William Tinder, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury refund and pay to H. B. 
Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000, in full sat- 
isfaction of the claim of the estate of the said Tinder for money paid by said 
estate upon a Jaaman of forfeiture upon a bond for the sppreranos of one 
Evans, who was charged with crime by indictmentin the circuit court of the 
United States for the district of West Tennessee, and who was afterward cap- 
tured by the said administrator and returned to the custody of the court, and 
convicted and punished for the crime with which he was charged. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. MANSUR. I have no objectioa to the reading of the report, but 
will state, before the reading is begun, that this bill has been twice 
passed by the Senate, and has been at this session favorably reported 
for the fourth time to the House. 

The report of the Committee on Claims (by Mr. MANSUR) was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19) for the re- 
lief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deccased, 
having considered the same, report thereon as follows: 

That in the year 1876 two indictments in the circuit court for the western dis- 
trict of Tennessee were returned by the grand jury of said court to the said 
court against one R. L. D. Evans for passing counterfeit money. He was le- 
gally arrested under process issued from said court, and a bond for his ap- 
pearance to the next regular term thereafter of said court—November term, 1876, 

id two causes were continued from term to term until May, 1878, when he was 
put to trial on one of said causes, the jury, after a two days’ consideration of 
said cause, failing to agron: Both cases were then continued until the next 
term of said court, and the defendant was required to give bond in each case in 
the sum of $5,000, which he did, giving William Tinder and W. R. Evans as his 
sureties in each case, conditioned for his appearance at the next November 
term, 1878, of said court. è 

Before the beginning of said term William Tinder departed this life intestate, 
and of his estate H. B. Wilson was duly appointed administrator by the proper 
probate court of Tennessee on 4th of November, 1878. 

After the death of said Tinder-said two causes against said R. L. D. Evans 
were duly called in said United States court, but said Evans failed to appear. 
By lar legal proceedings, then and afterwards taken, the liability of Wil- 
son, the administrator, to pay the penalty in said bonds, respectively, was fixed 
ee! determined by judgments legally taken in said court in favor of the United 

tates. 

Immediately thereupon said Wilson was legally notified by proper officers of 
the United States that the Government claimed a lien upon—and so as to have 
and secure priority in the distribution of—the assets of his intestate in his hands 
to be administered. By agreement with the proper officers of the Government, 
satisfaction of said two judgments was entered upon payment of all costs ac- 
crued, and the further payment of $5,000 by said administrator to the Govern- 
ment, Allcosts then and since acerued have been paid by said administrator, 
as has also said sum of $5,000. 
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Ana now it further appears that said administrator, aided by certain creditors 
of his intestate, instituted search and pursuit of said R. L. D: Evans, and that ul- 
timately they discovered his whereabouts; had him arrested; that under said 
arrest he was brought to trial under said indictments at May term, 1881, con- 
victed, and sentenced to the penitentiary at Albany for a period of three years 
and the payment of a fine of $500. 

The payment of this sum of $5,000 by Administrator Wilson rendered his in- 
testate’s estate insolvent. 

The administrator and creditors claim a return of said sum of $5,000 so paid. 
Judge Hammond, the presiding judge of said court, recommends its return. The 
committee believe that the money ought to be refunded. The object of the bail 
bond was not to make money, but to secure the spore ee of Evans and his 
punishment if guilty. is has been accomplished by the effortsand the money 
of the bail, and all costs due the United States have been paid. We recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

Your committee submit that they are supported in their conclusions in favor 
of this bill by favorable reports made thereon by Mr. Geo’ in the Forty-sey- 
enth Con; . first session {see report No. 867), and by Mr, Cameron in the 
Forty-eighth Congress, first session (see report No. 145),and the fact that the 
Senate in each Congress passed the bill so recommended. 

And by Mr. in the Forty-ninth Congress (see report No. ). 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL MILITARY CEMETERY, PINEVILLE, LA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I move, by unanimous consent, that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of a bill (H. R. 1481) making an appro- 
priation for the construction of a road and approaches from Pineville, 
La., to the national military cemetery near that town, and that the 
same be taken up for present consideration. 

‘There was no objection, ard it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $11,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moyey in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise a ok ho for the purpose of constructing a road and ap- 
proaches from the river at Pineville, La., about 1 mile, to the national military 
cemetery near Pineville. 

Sec, 2. That the sum of money appropriated by this act shall be expended by 
and under the direction of the Secretary of War, either by contract or other- 
wise, as to him may seem best: Provided, That before said sum, or any part 
thereof, is expended, the corporation of Pineville shall make provision, satisfac- 
tory to the Secretary of the Treasury, for the keeping of said road, after con- 
struction,in repair: And provided further, That before the commencement of the 
construction of said road said corporation shall secure to the United States, free 
of cost, the right of way for said road. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War shall report to Congress at its next session 
his action under the provisions of this act. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out “the Treasury ” and insert “‘ War;” so it will read, “shall make 
provision satisfactory to the Secretary of War.”’ 


Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Forp) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1481) 
making an appropriation to construct a road and approaches from Pineville, 
La., to the national cemetery near that town, have considered the same, and 
make the following report: 

The village of Pineville is situated on Red River, in the parish of Rapides, 
Louisiana. Across the river and opposite is the town of Alexandria, the county 
seat of said parish of Rapides. During the late war the Red River Valley was 
the scene of extensive military operations. The forces of the United States on 
several occasions advanced up the valley by land and water, penetrating in I864, 
under General Banks, as far as to within 45 miles of the city of Shreveport, 150 
miles by land and 300 by water northwest of the town of Alexandria. A fleet 
of the United States, under Admiral Porter, kept pace by the river with the 
forces on land. 

Alexandria and Pineville, and the country contiguous thereto, were for several 
monins first and last, occupied by the military and naval forces of the United 

es, 

During these invasions of the Red River Valley many encounters with the 
Confederate forces took place, and two important battles were fought, to wit, 
the battle of Mansfield, or Sabine Cross Roads, and the battle of Pleasant Hill. 

For the interment of the bodies of the Union soldiers who fell in these engage- 
ments in the Red River Valley and those who died in the hospitals a national 
cemetery was established at Pineville. This cemetery is located about 1 mile 
from the river on the hills which border the river for a short distance at that 
pace The cemetery covers 8 acres of ground, and the number of internients 

1,307. Itis in charge of a superintendent, and the yearly cost of maintenance 
$1,250. (The cemetery is surrounded by a substantial brick wal), and the build- 
ings for the accommodation of the superintendent and family are of brick and 
substantial and commodious, 

No proper means of access from the river to the cemetery is provided. From 

the memorial to Congress, of numerous citizens of that immediate section, call- 
ing attention to the necessity for this road,and praying an appropriation there- 
for, we make the following extract: 
“The national cemetery, located in the suburbs of Pineville, opposite Alexan- 
dria, La., while naturally possessing many attractive features as to location and 
surroundings, is viri ly inaccessible, the only approach being by way of a 
narrow and rough byway leading from the main thoroughfare. The site isabout 
1 mile on a straight line from Red River, anda road opened from a certain point 
on the river and leading directly to the front or main entrance of the cemetery 
would materially add to the attractiveness of the place, and contribute very 
greatly to the convenience and pleasure of visitors.’ 

The memorial, from which the above is taken, is strongly indorsed by the 
superintendent of the cemetery. 

A similar bill in the Forty-ninth Congress haying been referred to the Secre- 
tary of War for report on the cemetery and its needs of approach, Mr. W. H. 
Owens, civil engineer, Quartermaster's riment, was ordered to inspect the 
cemetery and make report, a copy of which, together with a letter from the 
Secretary of War, is among the papas submitted to your committee. Mr. 
Owens's report is full, and containsa detailed estimate of the cost of the proposed 
road, which he fixes at $11,000, 
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The Quartermaster-General recommended, and the Secretary of War concurs 
in the same, that the right of way for the road be secured to the United States 
free of cost, and that provision be made in the bill for asatisfactory guaranty by 
“oy Buene of Pineville of an amount sufficient annually to keep the road 

repair, 

The bill herewith presented covers both these suggestions, and as showing 
the willingness of the town authorities to provide for the annual repair of the 
road, a ce jed copy of a formal resolution of the town council giving this as- 
surance was submitted to the committee. 

In view of the facts in the case, the committee report the bill favorably with 
an amendment to strike out the words “the Treasury,” in the sixth line of the 
section, and insert the word “ War,” and, as thus amended, they recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. , 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Honse do now adjourn, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 92. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for tellers. : 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. MILLS and Mr. MORRILL were ap- 
pointed. - 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 95, noes 44. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 18 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. ; 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: * 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6366) for the relief of Mahala H. 
Portlock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 6367) granting a pension to Samuel 
Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 6368) granting a pension to F. H. 
McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 6369) granting a pension to James 
Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 6370) for the relief of James W. Kin- 
yon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to Jesse 
M. Stilwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6372) granting a pension to James Murphy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6373) granting a pension to Thomas Ramsey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6374) granting a pension to Austin Turner, depend- 
ent father of Arthur Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6375) granting a pension to Jonathan McLaugh- 
lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6376) to correct the military record of John T. 
Cambridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6377) for the relief of Samuel Ayers—to the Com- 
miitee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 6378) granting a pension to Samuel 
Stubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 6379) to increase the pension of 
David M. Rennoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 6380) for the relief of the 
heirs of David B. Sanders, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 6381) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Isaac N. Wright—to the Committee om Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 6382) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Charles Carlisle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6383) for the relief of Jesse Marion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of George K. Kirchner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6385) granting a pension to Samuel Doolittle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6386) granting a pension to Thomas D. Britton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 6387) granting arrears of pension 
to Col. D. M. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 6388) granting a pension to 
John Horn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6389) to increase the pen- 
sion of Dr. Mathew H. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6390) for the relief of Catharine Pemberton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 6391) for the relief of F. F.-Lucas— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: A bill (H. R. 6392) for the relief of Victorin Keller—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


854. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 31, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6393) for the relief of the estate of Henry Law- 
rence—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6394) for the relief of Hayern & Taylor—to the 
Committee.on Private Land Claims. > 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 6395) for the relief of Thomas 8. Hop- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 6396) for the relief of Robert B. 
Tubbs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 6397) granting a pension to Adolph 
Henning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6398) granting a pension to the minor children of 
Daniel Winters, of Laflin, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUTTON: A bill (H. R. 6399) granting a pension to John 
McGuire—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6400) for the relief of H. W. Thurmond—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6401) for the relief of John W. Reid— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6402) for the relief of the estate of Thomas L. 
Price, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 6403) granting a pension to Ann 
M. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R, 6404) for the relief of Charles F. 
Swain, master of bark Philena—to the Committee on Claims. 3 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6405) granting a pension to John 
N. Duffee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 6406) for the relief of Thomas Mc- 
Donald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELMONT: A bill (H. R. 6407) correcting the military rec- 
ord of Lieut. James O’Rourke—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R, 6408) for the relief of J. 
J. Petree and others—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Perry R. Nye— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6410) for the relief of Frank W. 
Webster—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6411) granting a pension to 
Sarah Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 6412) granting a pension to James 
M. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 6413) granting a pension to Allen Simmons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 6414) for the relief of George W. 
Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 6415) for the relief of John F. 
Mahler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6416) for the relief of Daniel Young—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6417) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John W. Terrill—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6418) granting a pension to Oliver Troop—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 6419) granting a pension to Will- 
jam Shackelford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6420) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6421) granting a pension to Samuel Sutton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 6422) for the relief of Virginia E. Fick- 
lin, and her minor son, James W. Ficklin—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 6423) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Daniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6424) to grant a pension to 
Catherine Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. T. H. B, BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of 
William Tabb—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R, 6426) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Bray, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6427) granting a pension to John B. Walker, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6428) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bray, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 6429) for the relief of Sidney Hender- 
son, executrix of John Henderson, d —to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 6430) for the relief of Ulysses Mer- 
chant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6432) for the relief of Mrs. Emma Ellis—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6433) granting a pension to J. P. Mattock—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. d 


By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to 
Jobn F. G. Mittag—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6435) for the relief of H. T. Cox—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELMONT: A bill (H. R. 6436) for the relief of Benjamin 
F. Wells, senior—to the Committee on Claims. 


Changes in the reference of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4985) to prohibit certain printing by authority of the 
United States—from the Committee on Printing to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

A bill (H. R. 1373) prohibiting the purchase of goods which are in 
whole or in part manufactured by convict labor—from the Committee 
on Commerce to the Committee on Labor. 

A bill (H. R. 4458) for the construction of a bridge across the Big 
Wind River, on the Shoshone Indian reservation, in the Territory of 
Wyoming—tfrom the Committee on Commerce to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. F 

A bill (H. R. 5671) t einbume the depositors of the Freedman’s 
Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the failure of said 
company—from the Committee on Commerce to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

A bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of Edmund D. Taylor—from the Com- 
mittee on Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2593) for the relief of James Brice—from the Committee - 
on Claims to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the heirs of Preston Beck, jr.— 
from the Committee on Claims tothe Select Committee on Indian Dep- 
redation Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5608) amendatory of the act for the benefit of the States 
of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, 
and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada when a Ter- 
ritory—from the Committee on the Judiciary to the Committee on 


ms. ' 

A bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden—from the 
Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3876) for the relief of Jeremiah Rumsey—from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5406) for the relief of John Henry Harrover—from the 
Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2846) granting a pension to Jeremiah T. Reed—from the 
Committee of Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was discharged 
from the consideration of the following cases, improperly referred to 
said committee, and the same were severally referred to the Committee 
on Claims, namely: 

A bill fe R. 2545) for the relief of John D. Tinney. 


A bill (H. R. 2613) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, 

A bill (H. R. 3713) for the benefit of Carter Lawson. 

A bill (H. R. ra for the relief of J. R. Jones. 

A bill = R. 4256) for the relief of Leslie E. Brooks. 

A bill (H. R. 3496) for the relief of W. C. Scanland. 

A bill (H. R. 5078) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor. 

A bill (H. R. 5244) for the relief of Roswell G. Pettibone. 

A bill (H. R. 5303) for the relief of James H. Smith, late postmaster 
at Memphis, Tenn. 

A bill (H. R. 5536) for the relief of Robert C. Speed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: Å 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of the Silent Army of Deaf Soldiers, 
Sailors, and Marines, for equitable rating for pensions—to the Com- 
mittes on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Evidence in support of bill for relief 
of Green Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: A bill for the survey and improvement 
of the Chickasawha River, in Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Allen Simmons, for a special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: Resolutions of the Detroit Board of Trade relat- 
ing to a naval reserve co: to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the faculty of the College of New 
Jersey (Princeton, N. J.), in behalf of an international copyright law— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of James Coffman, and of Mary A. 
Grigsby, of Hamblen County; of Isaiah Stondifer, of Claiborne County; 
of Matterson Campbell, heir of John Campbell, of Greene County; of 
James White, of Hawkins County; and of George C. Pangle, of Whites- 
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burgh, Tenn., for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Col. D. M. Fox, late Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Michigan Volunteers, for arrears of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the governor, officers of the senate and honse of 
representatives, and other distinguished citizens of Iowa, for the relief 
of Col. D. M. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of citizens of New York, fgr some bill to 
promote international arbitration, or fora convention of American and 
other nations to agree upon a high court of arbitration to settle dif 
ferences—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of John A. Huff, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: Papers in the claim of Victoria Keller, of Donaldson- 
ville, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolutions of the Mississippi River Convention, rela- 
tive to river improvements, and especially the Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRANGER (by request): Petition of Rev. Samuel Scoville 
and others, against the admission of Utah as a State—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of Augustine Jones and others, for arbitration as a 
means of settling national disputes—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers in the claim of David Ward, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Rufus Averill and 34 others, for a pension to Alonzo 
H. Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Society of Friends of Richmond, Ind., for a 
treaty for arbitration of differences with Great Britain—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, letters of soldiers in the claim of Martha B. Perry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Memorial of the Society of Friends in 
conference at Richmond, Ind., im favor of arbitration to settle dis- 
putes between the United States and Great Britain—to the Committee 
on Foreiga Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the North Carolina State Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for the repeal of the tax of 10 per cent. on the circulation of 
State banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, papers in the claim of W. D. Howard, and of aie D. Douthit, 
Pip of E. J. Douthit, of North Carolina—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of Charles D. Butler, and of Mary C. 
Buel, of Jefferson County, and of Aaron Longley, of Jackson County, 
Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Petition of Thomas Johnson, of Halifax 
County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of James McBee; of Isaac M. McBee; of 

Noah Nance; of Lydia Peck; of Frank M. Smith; of heirs of James 
Evans; of William Brazelton; of William A. Glenn; of Cyrus Zimmer- 
man, administrator of Thomas Evans; of C. B. C. Hodges; of Calloway 
Hodges, and of Jesse Elmore, of Jefferson County, Tennessee, for ref- 
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
: By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Miss Jennie Fullerton and 13 others, 
citizens of North Beaver township, Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, 
against the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr LATHAM: Papers in the claims of Joseph Lawrence; of 
James M. Ferebel; of William J. Porter; of Nancy T. M. Tooley and 
William B. Tooley; of Rev. Jacob Utlery; of W. H. Hyatt, son of J. 
H. Hyatt; of Hugh Murdock; of Mrs, Holland Harderly; of Mary E. 
English, executrix of James C. Ballance; of Francis J. and Mary F. 
Morton; of Joseph J. Jordan: of Jarvis M. Williams; of Jasper B 
Mann; of Joseph R. Franklin; of Josiah L. Bill; of D. W. Martin, 
and of A. O. Dey, administrator, and of J. S. Davis, of North Carolina— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition asking for increase of pension for deaf 
soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCSHANE: Petition of Evalina Thompson, for a special-act 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Nebraska, for the enactment of a law for 
anc fractional currency—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


Be “Mr. MONTGOMERY: Petition of Samuuel B. Merrifield, of 
Charles H. Allen, and of A. M. Cartwell, of Nelson County; of Marga- 
ret Carter, of Joseph H. Tucker, assignee of James Crowders, and of 
Joseph H. Tucker, assignee of John Slaughter, of Marion County; of 
Radley & Showers, of George W. Smith, and of Jacob Hubbard, of 
La Rue County; of D. K. Haycraft, of Margaret J. Van Meter, and of C. 
M. Stuart, administrator of David Pevin, of Hardin County: of M. T. 
Branner, of Jefferson County, and of W. E. Forsythe, of Ohio County, 


~ 


Kentucky, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers in the claim of Sidney Henderson, executor 
of Thi Henderson, of Bradley County, Tennessee—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of 8. S. Turner, M. D., for increase of 
pay of Army surgeons—to the Committee on Military Affhirs. 

Also, remonstrance against the bill for a bridge from Rice’s Point to 
Minnesota Point, at Duluth, Minn.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Petition of Union ex-prisoners, of Oswego 
County, New York, in favor of the pension bill recommended by na- 
tional encampment, Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Resolutions of Pomona Grange, of Branch 
County, Michigan, for legislation to protect innocent purchasers of pat- 
ented articles from prosecution for infringement—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of workingmen of St. Louis, Mo., 
in favor of a Government system of postal telegraphy—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
is By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Daniel Young, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petitionand other papers relating to bill for relief 
of George W. Gales, late of Company H, Fifty-third Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of the faculty of the State University of 
Arkansas, to remove duty on imported books—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Society of Friends, for international arbitra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of faculty of State University of Arkansas, for an in- 
ternational copyright—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. PETERS: Letterof United States marshal and United States 
district attorney of Kansas, favoring bill for enlargement of public 
building at Wichita, Kans.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Papers in the claims of Jesse Applewhite; of 
Hugh Davis; of Mary E. Bates; of Caroline H. Renney, executrix of 
Michael W. Renney; of Wiley T. Cargill, executor of Wiley Cargill, 
and of Martha C. Cole, of Tennessee—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

Also, petition of Charles Levy, of Shelby County, Tennessee, for pay- 
ment of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of Charles Michil, of Fayette County, Tennes- 
see, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of soldiers and citizens of Sabinia, Ohio, 
in favor of Senate bill granting 1 cent per day pension to all soldiers 
of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of 5. S. Turner, M. D., in behalf of 
the acting assistant surgeons of the Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolutions of State Dairymen’s Association, of Min- 
nesota, against the repeal or modification of the oleomargarine laws— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers in the claim of Charles Ayliff, of Pulaski 
County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition and statement of Daniel H. Nye, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Ellen Scranton and H. S. Stone, of Fremont, Ohio, 
for reliet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James Haby and 1,108 others, citizens of Val- 
ley, asking that the battle-grounds and cemeteries be marked and cared 
for—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of Ohio, for surveys of his- 
torical and military grounds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULL: Papers in the case of Hezekiah L. Hammer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of S.S. Turner, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, for increase of pay of surgeons in the Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of citizens of Illinois, against the ad- 
mission of Utah as a State with polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, petition of S. S. Turner, M. D., for increase of pay of surgeons 
of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, memorial of the Society of Friends, of Richmond, Ind., for in- 
ternational arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago in favor of retalia- 
tory measures against France and Germany for excluding American 
salted pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago in favor of a naval 
reserve—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Isaac N. Earl Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, No. 112, of Wisconsin, and citizens of Cally, 
Wis., for an amendment to the pension laws—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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Also, a memorial of the American Forestry Congress and other citi- 

relative to forest lands—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Papers in the claim of William A. Lewis, 
of Luther Walters, of Wilkie McHan, executor of Solomon Taylor, and 
of George T. Long, of Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of John Leonard, for removal of charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition for removal of the charge of desertion from Hilton 
Springsted, late private of Company E, Ninth Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Denver, Colo., for international copyright 
—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars of Colorado, ofti- 
cially signed, for a national prohibitory constitutional amendment—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr, TARSNEY: Petition of John Davis and 70 others, of Norton 
County, Kansas, for postal telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Memorial of members of the Society of 
Friends, for the introduction of arbitration as a means of settling inter- 
national disputes—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of Margaret Holland, and of 
Charles R. Nealis, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Joseph P. Warden, and of Isaac W. Lykins, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William J. Meadows, for discharge and pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for pension for Daniel Lawhorn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of T. H. Gardner, of Robertson 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Thomas J. Scruggs and of Thomas 
B. Woosley, administrators of William Woosley, of Jacksan County; 
of W. T. Simmons, and of John V. Dandredge, heir of John T. Dan- 
dredge, of Lawrence County, Alabama, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOST: Memorial of citizens of Wythe County, Virginia, de- 
manding repeal of the internal reyenue, protesting against the removal 
of the duty on iron ore and coal, and asking a hearing before the com- 
mittee—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: | 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON; Of P. C. Welborne and other citizens of 
Jasper County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of H. A. McGary and others, of An- 
drews, Spottsylvania County, Virginia. 

By Mr. COWLES: Of J. B. Hopkins and others, of Stony Hill, 
Wilkes County; of Mac. Absher and others, of Obids, Ashe County, 
D of S. W. Campbell and others, of Vashti, Alexander County, North 

rolina. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of C. H. Ice and others, of Folsom, Wetzel County; 
and of W. H. Churchman and others, of Fowler's, Brooke County, West 
Virginia. 

By Mr. HOGG: Of J. Snyder and others, of Speed, Roane County; of 
J. B. Lewis and others, of Porterville, Lincoln County, and of J. W. 
Sias and others of Fourteen, Lincoln County, West Virginia. 

By Mr. HOOKER; Of J. H. Russell and others, of Palestine, Hinds 
County, Mississippi. 

Also, of A. G. Crook and other citizens of Mississippi. 

By Mr. HOUK: Of citizens of Hardin Valley, Knox County, Ten- 
nessee. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Of W. M. Tobar and others, of Sherwood, 
Cumberland County, and of Charles S. Tate and others, of Ashton, 
Pender County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of Allen Strickler and 37 others, of Lancaster, 
Kans, 

By Mr. PEEL: Of James M. Anderson and others, of Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Of W. H. Carey and others, of Leon, Franklin 
County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of Maggie Davis and others, of Kingwood, N. ©. 

By Mr. YOST; Of H. W. Massie and others, of Savannah, Alleghany 
County, Virginia. 


The following petitions, asking for the passage of the bill prohibiting 
the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages in the 
District of Columbia, were severally referred to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic: 

_By Mr. GOFF: Of 129 citizens of the First district of West Vir- 
ginia. 

By Mr. KERR: Of the ministers of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of the District of Columbia, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 1, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings wus read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Representa- 
tives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Comiherce: 

- A bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of James B. Mitchell; and 

A bill (H. R. 2606) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri Rivér at or near the city of Jefferson, Mo. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the 
estate of William Tinder, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the First Baptist 
Church at Smithland, Ky. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 1805) for a public building at Greenville, S. C.; and 

A bill (H. R. 1712) for the erection of a public building at Ports- 
mouth, Ohio. 

The bill (H. R. 4842) to remove the political disabilities of George W. 
Harrison, of Hoboken, N. J., was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, K 

The bill (H. R. 5874) for the relief of the heirs of the late Francis 
I. Wheeler, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 363) granting a pension to Mrs, Eliza L. Mace, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of Daniel Wooden, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying to be allowed an increase of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He aiso presented a petition of the faculty of the College of New 
Jersey, at Princeton, N. J., praying for the speedy enactment of an in- 
ternational copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. N 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Newark, N. J., 
praying that a liberal appropriation be made for the repair and enlarge- 
ment of the public building at Newark; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of 168 citizens of the First, Second, Fourth, 
and Fifth Congressional districts of New Jersey, and a petition of 74 
citizens of the Fifth Congressional district of New Jersey, praying for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COKE. I present a petition signed by a large number of citi- 
zens of El Paso, Tex., engaged in commerce, which represents that the 
recent extension of the Free Zone by the Mexican Government along 
the northern frontier of Mexico opens all the Mexican towns along that 
border to the importation, through the United States, of all classes of 
merchandise from foreign countries, upon which no duty is paid either 
to the American or Mexican Governments; and that the act creates a 
rendezvous where merchants from foreign countries can land their free 
goods and take their time and opportunity to smuggle or sell them to 
those who will smuggle them into the United States. 

Referring more particularly to the free port of Paso del Norte, Mex- 
ico, directly opposite El Paso, Tex., the petitioners call attention to 
the ample opportunity and great ease with which an extensive smug- 
gling business can be carried on, for the reason that all classes of indi- 
viduals can go there in the street cars and in other conveyances, or on 
foot, day or night, purchase any article of wearing apparel and wear 
it over to the American side. As well also can merchandise upon 
which the greatest duty is imposed be carried over by men, pack ani- 
mals, and other conveyances at various places up and down the river. 
The Rio Grande River is fordable the greater of the time, and there 
are also bridges and boats in ample supply when the river is not forda- 
ble. 

Now that railways are operating to and from all the cities of the 
United States, an extensive amount of smuggling can and will be car- 
ried on, and these free goods will find their way throughout our country. 

Merchants from Vera Cruz and other foreign cities are now opening 
large stocks of foreign merchandise in convenient places in Paso del 
Norte for the purpose of supplying the Americantrade. They are ad- 
yertising their advantages in our papers and are pushing their wares 
into our country. This fact is fast demoralizing our trade and depre- 
ciating our property values. 

All other points in Mexico along this free border, where there are 
railway facilities, are fast becoming harbors for smugglers, and every 
day’s delay works a loss to the commerce of our country and revenues 
of the Government. 

‘The reasons assigned for the act are admitted by the Mexican peo- 
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ple to be that it will build up their border towns and check the 
growth of the American towns; that it will increase their population 
along the border and decrease our population, thereby strengthening 
their border and weakening ours. 

Therefore it can not he possible for the merchants on the American 
side, as well as the jobbers and manufacturers in our large cities, to 
compete for the growing trade of Mexico as against the jobbers and 
manufacturers of Europe. This is a vital question to the jobbers and 
manufacturers of all the cities of the United States who have been sell- 
ing goods to the merchants in the American towns on the border, and 
to the merchants and others in Mexico, because the free goods in the 
free towns of Mexico, created by the Free Zone act, will prove an ef- 
fectual barrier between them and the trade of Mexico. 

Each day this matter is assuming greater proportions, and the longer 
it exists the greater the difficulty in overcoming it. 

Paso del Norte is made the principal point for carrying on this busi- 
ness, because the many railways centering at El Paso, Tex., furnish 
quick and ready transportation to all portions of the United States. 

The petition concludes by asking that areciprocity treaty be entered 
into with Mexico, in order to give this country some protection against 

e great amount of smuggling which necessarily occurs under the Free 
Zone act in the Republic of Mexico. 

I move the reference of this petition to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the petition is referred I wish to ask the 
Senator from Texas if the commercial convention with Mexico of Janu- 
ary 20, 1883, does not cover what the petitioners desire to be secured 
to them ? 

Mr. COKE. I think it does not cover the point made by the peti- 
tioners. The commercial convention referred to has lapsed, has it not? 

Mr. MORGAN. The commercial convention has not lapsed. It has 
been several times renewed and extended for the purpose of giving 
Congress the opportunity to pass those laws which are essential, by the 
terms of the convention itself, to its execution. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator alludes to the treaty passed through the 
Senate, but which was never acted upon by the other House. 

Mr. MORGAN. I allude to the treaty which has been ratified and 
proclaimed, and several times amended by extending it since it was 
made, with a view of giving Congress the opportunity to pass the laws 
which are provided in that treaty for its execution. My own convic- 
tion is a very firm one that if the Congress of the United States should 
pass the laws to execute the treaty, the purposes of these petitioners 
would be entirely accomplished, or, if not entirely, at least substantially 
accomplished. 

Mr. COKE. I concur fully with the Senator from Alabama as to 
that. The treaty passed the Senate several years ago, but has never 
received action in the other House. There is nothing that can be done 
which would help the commerce of this country with Mexico more than 
the adoption and enforcement of that treaty. With it the complaints 
that have been presented in this petition would not exist. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of the Maryland 
State Temperance Alliance, and a petition of ministers of the Method- 
ist Episcopal Church in the city of Washington, D. C., and vicinity, 
praying for the passage of a law prohibiting the manufacture and sale, 
importation, ete., of intoxicating liquors for beverages in the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the Vermont Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, officially signed, praying for the passage of a 
national prohibitory constitutional amendment; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of J. M. Gregory and 398 other 
citizens of Phænix, Ariz., praying for the passage of Senate bill 689, 
to fix the price of public lands in the forfeited Texas Pacific Railroad 
land grant; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of D. L. Gaulden and other citi- 
zens of Florida, praying that an appropriation be made for the survey 
and cleaning out of the Indian River from Titusville to Gilbert’s Bar, 
Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of William B. Jones and 41 other cit- 
izens, of Washington County, Florida, praying that increased compen- 
sation be allowed fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. j 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of importers at the port of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 532, known as the 
immediate transportation act, with an amendment; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a petition of 100 citizens of the Third 
and Fourth Congressional districts of New Jersey, praying for prohibi- 
tion in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 112 citizens of the First, Ninth, 
and Sixth Congressional districts of Michigan; a petition of 139 citi- 
zens of the Ninth, Fifth, Eighth, and Sixth Congressional districts of 


Michigan, and a petition of 206 citizens of the Second and Tenth Con- 
gressional districts of Michigan, praying for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

Healso presented a resolution adopted by the Detroit (Mich. ) Typo- 
graphical Union, No. 18, in favor of the restoration of wages in the 
Government Printing Office, Washingtou City, to former rates; which 
‘was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 153 citizens of the Twentieth, 
Twenty-third, and Thirtieth Congressional districts of New York, pray- 
ing for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 270 citizens of the Ninth, 
Sixteenth, and Twenty-fourth Congressional districts of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of a law prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented 13 memorials of citizens of the Sixth, Eighteenth, 
and Nineteenth Congressional districts of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the admission of Utah as a State with polygamy; which were 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a petition of citizens of Pasadena, Cal., 
praying for the establishment of a high court of arbitration; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation looking to in- 
creased commercial privileges to the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of salt manufacturers of California, re- 
monstrating against the removal of the duty on salt; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the California State Horticultural So- 
ciety, remonstrating against any change of the present tariff in relation to 
raisins and other foreign fruits; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Eureka, 
Humboldt County, California, and other citizens of California, praying 
that an appropriation be made for the improvement of Humboldt Bay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Faculty of the Uni- 
versity of California, at Berkeley, Cal., praying for the removal of the 
duty on the importation of books; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. : 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the improvement of the Mare Island navy- 
yard; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. - 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the repair of the flag-ship Hartford; which 
was referréd to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petitión of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying that appropriations be made for seacoast de- 
fenses; which was referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the National Co-operative Homestead 
Society of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of a co-o 
erative homestead law; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Finch, Van Slyck & Co.; and 
other importers, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of Senate 
bill 582, providing for the immediate transportation of dutiable goods 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of citizens of the Fourth, 
Fifth, and Seventh Congressional districts of Iowa, praying for prohi- 
bition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of L. A. Davis, of Chehalis, 
Washington Territory, praying to be allowed compensation for carry- 
ing the English mails on route 15406, between Olympiaand Monticello, 
Wash., from August 1, 1868, to June 30, 1870; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 665) to establish a quarantine station 
at the port of San Francisco, to ask to be discharged from- its farther 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committeeon Epidemic 
Diseases. I should like to have the bill referred to that committee 
without any further printing, because they meet to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The change of reference will be made 
as requested, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 841) to facilitate the settlement and develop the 
resources of the Territory of Alaska, and to open an overland commer- 
cial route between the United States, Asiatic Russia, and Japan, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was med indefinitely. 3 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
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‘was referred the bill (S. 147) for the relief of S. D. Barclay, G. D. 
Adams, and William H. Kimbrew, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 502) for the relief of Mary F. Potts, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 192) to provide that judges of the United States cir- 
cuitand district courts shall reduce their instructions to juries to writing, 
in all States wherein by the laws thereof State judges are required so 
to do, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
270) to establish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I am instructed by the Committee on Patents, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5514) to amend section 4883 of the 
Revised Statutes, to report it without amendment. Isend to thedesk 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, to accompany the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1696) for the relief of Lewis J. Cundiff, asked to be 

from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; which was to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1671) for the religf of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to state and 
settle the account of James M. Willbur with the United States, and 
to pay said Willbur such sum of money as may be found due him 
thereon, reported it withontamendment, andsubmitted areport thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1499) for the relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 903) for the relief of Laban Heath & Co., of Boston, 
Mass., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Abby J. Slo- 
cum, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor S. Lawson, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1163) for the relief of Edward Rice, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Franklin, alias McKee, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of John W. Cummins, praying for an increase of pension, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the com- 
mittee were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2467) to amend chapter 191 of the private acts of the 
Forty-ninth Co passed at the second session thereof, concerning 
James H. Young, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 855) to amend and correct the act approved February 22, 1887, 
granting a pension to James H. Young, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted 
@ report to accompany the bill (S. 1370) for the relief of Assistant 
Engineer Howard D. Potts, United States Navy, heretofore reported 
by that committee. è 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 535) providing for an inspection of meats for 
exportation, prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food 
or drink, and authorizing the President to make proclamation in cer- 
tain cases, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: - 

A bill (S. 379) to allow soldiers and sailors in the United States 
service who have lost both hands an increased pension; 
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A bill (S. 42) granting a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen; 
A bill (S. 1412) granting increase of pension to Mary B. Hook; 
A bill (S. 167) granting a pension to Ann E, Tew; 


VA pu (8. 40) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce; 


A bill (S. 171) granting a pension to Jennie H. Coghill. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 381) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1209) for the relief of Robert H. Blake, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


JACKSON, MISS., MUNICIPAL ELECTION, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. The Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate direct me to report the resolution 
which I send to the desk. I wish tosay that it is the report which was 
submitted yesterday, but withdrawn temporarily to incorporate some 
suggestions made by the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
(Mr. Epmunps]. It is now submitted in a form to meet his approval. 
I should like to have action on the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The original resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported by Mr. EDMUNDS from 
the Committee on the Judiciary January 23, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the necessary expenses of the Committee on the Judiciary, or 
pork Beste aman thereof, in making the inquiries into certain matters alleged 
to have occurred at Jackson, Miss., and as directed by the resolutions of the Sen- 
ate of the 12th instant and of the 23d instant, be paid out of the appropriation 
for the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
to be approved by the chairman of said committee. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses will be next read. 

The Chief Clerk read the substitute proposed by the committee, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the necessary expenses of the Committee on the Judiciary, or 
any subcommittee thereof, in making the inquiries into certain matters alleged 
to have occurred at Jackson, Miss., and as directed by the resolutions of the 
Senate of the 12th instant and of the 23d instant, be paid ont of the contingent 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the said 
bey raayroea by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the resolution be now con- 
sidered? The Chair hears no objection. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


COMPILATION OF REVENUE AND APPROPRIATION ACTS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom were re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son] January 9, 1888, and the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] January 19, 1888, to report asub- 
stitute. I ask for the adoption of the substitute at this time. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 


lutions. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theresolutions referred to the Com- 


mittee on Contingent Expenses will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resol That the Secretary be directed to compile, for the use of the Senate, 
from the Journals of the two Houses, the Annals of Congress, the Register of 
Debates in Congress, and the Congressional Globe and Rxecorp,a complete chro- 
nological history of revenue and general appropriation bills from the First to 
the Forty-ninth Congresses, inclusive, and for this purpose shall be authorized 
to employ an additional clerk, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
such compensation as shall be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed, under the direction of 
the Committees on Finance and Appropriations of the Senate, to compile for the 
use of the Senate, from all available sources, a complete chronological histo 
of revenue and general appropriation bills from the First to the Forty-nint 
Con , inclusive; and for this purpose shall be authorized to employ an 
additional clerk, wlio shall be paid out of the contingent fund such com = 
tion as shall be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 


Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate will now be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed asa substitute for the resolu- 
tions already read the following: ; 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed, under the direction of 
the Committees on Finance and Appropriations, to compile for the use of the 
Senate, from all available sources, a complete chronological history of revenue 
and general appropriation bills feom the First to the Forty-ninth Congresses, 
inclusive; and for this purpose shall be authorized to employ an additional 
clerk, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund such compensation, not to 
exceed the rate of $2,500 per annum, as shall be fixed by the Committee to Audit 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute reported by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask how long it will probably 
take to complete this compilation. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Probably a year. 

Mr. COCKRELL., Would it not, then, be better to amend and say 
‘to the Fiftieth Congresses, inclusive,” so as to include 21 ti: bills of 
the present Congress? 


1888. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. There is no objection to that amendment, 
I think. 

Mr. FRYE. Let it include the acts of the first session of the Fiftieth 
Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be two volumes, I imagine, and the 
first volume can be printed, and the last one compiled can include all 
the acts of this Congress and be a complete compilation for the first 
fifty Congresses. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I think it would be an advantage to in- 
clude the acts of the present Congress, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I suggest to strike ont ‘‘Forty-ninth’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘Fiftieth.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Missouri proposes 
an amendment to the substitute reported by the committee, which will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out ‘‘Forty-ninth’’ and 
insert ‘‘Fiftieth,’’ and after the word ‘‘Congresses’’ to insert the word 
“inclusive;’’ so as to read: 

From the First to the Fiftieth Congresses, inclusive. 

Mr. BECK. The Fiftieth Congress will not expire until the 4th of 
March, 1889. Will that not delay the publication very much? Say 
“*to the first session of the Fiftieth Congress.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be impossible, unless you employ an im- 
mense force, to go over and prepare all the acts by the 4th of March, 
1889. Let us have it completed for this Congress. í 

Mr. BECK. Allright; I do not want to delay the passage of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As soon as one volume is ready it can be printed. 
There will be two volumes of the publication, necessarily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the substitute 
reported by the committee. a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution reported by the committee as amended was agreed to; 
and the original resolutions postponed indefinitely. 

REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably the House concurrent resolution providing for 
printing the report of the District health officer, and I ask for its present 
adoption. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed by the Public Printer 2,500 copies of the annual report of the health offi- 
cer of the District of Columbia; 100 for the nse of the Senate, 350 for the use of 
me House of Representatives, and 2,050 copies for the use of the said health 

eer. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 36) authorizing 
the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of 
the District of Columbia, to report it adversely and ask that it be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The report was agreed to, and the joint resolution was postponed in- 
definitely. 

REPORT UPON WOOL. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 9) to authorize 
the printing of the recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics, Treasury Department, upon wool and the manufactures of 
wool, to report adversely as to the joint resolution; and recommend that 
its form be changed to that of a concurrent resolution, that being the 
requirement of the law where no appropriation is involved in the bill. 
So I shall follow adverse action and the indefinite postponement of the 
Joint resolution by the introduction of a concurrent resolution, and ask 
or its 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution, and it will be 
postponed indefinitely, if no objection beinterposed. The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iamalso instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report a concurrent resolution to authorize the printing of the 
recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury 
Department, upon wool and the manufactures of wool. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
protea 17,000 copies of the recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau of 
tatistics, Treasury Department, upon wool and the manufactures of wool, 9s 
follows: Ten thousand copies for the use of the members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 5,000 for the use of the members of the Senate, and 2,000 for the use 
of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department. 
; Mr. MANDERSON. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
ution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
ACTION OF THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
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fairs, to whom was referred a resolution relative to the action of the » 
Navy Department in regard to the Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dol- 
phin, to report it with an amendment; and I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a statement of the changes made from the original plans of the Chicago, Boston, 
Atlanta, and Dolphin in addition to those specified in a communication from the 
Navy Department to the House of Representatives of February 11,1855 (constitut- 
ing House Exeeutive Document No. 220, Forty-eighth Congress, jon), 
andina communication from said Department to the Senate of May 24, 1886 (con 
stituting Senate Executive Document No.153, Forty-ninth Congress, first session), 
together with the cost ofsuch additional changes in each case; and that the Secre- 
tary be directed also to furnish the Senate with copies of all documents and cor- 
respondence on file in said Department written since March 5,1836, in any way 
concerning the aforesaid vessels, which are not contained in the annual reports of 
said Department, including all reports of boards and of commanding officers and 
engineer officers, and all log-books kept while the vessels have been in motion 
since said date, and all the evidences of settlements and payments made since 
said date by the United States, and of any unsettled claims on account of said 
vessels; and that the Secretary be directed further to state the present condition 
of the Atlanta, Boston, and Chicago, and the reasons for the delay in their com- 
pletion and recoption into active service. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs will be stated. 
` The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the resolution: 


Together with the reasons for the action of the Department in each case re- 
ported under this resolution and those passed by the Senate on the 25th of Jan- 
uary last, and also to state the present condition of the monitor Miantonomoh 
and her armament. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. ? 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1811) to anthorize the sale to 
the Schuylkill River East Side Railroad Company of a lot of ground 
belonging to the United States Naval Asylum in the city of Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1812) to grant pensions for service in 
the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1813) for the relief of Susan B. 
Hopkins, widow of Arvah Hopkins, late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1814) for the relief of Jacob Kern; 
Tn was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

laims. ; 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill-(S. 1815) granting a pension to 
Eliza J. Booth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1816) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Burchill, Company K, Thirteenth 
New Jersey Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1817) to grant to the State of Ore- 
gon townships 27, 28, 29, 30, and 31 south, in ranges 5 and 6 east of 
the Willamette meridian, in the State of Oregon, for a public park; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on ' 
Public Lands. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1818) to grant to the town of Moscow, 
in Idaho Territory, certain lands for cemetery purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1819) granting arrears 
of pension to Col. D. M. Fox; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1820) for the relief of L. A. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and. Post-Roads. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1821) providing for the improve- 
ment of St. Mary’s River and Hay Lake Channel, Michigan; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to Ann E. 
Cooney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1823) for the relief of 
Waterman Clift, Robert May, James M. Shackelford, the heirs of Will- 
iam Marr, and the heirs of Amos Cordson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1824) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Gros Ventre, Piegan, Blood, Blackfeet, and River 
Crow Indians in Montana; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1825) providing for the ap- 
pointment of superintendent of charities and corrections in the District 
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of Columbia, and defining his duties; which was read twice hy its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (5. 1826) for the relief of the heirs 
of Hiram W. Hubbard, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a hill (S. 1827) granting a pension to Philo- 
melia L. Dartt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1828) to provide for a light-house 
at Newport News, Middle Ground, Virginia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1829) to amend an act ap- 
proved June 15, 1882, changing the boundaries of the fourth collection 
district of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1830) for the relief of the Stock- 
bridge and Muncie tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1831) granting a pension to Mary 
Heap Nicholson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 1832) to incorporate the People’s 
Electrical and Cable Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1833) granting a pension to Eveline 
M. Alexander, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Andrew J. Alexander; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


CRIME IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the unanimons consent of the Sen- 
ate to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 1213) to punish 
robbery, burglary, and larceny in the Indian Territory was passed, 
with a view to make a formal amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill was ordered to a third 
reading and passed may be reconsidered for the purpose of making a 
formal amendment. It will be so ordered if there be no objection. 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 6, before the word “mule,” 
insert.the word ‘‘or;’’ so as to read: 


‘That any person hereafter convicted in the United States courts having juris- 
tion over the Indian Territory, or parts thereof, of stealing any horse, mare, 
gelding, filly, founl, ass, or mule, when said theft is committed in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, shail be punished, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

INDIAN’ WAR CLAIMS. 
. Mr. CALL. Iask the Senate to take up the resolution I offered yes- 
terday morning. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to give a notice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive further 
morning business. 

Mr. DOLPH. Igive noticethaton Friday next, after the close of the 
morning business, I shall ask leave to call up the bill (8. 63) for payment 
of balance unpaid on Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war 
claims for suppression of Indian hostilities in 1855 and 1856, as found 
due by commission appointed by Secretary of War, consisting of Gen- 
eral Rufus Ingalls, Capt. A. J. Smith, and Hon. L. F. Grover, pursuant 
to act of Congress, and disallowed by Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, as per his report of February 7, 1860, and I shall crave the indul- 
gence of the Senate for a short time to make some remarks upon the 
bill. 

INTERNATIONAL COINAGE. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I give notice that on Monday next, immediately 
after the morning business, I shall call up the joint resolution (S. R. 
30) relating to international coinage, for the purpose of making a few 
remarks upon it. 

MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the joint resolution (S. R. 2) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, empowering 
Congress to legislate upon the subjects of marriage and divorce, and 
prohibiting bigamy and polygamy, be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
“Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1481) making an appropriation to construct a road and 
approaches from Pineville, La., tothe national military cemetery near 

t town; 
A bill (H. R. 1483) for the erection of a public building at Monroe, 
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A bill (H. R. 1528) to reward the Esquimaux natives of the Asiatic 
coast of the Arctic Ocean for acts of humanity to shipwrecked seamen; 
7, H or R. 1611) for the erection of a public building at Spring- 

eld, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 1640) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, in 
the district of Burlington, N. J., to the portof Trenton, in said district; 

A bill (H. R. 1697) for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Asheville, N. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 1860) to amend section 683 of the Revised Statutes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4359) for the purchase of a site, including the building 
thereon, also for the erection of the necessaty store-houses for the use 
of the office of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, at the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call up the resolution introduced by me a day or 
two since on the subject of the postal service. i 

Mr. CALL. Ihave made a motion first to call up another resolu- 
tion, I suggest to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can not hear a word the Senator from Florida says. 
I should be glad to do so. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has endeavored many 
times ineffectually to enforce order. Complaint is made that the pro- 
ceedings ean not be heard on account of the confusion in the Chamber. 

Mr. CALL. I suggested to the Senator from Kansas that before he 
made a motion to take up the resolution to which he referred, I had 
asked the Senate to take up the resolution I presented yesterday morn- 
ing with a view of allowing me to make some remarks upon it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will those remarks continue beyond the morning 
hour? 

Mr. CALL. I do not know that they will; I can not say. 

Mr. PLUMB. My only purpose is to get along with the business, 
If it will suit the Senator as well, there is an order of business here 
which does not seem so urgently pressing, in charge of a very amiable 
friend of mine, which is a convenient shield behind which we usually 
get for the purpose of transacting public business, éte., and who always 
yields to a speech. I suggest whether he would not as well ask the 
Senator from New Hampshire that which he is always fond to grant, 
to allow him to take the time set aside for the consideration of the edu- 
cational bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order will be the laying 
before the Senate of the resolutions coming over from a former day, 
The Senator from Virginia objects to the request made by the Senator 
from Florida to proceed out of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed to say a word, I will state that 
the Senator from Florida has been seeking the floor for the purpose of 
addressing the Senate now for several days, but has yielded very gra- 
ciously. 

Mr. PLUMB. He only introduced the resolution yesterday. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that the Senate will allow him to proceed 
with his remarks this morning, as he said yesterday morning he de- 
sired to do so, and gave way yesterday for the accommodation of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator Sees Florida is on the Calendar of resolutions, and will be reached 
in order. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to correct the Chair. I introduced the resolu- 
tion yesterday, and I understood that it would come up to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is on the Calendar of resolutions, 
which will be reported in their order. There were some resolutions 
placed upon the Calendar prior to the resolution introduced by the 


If the order of resolutions is passed, I ask 


.Senator from Florida. 


Mr. PLUMB. It is not my purpose to object at all. Tonly wanted 
to see if we could not have some accommodation of the matter in such 
a way that the resolution I have in charge might go through and the 
Senator from Florida might also speak to-day. Of course, if his re- 
marks are continued beyond the morning hour my resolution must go 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that for the last 
week I have been giving this notice. I have some papers here which I 
desire to put in the RECORD, but I shall not ask to delay the Senate by 
readingthem. Theresolution which the Senator from Kansas has before 
the Senate will elicit a good deal of discussion, as it has already done, 
and that would consume the whole of the time this morning, and per- 
haps more. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not interpose any objection to the Senator’s de- 


-| sire in this matter. 


Mr. FRYE. I have a resolution on the Calendar prior to the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Florida, which will provoke no diseussion what- 
ever, and I am very anxious to get it through, so that the information 
which it calls for may be gathered. I ask the Senator from Florida to 
yield that that resolution may be taken up. The resolution isalready 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That there may be no misunderstand- 
ing on this subject, the Chair will ask the Chief Clerk to state the res- 
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olutions which are ready to be acted upon in their order, coming over 
from a former day. ` 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: A 

Resolution by Mr. PLuUĮmB, directing the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads to make thorough inquiry into the cause of inefficient mail service, 

Resolution by Mr. FRYE, droning the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
Peepers a statement showing the political organization of the Dominion of Can- 

Resolution by Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, to consider in open session the treaty now 
pending between this Government and that of Great Britain. 

Resolution by Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, to amend Senate Rule XXXVI. 

Resolution By Mr. CALL, relative to the management of railroads by receivers 
appointed by United States courts. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to the resolution which I have in 
charge being laid aside, if it does not lose its place, in order that the 
Senator from Florida may speak to his resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The order of resolutions will remain 
unchanged. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] asks unanimous 
consent that the order of resolutions may be changed, and that the Sena- 
= from Florida will yield to enable him to call up the resolution offered 

y him. 
` Mr. FRYE. There will be no debate on it. If there is, I will with- 
raw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? S 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Let us hear the title of ihe resolution. I 
object until I can hear the title of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the resolution will be 
stated. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis the resolution calling for information relative to 
Canada. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Canada! I object, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia objects. 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Florida? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon; I do not understand what 
the request of the Senator from Florida is. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that the resolution offered by him on a former day may 
be taken up to enable him to submit some remarks upon the same to 
the Senate, 

Mr. HOAR, What resolution is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be stated by 
title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution by Mr. CALL, relative to the man- 
agement of railroads by receivers appointed by United States courts, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Chair whether a resolution to 
change a rule of the Senate which shall regulate its proceedings for to- 
day does not have preference? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such a resolution has no priority. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And it can have no right? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has no right of precedence. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Whether presented by a member of the 
Committee on Rules or not, it has no preference? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has no precedence; it takes its 
place upon the order of resolutions. Does the Senator from Virginia 
object to the request of the Senator from Florida ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, No, sir. 


RAILROAD RECEIVERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted yesterday 
by the Senator from Florida will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to report, by bill 
or otherwise, such legislation as may be necessary to prevent the courts of the 
United States;in managing railroads through receivers, from depriving cred- 
itors of their liens on said railroads and corporate properties by the sale of the 
properties under receiver's certificates, issued under the order of said courts. 
whereby the title to t railroad properties and vast bodies of the public land 
of the people of the United States, epider 3 with them a power of taxation over 
the people, is vested in favorites and combinations of persons selected and ap- 
proved by the receiver and his confederates. 


Mr.CALL. Mr. President, the subject of this resolution has attracted 
a great deal of attention from the people of the United States for the last 
ten years. It has recently received some consideration in an article pub- 
lished in the Popular Science Monthly, by H.W. Bartol,which speaks 
as follows: 

Perhaps no question of the day is exercising a more important influence on 
the investments of the country than this question of receiverships, and certainly 
none is of more importance to the investor in corporation securities, whether it 
be in their stocks or bonds; for, with the present readiness of our courts to ap- 
point receivers on the slightest excuse, and to hold the properties indefinitely, 
no one can te!l when his property may be taken out of his hands, nor, when so 
taken, how it will be administered. In fact, this readiness of the courts to ap- 
point receivers is taken advantage of to wreck corporations in the interest of 
one class of creditors to the injury of all others, and under it unscrupulous spec- 
ulators have and are to-day using the mantle of justice to accomplish their ends. 

Years before, a distinguished lawyer of the State of Mississippi called 
attention to the invasion of the spirit and purpose of the constitutional 
provision, that no State could impair the obligation of contracts, by the 
practice of the courts in appointing receivers and divesting one class 


of contracts of their obligation and their lien. Judge Alexander F. 
Clayton, a man widely known throughout this country as alawyer of 
eminent ability, in an article published in the American Law Review, 
at Boston, which has received notice in the works of a commentator 
(Jones on the Law of Corporate Mortgages), speaks as follows: 

This essay will have fulfilled its object if it should tend to call courts back to 
the original principle that a lien can not be displaced without the consent, ex- 
press or implied, of its owner, except in cases of extreme necessity, where the 
failure to feces the property would be an act of such gross negugenon on 
the part of the person intrusted with its custody as tó render him liable for the 
injury.—American Review, Volume XIII, page 44, 187879. 

To the same effect Mr. Associate Justice Miller, of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in the case of Barton vs. Barbour, spoke in render- 
ing a dissenting opinion; and I will here undertake to say that not the 
least amongst the services which that distinguished judge in the latter 
years of his judicial life has rendered to this country will be hiş late 
interpretations of constitutional law, which will be transmitted to the 
future as an honorable tribute to the wisdom and the learning of this 
century. Mr. Justice Miller, dissentingin that opinion, speaks as fol- 
lows on the subject of this resolution: 


The rapid absorption of the business of the country of every character by cor- 
porations, while productive of much good to the public, is beginning also to de- 
velop many evils, not the least of which arises from their failure to pay debts 
and perform the duties which by the terms of their organization they assumed, 

A Ka $ * * s * 

I call the attention of those of the Senators who care to perform their 
duties to the States and to the people to this statement of an associate 
justice of the Supreme Court of the United States in regard to the con- 
dition of the law, and to the fact that it is due entirely to the manner 
in which Senators perform the duties which are intrusted to them that 
of the thousands of miles of railway controlled by corporations in the 
circuit of this distinguished justice hardly half a dozen have escaped 
the hands of improper and unscrupulous judicial action, for the judge 
says: 

In regard, however, to a certain class of corporations, a class whose opera- 
tions are as important to the interests of the community and as intimately con- 
nected with its business and social habits as any other, the appointment of re- 
ceivers, as well asthe power conferred on them, and the duration of their office. 
has madea progress which, since it is wholly the work of courts of chancery and 
not of legislatures, may well suggest a pause for consideration. It will not be 
necessary to any observing mind to say that Lallude to railroad corporations, 
Of the filty or more who own or have owned the many thousand miles of rail- 
way in my judicial circuit, I think I speak within limits in saying that hardly 
halfa dozen have escaped the hands of the receiver. If these receivers had been 
Fk mg to sell the roads, collect the means of the companies, and pay their 

ebts, 5 


it might have been well enough. 
Itis never done now. Itis not the pu 


But this was hardly ever done. 
for which o receiver is appointed, He generally takes the property out ri the 
onal sug- 


hands of its owner, operates the road in his own way, with an 
gestion from the court, which he recognizes as a sort of partner in the business; 
sometimes, though very rarely, pays some money on the debts of the corpora- 
tion, but quite as often adds to them, and injures prior creditors by creating a 
new and superior licn on the property pledged to them. 

Duringall thistime he is in the use of the road and rolling-stock, and perform- 
ing the functions of a common carrier of goods and passengers. He makes con- 
tracts and incurs obligations, many of which he failsto perform. (Barton vs, 
Barbour, United States Reports, S. C., Otto, XIV, pages 137 and 138.) 

Thus speaks this distinguished justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, giving the country and Congress warning of the necessity 
of legislation. Yet that committee of the Senate which is charged with 
protecting the people against such wrongs has not only not acted in the 
premises, but is profoundly indifferent to the statement. These words 
from a witness so eminent and well informed, speaking judicially, pre- 
sent a fearful picture of fraud, venality, and corruption. Why not use 
the right words in theright place? Justice Miller’s statement can not 
be true without the existence of these vices in their most flagrant form; 
yet they have not made even a ripple on the smooth surface of the con- 
tentment of the Committee on the Judiciary and of the Senate with this 
condition of affairs. 

Justice Miller says: 


It is not the purpose for whioh a receiver is appointed. He takes the property - 


out of the hands of its owner, operates the road in his own way with an occa- 
sional suggestion from the court, which he recognizesas a sort of partner in the 
business; sometimes, though very rarely, pays some money on the dehts of 
the corporation, but quite as often adds to them and injures prior creditors by 
creating a new and superior lien on the property pledged to thean; 


This is the judicial discretion which the Senator from Vermont and 
the Committee on the Judiciary respect so highly, and are so unwilling 
to take away from the judge, or even to limit. 

If Justice Miller’s statement be true, and I have no doubt that itis, 
it means that the great railroad properties are the prey and support of 
great speculators preying on the honest stockholders, and on the people 
at large, through the use and instrumentality of the judges of the courts 
of the United States ; but even this statement from this high authority 
seems to excite neither interest nor attention in this body. Why isit? 

It can not be because the witness is not eminent in character, abil- 
ity, and official position. _ 

It Fina not be because the evil is not one of the greatest possible mag- 
nitude. 

It can not be because the welfare of all the people, both of the pres- 
ent and the fuiure, does not demand its immediate investigation and 
correction. 

Mr. President, it is somewhat strange that with thiscommentand this 
testimony from the highest judicial tribunal in the conntry, and from 


862 


amuna a pasty nit remap td there should 
wie be ven eee e those who are specially 
eed SH a AA E cali Sic aD ok tee A ie oe 
dertaking to do that which the Constitution forbids a State to do and 
which it was created to prevent, namely, appa the obligations of 
contracts and operating thousands of miles of railway ee 
and d ee ee ee ae 
thousands of men employed on them, in the interest o feet aad cane 
the property committed to them for fraudulent 

I should not have been moved to introduce this resolution did I not 
desire that if here in the Senate a dull ear should be turned ‘to com- 
plaints of wrong, however flagrant and however well founded, beyond 


- the walls of this Chamber a sound public opinion might at least be 


turned towards this great public evil. 

Iam not ignorant of the fact that the attractions of the lunch-table 
are greater to many Senators at this hour than the demands of public 
duty. Neither am I insensible to the fact, which nine years of service 
in the Senate has taught me, that any effort to create remedies for 
wrongs committed by the courts in the interest of corporations, against 
the people and against public right, will empty these benches, but 

looking to their en fill these empty seats with 
eager and interested 

I wish to call the attention or Congress and the country to a case 
coming within the class of those which the distinguished judge of the 
Supreme Court of the United States has alluded to as of frequent occur- 
rence, but surpassing all others in its peculiar and flagrant 
fulness. I have before me, for the purpose of illustrating the necessity 
of this resolution and of some action on the part of the Jadiciary Commit- 
tee of this body and of the Senate, the record of a suit in the circuit 
court of the United States for the northern district of Florida. I de- 
sire to make some brief references to that record. 

The bill was filed on the 25th of October, 1885, bearing the indorse- 
ment ofa clerk of that court. This bill alleges ‘that the complainant 
holds a note for $100,000 against the Florida Railway and Naviga- 
tion Company, a company which has consolidated some five or six 
hundred miles of railway in the State of Florida, the original cost of 
which was not less than three or four million dollars, which has been 
in various litigations for the last twenty years, and portions of which 
for a considerable part of that time have been in the hands of a receiver 
and operated entirely by him under order of the judges. This bill 
alleges that this complainant holdsa note for $100,000against this vast 
amount of railroad property, that he has brought suit to recover judg- 
ment, issued execution, and been unableto collect themoney. Itprays 
then for the appointment of a receiver, and upon this judgment, ren- 
dered by consent, and these proceedings without inquiry and judicial 
hearing of all the parties interested, a receiver was appointed; and this 
great amount of corporate property devoted to public uses is taken into 
the possession of a receiver appointed from another and a distant part 
of the country by a judge of the Supreme Court of the United States 
sitting in his capacity as a circuit judge here in the city of Washing- 
ton. 


Then comes in Louis F. Meyer, the trustee, under a mortgage to se- 
cure certain bonds, who alleged that he represented a large amount of 
bonds issued for what purpose is not stated, with what good faith, the 
necessity therefor unknown and uninguired into, who approved the ap- 
pointment of this receiver and prayed for other relief. Certain litiza- 
tion was had in which certain second-mortgage bondholders come for- 
ward and allege their standing in that court by independent suit for 
years, asserting liens upon that property, asserting ihat a large part of 
this property was y sold without judicial sanction because of 
the default of fhe holder and the default of the contractors of the cor- 
poration upon the property of which these creditors held a valid deed 


mortgage. 

This record further showed to this courtthat this defanlting holder of 
the unpaid stock of this corporation, namely, the Florida Raiiroad Com- 
pany, and this defaulting contractor, was the purchaser without judicial 
sale, as against the paid-up stockholders and the second-merteage cred- 
itors, from the ex oficio trustees, foran insignificant-consideration,of the 
corporate property which had been conveyed by a valid deed ef mort- 
gage for the security and payment of the second-mortgage bondholders 
who were then before that court asserting their rights. 

This record further showed to this conrt that more than a million of 
dollars of money, the proceeds of sale of land which was subject by law 
to be appropriated to the education of the children of the State had 
been on the debtsand obligations of this holder of the unpaid stock 
and this defaulting contractor for the construction of the railroad. 

This record further showed that-the defaulting stockholder-and this 
defaulting contractor was the grantor in the deed of trast to Louis F 
Meyer to secure the payment of certain first-mortgage bonds executed 
on this te property. To the end that this may appear without 
doubt to those who either here or elsewhere may be interested in the 
purity of the administration of justice, the protection of the rights of 
property, and the safety of life, of personal rights and reputation, I here 
print from the record as follows: 

Section 27 of the act to encourage a liberal system of internal im- 
provements in the State of Florida, approved July 6, 1855, provides— 

That after the railroadcompanies * * * shall for five consecutive years pay 
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ida Railroad Company” des— 

That the act the Florida Railroad Company, approved the Sth 
day of January, A. D. 1853, is hereby amended so that the Ae ped company shail 
have power to the from A 


melia Island, CO cae ge a ae A 
extension to Cedar Key, in East 

ons of an act to provide for and encourage a liberal 
provements in this State, approved the 6th aay of January, 


construct railroad 
waters of Tampa Bay, in South Florida, with an 
Florida, under the 
oot of internal 
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the road to the Gulf of Mexico, with the following provisions: 


SEC, 2. Be it further enacted, That the said railroad shall commence in East 
Florida, upon some tribui of the Atlantic Ocenn, within the yie of the 
pise of Florida, having a sufficient outlet to the ocean to admit of th 
of sea steamers, and shall run through the eastern and southern part of ‘the State, 
in the most ay roar direction, to some point. bay, arm, or tributary of the Gult 
of Mexico, in Son Florida, so! of the Suwanee River, having a sufticient 
outlet for oy E to be determined by a competent engineer, with the 
approval of a arent eae atthe the directors of said company. 

Sree. 3. Bei That the capital stock of “said company shall be 
$1,000,000, disi paints maven f$lo0each * * * Each subscriber shall, atthe 
time of his peor petit aio said commissioners $1 on each s su! d 


for, and the books of on at each of the above-mentioned places shall 
De ope — the ee sixty days, at the expiration ot w time they 
s 


The act provided that upon the subscription of 1 per cent. of the total 
amount of $1,000,000 of capital stock the railroad company should be- 
come a corporation and authorized to construct the road. The$1,000,000 
was subscribed, the 1 per cent. nominally paid, immediately returned to 
the atockholders, and from that time to this it remains unpaid. The 
stock subscription has never been paid; but the State of Florida under 
the provisions of that act, through the internal-improvement fund, paid 
out of the proceeds of these sales of the public lands granted by the 
United States to the State under theswamp and overflowed land grant 
and the internal-improvement land grant $90,000, being the only paid- 
up stockholder that existed in the road from the beginning to the end. 

Under that condition of things, which is verified by the answers that 
I read from the testimony taken in a cause pending in the circuit court 
of the United States at Jacksonville, it isabundantly proved that here 
was a railroad corporation with its stock subscribed for and never paid, 
held chiefly by two individuals, and from that day to this remaining 
unpaid. Iread from the testimony of Joseph Finegan, a witness in 
that case, on the one hundred and thirty-first page of the record of the 
cirenit court of the United States, in the case of Robert H. Johnson 
against the Florida Railroad Company: 


I was the receiver or person to whom the money was to be paid, and there 
was no money paid-on this su pe There was no payment ever made in 
money on the capital stock subscr: for as above stated by the association, 
but at a meeting of the above Eyi ENE pie beld immediately after the books 
were closed at the Buffington House, the following board of directors were 
elected: D. L. Yulee, George W. Cati, J. H. Bronson, Philip Dell, George R. 
Fairbanks, A. H. Cole, Thomas O. Holmes, and John Parsons, and myself, the 
board of directors electing D. L. Yulee as president, and George W. Call as sec- 
retary and treasurer. 

Ata meeting of the directors $2,000 salary was allowed the president.and $1,500 
to me as treasurer, $1,500 to George W. Cali as secretary; this amount was cred- 
ited as a payment ‘on our stock. 

There was no other payment on the subscriptions for stock made as stove 
stated, except $20,900, which was the estimated value of the land purchased from 
George Law and referred to in the preceding testimony, until it was tranferred 
to the Fiorida Railroad Company. 

The proceeds of that sale were credited on the slock of the associates. 

No other poporo, was ever made in moncyon the stock subscribed for b; 
associates, as I have before stated, during my conection with the Florida 
road Company. 

‘There was no money paid or actually to be prid on the contract; they have 
no cash subscriptions, no available means. Their only means consisted of the 
bonds under the internal-improvement act and the lands donated under the 
a, and the two town sites, which were in a wild condition and without popu- 
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guaranty of Mr. Yulee that Moses Ta Jor and Mar 
shalt O. ©. Roberts, of New York, were the real parties with whom Í was dealing, 
aml that they were responsible for and would make good the engagements of 
Mr. Dickerson im the contract, and would pay all the debts of Finegan & Co., 
and would return our notes, and the additional assurance that they would put 
large capital into the enterprise and put a line of steamers at both ends of the 
zone gg are 3 on completion, the contract was executed with Mr. Dicker- 
son. rsuance of the cbligations of that contract Finegan & Co. trans- 
ferred d to Darid L. Yulee all their bouds and stock, to be heid by him in trust 
to secure the performance of the contract by said Edward N, Dickerson, and a 
written agreement to that effect was signed by the said Dickerson, Finegan, 
and Cole, and witnessed by said Yalec, mid the said trust accepted by the said 
D: L. Yulee. + 
> s = s e 

Mr. Dickerson never did re out the contract or agreement with Finegan 
& 00, He failed totake up sume of the notes of Finegan & Co., and I had to 

pay them myself. In fact, sil the cngagements of Finegan & Co. which were 

formed after that date and all the outstanding debts were taken up by the 

‘ierida Railroad Company in its corporate capacity, [Nore.—Complainant’s 
counsel here offers in evidence memorandum of agreement marked Exhibit C 
im the bill of Yulee vs. Vose, and is hereto attached as Exhibit B, by consent of 
defendant's counsel, in lien of the original onfilein this court.) In reality, after 
I gave up the contract the Florida Railroad Company finished the road to Cedar 
Key. 

+ 


If the powers esainine’ in the two treet deods atin the trust and the pro- 
visions contained in the second deed of trust for the protection of the freeland 
bonds, requiring an assessusent of the stock one-half per cent. semi-annually, 
had been faithfully carried into effect the trustees would then have had amp! ic 
means to haye ag ma interest and expenses and protected the trust. 


This provision for a sinking fund by assessment of the stock was never car- 
pa Fag gy Ppt io ree 
a franchises upon ure to 
cent. annually assessed to the stock of the trustees. ity! <i 
J $ s +% = * + e. 
The internal-improvement fund owned more than $90,000 in paid-up stock in 
the Florida Railroad Domna 
Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Yulee held a large majority of fhe unpaid stock. 
The 32,000 bonds. alluded to by me in the preceding as paid in Ed, M. Dicker- 
money are numbered as follows: 1042, 1 


son for 1044, 1037, 1038, 
1039; 1032, 1034, aon ass 1048, 1035, 1033, 1046, 725, 1036, 1047, 891, and 890, 1233, 1246, 
1247, 1248, 1249, +1255, 5 1253. 


A , 1257, 1258, ' . 

On the l4th November 59, 1 sent to New York acheck on Ri & Oo., New 
York, $1,135, to take up the notes of Finegan & Co. Afterward Mr. Yulee gave 
me three internal-improvement bonds as security for this amount. 

6 JOSEPH FINEGAN. 


It is agreed between Joseph Finegan & Co. and Edwin N. Dickerson that the 
various bonds and certificates of stock conveyed by Joseph Finegan & Co. to 
Edwin N. Dickerson, under an agreement dated May 24, , Shall be held by 
David L. Yulee to secure the formance of the said contract by said Edwin 
N. Dickerson, and that the said Yulee shall release and deliver to said Dicker- 
son the said bonds and stock as he satisfies the debts contracted to be paid by 
ee said Finegan & Co, and in proportion to the amounts di and 


Dated May 29, 1859, 
EDW'D N. DICKERSON. 
JOSEPH FINEGAN. 


A. H, COLE, 

I know that $32,000 of the bonds paid in Lid Edward N. Dickerson as thé pur- 
chase-money for the town sites of Fernandina and Cedar Key to John Moltae, 
trustee, were the same bonds which I had paid in for lots bought from trustees, 
and which were required to be canceled under the trust deed, 

Ihave compared the numbers of these bonds with the numbers which John 
McRae received for the town sites, and I know that they are the same. Mr, 
Yulee was not a man of large property, and what he possessed was, I think, 
encumbered by mortgages. 

Further on Mr. Yulee testifies that this money was a loan; and I read 
from his testimony: n 
Bat I will now say, further, that it was not expected that the gentlemen com- 
ng what was called “the Association” could furnish the means to build 

he road, It was known they could not. 

I procured also the passage of the " en ne act” by the State, 
whereby a good bonded security for $10,000 permile, toiron and equip the road 
and a grant of alternate sections of State lands were obtained. I also ured 
a grant of alternate sections of public lands from the United States, These as- 
sets seemed sufficient for the construction of the road. ‘They were all put into 
the treasury of the corporation and devoted to the uses of the enterprise. They 
were all by mortgages made, primarily, appropriate to construction, Themeans 
for construction were obtained upon the credit of this property and of the road 
to be constructed, and not upon the credit of the . The only benefit the 
stockholders could derive would be in dividends of earnings after the construc- 
tion and maintenance of the road was fully paid. 

D. L, Yulee to George W. Call: 

“But how stands the matter? We call for the restoration of the first 1 per 

*cent., which was loaned to the subscribers till called for (I have faithfully re- 
garded this as a loan, and have held myself in law and honor bound for the 
whole sum to the company, being myself responsible for it), and we also call for 
something further.” 

I do not know if the bonds specified by witness were paid in by Mr. Dickerson 
to the trustees, It is quite possible they were, The bonds hc enumerates were 

in the hands of Mr, Soutter, one of the trustees, 


« * 
In pursuance of a resolution.of the board of directors a stock dividend is de- 

olared of $1.59 per share out of of land sales, there being 10,220 s! 

which is $16,249.80, and the balance carried to reserve-fund account, 3.45. 


I find that he credits cash and charges himself with $245,526.98, derived 
from four installments of 1 per cent, each, and two installments.of 10 per cent, 
each, and further credits stock on account of land and interest dividends with 
$119,395.81, making altogether, up to September, 1859, at which date the entries 
in this book cease, a credit on stock of 922.79, 


Mr. Yulee testifies further: 

The contractors furnished the collaterals, paid for fastenings, duties nses 
oftra: , expense of. laying. ete., r anta Tie NADANT id nothing 
but give their notes for the m: ial secured by the bonds and subject to the 
risk of the inadequacy of the bonds to cover the debt. The bonds placed as col- 
lateral were always sufficient to cover the debt ata valuation of 80 per cent. 

The fact then appears abundantly established in this record and con- 
sented to by all parties that here was a railroad company, with the 
great majority of its stock unpaid, on which no considerable amount 
was ever paid, and held by parties who paid little or nothing for it, 
while the State through the internal-improvement fand had become a 
cash stockholder to the extent of $90,000. Underanalleged authority 
contained in the internal-improvement act of 1866 this road was sold 
by the provisional trustees of the State of Florida, the officers of the 
provisional government, the governor, comptroller, the attorney-gen- 
eral, and treasurer of the State being ex officio under the law trustees 
for the sale of this property. The act provided that the road should 
not be sold until after completion for any default in the payment of the 
interest or principal upon the bonds that had been issued; but without 
reference to that, without any judicial proceedings, this property was 
sold, and it was bought by a person who was the debtor of the com- 
pany and of the paid-up stockholders for the unpaid subscriptions 

or stock of the railroad company, and who was obligated to pay 
them. It was bought with the statutory bonds of the road, which had 
twenty years to run, at an estimated value of 20 cents on the dollar—a 
very extraordinary proceeding, to pay for a property with its unmatured 
obligations having twenty years to run. The parties purchasing this 
road had become connected with its unpaid stock by assuming to pay 
the debts of the contractors who had built the road, as appears in this 
testimony. Mr. Yulee further testifies as follows: 


Isaid I thought it advisable to specify the debts owing by this com 
parties residing in the United States (now at war with this 


ny to 
Government), which 


were contracted on account and in behalf of the contractors, Edward N. Dick- 
erson& Co, The obligations of this company (Florida Railroad) were given, but 
the collateral security, in every case large, was furnished to the company by the 
provapaicaoyphe tps be placed with the notes as security to the company, as well 

e creditors. 

The convenience of the company name in these cases was afforded to the con- 
tractors for reasons useful to the object of the company, but without any agreed 
pecuniary considerations. 

_ Thenotes given by the company in the place of the contractors under this ar- 
rangement were as follows: 


Table showing the amount and kind of collaterals. 


ternal-im- 
Free-land 
Name of payees, Amount. vement 
pa | bonds. aa 
Vose, Livingston &Co.... $156, 201. 62 |. 
Ebbavale & Co. ....... 298, 370. 2 
Ri & Co.... 59, 999. 99 
Elisha 9,999.99 
Gelpk 47,600. 00 
Harian & Hollingsworth.. 2,942.31 
Taunton Locomotive 
Com AE VAESEST 7,756.03 
M, C, Jessup & Oo... 1,609, 00 
Corydon Wynch...... 3,363. 28 
George E. Dascomb. | 1,068.56 
Danforth, Cook & Co.. | 16,155.10 
James Tinker...... 25,779.08 
P a n a 630, 845. 25 | 
*About. 


D. L. YULEE, 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, at Fernandina, this 16th day of February, 


A. D. 1880, 
{sea.] CHARLES W. LEWIS 
United States Commissioner for the Northern District of Florida, 


It is that with which we have principally to deal now. ‘This obli- 
gation of Vose, Livingston &Co. was that of Mr. Dickerson, who became 
the contractor and the assignee of the preceding contractors and obli- 
gated himself to pay this note. It was notpaid. It ran up into the 
large sum of $1,000,000, including costs and expenses. For that obli- 
gation the State paid 4,000,000 acres of the public land, netting the 
amount of $1,000,000. 

Thus it was that a million dollars of proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands subject to be applied to school purposes were sold to 
make good the default of this purchaser of the railroad, who then and 
now retains that property, or did until a short period ago. . 

We have then a railroad the entire cash stock of which is paid for by 
the State and the unpaid stock subscribed for and never paid, being an 
obligation resting upon the subscribers and those who assumed the ob- ' 
ligation in place of them. We have a sale of the road and a purchase 
of it by its non-paying stockholder and its non-paying contractor. We 
kavea million dollars of the public money of the State, the result of the 
proceeds of the sales of public lands, sold to pay this debt. 

Whatever denials are made in general terms, whatever elaborate and 
ingenious explanations and statements are made in the record which 
contains these statements, it remains true that the 1 per cent. required 
to be paid on the organization of the company was only nominally paid 
and then returned to the subscribing stockholders, and never there- 
after paid; and that the majority of its stock was never paid. That 
they had acquired the stock by an obligatiog to pay the debts of Fine- 
gan & Company, which obligation they had never performed; but the 
debts, had been paid by substituting the notes of the railroad com- 
pany, in which the State was the only cash stockholder, through its in- 
ternal-improvement fund, for the obligations of the contractors. The 

e was thus presented of a road built out of the lands donated by 
the United States to the State of Florida, without any payment upon 
its stock subscription, and by the substitution of the notes of the rail- 
road company for the notes of its contractors which had been obligated 
to be paid by thepersons who made the purchase, and a purchase of the 
property by the non-paying contractors and payment for it with the ob- 
ligations which they were themselves bound to pay. ; 

Had their default in payment not been made the debts of the road 
would have been paid entirely by the persons who held its unpaid stock. 
Among the obligations thus assumed was an obligation of Vose, Liv- 
ingston & Co., of which Mr. Yulee testifies as follows: 

Thad added to the obligations of the company my own individual indorse- 
ments in the case of Vose, Livingston & Co., and in several other instances 
where it was required to satisfy creditors. The bonds of the company had be- 
come much depreciated in the market from various causes, but I knew the in- 
ternal-improvement bonds to be intrinsically worth par and that their face value 
was certainly realizable at some time from the internal-improvement fund and 
the road, and relied upon them for my security. 

Thus it appears that the internal-improvement fund was a paid-up 
stockholder to theamount of $90,000; that the subsequent purchaser of 
the road and its franchise at the alleged trustees’ sale (Mr. E. N. Dicker- 
son) was the ownerand holder of this unpaid stock and subject to all the 
obligations of itsoriginal subscribers under a contract with Finegan & Co. 
to assume and pay theirdebtsand obligations as contractors; that among 
these debts was that of Vose, Livingston & Co.; that the note of the 
Florida Railroad Company was given for this debt; that Mr. Dickerson 
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and his associates did not pay this debt, but the people of Florida 
through the internal-improvement fund did pay it by the sale of 4,000,- 


000 acres of the swamp and overflowed and the internal-improvement 
land grant for $1,000,000in 1881; that these facts are proved by the testi- 
mony of all the witnesses in the record who testify on the subject. The 
result of this state of facts was that the railroad and its franchise and 
whatever rights, if any, existed to the land grant of 1856 from Waldo to 
- Tampa were claimed to be the property of Mr. E. N. Dickerson and as- 
sociates, the purchaser at the alleged trustees’ salein 1866, the non-paying 
stockholder, theassignee of the contract of Finegan & Co., whose contract 
was performed by the railroad company and whose obligations the people 
of the State paid, while the internal-improvement fandof the State, the 
only paid-up stockholder, had nothing butthe right of losing the State’s 
money and her school fund and paying the debts of the railroad company 
and the non-paying stockholder and contractor, who thus became the 
corporation. 

In that condition of things an application was made to the court that 
receivers’ certificates for the repair of that system of roads should be 
issued. The order was given and $1,500,000, as will appear from this 
record, in theshape of receivers’ certificates were issued; and now within 
a year’s time, or two years’ time, of these occurrences, this great prop- 
erty is exposed for sale and about to be sold under the decree and order 
of the court. 

Here, then, the actors before the court are the holder of the unpaid 

-stock of the original Florida Railroad Company, who was also the con- 
tractor, whose contract was performed by giving the obligations of the 
company in which the State was the cash stockholder, who was also 
the purchaser at a non-judicial sale of the cash stockholder’s property, 
who was also the debtor of the State, the cash stockholder, for over one 
million of dollars paid by the State from a fund subject to be applied 
to public education, who was also the grantor in the deed of trust, to 
Louis F. Meyer, to secure bonds, a large part of which must have been his 
own property, and Louis F. Meyer, his trustee, and the second-mortgage 
bondholders with the deed of the original corporation to this trustee, 
and the judgment plaintiff in a judgment rendered by consent against 
the corporation created by this holder of the original unpaid stock 
who was this debtor in the original contract of construction, and the 
debtor to the children of the State—these three actors—all in the in- 
terest of the original debtor and the second-mortgage bondholder as- 
serting prior legal title and prior and superior equity against their origi- 
nal debtor and mortgagor. - 

It will be readily seen how easy it is to make the courts of the 
United States the instrumént of fraud of the plainest and most vicious 
character in the present state of legislation on the subject if such a 
case as this is possible; and how simple the process is when, instead of 
the marshal of the court, some confidential person is appointed re- 
ceiver and another confidential friend made the master and commis- 
sioner to sell the property. I invite attention to this record and to 
these facts in my place as a Senator here, in order that the courts of 
the United States may be purged of whatever is wrong in them, and 
that such limitations may be imposed upon the exercise of their judi- 
cial power as the interests of the people and common honesty and jus- 
tice require. 

If the severer powers of this body shall be called in question by these 
facts, it will have to be done by another tribunal, who are the imme- 
diate representatives of the people, and it is not for me to speak now 
as to what their action should be. 

But that is not all of this most extraordinary proceeding in which, 
with proofs standing upon the record showing that the parties moving 
these proceedings were the purchasers as against their own mortgagees 
of a property for the constraction of which they were the contractors, 
and the defaulting contractors, and the stockholders who held the stock, 
which was unpaid, as against the cash stockholders. With these allega- 
tions and this ‘proof this record shows the court to have decided that 
these bondholders, with their second-mortgage bonds from their own 
defaulting contractor, a majority stockholder of the unpaid stock who 
had become the purchaser of that great system, had a stale claim as 
against their own debtor and grantor, because the suit had not been 
brought before the mortgage bonds were due, although their suit had 
been filed immediately after the maturity of their bonds. 

But let us pass on. A court of the United States has appointed a 
receiver and hasalso appointed a commissioner, not the marshal appointed 
by law, and is now selling a vast amount of corporate property, in the 
face of the fact shown by the record that the appointment is moved by 
the subsequent creditor of a contractor who is the debtor of the corpo- 
ration upon the property of which the bondholder held his mortgage 
in asum more than enough to havedischarged the whole debt, and who 
was the holder of the unpaid stock which, if it had been paid, would 
have made the property solvent. I will pass on, having shown that 
there have been found judges of the courts of the United States whose 
alleged opinion of the law enabled them to arrive at such a conclusion, 
only remarking that this is the judicial discretion which the Senator 
from Vermont and the Committee on the Judiciary are unwilling to 
interfere with. . 

This record also contains a bill from S. I. Wailes, filed in the circuit 
court in which this proceeding is pending, which I hold in my hand 


with these papers, in which he alleges that he has made a contract with 
this company whose property isin the hands of a receiver, this Florida 
Railway and Navigation Company, for the payment to him of 10 per 
cent. of the land grant of the 17th of May, 1856, between Tampa and 
Waldo, to aid the State of Florida in the construction of certain lines 
of railway, and of 25 per cent. upon the indemnity lands which should 
be obtained; that he rendered great services to them in obtaining 
from the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Schurz, a reservation under this 
land grant of May 17, 1856, after Mr. Secretary Chandler had decided 
that the grant had expired, and had restored the land to the public do- 
main, and had opened it to actual settlement. and cultivation by settlers 
under the land laws of the United States. 2 

He claims that this company is entitled to this land grant under the 
provisions of a certain act of the Legislature of the State of Florida, 
known as the internal-improvement law, approved January 5, 1855; 
that they have sold for the payment of the tax upon the constructed 
portion of the road large bodies of this land to the amount of $140,000; 
that this sale is in disparagementof his rights and hisinterests, and he 
asks the court to appoint a receiver and to hold this public land sub- 
ject to his agreement with this railroad company. The judge, with com- 
plaisance, grants him a decree for a large portion of the public domain, 
thus undertaking, as in the decree for a receiver before mentioned, not 
only to deprive creditors of their lawful rights, not only to impair the 
obligation of their contract, but also to take away from the settlers on 
the public domain of the United States their homes, and to take from 
the custody of the Interior Department the lands belonging to the 
United States, inreference to which Mr. Secretary Teller addressed this 
letter to the setilers upon it: 

EXTRACT FROM THE LETTER or MR. TELLER, SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


In the matter of the sale of lands by the company known as the Florida Rail- 
way and Navigation eg your attention is invited to the following ex- 
tract from the letter of Hon. H. M. Teller, Secretary of the Interior, dated June 


9, 
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All persons purchasing from the railroad company are chargeable with no- 
tice of the conditions upon which the title of the State under the grant, and of 
the title of the company under the laws of the State, is liable to be defeated, and 
in event of the failure of the railroad title, through an enforcement of the for- 
feiture of fio grant, or from other sufficient cause, they can not be regarded as 
innocent pu r3, 

The whole matter of the recognition, confirmation, or forfeiture of this grant 
is now before Congress, and the claims of the company and of settlers upon the 
land are subject to the action of that body. 

It was an assertion on the part of the United States of their power 
over this domain, and the absence of any legal right in any person, 
whatever. 

The Commisioner of Public Lands, Mr. Sparks, in a letter to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, writes as follows: : 

WasuineGron, D, C., June 7, 1887. 

Sık: Iam in receipt * * è ofa letter from the Solicitor-General and act- 
ing Attorney-General and ofa letter * * * The pointsindicated are as fol- 
lows: Is there — portion of the land referred to in the accompanying bill that 
has not been certified tothe State of Florida? è è + In reply to the first in- 
quiry, I have the honor to state that no portion of the lands referred to in the 
accompanying bill (S. I. Wailes’s bill) have been certified to the State for the 
benefit of the nt claimed by the Florida Railway and Navigation Company, 
between Waldo and Tampa. * è * 

Hon. L. Q. C. LAMAR, 

Secretary of the Interior. 

This is the response of the Interior Department to the application of 
these settlers for protection. In the face of that reply from the Interior 
Department here stands a decree, appointing a receiver of the court to 
take possession of the public domain of the United States, out of the 
custody of the United States, and dispose of it, without hearing, with- 
out opportunity for the United States to come in and assert the rights 
of this Government and the people, and without inquiry into the rights 
of the settlers and in open defiance and contempt of Congress, which 
had then in one branch recommended through its committee an abso- 
lute forfeiture of the alleged grant, and the other had passed a bill re- 
quiring a suit to be brought for its forfeiture. 

I appealed to the President of the United States to protect the people 
in their homes and their rights. He referred the question to the Attor- 
ney-General. I assert that there is not and there never was one word 
or letter in any statute of the State of Florida that ever conveyed or 
purported to giveor intended to give an interest in this land to this com- 
pany orits predecessors or any persons whatever. I asserted then, and 
assert now, that this is a fraud without one single plausible ground to 
stand upon in all the laws of Florida. Here they arebeforeme. I have 
asked the Attorney-General, the Solicitor-General, the law clerk, the 
Secretary of the Interior, to point out the law which, by the remotest 
expression, implication, or construction of any kind whatever, gives 
this company or its predecessor or any other railroad company any in- 
terest in the grant made tothe State May 17, 1856. The record in this 
case exhibited that fact clearly and beyond all doubt and denial. The 
court had judicial notice of the fact that there was not a law nor a word 
nor a reference susceptible of any construction whatever that conveyed 
the least right or interest in this great land grant, said to be, by the 
sworn evidence of the receiver and witnesses in this case, worth $3 an 
acre, There never has been the slightest interest in it or allusion to it 
given or made in any statute of the State of Florida or of the United 
States, to this company or any of its predecessors, 
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But that was not the least of this extraordinary proceeding. I read 
from the record of the suit. In the sworn answer of Mr. Edwin N. 
Dickerson to this bill of complaint of Mr. Wailes occurs the following 
statement. I presume it will not interest the Senators who are absent 
from their seats. They seem to be indifferent and insensible to such 
charges, but I think the country will take some notice of it: 


I declined to consent to that appointment (Mr. S. I. Wailes) for reasons which 
at that time seemed to me to be conclusive. One of these reasons was that I 
was informed by Mr. Williams, a gentleman of the highest character in Florida, 
who had been apres as an agent in the sale of these lands and who was in 
the land office with which Wailes was in connection, that Wailes had got posses- 
sion of about $6,000 that had been paid by purchasers and had rei to turn it 
over; and had said to Mr. Williams that he had used it to bribe four United 
States Senators at $1.500apiece on the Land Committee of the Senate to prevent 
the passage of any bill affecting the land grants, * * * 

Now, Mr. President, here isa record for a receiver; here is the princi- 
pal owner, as heswearsin this statement, of the stock of this road who 
had previously made a sale of it, but retaining doubtless a considerable 
part of the bonds for payment, and therefore still the owner, making oath 
that a reputable witness who was employed in the same office with Mr. 
Wailes had been informed by him that the proceeds of the sale of these 
lands had been used to bribe United{[States Senators, and a judge of the 
United States court making a decree confirming the title thus alleged 
to have been obtained, without even an inquiry into the facts. Here is 
the original purchaser, the old stockholder of the unpaid stock of the 
old corporation, the old contractor, with his unfulfilled contract and 
his debt to the cash stockholders for the performance of the contract, 
still the owner of the new corporation, under the consolidated organi- 
zation claiming this land grant of 1856, of which the statutes of the 
Rates o Florida had made no disposal, and which the State had not 
claimed. 

This was a question easily answered, as to which there can be no pre- 
tense to excuse ignorance. The law clerk in the Attorney-General’s 
Department, Mr. Maury, to whom the Solicitor-General referred the 
matter, said he would take time to consider it, and the parties would be 
heard in argument—after eight years of previous argument on the ques- 
tion whether the statutes of Florida contained such a statute. When 
I asked that he look through the statutes and see if there was any law 
of the State of Florida which mentions or refers in any way whatever 
to this company or any predecessor of it or any other company, further 
and indefinite time was wanted to ascertain this fact. That was a 
question easily answered, and an answer was demanded by hundreds 
. na ae whose homes and rights were involved in it; butit could not 


I asked of the Secretary of the Interior the same question, and in- 
sisted that they should tell me how, if the State had received the grant 
and had never given it to any one, or even claimed it for themselves, 
how Mr. Schurz and the judge in Florida could take it away from the 
people and give it to Mr. Wailes; but no answer could be obtained. 

I asked that the Government of the United States should intervene 
and assert that no judge of the United States court could appoint a 
receiver of the Capitol, of the White House, or of any public property 
or public land because some party in a suit came before him and said, 
“I have a right to a lien on that and a title to the Capitol or the 
Treasury Department building by virtue of some precedent transac- 
tion with some third person—they had a right to it,” notwithstanding 
the laws of the United States are notice to all the people of the United 
States and are supposed to be known to the judges of the United States. 

Why, Mr. President, that is a plain proposition; everybody knows 
it: The courts knew it; it is incapable of answer; there can be noan- 
swer. Iasked of the Solicitor-General, Mr. Jenks, and although he 
went with me through the statutes of Florida and agreed that there 
was no law to be found giving this corporation any right to this land, 
he said he could find no law which authorized the Government of the 
United States to protect the people of the United States in the courts 
of the United States against this corporation, in respect to this decree 
giving the homes of the settlers to Mr. Wailes. 

Then comes, in this record, the sworn statement of the principal liti- 
gant in this transaction,that this agent has stated that the proceeds of 
the sales of this public land have been used in the Senate of the United 
States to defeat the people from obtaining the restoration to the public 
domain of the property which Mr. Chandler had decided there was not 
a vestige of ground or reason for withholding from them. 

Mr. President, I want some legislation that will require the judge of 
a court to have some proof before him before he renders decrees of this 
character. Iwantsome legislation which will forbid him from appoint- 
ing a receiverof public property of the United States, taken by arbitrary 
order without a hearing of the people of the United States by some rep- 
resentative. I want some penal legislation which will compel the ex- 
ecutive officers of this country to protect the people in their rights, 
although they may be assailed by corporations or by individuals, and at 
least demand that there shall be a judicial hearing under proper forms 
of proceeding before the executive department either surrenders or is 
sad de of its power in and its control of the ‘people’s property. 

have stated here in my place as a Senator of the United States, and 
I shall prove it by this record, that here is a case in which, in 1856, the 
United States gave to the State of Florida the alternate sections of land 
along certain lines of road to be indicated by the State, with a provis- 
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ion that these lands should be disposed of by the Legislature of the 
State, and by the Legislature only, and that the Legislature should not 
dispose of them, except as the road was actually built, and that if not 
built within ten years the grant should cease and the property revert 
to the people of the United States. Ishallshow that there was no dis- 
posal by the Legislature of Florida, nor any indication of a line of road; 
that this company and its predecessors never had by any kind of allu- 
sion, word, or reference any interest given to it hy the Legislature of that 
State under this grant. 1 shall show that for twenty years this condi- 
tion of things was acquiescedin. I shall show by the printed portions 
of this record that although Mr. Schurz made a reservation of this land, 
he did it in absolute ignorance of the facts of the case and without an in- 
quiry into them. 

Why, Mr. President, this void reservation, after Mr. Chandler’s refusal 
torecognize the grant, after exhausting the power of the executive depart- 
ment on the subject, fourteen years after the grant had expired, was 
made upon the pretense that the internal-improvementact of Florida 
of 1856, in its twenty-third section, had promised that if the United 
States should.give to the State of Florida any lands thereafter to aid in 
the construction ofany lines of railway, the companies designated under 
that act who should build the road should have the benefit of it. The 
public records of Florida show thatneither this company nor its alleged 
predecessor was the company that was authorized to build a railroad to 
‘Tampa under that act. They show that the State had refused to give 
to their predecessors any interest in this grant and had givenitto another 
company; but above and beyond that, the record of this case in the 
United States court shows and the judge had judicial notice that by 
the laws of the State of Florida that act had been repealed by many 
different acts for twenty years; that the very act on which this reserva- 
tion was claimed had been repealed and repealed and repealed, time 
and time again, in the history of that State. What a wonderful pro- 
ceeding was that decree in such a case! 

Why, Mr. President, as I said, I shall not detain the Senate with 
reading over these documents; but I have ashort collation here of the 
laws of the State of Florida which are inconsistent with, repugnant to, 
and in repeal of this act under which this reservation was said to be 
made, and of this land which this court has decreed—this public land of 
the United States—to be given to this complainant, Mr. Wailes, who is 
testified here by the principal owner of this property to have been using 
these proceeds to bribe United States Senators upor the Committee on 
Public Lands of this body, giving to him as a fee 10 or 25 per cent. of 
a million acres of public land of the United States, of the people of the 
United States, containing the homes of the people, for obtaining a res- 
ervation under a repealed act of the State of Florida. I do not believe 
that this money was so used, or that Senators can be bribed; but the 
record so states, and the judge was put on inquiry. 

Mr. President, I want to make this point plain, for I wish it to goto 
the country. The judge of the circuit court of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida, by a decree which I hold in my hand 
and which I will print, has decreed to a complainant before that court 
10 to 25 per cent. on an estimated grant of upwards of a million acres 
of land as a fee for obtaining a reservation of land under a law of the 
State of Florida which never had any possible reference to that corpora- 
tion, and which if it had, had been repealed by many different enact- 
ments of that State for the period of twenty years. The complainant 
to whom was decreed this vast body of public lands in the State of Flor- 
ida belonging to the settlers, and with their homes thereon, is charged 
by the principal party in interest in that litigation with using the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of that grant to bribe Senators of the United States. 

The judges of that court were put upon their caution to have required 
an investigation and strict proof of thisclaim. The judges of the United 
States have no right in law to make such a decree, and I want some 
legislation which will prevent them from rendering such a decree and 
selling property, asto which the judge has notice by the laws and the 
record that there was no right except the sovereign right of the people 
of the United States and the settlers on the public domain under the 
laws of the United States. I want a law that will make void the de- 
cree of a judge who will attempt to sell the public lands of the people 
of the United States in the interest of parties who are charged upon 
sworn statements with bribing Senators to enable them to obtain the 
people’s homes; a law which will require a judge to hear testimony be- 
fore he renders a decree in such a case; a law which will bring to some 
kind of responsibility before some one with a writ of prohibition the 
judge who takes jurisdiction overthe public domain and gives it away 
to individuals, as in this case. 

Now, here is a case about which there can be no sort of doubt. The 
Supreme Court of the United States had given notice to that court in 
the case of Farnsworth etal. vs. Minnesotaand Pacific Railroad Company, 
92 U. S. Reports, in the following terms :3 

Where land and franchises are thus held, any public assertion by legislative 
act of the ownership of the State after default of the grantee—such asan act re- 
suming control of them and appropriating them to particular uses or ting 
them to others to carry out the original object—-will be equally effectual and op- 
erative with judicial proceedings spoken of earlier in the decision. 

In Farnsworth et al. vs. Minnesota and Pacific Railroad Company 
(2 Ctto, S. C. Reports) the court says: 

The forfeiture is maintainable on strictly equitable grounds, It was the ex- 
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press contract of the parties based upon a good, valuable, and adequate consid- 
eration, the , the company was a mere donee. It received a 
most liberal grant of franchises and lands and a loan of the credit of the State 
pos the sole condition that it should proceed with the construction and com- 
pletion of the road with the dispatch agreed by the Territorial and State govern- 
ments. This it undertook todo. Such completion within the time prescribed 
was nota collateral or incidental, but the exclusive, purpose of the amendment. 
Any default in this respect admitted neither compensation nor restoration of 
the status in quo. 

Here was a case in which in the first place the State had never from 
the inception of the grant to this day made any legislative disposition 
of it, a case in which the internal-improvement act of the State of 
Florida, which was an act conveying the great body of swamp and 
overflowed lands in that State, amounting to 20,000,000 acres, had been 
repealed by the disposal of every acre of the trust fand under which 
this reservation is claimed to have been made by twenty different m ts 
to other and different purposes. Let us see what they were. The act 
of January, 1855, of Florida, under which this railroad corporation 
claimed this reservation, and under which Mr. Schurz acted fifteen years 
after the act of 1856 of the United States had expired, provided: 

Sec. 21. Be it further enacted, That should the Government of the United States 
tland to the State of Florida for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 

e lines of railroad indicated, and their extensions, by general or special act, said 
line of railway shall be entitled to all the benefits and advantages arising from 
said t that the State of Florida would be entitled to by the construction of 
said lines of railway and their extensions; and the governor of the State is 
hereby authorized and required, should such an act be passed by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, to direct said railroad companies to select said land, 
and, after such selection, to give the Secretary of the Interior notice of such se- 
lection, and furnish him with a list of lands so selected, the number of each sec- 
tion, fractional section, or subdivision, and take such other action as may be 
necessary to fully secure the grant of Jand to said railroad companies, subject 
to all the conditions and restrictions of the act of Congress making such grant. 
_ It is shown that before any compliance with the terms of this act by 
any rai company as to the line from Waldo to Tampa, the Legis- 
lature conveyed all the land deseribed in this act to other railroad 
companies, divested of all the conditions of this trust, and for twenty 
years this legislation has been in force and acquiesced in. I refer toan 
act of the Legislature, approved Jure 24, 1869, entitled ‘‘An act to per- 
fect the public works of this State.” The Jacksonville, Pensacola and 
Mobile Railroad Company was authorized by this act to build a rail- 
road from Jacksonville to Pensacola, 

Section 4 of this act gives this new railroad company the exclusive 
right to build the road to Pensacola and consolidates with it the lines 
authorized by and built under the internal-improvement act. It gives 
them State bonds instead of land, to the amount of $14,000 a mile, and 
requires tlie whole road to be completed in three years from that time, 
and repeals all acts inconsistent with it. This was the act of the Leg- 
islature of Florida passed for the construction of this same line of raii- 
road, approved June 24, 1869, while the act under which this reserva- 
tion was pretended to have been made was passed January 5, 1856; but 
in 1869 the Legislature of Florida chartered this new company for the 
construction of the same lines of railroad,took away the lands, and gave 
money and bonds and limited them to three years. 

Section 25 provides that any company which may acquire the right 
to build a railroad from Waldo to Tampa, shall have the right to build 
such line. The act of 1856 provides that one company, namely, the 
Florida Peninsula Railroad Company, shall have the right under that 
act, while the act of 1869 gives it to anybody that will build the road, 
but gives no lands; and the twenty-first section of this act provides for 

iving them bonds, and authorizes the issue of bonds indorsed by the 
State. instead of land, to construct the road, and this corporation died 
with the war, never having built the road or any part of it. 

Section 4 gives them the exclusive right for twenty years, and con- 
solidates the lines authorized and built under the internal-improve- 
ment act with them, and gives them State bonds, instead of lands, to 
the amount of $14,000 to the mile, and requires the whole road to be 
completed in three years from thattime. Section 25 provides that any 
company which may acquire the right may build the road from Amelia 
Island to Tampa or Waldo to Tampa and receive bonds, guarantied 
by the State of Florida, for$14,000 per mile. The thirty-first section 
of the act provides for railroads from Tampa Bay and Charlotte Har- 
bor, on the Gulf, by Ocala to Gainesville, and from Marianna to St. 
Andrew’s Bay and Apalachicola Bay and Choctawhatchee Bay, and 
from Palatka and Mellonville to the nearest railroad to Gainesville, 
and gives all the rights and franchises of the act toeach and all of these 
railroads, namely, State bonds for $14,000 per mile. è 

It will be seen that this act and the amended act of 1870, instead of 
lands and guarantied interest bonds, gave these roads $16,000 per mile 
of State bonds in solido, not internal-improvement interest guarantied 
bonds, and gives to otherand new companies not authorized or builtunder 
the internal-improvement act the exclusive right to build these lines of 
road. ‘This act provides that the whole line within this State shall be 
completed within five years from the passage of this act; ‘‘ otherwise all 
chartered rights created in this act shall be forfeited to the State.’? The 
line was not completed in five years and never was completed. By the 
act of the Legislature approved July 18, 1870, entitled ‘‘ An act to in- 
corporate the Jacksonville and St. Augustine Railroad Company” and 
_ to perfect one of the public roads of the State—in section 10 of the act, 
there is hereby granted to said railroad company all the lands belong- 
ing to the State of Florida known as the swamp and overflowed lands 


within 6 miles on each side to be selected by said company, and 100,- 
000 acresin addition. Deedsio be made for any 5 miles of completed 
road; also $500,000 of bonds by the State. 

By section 12 of the act approved February 15,1870, entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Great Southern Railway Company, to build road 
from King’s Ferry to Jacksonville,” via Palatka to the most south- 
ern available harbor on the coast or keys of Florida, with branch roads 
to the remote parts of this State, it was granted as many acres of the 
swamp and overflowed Jands granted by the act of 1850 as the United 
States should thereafter grant to the said railroad company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 having arrived, the 
Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Florida be allowed to conclude his remarks on the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senator from Florida be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BLAIR. How long? 

Mr. CALL. Not very Jong. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be in- 
formally laid aside, unless objection be made. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to inquire how far this agree- 
ment extends. 

Mr. CALL. Only a few minutes. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But all the time this keeps out that which 
somebody does not agree to. Iam entirely willing that the Senator 
from Florida shall continue, but I am no party to any agreemeht be- 
tween the Senator from Texas and the Senater from New Hampshire, 
to whom I am ready to say that if he will let his bill pass it will 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Floridais entitled 
to the floor, the unfinished business being informally laid aside to enable 
him to proceed with his remarks on the resolution presented by him. 

Mr. CALL. Byactof February 12, 1870, entitled “An act to incorpor- 
ate the Suwanee and Inland Railroad Company,’’ 6 miles on both sides 
of the road of the State lands under the act of 1850 were granted. Section 
1 of act of Legislature approved July 7, 1870, entitled “An act setting 
forth certain restrictions on the Florida Railroad Company,” provides 
“that the Florida Railroad Company is required to commence opera- 
tions on the construciion of the road running south and to the Gulf 
within twelve months next succeeding, and build to Ocala in two years, 
and that in ease of failure all exclusive right of way shall cease.” 

The line was not completed nor was any part of it completed in five 
years. 

By act approved February 19, 1874, entitled ‘‘An act to provide a 
general law for the incorporation of railroads and canals,” any persons 
not less than three are authorized to build a railroad anywhere in the 
State, and to take 200 feet wide over all State or swamp and over- 
flowed lands. (See section 24.) By section 26 the trustees are author- 
ized to grant to any railroad or canal any lands belonging to the State. 
I believe the Florida Navigation and Railway Company exists as a 
chartered road only under this act, which repeals the internal-improve- 
ment act and its twenty-first section, under which they claim the grant 
of May 17, 1856. 

By act approved February 19, 1874, entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
a company to construct a railroad from Gainesville to some point on the 
waters of the Gulf of Mexico, or some navigable tributary thereof, with 
power to construct a railroad to Key West,” power was given to build a 
railroad from Gainesville to the Gulf and to Key West. (See section 2.) 
Section 2 gives half of all land reclaimed through which the road 

Act approved March 12, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 26 of 
an act to provide a general law for the incorporation of railroads and 
canals, approved February 19, 1874, and to grant aid to railroads and 
canals,” approved February 19, 1874. Upon completion of each sec- 
tion of 6 miles, it shall be the duty of the board of trustees to convey 
the alternate sections of the swamp and overflowed lands for 6 miles 
oneither side of the road. Act approved March 1, 1879, entitled ‘‘An 
act to grant certain lands to the Gainesville, Ocala and Charlotte Har- 
bor Railroad Company, section 1, grants the alternate sections granted 
under act of Congress of 1850 on each side and in 6 miles of a line 
of railroad from Lake City, Gainesville, Ocala, Leesburgh, Brooksville 
to Tampa Bay, with branch to Bartow and Charlotte Harbor, and to 
Palatka in Putnam County. 

Act approved March 4, 1879, entitled “An act to grant certain lands to 
the Tampa, Peace Creek and St. John’s River Railroad Company,” ts 
the alternate sections of swamp and overflowed land for 6 miles on 
either side, and authorizes road through Marion and Putnam Countics. 

Act approved February 20, 1879, entitled “An act to incorporate St. 
John’s and Lake Eustis Railroad Company,” grants by the second sec- 
tion, alternate sections of swamp and overflowed land from St. John’s 
River to Lake Eustis. Act approved March 12, 1879, entitled “An act 
to grant certain lands to the Silver Spring, Ocala and Gulf Railroad Com- 
pany,” grants alternate sections of swamp and overflowed land on either 
side, and in 6 miles of the road from Silver Springs through Marion, Her- 
nando, and Levy Counties to the Gulf. Act approved March 4, 1879, 
entitled “ An act to incorporate Jacksonville, St. Augustine and Indian 
River Railroad Company,’’ grants alternate sections from Jacksonville 
to Indian River. 
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Act approved March 4, 1879, grants Chattahoochee and Pensacola 
Railroad Company alternate sections from Chattahoochee to Pensacola. 
Act approved March 4, 1881, grants alternate sections to East Florida 
Railroad from Jacksonville to Calico Hill, Duval and Clay Counties. 
Act approved February 2, 1881, grants alternate sections to railroads 
from Lake Eustis to Leesburgh, Sumter County, Panasoffkee, Fort 
Dade, Hernando County, to Tampa Bay, with branch road to Fort 
Mason and Apopka to Orlando, Orange County. Act approved July 
28, 1881, grants alternate sections from Green Cove Springs to Melrose 
for railroad. 2 

Act approved March 4, 1881, grants alternate sections to Palatka and 
Indian River Railroad. 

Act of 1881 grants alternate sections to the Orange Ridge, De Land 
and Atlantic Railroad Company. Act approved July 25, 1881, grants 
same to St. John’s River Railroad Company from Jacksonville toTampa, 
Peace Creek, through Marion, Sumter, Hernando and Putnam, Clay, 
Duval, and Marion Counties. 

Act approved July 20, 1881, grants alternate sections to Live Oak 
and Rowland Bluff Railroad Company. Act approved March 4, 1881, 
grants to Pensacola and Atlantic Railroad Company alternate sections 
for 20 miles on either side of road. Section 17 grants 20,000 acres to 
the mile from Chattahoochee to Pensacola. Act approved March 8, 
1884, grants to Tropical Peninsular Railroad Company, not the Florida 
Railroad Company, alternate sections from Ocala to Tampa and Orlando, 
and 10,000 acres to the mile. 

It is under this act, not the Florida Railroad Company’s charter, that 
the governor certifies the road to Tampa claimed by the Florida Navi- 
gation and Railway Company, who claim the grant, is now being built. 
This grant is limited to seven years from its passage. Act of 1881 
grants to Florida Midland and Georgia Railroad Company, from Dead- 
man’s Bay to Valdosta, Ga., all the alternate sections. Act of Feb- 
ruary 17, 1881, grants alternate sections to Carrabelle and Thomasville 
Railroad Company. 

Act to incorporate Blue Springs, Orange City and Atlantic Railroad 
Company. Act approved March 6, 1883, requires Tropical Railroad to 
be completed in four years from March, 1881. Act of March, 1883, 
grants South Florida Railroad Company alternate sections from Sanford 
to Tampa via Bartow. 

Act of July 27, 1883, grants to the International Railroad Company 
15,000 acres to the mile; authorizes railroads from Georgia line all 
through South Florida. 

These acts passed since the sale of all the roads by the trustees in 
1866 and 1869 as completed roads, and since the passage of the act of 
1869 granting the State’s bonds to new railroad companies for the same 
lines, and repealing all acts repugnant to and inconsistent with them, 
by a continuous course of legislation have disposed of all of the lands 
conveyed in trust by the internal-improvement act of 1855 to the rail- 
road companies for the construction of other lines of road all over the 
State and in every direction. 

It goes on through the State with a new and different system alto- 
gether, and it gives to the roads, under the act of 186971, mentioned 
in it, $16,000 per mile of State bonds in solido, while the act of 1855 
gave the two lines from Jacksonville to Pensacola and Jacksonville to 
‘Tampa internal-improvement interest-guarantied bonds to the extent 
of $10,000 per mile. It also gives to other new companies not author- 
ized to build under the internal-improvement act, the exclusive right 
to build this line of road, and provides that the whole line in this State 
shall be completed within five years from the passage of the act of 
1869, and yet to-day there is no road to Tampa. 

T have all these laws here. There are perhaps twenty acts of the 
State of Florida repealing the act of 1855—the record is full of them— 
disposing of all the lands which by that act were gathered into a sin- 
gle trust for the benefit of particular designated lines of road. And 
yet, Mr. President, with this condition of the law of the State of 
Florida, the poor people of the State are turned out of their homesand 
their land given away bysuch deyicesas I have described, and for nine 
years I have been appealing to the Senate of the United States and to 
the Presidents and the Secretaries with the assertion that it is but the 
work of an hour to look through these statutes and find the law, if 
there is such a law, that by any reference or allusion gives to this com- 
pany or their predecessors, or any other railroad company, any right, 
title, or interest in the lands of the grant of May 17, 1856, and if it can 
not be found to say so, and set aside this unlawful reservation. 

Outside of this resolution it is perhaps proper to mention another 
act of the State as to a part of this alleged line of roads claiming under 
the grant of May 17, 1856. I want my colleague to read a telegram 
which he has, because I think he ought to do so as an act of courtesy to 
the person sending it. There is a road called the Pensacola and At- 
lantic Railroad, chartered in 1881. This grant expired in 1866, under 
the act of Congress of May 17, 1856. A reservation was made by the 
Interior Department in 1856, without any designation of line or bene- 
ficiary by the State, without any legislative action, in 1856, on the per- 
sonal request of Senator Yulee. Here is the message of the governor; 
here is the vote of the Legislature declaring in 1858 that no company 
had been designated, and no legislative disposition made, and no cer- 
tificate issued by the Interior Department under the law. The gov- 


posal of the grant, or that any railroad company was entitled by virtue 
of a legislative disposal of that grant to any interest in it; but there 
was a company projected, and it was assumed at the Interior Depart- 
ment here that this company would by subseqnent legislation acquire 


a right to this grant. 5. 

That subsequent legislative action, however, has never been had to 
this day; but under that assumption, as the Interior Department itself 
declared, not positively, not conclusively, but upon that assumption 
that there would be a legislative disposition, a reservation was made in 
West Florida in 1856 of the alternate sections on either side of the 
line which it was supposed would be authorized and would be built; a 
reservation of 6 miles on either side of that proposed road, which was 
never authorized, never built; and the company which was projected to 
build it became defunct and disappeared without the construction of 
any road. And yet that reservation remains of those 6 miles, of those 
particular sections upon that unbuilt line of road, while a newly-char- 
tered company, organized in 1881, upon a different line, stands here 
claiming the sections upon the old unbnilt, unauthorized line of road. 

The State of Florida in chartering this new company, which has built 
a very good road, said that whatever rights they had in this grant made 
by Congress in 1856, should go to this new company in West Florida; 
that this new railroad company should have whatever rights, if any, 
they had remaining in the State. A school-boy ten years old could 
tell if there were any rights. Ifthe right of the State had ever at- 
tached to any Jand and it remained unforfeited and was in full force 
and effect, notwithstanding the provisions of theact of Congress of 1855, 
then it was 6 miles that could then be seleeted and then reserved along 
the line of the road which should be actually built. 

But instead of doing that they have taken the old reservation upon 
the old defunct corporation’s line, and have been turning out these 
poor people from their homes there, and for years I have been exposing 
this iniquity on this floor; buf I have been doing it to deaf ears and un- 
willing minds, and now we have a bill turning us over to the tender 
mercies of judges who have defied Congress for the purpose of giving 
the homes of these people, without even the pretense of right, evidence, 
or law, to the corporations which lay false claim to them, and to their 
agent as a fee for obtaining a fraudulent reservation. 

My colleague has a telegram which I want him to read, in which it 
is said that this corporation claims only the lands which have been cer- 
tified. There never was an acrecertified; the records show it. If such 
a certificate was made it would have been a fraud on the Department; 
butithas not been made. There was no reservation made under the au- 
thority of the State; the governor so declares and so notifies the Interior 
Department in 1858. This telegram states, and I want it read, that they 
have discovered, now since this agitation has been made, since this de- 
cree has been rendered to sell out these people notwithstanding this rec- 
ord, that there are 300,000 acres that do belong to the people, and they 
say they do not claim that. 

I want these factsto be shown. ‘These facts show a disgraceful state 
of affairs, and itis a disgraceful administration of that department which 
permits, without fair and honest intervention by the Government of the 
United States, people to be deprived of their homes under falseand pre- 
tended legislation, which allows this large part of the public domain to 
be the creature of fraud, and of such stupid fraud as is to be found in 
this case; and it behooves the Committee on the Judiciary here to see 
that a condition of law shall not continue which will permit such de- 
crees to be made as I have here described. 

The duty of Congress on this subject is plain and can not be avoided 
with any regard for honor and duty. The record and the facts speak 
for themselves. The interests of the people and of corporations unite 
in demanding that the administration of the Jaw shall be pure and 
right, and justice done to all persons, without sale or denial. 

Mr. PASCO. As my colleague has stated, I have received a telegram 
from Colonel Chipley, of Pensacola, which I will send to the desk to be 
read, so that if may go into the RrcorD in connection with my col- 
league’s remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida desires a 
telegram to be read. It will be read if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

PENSACOLA, FLA., January 29, 1888. 
Hon. S. Pasco, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


I learn our land grant will be debated Monday. Let me urge you that 
the Pensacola and Atlantic Railroad claim no lands except those Senbensen within 
lists certified to and approved to State of Florida and granted by State of 
Florida to the Pensacola and Atlantic Railroad Company and roved by State 
to company upon its road now completed and in use, t being cotermi- 


nous with completed road; and there are nearly 300,000 acres coterminous with _ 


the Pensacola and Atlantic road, in excess of the selections made by the road, 
and this excess should be restored to the public domain, as the company only 
claims the selections approved to it by the State of Florida upon its completed 


line. 
W. D. CHIPLEY, 
Vice-President Pensacola and Atlantic 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of tatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Public 
yee ae 


Buildings and Grounds: 
A bill (H. R. 1483) for the erection of a public building at Monroe, 
3 


exnor of the State denied that there had ever been any legislative dis- | La. 
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F A bill (H. R. 1611) for the erection of a public building at Spring- 
eld, Mo. ; 
A bill (H. R. 1697) for theerection of a public building in the city of 
Asheville, N. C.; and 

A bill tH. R. 4359) for the purchase of a site, including the building 
thereon, also for the erection of the necessary store-houses, for the use o 
the me T the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, at the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

The bill (H. R. 1640) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, 
in the district of Burlington, N. J., to the port of Trenton, in said 


“district, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Commerce, 

The bill (H. R. 1481) making an appropriation to construct a road 
and approaches from Pineville, La., to the national military cemetery 
near that town, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 1528) to reward the Esquimaux nativesof the Asiatic 
coast of the Arctic Ocean for acts of humanity to shipwrecked seamen 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
The bill (H. R. 1860) to amend section 683 of the Revised Statutes 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 31st ultimo approved and signed the act (S. 290) to authorize the 
construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 

Mr. RIDULEBERGER. I ask now that the Senate take up for con- 
sideration, the morning hour having expired, the resolution which I 
offered yesterday to change Rule XXXVII. It may interfere in some 
measure with the educational bill, but if that educational bill were 
allowed to pass and we could get away from that barricade which is on 
the desk of the Senator having it in charge, it seems to me there would 
be time to consider some matters of treaty between this country and 
Great Britain. 

I now ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he will not allow a 
friend of the bill to call up this resolution for consideration in open ses- 
sion, for that is what it amounts to—to change Rule XXXVII and let 
the Senate pass upon it, for we shall hear nothing more, if we take up 
the educational bill, than that which shall come from theschool-masters. 
I am as much opposed to letting the school-masters of the country gov- 
ern as I am to letting British commissioners instruct us about treaties. 

I ask the Senate, now that I have deferred to other Senators, that we 
shall take up the resolution to change Rule XX XVII, for, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that is a matter which is pressing upon us. Every one in the Sen- 
ate knows that when the hour of 5 shall strike some Senator will say 
“‘T move to go into executive session,” and that itself resolves all that 
I have in my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; I donot. I think itis within the 
rule that I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the mo- 
tion at this stage of business. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
With all due respect to you, Mr, President, Idoso. I think my motion 
isin order. I appeal from the decision of the Chair with all due respect 
that any Senator can show to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theunfinished business being before 
the Senate, the Senator from Virginia having moved to proceed to the 
consideration of a resolution previously offered by him, the Chair calls 
upon the Secretary to read the twenty-second rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to inquire of the Chair whether I under- 
stood that the educational bill was up and the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. PuGH] was entitled to the floor, that then the Senator from Vir- 
ginia was recognized to make a request of the Senator in charge of the 
bill. Ido not understand that he could make any motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate at 2 o'clock, under the 
rules, resumed the consideration of the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com- 
mon schools, upon which the pending question is the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. The Chair had not recog- 
nized the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] as entitled to the floor on 
the pending bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Alabama was recognized last even- 
ing, and took the floor prior to the adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not advised of that, 
having been absent at the time of the adjournment of the Senate yes- 
terday. The Senator from Virginia arose and made the motion, as the 
Chair understands, that the Senate now proceed to the consideration 


of a resolution offered by him on a former day. The Chair holds that 
the unfinished business being before the Senate, and the Senator from 
Alabama being entitled to the floor, the motion of the Senator from 
Virginia can not be entertained by the Chair, and is notin order. 
From that decision of the Chair the Senator from Virginia appeals to 


f | the Senate. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER rose, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It must be decided without debate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Allow me to state, sir-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Allow me to put myself right on the facts, 
There was no purpose on my part to prevent the Senator from Alabama 
from speaking to-day. That was not my appeal. I put one proposi- 
tion and the Chair puts another. I have appealed from the decision 
of the Chair on a ruling that it made before it mentioned the name of 
the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A misunderstanding of the Chair 
would not affect the parliamentary right of the Senator from Alabama. 
He was recognized and took the floor at the adjournment last evening, 
and he was entitled to the floor when the consideration of the bill was 
resumed this morning, and he is now entitled to proceed upon the 
pending bill. The Senator from Virginia appeals, so the Chair under- 
stands, from his decision. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; and it is debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair as to whether it is debatable, and ask the Chair to furnish me a 
rule prohibiting debate when I have got a proposition pending here 
that interests the people of the United States more than that which 
we have heard debated for four or five years. Give me the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the decision of the Chair stand. 
as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That it is not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not debatable. ‘The question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 
[Putting the question.] The ayes have it. The decision of the Chair 
stands as the judgment of the Senate, and the Senator from Alabama 
is entitled to the floor on the pending bill. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr, PLUMB. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I have listened patiently in the Senate 
and read in the RECORD the elaborate and able speeches of the Senators 
who oppose the bill reported by the committee of which Iam a member 
“ to aid in the support of common schools.’’ With some difference in 
the language used and the rhetoric employed by the different Senators, 
the several speeches made against the bill in the present debate, and in 
the exhaustive debates on the bill when it passed the Senate by a vote 
of 36 in the affirmative and 11 in the negative, are the same in substance. 
Tn fact and in effect it amounts to a periodical reproduction and reprint 
of the same speeches on the same bill supported by the same authorities. 

And I find on examination that in the protracted debate in the House 
in February, 1817, on the bill to aid in works of ‘‘internal improve- 
ment” in the States, and also the equally exhaustive debate in both 
Houses of Congress in May, 1854, on the ‘‘ bill makinga grant of land to 
the several States of the Union for the benefit of the indigent insane 
persons,” and also the celebrated discussion in the Senate and House 
in February, 1859, of the bill to aid the States in the establishment and 
endowment of agricultural and mechanical colleges, the same argu- 
ments, presented in the most irresistible logic and rhetoric, agitated the 
public mind and engaged public opinion for months and years that we 
now hear in the apostolic utterances and prophetic warnings of the ene- 
mies of the ‘‘ Blair bill ” against its constitutionality and the dire con- 
sequences of its becoming a law of the land. Mr. President, the first 
speech I made in this Senate after taking my seat over seven years 
since, was in support of a bill to aid the States in securing the benefits 
of a common-school education to the children, white or black, in their 
population. What did that bill propose should be done by this Federal 
Government? It ought to make the enemies of the ‘‘ Blair bill” shud- 
der when they hear that in December, 1880, on the motion of an able 
Democratic Senator from Tennessee, Mr. Bailey, the Senate agreed, with- 
out counting negative votes— 

That the net proceeds of the salesof ER lands and the receipts from pat- 
ents shall be set apart as an educational fund, and entered upon the books of 
the Treasury to the credit ofthe fund, and bearing interest at the rate of 4 per 
cent. per annum, tbe interest on such educational fund only to be paid to the 
States as herein provided, $ 

What else appears from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD was done by 
the Senate in December, 1880? The Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TEL- 
LER] proposed to amend the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee, 
Mr. Bailey, by providing that the entire proceeds of the sale of the 
public lands and the receipts from patents should be paid to the States 
to Support their common schools, which would have been largely more 
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than this Blair bill appropriates. This amendment passed in Commit- 
tee of the Whole Senate by the following affirmative vote: 


Beck, Farley, Kirkwood, Slater, 
Booth, Groome, MeDonald, Teller, 
Brown, Hereford, Morgan, Vance, 
Call, Ingalls, Plumb, Vest, 
Cockrell, Johnston, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jonas, Ransom, Williams, 
Davis of West Va., Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, Withers. 
Eaton, Kernan, Saunders, 


I ask the Senate what was the object to which this appropriation of 
‘all the money arising from the sale of the public lands and all the 
money received into the Treasury from patents was attempted to be 
made by those Senators who voted for the Teller amendment? Un- 
questionably the public object to be promoted, aided by the appropri- 
ation, was common-school education. How, then, can it be claimed that 
common-school education is totally excluded by the Constitution from 
Congressional consideration as an object of Federal concern? It will 
not do to seek an escape from an answer to this question by telling 
what was then sought to be thus appropriated. It makes no difference 
what was the subject-matter to be appropriated. 

The question is, what public object then attracted the attention of 
Congress? What was the appropriation expressly made to aid, encour- 
age, and promote? Certainly it was common-school education. The 
object of that appropriation of money in the Treasury, collected from 
the sale of public lands and the receipts from patents, and in the cus- 
tody of Treasury officials as public revenue, as much as the money col- 
lected from tariff duties on imports, being common-school education, 
tell me in what particular the object of that appropriation differs from 
the object of the appropriation in the bill before the Senate? Mani- 
festly, common-school education is a public object to which the power 
of Congress to make appropriations of the public money or property 
arising from public-land sales and patent fees may be constitutionally 


The Teller amendment was reported from the Committee of the 
Whole to the Senate, and there failed on a tie vote. So that the bill 
made the appropriation as provided in the Bailey or committee amend- 
ment. On the object of the appropriation, namely, the support of com- 
mon-school education in the States, what was then said by Senators? 


Mr. Vest, Mr. President, I desire to submit a very few remarks upon the 
bill, and not in any puis of hostile criticism, because with the gene intent 
andspirit of the bill Í am fully in accord. There are certain features of the bill, 
however, to which I can not give ny consent. For the general principle of 
free education I have always contended. Ina public address to the people of 
my State, before my election to the Senate, I did in the most emphatic and in the 
broadest terms declare that universal suffrage must be supplemented by uni- 
versal education. I believe to-day that universal education is the only instru- 
mentality that can exorcise the evils that attend upon free suffrage. 

Mr. Maxey. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Education 
and Labor I concurred with the committee in reporting this bill, * * * * 
Whether we will or not, the colored people are to-day citizens. If itbe true, and 
it is true, that the perpetuity of free government depends upon the virtue and 
intelligence of the people, then common sense will tell any man that the more 
enlightened, the more virtuous you make those who enter into the body-politice 
the more certain you are of the perpetuity of free institutions. These colored 
people have become, by the Constitution and laws of our country, a part and 

reel of the body-politic. They are mainly in the portion of the country where 

live. It is the interest of the Southern people that this colored population 
should be educated. They are among us; they are entitled to vote; they are 
entitled to hold office; they are entitled to sit upon juries; they are entitled to 
be appointed executors, administrators, trustees, and guardians, and hence it is 
of the utmost importance that these people should become educated. In the 
State in which I live and in all the Southern States by the terms of the State 
constitutions they are entitled to the same common-school education that the 
white child is entitled to. The burden of educating those children falls upon 
the whites. We were impoverished by the war, and the little property left was 
owned by the white people, who had their own children to educate. 

‘The colored people were made citizens by the act of this Federal Government, 
and it is a matter of common justice; it is a matter of common honesty and fair 
dealing, in my judgment, for the Federal Government toaid in their education, 
to aid the States which are now educating them. 

So far as the question of constitutionality is concerned, I had not supposed, 
at this late day, that that question could be raised, The statutes of our country 
bristle all over with legislative precedents, running even back into the last cen- 
tury, running back to the annexation of Louisiana. The power of Congress is 
firmly established by precedents not to be now questioned. If it be true that 
out of the common treasure the vacant public domain belonging to the United 
States could be given to a particular State or Territory because it happened to 
lie within their limits, I ask if that principle does not authorize Congress to 
take the pr of this vacant public land and distribute them among all the 
States of the Union for which we are the trustees. Sir, the constitutional argu- 
ment falls—falls upon principle as well as upon precedent, 


I have read the entire debate upon what is known as the Morrill bill, 
and there is not a single word in it of condemnation of the appropria- 
tion or the object to which it was required to be applied. Not aword 
was said about the Southern States being independent of Federal aid or 
not needing or not desiring Federal aid to theircommon schools. Noth- 
ing was heard about the ruinous effects of such aid in destroying the 
self-reliance of the people in procuring the means of educating their 
children without help from the Federal Government. ‘There were no 
rawheads and bloody-bones scattered along the track of the enduring 
Federal aid established by that billas a perpetual system of encourage- 
ment and support to common schools in the States. 

The horse harnessed in the Morrill bill was gentle, true, harmless, 
and faithful; but when the same horse is harnessed to pull through the 
Blair bill he instantly becomes a most dangerous animal with the most 
vicious qualities, really a Trojan horse filled with arms and devils and 


Yankee ‘‘school-marms’”’ to be turned loose to destroy the Southern 
States. 

While there was no opposition to the fund appropriated as a perma- 
nent fund, or to its being applied to common-school education in the 
States, there were some objections urged by Senators to the machinery 
of the Morrill bill—that is the sections relating to the terms and con- 
ditions of the appropriation and the manner of its application and ex- 
penditure by the States, and the reports required to be made to the 
Federal Government by the States. 

My friend, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vesr], a typical strict 
constructionist, who is never troubled with any doubts about the ac- 
curacy of his opinions and conclusions, was the first to assail the terms 
a conditions of the appropriation to be accepted and performed by 
the States: 


Mr. Vesr. Mr. President, there is one feature of the bill to which I object. 
I do not believe that the education of the people should be taken away from the 
States. Ido not believe under the Constitution that the General Government 
should directly or indirectly take charge of the system of educating the poopie. 
Iam no h critical stickler for State rights; on the other hand, I believe 
that there tas been too much fine-spun hair-splitting theory in that regard; 
but there is a line of demarkation between the powers of the National Govern- 
ment and of the State governments. I do not charge that the framers of this 
bill intended to put this system of education under the control of the National 
Government, yet there are features of the bill that look in that direction and 
wrens ae not support. I call the attention of the Senate to the sixth section 
of the bill: 

“On or before the Ist day of September. in each year, the Commissioner of Ed- 
ueation, under direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall certify to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, as to each State, Territory, and District, whether it is en- 
titled to receive its share of the apportionment under this act, and the amount 
of such share, which shall thereupon be entitled to receive the same. _If the 
Commissioner shall withhold a certificate from either, its share of such appor- 
tionment shall be kept separate in the Treasury until the close of the next ses- 
sion of Congress, in order that it may, if it see fit, appeal to Congress from the 
determination of the Commissioner. If Congress shall not, at its next session, 
direct such share to be paid, it shall be added to the general educational fund.’ 

In section 7 provision is made that whenever a State or Territory— 

“Shall file with the Secretary of the Treasury a certified copy of the law of 
such State or Territory accepting the provisions of this act, and undertaking 
that the funds provided by the same, whenever paid over to it as above pro- 
vided, shall be faithfully applied to the free education of all its children between 
the ages of six and sixteen years, and to the endowment and support of such 
colleges as have been, or may be hereafter, established in accordance with the 
aforesaid act of Congress spproeen July 2, 1862, and as provided for in this act. 
The distributive share of the District of Columbia shall, from time to time, be 
oe over to the commission of said District created by act of Congress approved 

une 20, 1874, entitled,” etc. 

The different States are required, in the first place, by an act of their Legis- 
latures, to declare that they accept the provisions of this act, and that they will 
faithfully apply the proceeds of the sales of these lands to public education. 
But that is not enough for the gentleman who framed this bill. The Commis- 
sioner of Education may, if he sees proper, withhold from any State its distrib- 
utive share of this fund. Iam opposed to giving any such power to a subordi- 
nate officer of this Government. 

Mr. MORRILL. Suppose the State were to Ara aA the fund? 

Mr. Vesr. Under my idea of the theory of this Government, the Congress 
of the United States would be the proper tribunal to interfere with a sovereign 
State in any such contingency. 

Mr. BAILEY. Allow me tocall attention to the fact that the State isallowed an 
appeal to Congress from the decision of the Commissioner. 

Mr. Vest. To say that a State is not to be trusted with its own children, and 
that a subordinate officer of the United States shall have the right, if he sees 
proper, to withhold for a day or for an hour the distributive share of that State 
to a great bounty, is a proposition to which I shall never accede. But that is 
not ar of it, sir; the most objectionable feature of this bill is section 9, which 
provides— ¢ 

“That to entitle any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia to the bene- 
fits of this act, it shall maintain for at least three monthsin each year until Jan- 
uary 1, 1885, and thereafter four months in each year, a system of free publie 


-schools for all the children within its limits between the ages of six and sixtee 


n. 
and shall, through the proper officer thereof, for the year ending the Wth day of 
June last preode such apportionment, make full report to the Commissioner 
of Education of the number of public free schools, the number of teachers em- 

loyed, the number of school-houses owned and the number of school-houses 

ired, the total number of children taught during the year, the actual daily at- 
tendance, and the actual number of months of the yearschools have been main- 
tained in each of the several school districts or divisions of said State, Terri- 
tory, or District, and the amounts appropriated by the Legislature, or othe: 
received for the purpose of maintaining a system of free public schools. And if 
any State or Territory shall misapply, orallow to be misapplied, or in any man- 
ner appropriated or used other than for the purposes herein required, the funds, 
orany partthereof, received under the provisions of this act, or shall fail to com- 
ply with the conditions herein prescribed, or to report, as herein provided 
through its proper officers, the disposition thereof, such State or Territory shall 
forfeit its right to any subsequent apportionment by virtue hereof, until the full 
amountso misapplied, lost, or misappropriated shall have been replaced by such 
State or Territory,and applied as herein required, and until such report shall 
have been made,” 

Mr. Vest. I should like to ask the friends of this bill why it is that the Na- 
tional Government, through its Commissioner of Education, is to inquire into 
the appropriations made by a sovereign State. What has the General Goyern- 
ment to do with the acts of the Legislatures of the respective States in regard to 
sppro riations for a system of education? * Suppose the Commissioner 

ould take it into his judgment that a State had violated this act by having 
separate schools for the two races inthis country. Suppose that, as in my State 
se te schools are established for the white and the black races. The Com- 
missioner finds that that method of separate schools has been adopted by a State 
and says to that State, “In my judgment youare not applying this fund accord- 
ing to the spirit and intent of the act of Congress, and I shall therefore not pay 
you your distributiveshare.”” Where is the limit to his discretion? Let Con: 
exercise the power of taking away this bounty if itsees proper to do so, but not 
a subordinate officer. z. 


How were the objections of the Senator from Missouri to the ma- 
chinery, the terms, and conditions of the Morrill bill answered, and by 
what Senators? 

Senator Hill, of Georgia, answered the Senator from Missouri as fol- 
lows: 

In relation to the point made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] I differ 


870 


in tolo cælo from that honorable Senator on all the points he has raised. It 
seems to me that so far from this bill being subject to the criticism which he 
-has visited upon it, exactly the contrary is true. The General Government does 
not interfere in the slightest degree with the right of the States to control educa- 
tion in their respective limits, It not only does not interfere with that right of 
the State, but it does seem to me it recognizes that right and appropriates this 
general fund simply as an aid to the States in this work which is to be carried 
on by the States. It does not interfere in the slightest d with the regula- 
tions that shall be established by the States upon this subject. 

But upon the point of which he speaks, that the Government reserves the 
right to inquire whether this fund has or has not been misapplied, I ask is not 
that a right that belongs to all donors, all persons who create a trast fund for 
any purpose? The General Government owns this money—the proceeds of the 
public jands and the fees of the Patent Office. It belongs to the General Gov- 
ernment. The General Government proposes to distribute this money to the 
States. Has not the Government that distributes the money & right to say on 
what terms it will distribute it? Was it ever heard of that the Government 
Shine has the right to give the fund has no right to say on what terms it will 

oso 

It is not only the right of the General Government, but it is under obligation 
to see to it that the fund is not misapplied, Do you call that interfering with 
the rights of the States? Sir, if the General Government were not to sce to it 
that the fund was applied in the manner prescribed, and to accomplish the pur- 
poses intended, in my judgment, the Government would be derelict. Why pre- 
scribe terms at all if the Government is to stand idly by and see those terms 

ed by the States? The object of making the inquiry of the States 
what ere have been made by their Legislatures for the support of 
common ools is not to authorize the General Government to interfere with 
the State in the management of its own school fund or in the ent of 
its own schools. The General Government does not get this information for the 
purpose ofchanging a system adopted in the States, but to enable it to determine 
whether the respective States are complying with the terms of the gift. No 
State, Linsist ought to desire to receive this fund except on the terms prescribed, 
and no State having received this fund on the terms Ce wept, Ye to be pre- 
sumed willing under any circumstancesto misapply it; but should a State will- 
ingly misapply the fund, certainly the State ought not to ones if the General 
Government inquires into the fact, It does not interfere with its sovereignty in 
the slightest degree. 

Who is the next Senator that answered the objections of the Senator 
from Missouri? ‘The Senator from Texas [Mr. MAxEY] spoke as fol- 
lows: 

I shall vote for the bill cheerfully. A States-rights man to the very core, I 
shall vote for it, because there is not in the bill anywhere a violation of any 
State t. It was guarded by T sagan who are as strongly in favor of the 
rese rights of the States as Senator from Missouri or anybody else. 
shall vote for it because it does not conflict with but does aid the States in doing 
a just and a wise hog. I would go back even further; I would go back to the 
very convention that framed the Constitution and you will find under the 
elatise giving exclusive legislation to Congress over the District it was contended 
that Congress had power to establish a university at the sert of government. 

* + s * $ 


kd * 
aed agree with what was so well said by the Senator from Georgia, 
‘There can be no denial that the Morrill bill in all its parts and pro- 
visions was critically considered and fully understood by Senators. 
Now, sir, who were the Senators who favored the passageof the Mor- 
rill bill? Here is the formidable list: 


Allison, Cameron of Pa., HillofColorado, Morgan, 
Anthony, Cameron of Wis., Hill of Georgia, Morrill, 
Bailey, Coke, Hoar, Platt, 
Baldwin, Davis of Illinois, Johnston, Pugh, 

i Davis of West Va., Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Blaine, Dawes, Kellogg, Rollins, 
Blair, var ti seats Ta 
Brown, ‘erry, gan ance, 

co, Garland, McMillan, Walker, 
Burnside, Hampton, McPherson, Windom. 
1, H ‘ord, ` Maxey, 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator read the names of ihose who voted 
against that bill? 


Mr. PUGH. I have them not here, but I remember very well that 
you were one of them. 

Mr. VEST. I voted against it. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam aware of it. 

Mr. VEST. Iam told that whilst I was out of the Senate Chamber 
the Senator has been assailing my record. I have not looked at that 
record. It is sufficient for me to attend to my duties here without go- 
ing back to old records; but I never saw the time in this Chamber that 
T have not opposed this sort of legislation. I opposed the Morrill bill. 
When I voted for the Teller amendment, if my name is so recorded, I 
voted for it to defeat the bill, as a parliamentary measure. I have 
never seen the time when any such measure came here that I did not 
speak against it publicly and privately, and I was one, I think, of six 
who voted against that Morrill bill, one of eleven who voted against 
the Blair bill, and, if I live, will be one of the opposition to it when 
the vote is taken on the pending bill. 

Mr. PUGH. I have not assailed the record of the Senator. I only 
brought to the attention of the Senate what he had stated so clearly 
and forcibly as his objection to the Morrill bill, so as to show, as I will 
do hereafter, that gentlemen who are now assailing the Blair bill fully 
understood all the grounds upon which they are now assailing it when 
their attention was called to these identical provisions in the Morrill 
bill; and after a full understanding of each one of these provisions de- 

» bated, discussed, emphasized, and repeatedly emphasized by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, the names I have read here were recorded in favor 
ofthat bill with all its provisions. 

Mr. President, I will now introduce the Blair bill. That monster— 
that huge anaconda in whose deadly coil every bone in the body-poli- 
tic is to be crushed. That wicked conception originated with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and was referred to the Com- 
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mittee on Education and Labor, of which he was and is chairman, and 
Iwas then, and am now, a member,’ The committee referred the bill to 
Senator BLAIR and myself as a subcommittee. The great desire and 
earnest effort of the subcommittee were to frame a bill as free as possi- 
ble from objections, and cially to so arrange the terms and condi- 
tions of the bill that made up its machinery as that they would be ac- 
ceptable and satisfactory to the Senate. 

How was this purpose to be accomplished? Thesubcommittee took 
the terms and conditions, the machinery of the Morrill bill, that had 
been lately fully discussed and sanctioned by over forty-three Senators 
as am for the appropriation in the Blair bil]. The subcommittee 
framed the bill and reported it to the full committee, who adopted it 
unanimously. The bill was reported to the Senate by the chairman 
[Mr. BLAIR], and I undertake to say that in every particular in which 
the bill thus reported differs from the Morrill bill itisan improvement 
upon the Morrill bill. I have set forth the provisions of the Morrill 
bill, and I now offer the Blair bill as it came from the committee: 

That forten Ee after the passage of this act there shall be annually appro- 
priated from the money in the Treasury the following sums, to wit: Tha t 
year the sum of $15,000,000, the second year the sum of $14,000,000, the third year 
the sum of $13,000,000, and thereafter a sum diminished $1,000,000 yearly from 
the sum last appropriated until ten annual appropriations shall have been made, 
when all appropriations under this act shall cease; which several sums shall be 
expended to secure the benefits of commo 00] education to all the children 
of the school age mentioned hereafter living in the United States, 

§xc, 2. That such money shall annually be divided among and paid outin the 
several States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of 
persons in each who, being of the age of ten years and over, can not read and 
write bears to the whole number of such persons in the United States; and 
until otherwise provided such computation shall be made according to the offi- 
cial returns of the census of 1880. 

Src, 3. That the Secretary of the Interior, at the elose of each fiscal , shall 
ascertain the total amount of the school fand to which the States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia are entitled under the provisions of this act, and 
shall certify the same to the Secretary of the Treasury. That upon the receipt 
of such certificate the Secretary of the Treasury shall, on or before the 3lst day 
of July of each year, apportion the said total sum so certified among the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia upon the basis of population 
and illiteracy onon in the second section of this act. 

Sec. 4. That the amount so apportioned to each State and Territory and to tho 
District of Columbia be paid, upon the warrant of the Commissioner of 
Education, countersigned by the Secretary of the Interior, out of the Treasury 
of the United States, to the treasurer of the State, Territory, or District, or to 
such officer as shall designated by the laws of such State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict to receive, account for,and pay over the same to the several school dis- 
tricts entitled thercto under said apportionment. The term ‘school district” as 
used in this section shall include cities, towns, parishes, or such other corpora- 
tions as by law are clothed with the power of maintaining common schools : 
Provided, That such distribution or payment, after the receipt of said fand by 
the State, Territory, or District, may be made to any officer designated by the 
lawsof the State, Territory, or District for the disbursement of the school fands 
to the teachers employed in such schools. 

Src, 5, That the instruction in the common schools wherein these mon 
shall be expended shall include the art of reading, writing, and speaking 
English language, arithmetic, geography, history of the United States, and such 
other bran: of useful knowledgeas may be taught under local Jaws, and shall 
include, whenever practicable, instruction in the arts of industry, and the in- 
struction of females in such branches of technical or industria! education as are 
suited to their sex, which instruction shall be free to all, without distinction of 
race, color, pent or condition in life: Provided, That egg h herein shall 
deprive children of different races, living in the same community but attending 
separate schools, from receiving the benefits of this act the same as though the 
attendance therein were without distinction of race. 

Sec, 6. The money appropriated and apportioned under the provisions of this 
act to the use of any Territory shall be applied to the use of common ani indus- 
trial schools therein by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 7. That the District of Columbia shall be entitled to the privileges of a 
Territory under the provisions of this act, but its existing laws and school au- 
thorities shall not be affected by the operation of this act. The Commissioner 
of Education shall be with the duty of superintending the distribution 
or its allotment, and shall make full report of his doings to the Secretary of the 

terior. 

Sec. 8. That the design of this act not being to establish an independent system 
of schools, but rather to aid for the time being in the development and maintes 
nance of the school system established by local government, and which must 
eventually be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein th 
exist, it is hereby provided that no part of the money appropriated under t 
act shall be paid outin any State or Territory which shall not, during the first five 
years of the operation of this act, annually expend for the maintenance of com- 
mon schools at least one-third of the sum which shall be allotted to it under the 
provisions hereof, and during the second five years of its operation a sum at 
least equal to the whole amount it shall be entitled to receive under this act, 

Src, 9. That a part of the money apportioned to each State or Territory, not 
exceeding one-tenth thereof, may yearly be applied to the education of teachers 
for the common schools therein, which sum may be expended in maintaining 
institutes or temporary schools, or in extending opportunities for nor- 
mal or other instruction to competent and suitable persons, of any color, who 
are without penseg EADS to qualify themselves for t g., and who shall 
agree in writing to devote themselves exclusively, for at least one year after 
leaving such training schools, to teach in the common schools, for such compen- 
sation as may be paid other teachers therein. 

Sec. 10. Thatno part of the educational fund allotted to any State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia shall be used for the erection of school-houses or 
school-buildings of any description, nor for rent of the same. 

Src. 11. That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shali be 
used in the school districts of the several States and Territories in such way as 
to provide, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privileges to all the 
children of the school age prescribed by the law of the State or Territory wherein 
the expenditure shall be made, thereby giving to each child an opportunity for 
ecommon-school and, so far as may be, of industrial education; and to this end 
existing public schools, not sectarian in character, may be aided. and new ones 
may be established, as may be deemed best, in the several localities. 

SEC, 12. That any State in which the number of persons 10 years of age and 
upward who can not read and write is not over 5 percent. of the whole popula- 
tion thereof shall bave the right to receive its allotment and to apply the same 
for the promotion of common-school and industrial education, or the education 
of teachers therein, in such way as the Legislature of such State shall provide. 

Src. 13. That the Secretary of the Interior shall receive from the governor of 
each Stateand Territory a report, to be made by or through such governor on or 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


871 


before the 20th day of June of each year, giving a detailed account of the pay- 
ments or disbursements made of the school fund apportioned to his State or Ter- 
ritory and received by the State or Territorial treasurer or officer under section 
4 of this act, and of the balance in the hands of such treasurer or officer with- 
held, unclaimed, or for any cause unpaid or unexpended, and also the amount 
expended in such State or Territory as required by section 8 of this act, and 
also of the number of public, common, and industrial schools, the number of 
teachers employed, the total number of children taught during the year, and in 
what branches instructed, the average daily attendance, and the relative num- 
ber of white and colored children, and the number of months in each year 
schools have been maintained in each schoo! district, and such other information 
in relation to the use of the school fund and the condition of common-school 
education as the Secretary of the Interior may require. And ifany State or Ter- 
ritory shall misapply or allow to be misapplied, or in any manner appropriated 
or used other than for the purposes herein required, the funds, or any part 
thereof, received under the provisions of this act, or shall fail to comply with the 
conditions herein prescribed, or to report as herein provided, through its proper 
officers, the disposition thereof, such State or Territory shall forfeit its right 
to any subsequent apportionment by virtue hereof until the full amount so mis- 
applies; lost, or misappropriated shall have been replaced by sucli State or Ter- 
ritory TAA ae as herein required, and until such report shall haye been 
made: vided, That if the public schools in any State admit pupils not within 
ae ages ee specified itshall not be deemed a failure to comply with the con- 
onus herein, 

Sxc. 14. That on or before the Ist day of September of each year the Secretary 
of the Interior shall report to the President of the United States whether any 
State or Territory or the District of Columbia has forfeited its right to receive its 
apportionment under this act, and how forfeited, and whether he has withheld 
such allotment on account of such forfeiture; and each State and Territory and 
the District of Columbia from which such apportionment shall be withheld shall 
have the right to appeal from such decision of the Secretary of the Interior to 
Congress; and if the next Congress shall not direct such share to be paid, itshall 
be added to the general educational fund for distribution among the other States 
and the Territories and District of Columbia which shall be entitled to the ben- 
efit of the provisions of this act. 

Sxc. 15. That the Secretary of the Interior shall be charged with the practical 
administration of this act in the Territories and the District of Columbia, through 
the Commissioner of Education, who shall report annually to Con; its prac- 
tical operation, and briefly the condition of common and industrial education as 
affected thereby throughout the country, which report shall be transmitted to 
Congress by the Secretary of the Interior, accompanying the report of his De- 
partment, 

Mr. President, after the most careful examination I have been able 
to make of the difference between the Morrill bill and the Blair bill 
now before the Senate, my judgment is that in principle, in policy, in 
method, and in practice they are substantially one and the same. I 
have no doubt Congress has as much power under the Constitution to 
appropriate revenue collected by taxation as Congress has to appro- 
priate revenue collected from the sales of public Jands and receipts from 
patents to the support of common schools in the several States, as I 
will show hereafter by undoubted authority. 

In the Morrill bill all the proceeds from the sales of all public lands 
paid into the Treasury and all the receipts from patents paid into the 
‘Treasury are set apartasa permanent educational fund; in other words, 
dedicated by Congress to the support of common-school education in 
the States, and the fund arising from the entire proceeds of all the lands 
and all the receipts from patents are separated from where they were 
as part of the public revenue, as much as money collected from taxation, 
and devoted by Congress to the support of common schools in the States. 

In the Blair bill now pending $79,000,000 are appropriated to be paid 
out of the Treasury ont of any money unappropriated, whether in there 
from the sales of public lands,or as receipts from patents, or as interest 

id on bonded loans to Pacific railroads, or as fines and forfeitures, or 
from taxes on tobacco and whisky, or duties on imports; it makes no 
difference from what sources the revenue is derived. The Blair bill 
covers all the sources of the appropriation in the Morrill bill and adds 
all other sources of revenue. 

Now, as I understand those Senators who voted for the Morrill bill, 
but refuse to support the Blair bill, they would admit the constitu- 
tionality of the appropriation in the Blair bill if the bill provided that 
the sum appropriated was payable only from the proceeds of the public 
lands and the receipts from patents, as provided in the Morrill bill. 
Then the question is presented squarely, has Congress the same power 
to dispose of money in the Treasury paid in there from the whisky 
and tobacco tax, or from duties on importations, as Congress has to dis- 
pose of public lands or the proceeds of the sales of public lands to the 
supportof common schoolsin the States? This presents the gravamen 
of the difference between the friends and enemies of the Blair bill. I 
believe that Congress has as much power to make the appropriation in 
the one case as in the other. Those who differ with me claim that the 
power of Congress to appropriate public lands or their proceeds is de- 
rived from two sources: first, the deeds of cession by the States making 
the grants to the United States in trust with the power of disposition 
for ‘*the general welfare;’’ and, second, the grant of power in the Con- 
stitution that “the Congress shall have power to dispose of,” ete., ‘‘the 
territory or other property belonging to the United States,” ete. 

it must be admitted that the object and purpose of Virginia, New 
York, and Georgia in making the deeds of cession with the power 
therein to the States, as beneficiaries of the trust to dispose of thelands 
conveyed, are the same that induced the same States to grant to Con- 
gress the power of disposition specified in the Constitution. That be- 
ing true, it follows that the power of Congress to dispose of the public 
lands or their proceeds is absolute and exclusive in both cases, whether 
the power of disposition is derived from the deeds of cession or from the 
Constitution. The power of Congress in the same grant ‘‘ to make all 
rules and regulations necessary for the government of the Territories’? 


is equally absolute and exclusive as the power of disposition of the 
public domain. 

But it must be remembered that the power of Congress to govern the 
Territories and dispose of the public domain, although absolute and 
exclusive, is nevertheless restrained and limited in its exercise by the 
character and genius of our political organism, and by the responsi- 
bility of the representatives of the States and the people in Congress 
to their constituents. The truth of this proposition is conceded in all 
the debates upon the power of Congress to dispose of the public lands 
and govern the Territories. 

The nextinquiry is, what difference is there, and, if any, what reason 
is there for any difference between the power of Congress to dispose of 
the public lands bought with revenue raised by taxation and the power 
of Congress to dispose of or appropriate revenue collected into the 
Treasury from taxation? 

This question has arisen and been fully and ably discussed on sev- 
eral occasions in the history of Congressional legislation, sometimes 
when Congress was asked to exercise the power of disposing of the pub- 
lic lands or their proceeds for the endowment and support of asylums, 
or for the support of common schools, or to build railroads, or cut canals, 
and sometimes when Congress was asked to appropriate money out of 
the Treasury collected from taxation and other sources for these and 
other purposes, like works ofinternalimprovement. ‘The occasion upon 
which the character and extent and limitations upon the power of Con- 
gress to make appropriations of the public revenue was presented most 
conspicuously was in the House of Representatives in February, 1817, 
on a bill introduced by John C. Calhoun making appropriations for 
works of internal improvement. 

This debate took place during the closing days of the last adminis- 
tration of President Madison. The speech of Mr. Calhoun will be 
found in the Annals of the Fourteenth Congress, second session, 1816-"17, 
page 851, and fully answers the arguments against the Blair bill: 


Mr. Carnoux. The power of Congress is objected to—first, that they have 
none to cut a road or canal through a State withoutits consent; and next, that 
the public moneys can only be appropriated to effect the particular powers enu- 
merated in the Constitution. It is mainly urged that Congress can only apply 
the public moneysin execution of the enumerated powers, He was no advocate 
for refined arguments on ihe Constitution. The instrument was not intended 
asa thesis for the logician to exercise his ingenuity on. It ought to be con- 
strued with plain, good sense; and what can be more express than the Consti- 
tution on this very point? 

The first power delegated to Congress is comprised inthe words, “To jay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United States,’? First, the power is 

iven to Jay taxes; next, the objects are enumerated to which the money acoru- 

ng from the exercise of this power may be applied—to pay the debts, provide 
for the common defense and general welfare; and last, the rule for laying the 
taxes is prescribed. If (he framers had intended to limit the use of the money 
to the powers afterwards enumerated and defined, nothing could be more casy 
than to have expressed it plainly. He knew it was the opinion of some that 
the words, “to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare” were not intended to be referred to the power of laying taxes contained 
in the first part of the section, but that they areto be understood as distinctand 
independent powers granted in general terms. 

If such were in fact the meaning, surely nothing can be conceived more bung- 
ling and awkward than the manner in which the framers have communicated 
their intention, If it were their intention to make a summary of the powers of 
Congress in general terms, which were afterwards to be particularly defined 
and enumerated, they should have told us so plainly and distinctly; and if the 
words “to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare,” were intended for this summary, they should have headed the list of 
our powers, and it should have been stated, that to effect these general objects 
the following specific powers were granted. Heasked the members to read the 
section with attention, and it would, he conceived, plainly appear that such 
could not be the intention. 

The whole section seemed to him to be about taxes. It plainly commenced 
and ended with it, and nothing could be more strained than to sup; the in- 
termediate words “to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
general welfare” were to be taken as independent and distinct powers. But 
suppose the Constitution to be silent, why should we be confined in the applica- 
tion of money to the enumerated powers? There isnothingin the reason of the 
thing that he could perceive why it should be so restricted; and the habitual 
and uniform practice of the Government coincided with hisopinion. Ourlaws 
are full of instances of money appropriated without any reference to the enu- 
merated powers. Let it not be urged that the construction for which he con- 
tended gave a yer po gan extent to the powers of Cong 

In this point of view, he conceived it to be more safe than the opposite. By 
giving areasonable extent to the money powerit exempted us from the necessity 
of giving a strained and forced construction to the other enumerated power. 
For instance, if the public money could be applied to the purchase of Louisiana, 
as he contended, then there was no constitutional difficulty in that purchase, 
but 1f it could not, then we were compelled either to deny that we had the power 
to purchase, or to strain some of the enumerated powers to prove our right, 


The next authgrity in support of the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to make the appropriation in the Blair bill, still more potential, 
if any can be, than the unanswerable argument of Mr. Calhoun, is the 
carefully considered and exhaustive message of James Monroe com- 
municated to Congress on the 4th of May, 1822, and found in the An- 
nals of the Seventeenth Congress, first session, page 1810. 

After quoting the power of Congress ‘‘ to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common de- 
fense and general welfare,’’ the message proceeds: 


That the second part of this t gives a right to appropriate the public 
ag and nothing more, is evident from the following considerations: 

1. If the right of appropriation is not given by this clause it is not given at all, 
there being no other grant in the Constitution which gives it directly, or which 
bas any bearing on the subject, even by implication, except the two following: 
First, prohibition which is contained in the eleventh of the enumerated 
powon not to appropriate money for the support of armies for a longer term 

two years; and, second, the d ion of the sixth member or clause of 


` 


the ninth section of the first article, that no money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury but in consequence of appropriations made by law. 

2. This part of the grant has none of the characteri of a distinct and orig- 
inal power. It is manifestly incidental to the great objects of the first part of 
the grant, which authorizes Congress to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises—a power of vast extent, pot granted by the Confederation—the grant 
of which formed one of the principal inducements to the adoption of this Con- 
stitution. If both parts of the grant are taken together (as they must be, for the 
one follows immediately after the other in the same sentence), it seems to be 
impossible to Fire to the latter any other construction than that contended for. 
Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, impoats, and excises, 
For what purpose? To pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
general welfure of the United States—an arrangement and phrascology which 
clearly show that the latter part of the clause was intended to enumerate the 

urposes to which the mouey thus raised might be appropriated. 

3. If this is not the real object and fair construction of the second part of this 
grant, it follows either that it has no import or operation whatever on one of 
much greater extent than thefirst part. This presumption is evidently ground- 
less in both instances—in the first, because no part of the Constitution can be 
considered useless, no sentence or clause in it without a meaning. In the sec- 
ond, because such a construction as made the second part of the clause an orig- 
inal grant, embracing the same object with the first, but with much greater 
power than it, would be in the highest degree absurd. The order generally ob- 
served in grants—an order founded in common sense, since it promotes a clear 
understanding of their import—is to grant the power intended to be conveyed 
in the most full and explicit manner, and then to explain or qualify it, if expla- 
nation or qualification should be necessary. ‘This order has, it is believed, been 
invariably observed in ali the grants contained in the Constitution. In the sec- 
ond, because, if the clause in question is not construed merely as an authority 
to appropriate the pubtie money, it must be obvious that it conveys a power of 
indefinite and unlimited extent; that there would have been no use for the spe- 
cial powers to raise and support armies and a navy, to ulate commerce, to 
call forth the militia, or even to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises. An unqualified power to pay the debts and provide for the common de- 
fense and general welfare, as the second part of this ciause would be, if consid- 
ered as a distinct and separate grant, would extend to every object in which the 
public could be interested, A power to provide for the common defense would 
kive to Congress the command of the whole force and of all the resources of the 
Union. Buta right to at the for the general welfare would go much further, 
It would, in effect, break down all the barriers between the States and the Gen- 
eral Government and consolidate the whole under the latter. 

The powers specifically ted to angre are what are called the enumer- 
ated powers, and are numbered in the order in which they stand, among which 
that contained in the first clause holds the first place in point of importance. If 
the power created by the latter part of the clause is considered an original 
grant, unconnected with and independent of the first, as in that case it must be, 
then the first part is entirely done away, as are all the other grants in the Con- 
stitution, being completely absorbed in the transcendent power granted in the 
latter part. But if the clause be construed in the sense contended for, then every 
part has an important meaning and effect; nota line, a word, in it is superflu- 
ous. A power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts,and excises subjects to 
the call of Congress every branch of the public rr venue, internal and external; 
and the addition to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare gives the right of applying the money raised—that is, of appropri- 
ating it to the purposes specified—according to a proper construction of the 
terms. Hence, it follows that it is the first part of the clause only which gives 
n power which affects in any manner the er remaining to the States; as the 
power to raise money from the people, whether it be by taxes, dutie+, imposts, 
or pte though concurrent in the States as to taxes and excises, must neces- 
sarily do. 

But the use or application of the money, after it is raised, is a power altogether 
of a different character, It imposes no burden on the people, nor can it act on 
them in a sense to take power from the States, or in any sense in which power 
can be controyerted or become a question between thetwo governments. The 
application of money raised under alawful power is aright or grant which may 
be abused. It may be applied partially among the States, or to improper pur- 
poses in our foreign and domestic concerns; but still itisa power not felt in the 
sense of other power, since the only complaint which any State can make of 
such partiality and abuse is that some other State or States have obtained greater 
benefit from the Im gpa than by a just rule of apportionment they were en- 
titled to. The right of appropriation is, therefore, from its nature, secondary 
and incidental to the 
same grant and same 


right of raising money, and it was proper to place it in the 
clause with that an By finding them, then, in that or- 
der, we see a new proof of the sense in which the grant was made, correspond- 
ing with the view herein taken of it. 

e last part of this grant, which provides that all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United States, furnishes another strong proof 
that it was not intended that the second part should constitute a distinct grant, 
in the sense above stated, or convey any other right than that of appropriation. 
This provision operates exclusively on the esate Sore in the first part of the 
clause. It recites three branches of that powe uties, imposts, and excises— 
those only on which itcould operate; the rule by which the fourth, thatis, taxes, 
should be laid, being mhn akin for in another part of the Constitution. 
The object of this provision is to secure a just equality among the States in the 
exercise of that power by Congress. By placing it after both the grants, that is, 
after that to raise and that to appropriate the public money, and making it ap- 

ly to the first only. it shows t it was not intended that the power ted 
n the second should be paramount to and destroy that granted in the < Jt 
shows also that no such formidable power as that suggested had been granted 
in the second, or any rii against theabuse of which it was thought necessary 
specially to provide. Surely, if it was deemed proper to guard a specific power 
of limited extent and well-known import against injustice and abuse, it would 
have been much more so to have guarded against the abuse of a power of such 
vast extent and so indefinite as would have been granted by the second part of 
the clause, if considered as a distinct and original nt. 
With this construction all the other enumerated grant8, and indeed all the 
Regie of power contained in the Constitution, have their full operation and ef- 
cot. They allstand well together, fulfilling the great purposes intended by them. 
Under it we behold a pa scheme, consistent in all its parts, a Government 
instituted for national purposes, vested with adequate powers for those pur- 
poses, commencing with the most important of all, that of the revenue, and 
proceeding in regular order to the others with which it was deemed proper to 
endow it, all, too, drawn with the utmost circumspection and care. How much 
more consistent is this construction with the great objects of the institution and 
with the high character of the enlightened and patriotic citizens who framed 
it, ās well as of those who ratified it, than one which subverts every sound prin- 
ape and rule of construction and throws everything into confusion, 
have dwelt thus long on this part of the subject from an earnest desire to fix 
in a clear and satisfactory manner the import of the second part of this grant, 
well knowing, from the generality of the terms used, their tendency to lead 
into error. Lindulge a strong hope that the view herein presented will not be 
without effect, but will tend to satisfy the unprejudiced and impartial that noth- 
ing more was nted by ragga than a power to appropriate the public money 
raised under the other o what extent that power may be carried will be 
the next object of inquiry. 
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It is contended, on the one side, that, as the National Government is a Gov- 
ernment of limited powers, it has no right to expend money, except in the per- 
formance of acts authorized by other specific grants, according to a strict con- 
struction of their powers; that this grant in neither of its branches gives to Con- 
gress ionary power of any kind, but is a mere instrument in its hands to 
carry into effect the powers contained in the other grants. To this construc- 
tion I was inclined in the more early stage of our Government; but on further 
reflection and observation my mind has undergone achange, for reasons which 
I will frankly unfold. 

The nt consists, as heretofore observed, of a twofold power; the first to 
raise, the second to appropriate the public money, and the terms used in both 
instances are general and unqualified. Each branch was obviously drawn with 
a view to the other, and the import of each tends to illustrate that of the other. 
The gans to raise money gives a power over every subject from which revenue 
may be drawn, and is e in the same manner with the grants to declare war, 
to raise and supportarmies anda navy, to regulate commerce, to establish post- 
offices and post-roads, and with all the other specific grants to the General Gov- 
ernment, In the discharge of the powers contained in any of these grants there 
is no other check than that which is to be found in the great pronare of our 
system, the responsibility of the representative to his constituents. Ifthe war, 
for ae is necessary and Congress declare it for good cause, their constit- 
uents will support them in it. A like support will be given them for the faith- 
ful discharge of their duties under any and every other power vested in the 
United States. It affords to the friends of our free governments the most heart- 
felt consolation to know, and from the best evidence, our own experience, that 
in t emergencies the boldest measures, such as form the strongest appeals 
to the Ady is and patriotism of the people, are sure to obtain the most decided 
approbation. 

ut should the representative act corruptly and betray his trust, or otherwise 
prove that he was unworthy of the confidence of his constituents, he would be 
equally sure to lose itand to be removed and otherwise censured, according to 
his deserts. The power to raise money by taxes, duties, imposts,and excises is 
alike unqualified, nor do I see any check on the exercise of it other than that 
which applies to the other powers above recited, the responsibility of the rep- 
resentative to his constituents, Congress knows the extent ofthe public engage- 


ments and the sums necessary to meet them; they know how much may be de-- 


rived from each branch of revenue without pressin 
regard to the interests of the people, they likewise know which branch ought to 
be resorted to in the first instance, From the commencement of the Govern- 
ment two branches of this power, duties and imposts, have been in constant op- 
eration, the revenue from which has supported the Government in its various 
branches and met its other ordinary en ments. In great emergencies the 
other two, taxes and excises, have likewise been resorted to, and neither was the 
right or the policy ever called in question. 

f we look to the second branch of this power, that which authorizes the ap- 
propriation of the money thus raised, we find that it is not less general and un- 
q: ified than the power to raise it. More comprehensive terms than to “pay 
the debts and provide for the common defense and eral welfare" could not 
have been used. So intimately connected with and dependent on cach other 
are these two branches of power that had ‘either been limited the limitation 
would have bad the like effectontheother. Had the powertoraise money been 
conditional or restricted to special purposes, the appropriation must have corre- 
sponded with it, for none but the money raised could be appropriated, nor could 
it be a) propeen to other purposes than those which were permitted, 

On the other hand, if the rightof appropriation had been restricted to certain 
oses it would be useless and improper to raise morethan would be adequate 
to those purposes. It may fairly be inferred these restraints or cheoks have 
been carefully and intentionally avoided. The power in each branch is alike 
broad and unqualified, and each is drawn with peculiar fitness to the other, the 
latter requiring terms of extent and force to accommodate the former, 
which have been adopted,and both placed in the same clause and sentence, 
Can it be presumed that all these circumstances were so nicely adjusted by mere 
accident? Is it not more just to conclude that Lc eed the result of due de- 
liberation and design? ad it been intended that Congress should be restricted 
in the appropriation of the public money to such expenditures as were author- 
ized by a rigid construction of the other specific grants, how easy would it have 
been to have provided for it by a declaration to that effect. The omission of 
such declaration is, therefore, an additional proof that it was not intended that 
the grant should be so construed. 

lt was evidently impossible to have subjected this grant in either branch to 
such restriction without exposing the Government to very serious embarrass- 
ment. How carry itinto effect? Ifthe grant had been made in any degree de- 
pendent upon the States, the Government would have experienced the fate of 
the Confederation. Like se would have withered and soon perished, Had 
the Supreme Courtbeen authorized, or should any other tribunal distinct from 
the Government be authorized to impose its veto, and tosay that more money 
had been raised under either branch of this power, that is, by taxes, duties, im- 
posts, or excises, than was necessary; that such a tax or duty was useless; that 
the ne ait salons to this or that purpose was unconstitutional, the movement 
might have been suspended and the whole system disorganized. It was im- 
possible to have created a power within the Government, or any other power 
distinct from Congress and the Executive, which should control the movement 
of the Government in this respect and not destroy it. Had it been declared by 
a clause in the Constitution that the expenditures under this grant should be re- 
stricted to the construction which might be given of the other grants, such re- 
straint, though the most innocent, could not have failed to have had an injurious 
effect on the vital principles of the Government and often on its most important 
measures, 

Those who might wish to defeat a measure proposed might construe the 
power relied on in support of it in a narrow and contracted manner, and in 
that way fix a precedent inconsistent with the true import of the grant. At 
other times those who favored a measure might give to the power relied on a 
forced or strained construction, and, succeeding in the object, fix a precedent 
in the opposite extreme. Thus it is manifest that if the right of aperomiation 
be confined to that limit measures may oftentimes be carried or 
considerations and motives altogether independent of and unconnected wit 
their merits, and the several powers of Congress receive constructions equally 
inconsistent with their true import. No such declaration, however, has been 
made, and from the fair import ofthe grant, and, indeed, its positive terms, the 
inference that such was intended seems to be precluded, K 

Many considerations of great weight operate in favor of this construction, 
while I do not perceive any serious objectionstoit. If it be established it follows 
that the words “to provide for the common defense and general welfare” have 
a definite, safe, and useful meaning. The idea of their forming an original grant 
with unlimited power superseding every other grantis abandoned. They will 

considered simply as conveying a right of appropriation, & right indispensa- 
ble to that of raising a revenue, and necessary to ditures under every grant. 
By it, as already observed, no new power will be taken from the States, the 
money to be appropriated being raised under a power already granted to Con- 
gress, By it, too, the motive for giving a forced or strained construction to any 
of the other specific grants will in most instances be diminished, and in many 
utterly destroyed. The importance of this consideration can not be too highly 
estimated, since, in addition to the examples already given, it ought particular! 
to be recollected that, to whatever extent any specified power may be pases Dif 
the right of jurisdiction goes with it, pursuing it through all its incidents, 


it too far; and paying due 
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The very important agency which this grant has in carrying into effect every 
other grant is a wrong ment in favor of the construction contended for, 
All the other grants are ited by the nature of the offices which they have 
severally to perform, each convey ing a power to do a certain thing, and that 
only, whereas this is eoextensive with great scheme of the Government 
itself. It is the lever which raises and puts the whole machinery in motion 
and continues the movement. Should either of the other grants fail in con- 
sequence of any condition or limitation attached to it or misconstruction of 
its powers, much injury might follow, but still it would be the failure of one 
branch of power, of one item in the system only. All the others might move 
on, But should the right to raiseand RTTA the public money beimprop- 
erly restricted the whole system mig sensibly affected, if not bard reer 
Each of the other grants is limited by the nature of the grant itself. This by the 
nature ofthe Governmentonly, Henceit became necessary that, like the power 
to declare war, this power should be commensurate with the great scheme of 
the Government and with all its purposes. 

If then the right to raiseand appropriate the public money is not restricted to 
the ee under the other specific grants, according to a strict construc- 
tion of their powers, respectively, is there no limitation toit? Have Congress a 
right to raise and appropriate the money to any and to every purpose, accord- 
ing to their willand pleasure? They certainly have not. The Government of 
the United States is a limited Government, instituted for great national pur- 
poser and for those only. Other interests are committed to the States, whose 

uty it is to provide for them. Each Government should look to the great and 
essential purposes for which it was instituted,and confine itself to those pur- 
poses. A State government will rarely, if ever, aj ply money to national pur- 

: ee making it a charge tothe nation. e people of the State would 
not permit it. 

Nor will Congress be apt to apply money in aid of the State administrations 
for purposes strictly local, in which the nation at large has no interest, although 
the State should desire it. The people of the other States would condemn it. 
They would declare that Con had no pages to tax them for such a purpose, 
and dismiss at the next election such of their representatives as had voted for 
the measure, especially if it should be severely felt. I do not think that in 
offices of this kind there is much danger of the two Governments mistaking 
theirinterests or their duties. I rather expect that they would soon have a clear 
and distinct understanding of them, and move on in great harmony. 

s $ * 2 $ s + 

It e propor to observe that the money which was EE = kn in the construe- 
tion of all the other roads was taken directly from the Treasury. This fact af- 
fords an additional proof that, in the contemplation of Congress, no difference 
existed in the application of money to those roads between that which was 
raised by the sale of lands and that which was derived from taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises, 

$ s + * * * * 

Wherein consists the danger of giving a liberal construction to the right of 
Congress to raise and appropiate the public money? It has been shown that its 
obvious effect is to secure the rights of the States from encroachment and greater 
harmony in the political movement between the two governments, while it 
enlarges to a certain extent, in the most harmless way, the useful agency of the 
General Government for ali the purposes of its institution. Is not the respon- 
ribility of the representative to his constituent, in every branch of the General 
bebe DARAS equally strong and as sensibly felt as in the State governments, 
and if not the security against abuse as effectual in the one as in the raa A 
ernment? The history of the General Government, in all its measures, fully 
demonstrates that pact, Sone will never venture to impose unnecessary burdens 
on the people, or any that can be avoided. 

- è * * + : * s 

The substance of what has been urged on this subject may be expressed in a 
few words. My idea is that Congress have an unlimited power to raise money, 
and that, in its appropriation, they have a discretionary power, restricted on y 
by the duty to appropriate it to purposes of common defense, and of general, 
not local, national, not State, benefit. 


The message continuing, furnishes several instances and illustrations 
of the power of Congress to appropriate the Federal revenue to be ex- 
pended in the States under State jurisdiction and applied to objects 
general and notlocal in their nature, in which the Federal Government 
had an interest and from which it derived a general benefit, a benefit 
that promoted the *‘ general welfare” without the Federal Government 
having orexercising jurisdiction oversuch objects—the objects to which 
the appropriations were made being under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the States. 

I will here venture the statement that the power of Congress to ap- 
propriate public money has been less abused than any other general 
power, and is more under the restraint of the responsibility of the rep- 
resentative to his constituent. The power of appropriation has not 
been abused half as much as the power of Congress to dispose of the 
public lands. 

The able Senators who are committed to the power of Congress to 
make appropriations of the public revenue arising from the sales of the 
public lands to the support of common schools in the States are forced 
to admit that no harm has resulted from the exercise of such power 
by Congress; no destruction of State rights; no centralization of all 
power in the General Government; no impairment of parental obliga- 
tion to provide for the education of their children; no partisan or sec- 
tional text-books and histories; no mixed schools; no Federal usurpation 
of the jurisdiction of the Statesover their common schools. On the con- 
trary, the most valuable and lasting benefits have accrued from such 
Federal aid to education. But when the same Federal Government 
offers aid to the same common schools from public revenue derived from 
taxation it is urged that there is a total transformation. 

The Federal Government at once becomes an object of suspicion and 
distrust as having an organized purpose to destroy the States and take 
control of their common schools under the guise of friendly aid, which 
is in fact charged as being nothing but bribery and ruinous usurpation. 
In the case of the aid from land-money for the same purpose and on the 
same terms and conditions all is lovely and serene, and overa half cen- 
tury of such aid works out the most gratifying results, but when the 
aid is offered from tax-money by the same Government to the same 
States on the same terms and conditions and for the same purpose the 
ery of “‘ Fire” is heard, the fire-bells are rung; the incendiary is abroad; 
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the call is, ‘‘ Wake up, my dear constituents; the enemy of your rights 
and liberties is at your door; he comes as a friend with valuable gifts 
to your State for the education of your children, but he is a briber, a 
usurper. I implore you as your faithful and watchful representative 
to spurn his offer and drive him from your door as a public criminal.’’ 

Well, the plain, common-sense people will inquire how it is that their 
Jand-money has done good and caused no harm in half a century, and 
their tax-money is to produce such widespread ruin and destruction. 
The only answer they get from their faithful sentinels on the watch- 
tower is thatit is constitutional to appropriate your land-money to sup- 
port your common schools, but itis unconstitutional to appropriate your 
tax-money to the same uses and purposes, The deadly virus in the Blair 
bill, they say, is its unconstitutionality, growing solely out of the source 
from which the public revenue comes that is appropriated. Then the 
single question is, what-is the difference between the power of Con- 
gress to appropriate land-money and the power of Congress to appro- 
priate tax-money to support common schools ? 

In 1822 President Monroe, in the message from which I have read, 
used the following language on this question: 

I presume that no distinction can be taken between the appropriation of 
money raised by the sale of public lands and of that which arises from taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises. 

In 1854, President Pierce, in his veto message on the “ bill donating 
public lands to the several States for the benefit of insane persons,’ 
used the following language: 

I have been unable to discover any distinction, on constitutional grounds or 
grounds of expediency, between an appropriation of $10,000,000 directly from the 
money inthe Treasury for the object contemplated, and the appropriation of 
lands presented for my sanction. * * è I respectfully submit that in a consti- 
tutional point of view it is wholly immaterial whether the appropriation be in 
money or in land. * * * The public domain isthe common property of the 
Unonius as much as the surplus proceeds of that, and of duties on imports 
remaining nnexpended in the Treasury. P 

In the debate on the message of President Pierce the then Senator 
from Georgia used the following language: _ 

Mr. Toomns. This is a very important document and should be generally dif- 
fused among the ple. There seem to be two leading ideas in the message. 
The first is, that the public lands and their proceeds are subject to the same con- 
stitutional restraints in their pire by Con as is any other fundor 
pe in the Treasury of the United States. That! believe to be a sound prin- 
ciple. 

How did President Pierce characterize the appropriation of the public 
lands to the benefit of insane persons in the several States? Listen, 
and hear how well it agrees with the speeches against the appropria- 
tion of money in the Blair bill: . 

The framers of the Constitution, in refusing to confer on the Federal Govern- 
ment any jurisdiction over these purely local objects, in my judgment, mani- 
fested a wise forecast and broad comprehension of the true interests of these 
objects themselves. It is clear that public charities within the States can be ef- 
ficiently administered only by theirauthority, The bill before me concedes this, 
wal ced not commit the funds it provides to the administration of any other 
authority. 

I can not but repeat what I have before expressed, that if the several States, 
many of which have already laid the foundation of munificent establishments 
of local beneficence, and nearly all of which are proceeding to establish them, 
shall be led to suppose, as they will be, should this bill become a law, that Con- 
gress is to make provision for such objects, the fountains of charity will be dried 
up at home, and the several States, instead of bestowing their own means on 
the social wants of their own people, may themselves, through the stron; 
temptation, which appeals to States as to individuals, become humble Saoi 
sa RA the bounty of the Federal Government, reversing their true relation to 

s Union, 


In 1859 the bill appropriating public lands to the endowment and es- 


+| tablishment of agricultural and mechanical colleges in the several States 


passed both Houses of Congress, and I believe was vetoed by President 
Buchanan. In the debate on that bill the then Senator from Ohio, 
George E. Pugh, used the following language: 

Does it follow because agriculture is laudable that therefore the power to 
regulate or advance its interests is vested in us? Why, sir, the pie of the 
United States have wisely reserved to their State governments this with many 
other of their most important interests, and it is just as much a violation of our 
duty to invade the province of the State governments under the head of dona- 
tions as it would be to invade it by force and violence, If you proceed to a de- 
tailed examination of this bill, you will see that its object is entirely to displace 
the control of the State governments over the most important of all the pur- 
suits of our citizens; for in making this princely grant to the States it is to be 
made upon condition that the latures of the States will to such and 
such stipulations in the nature of a treaty between them and the Federal Gov- 
ernment as forever to supersede them and install us. I say, whether such an 
invasion of the rights of the States be made under a pretense of ting public 
land or of granting money, it is just as atrocious a violation of the organic law 
as if it were the act of an armed usurper. 


The then Senator from Virginia (Mr. Mason) used the following lan- 
guage in the same debate to establish agricultural and mechanical 
colleges in the several States: 


Mr. Mason. Sir, to my conception it is one of the most extraordinary engines 
of mischief, under the guise of gratuities and donations, that I could conceive 
would originate in the Senate. Itis using the public lands as a means of con- 
trolling the policy of the State islatures. It is misusing the property of the 
country in such mode as to bring the appropriate functions of the State entirely, 
within the scope of the bill, under the discretion of Congress by a Saralle 
power; and it is doing it in the worst and most insidious form—by bribery, d 
rect bribery, and bribery of the worst kind ; for itis an unconstitutional robbing 
of the Treasury for the purpose of bribin; States. That is exactly what isto 
be found in the substance of this bill, as I look upon the Constitution. Iam not 
goingto  here—ithas been my unhappy province more than once to object 
to appropriations of the public lands as unconstitutional, not with any ho t 
any effort of mine could influence the judgment of the Senate, but to enlighten 
that honored constituency whose property is thus depredated upon, 
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„and 
acquired by the useof the public money. 
I have had oċeasion to say here, An aimed eaa heed upon it, and so far 


to 
build up agricultural co a a aS the public lands? If it be COMMA 
r 
the country as by EPP e country. 
In the same debate the then Senator from Alabama (Mr. Clay) spoke 
as follows: 

This is a magnificent bribe tendered to Alabama fcs the surrender to Federal 
power of her original and reserved right to manage her own internal and do- 
mestic affairs in her own way. — Its acceptance is enco not only by 
the hope of great gain, but by the fear of a greater loss, for if this bill become a 
law and she refuse the donation and other States accept it she must endure a 
double loss in the land she did not take and in taxation to for the land 
others do take. I hope Alabama will refuse to debase pprt pa the footstool 
of Federal power and spurn the bribe if tendered. 

But we are told that this bill can only be carried into effect by the consent of the 
States. It does not mitigate the inequity of this bill in the slightest that 
it is to be done by the complicity of the State governments. You tempt them 
to their own self-abasement and self-destruction. You tender your age 
if they will become your clients, You promise your janship if they will 

mie your wa You oifer them great estates if they will become your ten- 
ants at will. You promise them rich doweries in exchange for their ties. 
If State pride, independence, and sovereignty do not revolt at this proposition, 
State honor should. 
~ But this bill treats the States as agents instead of principals, as the creatures 
instead of the creators of the Federal Government; proposes to give them their 
own property and to direct them how to use it, and menaces them with its for- 
feiture and the reclamation of it by us if they donot faithfully comply with our 
instructions and obey our orders. It thus transposes the relations of the State 
and Federal Government. $ 

The framers of the Constitution were not guilty of the folly or the baseness of 
enabling Congress to appropriate the public lands any more than the public 
money at discretion and at the same time of defining its powers and duties. 
They did not empower it to apply the public lands or money to any other than 
the great objects for which the Government was formed. Congress has no 
greater poese over the public lands than over other property of the United 
States. If Congress can give land it may give money or any property of the 
United States, And whynotgive money as well as land? The land was bought 
with money and will sell for money. If we give either we impair the revenue 
of the Government and increase its demands upon the people in the way of tax- 
ation. There is no difference in principle or effect between giving money and 
giving land. 

All the speeches from which I have quoted, made by able Democratic 
Senators against the bill for the establishment and endowment of ag- 
ricultural and mechanical colleges in the several States, by appropri- 
ating the public lands, read very much like the speeches we have heard 
against the Blair bill. The agricultural and mechanical college bill 
became a law twenty-five years since. The aid was accepted by the 
States upon the terms and conditions prescribed in the law; and in each 
State agricultural and mechanical colleges have been established, and 
the splendid results of that wise legislation are a matter of public his- 
tory and public pride. In my own State the Agricultural and Mechan- 
ical College is under able and wise and efficient government, and there 
is no apprehension and never was of Federal usurpation as the out- 
growth of that munificent benefaction of the General Government. On 
the contrary, that college is firmly rooted in the affection and confidence 
and pride of Alabama, as-an institution whose worth and usefulness 
can not be overestimated. 

But the enemies of the Blair bill hope to avoid the fate of those who 
made such signal mistakes as to the operation and consequences of the 
agricultural and mechanical appropriation by being classed as false 
prophets by clinging to the last hope they have that Congress has no 
such power to appropriate money to be raised by taxation, as has been 
admitted it possesses to appropriate the public lands and their proceeds. 
They claim that the controversy as to the power of Congress to make 
such disposition of the public lands and their proceeds has been ended 
by long acquiescence and judicial determination. Grant it; but it 
must not be forgotten that the Senators who supported the agricultural 
and mechanical college bill were just as confident then that Congress 
had such power as the enemies of the Blair bill are now, after it has 
been settled. 

The friends of the agricultural and mechanical college bill were 
arraigned on the charge of being latitudinarian constructionists of the 
Constitution, and as favoring a scheme to usurp the rights of the States 
and centralize all power in a National Government under the guise of 
a bribe to the States to accept Federal control in the place of State 
control of common schools and the education of the people. But time 
and trial and experience have wiped out all the alarming prophecies of 
those Senators who claimed to be the only accredited apostles of Jef- 
fersonian Democracy, and the agricultural and mechanical colleges 
stand to-day as indestructible monuments to the wisdom of Federal 
aid to education. In my judgment, the power of Congress is just as 
well founded in the Constitution to make the appropriation as pro- 
vided in the Blair bill as the point is now well settled that Congress 
had the power to make the disposition of the public lands and their pro- 
ceeds as provided in the bill to establish agricultural and mechanical 


colleges. In the ease of the agricultural and mechanical college bill 
the power of Congress to pass it rested on the authority of Congress to 
tt dispose ’’ of the lands. 

In the case of the Blair bill the authority of Congress to pass it rests 
onthe power of Congress to ‘‘ appropriate’? money in the Treasury raised 
from any sources. The enemies of the Blair bill deny that the power 
of Congress to appropriate money collected from taxation extends be- 
yond the subjects and the objects defined and embraced in the express 
and implied grants of power to Congress, In other words, they insist 
that the power to tax and the power to appropriate coexist and are co- 
extensive, and both are confined and restrained to the single purpose 
of enabling Congress to exercise and execute the powers contained in 
the express and implied grants in the Constitution; and this being true, 
they say it follows, necessarily, that Congress has no power to appropri- 
ate the money in the Treasury from taxation to any subject or any ob- 
ject over which Congress has no jurisdiction or any power to legislate. 
I do not apprehend that the enemies of the Blair bill can complain that 
I do not understand their position or that I have stated ituntairly. If 
they are right in their construction of the power of ‘‘appropriation”’ I 
would join them in opposition to the Blair bill. 

Buti differ with them, and agree with Mr. Calhounand President Mon- 
roe that the power of “ appropriation?’ for good reasons and wise consid- 
erations of public interest is not confined and limited to the execution of 
the afterwards-enumerated powers of Congress; but has a wider range 
in the ‘‘ discretion’? of Congress. It must not be understood, however, 
that this discretionary power of Congress to appropriate public money 
is itself absolute or unlimited, but, on the contrary, such power can 
only be exercised for purposes and objects that come honestly and fairly 
within the meaning of the descriptive words in the Constitution— 


Fo pay, the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 
the United States. 


I agree with Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Calhoun, Story, and Kent, 
that these descriptive words in the Constitution delegate no distinct, 
substantive power to Congress, but merely define, and were used 
only to define, the ‘objects’? to which the money raised by taxation 
may be appropriated. The power of selecting these objects must neces- 

ily reside somewhere, and can be trusted nowhere with any more 
safety than to the discretion of Congress. The “discretion ™” of Con- 
gress is trusted by the framers of the Constitution in many of its pro- 
visions. It is trusted with the power to declare war, to levy taxes, to 
borrow money, to regulate commerce, to coin money and late its 
value, to exercise exclusive legislation over the District of Columbia 
and the Territories, and ‘‘ to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other 
powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United 
States or in any department or officer thereof.” 

The sole question, then, to answer is, whether the common-school 
education under the exclusive and absolute jurisdiction, control, and 
regulation of the State governments, as expressly conceded in the Blair 
bill, is a public object possessing, in its aggregated and associated ef- 
fects and influences throughout the United States, such national impor- 
tance as to bring these common schools fairly within the meaning of 
the descriptive words of the Constitution, as objects deserving Federal 
aid ‘‘in order” ‘‘to promote the general welfare.” These common 
schools have been public objects of national importance and national 
solicitude from the foundation of the Government. Several hundred 
millions in money and public property have been contributed to their 
existence and support by the Federal Government under State man- 
agement. This national aid has been so continuing and so common 
that it has become an established practice of the General Government 
to treat common schools as objectsof so much national importance that 
the States ought not to be allowed to carry the burden of supporting 
them alone by taxation of their own citizens. 

No man living can deny that common schools under the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the States have been and are recognized as public ob- 
jects deserving national aid and support. But it is urged by the self- 
constituted apostles of Jeffersonian Democracy that this general-welfare 
source of power leaves Congress, without any bridle or harness, to run 
rough-shod all over the face of the earth with the money of the people. 
Who is to carry on all this work of destruction under the general-wel- 
fare clause? ‘The Congress of the United States, a House of Represent- 
atives elected every two years from three hundred and twenty-five dis- 
tricts, and seventy-six Senators elected every six years by the several 
State Legislatures. This Federal Government, made by the States, and 
its made by the States, and the people are to conspire against 
their own constituents in open day under the eye of the people and 
under the supervision of the newspaper press to usurp the power of the 
States, centralize the Government, and destroy the liberties of their 
own people ! 

All this is to be done in one term of the representative, as the people 
and the State Legislatures will certainly be incapable of self-govern- 
mentif they re-elect such a Congress to consummate such dire calamities. 

Mr. President, I do not believe it. The people can not be made to 
give serious consideration to such wild ions. 

A few words in conclusion in answer to some objections that have 
been urged to the machinery of the Blair bill. 


1888. 
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The Morrill bill, it will be remembered, expressly required that its 
terms and conditions should be accepted by an act of the Legislature of 
each State before receiving its share, and the bill also y pro- 
vided that no State should be paid any part of the appropriation until 


it raised enough from its own revenue to keep open the common schools 


at least four months in each year; which would then have compelled 
Alabama to about double its school-tax before a dollar would have been 
paid to her under the provisions of the Morrill bill; and with the Teller 
amendment all the proceeds of the public lands, which haye since 
amounted to oyer ten millions per annum, would have been subjected 
to many of the same conditions contained in the Blair bill, now pro- 
nounced by the supporters of the Morrill bill and the Teller amend- 
ment to be too h iating and degrading and dangerous to the States. 

Under the Blair bill Alabama would receive over a half million dol- 
lars each of the eight years without increasing its school-tax one cent, 
and if she wishes more of the Federal aid all she has to do is to add to 
her own school fund whatever she pleases and receive an additional 
amount from the appropriation in the Blair bill. Every State in the 
Union is put on precisely the same footing, and each receives, on the 
basis of its illiteracy, an amount equal to its own school fund. 

I make the following quotation from the speech of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. EVARTS]: 

I now come to the principal feature of this bill. In the first place, the bill ad- 
heres to the proposition that we are not to undertake the regulation of the in- 
struction of the schools and their management inside the States, We are offer- 
ing an endowmentin aid of the resources and of the activities and of the desires 
of the different States. Weare not undertaking to coerce in the least degree 
the acceptance or permission on the part of the States to meet and accept this 
proposition or toreject it. Then wearecareful, after thisendowment is pressed 
upon them and is accepted by them, to effect no other coercion, or persuasion, 
which is a better phrase for it, to use and employ these agencies and these re- 
sources which shallin the least enervate their domestic interests or break down 
the zeal and the yirtue of their own endowments in the same direction. 

Beyond that, although they protect their funds, their prtccipn being supple- 
mented or reduced by our added aggregate wealth, we also do not compel in the 
least that taxation for a dollar shall be F hae coe there beyond their present pur- 
poses and their present laws. We hold before them no compulsion that they 
shail raise from their own resources, by taxation or otherwise, an equal amount 
to that which we offer them. 

We guard, then, on the one side and on the other against any encroachment 
upon the freedom and the ease of the States in meeting this endowment, first, 
by saving them from any fear thatour endowment may check, or nip, ordivert 
the growing zeal, and growing duty, and growing performance of duty among 
their own people by their own taxation, We say to them, ** You are to receive 
from us under this distribution no more than you raise yourselves." 

On the other hand, as I say, neither by undue excitement nor by any menace 
of withdrawing aid do we urge the taxation beyond the easy and proper assess- 
ments that may be laid. We say to the States, “ Whatever you raise, and only 
that amount, you shal! receive; and if you raise up tothe amount that we offer, 
then you have a doubled fortune,” So, if the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoR- 
GAN] will allow me, all this apprehension of the pressure on the people of Ala- 
bama, whom he so ably represents and defends in their institutions, in their 
policy, in their customs, in their tendencies, it seems to me, swings entirely free 
of the measure of this bill. | 

It is urged that, in the words in the Blair bill, ‘‘the instruction shall 
include the art of reading, writing, and speaking the English language, 
arithmetic, geography, history of the United States, and such other 
branches of useful knowledge as may be taught under local laws” 
fatal concessions are made. 

During the debate on the Blair bill my colleague [Mr. MORGAN] 
asked the Senator from Indiana, Mr. Harrison, this question: 

Mr. Moraan. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana to define for us 
what a common school is? The schools in Alabama are called public schools, 
and theyare graded; graded in four degrees. The higher schools in Alabama 
of the publie system teach a very extensive academic course, I do not know 
whether they are public schools or whether they are academies. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would say to the Senator that this term is one of universal 
use, at least so far as = 4 observation goes, and applies to such schools of the 
lower grade, not including universities and colleges, as are maintained by the 
State out of its revenues for the free use of its children—a common-school sys- 


tem. 

Mr. LAMAR, The specification of the studies, the mere prescription that geog- 
raphy, reading, writing and arithmetic shall be taught in those schools, I 
do not think can be called a condition or dictation; they are words of descrip- 
tion. It is simply saying that common-school education shall be taught, and it 
is another mode of expressing the very object of the bill as it has been reported. 
If, instead of the words “reading,” “ writing,” “arithmetic,” “geography,” the 
words, “the usual common-school education” had been substituted, it seems to 
me the same object would have been accomplished. 


It thus appears that the words which have been the subject of so 
much criticism were innocently inserted to define the character of a 
common school, which would have been left in some uncertainty but 
for the descriptive words which embrace subjects taught in every com- 
mon school in the United States. No power is conferred on the Secre- 
Len e the Intetior to direct what books shall be used in the common 

00) 

In the next objection we find some of the spirit that characterizes 
the war on the Blair bill. The proviso denying to the Secretary of the 
Interior the power of withholding the share of any State because it has 
separate schools for white and black children is seized upon as an inyi- 
tation and encouragement to have mixed schools, when the truth is 
that the proviso was inserted to meet the objection of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] that if the authority was not denied the Secre- 
tary of the Interior might refuse to pay over the share of any State that 
had separate schools. 

But the provision in the bill that has aroused its enemies to the point 
of despair should it become a law is that which confers authority upon 
the Secretary of the Interior ‘‘to hear and examine any complaints of 


misappropriation or unjust discrimination in the use of the funds herein 
provided, and shall report to Congress the result thereof.” Did it 
never occur to Senators that if no such provision were in the bill the 
Secretary would have the same power derived from other parts of the 
bill to hear such complaints and reportthem to Congress? In the power 
conferred to withhold the share of any State (which is always given 
disbursing officers in all appropriation bills) that misappropriated or 
misapplied or was guilty of unjust discrimination in the use of the 
fund the Secretary would have authority to hear complaints and to re- 
port them to Congress. If there is no ground forsuch complaints they 
will never be made, and if there is ground they will be made, and ought 
to be made and heard.~ I have no idea any ground will ever exist for 
such complaints or that the provision will ever give rise to any trouble. 

Mr. President, some Senators who oppose this bill thank God that 
they are unlike those weaker brothers who are not strong enough to 
resist the temptation of an ‘‘appropriation’’ to their States. I must 
confess that my human nature is not of that kind that is so ethereal 
as to be always out of the reach of temptation and above suspicion. 
My imperfections are so great that I find myself compelled to yield to 
the temptation of voting appropriations, when I believe I have the power, 
in which my State and people are to have some share and be benefited 
thereby.’ TheSenators from Delaware, Maryland, Missouri, and Texas 
who oppose the Blair bill represent States rich in school funds and 
school facilities and are independentof Federalaid. The Blair bill has 
no temptations for them from which they ask to be delivered. 

‘To show its necessity in my State I offer the following report of the 
superintendent of education just published, which I ask leave to incor- 
porate in my remarks, and I will trouble the Senate no longer. 

‘The report referred to is as follows: 

REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT PALMER TO THE GOVERNOR, 
The following is taken from State Superintendent of Education Palmer’s an- 
nual reportto the governor: 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, 
Montgomery, Ala., December 15, 1887.~ 

Sm: In compliance with law, I have the honor of submitting the thirty-third 
annual report of this department, containing a fall account of the condition of 
the public schools of the State for the year ending September 30, 1887,and su 
other information as the law makes it my duty to report to the governor. By 
an examination of the tables and the reports herein contained, you will see that 
our public schools are as prosperous as the meager school fund of the State would 
lead you to expect, The pressing want of our school system is more money, 
that the public schools may continue a longer period snah year and that our 
teachers may be paid better salaries. Notwithstanding the fact that thesystem 
is sorely crippled in its operations for the want of adequate funds to meet the 
constantly growing demands upon it, there is no doubt of its increasing popu- 
larity and usefulness. The advantages to be derived from a good school sys- 
tem are more keenly felt by the great body of the people of the State to-day 
than ever before in its history. 

Fund for 1886-87 was as follows; 
Unapportioned balance from 1885-'S6.........ccsesecsescersenes 
Interest on sixteenth section fund 1885~'87, 6 per cent.. 
Interest on valucless sixteenth section fund 1886-87, 6 per cent. 
Interest on United States surplus revenue, 4 per cent.. 
Annual a rg ie for 100I ST a ina. sas cepsesnesvences cove 
Amount from dwin County, act February 17, 1585.. 
Unexpended contingent fand, 1885-'86 


Total fund certified by auditor, October 1, 1885 ......s.sssssssssessessss 375, 496, 96 
Apportioned as follows: 

To counties and cities... $336, 867. 32 
To Florence Normal Sch 7, 500. 00. 
To Jacksonville Normal Sch 2,500. 00 
To Livingston Normal School. 2, 500,00 
To Marion Normal School ...... 6, 000. 00 
To Huntsville Normal School. 4,000. 00 
To a. Normal Sebool...... 3,000. 00 
To educational contingent fund....... 1,000.00 
To special appropriation, Winston County ............. 800.00 

374,167.32 

Unapportioned balance ‘ 1,329. 64 


Amount credited to Baldwin County . 
Amount expended for institutes 


745.00 


584. 64 


In addition to the above school fund, which was by law certified by the State 
auditor to this department, on the Ist day of October, 1886, and apportioned as 
shown above, there was collected and retained in the counties where collected: 
Poll-tax to the amount of..............-.« sa wn 
Rents from unsold school lands ... 
Total fund not certified by auditor ..... 
Total fund certified by auditor as shown above. 
Total State fund for year. 


By reference tothe 


ial reports from the cities and separate school distriets 
herein contained, it will be seen there was raised in them by local taxation or 
otherwise, enouss to swell this amount to the sum of $600,909. 


The State fund was disbursed as follows: 


hes normal schools for borg nad erent 
‘or special appropriation to Winston County, 
For educational contingent fund 


Total State fund disbursed in Counties ..........:c:s.ssescsssessese sere « 527,319.88 


In former reports the amount of State funds disbursed in cities and separate 
school districts was included in this last total, but in this it is not, because in- 
cluded in their special reports where. 


To his camping 
rror of Alabama. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 191) to make 
additional appropriation for the printing of the eulogies delivered in 
Congress on the late John A. Logan. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolation; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1338) to extend the leave of absence of employés in the 
Government Printing Office to thirty days per annum; 

A bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 23) authorizing the printing of 14,000 copies 
of the recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, 
Treasury Department, upon wool and the manufactures of wool. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

ate: 
Resol: the Ho r in 
printed 10,000 padar f Bri wei e oi im the Howes of R censcntatiies 


on January 19, 1888, upon the presentation of the portraits of Speakers Sedgwick, 
Varnum, and Banks, for the ia of the House. p f 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. $ 
Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirty-eight minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 55. min- 


utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February | 


2, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 1st day of February, 1888. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Willis Holmes, of Natchitoches, La., to be register of the land office 
at Natchitoches, La., vice William E. Russell, deceased. 


r, COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Alonzo L. Miles, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the, 


Eastern district, in the State of Maryland, to succeed Southey F. Miles, 
whose resignation has been accepted. 
POSTMASTERS. 

J. I. McConnell, to be postmaster at Woodland, in the county of 
Yolo and State of California, in the place of Frank A. Pedlar, whose 
commission expires February 4, 1888. 

Theodore 8. Bassett, to be ter at Birmingham, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of William J. 
Clark, resigned. 

Charles P. Bilderback, to be postmaster at Boisé City, in the county 
of Ada and Territory of Idaho, in the place of Thomas B. Gess, re- 
signed. ž 

James B. Lowrie, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of Jay 
and State of Indiana, in the place of Bayard S. Gray, resigned. 

Marion H. Ingrim, to be postmaster at Winamac, in the county of 
-Pulaski and State of Indiana, in the place of John M. Baker, resigned. 

Joseph S. Lake, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Linn 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Norman E. Ives, resigned. 

Michael Griffin, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county of Mar- 
shall and State of Kansas, in the place of Benjamin McElroy, whose 
commission expires February 4, 1888. 

William H. Macartney, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county 
of Kennebec and‘State of Maine, in the place of George T. Benson, 
whose commission expires February 6, 1888. 

George R. Smith, to be postmaster at Kennebunk, in the county of 
York and State of Maine, in the place of Alexander W. Mendum, 
whose commission expired January 10, 1888. 

Joseph F. Woodrow, to be postmaster at Havre de Grace, in the 
county of Harford and State of Maryland, in the place of Thomas M. 

- Sumption, whose commission expired January 24, 1888. 

William Barton, to be postmaster at Dalton, in the county of Berk- 
shire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William B. Clark, 
whose commission expires February 6, 1888. 

Emory J. Landers, to be postmaster at Imlay City, in the county of 
Lapeer and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1888. 

George F. Lewis, to be postmaster at Saginaw, in the county of Sag- 
inaw and State of Michigan, in the place of Henry J. Northrup, re- 
signed. 

Benjamin F. Osgood, to be postmaster at Mendon, in the county of 

St. Joseph and State of Michigan, in the place of George W. Osgood, 


ed. 
Dennis O’Brien, to be postmaster at Willmar, in the county of Kan- 
diyohi and State of Minnesota, in the place of Nels M. Mossberg, re- 


signed. 
Daniel D. Woodward, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the county of 


Audrain and State of Missouri, in the place of John Saunders, whose 
commission expired January 15, 1888. 

R. B. Henderson, to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county of 
Vance and State of North Carolina, in the place of Mrs. Rebecca J. 
Wyche, whose commission expired January 24, 1888. 

Orlo S. Rockwell, to be postmaster at Kent, in the county of Port- 
age and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles H. Barber, whose com- 
mission expired January 7, 1888. 

Elmore Adams, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of Ve- 
nango and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of David D. Grant, 
whose commission expired January 11, 1888. 

O. A. Traugh, to be postmaster at Hollidaysburgh, in the county of 
Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James M. Lingafelt, 
whose commission expired January 11, 1888. 

Michael E. Lennon, to be postmaster at Hurley, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1887; the given name of W. E. Lennon, who was con- 
firmed by the Senate January 10, 1888, having been found to be incor- 
rect. 

ARMY PROMOTIONS. 


Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Francis D. Rucker, to be first lientenant, January 31, 
1888, vice Roe, resigned. 
Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 
Second Lieut. Clarence P. Townsley, to be first lieutenant, January 
16, 1888, vice Miller, appointed assistant quartermaster. 
: Third Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. John H. Beacom, to be first lientenant, January 20, 
1888, vice Gerlach, appointed regimental quartermaster. 
Paul Shillock, of Minnesota, to be assistant surgeon with the rank of 
first lieutenant, January 31, 1888, vice Girard, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 30, 1888. 
REVENUE SERVICE, 


Chief Engineer Horace Hassell, of New York, to be a chief engineer 
in the revenue service of the United States. 

Second Assistant Engineer Dennis F. Bowen, of New York, to be a 
second assistant engineer in the revenue service of the United States. 

First Assistant Engineer William H. Warren, of New Hampshire, to 
be a first assistant engineer in the revenue service of the United States. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


James R. Jordan, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States for 
the western district of Virginia. z 

Charles M. Stafford, of New York, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern district of New York. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Charles P. Maginnis, of Morris, Minn., to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Duluth, Minn. 

Frank 8. De Mers, of Fisher, Minn., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Fargo, Dak. 

John T. G. Crawford, of Fort Ogden, Fla., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Gainesville, Fla. 

Alfred B. Charde, of Oakland, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Niobrara, Nebr. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

William M. Blanding, of St. Croix Falls, Wis., to be register of the 
land office at St. Croix Falls, Wis. 

John M. Adams, of Sidney, Nebr., to be register of the land office 
at Sidney, Nebr. 7 

James M. Adams, of Yakima, Wash., to be register of the land office 
at Spokane Falls, Wash. 

John R. Whiteside, of Vermillion, Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Deadwood, Dak. 

William Colville, of Red Wing, Minn., to be register of the land 
office at Duluth, Minn. 

James Greeley, of Franklin, Minn., to be register of the land oflice 
at Redwood Falls, Minn. 

Richard Y. Hardin, of Brownsborough, Ky., to be register of the 
land office at Buffalo, Wyo. 

Frank W. Beane, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be register of the land 
office at Blackfoot (formerly Oxford), Idaho. 

Gilbert W. Carrington, of Ashland, Wis., to be register of the land 
office at Ashland, Wis. 

Henry Cornelius, of Menasha, Wis., to be register of the land office 
at Menasha, Wis. 

s POSTMASTERS. 

Lord W. Hinman, to be postmaster at Lapeer, in the county of La- 
peer and State of Michigan. 

William A. Fiske, to be postmaster at at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Virginia. i 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


S717 


Mrs. Frank A. Helm, to be postmaster at Corvallis, in the county of 
Benton and State of Oregon. 

Charles A. Wustum, to be postmaster at Billings, in the county of 
Yellowstone and Territory of Montana. 

Charles W. Price, to be postmaster at Fort Benton, in the county of 
Choteau and Territory of Montana. 

Joseph F. Wisecarver, to be postmaster at McMinnville, in the county 
of Yam Hill and State of Oregon. 

Charles E. Dudley, to be postmaster at Maryville, in the county of 
Lewis and Clarke and Territory of Montana. 

Thomas Hall, to be postmaster at Preston, in the county of Fill- 
more and State of Minnesota. 

Nels J. Benson, to be postmaster at Tower, in the county of St. 
Louis and State of Minnesota. 

Harry L. Atchison, to be postmaster at Chatfield, in the county of 
Fillmore and State of Minnesota, 

La Fayette J. Fulton, to be postmaster at Casselton, in the county 
of Cass and Territory of Dakota. 

Frank Akt, to be postmaster at Lead City, in the county of Law- 
rence and Territory of Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, February 1, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House letters from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of findings of 
fact by said court in the following cases against the United States, 
namely; C. C. Poindexter, C. W. Hunt, administrator, Mary E. Wells, 
H. H. Dunuavant, and William K. Booe; which were severally referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


PENSIONS IN LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to ask unanimous 
consent to lay before the House, and have printed in the RECORD, a 
memorial from Mrs. Morrison'R. Waite, president of the Woman’s Na- 
tional Relief Association, and other officers of the various branches of 
said association in the United States, and have it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce; also eight other memorials signed by Roswell P. 
Flower and other citizens of the United States, praying that those en- 

in the Life-Saving Service may receive a pension in the event of 
being disabled in or through the exposure of the service, and their fami- 
lies in case of their death, the same at least as for military service. 

The memorial is as fellows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 


Your petitioners, members of the ‘‘ Woman’s National Relief Association for 
the Relief of the Shipwrecked,” and others who sympathize with the brave and 
suffering, respectfully represent: 

1. That the Life-Saving Service, from a small beginning, has grown into mag- 
nificent proportions; that its stations are destined to occupy every prominent 
point of danger on our yast lines of lake and ocean front; 

2. That the extension of the service will increase the number of men exposed 
to the unusual hazards of this work; 

3. That already many of them have fallen before the fury of the elements, and 
found watery graves; that others have been disabled, and that wives and chil- 
dren beys been left to the tender mercies of friends, common charity, and the 
poor-house; 

4. That itis a public injustice that men en; in`a work fraught with so 
much danger,and of so much value to its beneficiaries in life and property, 
should receive compensation so disproportionate to the value of the service 
rendered, barely sufficient to meet their most common daily necessities, leaving 
nothing in reserve for the contingencies of fatality and disability; 

5. That thousands of lives and millions of property are annually saved and 
will continue to be saved by this service, which has more danger than any mili- 
aed Se naval service; that ultimately nearly every man in ib will lose his life 
or disabled from exposure; that it has no emolument or stimulant save a 
m TW: and the consciousness of heroic deeds; 

6. Thatall travelers upon the waters and all shippers feel safer from the knowl- 
edge that there are heroic men always at the point of amga, guarding it with 
sleepless vigilance, alwayson the lookout for the victims of the angry elements, 
and always ready to jeopardize life to save life; 

7. That this is not merely a work for the safety of our own people; it knows 
no nationality, extends a helping hand alike to all; 

8. That its service and success are matters of national pride; that the nation’s 
honor, and the honor of every citizen loyal to the interests of humanity and the 
cry of distress, is compromised by the failure to provide ample compensation 
for the risks and work done and to be done, and tosecure to the wives, children, 
and dependents of the victims of this grand benevolence Lg Com support; 

9. That these men would meet the dangers always before them and perform 
their work with braver hearts and stronger arms, having the assurance that 

. death in the discharge of duty would not leave those dependent upon them 
paupers, no one will deny; 

10. Less than this is not merely injustice, it is crime. 

11. With due appreciation of the two years’ pension already granted to the 
families in case of death, we pray that these men may receive a pension in the 
event of being disabled in or through the exposure of the service, and their 
families in case of their death, the same at least as for military service. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. OSBORNE to with- 
draw papers relating to the claim of A. G. Hoyte, for reference to the 
Committee on Claims, to be used in the consideration of House bill 4021, 


Fiftieth Congress; and to Mr. HUNTER, to withdraw from the files of 
the House, without leaving copies, the discharge paper in the case of 
Noah Palmer, filed in the Forty-ninth Congress, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BOWDEN, for three days from February 1, on account of 
important business. 
To Mr. TOWNSHEND, for one week, on account ofimportant business, 
URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. BURNES, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 
(H. R. 6437) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in 
the Departments for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. WEAVER reserved points of order on said bill. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask leave to file the accompanying report to-mor- 
row, to be printed with the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


THOMAS A. OSBORN. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas 
A. Osborn and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed 
to pay to Thomas A, Osborn, late United States marshal for the district of Kansas, 
outofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $8,701.96, 
on account of the loss of that amount of public funds by the failure of the bank- 
ing-house of E. H. Gruber & Co., on the 6th day of October, 1886, the loss being. 
without neglect or fault on the part of said Thomas A. Osborn. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Is this reported unanimously from the committee ? 
Mr. MORRILL, Itis the unanimous report of the Committee on 


Claims. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 


The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2216) for the 
relief of Thomas A. Osborn, adopt the annexed report of the Committee on 
Claims made in the Forty-ninth Congress, and recommend the passage of the 
bill with the following amendment: 

Add to the bill the following words: “ Provided, It shall be proven to the satis- 
faction of the Secretary of the Treasury that said money was lost without fault 
or negligence upon the partof said Osborn.” 

‘(House Report No. 3104, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 9008) for the 
relief of Thomas A. Osborn, having carefully considered the same, reports : 

“That the claimant, Thomas A. Osborn, was United States marshal for the 
district of Kansas in ber, 1866, and for over two years@rior thereto; that as 
such marshal certain money of the United States came into his hands to defray 
United States court expenses for his district; that his office as marshal was in 
the city of Leavenworth, Kans., ina room immediately over the banking house 
of E. H. Gruber & Co.; that the Government furnished no safe or other deposit- 
ory in which the claimant could deposit the public money in his hands, 

“It had been, and was on the said 6th day of October, 1866, the custom of the 
claimant, on receiving advances from the Government for the court expenses, 
to deposit the same with the said banking firm of E. H.Gruber & Co.; that the 
said firm was regarded by the business community of said city as being per- 
fectly safe; the leading and best citizens made their deposits with said bank; 
that on October 1, 1866, the claimant had a balance in said bank, of funds be- 
longing to the United States, of $2,966.59; that on said Ist day of October he re- 
ceived from the Treasury of the United States the further sum of 36,596 for the 
purpose of paying the expenses of the October term of the United States district 
court, which sum he also deposited in said bank on said Ist day of October, 1866; 
that on the 6th day of October, 1866, the said banking house of E. H. Gruber & 
Co. failed, having at the time of failure the sum of $9,562.59 of the moneys of the 
United States to the credit of the claimant as United States marshal; that the 
claimant at once made good said amount to the United States. ¢ 

"The committee is of the opinion that the claimant used due care in handlin, 
the said money of the United States, and that the loss was in no way the press 
of any negligence on his pens 

“In February, 1867,the late Hon, Mark W. Delahay, then United States district 
judge for Kansas, made the following statement: 


“ ‘Ihave been perfectly conversant with Marshal Osborn's manner of doing 
business since his appointment, I know that he has been doing his banking 
business through the house of E. H. Gruber & Co. This house I considered one 
of the safest in the locality until it failed, on the 6th of October, 1866. 

"`I believe that Marshal Osborn has guarded with unusual diligence the inter- 


est of the Government, and that he is in no way to blame for the loss which oc- . 


curred with E. H. Gruber & Co. Many of the best business men in Leavenworth 
were doing business with said firm at the time of its failure. 1 had been doing 
my banking business with said firm for years, 
“MARK W. DELAHAY, 
“*United States District Judge for Kansas.’ 


“The committee concurs in the opinion expressed in the statement just cited, 
It is shown to the committee by SOTO arty evidence that the claimant recei 
from the assignee of said firm of E. H. Gruber & Co. 9 per cent. of said sum of 
$9,562.59 and no more, The committee is of the opinion from all the facts and 
Sean attending the loss that the sum of $8,701.96 should be paid the 
claimant. ‘ 

“The committee returns bill H. R. 9008 with the recommendation that the 
same do pass.” 

In further support of the bfii we incorporate, as a part of the report, the fol- 
lowing affidavits : 


“Usrrep STATES or America, District of Columbia : 


*‘ Thomas A. Osborn, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that in October, 
1866, and for fwo years prior thereto, he was marshal of the United States for the 
district of Kansas; that as such marshal money was adyanced to him by the 


A 
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nediately over the banking house of E. H. Gru ee & Co., with which 
firm he did his banking business, and that he had no interest whatever in the 


profits of said firm, 
“ Deponent further says that Government declined to furnish him a safe 
in which to vanced for disbursements, and that no depository 


day of October he received from the Treasury of the United States the further 
sum of $6,596 for the purpose of paying the expenses of the October term of 
the United States district court, which sum he also deposited in said bank on 
said Ist day of October. 

“On the 6th day of October, 1866, the said banking house of E. H. Gruber & 
Co. failed, having at the time of failure the sum of $9,562.59 of the money of the 
United States deposited, as hereinbefore specified. 

“ Deponent afterwards settled his accounts with the United States Government 
and made good tothe Treasury the amount ofsaid loss. The loss was wards 
reduced by the payment to the bey pee by the assignee of said bank of 9 per 
cent, Xod on claim, amounting to .63, so that the actual loss to the deponent 
Was $3, 


“ Deponent says further that as to the manner of doing business in connection 
with the payment of court expenses he endeavored to follow, and, as he is in- 
formed, did follow, the usages of his predecessors in office, and that he used his 


best judgment in guarding the interests of the Government, 
“In doing as hedid he had the advice and approyal of the judge of the United 


States district court, 
“THOMAS A, OSBORN, 
“Sworn and subscribed before m¢ this 9th day of January, 1888. 


[SEAL] tR. B. NIXON, 
3 “ Notary Public.” 
STATE OF KANSAS, 
Oounty of Douglas, ss: 


James S. Emery, being first duly sworn,says: I was United States district at- 
torney for Kansas in the years 1564, 1865, 1866, and a portion of 1867; that I am 
famil with the facts attending the loss of ex-Governor T. A. Osborn while 
he was United States marshal in those years, caused by the failure of Gruber's 
bank, in Leavenworth; that this bank, at the time the marshal made his deposits 
in it, was regarded as the best and safest bank in that city. It did a large busi- 
— and was patronized by the leading business men in Leavenworth, as well 
as of the surrounding country. Its failure was a Frat surprise to our whole 
State, so far as it was extending its business; and Leavenworth, at that time, 
did a la wholesale business in most of the towns of the State; and this 

Gruber’s) was deemed the leading bank of the city. I have always deemed 
the governor's claim against the United States Government for his loss of Gov- 
ernment funds through the failure of that bank just,and one that should be 
paid, And further this deponent saith not. 

JAS. S. EMERY. 


Subscribed and sworn to this 16th day of January, 1888, before me,a notary 
publie in and for said county. 

[sean] . PETER BELL, 

Notary Public. 
— My commission expires September 3, 1589, 

There being no objection to the consideration of the bill, the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee was considered and adopted, and 
the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly fead the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ; 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order! 

Mr. LAWLER. I rise to ask the privilege of making an explanation 
in reference to a resolution introduced by myself on Monday last. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAWLER. On Monday I introduced a resolution, which will 
be found on page 802 of the RECORD, and in the eighth line I omitted 
to insert the words ‘‘not necessary” after the words ‘‘deriving rev- 
enue” where they should properly be inserted. I would like to have 
that correction made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

INSPECTIVE FORCE, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6438) to provide for the appointment, organization, and compensation 
of the inspective force of the Post-Office Department; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSIGNMENT OF ROOMS, CAPITOL BUILDING. 


Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
IN THE HOUSÐ OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 16, 1888. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and is hereby, instructed to as- 
certain and whether there are AA Nasemtael roomsin the Capitol 
the House, and if noś, where and 


Without objection, the correction will 


for the accommodation of the committees of 
upon what terms the necessary rooms can be 


The report of the Committee on Accounts was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the foregoing resolution 


of Mr. WHITTHORNE, introduced in the House on January 16, respectfully report 
that upon inquiry and examination they find there are no unoccupied rooms in 
the Capitol that can be used for the accommodation of those committees of the 
House not already provided with rooms, 

They report further that there are a number of rooms in the Butler building that 
are unoceupied, and can be had for the use of such committees of the House as 


| desire them, at a rental that may be fixed by the Supervising Architect of the 


Capitol, or by any three members of the Committee on Accounts, as pro 
by Hon. Benj F. Butler, the owner thereof. These rooms are unfurn’ a) 

And further, your committee report that they find that there are two suitable 
rooms for committee use in the Congressional Hotel, across from the Butler 
building, one of which was occupied during the last Congress by the special 
committee of which the Hon. A. G. Curtin was chairman. The proprietor 
at = zens the two rooms for $50 per month, includimg tables, chairs, heat, 

g 

Mr. SOWDEN. Iask that the Committee on Accounts be discharged 
from the further consideration of this subject. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to submit a resolution. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. In view of the report just submitted, I ask 
the action of the House on the resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry of the gentleman who has charge of this matter. I wish to know 
how long it will probably take. There is an order to-day for the con- 
sideration of the resolution reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
and I wish to know how long this will oceupy. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. But a minute. 

The Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. WHITTHORNE, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be,and he is hereby, directed to rent 
during the present and next session of this, the Fiftieth Congress, the furnished 
rooms located in the Congressional Hotel, mentioned in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts this day submitted, to be occupied by, and for the use of, the 
following committees of this House, namely, the Committee on Indian Depre- 
dation Claims! and the Committee on the Eleventh Census; the rent of which 
shall not exceed $50 per month, and which rent shall be paid monthly out of the 
contingent fund of the House. < 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending proposition is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. SowpEN ] that the Com- 
mittee on Accounts be discharged from the further consideration of this 
subject. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee, 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS REFERRED TO THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Accounts: 

Resolved, That J. B. Holloway is hereby Le eevee to pre and continue a 
digest of all claims referred to the Court of Claims under so-called “ Bow- 
man act,” and the act approved March 3, 1887, “to provide for bringing suits 
against the United States;” to keep arecord of the findings of the court in each 
case reported to Con , and such other necessary duties as the position may 
require; and that he shall be paid the same eompensation as is now paid the clerk 
of the Committee on War Claims, out of the contingent fund of the House; and 
that the Committee on Appropriations be, and hereby is, instructed to provide 
for the annual of said clerk for the next fiscal year in the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill. 


PRESENTATION OF EX-SPEAKERS’ PORTRAITS. - 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Irise to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 
The resolution referred to the committee was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of fy meer (the Senate . That there be 
printed 10,000 copies of the addresses delivered in the House presentatives 
on January 19, 1888, upon the presentation of the portraits of Speakers Sedgwick, 


Varnum, and Banks, for the use of the House. 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 

The committee have considered the concurrent resolution of the House pro- 
viding for the printing of 10,000 copies of the addresses delivered in the House 
of Representatives January 19, 1888, upon the presentation of the portraits of 
Speakers Sedgwick, Varnum, and Banks, for the use of the House, and direct 
me to report same with recommendation that it do pass. 

The estimated costof printing and binding same in cloth is $2,823.50. Theap- 
proximate cost of amount of ginni previously estimated upon for Congress 
within present fiscal year is $631,930.50. 

The resolution was adopted. . ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON JOHN A. LOGAN, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent to submit a report 
from the Committee on Printing. I am directed to report back with 
a favorable recommendation a Senate bill which will not take a mo- 
ment. It is the bill (S. 191) to make additional appropriations for the 
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Mr. BRUMM. I object, and call for the regular order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iask that the title of the bill be read. When 
that is done I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not object. 

Mr. BRUMM. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee knows that there is 
a special order for to-day which we desire to reach. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. We have done nothing since Congress 
began but ask unanimous consent. I think we should adhere to the 
regular order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope there will be no objection to having 
this read. 

Mr. BRUMM. I withdraw my objection. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S, 191) to make additional appropriations for the printing of the eulo- 
gies delivered in Congress on the late orn A. Logan, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ASSISTANTS TO UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. RYAN. I rise to present a privileged report from the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ask its immediate consideration. 

The resolution referred to the committee was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he hereby is, requested to com- 
municate to the House of Representatives the names of all assistants to United 
States district attorneys who havo been or are being paid out of the appropria- 
tion of $100,000 made by the sundry civil appropriation act approved March 3, 
1887, “for payment of assistants to United States district attorneys;" also the 
places of employment and the present rate of compensation to each of said as- 
sistants, and how much greater or less is the rate of compensation of each of such 
assistants for the fiscal year 1888 than for the fiscal year 1887, and the reason 
for any such increase or reduction, and such other information in relation thereto 
as in hisjudgment may contribute to just and intelligent legislation upon the 
subject. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the accompanying 
resolution, calling upon the Attorney-General for information with reference to 
assistants to United States district attorneys, report the same back and recom- 
mend that it be adopted. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid.on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call for the regu- 
lar order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AN- 
DERSON] demands the regular order. The regular order is the call of 
committees for reports. 

PROMOTION OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. GLASS, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 1844) to promote agriculture, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JESSE G. HAWKINS. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 437) for the relief of 
Jesse G. Hawkins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

à R. H. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. FORD also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4246) for the relief of Robert 
H. Montgomery; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

SECTION 2133, REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1417) to amend section 2133 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

_Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to submit the 
views of the minority; and the bill, with the report, was referred to the 
House Calendar, 

PETER MARCH AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3957) 
for the relief of Peter March, Thomas J. Wright, adiministrator, and 
others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORT ON EUROPEAN DOCK-YARDS. 


Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res, 25) to 
print 4,000 copies of the report of Naval Constructor Philip Hichborn, 
on European dock-yards; which was referred tothe Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Is that report privileged? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

STORM-TRACK CHARTS. z 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 88) pro- 
viding for the printing of 4,500 copies of Finley’s Storm-Track Charts of 
the North Atlantic Ocean; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. i 

” CAPT. RODERICK M’INTOSH. 


Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 393) to provide for the payment of the claim 
of Capt. Roderick McIntosh; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

$ AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4082) for the reliefof 
the Agricultural and Mechanical College of Alabama; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees for reports is 
concluded. The regular order now is the call of committees for the 
consideration of bills for one hour. The hour begins at ten minutes of 
1o’clock. The call rests with the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That committee has exhausted its time, I think. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It did not finish, yesterday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It exhausted its time. There was no bill pend- 
ing at the expiration of the hour. Ifthere had been a bill pending, the 
committee would be entitled to finish it, but there was none. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. There wasa bill called up by that com- 
mittee when the hour expired yesterday. 


JAMES ALBERT BONSACK. 


Mr. WEAVER (when the Committee on Patents was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of James Albert 
Bonsack, and I yield the floor to the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
O’FERRALL], the author of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, is this bill called up under the 
morning hour for consideration? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not know what the nature of the billis, but 
in order to keep the practice of the House correct, I make the point 
that in this hour a private bill can not be considered. I do this with- 
out any reference whatever to the merits of this particular measure, 
I do it simply becanse such has been the practice of the House hereto- 
fore, and it is a practice which I think should be observed. 

Mr. WEAVER. I hope the gentleman will not urge that point. 
This bill can be di ofina moment. There is no objection to it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that; but the difficulty is that if we 
get into the habit of doing these things we shall use up the whole of 
this hour with that class of business. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, I desire to sug- 

t— 
S The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule on the point. 
The point of order is well taken. In this hour gentlemen can call up 
only bills that are on the House Calendar, or the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WEAVER. I know it can only be done by unanimous consent, 
but I ask unanimous consent to consider this bill. 3 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not press that request. 
There are other bills here of a publiccharacter that ought to be reached 
in their own time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? i 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will not object at the end of this hour. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. I want the regular order. 

Mr. MATSON (when the Committee on Invalid Pensions was called). 
I understand the Chair to rule that private bills are not in order in this 
hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has so ruled. 

Mr. MATSON. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has no other 
kind of bills to report. 

SPECIAL REPORT UPON WOOL MANUFACTURES, ETC. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
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to call up for present consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 23) 
authorizing the printing of 14,000 copies of the recent special report of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Department, upon wool 
and the manufactures of wool. This joint resolution is on the Calen- 
dar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Task unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution, and thatit be now con- 
sidered in the House. ` 

` The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That there be printed 
14,000 copies of the recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, 
Treasury Department, upon wool and the manufactures of wool, as follows: 
10,000 copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives, 3,000 
for the use of the members of the Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the Bureau of 
Statistics, Treasury Department. x 

The report of the Committee on Printing (by Mr. RICHARDSON) was 
read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred H. Res. 23, submit the 
following report: 

Thatthey have condsidered House joint resolution 23, authorizing the printing 
of 14,000 copies of the recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics, Treasury Department, upon wool and the manufactures of wool, and 
report same with recommendation that it do pass, 

The estimated cost of same is $1,778. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO PRINTING-OFFICE EMPLOYÉS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 1338) to extend the leave 
of absence of employés in the Government Printing Office to thirty 
days perannum. This bill is also on the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and the House proceeded to consider the 
bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act granting leave of absence to 
employés in the Government Printing Office,” approved June 30,1886, be so 
amen as to extend the annual leave of absence therein described to thirty 
days in each fiscal year. 

The report of the Committee on Printing (by Mr. RICHARDSON) 
was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred House bill 1338, beg leave 
to submit the following report: 

The committee have considered the bill (H. R. 1338) to extend the leave of ab- 
sence to employés in the Government Printing Office to thirty days in each fis- 
cal year, and report same with recommendation that it do pass with two 
amendments, as follows: 

First, that these words be added: 

* Provided, It shall be lawful to allow pro rata leave to those serving fractional 
parts of a year.” 

And, second, add these words: 

“And further to facilitate the public work, the Public Printer may, in his 
discretion, in cases, credit employés with the amount due them for leave 
of absence without their actually taking such leave,” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question will be upon agree- 
ing to the amendments reported by the Committee on Printing, just 
read as a part of their report. 

Mr. REED. I hope we shall have some explanation of this matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply places the em- 
ployés in the Government Printing Office upon the same footing, as I 
understand, with employés in all the other Departments of the Gov- 
ernment. In all these other Departmentsemployés get annually thirty 
days’ leave. Heretofore, under the law, employés orf the Government 
Printing Office have received only fifteen days. I can see no objection 
to placing the va pag in the Printing Office upon the same footing 
with persons employed in other Departments of the Government. 

The first amendment reported is to add these words: 

Provided, It shall be lawful to allow pro rata leave to those serving fractional 
parts of a year. 

This provision, it seems to me, is manifestly just. An employé may 
serve six or nine months only, but under the existing law unless he 
serves for the entire term of twelve months he is not entitled to his 
leave. 

Mr. REED. I may not have understood the amendments correctly, 
but I thought I caught the idea that they authorize either leave of ab- 
sence or commutation for leave of absence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is correct; that is provided 
for in the second amendment. ’ 

Mr. REED. What is the object of that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The second amendment provides— 


That to facilitate the public work the Public Printer may, in his discretion, in 
Special cases, credit employés with the amount due them for leave of absence 
‘without their actually taking such leave. 


Mr. RYAN. The gentleman will allow me to inquire whether that 
is the rule in any other Department of the Government? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not prepared to answer the question with 
fall knowledge; but I do not think it is. 

Mr. RYAN. I understand it is not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am not prepared to make, and do not make, 
sro pos statement on that point. But the gentleman will under- 
st that the arrangements of the Government Printing Office are pe- 
culiar in reference to the employment of persons—are different, possibly, 
from those of almost any other Department. In drawing this amend- 
ment, about which I may state the Committee on Printing are not very 
tenacious, we have simply followed the recommendation of the Public 
Printer, who states that the interest of the public service will be ad- 
vanced by the adoption of the amendment. I beg to call attention to 
the report of the Public Printer, who, on page 12, uses this language: 

Under recent decisions of the Comptroller of the Treasury, sll employés who 
havereceived their leave of absence for one year are entitled to pro rata leave for 
any shorter period thereafter for which they make application. A number of em- 
poys discharged in the reduction of force a year ago are now entitled to pro rata 

eavefor longer or shorter periods, but no appropriation exists out of which they 
can be paid. The amonnt estimated to be due such employés is $2,500, and Iwould 
recommend that Congress make provision forits panen Itwould facilitate the 
public work if Congress would authorize the Public Printer,under special circum- 
stances, to credit employés with the total amount due them for leave of absence 
without their actually taking such leave. In certain cases employés can not 
take their leave without emba: ng the work of the office, and it seems a 
hardship that those who are thus compelled to sacrifice pleasure to public duty 
should be denied the bounty which Congress has awarded to faithful servicein 
the office. Nor should the office be compelled to forego such special service 
rather than deprive such employés of any benefits under the act. 

In other words, as I understand, the law compels an employé of the 
Government Printing Office either to take his leave of absence or to 
lose any benefit he might derive from it. The Public Printer suggests 
the amendment I have read, and the committee recommend its adop- 
tion. 

I yield now to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of joint resolution and bills of the following titles; in which 
concurrence was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. 13) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1022) to relinquish the interest of the United States in 
certain lands in Kansas; 

A bill (S. 425) to grant the right of way through the public lands 
for irrigation purposes; 

A bill (S. 23) to authorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across 
the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory of Wash- 


-| ington; 


A bill (S. 388) for the relief of L. B. Townsend, Louis S. Lovel, 
W.C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, Harvey Harter, Benja- 
min Harter, and Peter Hackett; 

A bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Omaha, Nebr.; and 

A bill (S. 217) to change the limit of appropriation for a public 
building at Jacksonyille, Fla. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYÉS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House resumes the consideration 
of the report from.the Committee on Printing, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing if this same feature of the enforce- 
ment of taking thirty days’ leave of absence does not obtain in all the 
other Departments of the Government? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I believe it does. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I presume the recommendation of the Public 
Printer is in order that at certain seasons of the year he may have a 
continuation of the labor of the men employed in the Government 
Printing Office. Now, while I am willing, and have been during the 
times these bills for leave of absence have been discussed on this floor, 
to grant this to this branch of the service, which does more honest 
work, I may say, than any other in the city of Washington, yet I ques- 
tion the propriety of placing it in a better or more advantageous posi- 
tion than is suggested by this amendment now proposed. 

When the bill granting fifteen days’ leave of absence to the employés 
of the Government Printing Office passed in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
and the committee presented a report which covered the ground and 
made the leave of absence equal to thirty days, there was only one 
contingent matter which came before the Printing Committee of that 
year, and that was whether Congress would admit of any leave of ab- 
sence at all, As one of the members of that committee I took a more 
liberal view, but being overruled by a majority of the committee, I 

to the proposition of fifteen days. In other words, Mr. Speaker, 
we only got half the apple for the employés of the Government Print- 
ing Office. 

Now, the proposition of the Forty-ninth Congress had a better effect, 
and it is only justice and fair play to the employés in that Government 
Printing Office that they should be placed on the same footing as the 
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other clerks and employé¢s in other Departments in this city of Washing- 
ton. For, sir, first of all they are skilled mechanics and experts in their 
calling, and, added to their skill in mechanics, they are also scholars; 
from the foreman down they are all required to possess qualities in the 
discharge of their peculiar duties greater than are required under any 
civil-service rule adopted for any other Department. More than that, 

“while their work is both intellectual and mechanical it is as hard as that 
any employé can be called on to perform in any other Department; 
and while the last Congress granted fifteen days, I think the Forty-ninth 
Congress would have just as willingly given thirty days. The reasons 
for so doing are now even stronger than then. 

I say it is an anomaly to make a distinction between copyists and 
clerks in the Treasury or Interior or any other Departmentof the Goy- 
ernment, and yet fix them at thirty days’ leave of absence with pay, 
and take your printers, your skilled mechanies, and the hard workers 
in this bureau of the Government, and only give them one-half of that 
time to which by every fair consideration they are entitled. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman takes his seat let me ask him 
a question. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understood the gentleman from New York tosay 
that this bill would put the employés of the Government Printing Of- 
fice on the same basis as the clerks in the various Departments. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. WhatI wish to know is if the clerks in the several 
Departments of the Government have the benefit of this commutation 
provision. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thatis the question I myself asked of the chair- 
man of the committee, and I said in regard toit at the beginning of my 
remarks that I questioned the judgment of this amendment, which gave 
an advantage to the employés of this burear that is enjoyed by no other 
employés under the Government, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then, as I understand it, this is not a proposition to 
put the employés of the Government Printing Office on the same basisas 
the clerks in the several other Departments of the Government, but to 
give them an additional advantage over the other clerks. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. So farasthisamendmentisconcerned. That is, 
that they shall have pay for the time of this thirty days’ leave of ab- 
sence, provided they do not take it but continue to work over and above 
the time that they are entitled to under the proper leave of absence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Maine will permit me 
to make a statement again which I made a short time ago, I think I 
can make this plain. Under the present law granting leaves of ab- 
sence to Government employés with pay they get paid for full twelve 
months, although they work buteleven. Now, I can not see, ifin the 
case of an emergency where the Public Printer thinks the services of 
the employésin his department are necessary for the full twelve months, 
as it may be sometimes in expert work or special emergencies, why 
they should not have the benefit of this leave which is granted to other 
employés, and give them an additional month’s pay for twelve months’ 
work as compensation for it. Especially as the whole matter is left 
optional with the Public Printer, who would only resort to this prac- 
tice in the exercise of a sound discretion, 

Mr. REED. The only ground for granting a leave of absence of 
thirty days to anybody must be based on the assumption that the work 
is so exhausting that a month’s rest is required to refresh the man to 
enable him to perform his duties during the eleven months. 

We are giving a gratuity to the employés in the public service for 
the public benefit, and unless it is done on this ground there can be 
no other sufficient reason given. That is the reason for giving fur- 
loughs to Department employés, and that must be the reason we pro- 
pose to give it to the employés of the public printing establishment. 

Now, then, instead of giving them this furlough, whereby they are to 
be refreshed, we give them an additional month’s pay i , and re- 
quire them to work during the whole twelve months; we are not act- 
ing upon the principle that has governed us heretofore, but are simply 
raising the pay of these employés 8 per cent. above what it is now. 
Is that the intent of the committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will understand, I understand, 
at least, that in all other Departments of the Government the employés 
are furloughed for thirty days upon full pay; that is, they work eleven 
months, and the Government pays them for twelve. In this particu- 
lar case, that is to say, in reference to the employés of the printing de- 
partment, they are entitled to but fifteen days’ leave upon pay, and 
this bill wiil extend the time to thirty days if it passes. The amend- 
ment provides that in an emergency—and leaves the determination of 
that to the Public Printer as to whether it exists or not—he may keep 
the force at work for twelve months, but give them one extra month's 
pay to compensate for the furlough of which they have not been able 
to a themselves. Emergencies may require this force to be kept 
at work. 

Mr. REED. Then you intend that the employés there shall work 
twelve months and get thirteen months’ pay ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It is no more than is done where the employés 
of other Departments work eleven months and get twelve months’ pay 
under the present law. 

Mr. REED. And they lose their month’s recreation? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. If they see fit they do, or if a contingency 
shall arise where their work is required. They can take the leave if 
they wish. It is left entirely discretionary with the Public Printer 
and theemployé. They can take thirty days’ leave and get compensa- 
tion, but if the Public Printer needs their services, and they are willing 
to work, he is at liberty to keep them at work and give them thirteen 
months’ compensation for the year’s work. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson], who in- 
troduced the resolution. 

Mr. RYAN. Before that I wish to ask a question for information, if 
the gentleman will allow me. 

Under this proposition of his, if the employés of this department, or 
an employé of this department, shall work twelve months he will get 
thirteen months’ pay? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; provided the Public Printer says 
that the emergency exists for employing him the whole twelve months, 

Mr. RYAN. If he takes his leave of absence he gets twelve months’ 


y? 

Pif RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; if he takes his leave under the law 
as it is now he will work only eleven months and will get twelve 
months’ pay. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a ques- 
tion. Is the Public Printer compelled under the amendment of the 
committee to employ these men for twelve months, provided the work 
requiresit? Or is it left optional with him? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is left optional with the Public Printer; 
and he need not retain the man twelve months unless hesees fit. This 
is only intended to be done in case of an emergency, where the work of 
the employé is necessary for the public service. 

Mr. REED. Willthe gentleman from Tennessee allow me one other 
question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Is it the intention to extend to the other Departments 
this principle of thirteen months’ pay for twelve months’ work ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Maine very well knows 
that I do not represent in the matter now pending any Department ex- 
cept the printing department. And I will add, I know of no other 
Department that contemplates such an arrangement. 

Mr. REED. Would you be able to resist the argument for equality 
when that comes up? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think there is a distinction between the em- 
ployés in the Printing Department, because of the peculiar nature of 
their work, and those in the other Departments. But that isa matter 
for the House to decide, and what shall be done in other cases should 
not now be decided, but should be determined on the merits involved 
in the case when presented. 

Mr. BLAND. Do not the employésin other Departments get extra 
pay for extra work? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think they do in some cases. 

Mr. MATSON. I had the honor to introduce the origins proposi- 
tion which gave fifteen days’ leave of absence to employés of the print- 
ing department as well as this which extends that leave to thirty days 
in a fiscal year. The original bill, which was nearly two years 
since, was framed on the recommendation of the then Public Printer. 
He recommended fifteen days’ leave of absence. His recommendation 
was doubtless made because he supposed there would be opposition to 
it, and it would be easier to obtain fifteen days’ leave than thirty days. 
It was probably made for fifteen days also because there was some op- 
position to the measure growing out of the fact that many of these em- 
ployés were not employed for any period of time, but employed on 
piece-work, as it wastechnically termed; so that there was some objec- 
tion as to whether it was practicable to give any leave at all, and some 
discussion. But that objection has been dissipated. There can be no 
objection of that kind now. 

Under the administration of the former Public Printer, as well as un- 
der the administration of the present one, there has been found no diffi- 
culty whatever inadministering this law and giving to each one of these 
employés his proper share of leave. 

I introduced the bill in the first instance, and have introduced this 
one, which doubles the leave of absence, because I believe that of all 
the employés of the Government these who are in the Government 
Printing Office are the ones that work most with their hands. They 
are those who perform manual labor more than any others in any de- 
partment—at least, in the city of Washington, if not in any other de- 
partment of the public service anywhere. I believe they are entitled 
as much as any other employés, if not more, to the rest which the Gov- 
ernment gives its employés of thirty days in each year. I therefore 
pressed that measure, and was glad again in this Congress to introduce 
the measure now under consideration, because I believed it would meet 
the almost unanimous approbation of Congress to extend the leave and 
put these on an equality with the other employés of the Government. 

AS the amendments of the committee, the simple proposition 
being only to extefid the leave to thirty days, I have no objection to 
those amendments. ‘The proposition that there shall be a pro rata leave 
to those serving fractional parts of the year I presume will not be seri- 
ously objected to. 

The other amendment, however, which proposes that if the employé 
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sees fit to work for twelve months he shall be paid for thirteen months, 
seems to meet with some objection, perhaps irom a misapprehension. 
The principle announced by the gentleman from Maine ate. REED] 
was certainly a very sound one, one that can not be attempted to be 
gainsaid by any one, that this leave is granted in order that these em- 

loyés may have the rest to fit them for the performance of their duties 
e the remainder of the year. That of course is the principle on 
which this leave is granted atall. Butif they see fit to work the twelve 
months, it seems to me there should be no objection to paying them 
for the month they work. There may be some of them that are well 
able to work during the twelve months, while there are others that need 
the rest, It seems to me, therefore, the suggestion of the committee 
in the way of amendment should not be objected to. 

Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. e 

Mr. RYAN. I understand that many of the employés of the depart- 
ma Ae by the piece. How can this provision apply to them? Or 

oes it 

Mr. MATSON. Ihave not given that consideration to the amend- 
ment coming from the committee which would enable me to answer the 

tleman’s question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does not the first amendment answer the in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Kansas when it says it shall be lawful to 
allow pro rata leave? 

Mr. RYAN. Ithink not. These men are compensated for their serv- 
ices, not by the hour; not by the day; not by the week; not by the 
month; but by the piece. Now, how does your leave of absence or your 
commutation clause apply to them at all? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not apply to them unless they are there 
for the whole year. 

Mr. RYAN. Then there is a very large class of employés in the of- 
fice that get no relief under this provision? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘That is true. i 

Mr. MATSON. I only want toadd to what I have already said, that 
these amendments proposed by the committee are the result of sugges- 
tions made by the Public Printer in his report. I think they have 
probably grown out of the fact that there was a reduction of wages there 
several years ago, and possibly this may be an attempt to cure what 
seemed tothe Public Printeratthat time to bea wrong. Perhaps there 
is something in that. 

Mr. RYAN. I submit to the gentleman that it would bea great in- 
justice to this class of employés, constituting, as I understand, nearly 
a majority of the whole, to leave them entirely unprovided for. 

Mr. MATSON. I agree with the gentleman from Kansas, that 
whatever is done for these employés ought to be done impartially, so 
that all may be treated alike. I hope there will be no unnecessary 
delay in passing this bill. I will say to the gentleman from Kausas 
that the original bill which I introduced does provide for the piece 
men, I wish the gentleman to understand that. 

s me RYAN. That is the question I asked, whether it did provide 
‘or them. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, I wish to explain to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Ry An] that during the fifteen days’ leave of absence the piece 
work was counted by the former Public Printer in such a manner that 
the piece hands were put on an equality with those who were hired by 
the day. That was the way the roll was made up for the fifteen days’ 
leave, and T know no reason why the present Public Printer should 
not adopt the same plan. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is no other gen- 
tleman who desires to be heard—— 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not understand yet, Mr. Speaker, that this bill 
provides for the piece employés, while the original bill did. 

Mr. MATSON. It provides for the extension of time. 

Poe RYAN. Leaving the provisions of the original law in opera- 
on? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly; untouched. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield now to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Five or seven minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, my attention was diverted when 
this report was read, but I think I have gathered the purport of it 
pay correctly from the discussion that has been had here. As I un- 

erstand it, the report embraces three propositions. First, to increase 

the leaveof absence of the employés of the Government Printing Office 

from fifteen to thirty days; next, to allow them pay for that thirty 

days provided they choose to work, thus giving them thirteen months’ 

pay for twelve months’ work; and third, to permit those who are dis- 
before the year expires a pro rata allowance. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House that so far as I am 
concerned I very cordially recognize the justice of the first proposition 
to increase the leaye from fifteen to thirty days, Next, it occurs tome 


that it would be violative of good business judgment and of the pur- 
pose of this House, in granting the leave of absence to these employés, 
to permit them to work twelve months and receive thirteen months’ 
pay. The House will recall the fact that two or three days ago the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Printing made the remarkable 
statement that the present Public Printer was getting more work out 
of 2,000 men than the former Public Printer got out of 2,400 men. 
As I understand the matter, the late Public Printer compelled the em- 
ployés—certainly at least during the last year of his term—to take 
this leave of absence; but the present Public Printer proposes to let 
them continue to work and draw their pay; and the next thing we shall 
hear from the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Printing 
will be that 1,800 employés are doing more work under the present 
administration than 2,500 did under the late Public Printer. I am 
opposed to this proposition on that ground, and I am opposed to it also 
on the broader ground that it is violative of the purpose of the House 
in granting this leave of absence. Now, Mr. Speaker, in relation to 
this pro rata allowance, I desire to propound a question to the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Printing. 

As I understand the case, Judge Durham, the Comptroller, decided 
that the men who were discharged from the Government Printing 
Office who had served a portion of the year were entitled to an allow- 
ance of one and a quarter days’ pay per month. As I understand fur- 
ther, there are perhaps twelve or fifteen hundred of those men who 
were employed under the late Pablic Printer who have been turned 
out of that office, and who, although they have the opinion of Judge 
Durham that they are entitled to this allowance, have been kept out 
of it for twelve long months, and when they apply to the present Public 
Printer they are met with a stern and positive refusal. That refusal, 
as I understand, is put upon the ground that there is no appropriation 
to meet this deficit or to pay these men what is due them. Now, I 
want to ask the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Printing 
if he has taken into consideration the rights ‘and the wants of these 
men, and if any means have been taken by him, or by any member of 
this House, to his knowledge, to see that a proper allowance is made, 
through some deficiency appropriation, to meet the obligations of the 
Government to these poor men who have been turned out of office sim- 
ply because they happen to be Republicans. Will the gentleman an- 
swer the question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not know that such a proceeding wasin- 
cumbent upon me more than upon any othermember. Has the gentle- 
man himself taken any steps of that kind? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hold in my hands two decisions or opinions 
of Judge Durham. He says: 

I have heretofore decided that all employés who may have served one hong 
continuously in the Government Printing Office prior to the Ist day of July, 1886, 
were on that day entitled to fifteen days' leave of absence. I have further de- 
cided that they are entitled also to one and one-fourth days’ leave for each 
month that they have or shall serve in that office after the Ist day of July, 1886. 

Now, as I understand the matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit that the gentleman does not read all 
that Judge Durham says. He says that the Public Printer has stated 
that the amount appropriated for that purpose has been exhausted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Exactly. Istated that fact. The question I 
raised was whether any steps had been taken or any movement made 
to obtain any deficieney appropriation or other allowance, so that these 
twelve or fifteen hundred men may receive what is justly their due. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I have taken no steps of that kind, but it is 
perfectly competent forthe gentleman to go to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ask such an appropriation. He has the same right to«lo 
so that I have, and it is as much his duty to do so as mine. Why has 
not hedone it? I never heard of it until this morning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We desire to do something which will compel 
the Government, under a Democratic &dministration and Democratic 
auspices, to pay to these twelve hundred or fifteen hundred men who 
have been turned out of the Government Printing Office during the 
present administration the amounts to which they are entitled. Iam 
speaking in the interest of fair dealing. I say that if an allowance of 
the kind now proposed is to be made, then, in justice to these poor peo- 
ple who were turned out of employment and driven out into thestreets 
of Washington simply because they did not agree politically with the 
present administration, we ought in the first place to pay them the 
money due them before we pass any law giving this allowance to the 
men who have been put in the Government Printing Office under the 
existing administration. ; 

This is a matter of pure and simple justice. There are twelve hun- 
dred or fifteen hundred men to whom the Government to-day owes this 
money; and Isay some means ought to be taken to pay them their honest 
dues to which they are justly entitled under the decision of Comptroller 
Durham, before we pass any law giving these allowances to men who 
have succeeded them in that office. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not desire to enter into any political dis- 
cussion here to-day. I do not understand—— 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] whether he has ever introduced any bill for 
the relief of these discharged employés or has gone before any com- 
mittee asking an appropriation in their behalf? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Icananswer the gentleman by saying that Ihave 
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not, because my attention had not been called to this matter until this 
very morning; but the chairman of the Committee on Printing had his 
attention called to it long ago. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not understand it is the duty of the Committee 
on Printing any more than of the gentleman from New Hampshire to 
take charge of all the discharged employés of the Government. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I want to say—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would like to answer the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In reply to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, T wish to say that I do not see any use of our boiling over in po- 
litical excitement to-day over this question. Itseems to bea matter of 
absolute imposibility to mention on this floor the Government Printing 
Office without exciting the gentleman from New Hampshire and a few 
others to such an extent that they fly into a fearful rage. Now, inthis 
matter we have nothing to do with politics. This is not a political 
question, but is one of business and of doing justice to faithful em- 
ployés. Itseemstomethat the complaint which the gentleman makes 
that a few Republicans have been turned out of office by an honest 
Democratic official is a matter which gentlemen should cease crying over, 
because it is a matter which was settled at the polls in November, 1884, 
when the people in their majesty decided that all Republican employés 
ought to go aud honest Democrats take their places. [Applause. ] 

Mr. RYAN. But your President, when asking the people’s votes, 
told them that these employés should not go, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; these employés are not protected by civil- 
service rules. Let us not bring politics here every day. Let us settle 
a question of this kind on business principles, if we can. Thisisa 
simple matter of doing justice to employés in the publie service. The 
law which we propose is not intended to apply simply for a day or a 
week ora year. We are undertaking in our wisdom, or if may be our 
unwisdom, to frame laws which, if good, will continue in force for more 
than one administration. Ido not want to see politics dragged into 
this question; and I hope gentlemen will not indulge in any further 
partisan discussion upon it. 

I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BRUMA]. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of granting the 
additional fifteen days’ leave of absence provided forin this proposition. 
But I am opposed to this system of violating the principle involveđ in 
the eight-hour law. _ My idea for the passage of the eight-hour law is 
that the hours of work shall be shortened. ‘This is a proposition to pay 
men to extend their hours of labor. Now, if you wish to be consistent 
in carrying out the principle involved in the eight-hour law, you must 
not provide payment to men for overtime, whether ten, twelve, or 
fourteen hours in one day, or whether it is forcing them to work fally 
twelve months in the year, thus employing fewer men to do the work 
than would otherwise be required and thus throwing other men into 
the labor market for the purpose of eutting down the price of labor. I 
shall, therefore, oppose the proposition, except so far as to extend the 
leave for thirty days. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will yield 
to me before he calls for the previous question. s 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will now yield for two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to correct the misappre- 
hension created in the House by the remarks of the distinguished gen- 
tieman from New Hampshire [ Mr. GALLINGER], and which I am sure 
he did not mean to convey in what he said. I will read from the re- 
port of the Public Printer the following paragraph, which will explain 
the matter to the satisfaction of the entire House: 

Under recent decisions of the Comptroller of the Treasury, all employés who 
have received their leave of absence for one year are entitled to pro rata leave 
for any shorter period thereafter for which they make application. A numberof 
employés discharged in the reduction of force a year ago are now entitled to pro 
rata leave for longer or shorter periods, but no appropriation exists ont of which 
they can be paid. The amountestimated to be due such employés is $2,590, and 
I would recommend that Congress make provision for its payment. 

That, Mr. Speaker, isthe whole question. I think the misapprehen- 
sion came from the remarks of the gentleman from New Hampshire 

` [Mr. GALLINGER], that the Public Printer has desired to withhold this 
prorata. Now, the official statement of the Public Printer is that there 
were not sufficient funds to pay those men when they were discharged. 
He asks from Congress suflicient money to meet that deficit. I think 
it is only justice to the Public Printer that this fact should be stated 
publicly in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in further 
answer on the same point indicated, the gentleman from New York is 
entirely correct. I know that the Public Printer hassaid to these men 
that the appropriation has been exhausted and there is no way in which 
this deficit can be supplied and these men paid the amount they claim 
unless this House makes an appropriation for that purpose. The gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire can assist in this work if he chooses. 

I will now demand the previous question on the bill and pending 
anit, SPRINGER. I hope th th will yield before he 
2: e gentleman will yield to me before 

demands the previous question. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. For how long? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For two minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield to the gentleman for that length 
of time. 

Mr, SPRINGER. The gentleman from New Hampshire made the 
statement in reference to these charges against the Public Printer that 
the discharges from the Government Printing Office were of Republican 
employés. Now, sir, it is a fact, when Mr. Benedict came into the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, in September, 1886, he found that the appro- 
priation for carrying on that office during the fiscal year had been 
largely exhausted by his predecessor, and that it was therefore neces- 
sary, to keep within the limit of the appropriation, that the force of 
employés should be largely reduced. And he did reduce the force of 
employés of the Government Printing Office to the extent of two hun- 
dred or three hundred in number. Now,in making that reduction he 
called upon the heads of divisions to name those employés whose serv- 
ices could be dispensed with with the least injury to the public service, 
at the same time calling attention to the requirement of the statute in 
reference to Union soldiers and their widowsand orphan children. In 
making that discharge he acted entirely on the recommendation of the 
heads of divisions, who were Republicans and the appointees of his pre- 
decessor. 

Mr. BLAND. There were no Democrats to turn out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My friend from Missouri says there were no Demo- 
crats there to be turned out. But I believe there were, although few 
in number, and therefore, according to the number of Republicans and 
Democrats, there were more Democrats turned out than Republicans. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to saya word in reply. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not want to have this matter again run 
into a political discussion on this floor, and therefore I believe I must 
insist on the demand for the previous question. 

The question was put on ordering the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call fora division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 115, noes 106. 

So the previons question was ordered. 

Mr. BRUMM. [ask for a separate vote on the amendments, 

The first amendment was read, as follows: 

Addas follows: 


', It shall be lawful to allow pro rata leave to those serving fractional 
parts of a year.” 
to. 


The amendment was “ 

The second amendment was read, as follows: 

Add these words: 

“And further to facilitate the public work, the Pablic Printer may, in his dis- 
cretion, in jal cases, credit employés with the amount due them for leave of 
absence without their actually taking such leave.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Inasmuch as but four minutes of this hour re- 
main, I ask unanimous consent that it be considered as having now 
expired. 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Isubmit that under the ruling of the Chair 
this committee, if it now takes the floor, will be concluded in four 
minutes, instead of having a full hour to-day. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not wish to put the gentleman in that position, 
and hence withdraw my objection. I will usk consent of the House 
that the hour be extended. 

Mr. BRUMM. I object. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 24, noes 


Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent that the morning hour 
be now considered as exhausted. That will relieve the difficulty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It wants but two minutes of the time now. 

There was no objection to the request of Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Regular order! 

JOEL J. Goss, 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2056) for the relief of 
Joel J. Goss; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


rinted. 
$ Mr. BANKHEAD. On yesterday, by mistake, I sent up what I 
thought was this report, but i found it to be a bill of the Forty-ninth 
Congress. I ask consent to withdraw that report. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


884 


SUPERINTENDENTS, RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H, R. 
6439) authorizing the appointment of eleven division superintendents 
of the railway mail service; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER NEAR OMAHA, 


Mr. McSHANE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6440) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or 
near Omaha, Nebr. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MONTHLY PAYMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. McSHANE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 6441) to secure monthly payments in the Army; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6442) for the relief of officers in the Army who have served continu- 
ously in one grade for twenty-one years; which was read a first and sec- 
ond ‘time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. LAFFOON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6443) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at 
or near the cities of Hawesville, in the State of Kentucky, and Cannel- 
ton, in the State of Indiana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


READING RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the special order 
fixed on yesterday to begin at the end of the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills to-day, and the Clerk will report the resolution submitted 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be requested to investi- 
gate all the circumstances connected with the alleged interruption of traffic on 
the Reading Railroad, and report the facts and their conclusions to Congress, 
and to exercise their power, if deemed necessary, in the interest of commerce 
between the States. 

Mr. CLARDY. I would like to have the original resolution read, for 
which this is a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce is hereby empowered and directed 
to investigate forthwith the extent, causes, and effect upon interstate commerce 
of the continued failure by the Reading Railroad Company to transport such 
traffic, and to report to the House by bill or otherwise, for consideration at any 
time, such legislation as is necessary to secure to the publi the regular and com- 
plete execution bya railroad company of its obligations and service asa common 
carrier of interstate commerce. Said investigation may be made by a subcom- 
mittee at such place as it shall deem proper, and the said committee or sub- 
committee is hereby authorized to send for and examine persons, books, and 
papers, to administer oaths to witnesses, and to employ a messenger and ste- 
nographer; and the expenses of such investigation, not to exceed $5,000, are 
hereby authorized to be id out 
manner now provided by law. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON], which has just been read, believing that there ought 
to be at least a prima facie showing of the truth of the statements con- 
tained in the resolution before recommending its adoption, instituted 
an inquiry which resulted in satisfying a majority of that committee 
that the resolution ought not to be passed. The facts asthe committee, 
ora majority of the committee, understand them are, in brief, as follows: 
In the month of December last, and I believe on the 18th day of that 
month, there arrived at Port Richmond certain cars loaded with flour 
consigned to the Philadelphia Grain Elevator Company. The employés 
of the Reading Railroad Company in charge of the company’s yard at 
Port Richmond refused to transfer the cars to the elevator company; 
and that fact coming to the knowledge of the railroad officials, the 
general manager issued an order addressed to the superintendent of the 
company, requiring him to cause the removal of the cars and to dis- 
charge such men as refused to aid in their removal. 

A number of men—five crews, it is stated—were in turn discharged 
because of their disobedience to the orders of the superintendent, 
whereupon the representatives of the labor organizations to which those 
ere belonged declared a strike, and the employés of the Reading 

‘ailroad, to the number of over twenty-five hundred, quit the service 
of the company. Ina few days thereafter the strike was declared off, 
I believe; anyhow the railroad company continued to do its accustomed 
business, employing new hands in some instances and in other in- 
stances taking back the old ones, 

That the statement of facts I have made isa correct one I think I can 
satisfy the House. On the 1st day of January last the men in the em- 
ploy of the Philadelphia and Reading Coal and Iron Company, a cor- 
poration whose stock I am informed is owned largely, ifnot anen f! by 
stockholders of the Reading Railroad Company, quit the service of that 
company because of an alleged violation of an agreement respecting the 


ofthe contingent fund of the House in the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 1, 


compensation which they were to receive. A short time afterward 
Mr. Corbin, the president of the Reading Railroad Company, published 
a card addressed to the public, in which he stated the facts that I have 
stated in regard to what is known as the railroad strike, and then en- 
tered upon a discussion of the miners’ strike, as itis called. To this 
card of Mr. Corbina joint committee of the miners and laborers of Read- 
ing and vicinity caused to be published counter-statements in which 
they deny specifically the statements of Mr. Corbin in regard to the 
miners’ strike, but left undenied what he said about the railroad strike. 
To this counter-statement Mr. Corbin published a rejoinder in which he 
incidentally referred to the railroad strike, and in reply to this rejoinder 
the labor committee published another letter, which opens with the fol- 
lowing statement: 

Of the railroad matter we have little to nothing to say, For that is not, and 
has not been made by any one with authority to speak for the miners, an issue, 

The Committee on Commerce had no testimony before them showing 
that interstate traffic had been interrupted on the Reading road a 
week, a day, or an hour, if we except the interruption at Port Rich- 
mond, caused by the refusal of the men to obey the lawful orders of 
the superintendent. On the contrary, it appears affirmatively that 
there has been no sort of interference or interruption with interstate 
traffic or any other traffic on the line of this road. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I presume it was notin the mind of the 
mover of the resolution at the outset that we should investigate any- 
thing but the result of that strike upon interstate commerce, there was 
a statement made to the committee that the Reading Railroad Company 
in making what are called its allotments of cars to the various mining 
companies in the Schuylkill and Lehigh regions discriminates in favor 
of some companies and against others, never forgetting the Philadel- 
phia and Reading Coal and Iron Company; that in fact the railroad 
company, for a series of years, has given undue preferences to the cor- 
poration to which I have just referred. 

I know that railroad companies do not ‘‘ walk in all the ordinances 
and commandments of the Lord blameless,” and I conclude that this 
may be true. 

But the majority of the Committee on Commerce, Mr. Speaker, be- 
lieve that there is a statute that affords all the remedies that can be 
afforded by any statute that may be passed at the instance of any com- 
mittee appointed by this House. They believe that any of the persons 
aggrieved, knocking at the door of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
in whose integrity and ability the whole country has confidence, can 
secure the relief to which they are entitled. The third section of that 
act provides— 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provisions of 
this act to make or give any undue or unreasonable preference or advantage to 
any particular persons, company, firm, corporation, or locality, ete. 

The application may be made by the complainants to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, or they may go into the United States courts 
at Philadelphia, and there, too, they will realize the truth of the maxim, 
‘Wherever there is a right there is a remedy.” 

The minority of the committee state that the Reading Railroad Com- 
pany and the Iron and Coal Company, to which I have referred, while 
having differentnames, are in fact one and the same corporation; or, in 
other words, as I said in the outset, that the owners of the stock of the 
Reading Railroad Company are the owners of the stock of the Coal and 
TronCompany. If that be true, andif it be true, asrecited in the minor- 
ity report, thatthe railroad company is in that regard violating its char- 
ter and acting in contravention to the constitution of Pennsylvania, then 
they ought to go into the courts of Pennsylvania and secure, as they 
would be able to secure, a forfeiture of the charter of the company. 

What is to prevent them from proceeding by a writ of quo warranto 
against the corporation if it has abused its charter privileges as they 
claim? ‘Their forum is in Pennsylvania, not in Congress, But, Mr. 
Speaker, while they claim that these organizations are one and the same 
thing, yetat the same time it is claimed that they are distinct entities, and 
that they have conspired together in order to affect the priceof coal. If 
that be true, then the resolution adopted by the House the other day, 
authorizing the Committee on Manufactures to investigate questionsof 
“í trusts” and all manner of combinations and conspiracies, would be 
applicable to this case, and I trust that it will not be the disposition of 
this House to make another investigating committee of the Committee 
on Commerce. I think one investigating committee during the session 
will be about all that we shall be able to stand. Ido not believe that 
an investigation should be ordered, but if the House determine to do 
otherwise, I trust that a special committee may be selected. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask my colleague one question, if he 
will permit me. 

Mr. CLARDY, Iwill. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that this corporation is operating in coal 
andiron. Now, coal and iron being protected by the tariffcome under 
the revenue laws, and I want to ask my colleague whether that does not 
give us jurisdiction to inquire how it is that protection enables these 
corporations to dominate labor? 

Mr. CLARDY. In reply to my colleague, I will say that, like him- 
self, I had presumed that there was a duty on anthracite coal, and I had 
constructed an argument, a right good one, on that presumption, but 
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I found upon examination that there was no duty at all upon it. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. And this is not an iron company, either. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, I think that when the House fully un- 
derstands the two reports that have come in from the committee, it 
will find no difficulty in adopting the minority report. I de not be- 
lieve, for one, in any half-way measures upon this subject. I am very 
frank to say that when monopoly combines to drive the ranks of labor 
to starvation’s point, labor has an equal right by every natural law of 
justice to combine and strike for living wages. The Reading Railroad 
Company can pool its interests with other roads to crush and grind 
the yeomanry of toil, but when the men upon whose bent bodies and 
bowed shoulders this great enterprise has been constructed and sus- 
tained are on their knees begging for bread, we are told that their ranks 
must scatter and disintegrate at the bidding of a lordly clan, who have 
organized an infamous ‘‘trust’’ to control the prices of articles of con- 
sumption and to corner the markets of this land. T utter this not in 
the spirit of demagogism, because I have neither the arts nor the 
aspirations of a demagogue. I utter it because I believe it to be the 
living truth. Iam the mortal foe of violence in all its forms, but Iam 
the friend of labor and of its sovereign power, ordained by nature, that 
by every peaceful method it may assert and vindicate its rights. 

The Reading mines are closed, and why? Because, as has been prop- 
erly stated here, the company has violated a solemn compact that 
it had made with its employés, and now commands them to sur- 
render, threatening that otherwise it will proclaim to the consum- 
ing public of America that that great channel of commerce shall be 
closed, and not a ton of traflic shall be freighted over it. In other 
words, this corporation says to them, ‘‘ We will unite the Lehigh and 
theSchuylkill mines, and we will soappreciate the price of this commod- 
ity, coal, that the overwhelming power of public necessity, speaking 
from every hearth and fireside of this country, shall drive you to your 
dens.” Shallthis bedone? I, for one, say never. Have we the power 
here beyond the power of the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
bring this great monopoly to bay? I say thatwe have. I say that un- 
der the power to regulate commerce between the States this body has 
the right to pursue this investigation as an independent body, and I 
am sustained by an unbroken current of authorities and decisions, from 
the case of Ogden vs. Gibbons, in 9 Wheaton, to the last case, of Texas 
vs. The Telegraph Company, in 105 U. S. Reports, in support of 
this elementary proposition of constitutional law. Now, gentlemen, 
I will ask you to give your attention to what I am abont to say, be- 
cause I shall occupy only five minutes more of your time. 

Do you know that the constitution of Pennsylvania prescribes in ex- 
press terms that this company has no right to carry on a mining busi- 
ness? Let me read a paragraph from the constitution of that State, and 
then observe what a fraud this company is practicing to-day upon the 
consumers of this country. I read: 

No maropo raea company doing the business of common carrier shall directly 
or indi y prosecute or engage in mining; nor shall any such company di- 
rectly or indirectly engage in any other business than that of common carriers, 

What does the Reading Road do to evade that provision? It has in- 
corporated a legal company, knownas the Philadelphia and Reading Coal 
and Iron Company, managed by the same directors, officered by the 
same president, controlled by the same agents and the same superin- 
tendents as the Reading Railroad Company, and under the mask of this 
legal fiction, that railroad company is now violating the constitution of 
the State that chartered and created it. But this is notall. Let me 
call your attention to a most remarkable feature in connection with 
this controversy, which I think will somewhat surprise the learned 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. RAYNER. Ifyou will give me five minutes uninterrupted, you 
can put me through a civil-service examination on this business. 
[Lanughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only want to ask you a question. ` 

.Mr. RAYNER. Just give me five minutes first. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only wanted to ask the gentleman a civil 
question, directly in the line of his argument. 

Mr. RAYNER. Allright. Ask your question, then. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the Reading Railroad is a company chartered 
under the laws of Pennsylvania, and if it has deviated from the busi- 
ness which is authorized by that charter in the direction in which you 
have indicated, would not a proceeding in quo warranto in the courts 
of Pennsylvania be the proper remedy ? 

Mr. RAYNER. Oh, yes! The courts of Pennsylvania are in the 
habit of granting these writs of quo warranto! We know too much 
about the courts of Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to say to the gentleman 


that the courts of Pennsylvania used the writ of quo warranto thirty or |" 


forty years ago, and were probably the first courts in thé United 

States to use it. As longego as I have stated that writ was granted on 

the application of William M. Meredith, one of the greatest lawyers of 

his time—no greater lawyer ever lived. I am referring the gentleman 

to the history of the law of the country as to writs of guo warranio. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We had Democratic judges then. 


Mr. RAYNER. The history of the law is in the law books. Iwish 
to call attention to a point which we think decisive in favor of the 
opinion of the minority in this case. I am not referring to prin- 
ciples, but I propose to give youa case in which this very road that 
we are now seeking to investigate was the complainant. I refer to the _ 
ease of the State of Pennsylvania vs. The Reading Railroad Company, 
reported in the Supreme Court decisions, 15 Wallace. Mr. Gowen, 
who was then the distinguished counsel of the Reading Railroad Com- 
pany, and afterwards its president, came into court and claimed that 
the Reading Railroad Company was not aState corporation, that it was 
a carrier of commerce between the States, that the Stateof Pennsylva- 
nia had no right to tax its freights, that Congress alone could do so in 
the exercise of its power to regulate commerce between the States. 
That was Mr. Gowen’s argument; it was the company’s argument. 
Now let me give you the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States upon this question, delivered by Mr. Justice Strong: 


‘The transportation of freight is a constituent part of commerce itself. Hence 
a statute imposing a tax upon freight taken up within the State and carried out 
ot it, or taken up without the State and brought within it, is repugnant to the 
provisions of the Constitution of the United States which ordains that Congress 
shall have the right to regulate commerce between the States. 


When this company is called into the courts of Pennsylvania to pay 
its tax as a company deriving its rights from the sovereignty of that 
State, it goes into the courts and says, ‘‘ The State of Pennsylvania has 
no power over us; Congress alone can deal with us, because we are a 
carrier of commerce between theStates.””. And now when weareseeking 
to investigate this traflic it says to us, ‘‘You have no power as Con- 
gress over us because we are a State corporation claiming our rights 
from the sovereignty of Pennsylvania.’’ 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will let me ask 
him a question, I will give him a corresponding portion of my own 
time. I only wish toask himrighthere whether he knows that any of 
these corporations are seeking to prevent this investigation—whether 
he has any evidence of it? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir; we have the evidence here of 82,000 stary- 
ing men turned out of employmentin the dead of winter with families 
dependent upon them for sustenance. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I did not ask the 
gentleman as to that. I asked him whether he knows that the Read- 
ing Railroad Company, or the Reading Coal and Iron Company, are 
seeking to prevent this investigation. I say for one, they are not. 

Mr. RAYNER. Then why not allow the investigation? If they 
are not seeking to prevent it, why not pass this proposition? 

Mr. Gp of Pennsylvania. Very well; we will passit. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. RAYNER. If you will pass it, then I am done. The only 
reason I am discussing this proposition is because I fear you may not 
pass it. [Loud criesof ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote!’?] I want but two minutes 
more and then I will sit down. We shall have plenty of time to vote. 

Mr. BRUMM. ‘The question is not yet ina shape to be voted upon. 

Mr. RAYNER. Before sitting down I want to say one other word 
to the House. [Cries of “ Vote !” “Vote !”] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. [ ask for order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to order. The 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] is entitled to his hour. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, this proposed reference of the ques- 
tion to the Interstate Commerce Commission will amount to nothing. 
You might as well refer it to the Chinese embassy or to the Publie 
Printer; you would get it back again just assoon. [Laughterand ap- 
plause.] What is the use of my friend talking about knocking at the 
doors of the Interstate Commerce Commission? You may knock there 
until the day of judgment. They never take up a case ex mero motu. 
Tt is proposed that we request the Interstate Commission to pass upon 
this question—not command them to do so, but politely request them. 
By the time they will have done with it these men will all have starved 
to death. 

Let us investigate thissubject; let us trace the trouble to the fount- 
ain-head. Let us discover, as I believe we shall, that this is a conspir- 
acy of capital, not of labor; and when we have done this, let us at once 
apply the most heroic remedies that legislation can devise to break up 
these infernal systems which, under the deceptive form of ‘‘trusts,’? 
are now overshadowing the prosperous homes and the business centers 
of this country. I know that it isa hard fight. I know that monop- 
oly, utterly unscrupulous as to the methods it employs, is an enemy 
terrible to encounter. 

It lies in ambush, and under the cover of darkness its poisoned shafts 
fall thick and fast. But let me say to my friends that, within my 
humble experience, I have never yet seen the day in the halls of legis- 
lation when honor that has no price and manhood that knows no fear 
could nt drive it like a skulking coward from the field of battle. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. CLARDY. Iwill take the floor and yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts for ten minutes. 

Mr. RAYNER. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr.Speaker, both the majority and minority of this 
committee desire to ask for an investigation, and it is only a question of 
method in order to secure the fairest, most intelligent, and most search- 
ing inquiry and the best results. I wish to state now that no request 
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was made, during all the discussions of this committee, from any in- 
terest or person directly interested, for action by 

It was rather singular that, upon the very day when these reports 
were made, a committee claiming to represent 85,000 people presented 
a petition asking for an investigation. 

Now, every member of this House represents a constituency of about 
170,000 persons, and in a general sense he represents a constituency of 
60,000,000, but he would hardly feel like signing a petition for all 
those citizens, and I very much doubt whether the 85,000 miners and 
railroad employés of Pennsylvania have placed their consciences and 
their judgments in the keeping of any committee. 

The petition appears before this House-coincident with the action of 
this committee, and while I do not charge that it has been ted 
by any member of this committee, or any member of the House, it is 
at least a reasonable inference that it has been the result of a parlia- 
mentary rather than a business exigency. 

But, sir, all this is immaterial to the issue, inasmuch as we all desire 
an investigation. A majority of the committee object to an investiga- 
tion by Congress Wecause we do not believe a committee representing 
Congress is the body to investigate a subject of this character. 

I yield to no man in my respect for Congress when in the perform- 
ance of its Jegitimate functions as the popular branch of the law-mak- 

power of the country, or as the custodian for a hundred years, and 
it is to be hoped for many centuries to come, of the rights and interests 
of the American people. 

But its constitution and character unfit it for such an investigation 
as this should be. Congress is a political body, made up of two polit- 
ical parties whose antagonism is emphasized at this time, and its pro- 
ceedings must inevitably partake more or less of a partisan character, 
and will just to that extent be impaired in value. An investigating 
committee of the House will be subject to the same infirmity. Its 
members will be made up of each political party, and there will prob- 
ably be two reports antagonizing and neutralizing each other. 

The history of the Congressional investigation during the last Con- 
gress of the strike on the Southwestern railroads illustrates this fact. 
The committee had a most important subject to consider—a railroad 
disturbance which involved an immense system of railroads and an in- 
terruption of interstate commerce throughout the country, and which 
was associated with violence, riot, and bloodshed. 

It was a subject which required probing to the bottom, and a com- 
mittee of this House was appointed for the purpose; the distinguished 
war governor of Pennsylvania, Mr. Curtin, was its chairman; another 
member of the committee is a distinguished member of this Congress 
[Mr. Burnes]; the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN], 
whose massive frame typifies his sturdy and vigorous intellect, was also 
a member of that committee. That committee spent much time which 
would have been valuable to this House, their constituents, and the 
country in the investigation of this matter. Did they come to any con- 
clusion? Did they throw any light on this subject? . None whatever. 

It isremarkable, Mr. Speaker, that they came absolutely to no con- 
clusion, and I can not characterize their action better than in the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] in his re- 
port, a oeaan of which Iask the Clerk to read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

If ever there was occasion presented in which the whole problem of railroad 

rtation, the powers and duties of common carriers and their relation to 
the public, the power of the General Government to compel the carrier to trans- 
port interstate commerce, and the extent, if any, to which it , Ín the exer- 
cise of that power, lay its hand upon the carrier, and the employés of such car- 
rier, through Federal legisiation, came up legitimately for discussion, it was the 
occasion in hand. No such discussion is had. But little, if any, consideration 
of the existence or character of the power of the Federal Government in the 
premises, and no discussion of the extent to which such power, if it exists, 
=~ afin gf used, nor of the means by which it might be exercised, appears 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That report was made a whole year 
afterwards. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It was made thus late not through any fault of 
the minority of the committee. £ 

Mr. DAVIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, after all this blaze we had a Tight 
to expect something better than ashes, or the unsightly and blackened 
embers of a dead controversy; but that was all we had. We had no 
advice, no policy suggested, no remedy proposed. I do not blame the 
committee for this, because, as I have already said, it was composed of 
gentlemen who were among the very ablest members of this body. It 
was the fault of their construction. They obeyed the law of their be- 
ing, and could not escape from their environment, and consequently 
that investigation had no result. 

Mr. BURNES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
seems to be oblivious to the fact that when that committee reached the 
Mississippi River the governors of three States were in consultation, 
unable to devise a proper remedy to quiet the excitement and suppress 
the disturbances then existing. Commerce was paralyzed; cities of 
that country were without business or life; railroad trains were stopped, 


_ and men were in the throes of anger and distress, were practically under 


arms. He seems to forget the fact that within twenty-four hours after 
the arrival of this committee in the city of St. Louis peace was restored 
and commerce made free. [Applause.] He seems to be oblivious to 
the fact that the committee, with the illustrious war governor at its 
head, made serious and earnest recommendations in its report to the 
House, after detailing all the facts and circumstances, which recom- 
mendations—— E 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the gentleman will not oceupy the floor longer 
in my time. I yielded to the gentleman for a moment, not fora speech. 

Mr. BURNES, I will yield to the gentleman out of my time. I 
say he seems to have forgotten the fact that this committee, in saum- 
ming up all the evidence taken upon that occasion, added a recom- 
mendation to the House and the country -—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I must object to the gentleman entering into a vindi- 
cation of the committee in my time. 

Mr. BURNES. I only desire to say, with the consent of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts and in response to his own statement, that the 
committee alluded to recommended seriously and solemnly to Congress 
to place every railroad employé under the control of the Government, as 
the employés of steam-boats carrying interstate commerce on navigable 
rivers and the high seas are placed by existing law. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will give the Clerk time to read the paragraph out of 
the brief time allotted to me, if the gentleman from Missouri will point 
out the page of this report on which any recommendation occurs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to state, as a member of the minority of 
that committee, that I never to any such recommendation. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishall be obliged to the gentleman from Missouri if 
he will point out any paragraph in this report, which is now at his 
service for that purpose, where such a recommendation occurs. .The 
gentleman pointed it out to me as he thought, but I could not find it, 
and I do not think that any member of this House can find it. 

The report was a nullity, and it is for this reason that we desire an- 
other tribunal. We desire a tribunal of a judicial character which can 
calmly investigate, in a judicial manner, all the facts and circumstances 
connected with this strike. We have such a tribunal created by the 
last Congress; a tribunal which has amply justified its existence, be- 
cause it has dealt most ably, and to a great extent successfully, with 
the great problem of transportation over the complex system of rail- 
roads in all parts of this country, numbering now over 130,000 miles 
in extent. 

It has brought order out of chaos, and substituted amicable compe- 
tition for destructive rivalry. An investigation of thischaracter, as will 
be shown by an examination of the twelfth section of the act creating 
that commission, is already within its province and could be proceeded 
with and a report made to Congress which, it seems to me, would em- 
body some general suggestions for future action as well as a remedy for 
present troubles. 

If the present strike terminates promptly, still there are great ques- 
tions to be considered, and some proper and efficient policy for the fut- 
ure evoked from the existing condition of things, on a full considera- 
tion of all the circumstances. There should be some remedy for these 
frequent disturbances which will at the same time protect the rights 
and the interests of labor. Noclass need quiet and freedom from 
these conflicts between capital and labor, which check production and 
obstruct the channels of trade and commerce, more than the working- 
men of thecountry. Such interruptions always affect their interests 
first and most seriously. 

Iyield to no man in mysympathy for the workingmen of our country. 
My life has been spent among themin one of our busiest cities, and my 
professional avocations have brought me into the closest relations with 
them in their hours of trial, sickness, suffering, sorrow, and poverty. 
I have closely observed for many years the struggle between labor and 
capital in that city, famous for its strikes, some of them bitter and pro- 
longed to the injury of both parties; and, sir, I have seen and hailed 
with joy the gradual approach to a better policy, which I now believe 
to be firmly established. 

Within a fortnight a committee representing the manufacturers of 
Fall River have met a committee of the operatives employed in the fifty 
mills of that city, and have agreed upon aschedule of prices which pro- 
vides for a satisfactory advance of wages now, and also a sliding scale 
to be adapted to future conditions of the market. Fall River having 
first learned in the school of bitter experience the lesson of mutual con- 
cession and compromise, has now the honor of teaching it to her sister 
manufacturing cities, who will not be slow to learn the same lesson. 

Our railroads must at some time adopt a similar policy. Meantime 
let us have this investigation iit some form—let it be colorless, impar- 
tial, judicial, and complete. Let us have a report from the commis- 
sion, which shall present the facts and their conclusions, and which may 
suggest safe and beneficent legislation. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, out of deference to what seems to be 
the wish of the House to order this investigation I want to say, and I 
think I speak for the majority of the Committee on Commerce, that if 
the gentlemen representing the minority will so amend their resolution 
as to take the committee from the House, so far as we are concerned, 
we will withdraw all opposition. 
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Mr. BRUMM. That is all we want, 

Mr. RAYNER. We will amend our resolution accordingly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will offer, Mr. Speaker, this amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. It is intended 
as a substitute for the existing substitute, and in order that it shall 
come within the parliamentary rules, I shall put itin the form of a mo- 
tion to strike out of the substitute proposed by the chairman of the 
committee all after the word ‘‘ resolved’? and insert before that word 
the preamble which Isend to the desk, to be followed by the resolution 
accompanying it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas when the 
resolution is read to call the previous question. 
aur: CLARDY. Ihave not yielded for that purpose. I retain the 

r. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas itis authoritatively alleged that a certain unlawfulcombination has 
been formed between sundry corporations and individuals for the purpose of 
unduly raising the price of anthracite coal, and in pursuance of said purpose 
have forced a lockout, whereby they have prevented the mining and shipping 
of coal from the Schuylkill and Lehigh regions, rapa’ entailing great suffer- 
ing and distress Sone eee of our people, and clogging the wheels of 
commerce: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That a special committee of five members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be appointed to investigate forthwith the extent, causes. and effect 
upon interstate commerce of the continued failure of the Reading Railroad Com- 
pany to transport such commerce, and to report to the House, by bill or other- 
wise, for consideration at any time, such legislation as is necessary to secure to 
the pants the regular and complete execution by a railroad company of its ob- 
ligations to serve as a common carrier of interstate commerce, and to investi- 
gate all the facts in relation to this matter, and to report the same to the House 
with such recommendations as the committee may agree upon; and that said 
committee be authorized to sit auring the sessions of the House, and at such 
places as it may find n , to employ a stenographer, to administer oaths, 
examine witnesses, compel the attendance of persons, and the production of 
books and papers; and the expenses of such investigation shall be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. CLARDY. I adhere to my proposition and ask that the orig- 
inal proposition may be reported; I mean the proposition reported by 
the minority of the committee. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question as to how any further time in discussing this 
subject is to be given ont. There are some members of the committee 
who want to say a word. 

Mr. CLARDY. Not wishing to interrupt my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania, I will say that I propose to call the previous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of That will be acceptable to us. 

Mr. RANDALL. The best speech the friends of this proposition 
can listen to is a vote of the House. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mightnotthe chairman of the com- 
mittee consent that the special committee should comprise more than 
five members? I think myself this is the proper solution of the sub- 
ject, to have an investigation by a committee of the House rather than 

y a portion of the Committee on Commerce. Let the Speaker of the 
` House select the committee, but let it compriseseven or nine members. 
And then let the investigation be started at an early day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY] calls for the reading of the resolution reported by the minor- 
ity of the committee. Is there objection to considering as pending the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas which has now been read? 

Mr. CLARDY. Lobject. I ask to have the resolution reported by 


the minoriiy zad: 
- Mr. DAVIS. I wouldlike to know what isthe exact position taken 
in this matter by the chairman of the committee, 

Mr. CLARDY. Iam now calling for the reading of the resolution 
reported by the minority. I said out of deference to what seemed the 
sentiment of the House, I spoke, I thought, for the majority of the 
Committee on Commerce when I said that I would assent to the ap- 
pointment of a committee, if it was a special committee; and if the 
resolution reported by the minority was amended in that regard I 
thought there would be no objection to it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to that proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY] calls for the reading of the minority resolution. 

Mr. RAYNER. I am willing that the minority report shall be 
amended as suggested. That reportas it stands is in favor of the orig- 
inal resolution offered by the gentleman from Kansas, which sends the 
investigation to the Committee on Commerce. Iam willing to accept 
the proposition on the part of the minority if other gentlemen agree 
with me to send the investigation to.a special committce, adopting a 
resolntion to that effect without any preambles or whereases. 

Mr. BRUMM. I desire to ask one question. If the report of the 
minority be adopted, amended as suggested, leaving the investigation 
to a special committee—the number I do not care about—will not that 
limit the examination to the railroad company alone? 

Mr. CLARDY. I think not. 

Mr. BRUMM. Let the resolution of the minority be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce is hereby empowered and di- 
rected to investigate forthwith the extent, ca and effect upon interstate 
commerce of the continued failure by the Reading Railroad Com; y to trans- 

rt such traffic, and to report to the House, by bill or otherwise, for considera- 
ion at any time, such legislation as is necessary to secure to the public the reg- 


ular and complete execution bya railroad company of its obligationsand service 
as a common carrier of interstate commerce. 

Said investigation may be made by a subcommittee at such places as it shall 
deem proper, and the said committee or subcommittee is hereby authorized to 
send for and examine persons, books, and papers, to administer the oath to 
witnesses, and tocmploy a messenger and a stenographer; and the expenses of 
such investigation, not to ex $5,000, are hereby authorized to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House in the manner now provided by law. 

Mr. RAYNER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “Committee on Commerce" and insert "a special com- 
mittee of five members.” 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I also call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland to the fact that in the following pÉ there 
should be stricken out the words ‘‘by a subeommittee,” and in the 
next line the words “or subcommittee.” 

Mr. WEAVER. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that it 
would be better for him to insist on his own resolution. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry, which is this: I understood the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 
CLARDY] to consider as pending the substitute which I offered, which 
was first read. That, I think, was the statement of the Chair at the 
time; and I would like to suggest this to the gentleman, that the House 
first take a vote upon the substitute, the preamble and resolution which 
I offered, and, if that be voted down, that we then take the vote upon 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Ray- 
NER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas is pending. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think if the Chair will look at the 
record he will find that the gentleman yielded the floor for that pur- 


et CLARDY. I yielded in order to have the amendment read. 
Now I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas that I am willing 
to accept any amendment enlarging the powers of the committee, but 
I do not think that the preamble to the resolution should stand. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well. If I withdraw the pre- 
amble will the gentleman then accept the substitute? 

Mr. CLARDY. I think I will. Let us have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a subcommittee of five of the House of Representatives be ap- 
pointed to investigate forthwith the extent, causes, and effect upon interstate 
commerce of the continued failure by the Reading Railroad to transport such 
commerce, and to report to the House by bill or otherwise, for consideration at 
any time, such legislation as is necessary to secure to the publicthe regular and 
complete execution by a railroad co:apany of its obligations to serve as a com- 
mon carrier of interstate commerce; and to investigate all the facts in relation 
to this matter, and report the same to the House with such recommendations 
as the committee may a; upon; and thatsaid committee be authorized to sit 
during the sessions of the House, ete, 


Mr. BRUMM. With the preamble stricken out the resolution does 
not affect the miners at all. If the gentleman will consent to inclnde 
the miners we will withdraw all objection. 

Mr. CLARDY. All right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inquire whether this 
is intended to be a substitute for the original or for the substituted res- 
olution, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the Chair please state whether 
the original resolution, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce and reported back, is before the House, or whether the question 
before the House is the resolution which was reported asa substitute by 
the majority of the Committee on Commerce ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the original 
resolution is before the House, but the vote must first be taken on the 
substitute reported by the committee. 

The Chair understands that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Ray- 
NER] has now pending an amendment to the substitute. Does the gen- 
tleman withdraw that amendment? 

Mr, RAYNER. If it does not meet the approval of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] I will withdraw it. I do not insist 
upon the amendment. 

Me. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I want to hear from the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] on this subject. 

Mr. CLARDY. There is objection. If this investigation is to be 
made, I trust that the committee will have power to go to the bottom 
of the whole matter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is what we want. 

Mr. CLARDY. I suggest, therefore, that an amendment be inserted 
including the Iron and Coal Company. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, All right. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I think I can suggest an amendment 
which wil] meet the case. I propose to amend the resolution so as to 
read in this way: 

Resolved, That a jal committee of five of the House of Representatives be 
appointed to investigate forthwith the extent, causes, and effect upon interstate 
ecommerce of the continued failure by the Reading Railroad to transport such 
commerce, and to report to the House by bill or otherwise, for consideration at 
any time, such legislation as is necessary to secure to the public the regular and 
complete execution by a railroad company of its obligations to serve as a com- 
mon carrier of interstate commerce, and to investigate all the facts in relation 


to the mining companies and individual miners of anthracite coal in connection 
therewith, etc, 
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Mr. RANDALL. If the A e pamar from Missouri [Mr, CLARDY] 


will give his attention, I think I can suggest a proposition in the nature 
of an amendment which, added to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] will constitute the better part of this propo- 
sition. Thecontroversy between the railroad company and its employés 
is but one branch of the inquiry. The much more important contro- 
versy is in relation to the difficulties which exist between the coal cor- 

rations and the miners. ‘The case of the miners, in my judgment, 
is a vast deal stronger than the case of the employés of the railroad 
company, and I therefore suggest that the proposition of the gentleman 
from Kansas be amended by adding these words: 


And, further,to indore see the existing difficulties in the Schuylkilland Lehigh 
ooe regions of Pennsylvania between the corporations mining coal and the 
miners, 


Mr. BRUMM. We will accept that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I accept that. I now move my reso- 
lution with that amendment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote must be taken first on the 
substitute reported by the committee. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask leave to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the substitute reported from the committee is withdrawn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Now, Mr, Speaker, I propose, in place 
of the original resolution, my amendment, with the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] added. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Kansas permit a sug- 
gestion? The resolution provides for the employment of a stenog- 
rapher. I will remind him that we have two stenographers for com- 
mittees regularly employed by the House under the law, and probably 
their services can be secured if they are not otherwise engaged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas, and then the proposition as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thata subcommittee of five of the House of Representatives be ap- 
pointed to investigate forthwith the extent, causes, and effect upon interstate 
commerce of the continued failure by the Reading Railroad Company to trans- 
port such commerce, and to report to the House, by bill or otherwise, for con- 
sideration at any time, such legislation as is necessary to secure to the publie 
the regular and complete execution by a railroad company of its obligations to 
serve as a common carrier of interstate commerce; and, further, to investigate 
the difficulties existing in the Schuylkill and Lehigh coal regions of Penusyl- 
vania between the corporations mining coal and the miners; and to investigate 


all the facts in relation to amara corporations and individual miners of anthra- 
cite coal in connection therewith, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. As I understand it, that last clause is 
withdrawn by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM]. 

Mr. BRUMM. No. Leave it all in; it does no barm. 

Mr. TARSNEY,. Mr. Speaker, only one moment shall I occupy the 
attention of this House. I regret very much, sir, that I have to differ 
from the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Commerce, but 
I think that we are getting into a little bit of confusion over this mat- 
ter. I want tosay to my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL], who has just offered his amendment, that I do not believe 
this House has any authority whatever to investigate local institutions 
within the State of Pennsylvania. It becomes simply an incident to 
the general inquiry which is contemplated by the minority of this com- 
mittee, with whom I am in hearty accord. As a member of the Com- 
merce Committee, who served upon it during the last Congress, and 
who has the honor toserve upon it now, I want to know whether these 
railroad companies are defying the law. I want to know whether this 
strike in Pennsylvania, as some people call it, is not a lockout forced 
by the railroad corporation itself. 

Now, I want to know whether it is true, according to information 
which seems to be reliable—information which we absorb on all sides, 
no matter from what source—that these thousands of men who are out 
of employment, and who with hundreds and thousands of hungry wives 
and children are suffering over in Pennsylvania, are not actually forced 
out of employment by this railroad corporation, simply for the purpose 
of raising the price of my coal in Saginaw, Mich., $2 a ton. [Laughter 
and ro om 

When you talk about interstate commerce, Mr. Speaker, it does not 
mean the method of transportation; it does not mean whether it shall 
go on keelsons or on wheels; it means traffic; it means trade between 
the people of different States and different nations And if we have 
builded up in our country these immense corporations that are combin- 
ing to absorb the very life-blood of the nation, then we ought to know 
it; and as a member of the Committee on Commerce I want to see this 
investigation go on, so that when the report comes back we may have 
intelligent and reliable information. 

Tam not here to fight a railroad corporation; nor am I heré in the in- 
terest specially of the miners, I am one of those who believe in the 
general equality of mankind. Labor will take care of itself, if it has 
an equal chance. But I want to say to you who are forming these com- 
binations, these great monopolies through this country, that you are 
simply throttling and robbing labor. I do not claim to be a laboring 
man in the ordinary sense [laughter], although I think I work pretty 
hard—more than twelve hours a day. But I am not here as a member 
of any labor organization. Iam here to say in behalf of common hu- 


manity that we should do all that we can to equalize the laws, so that 
all the members of the community shall have an equal chance in the 
world. Wedo not ask anything more. [Applause. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, let the amendment be 
read as modified. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the pending propo- 
sition as modified by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentle- 
man from Kansas, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a ‘ial committee of five of the House of Representatives be 
appointed to invest e forthwith the extent, causes, and effect upon interstate 
commerce of the continued failure by the Rai Company to transport 
such commerce, and to report to the House, by bill or otherwise, for considera- 
tion at any time, such legislation as is necessary to secure to the public the reg- 
ular and complete execution by a railroad company of its obligations to serve 
as a common carrier of interstate commerce, and to investigate the difficulties 
existing in the Schuykill and Lehigh coal regions of Pennsylvania between the 
corporations mining coal and the miners, and to farther investigate all the facts 
in relation to the mining corporations and individual miners of anthracite coal 
in connection therewith, and all the facts in relation to the matter, and report 
the same tothe House, with such recommendations as the committee may agree 
spop. and that said committee be authorized to sit during the sessions of the 
House and at such places as it may find necessary, to employ a stenographer, 
to administer oaths, examine witnesses, compel the attendance of persons and 
the production of books and papers; and the expense of such investigation shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 


Mr. CLARDY and Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, called for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I understood it wassuggested and agreed 
to that the committee should consist of seven mem 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not so understand. 
The question is on the amendment as read, upon which the gentleman 
from Kansas and the gentleman from Missouri demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I would like to move an amendment 
to provide that the committee consist of seven members, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLARDY. I have demanded the previous question, but with- 
draw the demand temporarily, and yield for a moment to my colleague 
[Mr. Burnes], who desires to have read a passage from the report of 
a previous investigating committee, 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts made an issue with regard to the report of 
Governor Curtin, claiming that it contained no suggestion of a remedy 
in such cases of disturbances as that of the Southwest strike. As an 
answer I now desire that a paragraph be read from that report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The power of Congress to deal with the situation presented by this strike 
must be found in the provisions of section 8, Article I of the Constitution of the 
United States, by which Congress is empowered to provide for the general wel- 
fare of the United States, and to regulate commerce among the several States, 
and to establish t-offices and t-roads. 

Con has already provided, Bx section 3964 of the Revised Statutes, “that 
all railroads or parts of railroads which are now or may hereafter be in opera- 
Son shall be post-roads, established as such under the authority of the Consti- 

ution.” N 

Having cited the express provision of the Constitution authorizing Congress 
to regulate commerce among the States, we need but refer to the statutes en- 
alol OAOE post-roads, and those regulating commerce upon the high 
seas, and on our navigable rivers, in defining the duties, obligations of, and penal- 
ties against, those engaged therein, as proof that ample power to control and 
regulate, so far as interstate commerce is involved, as well the rights and duties 
of the employers as of the employés therein, exists, and has been and may be 
further exercised. 

Mr. CLARDY. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, what is known as the ‘‘Curtin 
committee ’’? has been referred to here. The House will pardon a few 
remarks from one who was a member of that committee and who knows 
personally of its labors. The committee began the examination in 
Washington. It then proceeded to the city of St. Louis; after taking 
some testimony the committee divided,one part going South to Arkan- 
sas and Texas, the other proceeding to Kansas. These subcommittees 
subsequently reunited at St. Louis and completed the taking of the 
testimony, with a slight exception. The committee then returned to 
Washington. In the records of the report of the committee— 

The subcommittee in the Southwest was absent ten days, and in that time 
traveled 2,000 miles and examined 328 witnesses, Thesubcommittee which went 
to Atchison, Kansas City, and Sedalia traveled over 700 miles and examined 250 
witnesses, making a total of miles traveled from Washington and return of 4,880 
miles and an examination of 578 witnesses. 

Certainly the committee was as industrious in the collection of tes- 
timony as the most exacting economist could have demanded. Itdid 
this at a total cost to the Government of $4,002.40. Upon the return 
of the committee to Washington a long delay ensued in the prepara- 
tion of the report, and when presented I felt it my duty to myself to 
file with it my views as a member of the minority. As these views 
state more fully the matters conhected with such delay, I will ask the 
privilege of making it a part of my remarks. 

The minority report reads as follows: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

The undersigned is one of those referred to in the report of the ea pk es 
not being able to assent to all portions of that report. The report is divided into 
two parts: First, a narrative of the events antecedent to and during the strike; 
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and, second, conclusions arrived at from a consideration of the testimony. 
The narrative portion is the result of much labor spent in the study of the tes- 
timony, and the arrangement in consecutive order of the facts contained therein. 
The result is a clear and comprehensive statement, correct in the n. 

ln one important particular, however, this statement is defective. By inad- 
vertence, no doubt, one of the main causes of discontent on the Texas and Pa- 
cific just preceding the strike on that road is but incidentally mentioned in the 
report, and even that mention is not in its proper place in the narrative. Con- 
vinced that any history of this most disastrous strike must be incomplete which 
does not make prominent the grievances suffered by the sopie ya on that road, 
their abortive efforts to have those grievances redressed, and the angry and dis- 
contented feeling engendered thereby, the undersigned has thought it ih 
tant to supply this deficiency by giving the matter somewhat more in detail. 

That such grievances existed is abundantly shown by the testimony. They 
were of various kinds, such as reduction of wages below the point named in 
the agreement signed on the termination of the previous strike, iy tag Aga 
of wages at the rate of “time and a half for overtime,” as provided for in said 
agreement; no extra pay for work in water, or travel on Sunday and at night; 
small deficiencies in amounts of checks forwarded for wages earned, and other 
matters. The t ony taken by the subcommittee which visited Texas, as to 
the existence and character of these grievances, was so complete as to be con- 
clusive, and, in fact, after a few attempts at overcoming it on the part of the rail- 
roadofiicials, all further effort to disprove it was prectosly abandoned by them. 

These grievances not being redressed, save a few instances, the uneasy 
feeling left by the old strike was thereby deepened into discontent, and the way 
was the more easily prepared for the strike which followed. The failure’ to 
have these grievances was very unfortunate. The responsibility of 
such failure will be located by a moment's attention to the testimony as to 
methods adopted by the workmen to secure redress. 

It appears by this testimony that when a workman suffered what he felt to be’ 
a grievance, the orderly method was for him to makecomplaint of the injury to 
his local assembly. It was then investigated by the committee on grievances of 
such assembly. If his complaint was found just, it was then forwarded to the 
chairman of the executive committee of the district assembly, to be by him pre- 
sented to the officials of the company for adjustment. 

Many such grievances were thus investigated, found well founded, and for- 
warded to Martin Irons, chairman of District Assembly No. 101. No redress 
arriving, the parties aggrieved naturally sorrow that their evances had 
been presented and remained unredressed, Infact, a number who testified that 
ia d complaints which had been presented and which had not been recti- 
fied, when subjected to cross-examination admitted that all they knew about 
een re that the complaints had been forwarded and no redress had 

ved. 

The supposition that the officials had refused redress was undoubtedly 
stren; ned by the promise of the redress of ‘many other grievances” con- 
tained in the circular issued by Mr. Irons to the subordinate assemblies on the 
eve of the strike, asking for a vote upon the ordering of the strike, and as stated 
the discontent and anger among the employés were greatly in by this 
supposed failure to redress their wrongs. Upon the cross-examination of Mr. 
Irons at St. Louis, he admitted receiving these grievances, and said that he had 
presented but one of them to the railroad officials at St. Louis, and that one was 
Fier ae redressed. He claimed, in explanation of his failure to present them 
that these grievances were not properly to be presented to the chief officials of 
the road at St. Louis, but belonged for adjustment to the local officials stationed 
at the points where the grievances arose. 

Whether this claim be correct or not, it will be seen at a glance that, between 
the local assemblies and Martin Irons on the one hand, and the chief officials of 
the road at St. Louis and the local officiaJs at other points on the other hand, 
the apparently well-devised machinery for the redress of grievances failed in its 
intended operation and effect. Had the full fact been made known to the work- 
men that their grievances had lodged somewhere between them and the per- 
sons they were designed to ultimately reach, no doubt a kindlier feeling would 
have existed. Without this knowledge,and believing,and with reason to so 
believe, that their complaints had been persistently ignored, they were incensed, 
and who shall say, from their standpoint, that the: d no cause to be incensed ? 
At all events, all this largely prepared the way for a hearty co-operation by 
them in the strike when ordered, and largely contributed to their willingness 
to unite in favor of the strike being ordered, and no history of the strike on the 
Texas Pacific is complete without mention of this fact, 

As to the destruction of property and the assaults upon life which occurred 
during the strike, attention is called to the fact that perhaps in no State in the 
Union is there any lack of local law sufficient, if enforced, to protect both per- 
son and property. Certainly, with possibly an exception, by the faulty word- 
ing of one of the statutes of the State of Texas, the committee found the local 
laws already in existence sufficient for such purpose. That these laws were not 
enforced in some paos for weeks even, can not be bee Seapets but the fault lay 
not with the law, but with its sworn administrators. The protection of life and 

roperty within the confines of any State is primarily the duty of that State. 

he policing power is for the State to exercise, and if those charged with that 
wer fail to execute it, the remedy would seem to be, not the enactment of more 
aw, but a change of officials. 

And yet the fact must be recognized that the problem of railroad manage- 
ment and regulation seems to be rapidly ou wing State lines and is push- 
ing to the front for recognition and solution, hile the police powers are for 
the State, the security of uninterrupted transportation for the shipper of inter- 
state commerce seems to be within the power of the General Government to 
protect. Some | lation, crude, it must be acknowledged to be, and but ten- 
tative at the best, in relation to the transportation of interstate commerce, has 
been enacted by the present Con, 

The practical workings of that slation may suggest further and additional 
regulation and more complete remedies in the future. While we are wise, per- 
haps, in relying upon such workings oe additional suggestions for lation, 
still regret must expressed that thé report does not discuss more fully and 
exhaustively the various questions which present themselves to any intelligent 
reader of the testimony relating to this question of the regulation and control 
of the carriers of interstate commerce. 

Here was a strike which presented, in one phase or another, every question 
which can arise in connection with thissubject. The strike was unprecedented 
in extentand completeness. It covered,among others,a road already in the 
hands of the United States court. It extended toa demand for the severance of 
all traffic with another road in the hands of another United States court, All 
the roads affected were engaged in the transportation of interstate commerce, 
By the stop; of traffic large quantities of interstate freight were detained, 
and some of it perished for want of trans 

If ever there was an occasion present 


rtation. 
in which the whole problem of rail- 
r transportation, the powers and duties of common carriers, and their rela- 
tion to the public, the power of the Genetal Government to compel the carrier 
to transport interstate commerce, and the extent, if any, to which it may, in the 
exercise of that paren; lay its hand upon the carrier, and the employés of such 
carrier, through Federal legislation, came up legitimately for discussion, it was 
the occasion in hand, No such discussion is had. But little, if any, considera- 
tion of the existence or character of the power of the Federal Government in 
the peene and no discussion of the extent to which such power, if it exists, 
a ae sania used, nor of the means by which it might be exercised, appears 
port, 


The undersigned will not undertake such discussion. If other reasons forde- 
clining such undertaking were bb gen i the following facts would seem to be 
sufficient excuse. They are stated not by zay of complaint, but by way of ex- 

lanation. The committee immediately upon its appointment met and arranged 

or the prosecution of its work. It proceeded to the West, divided into subcom- 
mittees, and took testimony simultaneously at different points. It is confi- 
dently claimed that no committee ever traveled more miles, examined more 
witnesses, and took more testimony in a given time. The matter was probed 


to the bottom, every essential fact was obtained, and every effort made to ar- 
rive at an impartial ascertainment of the truth. This done, the committee re- 
turned to Washington. 


One witness, whose paw yas 4 was thought by some to be desirable, was sick 
and could not be examined. He remained ill,and finally died, never having 
rallied sufficiently to appear in answer to the subpwna of the committee. 
Meanwhile the committee were not called together, and at the commencement 
of the present session some members of the committee made urgent and re- 
peated requests forameeting. Finally a meeting was held, and the steps taken 
to sa cag § close the testimony. Another meeting for consultation was held, 
at which the undersigned could not be present. R č 

The first draught of a report was not presented to the committee for considera- 
tion until about the middle of February. It was referred to a subcommittee 
for revision. The undersigned first saw the revised report March 1, and it 
was first read to the full committee March 2, The undersigned exp his 
dissatisfaction with the report, and his conviction that it was then too late to 
prapori nate and supply the discussion which the importance of the subject 

emanded. 

It was then near the close of the session; important legislation was being 
finally acted upon, and the duties of the members lay in attendance upon the 
session. However, he obtained leave to add some supplemental views, and an 
adjournment was bad, as he understood, until 2 o’clock in the oon of the 
next day. Before the time fixed for such adjourned meeting had arrived the 
report wag, presented, and all opportunity to present and additional 
views w: an end, 

No bad faith in this is charged. Jt was, no doubt, a pare inadvertence, but 
the effect was the same nevertheless. The effect of this late presentation of the 
report must necessarilv be to prevent any consideration of the subject being en- 
tertained by the presni Congress, and the only benefit to the country at large 
of the labors of the committee must consist in the fact that a large mass of tes- 
timony covering every of a widely-extended, fiercely-fought, and long- 
continued suspension of operations on thousands of miles of railway has been 
gathered together for the study of the economist and the 4; age 

JAMES BUCHANAN, 


I do not know but that the concluding remark in that report about 
the ‘‘ only benefit,” etc., is a little too broad. 
The majority say in their report that— 

On the evening of the Ist of May a cor ndence was between the 
executive board of the =e of Labor, which was at that time in St. Louis, 
and members of the committee, which resulted in declaring off the strike, to 
take effect on May 3. 

And when they say further— 


The effect of the strike was and is a serious loss to the business interests of 
that section of the country; the public generally, the producing classes, the mer- 
cantile population, and everybody was caused to suffer even more than the 
strikers, or the railroads, for their losses were beyond computation. The loss 
to the strikers alone. 9,000 of them, for 50 days, at $2 a day, wouldamount to the 
enormous sum of $900,000; 

The loss of the non-striking employés, necessarily deprived of employment 
pending the strike, is roughly estimated at $500,000; . 

he loss of property. destruction of engines, cars, bridges, machinery, of the 
company and the loss of revenue to this company, taking the earnings of 1885 
as a comparison, was about $2,800,000; 

The loss to the genera! public certainly amounts to millions of dollars; 
and thus show the magnitude of the strike and the disastrous effects 
of its continuance, it must be admitted that any action of the commit- 
tee which hastened its termination was a benefit to the country. I 
have thought proper to say this much as to the work of our committee, 
Its work was done speedily and with a thoroughness none will question. 
Its failure to report in time for such report to be of value is not charge- 
able to the minority in the least degree. : 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY] yields to me, as I understand, that I may read an amend- 
ment which I desire to offer: 

Amend the resolution by adding the following clause: 

“And that said committee be, and is hereby, directed to inquire also whether 
there hag been any unlawful combination of large bodies of men to interru 
the business of said Reading Railroad, and to deprive it of freight destined for 
transportation by said railroad to points beyond the limits of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, and if such illegal combination is found to exist, to report what | 
lation is necessary and proper on the part of Congress to prevent and pun 
such combinations in the future.” 


Mr. BRUMM. I do not object to that. 

Mr. CLARDY. I do, and demand the previous question on the reso- 
lution and amendment. - 

The previousquestion was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment was agreed to, and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 145, noes 31. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 
Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 
By Mr. PLUMB: A bill (H. R. 6444) for the relief of Eliza Mur- 
phy—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 6445) for the relief of James F. 
Fee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 6446) for the relief of Hiram MeGin- 
nis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6447) for the relief of Edward Mar- 
cum—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6448) for the relief of Elizabeth A. “South—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6449) for the relief of John 
Moran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 6450) for the relief of John Bur- 
nam—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6451) for the relief of George P. Stone—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 6452) granting a pension to Robert Herrin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6453) granting a pension to George P. Stone—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 6454) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Harriet A. Howse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 6455) forthe relief of Ervin McCay— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6456) for the relief of Daniel Bentley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6457) for the relief of the Christian Ghurch of 
Marshall, Saline County, Missouri—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6458) for the relief of 
Colman Guthrie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6459) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to approve the lease of certain lands in the Quapaw Indian 
reservation for mining purposes, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6460) to amend the record of Rob- 
ert Walter—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6461) to place the name of Elizabeth White on the 
pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6462) for the relief of Henry L. Hawkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6463) for the relief of Paul Leary—to the Com- 


` mittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. RICE: A bill (H. R. 6464) for the relief of certain Indians 
who served in the armies of the United States against their own people 
when at war with the United States, and of their families and descend- 
ants from the operation of certain acts of Congress passed to punish the 
hostile Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 6465) granting an increase of pension 
to Abraham L. Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Christian Louth—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6467) granting a pension to Henry Keller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6468) granting a pension to Fritz Holzer—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6469) for the relief of Robert Phillips—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6470) for the relief of Nancy Murphy—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6471) for the relief of Thomas Caul—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6472) for the relief of Thomas Murphy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6473) granting a pension to Mrs. R. E. Ward—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

#Also, a bill (H. R. 6474) granting a pension to Amanda F. Deck—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-Also, a bill (H. R. 6475) granting a pension to George Harmon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6476) granting a pension to Henry H. Green—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6477) granting a pension to Charles P. Pool—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6479) for the relief of Albert H. 
Geering—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 6480) for the relief of Luzerne 
Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H. R. 6481) for the relief of A. B.. Acker- 
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6482) granting a pension 
to Eliza A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 6483) granting a pension to Thomas 
MceClannahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: A bill (H. R. 6484) to remove the 
me of desertion from the record of John Cronin—to the Committee 

ilitary Affairs. 


Pa Mr, J. H. O’NEALL: A bill (H. R. 6485) granting a pension to 
Riley Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 6486) granting a pension to Eras- 
tus H. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 6487) for the relief of John Mont- 
gomery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 6488) for the relief of Elisha P. 
Coffee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6489) for the relief of John C. White—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6490) granting a pension to Solomon 8, Cropen- 
hite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 6491) for the relief of Lowman & Co.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6492) for the relief of Robert F. Williams & Co.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 6493) granting a pension to Al- 
fred Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6494) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Williamson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 6495) granting a pension to 
Theophilus Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 6496) for the relief of John F. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6497) for the relief of William M. Morrison—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6498) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Mur- 
phy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6499) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Tunis Covert—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Changes in the reference of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely; 

A bill (H. R. 234) for the relief of David Morrow—from the Com- 
mittee on Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 651) for the relief of George A. Norton—from the Com- 
mittee on Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Resolutions of the Detroit (Mich.) Board of 
Trade, favoring the organization of a naval reserve corps on the Great 
Lakes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Charles E. Adams, W. H. Spalding & Co., and C. 
B. Coburn & Co., of Lowell, Mass., for relief from the hardship of tho 
TOE -license tax imposed upon those who sell pure alcohol only—to 

e Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of S. Abraham/‘and others, citi- 
zens of Attala County, Mississippi, to place salt on the free-list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers in the claim of Henry H. 
O’Neal; of estate of David Alexander, and of Michael C. Henderson, 
of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Ralph Watson, E. C. Keeney, and 
30 others, citizens of Riley, Clinton County, Michigan, in favor ofa postal 
telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BUTLER: Papers in the claim of George W. Pierce, of Jef- 
ferson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Elisha P. Coffee, for removal of charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition in behalf of assistant surgeons 
of the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the National Guard Association for an appropria- 
tion of a million dollars for the militia of the United States—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of Anne Lůcas for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolutions of citizens of Pocahontas, Va., in 

to duty on coal—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of John N. Hill and 28 others, of C. H. 
Welch and 32 others, of William B. Thurlow and 91 others, of Charles 
E. Staples, of S. S. Marble and 80 others, of General D. Tillson and 
200 others, of H. V. Lane and 110 others, of F. N. Tellison and 37 
others, and of George C. Dow and 37 others, citizens of Maine, for the 
erection of a light-house on Goose Rocks or Channel Rocks—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of S. S. Turner, M. D., for the 
relief of acting assistant surgeons of the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of O. S. Shepherd, for refunding income tax paid by 
soldiers during the late war—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of Josiah W. Bland, of Gabriel Warren, 
of W. P. Vanarsdale, of John Brown, of Benjamin C. Embry, and of 
Elijah Warren, of Green, and of Harriet L. Wooten, and of Eliza C. 
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Shoddy, of Barren County, Kentucky, for reference of their claims to | Also, papers in the claim of Charles F. Swain—to the Committee on 


the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. X 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Mahala Dexter, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. B. Stark and others, of Vermont, for a law to 
refund to drafted men commutation money paid by them—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the gold and silver beaters of the United States, for 
increased duty on certain articles—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. j 

Also, papers relating to pension daim of H. H. Buck—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, statement of Reuben Spaulding, relative to his claim for apen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, - 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition to grant soldiers of the late war 160 acres 
of land—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Iowa, for a national system of telegraphy 
—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of the Society of Friends of 
the United States, for the settlement of differences between the United 
Sans and Great Britain by arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign 

irs. 

Also; in relation to the poor of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition'of Elizabeth F. Carter, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Robert Herrin, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Society of Friends in convention at Richmond, 
Ts for international arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

airs. 

Also, petition of the faculty of Bethel College at Russellville, Ky., 
for an international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth A. Whalin, of Warren County, Kentucky, 
for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Two petitions of citizens of the Territory of New 
Mexico, for a reduction of postage on seeds, bulbs, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Papers in the case of Martin Barringer, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Robert C. Rogers, of Stafford County, and 
of George W. Virtz, of Hillsborough, Loudoun County, Virginia, for refer- 
oes of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of citizens of Essex County, Massachusetts, 
for a treaty of arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of New England Conference of Methodist 
Episcopal Church, for free admission into the country of certain Chinese 
preachers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Larkin Fain and of Scott Morton, 
of Jessamine County, Kentucky, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of W. H. Boswell, of Anderson County, and of John 
McCrocklin, of Spencer County, Kentucky, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers in the claim of Helen M. Breakfield, and 
of Rebecca Foster, of Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Papers to accompany House bill No. 183 relat- 
ing to the claim of George A. Norton, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers in the case of Mary Josephine Fowler, of 
Monroe County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Duluth (Minn. ) Board of Trade, 
in favor of a naval militia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of New 
York, in regard to immigration and importation of foreign laborers—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of James D. Harris and others, and 
of F. Bartendes and others, of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio, in 
favor of a Government system of postal telegraph—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of the Legislature of New York, in 
relation to immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of business men and other citizens 
of Springfield, Mass., for increase of pay of post-office clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Bearnard Teague, for relief from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr* STOCKDALE: Papers in the claim of Mary E. Hall; of 
Mary Buil; of James Stattings; of Winny Williams; of Mary E. Jeter, 
and of O. P. Wright, executor of Lucy Cordell, of Mississippi—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of A. Gales Lee, and of Col- 
man Guthrie, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 


By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Petition of Samuel Wilcoxson and 95 others, 
of Decatur County, Kentucky, for a system of postal telegraphy—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of numerous citizens of Colorado, for 
a law fayoring international arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign 


By Mr. WARNER: Petition of F. O. Allen and 55 others, and of Emile 
Docke and 351 others, citizens of the Fifth district of Missouri, for a 
national system of telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Maria Wilson, of Jackson County, 
and of John Wysjngear, of Colbert County, Alabama, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of Henry P. Stentz and 206 others, 
citizens of Huron County, Ohio, for a general pension of 1 cent per day 
to all soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late war—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: i 

By Mr. J. 8. HENDERSON: Of J. H. Gouger and 26 others, and of 
J. L. Cruše and others, of Davie County; of Henry E. Shone and oth- 
ers, and of A. Hampton and others, of Yadkin County; of William Go- 
forth and 49 others, and of John Nicholson and 30 others, of Iredell 
County, and of W. A. Austin and 41 others, of Montgomery County, 
North Carolina. : 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of 39 citizens of Old Concord, Pa. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of Hattie E. Wright and others, of Cross- 
nore, N. C. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Of W. W. Kidd and 27 others, of Getup, Ala. 


The following petitions, asking for the of the bill prohibiting 
the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages in the. 
District of Columbia, were severally referred to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

_ By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of 181 citizens ef the Ninth district of Mich- 


igan. 
By Mr. KEAN: Of 98 citizens of the Third district of New Jersey. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 2, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I observe that in journalizing the ruling of the Chair 
yesterday on which an appeal was taken to the Senate, the Journal says 
that the Chair held that the motion of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
RIPDLEBERGER ] was out of order under Rule XXII. I understood the 
ruling of the Chair to be, and voted accordingly, that the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PuGH] being entitled to the floor it was notin order for 
a Senator to interpose another motion. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That was a part of the ruling of the 
Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. That does notcome under Rule XXII. Will the Chair 
be kind enough to have that part of the Journal read again ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read the entry in 
the Journal. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


When Mr. RIDDLEBERGER submitted a motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution yesterday submitted by him to amend the thirty- 
seventh rule of the Senate, the ent pro tempore decided that the motion 
was not in order under Rule XXII. From the decision of the Chair Mr. RID- 


DLEBERGER appealed to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair suggests that the Journal 
would be correct if the descriptive words were omitted, merely stating 
that the motion was not in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I find on looking at the RECORD that the Chair 
does not appear, so far as I can see in running it over rapidly, to have 
mentioned any particular rule at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did mention Rule XXII, 
and directed the Chief Clerk to read it, but upon further disclosure of 
the facts in the case it appeared to be unnecessary, and therefore the 
rule was notread. The Journal will be amended by omitting, after the 
word ‘‘order,’’ the words “‘under Rule XXH.” The clause will be 
read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The President pro tempore decided that the motion was not in order under 


Rule XXII. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand with the 
The Chair 


words after ‘“‘order’’ omitted, if there be no objection. 
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hears none, and as so amended, if there be no further motion to correct | Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Jersey what 


or amend, the Journal will stand approved. 
PORTRAITS OF EX-SPEAKERS OF THE HOUSE. 


The following concurrent resolution, received yesterday from the 
House of Representatives, was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 


Resolved by the Home d esentatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 10,000 copies of the addresses delivered in the House Representatives 
on January 19, upon the presentation of the portraits of Speakers Sedgwick, 


for the use of the House. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bill and joint resolution, received yesterday from the 
House of Representatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

A bill (H. R. 1338) to extend the leave of absence of employés in the 
Government Printing Office to thirty days per annum; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 23) authorizing the printing of 14,000 
copies of the recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statis- 
tics, Treasury Department, upon wool and the manufactures of wool. 

The bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


STATEN ISLAND BRIDGE. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I present a petition, numerously signed by 
ties engaged in transportation on what is known as Arthur Kill, 
tween Staten Island and New Jersey, with respect to the structure 
now being erected over the Arthur Kill, known as the Staten Island 
bridge. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to simply make a brief 
statement before presenting the petition, as I wish to make a motion 
touching it. 

It will be remembered that Congress passed an act, approved June 
16, 1886, authorizing a certain kind of structure, to be called a bridge, 
to be built across the Arthur Kill by the Staten Island Bridge Com- 
pany, or the Rapid Transit Railroad Company, as itis called. At the 
last session of Congress that bridge was deemed to be so serious an ob- 
struction to navigation that I offered an amendment to the existing 
bridge law, before anything had been done by the bridge company 
towards the construction of the bridge under the act of 1886. 

That amendment was in form in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of a Board of Engineers appointed by the Secretary of War under 
the power granted him in the act of 1886, which required his approval 
of the plan of the bridge before they could proceed to construct it; and 
deeming that some information and some knowledge more than he 
possessed was necessary to authorize, or rather to induce, him to under- 
take so great and so important a work as approving or disapproving 
the plan, it was first referred to a board of engineers. 

He appointed a Board of Engineers consisting of five of the principal 
engineer officers of the Army, headed by Lieutenant-Colonel Duane, 
of the Army, and the report of that board was unanimous condemning 
thebridge. Atthe time I submitted the report of this Board of Engineers 
to the Senate I introduced my amendment for changing the plan of the 
bridge; they were both referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
very strangely indeed the committee reported back adversely my 
amendment to the bridge act, as I underStand, without ever referring 
it at all to the Secretary of War. 

The matter remained in this shape until, I think, in the month of 
December last, the Pennsylvania Railway Company and the Lehigh 
Valley Railway Company joined in a petition to the Secretary of War, 
conceiving that under a certain section of the act he had the power to 
alter the plan even while the bridge was under construction, and ask- 
ing him to change the plan of the bridge for reasons found in their peti- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to state some of the salient points of the 
petition, and then I shall ask to have it printed at large in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


The Pennsylvania Railroad Company and the Lehigh Valley Railroad Com- 
ny are very largely interested in the navigation of the Arthur Kill, and their 
nterests are seri y affected, and those of the public through them, by the 
facts and circumstances disclosed in the affidavits and v papan accompanying 
this petition, to which your attention is respectfully invited as demanding the 
exercise of the power in reference to the removal or modification of the struc- 
ture vested in you by the act of Congress authorizing the erection of a bridge 
over the Arthur Kill, 


Now I will read from a statement made by Mr. Sayre, the present 
general manager of the Lehigh Valley Railway, in which he says: 

If the bridge across Arthur Kill is erected as now pro; , it would, in my 
opinion, be so obstructive to the movement of the t ic by water and so in- 
crease the expense of such movement that I would deem it my duty to advise 
the said company to cease all further development of its said terminal facilities 
at Perth Am and to endeavor as soon as possible to secure some other loca- 
tion for its said business, and I believe that said company would take such ac- 
tion in accordance with the views above expressed. 

He further states that they have expended $2,000,000 for a terminal 
point for the discharge of coal from their trains at Perth Amboy. The 
Pennsylvania Railway Company at South Amboy have also an invest- 
ment of upwards of $3,000,000, and the Raritan Canal, which fur- 
nishes the only interior route of communication between New York and 
the South, is also interested largely. 


Varnum, and Ban 


became of a proceeding before the supreme court of his State? Some- 
body sent me a report of an argument made in that court two or three 
months ago, from which it seemed that this question had been sub- 
mitted to that court. R 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It was decided adversely to the State of New 
Jersey. I think an appeal has been taken to the full bench, but when 
it will be ed Ido not know. However, I will say to the Senator 
from M usetts that this matter only refers to the plan of the 
bridge, There is no objection on the part of anybody that I know of 
to the construction of the bridge, certainly none on the part of these 
petitioners, There may be so far as the State of New Jersey is con- 
cerned, but as these petitioners they only find fault with the 
plan of the bridge, and desire that a change be made in the plan. 

As I said before, the matter has been referred to the Secretary of 
WAS and the Secretary of War telegraphs me this morning to this ef- 

ect: d 

It is not before me in such a form that I can at present deal with it. 

I present this petition on the part of these two railway companies, 
and also in behalf of some 200 or 300 citizens of my State and New 
York State and Staten Island, who are engaged in transportation upon 
the Arthur Kill, and I desire to have this matter referred through the 
committee to the Secretary of War in order that we may get at the 
precise state of facts touching it. 

The actual bridge in part is there to-day, and a very correct judg- 
ment may be formed of the amount of obstruction it will be to the 
channel when the entire bridge is completed. I think one «f the 
piers—the center pier—has been located in the middle of the river, and 
it is that particular pier of which these gentlemen complain. It has 
only been built for a short distance above water, and certainly if any 
change is to be made in the structure—and surely it ought to be made 
with the evidence we have before us—it is much better that it should 
be done now than to wait until the entire structure is complete, and 
be compelled then to remove it, as we surely will be, except if be the 
resolve of Congress to utterly destroy this great water-way. 

The Board of Engineers of which I speak, whom the Secretary of War 
called to his aid, went upon the ground, examined the location, ex- 
amined the plans, examined the currents, and they unanimously con- 
demned the bridge. I will read a single sentence from the report of 
the board as to the importance of the stream. They state the amount 
of tonnage, which amounts to about 6,000,000 tons annually, and say: 

It is thus seen that so far as tonnage is concerned this is one of the great 
water-ways of this country, and indeed of the world. 

They go on to speak of affidavits made by gentlemen engaged in 
traflic over the Arthur Kill. The petition is signed by more than 200 
people—boat-owners who are engaged in traflic in the Arthur Kill. 

I need not go further and read the report, nor need I read the affi- ` 
davits, but I will call attention to a single instance. Here is an affi- 
davit of Mr. F. B. Morris, very largely engaged as a shipping agent 
and in trafficking on the Arthur Kill. He says that the cost of running, 
or the expenses of the towing line, have been increased about 30 per 
cent. since the erection of the middle pier, and when the other pier is 
constructed upon the shore he says it will be absolutely impossible 
without great cost, and he thinks it will increase the cost more than 
50 per cent. 

“Mr. Chase and Mr, Fisher concur in this view. 

Now, Mr. President, here.is practically an obstruction of one of the 
great water-ways of the country, national in its character, for what pur- 
pose? Simply to gratify the Staten Island Transit Company or the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad—for one are both and both one—in the 
attempt they are making, with the aid of Congress, in crippling their 
rivals in transportation by the erection of such a bridge as will compel 
their rivals to cross said bridge and locate upon the lands of the bridge 
company on Staten Island with their-vast terminal stations. This alone 
should cause us to cry a halt, to say nothing of the canal company, 
which uses this route as well, and saying nothing of the vast factory inter- 
ests along the route. The Board of Engineers recommend a structure 
which is accepted by everybody (except the company now erecting the 
bridge); by the Pennsylvania Rai Company, by the Lehigh Val- 
ley Railroad Company, by the Raritan Canal, and by all of these 200 
petitioners, who say they are perfectly satisfied if such a structure is 
built. They think it will not seriously interfere with the navigation 
of the river, and petition that sucha bridge be built, the cost of which, 
as I understand from competent authority, would not be more than 
$150,000 above the estimated cost of the present structure. I submit 
that the case as presented by these petitioners demands immediate action 
by the Senate. 

Ipresent this petition for reference to the Committee on Commerce, 
and I ask that it be printed at large in the RECORD. I also makere- 
quest of the honorable committee that they refer the whole Matter to 
the Secretary of War, and require of him an immediate investigation, 
and report as to what is proper to do under the circumstances. I de- 
sire further to say that it is my intention during the morning hour, 
when that order of business is reached, to submit a bill to the Senate 
to amend the bridge act so as to conform to the recommendations of 
the Board of Engineers, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
that the petition presented by him be printed at length in the RECORD. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. SHERMAN.. I hope that no such request will be made, and 
certainly, ifit be made, that no such request will be granted. I wish 
again to call the attention of the Senate to the abuse which has grown 
up in the last two or three years, in violation of the rules, by printing 
long documents in the RECORD, where they are not conveniently to be 
If the Senator wishes to have the petition printed asa document 
in the ordinary way for our information, a certain number of them, 
say 1,900 or thereabouts, for our convenience, in pamphlet form, in con- 
venient type, then it is well enough to have it done. I have no objec- 
tion to that; but when it is carried into the RECORD, more than ten 
times, yes, more than twenty times, the expense is incurred, and the 
document is placed beyond our reach for immediate use, and becomes 
a part of the perpetual memorials and records of the country. 

I make these remarks more fully now in order to call attention to 
the fact. I donot complain now of any particular case, but I have no- 
ticed lately that during the morning hour there is a vast amount of pe- 
tition matter presented and published in the RECORD, which is of no 
practical use for us in the current order of legislation, but is put there 
probably without thought of the expenseand troubleincurred. I hope 
the Senator from New Jersey will modify his request. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam as unwillingasany Senator to burden the 
RECORD with any matter that I think is not very important, but let 
me say to the Senator from Ohio, there is certainly no subject now be- 
fore the Senate that I think more important than this. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is the case, then there is greater reason 
for having the paper published as a document. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The copies of the petition printed as the Sen- 
ator proposes would of course be scattered, and perhaps would not come 
to the notice of any Senator, while if printed in the RECORD, reference 
may be made to it at all times, because every Senator has a file of the 
RECORD before him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, when printed in document form 
it is convenient of access at all times—a Senator can at any moment 
send a page and get it—while the copies of the RECORD are very diffi- 
cult to be had. I can not keep my copies of the RECORD, and when I 
turn to the files I find that they are probably imperfect and I can not 
get what I wish. At any ‘rate, the object of such a publication is 
merely to aid us in legislation, and as an aid to legislation it is better 
to bo pas in pamphlet form, and it costs about one-twentieth part as 
much. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The cost is less than that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Thousands of matters of less importance than 
this find their way into the RECORD, and I thinkit is a rather lateday 
for the Senator from Ohio to offer an objection to so important a matter 
being spread at large in the RECORD. The petition certainly shows a 
race of facts that the Senator from Ohio and every other Senator ought 
to know. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply desire to appeal to the Senator from 
New Jersey to withdraw his request that the petition be printed in the 
Recorp. I think the object he desires toaccomplish can be much bet- 
ter accomplished by printing it in documentary form, in any number 
he may desire in reason; there is no questionaboutit. To print inthe 
RECORD this petition, which I understand to be one of considerable 
length, with the names attached to it, would probably cost from twenty 
to fifty times as much as to print it in documentary form. However, 
the great evil is this: We have seen the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD 
swell in size until now at a long session of Congress it means ten or 
eleven, and, with the Appendix, sometimes twelve or thirteen, large vol- 
umes, and it is largely because of this padding, which seems to me to 
be entirely unnecessary. 

There is certainly no desire on the part, I think, of the Senator from 
Ohio or myself to combat this very important measure. I admit its 
importance. I have recognized that it is not only of local importance 
but of greatimportance to the country at large; but I think the result 
desired would be better accomplished by printing it in documentary 
form. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am aware that I have no right to have the 
petition printed in the RECORD if objection be made, and therefore I 
withdraw that request, and move that 500 copies be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and if there be no objection 
500 additional copies will be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not “additional copies,” but 500 copies. 

Mr. HARRIS. The limited number is to be 500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from New Jersey to ask for 500 additional copies. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask that 500 copies be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the order to print is made, 1,900 
copies will be printed; but if the Senator from New Jersey limits the 
number to 500 the Chair will take that number. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Nineteen hundred copies will be sufficient. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘Theorder to print what is called the usual number 
sends the document to certain places on file and we get only two or 


three apiece. If an order is made to print a thousand copies for the 
use of the Senate, you will get ten times as many apiece as to print 
under what is called the usual order. If 500 copies are printed in 
addition it would cost only a little press work and paper. I suggest 
a simple order to print 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, an order 
will be made to print 1,000 copies of the petition for the use of the 
Senate. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. ~ 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


.Mr. CAMERON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question on the motion, and 
declared that the noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. CAMERON. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL] wish to have his name recorded as voting? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
had voted, but the clerks did not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have a great deal of committee business to do 
and do not expect to be here. I therefore let other Senators decide 
the question of adjournment over for themselves, 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 25; as follows: 


The Reporter thought the Senator 


YEAS—33. 
Bate, Harris, Paddock, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Hawley, Palmer, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Hearst, Payne, Stockbridge, * 
Butler, Hiscock, Platt, Turpie, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Pugh, Vest, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Voorhees, 
Evarts, Kenna, Ransom, Walthall, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Reagan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Gorman, Manderson, Spooner, Wilson of Md, 
Gray, Morgan, 
NAYS—23. 
Allison, Colquitt, Frye, Plumb, 
Beck, Cullom, Hampton, Riddleberger, 
Berry, Dawes, Hoar, Sabin, 
Blair, Dolph, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Call, Edmunds, Morrill, Sherman, 
Chandler, Eustis, Pasco, Teller. 
Coke, 
ABSENT—13. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, George, Jones of Nevada, 
Bowen, Dav Gibson, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Farwell, Hale, Vance. 
Chace. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a petition of citi- 


zens of Pennsylvania, numerously signed, praying for the amendment 
of the laws of naturalization, immigration, and citizenship so as to bar, œ 
first, all criminals and pauper immigrants whose passage has been paid; 
second, to prevent landing of immigrants under contract; third, to de- 
bar from citizenship all foreigners who owe allegiance to any power, 
potentate, etc.; and requiring twenty-one years’ residence before eligi- 
bility to any public office or trust. The petition will be referred to the - 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BERRY. I present a petition from the Chamber of Commerce 
of Fort Smith, Ark., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of the Arkansas River. I will state that the petition is 
accompanied by statistics showing the amount and kind of commerce 
of the various towns located along that river. It also shows the vast 
importance of this river, not only to the people of Arkansas, but to a 
large portion of the people of Kansas and of the Indian Territory; that 
many of them are dependent wholly upon the river for the transporta- 
tion of their farm products, and it is their only protection and security 
against exorbitant charges by the railroads, 

I move the reference of this petition to the Committee on Commerce, 
with the request that when the bill making appropriations for rivers 
and harbors comes before them they will give it due consideration and 


make a liberal appropriation. 
The petition will be referred to the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the faculty of Adelbert Col- 
lege, at Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of an international 
copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of the Grand Division of the Sons 
of Temperance, of Wisconsin, officially signed, praying for a submis- 
sion to the States of a national prohibitory constitutional amendment; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I present the petition of J. A. Johnson, president of 
the Fuller & Johnson Manufacturing Company, of Madison, Wis. Mr. 
Johnson is a distinguished citizen of Wisconsin, of Scandinavian birth, 
who has recently published a very able criticism of the message of the 
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President on the subject of the tariff, and as the petition is short, I ask 
that it may be read. ‘ 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Reading it makes it go in the RECOED. 
Mr. SPOONER. It is very short. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It may as well be ordered printed in the RECORD. 
Mr. SPOONER. I understand that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the peti- 
tion will be read. 
E Te petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, as 
ows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
. United States in Congress assembled: 

The undersigned would respectfully petition your honorable body to abolish 
all import duties on agricultural machinery, such as plows, harrows, seeding- 
machines, hay and grain harvesting machines, thrashing-machines, straw-cut- 
ting machines, feed-grinding mills, farm vehicles, iñcluding farm wagons, that 
may be imported to the United States from countries that admit like machines 
manufactured in the United States free of duty. 

Your petitioner would represent that he is a manufacturer of agricultural ma- 
chinery at the city of Madison, Wis.; that he believes that import duties on all 
such articles of manufacture are superfluous and useless; thatthey only harm 
the producer, and are of no value to any one. 

Your petitioner would further represent that the law imposing such duties 
works harm to the manufacturer of the goods named in this: That there are 
citizens who continually represent that the import duties on the goods named 
compel the agriculturist to pay much higher prices for them than he would if 
no duties were imposed, which allegations, while incorrect and untrue, never- 
theless cause ill peeve on the ee of agriculturists toward the manufacturers 
of such implements, which ill feeling may be whoily avoided by abolishing the 
import duties on them. 

Your petitioner would further represent that he believes American working- 
men should be protected against foreign cheap labor by suitable import duties, 
but that the manufacture of agricultural implements is in such advanced state, 
and that our implements are so superior to those of foreign manufacture, that 
none will be imported if the duties on them be wholly discontinued. 

‘Trusting that Congress will take early action on this petition, your petitioner 
will ever remain, 

Your obedient servant, 


J. A. JOHNSON, 
President Fuller & Johnson Manufacturing Company, Madison, Wis. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I presenta petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, a highly respectable body, in the State of Vermont, pray- 
ing fora national commission to examine into the alcoholic liquor traffic, 
etc. I move that the petition be referred tothe Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 109 citizens of the Seventeenth 
and Fifth Congressional districts of Illinois, praying for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of James W. Bowman, of Pop- 
lar § Henderson County, Tennessee, praying to be alloweda pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of members of the faculty of the 
University of Texas, at Austin, Tex., praying for the e of an 
Tueoadona] copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on 

atents. : 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition of members of the faculty of 
the University of Mississippi, at Oxford, Miss., praying for the enact- 

@ment of an international copyright Jaw; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of A. C. Collins and 71 
other citizens of Marion County, West Virginia, and the petition of A. 
N. Campbell and 56 other citizens of Nicholas County, West Virginia, 
praying that increased compensation be allowed fourth-class postmas- 
ed which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

ds. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented a petition of citizens of the northern 
central section of the city of Washington, praying that certain improve- 
ments be made in that section of the city; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Colambia. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Joseph F. Little, a citizen of the 
District of Columbia, praying to be allowed arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of the Maryland State 
‘Temperance Alliance, officially signed, praying for a national commis- 
sion of inquiry concerning the alcoholie liquor traffic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 111 citizens of the Twenty- 
seventh Congressional district of Pennsylvania, praying for prohibition 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 119 citizens of the District. of 
Columbia, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5352) to grant an American register to the foreign-built 
bark Nordstjernen, reported it without amendment. ~ 

Mr. FRYE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1474) to grant an American i ie 
to the foreign-built bark Nordstjernen to report it adversely, the House 
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bill just reported having superseded its necessity. I move the indefi- 
nite postponement of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H., R. 5728) to amend the laws relating to navigation, 
and for other p reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 104) authorizing the removal of the Southern Ute 
Indians from the State of Colorado to the Uintah Valley reservation, 
in the Territory of Utah, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1376) for the relief of John W. Blake, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 258) for the relief of Maj. Daniel N, Bash, paymaster United 
States Army, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (H. Res. 81) to authorize the purchase of the 
lands necessary for the construction of locks and dams on the Cumber- 
land River, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report there- 
on. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1103) to provide for an Indian school at Carson City, 
Nev., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
38) granting to the Washington and Idaho Railroad Company the right 
of way through the Cœur d’ Alene Indian reservation, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1035) far the relief of certain volunteer sol- 
diers, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Red 
River of the North, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1669) authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad 
Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi 
River at or near Natchez, Miss., reported it without amendment, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 795) for the relief of the vol- 
unteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry, to report it adversely. 
This adverse report is made because of the fact that the committee has 
reported a general bill which reaches the object of this bill. I there- 
fore move that this bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1346) to authorize the Choctaw Coal and 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1129) granting to the Newport and King’s Valley Railroad Compan; 
the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation, reported it wi 
amendments, 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back a House concurrent resolution favorably with amend- 
ments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Sonate concurring), That of the re- 

rt of the Commissioner of Education for 1886-'87 there be printed 6,000 copies 
‘or the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 25,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner. 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon. 
will give rise to debate? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Notat all. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not propose to give up this morning 
hour for the consideration of anything except that which properly comes 
before the Senate in its regular order on the Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwill say to the Senator from Virginia that if 
the resolution shall lead to debate I will withdraw my report. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. ‘Then I shall not object. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Printing will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out of the resolution 
«60007? and insert ‘‘ 4,000,” tostrike out ‘‘12,000” and insert “8,000,” 
and to strike out ‘25,000’? and insert ‘‘ 20.000; ’? so as to make the 
resolution read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 'That of the re- 
port of et ee of Education for 1886-87 there be printed 4,000 copies 


‘ 


Is that a resolution which 
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he use of the Sen: 000 copi Representativ: 
eal 20,000 copies for re Eroa by oom s a 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the number heretofore ordered ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the number for the Commissioner of 
Education heretofore allowed, 20,000. The House desires 25,000; we 
cut the number down to 20,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How about thecopies for the Senate and House? 

Mr. MANDERSON. My impression is that the numberas reported 
by the committee is the same as heretofore ordered. At any rate, in 
the opinion of the committee, it is ample for the purposes of Congress 
that 4,000 should be printed for the use of the Senate, and 8,000 for 
the House. We desire, if possible, to reduce somewhat the expenses 
of printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think it isa good place to commence 
with this report. We might reduce on some other publication. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments reported by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was a: to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back a Senate resolution on the same subject adversely, and 
ask that it be indefinitely postponed. A letter of the Commissioner of 
Education accompanies it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the res- 
olution is omitted from the files sent to the desk by the Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ItisaSenate resolution to the same purport, to 
print the report of the Commissioner of Education, submitted by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puen] January 16, 1888, and referred to 
the Commitiee on Printing. 

The resolution was postponed indefinitely. 


BILLS INTRO®UCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. At the request of an esteemed citizen of this Dis- 
trict I introduce a bill, which I send to the desk, without committing 
myself to the support of it in any way. 

The bill (S. 1834) enlarging the powers of the Columbia Title In- 
surance Company of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1835) for the relief of officers of the 
Army who have served continuously in one grade for twenty-one years; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1836) to authorize the proper 
accounting oflicers of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the 
county of Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced 
by it under allotments made by soldiers from said county during the 
late rebellion, by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled 
**An act to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing 
the laws and protecting public property,’’ approved July 22,1861; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1837) to amend the military record 
of Timothy McCarty (or McCarthy}; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying pa pers, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1838) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
Mott; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Daniel C. 
Rodman and others, sureties onthe bond of Ozias Morgan; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1840) for the relief of the sufferers 
by the wreck of the United States steamer Saginaw; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1841) granting a pension to 
Mariah Scales; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to introduce a bill for reference, being 
a bill to amend ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to establish the same 
as a post-road,’’ simply conforming to the recommendations of the 
Board of Engineers. 

The bill (S. 1842) to amend ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to es- 
tablish the same as a post-road,’’ was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1843) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Florida G. Casey; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1844) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann Atkinson; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1846) for the erection of a public 
building at New London, Conn. ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 1847) for the relief 


of Carrie P. Machenheimer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on-Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1848) to grant a pension to 
Anna G. Valk; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1845) to provide for the appoint- 
mentof justices of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico 
authorized to determine the validity of Spanish and Mexican land 
grants in said Territory; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That should go to the Committee on Private Land 


Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moved its reference to the Committee on Territories, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to go to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was requested to ask that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Territories. It relates to a matter within a Terri- 
tory, and I trust it will take that direction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not chairman of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, but certainly if anything belongs to that committee it is 
that very question, which it has always had and has under considera- 
tion at this very moment of time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. IftheCommittee on Private Land Claims 
has jurisdiction, and is now considering it, it will not be necessary per- 
haps to have this bill referred to it. The Committee on the Territo- 
ries of the House has the same bill before it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see the chairman of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims is here. The matter is nothing to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the bill be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have not heard the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be read. 

The Cuter CLerK. ‘‘A bill to provide for the appointment of jus- 
tices of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico authorized 
to determine the validity of Spanish and Mexican Jand grants in said 
Territory.” 

Mr. RANSOM. Iwill simply say that that question, in all of its 
branches as it relates to the Territories and lands of this character in 
the States, has been for years and is now especially before the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. That committee has reported from 
time to time to this bodya bill on this subject, and it is now anxiously 
considering the subject. I think this.question, as I understand it, 
ought to go to that committee. I have no personal wish about it, 
however. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no preference. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask how that bill gets before the Senate 
under a rule aceording to which the President said we could not intro- 
duce resolutions without unanimous consent. P 

Sac PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not yet com- 
pleted. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The order of bills had been $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It had not been so announced by the 
Chair. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Chair did certainly announce that the 
order was now ‘‘concurrent and other resolutions.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of morning business has 
not been closed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I see it; but I ask if this is a bill that has 
to be presented by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Chair will receive morning busi- 
ness under any of the orders until the close of morning business is an- 
nounced. Will the Senate agree to the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina to refer the bill to the Committee on Territories? 

Mr. PLATT. If this bill or one similar in its features is now under 
consideration by the Committee on Private Land Claims, Ido not know 
that I shall insist that the bill go to the Committee on Territories. I 
have not had time to examine the bill sufficiently to be informed upon 
that subject, but I do want to say that I think several of the commit- 
tees of this body have in some way come to have jurisdiction of many 
matters that ought to be within the consideration of the Committee on 
Territories; in other words, that the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Territories seems at least, not particulariy by this Congress, to haye 
been shorn, so that a good many matters which they ought with ref- 
erence to the consistency of legislation to consider are parceled out 
among many different committees of this body. 

Mr. BUTLER. The facts about this bill are simply these: It was 
brought to me by the governor of the Tegritory of New Mexico, Gov- 
ernor Ross, a former Delegate from that Territory, Mr. Manzanares, 
and two other very respectable, intelligent, and reputable gentlemen 
from that Territory whom I had not met before. In a general confer- 
ence in regard to the affairs of New Mexico the fact was mentioned 
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that they were extremély anxious to have these uted titles settled 
by some tribunal, It seems under some treaty with Mexico or Spain 


the courts of the Territory of New Mexico liave no jurisdiction of the 
questions, and this bill is intended to organize a special tribunal to 
which all questions arising under the land grants may be submitted. 
These gentlemen, with great force itseemed to me, objected to be con- 
cerned in any measure which involved the land question in other Ter- 
ritories. This bill relates exclusively to New Mexico, and I suggested 
that it seemed to me, as it related to a matterconcerning the Territory 
of New Mexicd, the Committee on Territories was the proper commit- 
tee before which this bill should go, and hence I have asked that ref- 
erence. 

Now, in regard to the Committee on Private Land Claims having 
jurisdiction of bills similar to this, I think my friend from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. RANsom] and my friend from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] are 
mistaken. They may have bills which relate—— 

Mr. RANSOM. If I may correct my friend from South Carolina, I 
will state to him that this identical bill which has been introduced here 
has been sent by a gentleman of whom he speaks to the Private Land 
Claims Committee. 


Mr. BUTLER. Iam sure the Senator from North Carolina is mis- 
taken. 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The bills are different. 

Mr. RANSOM. Are they different? 

Mr. BUTLER. They are. 

Mr. RANSOM. The governor of the Territory, of whom he speaks, 


has sent to the Committee on Private Land Claims a bill which he 
represents to be a proper bill, and which is now under consideration 
before that committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a difference in the two, so I am informed. 
This bill relates alone to New Mexico. ‘The other bill relates to other 
Territories, Arizona and others. So I shall insist on the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We may as well take the judgment of the Senate 
once for all in respect to the disposition of this particular business. 

It is true, no doubt, as the Senator from South Carolina states, that 
the bill he now presents is drawn up with phrases which would confine 
it to the private land claims in the Territory of New Mexico; and 
another might be drawn confined to the private land claims in the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona, and another might be drawn which would confine it 
to the private land claims in the State of Nevada, and in Colorado, and 
soon. Itis very easy for the draughtsman of a bill to limitit to one State 
or to one Territory, but all these grants that are spoken of, Mexican 
and Spanish, are now brought forward and must be under one treaty. 
The Spanish ones are almost entirely in Lonisiana; but they mainly 
arise under the treaty with Mexico, Everyone of the claims under the 
Mexican negotiation is a claim for private grants that Congress is asked 
to confirm upon the supposition that the holders have notalready gota 
perfect title. As far as they have, the judicial courts of each Territory 
and of each State have just the same jurisdiction in those cases that they 
have in any others arising between citizens. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I ask the Senator from Vermont is it true or 
not that the courts of the Territory have not jurisdiction of these cases? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis true that they have perfect jurisdiction of 
every case where a man alleges that he has got a title under Mexico or 
Spain or anybody else; but where he has nota title, and appeals to further 
legislation for some kind of action to confirm his grant to him, which 
had not been completely confirmed when the sovereignty changed in 
1848, then the courts have not jurisdiction, not because they have not 
jurisdiction of every question of legal and equitable private right be- 
tween everybody, but because the man in the case I state has not any 
right which a court of law or a court of equity can recognize. That is 
the only reason why they have not jurisdiction. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why can a court not recognize it? Because of the 
treaty stipulation ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. Because the man has not a title, and aman 
who sues in a court to get somebody off his land or to get into it, of 
course, has to stand on the title that he can make out. If a man had 
not a perfect Mexican grant when the sovereignty changed and it has 
not since been confirmed by Congress, he would fail for want of title, 
just as I should fail in the courts of South Carolina in suing my friend 
-to get possession of his plantation. The court has jurisdiction of the 
question, but I can not prove my case because I have not got the title. 

That is all the trouble there is about what I call want of priate 
which isamisnomer. It is purely and simply the case of the consid- 
eration of the private land claims of people who claim to have got 
incomplete and imperfect grants from the Government of Mexico, which 
they say the Government of the United States under treaty is bound to 
recognize. Accordingly, bills have been as to California, a long 
time hitherto, creating a commission in that State for this purpose, and 
then an appeal to the courts, and so on to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

The Senate on reports from the Committee on Private Land Claims 
has three or four times, after full discussion, a bill for settlin, 
all these claims under the Mexican treaty by one set of procedure, an! 


naming both the Territories and the States that have parts of the old 
Mexican or Spanish territory within their borders, so as to dispose of 
that suites © altogether, and thereis nothing in regard to it that 
has anything to do with Territorial lines or State lines, It is nota 
Territorial matter in any other sense than that every matter is of in- 
terest to the people where the question arises, so that it is, as it re- 
spects the thing to be done, purely a matter of private land claims. 
As it respects the mode of doing it, creating more judges, itis a matter 
that for twenty years I know has always been sent to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. But I care nothing about that; I only want to pre- 
serve to the different committees of the Senate the subjects that clearly 
in their very nature and necessarily belong to them. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I should like to have the 


bill read, whatever it is, by title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be reported by title. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘‘A bill to provide for the appointment of jus- 
tices of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico authorized 
to determine the validity of Spanish and Mexican land grants in said 
Territory.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I believe there is nothing that circum- 
scribes what a Senator shall say here in respect to any pending bill; 
and seeing, as I must this morning, that the morning hour is to be passed 
over before resolutions under the rule, concurrent and other resolutions, 
shall be called for, I may avail myself, possibly, ofan opportunity that 
some other Senators sometimes avail of to debate the tariff on some 
proposition that does not in anywise relate to the tariff. 

If I understand the rules of the Senate they distinctly lay down reg- 
ular orders of procedure, and when we reach the order of “concurrent 
and other resolutions” nothing can be introduced except that which 
belongs to that order, unless by unanimous consent. The Chair this 
morning has, according to my wnderstanding, changed that rule, and 
said that the Chair would receive any business during the morning 
hour without regard to these orders. If that be the case, then the rest 
of the morning hour is as open to the other Senators as it possibly can 
be to the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will not the Senator allow me to have this matter 
disposed of? I will introduce some other subject on which he can 
speak. Iam obliged to leave the Senate Chamber and want this mat- 
ter disposed of. If the Senator will give way to have this motion acted 
upon, I shall be obliged to him. . 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam afraid the Senator wants to dispose 
of the matter I have in hand at the same time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not atall. I will promise the Senator from Vir- 
ginia that I shall not disturb him in theslightest between now and to- 
morrow morning, if he desires to hold the floor until that time, if he 
will allow this matter to be dis of. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I have en- 
tire confidence in any statement he may make about a matter of this 
sort, but the Chair intervenes between the Senator from South Caro- 
lina and the Senate, and while I have the utmost confidence there, still 
I think I can debate the bill'now before the Senate in my way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would inform the Sena= 
tor from Virginia that the next order will be ‘‘concurrent-and other 
resolutions ’’ after this question is disposed of. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, ‘The Senator from Virginia does not need 
that information, because he heard the Chair announce that nearly fif- 
teen or twenty minutes ago. I yield now to the Senator from South 
Carolina to let ‘‘concurrent and other resolutions ” be called up, but I 
do not want an executive session before this morning hour closes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the motion 
of the Senator from South Carolina t? refer the bill, whose title has 
been read, to the Committee on Territories? 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to make one single statement, that this bill 
has never been introduced into the Senate at this session before. I am 
just informed that several copies have been sent to iridividual members 
of different committees, but in point of fact this bill has not been in- 
troduced into the Senate before, 

Mr. RANSOM. This is the correct statement: This bill was sent to 
the Senator from Vermont and by him referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did he introduce it? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, he did notintroduceit, but he referred it to the 
committee, and it isnow before the committee in connection with a bill 
regularly introduced on the same subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. That confirms the correctness of my statement that 
it has not been introduced before at this session at all, and I am very 
frank to state thatit is substantially a copy of one which is before another 
forum which it is not necessary for me to mention, and in that body it 
has been referred to its Committee on Territories. 

I will state while Iam on my feet that the people of New Mexico 
have been struggling for years and years to get some Congressional 
action upon this question, and I am informed that the settlement of the 
Territory is very tly impeded by reason of the unsettled land claims; 
that the desire of the people of the Territory is to have some action by 
Congress, by some committee. 

Inasmuch as this is the first time this bill has been introduced I sub- 
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mit to the Senate that it is entirely competent that it should go to the 
Committee on Territories, which has jurisdiction of all matters relating 
totheTerritories. Itis entirely germane, entirely legitimate and proper. 
I agree with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories, that a great many questions should 
have been referred to that committee which have gone to others. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, the questions involved in thesettle- 
mentof private land claims occasioned the formation of the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. The very subject-matter of this bill sug- 
gested the organization of that committee years ago. These matters 
formerly sometimes went to the Judiciary Committee and sometimes 
to the Committee on Public Lands; but as they were questions involv- 
ing special considerations, a committee was organized for the purpose 

` of considering them, and it has had the matter under consideration for 
the last fifteen or twenty years, and reports have been made to the 
Senate, I believe, at nearly every session of some bill, but it has failed 
between the two Houses. 

The committee now haying the matter under consideration has given 
‘it careful attention and will, we hope, be able to report in a few days.* 
Ifthe matter should now betransferred to the Committee on Territories 
it may be some months before they can familiarize themselves with the 
whole subject and make a report. It is a new subject to them, and 
that committee has already a great deal of business before it which 
would make it impossible to consider this, and I believe that the peo- 
ple of New Mexico will be better served if we allow this whole subject- 
matter to remain where it is and where it is being orderly considered. 

Tt does not relate to New Mexico alone, but relates to all the Terri- 
tories and States where citizens have title to landin the territory ceded 
to the United States by the Guadalupe-Hidalgo treaty and the Gads- 
den treaty. Wherever the land may be situated the questions are the 
same, resulting from the same laws; and it is a matter of considerable 
difficulty to investigate; ittakes time. If thesubject should be taken 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims and placed in the hands 
of the Committee on Territories, I am certain much time will be oc- 
cupied before that committee will be competent to make a report on the 
subject. So I would suggest to the Senator from South Carolina that 
it would be better to send this bill to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 


Ordered, That the Smowing pre be taken from the files and referred tothe 
Committee on Education an bor: $ 

Resolutions of the Alabama Legislature, commending the proposed national 
colored industrial exposition, 

Petitions of citizens, white and colored, of Alabama, for Congressional aid to 
the proposed national colored industrial exposition. = 

Resolutions of the Tennessee Legislature, commending national colored in- 
dustrial exposition to favorable consideration of Congress, 

Also, petition of Colored World’s Fair Association. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of James White be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
THE PRESIDENT'S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. PLATT. I think this is a proper time to say that on Monday 
morning next I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to listen to some 
remarks from myself on the motion to refer the President’s message to 
the Committee on Finance. I understand that the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. SAULSBURY] has given notice of some remarks on another 
subject at that time. I do not wish to interfere with his remarks. 


INDIAN WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. DOLPH. Yesterday I gave notice that on to-morrow I would 
call up the bill (S. 63) for payment of balance unpaid on Oregon and 
Washington Territory Indian war claims for suppression of Indian hos- 
tilities in 1855 and 1856, as found due by commission appointed by 
Secretary of War, consisting of General Rufus Ingalls, Capt. A. J. Smith, 
and Hon. L. F. Grover, pursuant to act of Congress, and disallowed by 
Third Auditor of the Treasury, as per his report of February 7, 1860, 
for the purpose of submitting some remarks upon it and having it re- 
ferred. I will now renew my notice, as the Senate has agreed to ad- 
journ over until Monday, for Tuesday next after the expiration of 
morning business, when I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill for the 
eck tgs of allowing me to make some remarks upon it and have it re- 
err 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further bills or joint 
resolutions to be introduced, concurrent and other resolutions are in 
order. Are there resolutions concurrent or other? If there are none 
the Chair lays before the Senate the first resolution on the Calendar of 
xesolutions heretofore submitted. 


XIX—— 57 


Mr. PLUMB. Does the order of resolutions on a former day take 
precedence of those to be now introduced ? 

The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. The Chair will receive resolutions 
now introduced. aoe 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer a resolution and ask its present consideration, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia objects. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution must be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be read. 
_ Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object to its consideration, not to its read- 
ing. - 

LAND OFFICE FEES. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. PLUMB, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether the charges made by registers and receivers of land offices for redycing 
to writing testimony in contest and other cases is greater than the cost ot per- 
forming such service, and, if so, whether, in view of the financial needs of those 
called on to pay these charges, the same might not properly be reduced to an 
amount sufficient only to cover the cost of the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule. 
MILITARY CEMETERY AT MOUND CITY, KANS. 
Mr. PLUMB. Ioffer the following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate as to 
whether the mili cemetery at Mound City, Kans., is under the charge of his 
Department, and, if so, whether adequate means have been taken for its care 
and protection. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia objects, 
and the resolution lies over under the rule until to-morrow. The first 
resolution coming over from a former day will now be read. 


THE MAIL SERVICE. 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB Jan- 
nary 30, 1888, as follows: 


Whereas there have been for many months serious complaints as to the inef- 
ficient character of the mail service, especiaily in the West and South; and the 
same continue, indicating that the trouble is of a permanent character: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be instructed to 
make thorough inquiry into the cause of such ineflicient mail service, and re- 
port to the Senate their conclusions thereon, with suggestions as to remedy. 


Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator from Kansas to accept an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to submit remarks on the resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I rise to a point of order. I inquire 
whether my objection does not carry that resolution over until to-mor- 


row. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not under the rules. This resolu- 
tion was offered on a former day and objected to, and then it went over 
under the rules, and is, under the practice of the Senate, now entitled 
to consideration. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. This is not either of the resolutions offered 
to-day, then ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 

Mr. PLUMB. It was not my purpose in introducing this resolution 
to get up anything which could be called a partisan debate or to in- 
troduce any suggestion of a partisan character into the consideration 
of the resolution. But a condition of things exists, by common con- 
sent, in the Western country in regard to the mail service which ought 
to be rectified; and I did not myself enlarge, for what I conceived to 
be sufficient reasons, upon the existing condition of things, and I re- 
flected upon nobody in any serious way. I might have multiplied the 
testimony on the subject of the inefficiency of the mail service in the 
Western country very largely. I do not think it will be necessary to 
rely on newspapers alone, but the mails received by members of this 
body and of the other House are burdened with complaints of a simi- 
lar character. I donot think I have opened my mail for a week with- 
out at least one complaint being contained in it, either formally made 
directly or incidentally in connection with communications on other 
subjects. 

It is not a subject to be considered in connection with any partisan 
aspect of the case, but with reference merely to the public convenience, 
which is not being served by the Post-Office Department as it ought to 
be. There was no necessity for excuses of the kind which had beef 
made by the various Senators who have spoken on this subject in de- 
fense of the Department, and there is no recommendation in the report 
of the Postmaster-General that touches upon this case even remotely. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGANn] said that if I would con- 
sider the report of the Postmaster-General I would find there recom- 
mendations which covered everything necessary to make the service 
what it ought to be, and the lack of which was not the faultof the Pi¢t- 
master-General, but the fault of Congress, first, because Congress did 
not make adequate appropriations for carrying on the service, and, sec- 
ond, because they did not provide such compensation for employés as 
they ought to have, considering the value of their servicesand the very 
great acceptability with which they were rendered, 
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That is an entire mistake. As I said, there is no recommendation 
in the report of the Postmaster-General that goes to this question at all. 
There are recommendations, I have no doubt valuable ones, relating 
to the book-keeping of the Department, to the system of accounts, to 
the method of their adjustment, and to determining responsibility, and 
so on. I have no doubt they are good suggestions. The late Post- 
master-General had great merit in that direction as a man of system, 
a man haying ability to organize the force under his immediate control 
in the Department for the purpose of performing the duties imposed 
on that force by law. But with reference to all the matters that per- 
tain to the gathering up, to the carrying, and to the distribution of 
mail matter, the Postmaster-General has as absolute a discretion as 
though he were the emperor of America. Under the law, every clerk 
in every post-office is paid a compensation fixed by the Postmaster- 
General. The law imposes no terms whatever. He may pay- $500, 
$200, a thousand dollars, or $5,000, if he sees fit. Unlike the compen- 
sation of postiasters, which is regulated by law, the employés under 
them have a compensation which the Postmaster-General himself de- 
termines. He not only determines their compensation, but he deter- 
mines absolutely their number. ‘The whole force is discretionary to 
the last degree. There are no classifications and no grades in all this 
force. 

When it comes to the employés known as postal clerks or route agents, 
or both in common phrase, the difference is just this: The law provides 
that they shall be classified and says what the compensation of the 
different grades shall be; that is tosay, fixesa maximum. The lowest 
grade is fixed at a salary not exceeding $800 per annum, and they are 
graded above that until the salary is $1,400 per annum; that is to say, 
not exceeding that amount. The Postmaster-General can number and 

de these clerks as he pleases, Hecan put themall in the $800 class 
if he sees fit, or in the $1,000 class, or all in the $1,200 class, or all in 
the $1,400 class, and he can put just as many in each of these grades 
as he sees fit. 

He therefore determines not only the number in gross of these em- 
ployés, but he determines the compensation they shall have and the 
grade in which they shall be enumerated for the purposes of the service. 
The Postmaster-General has never put a single employé of his Depart- 
ment in the $1,400 grade; in other words, he has decided that no em- 
ployé of that Department of the class known as postal clerks receive as 
much as $1,400. He therefore, himself, has pe a discrimination of 
price or compensation on this class of employ If, then, these men 
are not getting enough for their work, it is because the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has sodecreed. The only thing Congress has to do with it is from 
time to time to give him a lump sum of money which he is authorized 
a spond, and spend as he sees fit, for compensating this class of em- 
ploy r 

If the Postmaster-General can say that he asked for money which 
Congress did not give him, he would then put the fault on Congress, ex- 
cept that he might, of course, in a given case employ less of the higher 
grades and more of the lower grades, and thereby eke out the appro- 
priation; but this Postmaster-General has had ever since he came into 
Office every single dollar that he asked for, and in that he is in striking 
contrast to his predecessors. Nota single one of his predecessors, for 
many years at all events, has had anything like as much as he has had 
to carry on the service. ve him what the Senate freely con- 
ceded, and the Postmaster-General had every single penny of his es- 
timates for every branch of the postal service. 

‘The consequence is that there is no fault with Congress. Not only 
was this so, but last year when this service began to deteriorate the 
Postmaster-General turned into the Treasury of the sum of money we 
appropriated for postal clerks more than $80,000. So he did not use 
all the money that he estimated for; and the consequence was that the 
service was not properly rendered. This year he has got again all he 
asked for. Whether by the 1st day of July all of it will have been ex- 
pended or not, I do not know; but I do know that by reason of the fact 
that there have not been persons enough in the service to take care of 
the mail that was put upon the trains by the people of the United States 
under the invitation of the Government the service has come into the 
gep ipinle condition it is as stated here, and which statements are not 

enied. 

But, Mr. President, I do notcare, as far as I am concerned, whether 
the Postmaster-General turns out or retains the old employés. That 
is entirely apart from this inquiry. He hada perfect right to turn out 

“as he saw fit, and it was his duty to doit if he found men in the service 
who, were not competent. Allusion has been made to the large num- 
ber of changes in the personnel of the No doubt that was 
accompanied by an equivalent change in the clerical force of the various 
poron in the conntry. When I was referred to the report of the 
‘ostmaster-General for signal reforms in the mail service, which were 
pointed out by him and which he thought ought to be adopted, I was 
reminded of his report on the condition of the dead-letter office. . One 

paragraph of that report is in this language: 

The total number of pieces of original dead mail matter received at the dead- 
letter office during the year ending June 30, 1887, was 5,335,363, an of 
543,665 pieces, or nearly 11.4 per cent., ave the number received during the last 


year, or about 17 cent. over received during the year previous. 
There were also received 239, 816 letters without valuable inclosures, returned to 


the wri but again sent to the dead-letter office as undeliverable, making, 
with the original matter received, and 263 held-for-postage letters and 3, 523 let- 
ters of foreign origin on hand June 30, 1836, the total number of pieces treated 
during the year 5,578,965, classified as follows. 

Then follows the classification. From this it appears that for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, the first year of the administration 
of the Post-Office Department by the late incumbent, the increase of 
letters returned to the dead-letter office undelivered was 11.4 percent., 
while the total increase of the general business was less than 8 per 
cent., and during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1887, the in- 
crease in the number of letters undelivered and returned to the dead- 
letter office was 17 per cent., more than twice the total average per- 
centage of increase of the postal business-of the United States during 
that period. Ido not say that that was because there had been this 
wholesale change in post-oflice officials. It is not for me to furnish a 
reason for it. All this reference to the dead-letter office was apart 
from any design I had in offering the resolution. 

I desire that the postal service of this country may be what the law 
requires it to be and what the interests of the people require it to be, It 
‘is the one sensitive interest that touches all the people of the country; 
it is the one thing in the public service that affects everybody; and I 
imagine now, as I said before, that whilst they are desirous of having 
all facilities for the transaction of the public business, when it comes 
to the Post-Office Department the first requirement is speed and safety 
in the delivery of the mail, and economy, if it is to come in, as of course 
it ought, is to comein later. I am not here to upbraid, as I have never 
upbraided any one for exhibiting economy. 

I think I have said as much for economy in the public service, cer- 
tainly, as the average of the members of this body. I am the last one 
to complain of any undue care in the expenditure of public money; but 
in this case there seems to have been an undue desire to make both 
ends meet, to exhibit a clean account at the expense of the general pub- 
lic. The condition of thingsin this Department as it has been latterly 
administered, has proved to be inconsistent with that safety and cer- 
tainty in the delivery of the mails which I think is the first requisite. 

Mr. President, there has been something said in this debate about 
the reduction of postage, and it has been urged here as a proposition 
which was thought to be sound that there was no morereason why the 
Post-Office Department should be made self-sustaining than that the 
Army should be made self-sustaining. If that were true, then why not 
deliver all the mails free? Why charge anybody anything for deliv- 
ering a letter or a paperor a package of merchandise through the mail? 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] welb knows that this very 
question of the deficiency in the revenues itself causes a more careful 
scrutiny of the outgo, and he knowsthatif that deficiency were greater 
than it is now, there would be a more careful scrutiny still. 

When we reduced the postage on letters from 3 cents to 2 I was 
told, on what I believed to be good authority, that we saved $100,000 
in a single year to a firm in New York City; but I know of a great 
many people in this country to whom it did not save more than Scents 
perannum. I know of many others in active business to whom it did 
not save $25 per annum., I know, therefore, that when we come tg 
reduce this servicein such a way as totake its burden off the tax-payers, 
it is to the benefit largely of a very few people and that it does not af- 
fect the general public practically at all. If we were to take off en- 
tirely this charge for carrying letters and carrying newspapers, would 
it reduce the cost of newspapers or of magazines or of merchandise to 
the persons who purchase them? Not atall. 

Mr. BECK. Will it interrupt the Senator if I refer him to what the 
Postmaster-General has said as to the effect of the reductions we have 
made and the possibility of further reductions? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 

Mr. BECK. ‘The Postmaster-General, after commenting on what wè 
have done heretofore in the way of reducing postage and increasing the 
maximum of weight, says: 

charged Treasury, which two years sin 
waves toot pore Taillions oy paper: gona OOA, thousand less, hat 
been reduced almost three-sevenths, while the fair augury from our present cir- 
cumstances gives hope that during the current year it will nearly if not entirely 
disappear. If there shall remain at the year’s end any excess of cash expendi. 
ture above receipts, it not but be much less than the p upon the mail 
matter of the Government itself, estimated to be at least two millions annually, 
and reasonably its debt to the postal service. It may, therefore, be fairly af- 
firmed that from the beginning of the current fiscal year the postal service has 
again become substantially self-sustaining, and the prediction be ventured that 
if the revenues be not further cripple’. and only a similar ratio of increasing 


expenditure be held, the next fiseal year will yield a surplus which should, un- 
der the same conditions, annually increase. 


All I have to say about my proposed reduction to 1 cent per letter 
is that we have a very large surplus on hand now, and it isa good time 
to begin, even if it costs a half million at first, believing that the in- 
crease of letters will in a very few years make the service again sub- 
stantially self-sustaining. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwas notaddressing myself particularly to the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Kentucky, but to the proposition that there 
was no necessary relation between expense and revenue in this Depart- 
ment, more than there was in the Army. I have believed in the re- 
duction of letter postage from 3 cents to 2, and reported the bill which 
provided forit—a bill which anticipated by six months the time named 
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in the bill which came from the House. Iam in favor of keeping on 
with such reductions, not, however, totally regardless of the revenue, 
but in such a way that wemay keep them, if not together, at all events 
not too wide apart, and for the reason, as I said a-moment ago, that if 
that margin is too wide Congress will undoubtedly to some extent in- 
evitably consider the questions of appropriation, and thereby prevent 
the people from having what they are entitled to as the first considera- 
tion, that is, a valuable service instead of a cheap service. 

But, Mr. President, I was speaking about this proposition with ref- 
erence to what means substantially a free delivery all over the United 
States of everything that may be mailed, and I said that would not be 
in the interest of the people. It would benefit a certain number of 

ms who use the mails more freely than anybody else, and who 
would take all the advantage of that elimination of postage to them- 
selves, The publishers of the great newspapers, the great magazines, 
the men who ship merchandise, etc., would get all the advantage; they 
would not give any part of it to those people to whom they send the 
articles. : 

Mr. BECK. I would suggest to my friend that what causes a great 
many letters to go to the dead-letter office, is the idea that by putting 
ona 1-centstampa letter can go to the post-office to which itis directed. 
A great deal of matter gets back to the dead-letter office in that way, 
more than one-tenth of it not being received at the place of destination, 
but sent to the dead-letter office because of deficient postage. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That does not affect the question; that does not show 
why there was an increase of 17 per cent. in the letters returned to the 
dead-letter office under 2-cent postage the last year over the number 
under 3-cent postage. 

Mr. BECK. The improvement of the roads in the far West helped 
that very much. We have seen places where gullies were filled up 
with mail-bags unable to get across. That has away now, per- 
haps. That caused many letters to go to the dead-letter office. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator thinks that under former administra- 
tions the mails were thrown away. Then they didnot getback, That 
will do very well for a joke, but the serious fact remains that there has 
been a steady increase, not only a 10 per cent. increase the year before 
last, but 17 per cent. last year. I do not know of any mail-bags having 
been thrown into gullies since the time this Administration has been 
in power. 

But I waa good deal edified yesterday at the very kind remarks 
which were made by the Senators on the other side of the Chamber in 
regard to the faithful character of the employés of the Government 
and in regard to the need that there should be greater compensation 
tothem. I never heard that remark made during the time of the Re- 
publican administrations. Generally speaking they were then abused 
as men who were getting too much out of the Treasury, getting pay for 
services which they did not render at all, or which they rendered very 
imperfectly, and they were accused—not a few of them, but a great 
many of them—and one of the staple cries in the canvass preceding 
the election of Mr. Cleveland was that there were too many officers in 
all branches of the public service and that they were getting too great 
compensation. 

I have not heard of any of them being cut off, and I have not heard 
of any of our Democratic brethren advocating a reduction of the pay 
ofany of them. On the contrary, whatever change there has been has 
been in the direction of an increase both in numbers and in compensa- 
tion. I defy any man to find a single salary which has been reduced 
since the time this Administration came into power. On the contrary, 
a number have been increased. The Departments say, ‘‘ We can notget 
along with these underpaid employés.” The salaries which were am- 
pe according to the ideas prevalent on that side of the Chamber during 

epublican administrations are now totally inadequate. I am not 
much surprised at this, They are looking out for theirown. They 
probably were not sincere at the time they were berating Republican 
administrations for extravagance. Since they have come into power 
they are found to be just as willing as anybody else to take all they 
can get. 

As I said before, whatever the failings or shortcomings of the railway 
mail service may be, they are not attributable to the lack of appropri- 
ations, or if they are, then it is because the Postmaster-General did not 
ask for as much as he wanted. They are not attributable to the small 
pay of the men in that service, because the Postmaster-General himself 
has declined to give all the pay the law now authorizes. I donot mean 
to say that his reasons have not been good. I have no doubt in the 
world that he has consulted the public interests. The result is, how- 
ever, that on great lines of railway and on all the connecting lines there 
has been a stoppage of mails, a lack of that proper and speedy delivery 
which the people have a right to expect and for which they pay, which 
has disturbed business over large areas of country. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

Ss PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 

floor ? à 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, this debate starts out in a 
singular manner. A Senator rises and informs another Senator that he 
means to use up the half hour left for morning business when he rises. 


But that is not the kind of fairness which I look for, and certainly it is 
not according to the parliamentary custom that I was trained in. When 
I heard that Senator announce distinctly to his right-hand neighbor 
that he intended to take that half hour, I knew whatit meant. Now, 
sir, the proper order of business to-day would have been to have con- 
sidered a resolution of mine offered to change the rules of the Senate, 
and though I have but three minutes I will use them in saying again 
to this Senate that it is my right to have that resolution considered, 
and to appeal to the Senate, notwithstanding the tacties that are re- 
sorted to here, to give me a hearing upon that resolution. 

I now intend to do more than I started ont to do, and that is to let 
the country know how each man stands on this floor. I repeat that I 
heard the Senator from Kansas say that he intended to use that half 
hour. For what p ? To prevent the consideration of a resolu- 
tion which would bring before the Senate the British treaty, and as an 
American Iam ready to meet it any day and every hour and never 
have to take a half honr of time that does not belong to me in order 
that I may consume time. 

Mr. President, when the minute hand on yonder clock shall mark 2 
o’clock I shall be called to time, and then shall appeal to the Senate to 
give me time. I have the public opinion of the British treaty. Here 
is the New York Tribune of July 21, 1886, and I have a right to read 
what appears there, as it seems to be signed by Edward J. Phelps and 
the other man. I suppose he was an earl before he signed his name, as 
there is but one word as a namesigned toit. Thatis not private prop- 
erty, and notwithstanding the endeavor of the Senator from Kansas to 
keep me from speaking to this matter to-day, I hope the intelligence of 
the Senate will allow me to lay before it some few matters, such as a 
message that emanated from President Grant. I know that the object 
of this whole treaty business is to get us into executive session. In 
executive session no man is responsible. It sometimes appears to me 
that those that have active private secretaries manage to get their 
speeches out to the press very much in the order in which they said 
them. Still it is perfectly understood that we are not to hear anything 
that transpires in executive session, j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, the title 
of which will be stated by the Chief Clerk. 

The Cater CLERK. ‘*A bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools.”’ 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does the Senator from West Virginia de- 
sire to make any remarks ? 

Mr. KENNA. Ihope gentlemen, according to the notice which I 
gave the other day, will allow the unfinished business to be laid aside 
informally. : 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will say to the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia that I will give him whatever time he wishes. j’ 

Mr. KENNA. I wish to call up the motion to refer the President’s 


message. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks that the pending order may be informally laid aside for the pur- 
pose of enabling him to submit remarks under the notice previously 
given. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope under the somewhat peculiar circumstances of 
the case that I shall not be blamed as lacking due fidelity to the edu- 
cation bill if I assent to the request of the Senator from West Virginia, 
a Senator that has yet to make a suggestion such as has been so com- 
mon on the floor in regard to my conduct of this bill hitherto. I would 
submit the matter to a vote of the Senate, but that I know very well 
the generosity of the Senate would vote the postponement, and I there- ' 
fore consent to it myself. 


INCREASE OF PENSION BATE. 


Mr. QUAY. Before the Senator from West Virginia proceeds with his 
remarks, I would ask the indulgence of the Senate to be allowed to 
call up Senate bill No. 1000 and put it on its passage. It is a bill in- 
dorsed by many departments of the Grand Army, and to which there 
is no objection, and it is important that it should be disposed of early. 

Mr. KENNA. Ihave no objection myself, but throwing myself on 
the indulgence of others, I can not accede to the request. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. What was the request, to considera bill without debate? 

Mr. QUAY. To consider a bill without debate, which is deemed 
very necessary. It has been reported unanimously from the proper 
committee. z 

Mr. BLAIR. I waive objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order may be informally laid aside 
for the purpose of enabling the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of a bill, the title of which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S.1000) to increase the pensions of cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors who are utterly helpless from injuries received 
or diseases contracted while in the service of the United States.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears 
none, 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 
i a BLAIR. I reserve the right to object if the bill gives rise to 
ebate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The bill was read. The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Pensions with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That from and after the passage of this act all persons who are or who may 
become totally helpless from injuries received or diseases contracted while in 
the military or naval service of the United States shall be entitled to receive a 
pension of $72 per month. 

Src, 2. That the increase allowed by this act to those persons who may here- 
after become totally helpless shall be made to commence in -strict conformity 
with section 4698}, Revised Statutes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 2 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to file certain papers to accompany the bill, to 
be sent to the House of Representatives. X 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be received and 


filed with the bill, if there be no objection. 


PACIFIC RAILWAY COMMISSION REPORT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces that the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States and the accompanying re- 
poss of the Pacific Railway Commissioners will be referred to the fol- 

owing select committee, under the resolution of the Senate adopted 
January 24, 1888: 

Messrs. FRYE, DAWES, Hiscock, DAVIS, MORGAN, BUTLER, and 
HEARST. 

The Chair begs the indulgence of the Senate to say that in the for- 
mation of the select committee for the consideration of the message of 
the President and the reports of the Pacific Railway Commissioners, 
the mover of the resolution, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HoAR], would have been entitled to priority for the chairmanship of 
the committee; but before the resolution was adopted the Chair was 
informed by the,Senator from Massachusetts, who moved the reso- 
lution, that under no circumstances whatever could he accept a place 
upon this committee. 

THE PRESIDENT’S. ANNUAL MESSAGE: 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted by Mr. 
SHERMAN December 19, 1887, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President’s annual message be referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Mr. KENNA Mr. President, on the 4th day of last month the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] submitted to the Senate and 
to the country his reply to the President’s message. I had read the 
message of the President more than once, and with more than ordinary 
care; and, detained from my seat in the Senate by the illness of my 
little boy at the time the honorable Senator’s speech was made, I have 
likewise devoted to that speech more than a casual examination. 

The honorable Senator, as we all know, is conspicuous in the coun- 
cils.of his party. He has had much to do with the shaping of its poli- 
cies, His assault onthe President's position in favor of revenue reform 
and reduction of taxation is therefore to be regarded as significant. 
The honorable Senator from Ohio does not speak precipitately. The 
President’s message came on the 6th day of December, 1887, and the 
motion of the Senator to refer it was made on the 19th day of the same 
month. His speech upon it was made fitteen days thereafter. Time 
and thought were devoted to the preparation, and the assault was de- 
liberate. It may, therefore, be fairly assumed that the ‘“‘reply ” of 
the honorable Senator is exhaustive of his own and of his party’s re- 
sources on this important subject. In the light of this fact, as the 
message has provoked his criticism, the speech may justly be regarded 
as a challenge to the examination of others. 

The honorable Senator has been prominent for years in the discus- 
sion of subjects of revenue and taxation. I have heard much and read 
more of what he has said. I have had something of familiarity with 
his past utterances, and knew something of his past connection with 
this class of legislation. When I read his recent speech I confess that 
it surprised me. It presents, Mr. President, the square issue as to 
whether the honorable Senator’s party shall stand in this assault or fall 
in the defense. His speech is before you. His past record is equally 
a part and parcel of his contribution to the literature of the country 
and to the debates of Congress. I can not reconcile the one with the 
other, nor have I the right in this presence or in decent respect for the 
proprieties of daily intercourse, to ascribe the irreconcilable conflict 
to the exigencies of political or party necessity. I only know that the 
speech of the honorable Senator, taken in connection with his former 
utterances on the same and similar subjects, presents a contrast as as- 
tounding as it is unexpected—a conflict as irreconcilable as it is posi- 
tive and absolute—an enigma which, confessing my own inability to 
solve, I will now proceed briefly to analyze and will then leave its fur- 
ther consideration to the Senate and to the country. 
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The President, in his message, calls attention to the unnecessary 
accumulation of a surplus of the people’s money in the Treasury, 
already amounting to $55,000,000, presages that it will reach $140,000,- 
000 by the end of the fiscal year, and declares that if disaster shall re- - 
sult from the continued inaction of Congress, the responsibility must 
rest where it belongs. The honorable Senator has dismissed this sol- 
emn warning of the President with a.wave of the hand, ‘‘The exist- 
ence of a surplus has been a constant occurrence before and since the 
close of the war,” he says. And, continuing, he declares that— 

When, in 1806, President Jefferson had the good fortune of a surplus revenue, 
he, in bis message, said, To what other objects shall these surpluses be ap- 
propriated * * * after the entire discharge of the public debt and during 
thoseintervals when war shall not call forthem? Shall we suppress the impost 
and thus give that advantage to foreign over domestic manufactures?” He be- 
lieved the patriotism of the people would “ prefer its continuance and applica- 
tion for the purposes of the public education, roads, rivers, and canals.” 

From this extract it would be fairly assumed that Mr. Jefferson had 
treated the unnecessary accumulation of a surplus in the Treasury as 
lightly as the honorable Senator is disposed todo. But, Mr. President, 
the extract which has been quoted is unfair to Mr. Jefferson, unfair to 
the Senate, unfair to the country, and does no credit, if I may be per- 
mitted the remark, to the fairness of the honorable Senator himself. 
I can not say that the Senator has deliberately garbled Mr. Jefferson, 
but I can and do say that he quoted the half of a sentence and that he 
omitted the other half, the qualifying part, which will be found on 
page 68, volume 8, of Mr. Jefferson’s works, in the following words: 

And such other objects of public improvement as it may be thought proper to 
ald to the constitutional enumeration of Federal powers, 

The Senator has gone further, He has interpolated in his extract 
from Mr. Jefferson before the word ‘‘ canals” the word ‘‘and,’’ thus, 
innocently of course, leaving to the hearer and to the reader the im- 
pression that the sentence closed there. And the Senator has omitted 
entirely the declaration of Mr. Jefferson which follows soon after, in 
the same message, in the following words: 

I suppose an amendment to the Constitution by consent of the States neces- 
sary, because the objects now recommended are not among those enumerated 
in the Constitution, and to which it permits the public funds to be applicd. 

What a contrast! Mr. Jefferson on the one hand, as the honorable | 
Senator presents him, contemplating as a trivial matter the probable 
unnecessary accumulation of money in the Treasury with the passing 
suggestion that it be devoted to internal improvements, and Mr. Jef- 
ferson on the other, patriot President as he was, solemnly invoking a 
change in the orgenic law of the land, in order to anticipate and to 
avoid the dangers of a surplus revenue. 

In his message of December, 1832, General Jackson declared that 
the— 
soundest maxim, of publie policy and the principle upon which our republican 
institutions are founded recommended a proper adaptation of the revenue to the 
expenditure ; and they also require that the expenditure shall be limited to 
what by au economical administration shall be consistent with the simplicity 
of the Government and necessary to an efficient public service. 

And so of Mr. Webster. Contemplating in 1836 a surplus which 
would be regarded as hardly significant in these days of overtaxation, 
Mr. Webster declared, and in the very substance of the President’s 
message, that— 
this present pressure is not known or felt or believed here in anything like its 
true extent. If we give no relief I know not what may happen, even in thisday 
of high prosperity. 

In his message of December 6, 1881, dealing with the surplus in the 
Treasury, President Arthur said: 

In view, however, of the heavy load of taxation which our people have al- 
ready borne, we may well consider whether it is not the part of wisdom to re- 
duce the revenue, even if we delay a little the payment of the debt. 1t seems 
to me that the time has arrived when the people may justly demand some relief 
from their present oncrous burden, and that by due economy in the various 
branches of the public service this may readily be effected, 

He then proceeds to recommend certain modifications of internal-rey- 
enue taxes and the abolition of others, excepting, however, those upon 
tobacco in its various forms and upon distilled spirits and fermented 
liquors, and also makes other exceptions in the same line. He proceeds 
to add: 

The tariff laws also need revision, but that a due regard may be paid to the 
cone interests of our citizens, important changes should be made with 
caution, 

And so said the Democratic national platform of 1884, and so says 
the President in his late message. 

Again, in his message of 1882, President Arthur recommends the ab- 
olition of all excise taxes, except those relating to distilled spirits, and in 
his message of December 1, 1884, he renewed this recommendation, and 
proceeded to add: 

In ease these taxes shall be abolished, the res enue that will still remain tothe 
Government will, in my opinion, not only suffice to meet its reasonable expend- 
itures, but will afford a surplus large enough to permit such tariff reduction as 
may seem to be advisable when the result of recent revenue laws and commer- 
cial treaties shall have shown in what quarters those reductions can be most 
justly effected. 

Secretary Folger, in his report of December 4, 1882, presents an esti- 
mate in round figures of $75,000,000 of surplus for the fiscal year to end 
June 30, 1883. He then says: 

There could not be that surplus, surely not so great a one, if the subject of 
taxation were lessened and the rates made smaller upon those retained. 
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He further declares that the— 


accumulation in the Treastiry of a large surplus, which must occur unless im- 
mediate measures are enacted fora reduction of the revenues, is not to be placidly 
contemplated, and the question confronts us, in what manner may it best be 
prevented? 

His report is elaborate and able. He declares that the— 


radical cure for the evil is in the reduction of taxation, so that no more will 
be taken from the people than enough to carry on the Government with econ- 
omy. 

And, after stating the proceeds of revenues from customs for the then 
current year, he asserts that— 

It seems, therefore, that a reduction should be made in the revenue from the 
customs, * * * And it is believed that the time has arriv.d when a reduc- 
tion of duties on nearly all the articles in our tariff is demanded and is feasible. 

In addition to this, he continues: 

A careful revision of the tariff should be made with a view toplacing upon the 
Sfrec-list many articles now paying a duty. 

While these views were expressed and enforced by Hon. Mr. Folger, 
a Republican Secretary of the Treasury, no word denouncing him as a 
free-trader emanated from the honorable Senator from Ohio. But I 
quote the language of the former Secretary of the Treasury mainly for 
the purpose of exhibiting the fact that neither he nor his principal, the 
President of the United States, regarded an accumulated surplus with 
complacency. Nor was either confronted by the cry of wolf at the door 
when he demanded a reduction of the tariff. 

In the report of Mr. McCulloch, a Republican Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, of December 1, 1884, recommending a commission for the purpose 
of revising the tariff, and also oreda iA views for conservative pro- 
tection, he declares: 

First. That the existing duties upon raw materials which are to be used in 
seen wate should be removed, This can be done in the interest of our 

Second. With the changes upon the articles used or consumed b; 
are the least able to bear the burden, the taxation should be redu 
can be effected without prejudice to our export trade. 

With these utterances staring in the face of the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, we heard no assault by him upon the honorable Secretary 
of the Treasury as a free-trader. Thus, Mr. President, I assert that 
prominent officials of the Government, of late years especially, have 
united in their antipathy of an accumulating, unnecessary surplus in 
the Treasury, and have denounced over and excessive taxation. 

We are all familiar with the recommendations of the late Mr. Man- 
ning when Secretary of the Treasury, and of Mr. Fairchild, the present 
Secretary, in the line of tax reduction. 

So, Mr. President, four successive Secretaries, two Republican and 
two Democratic, and two successive Presidents of the United States, 
one a Republican and the other a Democrat, have united in their con- 
demnation of a surplus, idle revenue, and their demand for a reduction 
of the public burden. 

And thus it has been throughout the history of the Government. 
‘There never was atime, there never was an administration, there never 
was a sentiment among the people, excepting possibly the Senator him- 
self, which justified or calmly contemplated the unnecessary withdrawal 
from circulation of the currency of the country and its hoarding and 
holding in the public Treasury. The honorable Senator from Ohio is 
the only person who seems to regard such a condition as a “good for- 
tune.’’ Such a condition has always created apprehension, and, some- 
times, contributed to panic and financial disaster. And yet, when the 
President, inspired by the teachings of his country’s history, dares to 
raise his voice to arrest impending calamity, the honorable Senator 
from Ohio would laugh to scorn the faithful admonition and hold up 
its author to the ridicule of the public. But, Mr. President, the hon- 
orable Senator has forgotten his own anxieties when surrounded in 
both Houses of Congress by a majority of his own party friends, and 
when he felt more keenly perhaps the political responsibilities ot the 
situation. 

It was in 1882, when impelled by conditions somewhat similar to 
those which confront ussto-day, that the honorable Senator exclaimed 
in this Senate: 

There is no sentiment in this country stronger now than that Congress has 
neglected its duty thus far in not amy taxes that are obnoxious to the 
people and cjereees th, He public use; and if we should still neglect that duty 
we should be properly held responsible by our own constituents. Now, sir, for 
one, I am determined that this sin shall not lay at my door. 

It is not strange, perhaps, that the Senator has somewhat modified his 
viewsin the presence of one Democratic administration and in the pros- 
pect of another. 

Further on, Mr, President, constituting himself the censor ofa House 
of Representatives with a small majority, Democratic, struggling with 
their own differences as to method, the Senator in his recent speech pro- 
ceeds to say: 

I may also ask, why did not Congress = 
ninth Congress lived its two aati and tea ry ag ekra po ore aoe 
President of the United States, The House of Representatives contained a large 
majority of his political friends. They alone had the initiative, the origination, 
oe: pes geo power to introduce a bill to reduce taxes, Why was it not 

Such, sir, is the animad version of the honorable Senator when a House 
of Representatives, with a small Democratic majority, can not do as it 

. pleases in the face of a determined opposition. But hear the observa- 
tions of the same honorable Senator, when a Republican Senate, of which 


those who 
This also 


he was one, dealing with the same subject, finds itself helpless to carry 
out its will: 


We acknowledge the power of the minority here, almost our equal, because 
whether there isa maor of the Senate is a question always of doubt and un- 
foran We acknowledge their power; we pay obeisance to it; we respect 

eir power, 


And such, Mr. President, is the testimony of one who is not with- 
out experience himself. ‘“‘ Why beholdest thou the mote that is in thy 
brother’s eye, but considerest not the beam that is in thine own eye?” 

The honorable Senator kindly agrees with the President that unnee- 
essary and extravagant appropriations ought not to be made. Toavoid 
a surplus of revenue ‘‘ no money,” he says, ‘‘should be collected from 
the people except to meet the requirements of the Government prop- 
perly and economically administered.” ‘This expression is superfluous 
on the part of the Senator, unless it be*intended to apply to the ex- 
isting condition of affairs. He is therefore in harmony with the Pres- 
ident, upon whom he makes his assault, when the President uses the 
following language in his message: 

When we consider that the theory of our institutions guaranties to every citi- 
zen the full enjoyment of all the fruits of his industry and enterprise, with only 
such deduction as may be his share towards the careful and economical main- 
tenance of the Government which protects him, it is plain that the exaction of 
more than this is indefensible extortion anda culpable betrayal of American 
fairness and justice. This wrong inflicted upon those who bear the burden of 
national taxation, like other wrongs, multiplies a brood of evil consequences. 

But the honorable Senator assails the President because, speaking of 
spirits, tobacco, and beer, the President says that ‘“‘there appears to be 
no just complaint of these taxes by the consumers of these articles, and 
that there seems to be nothing so well able to bear the burden without 
hardships to any portion of the people.’ The Senator then proceeds to 
say that— 

It may be that there is no complaint by the consumers. But can he say that 
ofthe producers of these articles? They areall eitherthe product of the farm or 
immediate fruits of the product of the farm. Their chief cost is in the leaf-to- 
baceo, or the corn, rye, wheat, and barley of the farm. Do not farmers com- 
plain of this tax? If the President thinks they do not he ia greatly mistaken. 
* * è Thetraditionsand policy of our people are against internal taxes. Dur- 
ing and since the war they were a necessity. Now, if continued, they should 
be ements especially the tax on tobacco, no longer necessary, should be re- 
mitted. 

When, may I be permitted to ask, did the honorable Senator undergo 
a change of heart on this important subject? In 1867 he declared: 

The luxuries are mostly contained in the items spirits, wines, and tobacco, 
These are undoubtedly the first objects that should be taxed. E 

In 1870 he declared: 


And these two taxes on spirits and tobacco, together with the tax on fermented 
ines over $6,000,000, are paid without complaint in every part of the United 
tes. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink so now. It is not the consumers that 
complain, but the manufacturers; the farmers complain. 

Mr. KENNA. I beg pardon, but I prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I beg pardon. I will not interrupt the Senator, 
if he does not wish to yield; bút he seemed to appeal to me personally, 
and I felt bound to say what I have said. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam frank to say that my whole appeal is to the 
Senator personally, every word of it, as he will see as I proceed. 

In 1882 the honorable Senator said: 


These taxes ought to be left as a part of our permanent system of taxation as 
long as ene eens taxes, internal or external, more oppressive, remain on the 
statute- 


And I ask the honorable Senator, when he comes to answer that 
question, whether he says that now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do you want my answer? 

Mr. KENNA. I will yield to the Senator to answer the question, 
but not to make a speech. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido say that as long as any system of internal 
taxation about which I was speaking—— 

Mr. KENNA. Ah! Ah! 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say as long as that remains, I believe this tax 
ought to remain; but the tax on the internal-revenue list“that I pro- 
pose to repeal, and the only one I propose to repeal, is the tax on to- 
bacco, which is an article produced by the farmer, raised on the farm, 
four-fifths the cost of which is in the raw material. That is the only 
internal-revenue tax I propose to repeal. I do not propose to repeal 
the others. 

Mr. KENNA. Now, I think we all understand the Senator from 
Ohio, I shall answer him by reading what I have just read from him, 
and then in order that the Senate and the country may understand 
precisely what the Senator’s views really are on this question, I shall 
proceed to read further from what he has said at various times. 

These taxes ought to be left as a part of our permanent system of taxation as 
long as any other taxes, internal or external, more oppressive remain on the 
statute books, 

And again, in 1882, the honorable Senator, growing eloquent on this 
subject, declared in the Senate, and I direct attention especially to it: 

I do not hesitate to say that there is a general desire among all classes of our 

ple, without regard to party, that the remnants of the internal system shall 
sweptaway, excepton whisky, tobacco, and beer. * * * This tobacco tax, 
of all others— 

Now, in connection with the Senator’s remarks, made only three min- 
utes ago, I want his attention to this declaration of his: 

This tobacco tax, of all others, is the easiest collected, the most certain, increas- 
ing constantly from year to year, dependent upon an appetite that will be in- 
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dulged AO REAREA wees Seat tax; a tax that has been more stable than any 
other. No amount of tax likely to be put Bree tobaeco will prevent its being 
chewed and smoked and snuffed. In all countries where taxation ge 
vails this isa favorite subject of taxation. * * è Isay thetax on tobacco docs 
not diminish the price to the farmer who raises * * \* And I say we are 
en SE which, by the judgment of all nations, is the best sourct of tax- 

What, I may again ask, has brought about this change of heart and 
of conviction on the part of the honorable Senator? Is it a change in 
the method of producing tobacco? We know better than that. Isita 
change in the method of taxing it? There has been no change in that 
process. Is it a change in the condition which confronted us in 1882, 
and which confronts us now? The conditions are practically the same. 
Has the changein the political complexion of the administration affected 
the honorable Senator, or have we reached that happier period when 
men decline to smoke or to chew or to snuff? I leave these questions 
to the consideration of the honorable Senator from Ohio. 

But the Senator has undertaken to say that the surplusin the Treas- 
ury is due to the failure and refusal of the President and of the House 
of Representatives to permit the application of public funds to objects 
of necessity and legitimate demand upon the Treasury. I shall not 
gointo all that he says upon the subject; two instances will suffice to 
characterize the whole argument. He denounces Con, for its fail- 
ure to provide subsidies for postal communication with the South Ameri- 
can States, and in the same connection denounces the President for his 
failure to approve the river and harbor bill. The question of subsidies 
is familiar to the whole people. The antagonism of the Administration 
and of his party to the subsidizing of special interests or classes needs 
no defense at my hands. This invention of the Republican party has 
never found favor with the Democracy. Itis against the fairness and 
spirit and genius of our institutions. 

Subsidies to ships! We have no ships! Your policy of pretended 
protection has driven our commerce from the high seas. You confine 
our producers to the limitation of their home market, and you deny 
them the agencies to carry the fruits of their industry to the markets 
of the world. Sir, we have no ships! A line to Brazil, does the Sena- 


tor say? Perhaps. Another straggler here or there? It may be. But | 8TeSS 


like the ancient parrot of the Attures, which sat croaking the language 
of the people who had taught it after the last of that tribe had been 
gathered to his fathers, they serve but to make more plaintive the ap- 
peal for a recall of the cruelties of our commercial fate. We have no 
ships, We can not build them to compete with the Continent or the 
Clyde, and your obstructive policy will not allow us to sail them under 
our flag. 

The report of the present Secretary of the Treasury shows that our 
carrying trade has gone down from 75 per cent. in 1856, to 14 per cent. 
in 1887, and this in the face of the development of a continent, and in 
spite of the energies of the most enterprising people in the world. And 
so the little army of American citizens who might be engaged in carry- 
ing our products—a service for which last year we paid more than 
$100,000,000 to foreigners—have been left ashore to enter into compe- 
tition for a livelihood with those who are expected to join in the uni- 
versal hallelujah to republican protection to American ships. 

The honorable Senator has spoken of Schedule E and of Class D of 
our tariff laws. But, Mr. President, there is another class to which 
the Senator has failed to allude. Where is your Class ‘‘Ships?’?? Tum 
tothat! But shipsare prohibited, you say. So they are. They have 
their classification in fact nevertheless. Ships and obscene hooks, they 
are prohibited! Ships and counterfeitcoin, they are prohibited! Ships 
and contagious di they are prohibited! There, sir, contemplate 
it! There is your ‘Ships,’’ grim monster of national injustice and 
of commercial sickness and sorrow and death. : 

But if the honorable Senator views with complacency the surplus in 
the Treasury he may likewise congratulate himself that we have no 
surplusin ships. We have the obscene literature. That can come. 
We have the counterfeit coin. That will find its way to our shores. 
We have the contagious disease. In spite of all our quarantine, that 
will invade our ranks and lay our people low. But, thanks to the in- 
spiration of Republican protection, the Senator from Ohio may exclaim 
in the pride of his heart, ‘‘ We havenoships!*’ Whatan illustration of 
the extremes to which men may come when the honorable Senator would 
continue the policy of driving our ships from the sea by the excess of 
arbitrary protection and subsidize their relic, while in the same act he 
would put sugar on the free-list in the interest of the ‘‘ Pampas and the 
Helots ” of whom he speaks, and subsidize the memory of its American 
producers. 

It is suggested to me by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] to 
read, and I will read, in this connection what the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury says in his report on the subject of the decline of our commerce: 

A citizen of the United States may buy a foreign-built vessel in a foreign port; 
he may put the United States flag upon it and trade with ali the countries of the 
world except his own. Our-Government will protect bim with all its power in 
such trade; butif he brings his ship with our flag upon it to oneof our ports, our 
Government will confiscate it or impose prohibitory duties. He may, however, 
put the flag of any other country on that same ship and bring it to his home 
without molestation by our Government; it is then protected by the power of a 
foreign country. It is difficult to understand why it would not be well to so 
change our navigation laws as to allow foreign-built ships owned by our citizens 

bearing flag of the 


to come and go between this and other countries while 
country of their owners. 
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But the honorable Senator goes on: 


Ti n what I i 
a BN, Pri we e the ineen po a ein pg EE i ath 

Mr. President, I yield to no man a stronger desire than my own to 
encourage proper appropriations for great works of national importance; 
which are calculated to facilitate water transportation. For many 
years 1 have, both in and out of Congress, held myself ready, by voice 
and by vote, to support proper measures in that direction. I believe 
that judicious expenditure in the line of improvement of navigable 
waters which are within the jurisdiction of Congress is money expended 
in the direction of the public interest as against monopoly and exclu- 
sion, and has a valuable tendency to sustain and perpetuate a natural 
element of free competition. 

But, Mr. President, the President had already approved a river and 
harbor bill appropriating more than $10,000,000 the preceding year, 
The last river and harbor bill was presented for his signature within 
an hour of the finaladjournmentofCongress. Itappropriated $14,000,- 
000 and covered many pages of text. The ‘‘friyolous’’ reason to which 
the honorable Senator from Ohio alludes consisted of the fact that the 
President was called on to affix his signature to a bill appropriating 
$14,000,000 of the public money without the opportunity to read or 
know a line of its provisions or an object of its application. He was 
engaged in the very act of reading the bill, and in this Capitol, when 
the hammers fell and Congress adjourned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from West Virginia yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. KENNA. For a correction I yield. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Either the Senator is misinformed about that or 
Iam. The bill to which he refers—— 

Mr. KENNA. I will not yield further for that purpose. I 
from my own personal observation. I wasin the room occupied by the 
President and his Cabinet, and I saw the President, as other Senators 
here saw him, engaged in the very act of examining the bill when Con- 
adjourned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The river and harbor bill? 

Mr, KENNA. The river and harbor bill, in which, as a member of 
the Committee on Commerce, I was interested. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ifthe Senator makes that statement I do not con- 
trovert it; but I understand just the reverse. 

Mr. KENNA. I speak from personal knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood that the bill was delivered to the 
President three or four days before the adjournment; but still that is 
a matter which the records will show. 

Mr. KENNA. If I am understood as saying that it was delivered 
to him within an hour of the adjournment, I submit to the Senator’s 
correction. Of that fact I do not speak personally. I was stating the 
fact of his being engaged in the examination of the bill at the time of 
the adjournment. 

Mr.. SHERMAN. I understand that the bill was placed in his pos- 
session three of four days before thefinaladjournment. I do not know 
any of these facts; the records will show them. 

Mr. KENNA. I yield to the correction as tothe time of the delivery 
of the bill to the President, because of that Idonot speak from personal 
knowledge, but the fact that he and his Cabinet were in this building 
engaged in the examination of the bill at the time when they had more 
than a hundred for examination, and that they were engaged in that 
examination until the very hour of adjournment, I do know. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. He may have been engaged in examining some 
other bilis, pension bilis or the like, which he was considering, for he 
certainly had the river and harbor bill three or four days according to 
the record. 

Mr. KENNA. It is useless for the Senator to undertake to divert 
me by the introduction of other subjects. I am not going to be di- 
verted. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Virginia 
yield to the Senator from n? . 

Mr. KENNA. Ican not yield; I beg pardonof the Senator. After 
I am through I will, ofcourse, cheerfully answer the Senator's question 
as far as I can. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. KENNA. I will yield to the honorable Senator promptly, the 
moment I get through. [Applause.] 

Faithfulness to public trust and a judicious regard for the public in- 
terest stood alike as barriers to an act whose omission the honorable 
Senator from Ohio condemns. To such a verge have we come at last 
that the President is denounced because he does not choose to play ‘hide 
and goseek™ with the trivial sum of $14,000,000 and affix dis signature 
to a bill appropriating that amount of the public money, ‘‘sight un- 
seen,” simply to aid in the disposition of an unseemly surplus. 

But the honorable Senator complains that the House of Representa- 
tives refused to pass a bill for thesupport and encouragement of schools. 
Mr. President, I have been the friend of what is known as the Blair 
educational bill to which the Senator alludes, Inspite of the warning 
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of many Senators that it would tend to break down the public-school 
system of the States and eventually defeat the object it was designed 
toaccomplish, a general sympathy for its purposes, even with serious 
misgivings of its policy, commended it to my solicitude and elicited my 
support of the measure. But when the honorable Senator from Ohio 
invokes the Blair bill in opposition to the relief of the present burdens 
of the people, and holds it up a menace and a reproach to the demands 
of the country for reform and a reduction of taxation, the Blair bill and 
I must part company. 

I have been afraid before, but yielded that apprehension toa generous 
impulse for the schools, that the theory of the Blair bill would ulti- 
mately interfere with the school systems of the States. But when itis 
boldly asserted now that it shall interfere with the tax system of the 
Government and contribute by its passage to the perpetuation of intol- 
erable burdens upon the people, I can not yield tothat. I shall inter- 
pose my objection to that, and I admonish the honorable Senator from 
Ohio that if his purpose has been to defeat the passage of the Blair bill 
in this Congress he has adopted an entirely practical and feasible way 
todoit. I forone shall accept in this feature at least the full force and 
measure of his argument. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator makes a sweeping review of the Pres- 
ident’s message. In a single dash he disposes of it all: 

Ali this is under the pretext that the surplus revenue must be diminished, 

He says. 

Does not experience show that reducing the duties increases importation and 
adds to the revenue? ; 

Let us examine this assertion, and invoke the testimony of the Sen- 
ator himself in solving it. The tariff laws in force now, with some 
modifications adopted by peculiar and by questionable methods in 1882, 
are substantially those known as the ‘* Morrill tariff of 1867.” The 
Senator from Ohio aided largely in passing that tariff. He denied that 
the large increase of that period was intended for the protection of la- 
bor. He denied that reducing the duties increased the revenue, for he 
supported large additions to the duties for that very purpose. And so 
the Senator has recognized the fact, which we are all bound to admit, 
that whether the lowering or increasing the duty will add to the rev- 
enue is a question depending upon other considerations than the arbi- 
trary amount of the schedule, A duty may be so high as to prevent 
importations and yield no revenue. ‘The other extreme is free trade, 
which would likewise destroy the income; and nobody asks for free 
trade. The true solution is the fair and just medium which shall pro- 
duce the revenues the country needs, no more and no less, according 
to the plain dictates of common honesty, as declared by the last Dem- 
ocratic platform, in ‘‘a spirit of fairness to all interests.’’ 

But, Mr. President, let us, as [have su compare with his pres- 
entattitude the former utterances of the Senator from Ohio himself on the 
subject. The President, in his message, uses the following language: 

Our preven toward a wise conclusion will not be improved by dwelling 
upon the theories of protection and free trade. This savors too much of bandy- 
ng epithets, Itis a condition which confronts us, nota theory. Relief from 
this condition may involve a slight reduction of the advantages which we award 
our home uctions, but the entire withdrawal of such advantages should not 
be contemplated. The question of free trade is absolutely irrelevant; and the 
persistent claim made in certain quarters that all efforts to relieve the people 
from unjust and unnecessary taxation are schemes of so called free-traders is 
mischievous and far removed from any consideration for the public good. 

The Senate and the country will be surprised to find how closely allied 
tothesentiment of these expressions were the utterances of the honorable 
Senator from Ohio when this very tariff of 1867 was under consideration: 

In considering so complicated a subject as a tariff, nothing can be more de- 
_ ceptive than the application of such general phrases as a protective tarif; a 

revenue tariff; a free-trade tarif. Every law imposing a duty on imported 
goods is necessarily a restrainton trade. Jt imposes a burden upon the purchase 
and sale of imported goods and tends to prevent ¢very importation. The ex- 
pression a free-trade tariff involves an absurdily, * * © so the phrase pro- 
tective tarif may be applied to every bill imposing duties on imported goods. 

This was in 1867, when the large increase demanded in our impost 
duties, by the honorable Senator and by his associates, was based on 
the necessity for increased revenue, and on that alone. 

“The first and obvious inquiry of every Senator discussing the 
question,” said the Senator from Ohio, ‘‘is, how much is it necessary 
to raise by tariff on imported goods,” and, going on, he declared: 

IT 18, THEREFORE, SIMPLY AN ABSURDITY TO TALK NOW ABOUT FREE-TRADE 
TARIFF, AND TO TALK ABOUT A PROTECTIVE TARIFF IS UNNECESSARY, BECAUSE 
THE WIT OF MAN COULD NOT POSSIBLY FRAME A TARIFF THAT WOULD PRO- 


DUCE ONE HUNDRED AND FORTY MILLION DOLLARS IN GOLD WITHOUT AMPLY 
PROTECTING OUR DOMESTIC INDUSTRY. 


Yet, Mr. President, when our finances are reduced to a gold basis, 
and when this very system is yielding in a single year the enormous 
sum. of $212,000,000 in gold, or its equivalent, and when a Democratic 
administration dares to suggest a reduction of this burden to something 
like the {proportions which the honorable Senator himself declared 
would be amply sufficient for the purpose of protection, the Senator raises 
his voice in denunciation, and advertises the President and his party 
ray gees trade and a paypal a The Senator ‘pees Ohio went 

urther, when he was i adoption of the high rates of the 
Morrill tariff: a ; 5 a 

The e man 
e A ewae 
our paper currency and our taxation. * * * Jt isnot British or 
Jorcign competition that produces distress among the ng interests 


of this country at this time. It is the effect of our laws. The chief evil arises 
from the depreciated currency. 

Mr. President, our paper currency has long since been reduced to a 
gold basis; our internal taxation, to which the honorable Senator al- 
Inded, in its effect upon the manufacturers, haslong since to that extent 
been repealed; the stamp taxes, the income tax, the conveyance tax, and 
a multitude of impositions upon which he then based his argument have 
disappeared from the statute-books. The productions of manufacturers 
have been reduced to aspecie basis and they have been relieved of special 
burdens. Yet, it was at the time of the adoption of this very tariff that 
the Senator from Ohio declared: 

If you reduce their Sarerea [the manufacturers] to a specie basis, and 
put them on the same footing they were on before the war, the present rates of 
duty would be too high. It would scarcely be n for any branch of in- 
dustry to be protected to the extent of the present tariff law. 

Who would believe that the same honorable Senator who gave utter- 
ance to these expressions upon the adoption of the laws which have re- 
mained substantially in force ever since, could acknowledge author- 
ship of the speech which was recently addressed to the Senate and to 
the country; and yet, Mr. President, I find the speech I allude to in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 5, of this year, and the ex- 
pressions I have quoted in a speech of the same honorable Senator de- 
livered in the Senate on the 23d of January, 1867, as published in a 
book entitled “S es and Reports on Finance and Taxation, by 
John Sherman,” and edited by himself. 

But, Mr. President, the honorable Senator has appealed to the labor 
of the country. When we would undertake to lift the burdens of the 
laboring man and give him equal opportunities in the great struggle 
for life, the Senator declares ‘that we would degrade him.” 

The Senator from Ohio has made history on that subject also. On 
the 4th of July, 1864, under his special patronage, a bill to encourage 
immigration, afterwards known as the contract labor bill, became a 
law. Its second section reads as follows: : 

That all contracts that shall be made by emigrants to the United States in 


foreign countries, in conformity to regulations that may be established by the 


said commissioner, whereby emigrants shall pledge the wages of their labor for 


a term not exceeding twelve months, to repay the expenses of their emigration, 
shali be held to be valid in law, and may be enforced in the courts of the United 
States, or of the several States and Territories; and such advance, if so stipu- 
lated in the contract, and the contract be recorded in the recorder’s office in the 
county where the emigrant shall settle, shall operate as a lien upon any land 
thereafter acquired by the emigrant, whether under the law when 
the title is consummated or on property otherwise acquired, until liquidated 
the emigrant, 

So unpopular did this section become that a bill to repeal it was 
promptly passed by the Forty-eighth Congress in 1885 when the ques- 
tion was agitated here, and more than once the House of Representa- 
tives had assailed it. 

It brought the ‘‘industrious laborer,” of whom the honorable Senator 
has said our ‘‘ protective system has brought a vast army to this coun- 
try,” to astrangeand to hima foreign country. It mortgaged fora year 
his earnings and his liberty. It was the first formal and official intro- 
duction of foreign serfdom into free America. When the bill was un- 
der consideration the honorable Senator said: 

If an official document prepared from official sources could be furnished 
them, giving them accurate information as to the needs of labor in this country, 
there is no doubt it would encourage a great desl of immigration. Inthe West- 
ner States (labor is absolutely demanded; common laborers are receiving a very 
high price. 

Could it have been that the Chinese immigration which poured into 
our western gates created the ‘‘ very high price” of ‘‘common labor” 
of which the Senator complained, or was this measure enacted with a 
purpose of prophecy to accord with the spirit in which he soon after de- 
Cared that ‘‘ our manufacturers did not need protection against the pauper 
labor of Europe.” 

In very recent years the honorable Senator voted against a bill to re- 
strict the immigration of the Chinaman. He afterwards pleaded for a 
limitation of the term of the exclusion to five years, and finally voting 
for the last bill he insisted that every skilled laborer in China should be 
excluded from its operation. 

Mr. President, these are matters of public history, of public record, 
and it is right that they should go to the country with the speech of 
the Senator from Obio. 

It is undoubtedly true that while our excess of impost duties has had 
a tendency to build up and foster monopolies and enrich the few at the 
expense of the many, it has had a like tendency to invoke free competi- 
tion to labor and to reduce the workingmen to the minimum of com- 
pensation. It has drawn a vast army from Europe, as the Senator 
says, who enter into competition with the labor they find employed 
when they reach America, and who enter into like competition among 
themselves. It has not simply invited a tide of honorable and manly 
emigration, to which extent we would all concur in its beneficence, but 
by the increased cost of his living and the multiplied exactions from 
his earnings it has made life a precarious burden to him here. By ar- 
tificial and false stimulus to his industries for a time it has invited mill- 
ions into the walks of his open competition from every hill-top and 
valley in our own country and from every quarter and section of the 
civilized world. The Hungarian, the Italian, and the Chinaman have 
crowded him alike. 
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They have ‘‘ come from every nation, come from every way ”— 
Come as the waves come, 
When navies are stranded; 
Come as the winds come, 
When forests are rended, 

Take for example your lumbering interests on the lakes, Iam told, 
and by those who know, that whenever wages in the United States are 
not satisfactory to the operator, instantly the borders of Canada are 
filled with posters and hand-bills, ‘‘ Lumbermen wanted’ at such and 
such a place and atsuch and such a price in the United States. And so, 
under a system of protection to labor, the American operator and owner 
is protected against the importation of Canadian lumber and the Ca- 
nadian lumberman is protected in his right to come into the United 
States, drive outourown citizens, and fellour forests. Thus theoperator 
can maintain his profit, while labor is destroyed under this gigantic 
forgery of its interests and its name. And thus has our free trade in 
labor multiplied its competition, held it in subjection, and left it where it is 
to-day, conscious of injustice and wrong, and bent on their redress, 

Yet our laboring men are blandly told that they are to bind them- 
selves hand and foot forever and forever to a system which gives them 
all the free trade and competition, and to others and the privileged few the 
monopoly and the profit. 

Sir, I am mistaken in the freedom, the intelligence, and the manhood 
of American labor, natural born and naturalized, if, with its power at 
the polls, it allow this condition longer to exist. 

Mr. President, I have no farther purpose in this discussion than to 
indicate my co-operation in the demand of the President in the inter- 
ests of the people for the reduction of their burdens, as he stands squarely 
by the platform upon which he was elected. The only question before 
the Senate is the motion of the honorable Senator from Ohio to refer the 
President’s message to the appropriate committee. 

A bill to reform the revenue system and reduce taxation will come 
from the House of Representatives. I do not doubt that it will be 
framed in a spirit of conservative fairness to all sections of the country, 
and to all interests. 

Much has been said which seemed calculated to alarm the country, 
and I am not sure it has not been designed for that purpose, with ref- 
erence to the President’s recommendations for reduction of taxation. 
Much that his message contains has been inadvertently or purposely 
overlooked. He declares that— 


The considerations which have been presented touching our tariff laws are 
intended only to enforce a recommendation that the surplus revenues of the 
Government be prevented by the reduction of our customs duties, and at the 
same time to py Aes pg rey pres that in accomplishing this purpose we 
may discharge a double duty to our people by granting to them a measure of 
relief from tariff taxation in quarters where it is most needed, and from sources 
where it can be most fairly and justly accorded. Nor can the presentation made 
of such consideration be with any degree of fairness re ed as evidence of 
unfriendliness toward our manufacturing interests, or of any lack of apprecia- 
tion of their value and importance. 


He further says: 

These interests constitute the leading and most substantial element of our 
national greatness and furnish the proud proof of our country’s pro; +. ¥ 2 
No demand is made that they shall forego all the benefils of governmental re- 
gard, It is not proposed to entirely relieve the country of this taxation. It 
must be Saona roy continued as a source of the Government's income, and in 
the readjustment of our tariff theinterests of American labor engaged in manu- 
facture should be carefully considered, as well as the prener raon of our manu- 
factuyes. It may be called protection, or by any other name, but relief from 
the hardships and dangers of our present tariff laws should be devised with a 
special precaution against imperiling the existence of our manufacturing inter- 
esis, * * * All will acknowledge the force of an argument which involves the 
welfare and liberal compensation of our laboring people. Our labor is honora- 
ble in the eyes of every American citizen; and as it lies at the foundation of our 
development and progress, it is entitled, without affectation or hypocrisy, to the 
utmost regard. Thestandard of our laborers’ life should not be SAUTE by that 
of any other country less favored, and Hoy are entitled to their full share of all 
our advantages, * * è But the reduction of taxation demanded should be 
so measured as not to necessitate or justify either the loss of employment by the 
workingman, nor the lessening of his wages; and the profits still remaining to 
the manufacturer ra necessary readjustment should furnish no excuse for the 
sacrifice of the interests of aisa A eitherin their opportunity to work or in 
the aiminution of their compensation. 

So we see that the cry of the demagogue the country over that the 
President and his policy are aiming at the lessening of a just reward 
of the labor of the country is as indecent as it is false. The system of 
taxation in force in this country for the last twenty years has been a 
standing menace and a source of constant injury to the laborer himself. 
It has made four or five States of the Union more wealth than all thg 
rest command, and has proven an apt illustration of the doctrines an 
theories of the Republican party, which have had for their object the 
creation and fostering of privileged classes and special advantages against 
the masses and the many. Under its divine inspiration for the pro- 
motion of the ‘‘interests of the workingman ” it hassquandered millions 
of acres of the publicdomain on private corporations and foreign syndi- 
eates, thus establishing in free America asystem of landlordism unheard 
of until the Republican party came intopower. It has appealed for the 
votes of the people upon liberal application of their own t to pur- 
poses of avarice and corruption. It has said to the ship-owner, Give 
us your sup and we will subsidize your ships out of the people’s 
money. It hassaid to the manufacturer, Give us your support and we 
will enrich your coffers ont of the public treasury by what we will call 
your protection. At thesame time we will maintain labor atstarvation 
rates by the increased cost ofitsconsumptions. We will maintain a sys- 


tem of free competition to labor, both at home and from abroad, even 
to the extent of 150,000 imported Chinamen who are now driving your 
industrial strongarms from the Pacific coast. It has taken the great 
corporations of this country into the high places, asin the instance of 
the tempter of old; it has pointed out to them vast empires of the peo- 
ple’s domain and said unto them, ‘‘ Give us your support and all this 
shull be yours;”’ and it has kept the pledge. Ishall not quote in detail . 
the action of the honorable Senator from Ohio in favor of these great 
subsidies in lands, although you will find the record an interesting one 
in contrast with his observation in the House in 1860, that to ‘invite 
every man who desires to locateon Western lands io go there and make 
for himself a home, is the only honest, the only noble, the only manly 
system of disposing of the public lands.” 

And so the political machine has gone on. Who will deny that the 
system which has prevailed under Republican administrations in this 
country, and for years past has made more strikes, driven more men 
from employment, filled the country with more tramps, aggravated more 
distress, created wider discontent, and produced more starvation and 
death than any other system the country ever saw? Is it not time for 
a change? And yet when the President of the United States, confront- 
ing bravely the solemn requirements of his high office and daring to 
preserve a patriotic regard for his publie responsibilities, ventures the 
suggestion of a remedy which has over and over again been presented 
and demanded by one administration after another, he is assailed by one 
of theacknowledged leaders of the Republican organization as frivolous 
in hisaction or bent on destruction. Sir, ithad as well be understood 
now as hereafter that this movement for reform and the relief of public 
burden in which the President has gallantly and manfully taken the 
lead, means practical result. The country isaroused to the justice ofits 
demands, The ranks will be closed. A spirit of fairness and of justice 
will prevail in all things, and both the benefits and the burdens of our 
system of taxation will be distributed fairly. That system, both in- 
ternal and external, will be treated as a whole. 

True, the President does not recommend the reduction ofinternal-rey- 
enue taxes; true also that in discussing the wool question, s ing of 
raw wool, he uses this lan : “ Reasons are suggested why the re- 
moval or reduction of this duty should be included ina revision of our 
tariff laws.” But it is equally true, as I have already quoted, that 
with reference to this and every other suggestion made by him, the 
President declares, ‘‘The considerations which have been presented 
touching our tariff laws are intended only to enforce an earnest recom- 
mendation that the surplus revenues of the Government be prevented 
by the reduction of our customs duties,’’ ete, 

The Senator from Ohio has been greatly agitated over the wool ques- 
tion. It may be that his vote in 1882 to reduce the duty on woul, 
when as a leading member of the conference committee which practi- 
cally framed that revision he led in the movement, has made him un- 
duly sensitive on this subject. I may be pardoned the suggestion that 
having aided in reducing the product of the wool-growers, he may now 
feel impelled to ‘‘ pull the wool over their eyes.” Ishould not use such 
an expression, Mr. President, if it were not for the statement made in 
open Senate and in the hearing of the country by the honorable Sena- 
tor in 1881—and I quote his words—that ‘‘anything that will beat 
down that party and build up our own is justifiable in morals and in 
law.” 

But, Mr. President, both the internal and external tax systems will 
be treated as a whole. The tax on tobacco will, I do not doubt, be 
reduced or wholly repealed; of this I shall be glad, and my vote on 
the subject will be governed by what I deem to be the fairness of the 
general revision. Iron and coal and the wool and other products of 
labor and of care and of enterprise will not be sacrificed in this re- 
vision. They will stand as other industries of the country stand, sub- 
ject to their fair share in the benefits of whatever the system may be 
as revised, and bearing as, they ought to bear, their fair share of the 
burdens of the common lot. Why should the Senator from Ohio be 
apprehensive on this subject when he is surrounded in this Chamber 
by a majority of his own party friends? Why should he seek to alarm 
the wool-growers or the producers of the country when a majority of 
his own way of thinking stand here ready to obey his behest for their 
safety? Is it because of the honorable Senator’s having once voted to 
reduce the duty on wool, or is it because he declared in 1882 ‘‘ that 
whether there is a majority of the Senate isa question always of doubt 
and uncertainty.” 

Even ifit turn out, Mr. President, in the fluctuations of polities, and 
the uncertain quality of the calculations of men that the honorable Sen- 
ator should find himself at the head of a minority instead of a majority 
on this question here, as in the other House, I shall be pardoned for as- 
suring him in his own language that 

We acknowledge their power, we pay obeisance to it, we respect their power. 

Mr. President, there is ample room for_a reduction of the existing 
taxes and of the burdens of the people without violence to any interest. 
No extremes need be resorted to. The measure of duty which fills the 
difference between the cost of production here and its cost abroad and 
transportation to our shores is protection to labor and fair competition 
to the employer. The measure which goes beyond that limit is monop- 
oly to the employer and unfair competition to labor. 
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The laboring man need not heed the suggestion of the Republican 
orator who looks him in the face and declares, ‘‘I am better than my 
brother.” The Democratic party has never been the enemy of labor. 
Maintaining its ancient doctrine of home rule, special privileges to 
none, and equality before the law, it has ever been, as it ever will be, 
the safest guardian of the poor andthe humble, Labor will find under 
its control of the Government a fair, and, I trust, asecurer and a better 
reward; but monopoly fortified and intrenched behind twenty years 
and more of Republican exaction and misrule, will have to go. Its 
citadel will be stormed, and in this Congress, Its exactions will be de- 
nied. Its hold on the throats of the masses will be broken. The mask 
of Republican protection will be torn from the face of hypocrisy and de- 
ceit and extortion. 

The system which, in the language of the honorableSenator from Ohio, 
has brought a ‘‘ vast army of industrious laborers to our shores,” will 
be so modified that that vast array, whether engaged in the line of pur- 
suits to be found in the East, or in the broader expanses of the great 
West, shall not be starved in the interests of money and monopoly 
when here. The details will suggest themselves for our consideration 
when the House shall have sent us a bill. We will then look, as Ibe- 
lieve the House will look, to the generous and equitable treatment of 
every product in the list. 

The question before us at this time is the bare reference of the Pres- 
ident’s message. The debate upon that question has been precipitated 
and calculated to alarm and to terrify the country. But the country 
has been long preparing for this conflict. It is now ready for the fray. 
It is my candid judgment that the great masses of the people will in- 
dorse and support this brave struggle for their rights, and for the relief 
of their bondage. Our people are becoming more and more intelligent 
day by day. Information is better disseminated and our action here 
is subjected to a daily serutiny which would not have been dreamed 
of twenty years ago. A generation of young men is rising up about us 
who are to control the destinies of the Republic. They are its pride 
and its hope. While places ot power and position are open to their 
aspirations, they are to be taught that the password to their future 
advancement is ‘‘equality before the law.’ They are to realize their 
obligations to country, but they are to realize and cherish as well the 
obligations of country to them. The child of labor and the child of 
fortune, linked in a common destiny, bound by the ties which should 
know no breaking, are to goon together guided by the spirit of our 
institutions and inspired by the geniusofour country’sfreedom. These 
are to constitute the men of the Republic. 


What constitutes a state? 

Not high-raised ave a or labored mound, 
Thick wall, or moated gai 

Not cities proud, with 3} ce and turrets crowned; 


Not bays and broad-arm 
Wifere, laughing at the storm, proud navies ride ; 
Nor starred and spangled courts, 


Where low-browed g Pieced wafts perfume to prido 
No!.Men, high-minded men, 
With powers as far above dull brates endued, 
In forest, brake, or den, 
s beasts excel cold rocks and brambles rade; 
Men who their duties know, 
But know their rights, and, knowing, dare maintain! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], to refer the President’s an- 
nual message to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifit is not wearisome to the Senate, I will detain 
it only a few moments. 

Mr. BLAIR. The unfinished business was simply Jaid aside infor- 
mally for the convenience of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose that can be considered as still pending 
in the same way. I will detain the Senate but a very few moments. 

Mr. BLAIR. I give notice that I shall object to any further post- 
ponement, and I hope the Senator from Ohio will be brief. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask that the school bill be laid before the Sen- 
ate, and that it be laid aside informally to allow mé to proceed, and I 
shall go right cn for a few moments. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; let the bill be laid before the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays the unfinished busi- 
ness before the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. ‘‘A bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks that it 
be temporarily laid aside. That order will be made, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, I congratulate my friend from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA], for I really esteem him such, that he is able now 
to make proclamation of the fact, which should have been made ten 
years ago, that the ranks of the Democratic party are closed. It may 
be that we shall now have a distinct, affirmative issue presented by the 
Democratic party. Ihope to God we shall. They have had possession 
of the legislative powers of the Government in the main, certainly 
they have had the control of the House of Representatives, for ten out 
of the past twelve years, and they have also had possession of the 
powers of the Senate for two years, yet there is not asingle affirmative 


proposition or measure which they have submitted to the judgment of 
the American people. If there is, I want to know what it is. 

On the tariff question I congratulate my friend that he is able tosay, 
and I hope he will make it good, that the Democratic party have closed 
their ranks. If they have, then we shall have a fair and manly contest 
on a great question of public policy upon which more than any other 
rest the greatness and power of our country. 

I should like to take part in such a contest, but I do not believe it 
will be presented tous. Let the ranks be closed, and make your prop- 
osition, that you have had the power to make for ten out of twelve years,_ 
to reduce taxation in any form and send it to us as the Democratic po- 
sition, and you will find the old ranks unbroken on this side of the 
Chamber, willing and ready if we disagree to present the issue that you 
give to us to the people of the United States. 

For gentlemen to come here and assail us because from time to time 
we have expressed views that appear to be different, when we were 
performing the responsible duty of Government, that they have had the 
power to perform for ten years, seems to me to be rather a small hole 
to creep out of a great responsibility. It is true that in the discussion 
of the tariff question in thirty years I may havechanged my mind. If 
I had not changed my mind as circumstances and conditions chan; 

I would be unworthy to hold aseathere. [Applause in the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio will sus 
fora moment. It is the duty of the Chair to caution the galleries that 
marks of approval or disapprobation are forbidden by the rules of the 
Senate, and silence will be enforced even if it is necessary to clear the 
galleries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have been called upon to debate 
and vote on the question of the tariff under conditions as strikingly 
changed as men can find in the history of any country. Before the 
war we had an overflowing treasury at one time and a great dread about 
the surplus revenue. We reduced taxes in 1857 by one fell stroke; 
and a revulsion oceurred after the p: e of that law, not perhaps 
caused by the law, but by a financial panic the revenues fell off I do 
not know how much. Atany rate, when we came back here in Decem- 
ber, 1857, we actually had to receive for our pay Treasury notes after 
the panic in the summer and fall of 1857. I believe my friend from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] was then a member of the other House, and he 
will remember that remarkable fact. 

I have seen these changes frequently occurring. When the war com- 
menced we had fortunately secured at the close of the previous admin- 
istration what was called the Morrill tariff bill, a bill which was de- 
bated at great length in both Houses of Congress, but was only passed 
in the Senate by reason of the absence of Senators who had gone South 
in an attempt to secede from the Union. It became the law in March, 
1861, and it was a great piece of good fortune to this country that that 
law had been passed, because it gave us the foundation of a revenue 
system, and it was immediately put in force, and had a great and power- 
ful influence in enabling us to carry on our financial operations. But 
the very moment when, during the war, we collected the duties im- 
posed by that tariff, we levied enormous taxes on home productions, 
yielding us at one time over $340,000,000 a year of nA revenue. 

Then after the war was over we commenced the reduction of those 
taxes, not so much of the tariff duties as internal taxation. It was on 
the bills proposing to reduce taxes, to take off the stamp duty on deeds 
and conveyances and all that sort of thing, to take off the taxes on do- 
mestic manufactures, to sweep away the mass of internal-revenue tax- 
ation levied during the war, that I uttered the language in 1867, quoted 
by the Senator from West Virginia, and every word of it was true, and 
is now heartily approved by me. 

Such was the general policy, I believe, of both political parties at that 
time. The party lines were not drawn on these taxation questions at 
the close of the war; and during the war no party lines were drawn at 
all on these questions, if I remember correctly. ‘Then it was the gen- 
eral desire to leave the tariff alone, with only slight reductions, so as 
to enable us to sweep away the whole mass of internal-revenue duties 
as rapidly as possible; and we did it. It wasona bill of that character 
in 1867 that I made the remark that of all the taxes which were most 
willingly paid by the people of the United States were the taxes on 
tobacco, beer, and spirits; and so they were; so they are to-day. 

But only within two or three years has there come complaint to 
us, and mainly from the Southern States, of the tax on tobacco. The 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] represents that feeling, 
and so does his colleague [Mr. RANsom], and so dothe other Senators 
from Southern States; so do the Senators from the States of Ohio and 
Indiana; that is to say, the growers of tobacco begin to feel that while 
they have willingly paid that tax and the farmers have been compelled 
to buy of licensed dealers and nobody else—while they have willingly 
borne that tax as long as it was necessary for the support of the Gov- 
ernment, yet now the farmers do complain of it. 

They say it does affect their production. This complaint has only 
come to us within two or three years, and when it came to us, espe- 
cially from the South, I felt we ought to heed it. I do heed it, I do re- 
gard it, and have so far modified my views as to be willing to repeal 
the tobacco tax, leaving the beer and whisky tax still stand to enable 
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us to meet the great expenditures still occurring in consequence of the 
war. $ 

Am I right in this? Iwonder that Senators on the otherside of the 
Chamber do not heed that voice, too. It is general all over the South- 
ern States, and I yield to that opinion so generally expressed in Vir- 
ginia, West Virginia, Tennessee, North Carolina, and Kentucky for the 


repeal of the tobacco tax. I see that there isademand made, especially 
by the farmers of that region, for the farmers of Ohio care less about 
it; and when I yield to that demand I only do what the Senators from 
those States ought to do, yield to the public will when it comes to us 
in an authentic form from great masses of our fellow-citizens, 

As to the great issue which divides the two parties as to the expedi- 
ency of protective duties on imported goods, I hope it will divide the 
people of the South as well as the North. I want to see the declara- 
tion this day made carried out. I want to see those lines closed. I 
want to see a proposition coming from the Democratic side of a meas- 
ure proposing affirmative legislation on this vital question of public 
policy. To-day we have heard declamation against land grants, as if 
that system was the work and effort of the Republican party. Sir, 
that system had its birth in the Democratic party. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 
the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator stand in his place and say that the 
ree Be party ever granted an acre of land toa private corpora- 

on? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us see how ridiculous such a claim is. A 

t party can not stand in that position, Senators. Here it is: The 
rst grant of public Jand ever made to aid the construction of railroads 
was to the State of Illinois in trust for a particular company to build 
a railroad on a defined line, and because Congress interposed a trustee 
between the grant and the beneficiaries in a State is that a dodge or 
distinction the Democratic party will stand behind? I do not believe 
it, sir, nor did they do it. Up to 1861 there were no grants made to 
Territories except to one, Minnesota, and that was of doubtful author- 
ity. But in 1861 it became n to grant lands to build railroads 
in Territories. Were Territories to stand as trustees between the cestui 
que trust and the Government? No; because those Territories were 
mere transient agents of local anthority. Therefore Congress created 
corporations, and it was done by the voice and act of Democrats and 
Republicans alike. When I am arraigned here for any mistakes that 
were made in that legislation, I beg leave to tell my honorable friend 
that Mr. Hendricks was the most potent and able advocate of the law 
organizing the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. The records will 
show it, although I have not looked over them for years; but there they 
are. So with Reyerdy Johnson, and so with all the Democrats; there 
was no difference between parties then on that question. 

Mr. KENNA. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator will hardly say that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nearly all, I think. 

Mr. KENNA. He has named every Democrat he can name who 
supported that measure. Can the Senator say there was no difference 
between the parties on that subject? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that the records will bear me 
out in the statement I have made. 

"Mr. KENNA. The records do not show it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the records will show that the vote was 
almost unanimous on those bills, and I remember well that it was the 
active agency of Mr. Hendricks in regard to the Northern Pacific bill, 
which I thought was not well enough guarded, and also the active 
agency of Reverdy Johnson, who contributed, I believe, more than any 
other man to the passage of the second Union Pacific Railroad act in 
1864. 

You can not shield yourself behind any subterfuge, or any trustee, or 
any mere form of law. ‘That grant was made by consent of the people 
of the United States, by and in pursuance of a resolution of the National 
Democratic Convention of 1860, and of the Republican Convention of 
1860. It was made by the common consent of the people, and by the 
common will of the people without regard to parties, North or South. 
Even before the war the South had their project also for a Southern 
Pacific Railroad, and that was favored as well asthe rest. No; let there 
beno dodging behind the trustee. When the lands were within a State 
the State was a naked trustee, and when within a Territory the lands 
were granted to corporations created by Congress, and thisformula was 
adopted in grants by both parties. 

As to the vital question that divides the two parties, it is this: We 
still stand upon the position that I stated in 1867, that it was better to 
do away with the internal-revenue taxesas rapidly as possible, and they 
were at lastsweptaway, with the exceptions I have stated, by the Forty- 
eighth Congress, the last Congress, Republican in both branches, which 
existed in this country. That was in 1882; and there is quoted to us 
what was said by Arthur in 1882 and by his Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Folger. What they recommended was right; it was entirely con- 
sistent with what I said at the time; it was entirely consistent with 
what the honorable Senator who sits near me [Mr. MORRILL] and I 
have endeavored to carry out; and a Republican Congress didit. _The 


difference between the Democratic party and the Republican party is 
that when Arthur and the executive authorities, Republican in char- 
acter, called our attention to the necessity of a revision, we went and 
did it, and passed the law of 1883. 

That is precisely what you have not done, and that is precisely what 
I want you to do. You take the responsibility of power, make your 
plan, and then we will meet youand discuss it with you at your pleasure. 

There is a broad line of division between the two parties as they ex- 
ist now and as they will exist in the future. The President says, re- 
tain all internal taxes and reduce the duties on imported merchandise 
that come in competition with home industries. We say we will not 
strike down any prospering industry of our country; that where man- 
ufactures have sprung up in our midst by the aid of a duty, this pro- 
tection, as you call it, we will not reduce; we will not derange con- 
tracts, industries, or plans, or lower the prices of labor, or compel laborers 
or manufacturers to meet any sudden change or emergency. We say 
that we are willing to join with you in reducing the taxes. We will 
select those taxes that bear most heavily upon the people, especially in- 
ternal taxes, and repeal those. We will preserve the spirit of protection 
by tariff duties just so long as it is necessary to give our people the bene- 
fit of a home market and diversified productions a fair chance in the 
trade and commerce of onr country, but we will not invite into our 
country foreign importations to compete with ånd break down our home 
industries. 

The Senator from West Virginia has quoted a law. Ido not remem- 
ber that law. I do not remember to have had anything to do with the 
passage of the law to which he refers, But I will not speak of that. 

Mr. KENNA. I will furnish it to the Senator, if he will permit me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will look at it for myself. 

Mr. KENNA: I have here the page and date and entire proceed- 
ing, which will show thatthe Senator had charge of the bill through- 
out its consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What year was that in? 

Mr. KENNA. In 1864, and the act was approved July 4 of that 


year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ah! I thought the date would disclose it. That 
is sufficient; I want no other reason. The law was enacted in 1864, in 
the midst of war, when 2,000,000 ofourpeople weredownSouth. That 
was a sufficient justification for that or any other law which would invite 
people here to help us make good the absence of those brave Union sol- 
diers of the Army. I thought the date orsomething would disclose it. 
The language quoted in that law was not consistent with my feeling, and 
I thought there must be some explanation of it. I have no doubt that 
I supported it then. Indeed, I would have passed any kind of a law at 
that time. I would have done what I said afterwards I would do, 
anything to beat the Democratic party, because thesuccess of that party 
was the dissolution ofthe Union. Idid not exactly mean this when I 
said it, but the Senator from Alabama came down upon me so strongly 
that I was determined not to retreat on compulsion, and so I stood by 
it, though then willing to qualifymy remark. But in 1864 I would 
have done anything in the world to defeat the Democratic party. I un- 
derstood it to be then, during the war, the enemy of my country. I 
considered that upon the success of the Republican party depended the 
preservation of the Union and the existence of our country. Soin 1864 
Imight have voted for some such law, but I warrant you I voted to re- 
peal it whenever the matter was presented. I had forgotten even about 
its introduction or having anything to do with such a law. 

Mr. President, I will go no further. I congratulate the country 
that we are abont to have a fair, square, and manly issue upon an in- 
dustrial policy which affects the life and property and interests of every 
citizen of this country without regard to State or section; a question 
between protected labor in our country, protected against undue foreign 
competition with the pauper labor of Europe; a question of diversified 
productions and diversified interests; achoice between a country strong, 
prosperous, and independent within itselfand a country dependent upon 
agriculture alone, with a few blacksmith shops and carpenter shops 
scattered through the country. 

The policy that I aim to develop is one that will make us practically 
independent of all the nations of the world, that we may make in this 
country not only all that we need to eat, except the luxuries of trop- 
ical climes, and all we wish to wear, all the mauufactures necessary to 
human life, that this great and powerful nation of 60,000,000 people, 
extending over a vast region, from ocean to ocean and from the Gulf to 
Canada, may be independent in themselves, so thatif European nations 


‘| will be at war with each other, here we may have a republic of free- 


men, making itsown way in the world, able to keep itself, and, if neces- 
sary, to help the country north of us and the country south of us, 
[Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The galleries will be in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Ohio 
made a challenge the other day upon the Democrats to show what they . 
had done affirmatively since they came into power in the House of 
Representatives. That challenge is repeated to-day with emphasis, 
and the charge is made that though the Democratie party has been 
substantially in power jor ten or twelve years if has furnished the 
country with no afirmative act of legislation. 
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It will be remembered that while the Democrats have had a major- 
ity, sometimes larger and sometimes smaller, from the Forty-fourth 
Congress to the present, with the exception of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, during all those years until the present President was elected 
we had a Republican President, and during all those years we had a 
Republican Senate, except during the Forty-sixth Congress. During 
the only term when the Democrats had the control of the two Houses 
of Congress they did not have the control of the executive department. 
I mention this for the purpose of saying that a party to be held respon- 
sible for an affirmative public policy ought to be in ion of both 
branches of the legislative department and of the executive department 
of the Government. 

But I rose for the purpose of saying that there have been some things 
done by the Democratic party which have subserved great public in- 
terests. Previous to 1872, in the policy of contraction of the currency 
by the Republican party, in its policy of retiring the legal-tender notes 
from circulation, in its policy of suspending the coinage of silver, it 
brought us down in 1872 to a time when there was not enough money 
in the country to carry on its ordinary business, and when the property 
of the country was being sold for taxes from one end of the Union to the 
other, That dearth of currency it wassaid was produced by the policy 
of getting down to hard-pan, and getting to that hard-pan was wrecking 
and ruining the country. 

When the Democrats came into the control of the House of Repre- 
sentatives they commenced the struggle to arrest the taking up and 
cancellation of the legal-tender notes, and tried to prevent them from 
being turned into an interest-bearing bonded debt to increase the bur- 
dens of the people, and to preserve them to the people as a part of the 
currency necessary to carry on the industriesofthe country. With the 
aid of a few Republicans, but the measure being essentially a Demo- 
cratic measure, it was carried through so as to preserve $346,000, 000 of 
legal-tender notes as a part of the currency of the country to aid its 
business and to restore its prosperity. 

It commenced at ihe same time the effort to secure the recoinage of 
the silver dollar, and by the aid of a few Republicans—Western Repub- 
licans mostly—the Democratic party did secure the recoinage of sil- 
yer; and the honorable Senator from Ohio, as Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, informed Congress in his report the fall after that was done that 
the recoinage of silver had enabled the Government to reach a specie- 
paying basis. I remember that was the substance of his report. -And 
the silver which had been theretofore coined had been added to the 
circulating money of the country, and had aided to promote the pros- 
perity and business thrift of the country. 

Another measure, one which had for its object the restraining and 
controlling of the monopolistic powers of the railroad corporations of 
the country, had its origin in the Democratic House and was sustained 
and carried through essentially and mainly. by Democratic votes; a 
measure which was necessary to the protection of the masses of the 
people against corporations which had shown disregard, in a large de- 
gree, of popular rights; a measure which I apprehend will be held in the 
future to be one of the most important and beneficent measures that 
Congres$ has ever adopted. 

Besides that, during the time referred to by the honorable Senator from 
West Virginia, when the Republicans were voting away public lands 
by the tens of millions of acres, by, I believe, nearly 200,000,000 acres 
in the aggregate, to corporations, the Democrats inaugurated measures, 
struggled for them in the House and secured the adoption of measures 
there, some of which were adopted here in the Senate, but supported, 
I believe, mainly by Democrats and opposed chiefly by Republicans, 
by which about 50,000,000 acres of the public domain were restored 
back and held for the use of the settlers. 

These are some of the measures indicating the policy and the pur- 
pose of the Democratic-party to subserve the interests of the people and 
to resist the power of classes and corporations to absorb the money and 
property of this country and to oppress the masses of thepeople. Every 
great step that has been taken has been in thisline and in accord with 
the traditional policy and principles of the Democratic party. 

So, though the Democratic party has not been in possession at the 
same time of the executive department of the Government and of both 
branches of the legislative department, still it had manifested a policy 
and a purpose to carry on the Government in the interest of the people 
as contradistinguished from a policy to carry iton in the interest of 
classes and of corporations; in other words, as contradistinguished from 
the policy of running this Government in the interest of protected man- 
ufacturers, in the interest of great corporations, and in the interest of 
other combined and favored classes. While I can not affirm that the 
Democratic party has been able to carry through many great measures, 
I do affirm that these measures to which I have referred, beneficial to 
the best interests of the country, have been mainly carried through by 
Democratic policy and Democratic influence, and mainly resisted by 
Republican policy and Republican influence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the question of reference on the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] the Chair understands 
that other Senators have notified the Senate that they desire to speak. 
The motion will therefore remain on the table. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to me? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] desires the floor 
on the education bill. 

Mr. CALL. I will yield to the Senator from Maine, ifhe desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of common schools. _ 

Mr. CALL. I yield to the Senator from Maine, 

Mr. COCKRELL. May I be allowed to introduce a bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will receive it, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1849) to confirm New Madrid 
location survey, No. 2889, and to provide for issue of patent therefor; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1850) to authorize the construc- 
tion of certain bridges across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur 
Kill and Kill Von Kull, and to establish the same as post-roads; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. i 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate having agreed to adjourn over, and a sub- 
committee having the matter under consideration, I desire to introduce 
a bill and ask its reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations, to- 
gether with certain memorials bearing on the subject. 

The bill (S. 1851) to provide for an international marine conference 
for securing greater safety for life and property at sea was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


THE VIRGINIUS FUND. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask leave to present a resolution, and request imme- 
diate action upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection be made, 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to reportto the Senate, for its . 
information, the present condition of the so-called Virginius fand, the amount 
undistributed, the interest received, and from what sources received. 


The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 371) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. CALL. Being entitled to the floor, I yield to the Senater fiom 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART], who desires to be heard. 

Mr. STEWART. Inasmuch as I have no set speech to deliver, but 
feel inclined to make a few remarks in regard to the educational bill, I 
may as well do it now. 

As to the constitutional question which has been suggested, it has 
failed to embarrass me in the least. The bill is so absolutely in accord 
with the practice of the Government for a great many years, dating as 
far back as 1802, that I hardly think its constitutionality open to dis- 
cussion. 

On the admission of the State of Ohio, in 1802, the sixteenth section 
in each township was granted to the new State in aid of common schools. 
Subsequently the grant was extended so as to include the thirty-sixth 
section, and these two sections in each township were granted to all the 
new States forcommon-school purposes. The aggregate of these grants 
amounts to about 68,000,000 acres. 

In 1862 an act was passed granting land-scrip to the several States 
according to their representation in Congress, the aggregate amounting 
to about 10,000,000 acres, which was distributed among the several 
States for the purpose of establishing agricultural colleges. 

There have been numerous other grants foreducational purposes. The 
legislation of Congress from 1802 until now has been consistent in aid 
of education, and the power of Congress to make these donations to the 
States has never been questioned by either party. Congress has passed 
bill after bill without objection, and it is impossible forme fo . ~ n- 
guish between the constitutional power to donate land to be sold and 
converted into money in aid of common schools and the donation of 
money directly for that purpose. 

The practice of the Government in aiding common schools is so well 
established, and all parties are so thoroughly committed to this policy 
by repeated acts of Congress for more than half a century, that the 
question involved in this bill is a question of expediency, not of power. 

The only portion of the bill which has attracted my attention as be- 
ing unfair is that which gives to the several States sums of money in 
proportion to illiteracy of the people without confining it to the illiter- 
acy of children of the common-school age. It is not proposed to edu- 
cate adults in the common schools, and their illiteracy, it seems to me, 
ought not to be made a basis for the distribution of money appro; 
priated by Congress. I shall not, however, offer any amendment to 
the bill, as it has been considered so often. I merely make the sug- 


The resolution will be read, unless 
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gestion that it occurs to me that the basis of apportionment is not ex- 
actly fair; but I shall make no objection on that ground. 

The donations of land heretofore made exceed in value the amount 
to be expended under this bill, although it has been often stated that 
this was the most enormo#s appropriation ever made by Congress for 
the benefit of education. Some of the former donations were made in 
the shape of land scrip, which fell into the hands of speculators. The 
donation, however, of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections was not 
in the shape of floating scrip, but was confined to two sections located 
in each township. This grant has been most beneficial throughout 
the new States. The good that it has accomplished is beyond computa- 
tion. It has been the basis of a splendid system of common schools 
throughoutthe West. The generations that have been born and grown 
up since this policy was inaugurated bear testimony to the efficacy of 
the aid Congress extended to common schools. 

There is another reason why I have no constitutional scruples with 
regard to the proposed legislation. I believe that this Government has 
a right to take measures for the well-being of the people—such meas- 
ures asare necessary to maintain free institutions. 

Education is essential to the existence of freedom. The duties of a 
citizen are becoming more and more complicated and difficult day by 
day. The questions discussed here have to be ultimately decided by 
the people, and they must be able to understand them. The capacity 
to vote for the vast number of elective officers in the several States of 
the Union requires an unusual amount of intelligence. 

For example, take the city of New York, where the citizen is called 
upon to designate by his ballot persons to fill one hundred and eight 
ae in the city and county alone in addition to State and Féderal 
offices. 

In the city of San Francisco the voteris required to select eighty-two 
persons to fill eighty-two offices at a single election, and by law the 
names of all these persons are placed upon a single ticket. If the 
voter is uneducated, his right to vote under such circumstances is 
worthless. When we reflect that the great questions upon which the 
prosperity of the country depend, such as currency, banking, the sin- 
gle or double standard of metallic money, the tariff, and all other 
questions involving the rights and interests of the people, must finally 
be submitted to their votes to decide which policy is best for the 
country, it can not be denied that education is necessary to enable the 
voter to decide between the great contending parties struggling for 
supremacy. 

If this Government is to be safely conducted by the people they must 
be educated. The preservation of the Government requires it. Why 
maintain an army and anavy? Why educate young men for the mil- 
itary and naval service? The only reason which can be given isa sup- 
posed necessity to defend the nation. We have no enemy as strong 
as ignorance. Ignorance is our only formidable foe. Republics have 
never perished by the sword. They have always bred a race of war- 
riors, willing and capable of vanquishing every foe, except ignorance 
among the masses. By that fatal enemy all the republics of ancient 
times were destroyed. The masses became incapable of conducting 
the complicated machinery of government necessary in a republic, and 
the people lost their liberty. 

Ignorance is the only enemy now threatening the institutions of 
the United States. If this Government perishes, it will not fall be- 
fore a foreign foe; it will go down because the people are incompetent 
to understand the wants and the complicated machinery of this great 
Government. 

My position is that notwithstanding this bill may not be in the 
best possible form, I ought not vote against a proposition to extend 
aid for the education of the people. I regard money expended for such 
a purpose as a contribution for the preservation of our free institu. 
tions. . t 

I have introduced a bill to which I desire in this connection to call 
the attention of the Senate. It is a proposition for the establishment 
of a national university in this city for the education of teachers. I 
think much good might be derived from it. In the first placeit would 
elevate the profession of teaching. It would place it on a rank with 
the profession of arms, and would give a character, a standing, a re- 
spectability to teachers. Not only that, but we should have acentral 
point from which to disseminate throughout the country the wisdom 
that might be collected from its various parts. 

And that is not all. It is very important that the people of this 
country should know something of each other, something of their in- 
stitutions. We have only one national assembly in which the people 
meet, and that is the Congress of the United States. The social and 
political effect of meeting at the capital for the purpose of legislation 
and business operates beneficially in every respect throughout the coun- 
try. It is thestrongest bond of union that exists between the sections. 
It is even more beneficial than the intercourse of trade, travel, and com- 
merce between the States. It is in fact the principal means by which 
the people of the different sections of the Union learn to know and 
respect each other. The friendship formed at the capital, the knowl- 
edge obtained here of the character of the people from the North and 
the South, the East and the West, cement the bonds of union and remove 
jealousy, prejudice, andill-will, the natural products of non-intercourse 


and isolation. A national university, where thousands of young men 
and women would be educated, would operate on a larger scale and 
with far more reaching effect in cementing the bonds of union between 
the States than the assembling of Congress for legislative purposes. 
Their numbers would be greater, their purposes more harmonious, their 
youthful attachments stronger, than a body of mature men assembled 
on official business. 

The youth of each section would learn something of the youth of all 
other sections. They would realize that this is one country, and that 
the institutions of each State form part of the institutions of our com- 
mon country. They would learn to respect each other for those qual- 
ities of head and heart that make men and women useful inembers of 
society, rather than on account of the accident of birth or the locality 
of residence. A corps of teachers thus equipped would be effective mis- 
sionaries in the cause of education; they would elevate our common 
schools and teach the youth of the land not only the elements of a com- 
mon-school education, but also the essential principles of freedom and 
union among all the people, upon which the permanency of our Gov- 
ernment depends. 

. A university for the education of teachers must be considered and 
will eventually be established. 

The bill now under consideration furnishes an opportunity for an 
expression of opinion in favor of the education of the masses. I shall 
avail myself of that opportunity and cheerfully vote for the bill, hoping 
that the action of Congress will not end with it, but that ample pro- 
visions may be made at an early day for educating teachers, elevating 
the standard of education generally, to the end that our Government 
may not perish as other republics which have preceded us—for want of 
knowledge. 

SAND BARS NEAR LITTLE MANGROVE POINT. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PASCO. If my colleague will yield to me, I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CALL. I willdo so, but before I doso I ask unanimous consent 
to present a resolution, calling for information, which I desire acted 
on at once, 

The resolution wasconsidered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate of the 
robable cost of making a channel 200 feet wide through the two sand bars near 
uittle Mangrove Point, so as to allow vessels drawing 20 feet of water to enter 

Old Tampa Bay, Florida,and how much of this amount can be profitably ex- 
pended during the next fiscal year. 
IMPROVEMENT OF NORTHWEST CHANNEL NEAR KEY WEST. 

Mr. CALL. I offer another resolution of similar character, and ask 
for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate what 
amount of money can be profitably expended during the next fiscal year in im- 
proving the northwest channel near Key West, Fla., according to the plan sub- 
mitted in compliance with the river and harbor act of August 5, 1886, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive bus- 


iness. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending which I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro temopre. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 6, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 31, 1888. 
SECOND COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 


Sigourney Butler, of Massachusetts, to be Second Comptroller of the 
Treasury. r 


The question recurs on the motion 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
William M. Nixon, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Tennessee. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Joseph W. Preston, of Monticello, Ga., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Mission Agency (consolidated), in California. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Peter F. Cogbill, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Petersburgh, in the State of Virginia. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
H. W. Patton, of Los Angeles, Cal., to be register of the Jand office 
at Los Angeles, Cal. 
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UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
Beckford Mackey, of South Carolina, to be consul at Paso del Norte. 
Henry A. Ehninger, of New York City, to be consul of the United 
States at Cienfuegos. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John J. Orr, of Owenton, Ky., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Buffalo, Wyo. 

Absalom H. Wear, of Cassville, Mo., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Springfield, Mo. 

J. F. Linthicum, of Sacramento, Cal., to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Sacramento, Cal. 

Robert Kennedy, of Shasta, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Shasta, Cal. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 


Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. John F. McBlain, to be first lieutenant. 


REVENUE SERVICE. 


Capt. Leander M. Keene, of Maine, to be a captain in the revenue 
service of the United States. 

Capt. Frederick M, Munger, of Maine, to be a captain in the revenue 
service of the United States. 

Capt. Jefferson A. Slamm, of Massachusetts, to be a captain in the 
revenue service of the United States. 

Capt. Dorr F. Tozier, of Maine, to be a captain in the revenue service 
of the United States, 

First Lieut. Owen S. Willey, of the District of Columbia, to bea first 
lieutenant in the revenue Service of the United States. 

First Lient. George E. McConnell, of the District of Columbia, to be 
a first lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States. 

Charles W. Munroe, of Massachusetts, to be a first assistant engineer 
in the revenue service of the United States. 

Second Assistant Engineer Orrick N. Turner, of the District of Co- 


Jumbia, to be a second assistant engineer in the revenue service of the j- 


United States. 

Second Lieut. Perey W. Thompson, of Maryland, to be a second 
lieutenant in the reyenue service of the United States. 

John B. Hull, of Virginia, to be a third lientenant in the revenue 
service of the United States. 

James M. Moore, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant in the reve- 
nue service of the United States. 


POSTMASTERS. 


James G. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the county of 
Oakland and State of Michigan. 

Horace N. Montague, to be postmaster at Caro, in the county of Tus- 
cola and State of Michigan. 

William A. Squires, to be postmaster at Henrietta, in the county of 
Olay and State of Texas. 

Samuel H. Emerson, to be postmaster at Malvern, in the county of 
Hot Spring and State of Arkansas, 


George F. Richardson, to be postmaster at Newton Centre, in the 


county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Buena Vista Wood, to be postmaster at Rock Hill, in the county of 
York and State of South Carolina. 

L. W. Goen, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county of 
Buchanan and State of Iowa. 

Charles H. Cossitt, to be postmaster at Owosso, in the county of Shi- 
awassee and State of Michigan. 

William M. Bennett, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Michigan. 

Andrew W. Mehan, tobe postmasterat Mason, in the county of Ingham 
and State of gna eas 

Ellis Hunter, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county of Glynn 
and State of Georgia. 

Jacob W. F. Little, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
of Troup and State of Georgia. 

Frank A. Campbell, to be postmaster at Woonsocket, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 

Charles R. Jameson, to be postmaster at Antrim, in the county ot 
Hillsborough and State of New Hampshire. 

Alfred E. Jaques, to be postmaster at Wilton, in the county of Hills- 
borough and State of New Hampshire. 

Leonard G. Babcock, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 2, 1888. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


James R. Roosevelt, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Vienna. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


John R. Markley, of Niobrara, Nebr., to be register of the land office 
at Niobrara, Nebr. i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 2, 1888. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MARY H. NEWMAN. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of findings 
of fact of said court in the case of Mary H. Newman against the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, under the rule, laid before the House 
bills of the following titles; which were read a first and second time, 
and referred as follows, namely: 

The bill G 1022) to relinquish the interest of the United States in cer- 
tain lands in Kansas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 425) to grant the right of way through the public lands 
for irrigation pur to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 23) toauthorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across 
the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory of Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 388) for the relief of L. B. Townsend, LouisS. Lovel, W. 
C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, Harvey Harter, Benjamin 
Harter, and Peter Hackett—to the Committee on Claims, 

The bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase of asite, and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 217) to change the limit of appropriation for a public 
building at Jacksonville, Fla.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 13) proposing an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. McComas, for one week, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. HIESTAND, for eight days, on account of important business. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MUSKINGUM RIVER. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the House Calendar from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4327) regulating the construction of bridges over the Muskin- 
gum River, and put it upon its 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before unanimous consent is granted I wish to 
know whether this is reported from the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does any gentleman desire the reading of the | 
report ? 

Mr. WILKINS. Ido not care for the report, but I would like to 
have the bill read. I want to know what it is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will state to my colleague that this relates 
to the construction of bridges in the future; not to bridges built here- 
tofore. It has no effect upon present structures, and was prepared by 
the Engineer Bureau of the War Department. 

Mr. WILKINS. Let the bill be read.° 

‘’he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That any person or corporation having lawful authority to 
erect a bridge or bridges across the M yor eg River, Ohio, may hereafter erect 
brid across said river for railroad or other uses upon compliance with the 
provisions and requirements of this act, but no bridge shall be erected across 
said river which does not comply therewith. 

Sec, 2. That every bridge hereafter erected across the a River, Ohio, 
shall have its axisat rightangles to the current at medium and hi gh stages, and its 

iers shall be parallel to this current. No riprapor other outside protection for 

nsufficient foundations will be permitted around the channel piers, and all cof- 
fer-dams, piling, and other temporary works must be removed by the owners of 
the bridge before it is opened to traffic. Every such bri may be built either 
as a draw-bridge oras a continuous bridge; if built as a draw-bridge, the draw 
span shall give two clear openings, measured on the low-water line, of 80 feet, 
and smooth crib work or masonry shall be built at right angles to the bridge ex- 
tending up stream from the pivot pier, a distance of at least 100 feet, and down 
stream the same distance, and the eight of this protection pier shall not be less 
than 4 feet above highest locking stage. Thechannelsides of the channel piers 
shall be smoothly cut; the corners of the draw piers shall be rounded toa radius 
of not less than 6 inches; there shall be no projecting cornices on the piers, nor 
projecting footway on the draw span; theapparatus forswinging the draw shall 
sufficient to open itin not more than 5 minutes; and the draw yd bared oss 
opened on si, The location of the draw span shall be subject to the approv: 
of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 3. That if the bridge be built as s continuous bridge it shall have at least 
one channel-span, the center of which shall be in the middle of the channel 
usually run in high stages by steam-boats descending the river with barges or 
rafts in tow; said channel. n to have a clear opening of 250 feet, measured at 
the low-water line, and the lowest part of the span to be 40 feet above highest 


passage. 
Is there objection to the request of the 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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ight line connecting the tops 


navigable water, as determined y en 
of the pool in which the bridge is to be 


lower lock-gates at the head and 


River, they shall first give public notice of said intention by pub- 
lication for one week in ne aving a wide circulation, in not less 
two pers published in towns on the Muskingum River below Dresden, 


ity, on the scale of 1 
inch to 100 feet, giving for the space of one-quarter of a mile above and one- 
quarter proposed bri the topography of the 
banks of the river, the line of low and highest navi e water, 

tion of the bed of the river by contour lines, 2feet 


other structures within the coe, sg i lines in the area. Said maps 
dra be refi toa board of engineer officers or to the engineer 


Sec. 5. That in case the location of the proposed bridge crossesthe riveratthe 
site of one of the lateral canals, and the main bridge is over a part of the river 
that is not peek ey the provisions of the foregoing sections are so far moditied 
that the protection piers above and below the pivot pier of the draw may. be re- 
| aera ny piling, or similar approved construction; and in case of acontinuocus 

dge, the span over the canal need not exceed the width of the canal meas- 
gua ee the tops of its banks. The current observations may also be 
om $ 

Sec. 6. That all parties owning, occupying, or operating bridges over the 
Muskingum River shall maintain, for the security of navigation, at their own 
expense, from sunset to sunrise, throughout the year, such lights on their bridges 
as sg be required by the Light-House Board, or the United States engineer 


r of said river; and during the construction of any bridge under 
this act such lights and buoys shall be kept on coffer-daims, cribs, piling, float- 
ing rafts, etc., used in the construction of the bridge as may be necessary 


for the security of navigation. = 

SEC. 7. That the officers and crews of all vessels, boats, or rafts, navigating 
the Muskingum River shall be required to regulate the use of said vessels 
and of any pipes or chimneys belonging thereto, so as not to interfere with the 
construction of any of the bridges authorized by the provisions of this act. 

SEO. 8. That oy brite constructed under thisact and according to its limi- 
tations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known asa post- 
route apon which no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the 
same of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States 


than the rate per mile tor tion over the railroads or public high- 


transporta 
ways leading to the said bridges; and the United States shall have the right of 
way for telegraph or telephone purposes across any such bridge; and in case 
of any litigation arising from any alleged obstruction to the navigation of said 
Muskingum River created by the construction of any bridge under this act the 
cause or question arising may be tried before the circuit or district court of the 
United States for the southern district of Ohio, 

Src. 9. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act so as to prevent or 
remove all material obstructions to the navigation of said river by the future 
construction of bridges is hereby expressly reserved, without any liability of 
the Government for on account of the alterations or amendment of 
this act, or on account of the prevention or requiring the removal of any such 
obstructions; and any chee in the construction or any alteration of any such 
bridge that may be direc at any time by Congress, shall be made at the cost 
and expense of the owners thereof. 


The committee recommend the following amendment: 

Strike out in line 5, of section 4,the words “for one week,” and substitute 
therefor the words “once a week for four weeks.” 

Mr. WILKINS. Before action is taken upon this bill I wish to ask 
my colleague whether this affects, in any manner, any of the bridges 
in the city of Zanesville that are constructed or may hereafter be con- 
structed? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can answer my colleague by saying that, in 
the first place, it affects no bridge already constructed upon any portion 
of the river, and in the second place it affects no bridge in Zanesville 
how constructed or hereafter to be constructed, unless it is constructed 
below the present canal in which the steam-boats land. 

Mr. WILKINS. Let me ask another question. Is this in accord 
with the recommendation of the Secretary of War and the engineer in 


charge? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The bill was drawn in the office of the Secre- 
tary of War and sent to me, to be introduced, from there. 

I desire unanimous consent to make a single amendment to the bill 
as it stands, by putting into the fourteenth line of the eighth section, 
before the word “‘southern,”’ the words ‘“‘eastern division of the; so 
that it will read: : 

Questions arising may be tried before the circuit or district court of the United 
States for the eastern division of the southern district of Ohio. 

The amendment was to. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. GROSVENOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
w passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on tbe 
e 
The latter motion was agreed to, 


TRACT OF LAND IN AUSTIN, TEX. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent to take up for consideration 
at this time the bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
convey to the city of Austin, Tex., a tract of Jand in said city for edu- 
aeeie tempore. presen 

e . Is there objection to the t con- 
sideration of this yan? : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the bill and report be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, elo., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to convey to the city of Austin, in the State of Texas, for educational purposes, a 
certain tract or parcel of land known as the “ Arsenal Block,” and lying in the 
southeast of the said city of Austin, and bounded on the pte Be East 


avenue, on the south by Third street, on the north by Waller Creek, and on the 
west by Red River street. 

Mr. SPRINGER.. I should like the gentleman from Texas to make 
some explanation of this bill. What is the property worth to the 
Government? 

Mr. SAYERS. The ownership of this property became vested in the 
Federal Government by virtue of the annexation of Texas in 1845. It 
has not been used by the Federal Government since 1876. Theground 
is worth about $3,000. The three houses upon it are worth about$100 
apiece, and the Government has been paying $75 a month for the cus- 
tody of the property. The lot is in the city limits, and the city desires 
to use it for the purpose of a graded school. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let thë report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Latrp) was read, as follows: ' 

The oS Fep Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2993) 

‘ally report: 

It appears f: om the subjoined letters of the Secretary of War that the block of 
land in question came to the United States by operation of the treaty of annex» 
ation with Texas; that it is no longer of use to the Government for military 
purposes, having been abandoned since 1875, and is now only a bill of expense. 
The value of the realty is estimated at $3,000, and of the fixtures at §300, The 
fixtures are described as three dilapidated frame buildings. The donation of 
the property is asked by the city of Austin to the end that they use it as a site 
fora public school. In view of the fact that the land is no longer required for 
military. purposes, your committee are in favor of the donation, and recommend 
the passage of the bill, with the following amendment: Add after the word 
" street,” in line 9 of the bill as printed, the following: “ Provided, That any 
conveyance made by the Secretary of War pursuant to this act shall contain a 
condition that the title to the property in question shall revert to the United 
States whenever the city of Austin shall cease to use the same for educational 


purposes.” a 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I take it that this is a case where the property 
of the United States is not necessary for public purposes and should be 
sold. Ifthe War Department, or any other Department of the Govern- 
ment, desires to dispose of useless public property, the consent of Con- 
gress will be given at any time. But I understand, from the reading 
of the bill and report, that this is one of a large class of bills now being 
introduced and under consideration by the Committee on Education. 
I therefore object to the consideration of this bill, because it will affect 
the action of the House on that large class of bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late to object to the consider- 
ation of the bill, because it is now under consideration and an amend- 
ment has been adopted. Z 
*. Mr. BUCKALEW. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education on the distinet ground that it should be consid- 
ered among the numerous other bills before that committee involving 
the same question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that this property has been practically abandoned by the Government. 
The city of Austin has appropriatee $8,000 or $10,000 for a building 
for a graded school. It is of no useto the Government, which is pay- 
ing $75 a month to take care of three buildings not worth $100 apiece. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there a graded school on the property? 

Mr. SAYERS. The city has appropriated money to erect it. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I think the general rule should be adopted here 
that the property should be sold and the proceeds covered into the 
Treasury. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BucKALEW] moves that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Education. 

Mr. STEELE. Is that motion in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis; the previous question not having 
been ordered. 

Mr. STEELE. Can the gentleman move to commit before the pre- 
vious question is ordered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He can. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore stated that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I call for a division. 

The-House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 47. - 

So (further count not being called for) the motion to refer the bill 
was not to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


. 
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Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
sees ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
abie. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MAILABLE MATTER. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Iask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. It is a general law, 
and one the importance of which I think will be admitted by every 
gentleman on the floor. ‘There will probably be little difference of opin- 
ion about it. It is certainly of great importance to the service. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

A bill (H. R. 4910) to amend section 14 of the act approved March 3, 1879, entitled 

“An act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office De ment 


for the year ending June 30,1880, and for other purposes,” and relating 
to second-class mail matter, : 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States a 


America in Congress assembled, That the fourteenth section of the act approv' 
March 3, 1879, entitled “An act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal reer ending June 30, 1880, and for other 
purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding to the proviso 
thereof, and at the end of said section, the following words, namely: 

“And that no publications, that are but books or reprints of books, whether 
wack d be issued complete or in parts, bound or unbound, or in series, or whether 
sol by subscription or otherwise, shall be admitted tothe mails as second-class 
matter, 


Mr. ROGERS. I reserve the point of order until I hear a statement 

iy the gentleman from Georgia. I do not understand the object of the 
ill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will send to the Clerk’s desk the report; but per- 
haps I can state the object of the bill more succinctly than it is stated 
in the report. 

Mr. Speaker, it is quite well known to my distinguished friend from 
Arkansas, as well as to other gentlemen, that mail matter has been di- 
vided into four classes—first, second, third, and fourth. As regards 
this bill, it is only necessary to state the Jaw as to second and third 
class matter. The description of mailable matter of the second class 
is as follows: 5 s 

Mailable matter of the second class shall embrace all newspapers and peri- 


odical publications which are issued at stated intervals and as frequently as four 
esa year and are within the conditions named in sections 12 and 14, 


The third class is defined thus: 


That mailable matter of the third class shall embrace books, transient news- 

papers, periodicals, circulars, and other matter wholly in print not included in 

section 12, proof-sheets, corrected proof-sheets and manuscript copy accompany- 

ing the same; and poeaee shall be paid at the rate of 1 cent for each two ounces 
e 


or fractional part thereof. 


That is to say, 8 cents a pound. 

Second-class matter pays 1 cent a pound. Now, sir, it appears tbat 
under a construction of the statute in reference to second-class matter 
books are passing through the mails as second-class matter simply be- 
cause they havepapercoversupon them. It issingular thatsuch acon- 
struction should have been placed upon the statute in the light of the 
express declaration that books are to go at third-class rates. To illus- 
trate this abuse I will read from the report of the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General, He says: 


Under the law, the conditions upon which a publication shall be admitted to 
the second class of mail matter are as follows: It must be regularly issued at 
stated intervals, as frequently as four times a year, and bear a date of issue, and 
be numbered consecutively ; it must be issued from a known office of publica- 
tion; it must be formed of printed sheets without board, cloth, or other substan- 
tial binding such as distinguishes printed books for preservation from periodi- 
cal publications. It must be originated and published for the dissemination of 
information of a public character, or dev: to literature, the sciences, arts, or 
some special industry, and must havea legitimate listof subscribers; provided 
that nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to. admit to the second- 
class rate regular publications designed primarily for advertising purposes or 
for free cireulation at nominal rates. 

Under these conditions, which were intended to distinguish what are gener- 
ally known as newspapers and periodicals from books, it may be demonstrated 
that almost anything in the nature ofa book, provided it be without board, cloth, 
Jeather, or other su ntial binding, may be brought within the privilege of 
the second-class rate of postage, and the object of the law accordingly defeated. 


I read from this report, sir, because it comes from an officer connected 
with the administration of the Post-Office Department, and shows how 
this law works in practical operation. This report continues: 


Let it be supposed, for example, that grocer plbchow re to issue the works of 
Shakespeare in such a way as to secure the privilege of the pound rate of post- 
age when the book is sent by mail. Every one knows that such a publication 
is a book, no matter how it may be published. It is certainly not a new: r 
or a periodical in the e-bay A accepted sense of these words. The publisher, 
however, means to have it admitted as such, so he arranges to issue it monthly, 
giving each part a number and a date, places upon the title-page a statement of 
the place of publication, and binds the parts in paper covers. He thus com- 
plies with three of the above-mentioned conditions. Next he publishes apros- 
pectus, in which the publication is claimed to be devoted to literature, and he 
secures through his agents subscribers to the work, in this way complying with 
the fourth condition of the law, J 
It must not be sup; that this is merely a hypothetical case. 0! 

this exact character have occurred. The posnit at New York has called 
attention to the fact that a’dictionary, nothing more nor less, issued in this way, 
was Lente ctr weg rr tenet ce pa ewe ly pe Not only this, but 
tons on tons of books called “libraries ” or * series,” being purely and simply 
paper-covered books, or reprints of books, reine ieee Bar lists of subscrib- 
ers other than the booksellers who buy them just as they buy other are 


every day going through the mails as matter, and the number is 


constantly on the increase. Unless a check is put upon this abuse there is no 
telling to what extent it will go. ~Already the mailing of matter of this charac- 
tertogether with pretended “ sample copies” of publications (reference to which 
is made hereafter) has become so great the intelligent and careful handling 
of it at many offices is simply impossible. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, I 
simply want to say that so far as I am concerned I am satisfied. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. About the propriety of taking this bill up for con- 
sideration? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No, sir. Iwish toask the gentleman 
how much the passage of this bill would increase the postage upon the 
class of materia) which it affects? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It would require it to pay the third-class rate, which 
is 8 cents a pound. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of course there would be an increase, 
would there not? j 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. , 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, How much would it be in the aggre- 

te? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It would be an increase—exactly the amount of the 
increase I can not tell; so far as I know, no estimate of that has been 
made. The Third Assistant Postmaster-General, as will be seen by the 
statement to which I have referred, says that tons and tons of matter ' 
which ought to pay 8 cents a pound pay now only 1 cent a pound. 
What may be the resulting loss to the revenues of the Department I 
can not tell, nor do I know that any estimate of it has been made at the 
Department. Suflice it to say, that this method of evading the law be- 
gan in a small way, has continued to grow as one publisher after another 
has discovered it, and it is now becoming very extensive. 

Mr, DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, the only object of 
this bill, as I understand, is to prevent evasions of the existing law. 

Mr. BLOUNT, That is it exactly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The law as it now stands was intended to put upon 
books the third-class rate, but certain publishers have succeeded in 
evading the Jaw by omitting to put covers on particular classes of books 
and by sending them out as parts of an educational series. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman states the matter accurately. The 
purpose of the bill is to discontinue the abuse which the gentleman de- 
scribes. 7 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman from Georgia will allow me a mo- 
ment, according to my recollection (which is pretty clear) this question 
was considered fully-by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads prior to 1879, and legislation was had which is now sought to be 
amended. According to my recollection Congress deliberately placed 
books of this description in the second class of mail matter, so that they 
might pass through the mails at the rate of 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, Mr. Speaker, this practice has rested simply 
on an opinion of an Attorney-General, which I can have read, if gentle- 
men wish it. There never was any statute which, properly construed, 
authorized the usage.» I have read the statute. 

Mr. CANNON. But my recollection is that there was a reclassifica- 
tion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The classification is just the same; there has been 
no change as to this class of matter. By virtue merely of an opinion 
of an Attorney-General, this practice has become permissible. 

Mr. LONG (to Mr. BLOUNT). You want to correct that opinion? 

Mr. BLOUNT. We want to correct thatopinion. We do not be- 
lieve that the plain provision of a statute ought to be nullified by the 
opinion of an Attorney-General. 7 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether under the law 
as now construed by the Postmaster-General the Bible or any book 
of similar character may not be issued in serial form and pass through 
the mails as second-class matter ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Perhaps that might be the case if the Bible were 
circulated in that manner; but according to the way in which we find 
the business of the country actually done, the Bible and all the school- 
books of the country are circulated through the mails at 8 cents a 
pound, while frivolous literature, yellow-backed novels, are passing 
through the mailsatlcenta pound. That is the whole question. In 
my judgment the moral sense of the country and the sound judgment 
of this House, whatever may have been the legislation in tae a if 
it were different from that now proposed, would not deliberately con- 
sent to such discrimination. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘*Vote!’’] 

Mr. BRUMM. Irise to oppose this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like a little time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave no objection to giving the gentlemen time, 


f | especially as the House has been so courteous to me. 


Mr, BRUMM. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 
Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. BRUMM. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 


I wish to speak against the bill. 
How much time do gentlemen want ? 
Ten minutes will be enough for me. 
I would like two minutes. 
I will first yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
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Illinois and afterward two minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, 

Mr. CANNON. Task the attention of the House for a few minutes 
while I state what I understand to be the present law, and what, as I 
conceive, this proposed legislation will accomplish. Before speaking 
on the merits of the bill I wish to say to the gentleman ‘from Georgia 
that according to my recollection, by legislation advisedly had prior to 
1879, while I wasa member of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, this class of literature was allowed to pass through the 
mails at 2 cents a pound, the policy of that legislation being to encour- 
age the dissemination of sound and desirable reading matter among the 
masses of the people of the country at cheap rates both as to the cost of the 
hooks themselves and as to the postage. The question was di $ 
unless my memory greatly misleads me, and the legislation was ad- 
“visedly had. Under this legislation the best classes of literature, for 

instance, the Waverly novels, Dickens’s works, and the new translation 
of the Bible, have been sent by publishing houses through the mails, 
unbound, stitched, at the rate of 2 cents a pound, so that they could 
be sold to the people at 10 cents a volume. In this way during the 
last ten or twelve years the best classes of literature, where there is no 
copyright, and sometimes where thereis copyright, have been circulated 
through the country by our great publishing houses and sold, postage 
paid, at 10 cents a volume. Publications of this kind have come from 
the Harpers, from Munro, and nearly all the great publishing houses of 
the country. 

As a consequence of this, you may now find in the homes of our 
farmers and laboring men throughout the length and breadth of the 
country, in this cheap form, issued at 10 cents per volume, a class of 
literature to which, prior to the adoption of this policy, some people in 
very good circtimstances could scarcely have access, In my own casë— 
and perhaps I am soméwhat more able to buy such books as would be 
useful to me than many others—I know that I avail myself frequently 
of these cheap publicati because I do not feel that I could afford to 
buy the same works in their higher-priced forms. 

E Mr. HOPKINS, of Minois. erson's works, for instance, are sent 
out in that ways) <> 1e > è 

_ Mr. CANNON: Oh; yes; Emerson’s works. The Bible has been 
sent out that way. -Anything that is merely printed, stitched, and 


not bound, and that is not otherwise prohibited from our mails, goes _ 


the mail af 2.cents a pound. Gare 

Now, the newspapers of the country, daily and-weekly, everywhere 
go at 2 cents_a pound: sy constitute, “as I recollect, over three- 
quarters of all the mails’ ‘They go at this low rate, having substan- 
tially the franking privilege because it is believed to be in the interest 
of the people for the dissemination of intelligence. For one I will be 
slow and will ask the House to be slow, before we cut off the 

tivilege of the workingman and the farmer, the million, to get this 
literature at this lôw rate. 
~ Mr. Spr , whit does the proposed legislation do? It charges post- 
age at the rate of a’cént an “ounce, or at the rate of 16 cents apound. 

Mr. RYAN. t cents a pound. - 
~ Mr. CANNON. ich now goes at 2 cents. 

A MEYBER. Atl cent. peat AEEA 

Mr. CANNON. ' It was 2 and was reduced to 1. Certainly the 
principle is the same, so far as that is concerned, `I do not believe it 
is go ee to do so, The business of the country is adapted to it. 

That boy who attends the common school and has great difficulty in 
getting his text-books—and there are thousands of such boys in the 
country, who are to take our places, and to thousands of us it would 
have been better if we could have had the privilege of the remission of 
10 cents in the way of postage on books, which, costing in'my boyhood 
from two to three dollars, were absolutely unattainable to very many of 
us. I say everybody in the country understands the remitting of 10 
cents in the way of postage will give you almost any choice literary 
works if you will address any of these great publishing houses, 

For one I am not willing to increase the price and cut off this privi- 
lege from those who have been so much benefited by it. And for 
whose benefit, Mr. Speaker? I donot think the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLoun’r] means to benefit those who are the real beneficiaries 
of this legislation. But I will tell him that there has been a constant 
warfare from the time this legislation was entered upon, some twelve 
or fifteen years ago, between the express companies throughout the 
length and breadth of the country and the people who use the post- 
office and are interested in cheap mail transportation. 

Now, suppose you put this up to 8 cents a pound, the rate now be- 
ing 1 cent, what do you do? Why, you will drive a large part of this 
work into the hands of the express companies and take it out of the 
mails of the country, for the reason that the express companies will 
carry for a fraction under 8 cents a pound, 

Sir, itis not necessary that this legislation should be had for the 
purposes of revenue. We already have more revenue than we want. 

The postal service reaches every part of the country. Inmany places 
it is almost the only way the people realize there is a United States, 
so far as the exercise of the functions of the Federal Government is con- 
cerned; and the cheap postage and the carriage of parcels in the mails are 


very prus with the people, a valuable service to the citizen directly, 
and alse valuable as it tends by competition to reduce and keep down 
the charges of express companies. I am not willing to enter upon this 
legislation, which I think would be worth many hundreds of thousands 
of dollars to the express companies annually at theexpense of the poor 
people of the country. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My friend from Illinois has intelligent 
views on this subject, and I want to know how far this proposed legis- 
lation reaches. Is he willingthat all books shall go through the mails 
at the same rate as newspapers and magazines? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam content that theyshould, so far as that is con- 
cerned; although, let me say to the gentleman from Iowa, that with 
reference to the bound book, if you please, the man who ordinarily: 
buys it is able to supply himself with that kind of literature bound, 
while the man or the boy in humbler circumstances is forced to con- . 
Ft himself with the 10-cent publication, the same matter in cheap 

‘orm. 

I thank the gentleman from Georgia for his courtesy in yielding me 
time. $ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield now to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BRUMM] two minutes. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hardly think it worth while to take up the time of 
the House any longer, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] 
has so fully covered every point; and I shall only add this: that, out- 
side of the fact that, in my judgment, this bill is in the interest of the 
express companies, and probably other traffic companies, and outside 
of the fact that I am in favor of good books being just as cheap St 
sible, yetas a matter of business calculation the book that is bo in 
stiff binding takes up more room in the mail, and ought to pay more 
because of additional space and weight. 

Take an ordinary pamphlet and fold it in the usual way, and of course 
it will not occupy so much space or weight as thesame pamphlet when 
bound, and ought not to pay as much postage. Again, the man who 
buys a fine morocco-covered book gets the same material but pays a 
different price, and that difference isin the cover. It may amount to 
a difference of from one to_three,"or even five dollars. Let the man, 
therefore, who wants to pay that difference for the cover alone, for the 
shadow, be permitted to pay it, while the poor man who wants the 
substance ought to be allowed to have it just as cheaply as the Govern- 
ment can enable him to get it. à ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield now two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. . 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I wantto read for the information of 
this House an extract from a letter addressed to me by an association 
that has uniformly paid on their publications 8 cents a pound postage. 
I refer to a Christian association that circulates tons of Christian lit- 
erature, and this letter is written to me by its chief secretary: 

As is probably known toyou, under the rulings of the tne aura ora og ee 
nearly all paper-covered novels are now classed as second-class mail matter, 
carried at l cent per if sent by the publishers. At the same time re- 


ligious school-books, law and medical books, Bibles, pra ks, his- 
tories, and scientific books can only be sent through the mails at § centsa pound, 


Whatever may be the experience of members upon the floor, what- 
ever expressions may enter into this debate as to the propriety of such 
legislation, that is a positive statement from a party who pays this post- 
age. Now, while I may disagree with that feature which would drive 
all paper-ecovered publications into the 8-cent schedule, yet I think 
this Congress ought to legislate in all fairness that the trashy novels, 
and the cheap and dirty reprints, and the dirtier medical treatises can 
not, and shall not, go through the United States mailsat 1 cent a pound, 
when God’s Word is compelled to pay 8 cents a pound postege. That 
is my position. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the commencement 
of this debate, but I presume the chairman of the committee has signi- 
fied to the House that this was the unanimous report of the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, after a thorough investigation of the 
general propositions ‘involved, and after hearing a report from the offi- 
cials of the Post-Office De ent. 

I was a member of the Congress that reduced newspapers and. period- 
ical publications through the mails from a rate of postage fixed at 2 
cents to 1 cent a pound. When that law was enacted it reduced the 
postage on newspapers and periodicals to the amount of $1,000,000 an- 
nually. The reduction to-day is about $1,500,000 as compared with 
the operations of the law in existence three or four years ago. 

The question of the Adams Express Company or any other trans- 

rtation company being benefited by the enactment of such a law, 

to my mind no standing whatever in this debate. The construc- 
tion of the law, which I have never approved, by the Post-Office De- 
partment has allowed a class of matter to go through the maijs ata 
lower rate of postage than was allowed several years ago. 

The purpose of reducing the postage to 1 cent a pound on newspa- 
pers and periodicals was thatintelligence might be disseminated through 
the mails cheaply, and the purpose of the law was to provide that only 
newspapers and periodicals published at fixed and stated intervals 
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should go through the maiis at that cheaper rate. All other books or 


publieations went at third-class rates, being 8 cents a pound. By 
a decision of the Department the circulation of such literature as the 
eee ee from New York calls attention to, covering, for instance, the 

Seaside Library, and publications of that class, go through the mails 
at a fixed price, being classed as periodical publications, and obtain 
the benefit of the cheaper rate. Consequently, from the great bulk of 
matter of this class which is transported through the mails, it is the 
only one in which there is a deficiency in the receipts of the Depart- 
ment orin which money is lost. First-class matter, third-class mat- 
ter, and fourth-class, all yield a revenue to the Government, and the 
only loss is on the second-class matter at 1 centa pound. The only 
great loss and deficiency that comes to the Department is in what is 
called second-class matter at 1 cent a pound, 

To show you the contradiction that is involved I can take a publi- 
cation in Maine and send it to San Francisco at 1 cent a pound. I 
may deposit it in a box on a street in any city in Maine and it will be 
delivered at your door in San Francisco.or Oregon at that cost for post- 
age. Butin my own city I cannot take that publication and mail it 
for delivery two squares off at less than 8 cents a pound. That is a 
contradiction which Congress should correct. : 

I am in favor of the most liberal legislation in postal matters; I do 
not want to have transmitted through the mails at 1 cent a pound 
matter which the law did not contemplate should be transmitted at 
that rate. The reduction of postage from 2 cents to 1 cent a pound 
under the ruling that now governs makes a difference of $2,500,000. 
So it is stated by the Department. I think that amount could be far 
better expended in broadening the service than by carrying through the 
mails by a forced construction a class of matter never intended to go 
through at the penny-a-pound rate. 

I believe in cheap postage, but I want the reduction to be made in 
that class of matter that returns a profit or surplus to the Department 
rather than in the class that results in the loss of millions, Let us 
make the service more efficient, meeting the exactions and demands 
of the great commercial centers, and when we reduce postage let it be 
made in that class that will benefit the great communities and the body 
of the people. 

The proposition is simple—all favor a reduction of postage. We want 
to reach that condition. We will never reach it if we reduce postage 
on snap classof mail matter that to-day brings the postal service in de- 

ciency. 

Millions of dollars are made on first, third, and fourth class matter. 
Millions are lost on second-class matter. Why add the third-class 
matter and add additional millions of loss? Reduce where you make 
surplus or profit; let stand still the class where you lose. One-cent 
postage will come to the people before long if we are wise in our 

egislation; this bill is in that direction, and I hope it will as it 
came from the committee, matured and adjusted in the interest of a 
low rate of postage that in the near future Congress can wisely formu- 
late and consummate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘There has been a suggestion thrown out that this 
legislation would help the express companies. I do not think, as my 
friend from Pennsylvania has stated, that that suggestion has any place 
here. The Congress of the United States has provided for the carrying 
of its.mails and has made the classification of first, second, third, and 
fourth class matter. 

The complaint here is that the opinion of the Attorney-General has 
improperly transferred from the third-class rates to the second class cer- 
tain matter, and that that ought to be corrected. I think, sir, that the 
statute is quite clear. 

The gentleman from Illinois seems to admit this. He claims that 
prior to 1879 the statute was different; but he thinks—he does not assert 
it, he seems to be uncertain in his own mind—but he thinks that this 
class of books should pass as second-class matter. 

I think I can satisfy my friend from Illinois that he is mistaken. 

I hold in my hand an opinion of the Attorney-General, of July 28, 
1877, discussing this very question and construing it. The provision 
of law is just the same as that of 1879. So far as this matter went it 
was a mere codification and nothing more; so that I think we may as- 
sume that the Attorney-General would not in 1877 give an opinion on 
a statute that was not passed until 1879. I will send to the Clerk’s 
desk and have read the opinion of the postmaster of New York, which 
is so clear and practical that I trust the House will give it attention. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Post-Orricr, New YORK, N. Y., OFFICE OF THE Pde nde rg oe 
* + ® The law enumerates “ books" as embraced among “ mail mat- 
ter of ps ee Tocat aoa 2 wien es net seem ODRO peen cs aaron kon of Con- 
forth the conditions on Which, a publication shall be raa a a a D 
class the third čondition is that ‘‘it must be formed of printed paper sheets, with- 
out board, cloth, leather, or other substantial binding, such as distinguishes 
printed books for preservation from periodical publications.” 

The use of this language does not involve the conclusion that books not " for 
preservation ” (as shown by the absence of substantial binding) are to be con- 
-sidered as “periodical publications,” and only periodical publications are enti- 
tled to second-class privileges. The fact that such a binding usually distin- 


guishes books from periodicals is well known; but it does not follow that all 
publications consisting of unbound sheetsare “ periodicals,” A "book ” can not 


XIX. 58 


Sim: 


be changed into a “ periodical” simply by numbering and dating it as one of a 
series ublications, That it forms “number 1” ofa series issued under the 
neral title of a “ library,” and bears the date of January 1,” does not alter 
ts character nor detract from its value for reading purposes asa“ book.” Itis 
the custom in some countries to issue nearly all books in pamphlet form, with 
panor covers, leaving the p r free to consult his own wishes or taste as to 
inding, and it has never been claimed thata “transient” book in paper covers, 
without number or date, was admissible to the mails at other than third-class 
rates. Did Congress intend that the book *‘ Don Quixote,” or the book “ Wav- 
erly,” should be converted into a ee by omitting substantial binding, 
giving it a number and date, and printing aboveits proper title the name of this 
or that “library?” 
Second-class matter, according to the fourth condition in the last-quoted sec- 
tion, "must be originated and published, first, for the dissemination of infor- 
mation of a public character; or, second, devoted to literature, the sciences, 
arts, or some special industry, and having a ea Papen list of subscribers.’ 
Books may be so originated and published, and also may be devoted to any of 
the subjects named; but these facts alone do not properly bring them within 
the definition of periodical publications, A history is essentially composed of 
information of a public character; so is a geography or arithmetic. A treatise 
on astronomy, on sculpture or painting, on ship or house building, is “devoted 
to” the subject of which it treats; but a book, complete in itself, can not be con- 
sidered as being “ devoted to” literature (which word, as u: in the statute, I 
take as intended to convey the meaning attaching to ** belles-lettres,” for which | 
there is no exact English equivalent) unless it shall treat of that subject in 
general, It is literature, but it is not periodical literature, and no addition or 
omission of binding, or insertion of date or number, can make itso. To takes 
recent instance, Stormonth’s English Dictionary was issued in twenty-six parts, 
each printed on superior paper, with a cover (of inferior paper) bearing the title 
of a “library,” with date and number in due furm, and was mailed as second- 
class matter. Collated and bound, these parts, printed from the same plates, are 
advertised and sold as a “book” by the publishers. Is it any more or less a 
book now than it was when deposited, a certain number of pages at a time, in 
the post-office under covers, with the name of a “library,” and dates and nume 
bers printed thereon? 
s * * $ s * $ * 
Very respectfully, 
H. G. PEARSON, 
Postmaster. 
Hon. WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
Postmaster-General, 


Mr. BLOUNT. I think this matter is sufficiently understood, and 
I ask the previous question on the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time, the Speaker pro tempore stated that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. BLOUNT: I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 71. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, with instructions to report a bill fixing 
the postage on all books, bound or unbound, of the weight now allowed 
by law, at the rate of 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the present deficiency? 

Mr. BLOUNT. About$2,000,000. But if you reduce the rate from 
8 cents to 1 I do not know what it will be. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is\on the motion to re- 
commit the bill with instructions. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the motion to recommit be read. 

The motion was again read, : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 151, not 
voting 55; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 
Adams, Davenport, Johnston, J. T. Rockwell, 
Allen, E. P. Davis, Kennedy, Romeis, 
Anderson, A, R. Dorsey, err, Rowell, 
Anderson, J. A. Dunham, La Follette, Russell, C. A. 
Arnold, Farquhar, Lagan, Ryan, 
Baker, Jehu Finley, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Fitch, Lodge, Scull, 
Bliss, Fuller, Long, Sherman, 
Boothman, Funston, Lyman, Smith, 
Bound, Gaines, Mahoney, Steele, 
Bowen, Gear, Mason, Stephenson, 
Brewer, Gest, MeAdoo, Stewart, J. W. 
Browne, T. H.B. Gof, McCormick, Struble, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, McOullogh, es, 
Brown, O, E. Grout, McKinley, Taylor, E. B, 
Brumm, Harmer, McShane, Taylor, J. D, 
Bryce, Haugen, Milliken, ‘Thomas, G. M. 
Buchanan, Hayden, Morrow, Thomas, O. B, 
Bunnell, Henderson, D.B. Nelson, Turner, E. J. 
Burrows, Henderson, T. J. Nichols, Vandever, 
Butler, Hermann, Nutting, Weber, 
Cannon, Hi O'Donnell, West, 
Chezdle, Hitt O'Neill, Charles White, S. V. 
Cogswell, Holmes, Osborne, Wickham, 
Conger, Hopkins, A. J. Owen, Williams, 
Cooper, Hopkins, S. T. Perkins, Yardley, 
Crouse, Houk, Plumb, Yost. 
Cummings, Hovey, Post, 
Daizell, Hunter, Pugsley, 
Darlington, Jackson, ed, 

NAYS—151, 

Abbott, Barry, Breckinridge, C. R. Caruth, 
Allen, ©. H. Biggs, See WOE Catchings, 
Allen, J. M. Bingham, Brown, J. Clardy, 
Anderson, C. L, Blanchard, Buckalew, Clements, 
Anderson, G. A. Bland, Campbell, Felix Cobb, 
Bankhead, Blount, Campbell, J. E. Collins, 
Barnes, Boutelle, Candler, Compton, 
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Cothran, A Heard McKi J. E. 
“iN inney, Russell, 
Crain, Hen 3.8. Mae” 
Crisp, , Herbert, Seney, 
Culberson, Montgomery, Shaw, 
Senet Holman, oore, 2 Snyder, 
Daviiasa, R.H.M. Hopkins, S.L Morrill, Spooner, 
Dibble, Howard, Neal, Springer, 
Dingley, Huda, Norwood, Stahlnecker, 

ery, Hutton, tes, Stewart, J. D. 
Dougherty, Johnston, T.D. O'Ferrall, of Ky. 
Dunn, Jones, O’Neall, J. H. Stone of Mo. 
Elliott, re, O'Neill, J. J. Tarsney, 
Enloe, ER Son Outhwaite, a vx 
Ermeni es, ‘arker, mpson. 
Felton, Lane, crore Tillman, z 
Ford, Lanham, yson, 
Forney, Latham, ‘eel, eand] H. G. 
French, Lawler, Penington, Walker, 
Gallinger, Lee, erry, ‘Warner, 
Gay, Lehibach, Peters, Weaver, 
Gibson, lnc Phelan, Wheeler, 
Glass, donald, Phelps, Whitthorne, 
Granger, Maish, Pidcock, Wilkins, 
Grim: Mansur, Rayner, Wilikinson, 
Guenther, Martin, ice, Wilson, Thomas 
Hall, Matson, Richardson, Wilson, W. 
Hare, McClammy, Robertson, Wise, 
Hatch, McCreary, ý Yoder. 
Hayes, McKenna, Rowland, 

NOT VOTING—S. 
Chipman, Ketcham, Stewart, Charles 
Bacon, Clark, Laird, Stockdale, 
Baker, C. S. Cockran, Lind, Th J. R. 
Belden, Cox, Maffett, Thompson, A. C. 
Belmont, Davidson, A. C. McComas, Townshend, 
Bowden, De Lano, Merriman, Vance, 
Brower, Fisher, Moffitt, Wade, 
Burnes, Flood, Morse, Washington, 
Burnett, Foran, Newton, White, J. B. 
Glover, Randall, Whiting, J. R. 

Bynum, reenman, Scott, Whiting, William 
Campbell, T. J. Hiestand, Shively, Wilber, 
Carlton, Kean, Simmons, Woodburn. 
Caswell, Kelley, Spinola, 


So the motion of Mr. CANNON was not agreed to. 


Ba; 
On motion of Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous omsat, the reading of aa 


the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The following-named members were announced as ‘paired on all po- 
litical questions until farther notice: 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. Kean. 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BROWER. 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. WOODBURN. 

Mr, GREENMAN with Mr. GEST. 

Mr. STocKDALE with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. HIESTAND were announced as paired on all 
political questions until February 8; and 

Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. Morritt until February 7. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with Mr. THOMPSON, 
of Ohio. If I were not paired, I would vote “ay.” 

‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
rear pacha Idemand the previous question on the passage of 

e bi 

Mr, PERKINS. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads with instructions to report a bill fixing 
the postage on books, bound or unbound, newspapers, periodicals, pam- 
phlets, and magazines of the weight now fixed by law at the rate of 
2 cents per pound, provided that as to newspapers the rate now fixed 
for publishers shall not be changed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point that that motion is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Rule XVII, clause 1, provides that it shall be in 
order, ding the motion for or after the previous question has been 
ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to submit or entertain a motion 
to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was about to have thatrule 
read. The motion of the gentleman from Kansas is not in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I move simply to recommit the bill to the 
æ Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads without instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not in order, 

Mr, BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and also moved that the 
motion-to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Fs SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 90. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 145, nays 116, not 
voting 62; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 
Dibble, Landes, Rice, 
Allen, 0. H. Dockery, Lane, Richardson, 
len, J. M. Lanham, Robe 
Ann gE Pioi E A 
ott, wler, rs, 
khead, nloe, Lee, Row = 
arry, Farquhar, Lynch, Rusk, 
Biggs, Felton, ish, Sayers, 
Bingham, Ford, sur, Scott, 
Bland, Forney, Martin, Seney, 
Blount, Gallinger, Matson, Shaw, 
Bound, Gay, McClammy, Sowden, 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Gibson, eCreary, Springer, 
Breckinridge, WCP Glass, McKinney, Stahinecker, 
Brown, J. R. Granger, McMillin, Ste J. D. 
Buckalew, Grimes, McRae, Stone of Mo. 
Burnes, Guenther, McShane, Thompson, T, L, 
ees Felix re oe Ilman, 

Jam, 5 are, ontgomery, Tracey, 
Candler, Hatch, Moore, Turner, H. G. 
Caruth, eard, Morgan, Walker, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Neal, Warner, 
Chipman, Henderson, J. S. Norwood, Washington, 
Ciardy, Herbert, Oates, Weaver, 
Clements, Hogg, O'Ferrall, Wheeler, 
Cobb, Holman, O’Neall, J. H. White, S. V. 

Hooker, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
Cothran, Hopkins, 8. I. Parker, ilkins, 
Cow Howard, Patton, Wilkinson, 
Crain, Hudd, Payson, Wilson, Thomas 
Crisp, Hutton, Peel, Wilson, W. 
Culberson, Johnston, T. D. Penington, Wise, 
Cutcheon, Jones, Pete Yoder, 
Kilgore, Phelps, 
Day n, A.C. Latffoon, Pid A 
Davidson, R. H. M. Lagan, Eayner, 
’ NAYS—116, 
Adams, Cummings, J Post, 
Allen, E. P. Dalzell, Johnston, J. T. Pugsley, 
Anderson, A. R. Darlington, Kennedy, Reed, 
Anderson, J, A. Davenport, err, Romeis, 
Arnold, De Lano, Ketcham, Rowell, 
Baker, C.S. 5 La Follette, Russell, 0. A. 
Baker, Jehu ge ey Laidlaw, be 
yne, adlay, a wyer, 
Belden, Fitch, Long, Seull, 
thman, Fuller, or Home tae Sherman, 
Boutelle, Gaines, cdonald, Spooner, 
wen, Gear, Mason, Steele, 
Browne, T. H.B. Gest, McAdoo, Stewart, J. W. 
Browne, T. M. ff, McCormick, Stone of Ky. 
Brown, C.E. Grosvenor, MeCullogh, Struble, 
m, Grout, McKenna, Symes, 
ce, er, McKinley, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, Haugen, Milliken, Taylor, J. D. 
Hayden, ‘orrill, T s 
Butler, Henderson, D.B. Morrow, Thomas, 0. B. 
Bynum, Henderson, T. J. Nichols, Turner, E. J. 
Campbell, T. J. Hermann, Nutting, Vance, 
Cannon, Hitt, O'Donnell, Vandever, 
Caswell, Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Wade, 
Cheadle, Hopkins, A. J. Osborne, Weber, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, S. T. Owen, Wickham, 
Conger, Houk, Perkins, Williams, 
Cooper, Hovey. Phelan, Yardiey, 
Crouse, Hunter, Plumb, Yost. 
NOT VOTING—@2. 
Atkinson, Davis, Maffett, Stephenson, 

5 Dingley, Mahoney, Stewart, Charles 
Belmont, Fisher, McComas, Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Flood, Merriman, Tarsney, 
= Foran, Moffitt, Tau 
Bow: ji French, Morse, Thomas, J. R. 
Brewer, Funston, Nelson, Thompson, A, OC, 
Brower, Glover, Newton, ‘Townshend, 
Burnett, Greenman, O'Neill, J. J. West, 
Burrows, ayes, erry, White, J. B. 
Butterworth, Hiestand, Randall, Whiting, J. R. 
Carleton, Hires, Shively, pt William 
Olark, Kean, Simmons, Wilber, 
Cockran, Kelley, Smith, Woodburn, 
Collins, Laird, Soroen 
Cox, Lind, Spinola, 


So the bill was passed. 

After the conclusion of the roll-cal but before the announcement of 
the result, the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote recorded in 
the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in his seat when 
his name was called? 

Mr. BREWER. I was not here when my name was called, but—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the gen- 
tleman’s request. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that if the gentleman wasin the bar of the 
House during the roll-call he can vote. 

Mr. BREWER. I was here during the roll-call, but not present 
when my name was called, because it is very near the beginning of the 
list. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The genileman’s request can not be 
entertained. 

Mr. BREWER. Then I raise the question against the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. YARDLEY], who is in the same position. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has not yet asked to have his vote recorded. 

Mr. YARDLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. Istood right here 
when my name was called on the second call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will record the gentleman’s 
vote. 

Mr. YARDLEY. E vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The rule, I believe, prescribes that a member to be entitled to vote 
shall be within the Hall during the roll-call. I desire to know 
whether it is necessary that he be in the Hall at the time his name 


is called. Is not the rule complied with if he be present during any 
portion of the roll-call ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the rale read. 


The Clerk read as follows from Rule XV, clause 1: 

1. Upon every roll-cail, the names of the members shall be called alphabeti- 
cally by surname, except when two or more have the same surname, then the 
whole name shall be called; and after the roll has been once called, the Clerk 
shall callin theiralphabetical order the names of those not voting; and thereafter 
the Speaker shall notentertain a request to record a vote or announce a pair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the gentleman will perceive, the 
rule is more strict than the custom, and would even prevent any re- 
quest whatever to record a yote after the conclusion of the roll-cail. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. I was present 
during the second roll-call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
states that he was present during the roll-call, and asks leave to vote. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I vote ‘‘yea.’? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there beno objection, that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ohject to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL] having his vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan, as the 
Chair understands, raises a point of order. He will state it. 

Mr. BREWER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, who cast his 
vote a few moments ago, was not, I believe, in the Hall at the time his 
name was called. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Istated when I asked to have my vote recorded 
that I was present during the second roll-call. The gentleman evi- 
denily did not hear my statement. 

Mr. BREWER. No; I did not. 

The result of the vote was announeed as above stated. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed a bill and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles, with amendments in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 1213) to punish robbery, burglary, and larceny in the 
Indian Territory; and 

A House concurrent resolation to provide for printing the report of 
the Commissioner of Education for 1886-87. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the following: 

House concurrent resolution providing for printing 2,500 copies of 
the annual report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; and 

Honse concurrent resolution providing for printing 17,000 copies of 
the recent special report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treas- 
ury Department, upon wool and the manufactures of wool. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr, Speaker, I call up for consideration the contested- 
election case of Lowry vs. White, from the Twelfth Congressional dis- 
trict of Indiana. 

Mr. WEAVER. TI rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa[Mr. WEA- 
VER] rises to a question of privilege, and will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to have corrected the reference 
of a bill which wasreported to the House from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. I refer to bill No. 2012, which has been referred 
to the House Calendar, when it ought to have gone to the Calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole House onsthe state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Doesthe bill requirean appropriation? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not, 

Mr. WEAVER. I will answer the question. I think it does. It 

rovides for the appropriation of $80,000,000 of money, now in the 
ds of the Government as a trust fund. It authorizes the Secretary 

of the Treasury to invest 80 per cent. of the money deposited to retire 
national-bank circulation. It further provides for the disposition of 
public property. The latter part of the bill provides for the sale of 


Government bonds under contingencies specified. The bill, therefore, 
ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill simply authorizes the investment of law- 
ful money deposited in the Treasury by the national banks for the re- 
demption of their notes. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase bonds with this lawful money, and to hold those bonds in 
the same manner as the lawful money is now held. No appropriation 
is required. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask the gentleman, does not the bill also authorize 
the sale of bonds? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It authorizes the purchase of bonds for lawful 
money. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a question of order. Must not this be de- 
cided without debate? Ifso, I object to debate. 

Mr. WEAVER. It is a question of change of reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it is a ques- 
tion of privilege, and is debatable. The Chair understood the gentle- 
man from Georgia, when he rose, that he rose to a question of privi- 
lege, and he then yielded to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman so stated. 

Mr. CRISP. I understand this matter of the gentleman from Iowa 
is merely a change of reference of-the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. That is what it is. 

Mr. CRISP. I did not understand that that was a question of priv- 


ilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Georgia insists 
on his question of privilege, the Chair will sustain it. 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘There will be no debate should the Chair decide 
the question. 

Mr. CRISP. Iinsist on my motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The gentleman from Georgia can make the point 
when this again comes up for consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia ison the 
floor. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand the gentleman has no objection to the 
Chair deciding the question. 

Mr. CRISP. I must insist on going on with the privileged question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be considered hereafter. 

Mr. CRISP. I should like to have an understanding or arrange- 
ment with the gentlemen on the other side as to the time to be occupied 
hy the discussion of this report and resolution, 

Mr. BRUMM. I ask the gentleman to allow me to introduce a bill 
for reference. 

Mr. CRISP. I dislike to object. 

Mr. BRUMM sent his bill up to the Clerk’s desk to be read by its 


title. 
It is a private bill and will be filed 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
under the rule through the box. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to present, 
by unanimous consent, the petition of more than six thousand adult 
male residents of the District of Columbia protesting against prohib- 
itory laws for the District of Columbia. I claim it is aquestion of the 
highest privilege because it pertains to the sacred right of petition. 

A MEMBER. File it in the box. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Itis too bulky to be put in the box. 

Mr, CRISP. Will the gentleman state what time will suit them on 
the other side? 

Mr. ROWELL. 
satisfactory. 

Mr. CRISP. If that can be agreed upon, we will accept that propo- 
sition. I would like, by unanimous consent, to have it understood that 
at the expiration of eight hours’ debate the previous question should be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would not agree to that; but wedo agree that the 
debate shall terminate in eight hours. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I suggest that the gentleman from Illinois shall 
control the four hours of debate on that side, and myself that on this 
side. 

Mr. LANHAM. Ihope that to-morrow, which is private-bill day, 
will not be taken up with this matter, but that it will be allowed to 
go over until Saturday. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course we have conflicting interests in this House, 
but there can be no higher question than the right of a member to his 
seat. Some gentlemen must get out of the way when this question is 
raised. 


It has been said that four hours on a side will be 


Mr. REED. We can raise the question of consideration to-morrow. 

Mr. CRISP. The question of the right of way is of no value if we 
do not exercise it. That is the proposition always, that we shall not 
exercise it. 


Mr. RYAN. Itis in the hands of the House, anyhow. 
INDIANA CONTESTED ELECTION, x 
Mr. CRISP. I yield for one hour to the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. Barry]. 
Several MEMBERS. We have not had the time fixed yet. 
Mr. CRISP. Yes, I thought it was arranged. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that itis agreed 
between gentlemen on both sides that the debate shall continue for 
eight hours, four hours to be allowed to each side. 

« There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BARRY. Mr. Speaker, my colleagues on the Committee on 
Elections did me the honor to select me to prepare and present to the 
House the report of the majority of the committee in this case, and it 
seems to be in the order of things that I should, from my place on this 
floor, give the reasons of the majority of the committee for the conclu- 
sions at which they have arrived, and also show the cause, if I can, 
why the House should ratify the findings of that committee. 

Mr. Speaker, in the consideration of this case there are two grave 
questions involved, questions that are profound, that are far-reaching, 
and that are rooted in the very foundations of our political system, I 
allude to the questions of citizenship and of suffrage. 

In the discussion of questions of such magnitude, Mr. Speaker, it 
requires no effort of modesty upon the part of a man of my mold to 
say that I recognize the fact that I am deficient in that research, that 
learning, that ability necessary and adequate to the treatment of such 
commanding questions. But, Mr. Speaker, I believe that I am right, 
and I am satisfied that I can adduce authorities to sustain my position, 
and I do not believe an adjudicated case can be found to the contrary. 

I would state at the ontset that in the consideration of this cause I 
have not been influenced by partisan prejudices. So far as in me lay 
I have endeavored to dismiss from my mind all political sympathies 
or prejudices. To say that I have entirely succeeded may perhaps be 
going too far. 

Something may be pardoned to our common nature; and if I have 
based my conclusions on considerations of that kind, I can say and say 

-truly that Iam not conscious of such a fact. Iam but human and a 
Democrat. To be more than human, a man is too good for this earth; 
to be less than that, he is unworthy the name ofa man. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the questions presented in this case are twofold, 
and before presenting them I will state to the House the admitted 
facts that lead up toa common ground upon which we can all meet, and 
where the committee, the majority and minority, diverge. It is ad- 
mitted that an election was held in the Twelfth Congressional district 
of the State of Indiana at the last Congressional election. It is ad- 
mitted that the contestee, Mr. White, received about 2,500 majority 
over the contestant, Mr. Lo That far is admitted on all hands. It 
is also in evidence by a certified transcript from the record of the cir- 
cuit court of Allen County, Indiana, that contestee filed his declara- 
tion of intention to become naturalized on July 24, 1858. 

It is also admitted that Mr. White is a native of Scotland, and that 
he emigrated to the United States in the year 1854. Then the question 
presents itself whether or not he, having received the highest number 
of votes, is a citizen under the Constitution of the United States, and 
entitled to hold the office. Or I will present the question in this way: 
First, is Mr. White a naturalized citizen of the United States, and can 
he prove that fact by parol evidence? I anwer that he can not. Sec- 
ond, if he has been admitted to citizenship, do the facts in this case, 
as disclosed by the oral proof, establish that fact? In my judgment, 
the fact is not established, even by oral proof. And, third, the con- 
testant, having received a minority of the votes cast, but having re- 
ceived the next highest number of votes cast at that election, is he, if 
the contestee is ineligible, entitled to the seat? The majority of the 
committee answer that he is not. 

The doctrine that when the candidate-receiving the majority of votes 
is ineligible, the candidate receiving the next highest vote can not take 
the office, and the election fails, is too well established in the United 
States and in both branches of Congress to require discussion. Per- 
haps Indiana is the only State in the Union where this rule is ad- 
hered to. 

First and foremost, then, the question presented here is this: Can 
naturalization be proved by parol evidence? The contention as for- 
mulated in the brief and argument of the very able counsel of the con- 
testee states it in this way: Can naturalization be proven by parol? 
And furthermore, then, he asserts that citizenship is conferred solely 
by the oath of the applicant. I respectfully dissent from that, and say 
it can not be proven by parol, and that it is not the oath of the appli- 
cant by itself, in the absence of the record, that would confer citizen- 
ship, but the oath, the evidence, which find a judicial determination 
in the judgment of the court; and that it is the judicial action of the 
court which confers citizenship. 

That, Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, is a statement of the case. 
Hence it follows, if we are correct upon the legal point alone, that he 
can not prove naturalization by parol, then the contestee is not en- 
titled to a seat upon this floor. 

Now I will state in that connection what it is also admitted, nay, more 
than that, it is proven by the contestee himself, that there is no record 
in this case of his naturalization and that there is no trace of such a 
record. Furthermore, it is proven that there never had been a record 
in this case nor even an effort made to make a record, but he claims that 
he had a certificate of citizenship and that is lost. He also endeavors 
to prove that certificate by showing cotemporaneous transcripts of the 
record from Allen County, Indiana, which he assumes is in duplicate of 
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the certificate issued to him and that that certificate is lost. It is not 

claimed here that there was a record lost and destroyed and an attempt 

made to prove its contents. The attempt to prove the contents of the 

alleged certificate in that manner is a species of evidence too remote, 

a speculative and inferential to be worthy of consideration as au- 
ority. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield to mé for a question? 

Mr. BARRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT, I want to ask this question: whether, under the law 
of Indiana, this contestee, being a citizen of the State, could he have 
voted if his vote had been challenged in that election if he had not his 
naturalization papers to present? 

Mr. BARRY. Oh, yes; he can vote there on a declaration of inten- 
tion. 

Mr. SCOTT. He could not do that in our State. . 

. Mr. BARRY. Itissoin Indiana; and I will state again to the House 
that it is in proof and is admitted that in July, 1858, the contestee, Mr. 
White, filed his declaration of intention in the circuit court of Allen 
County, Indiana. Thetisadmitted. Now, first I lay down this propo- 
sition, that exclusive power is conferred upon Congress by the Federal 
Constitution to regulate the question of naturalization, That is exclu- 
sive. In pursuance of that Congress has enacted laws. The existing 
law is familiar to the members of this House. It is found in section 
2165 and the sections which follow of the Revised Statutes. Section 
2165 reads thus: 


An alien may be admitted to become a citizen of the United States in the fol- 
lowing manner, and not otherwise: 

First. He shall declare on oath, before a circuit or district court of the United 
States, or a district or supreme court of the Territories, or a court of record of 
any of the States having common-law jurisdiction and a seal and clerk, two 
years at least prior to his admission, that it is bona fide his intention to become 
a citizen of the United States, and to renounce forever all allegiance and fidelity 
toany foreign prince, potentate, state, or sovereignty, and jcularly, by name, 
to the prince, potentate, state, or sovereignty of which the alien may be at the 
time a citizen or subject. 

Second. He shall, at the time of his application to be admitted, declare, on 
oath, before some one of the courts above specified, that he will support the 
Constitution of the United States, and that he absolutely and entirely renounces 
and abjures all allegiance and fidelity to every foreign prince, potentate, state, 
or sovereignty, and, particularly, by name, to the prince, potentate, state, or 
sovereignty of which he was before a citizen or subject; which proceedings 
shall be recorded by the clerk of the court. 


Then what shall the court do? 

Third, It shall be made to ap; to the satisfaction of the court admittin, 
such alien that he has resided within the United States five years at least, re 
within the State or Territory where such court is at the time held one year at 
least, and that during that time he has behaved as a man of a good mora! char- 
acter attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States, and well 
disposed to the good order and happiness of the same; but the oath of the ap- 
plicant shall in no case be allowed to prove his residence. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is the law. It will be observed that the statute 
says that an alien may be admitted to be a citizen of the United States 
‘tin the following manner and not otherwise;’’ and furthermore it 
says the proceedings shall be recorded. Congress was especially care- 
ful to guard this by providing that the proceedings should be recorded 
in a court of record having egmmon-law jurisdiction and a clerk and a 
seal. ` 

Then thequestion arises, what confers naturalization? In my judg- 
ment it is the record of the court which confers naturalization on the 
foreigner admitted to citizenship, the proceedings required by the stat- 
ute culminating in a judgment of the court. An alien admitted to cit- 
izenship in the United States is a creature of the law, a mere product 
of the statute; different from the native, for the native is born, not 
made; and the naturalized alien is made, not born, and has to bring 
himself strictly, in my judgment, within the essential provisions of the 
statute. 

There is a case remarkably similar to this, the case of Dryden vs. 
Swinburne, in 20 West Virginia Reports. Swinburne in that case had 
filed his declaration of intention in 1856, and claimed that he was nat- 
uralized in 1858. The record, which was inspected, discloses that he 
was not naturalized at all, exactly asin thiscase. Therecord showed, 
said the judge, no proceedings of that kind. Then Swinburne said, 
“I can establish it by parol;’’ and the court held as I shall now read 
from page 121: ; 


If the record of this court at the time when it is claimed that an alion was 
thus admitted to citizenship is produced, and shows that he was not only not so 
admitted but not admitted at all, how can any parol evidence on any conceiva- 
ble legal principle be admitted to prove a fact which it is conclusively shown 
can not bly exist? The defendant's counsel refer to the following authori- 
ties to show that in this case such parol evidence was admissible, 


Which authorities—no matter. 
This judge then takes up and discusses, the authorities so referred to. 
And the court further says, on page 127: 


Our conclusion is that when the record-book of a court before which it is 
claimed a foreigner was naturalized is produced, and on its examination it ap- 
pears that he was not naturalized, no parol proof ean be received that he was 
naturalized before this court, nor can any facts, such as his voting or holding of- 
fice, in such a case be introduced as the foundation for the presumption that he 

been naturalized, there being in such case no room for any such presump- 
tion. 

But the present case is still etronger against the defendant, for in this case the 
record-book of the circuit court of Kanawha was produced, and it appeared 
thereby that on the 15th day of June, 1866, Raiph Swinburne was an alien, owing 
allegiance to Victoria, Queen of Great Britain and Ireland, and as such alien he, 
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on that day, appeared before said court and asked to be admitted as a citizen of 


the United States, and havin 

port the Constitution of the 
Then the court says: 
And now it is-gravely insisted—— 


Mr. REED. Give us the rest of that record. So far as you have 
read he appeared and took the oath. 

Mr, BARRY. I left out some of the formal verbiage. I will read 
the rest of the sentence: 

And to renounce his allegiance to Queen Victoria, he was admitted as a citi- 
zen of the United States. And now it is gravely insisted that in contradiction 
of this record it may be proven by parol that he had not owed allegiance to 
Queen Victoria for years prior to this time, and that he was not at that time, and 
had not been for years an alien, and that he was not admitted at that time, as 
a record sayş to citizenship, but had been a citizen for years prior to that 
time, 

Mr. REED. Then that was a case where it was proposed to contra- 
dict a record ? 

Mr. BARRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. Just what the contestee proposes to do in this case. 

Mr. BARRY. But wait. 

Mr. REED. Iam going to wait. 

Mr. BARRY. The Monday before the election in 1886 the contestee 
went to Warsaw, Kosciusko County, and took out naturalization pa- 
pers renouncing all allegiance to Queen Victoria and other foreign gov- 
ernments, and taking the oath of allegiance to the United States; yet 
now he comes up and says he proposes to contradict that record and to 
show that he was naturalized on or about the 25th day of February, 
1865. That is what he attempts to establish by parol. Now, I will 
read from a case in 2 Abbott’s U. 8. Reports: 

The proceeding to obtain naturalization is clearly a judicial one. A hearing 
is required to be had in open court, and the right can be conferred only by the 
judgment of the court on satisfactory proof. 

This case is also relied upon by the contestee. Linvite the attention 
of the House now to read a very well-considered case, that of Charles 
Green’s Sons against Salas, reported in the Federal Law Reporter. In 
that case there was a certificate of naturalization in the district court 
of the United States for the southern district of Georgia. That cer- 
tificate was presented; but what did the court say? I read: 

In other words, was there a judgment admitting Raymond Salas to American 
citizenship? In the absence of proof of the loss or destruction of a record (and 
there is no pertinent proof of that here) the method of proving the record is by 
the record itself or an extract from it. The certificate of the clerk in itself is 
neither such evidence nor such extract; it is a recital of what he thinks he has 
done. 

And the court held that naturalization could not be proved in that 
way. 

I refer the House also to the case of Miller vs. Reinhart, 18 Georgia, 
where the identical question here came up. In that case the party 
presented his certificate of final admission to citizenship, and the court 
held that— 

Proceedings of naturalization have to be recorded—“which proceedings shall 
be recorded by the clerk of the court,” is the language of the act of Congress on 
the subject. The certificate does not give the words of any part of the record. 
The certificate seems to be a statement of what, in the clerk’s opinion, is the 
legal import or effect of the different particulars of which the record may con- 
sist. 


een pued with the law and taken the oath to sup- 
ni States, ete, 


In this case there was presented a certificate signed by the clerk of a 
court of record, but the court held that it was not evidence to prove 
naturalization. In the case now under discussion no certificate has 
been exhibited to the committee orsubmitted in testimony. 

I read here from Hill’s New York Reports, volume 7, page 138: 


There must be an application for admission to the right of citizenship, made 
in due form to one of the couris indicated in the acts of Congress on the sub- 
ject. The application must be supported by legal proof of the facts on which 
it rests, The proceedings are strictly judicial, * * * The right of citizen- 
ship is finally conferred by the judgment of the court. This jadgmentcan only 
be rendered when the court has become satisfied that all the conditions of nat- 
uralization have been complied with. By the first section of the act of April 14, 
1802, aliens are to be admitted as citizens on the conditions specified, “and not 
otherwise.” The court, therefore, must, in the language of the act, be“ satisfied” 
that all these conditions have been complied with; that the residence of the 
applicant and his behavior have been such as the law requires,and that his 
attachment to our form of government is firm and sincere. These are impera- 
tive duties resting upon the court, which can not be evaded or overlooked. 
Judgment can not in these cases pass by default or as a matter of course. 


I read now from the case of Rutherford against Crawford, in 53 Geor- 
gia, 143. In that case the court say: 

We know of no way to prove the proceedings of a court of record but by its 
records. It appears from an inspection of the record that there was no jury at 
the term this Judgment was had. If so, there was no authority to have a judg- 
ment upon. It is a gross and palpable irregularity. Notamere defectin ahead: 
ing, but, as appears from the record, an exercise of authority not authorized by 
law. Withouta jury there could be no verdict, and without a verdict the at- 
torney of the plaintiff had no right to enter up a judgment. 

In that case the court distinctly decided that the proceedings of a 
court of record could be proved only by the record itself, or, of course, 
by an exemplification of the record. 

It is claimed here that contestee had a certificate; buteven if a cer- 
tificate is introduced, if it be shown that there is no record to support 
it, the certificate of itself does not prove naturalization. This brings 
me back to the point which I asserted at the outset, that it is, the 
judgment of the court which confers naturalization, and that at most 
the certificate can only be evidence of that judgment. 


I read now from a high authority—McCrary, section 56, McCrary 
says: A 

Application for naturalization must be made in open court,and evidence of 
residence, etc., must be taken by the oral examination of witnesses and not oe 
previously prepared affidavits, Certificates of naturalization issued by the cler) 
of a court, without any hearing in open court, are void and confer no right of 
citizenship, 

In Taylor vs. Henry, 2 Pick., 397, where the record of a town meeting 
failed to show an adjournment, the court held that parol evidence of 
the adjournment was not admissible. The court say: 

It would be dangerous to admit such proof, Ifa fact of this kind can be proved 


by parol evidence, it is difficult to see why the election of officers may not be 
proved in the same manner. 


And if (I will say) their election could be so proved it follows hard 
upon that citizenship may as easily be established and the law stands 
for naught. And I will add also, if the great fact of naturalization, 
whereby a man is recreated, is clothed with the soyereign powers and 
prerogatives of American citizenship, can be proved by parol, then itis 
difficult to see why any judgment of any court can not be established 
by parol testimony and thus obliterate the most ancient and wisest 
principles of jurisprudence. In the case which I holdin my hand (An- 
drews vs. Boylston, 110 Mass., page 214) the circumstances were these: 
The records of the town failed to show that upon a vote to re-establish 
the school-district system therein there was a two-thirds vote. The 
court held parol evidence inadmissible in such a case. The record 
showed that there was a vote upon establishing the school-district sys- 
tem, and the attempt was made to prove by parol that there was a two- 
thirds vote, as itseems the law required. In this case of Andrews vs. 
Boylston the court held that this could not be shown by parol evidence, 
that the record must disclose the fact. I esteem this a strong case in 

int. 

PON ow, I wish to call the attention of the House to a decision aflirming 
this identical point—that naturalization can not be proven by parol. 
It is the case of Richard Slade vs. Daniel Minor, 2 Cranch Circuit Court 
Reports for the District of Columbia, page 139, This was a case against 
the deputy marshal of the District for levying distress for a militia fine 
imposed by a battalion court of inquiry under acts of Congress of March 
3, 1803, and July 1, 1812 (2 Statutes, 215, 769), more effectually to 
provide for the organization of the militia of the District of Colum- 
bia. The court (Thurston, judge, absent) was of the opinion that it 
was only necessary for the defendant in his justification to prove those 
facts which gave the battalion court of inquiry jurisdiction and which 
showed that the tribunal was regularly constituted, and that having 
shown this, the acts of that court were to be presumed to be correct, 
and that it was not competent for the plaintiff to show their irregu- 
larity. The court also decided that an alien was not liable to militia 
duty, and that the naturalization of Charles Slade, the plaintiff’s father, 
could not be proved by parol. 

Mr. Speaker, many other familiar authorities could be cited from 
the text-books and decided cases to establish the proposition that you 
can not prove a record by parol. But I feel that I trespass upon the 
attention of the House and fatigue its kindly consideration by advanc- 
ing propositions which are elementary, recognized as familiar by every 
student of the law and every layman who ever gave a thought to this 
subject. 

If we are correct in the position that Mr. White can not prove his 
naturalization by parol, then in legal contemplation he has not been 
naturalized. Under the Constitution of the United States, before a 
man can represent a constituency in this body three great co-ordinate 
qualifications must be combined: first, he must be an inhabitant of 
the State in which he is chosen; second, he must be twenty-five years 
old; and third, he must have been seven years a citizen of the United 
States. As to the vital requirement of citizenship the contestant, in 
the opinion of the majority of the committee, is signally deficient. 

I now invite the attention of the House to a brief examination of the 
question whether (if it be assumed that it is permissible for the con- 
testee to prove his citizenship by oral evidence) satisfactory evidence to 
thateffect has been presented. Who aretheimportant witnesses on this 
point? In this respect the record is brief. The only witnesses who 
claim to have been present, besides the contestee, at the time when he 
claims to have been naturalized are Isaac Jenkinson and William Pratt. 
In my judgment, the memory of Mr. Jenkinson is so defective that it 
can not safely be trusted. What does he say? He says, “I think 
Captain White was naturalized within one or two years after his return 
from the war, at Fort Wayne.” He says, “I might have been there 
as Captain White’s friend. My impressionis that I was there as a wit- 
ness; but Iam not positive.’? Healsosays that he wasnotsure whether 
Judge Borden was on the bench or not. He says, ‘‘I am not sure who 
was judge at the time, but it was the judge of the circuit court that 
was presiding, whoeyer he was.” He also says, ‘'I have no recollection 
now of who were present, except that it wasin the court at the time;’’ 
and he says he can not remember who was the clerk or who was the 
sheriff at that time. He says he does not know whether there was in 
existence at that timea common pleas courtin Allen County; and then 
be makes this vitally important statement. He says, ‘‘There were 
present Captain White, John Brown, and E. L. Chittenden.” Mr. 
Pratt does not say whether Mr. Chittenden was present or not. 
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Now, turn to Mr. White’s testimony, on page 230 of the printed rec- 
ord. He is detailing his interview with Bell and Moynihan. 
In his interview with Moynihan and Bell, on the Friday prior to the 
eelection, he stated that he was an earnest worker for Frémont in his 
candidacy for President; that he believed the salvation.of the country 
depended on his election; that he was enthusiastic and voted for him; 
that “I remembered very well of taking out my first papers in the little 
brick on the corner of Maineand Calhounstreets, then the clerk’s office, 
and that Chittenden was then in the office; and the next time, I said, 
when I took out my second papers, Jenkinson was one of my witnesses,” 
That is Mr. White’s admission. That Mr. Chittenden was in the office 
with him at the time he took out his first pa 
Now Mr. Moynihan, on page 400 of thes record, says this: That in 
that interview which he and Ben had with him on Friday just before 
the election, Mr. White stated he believed Mr. Nelson was clerk, and 
Mr. Chittenden was in the office. 
A. He said that in company with eg Jenkinson he went tothe court-house 
and complied with, as he su forms of naturaliza' He believed 


that Mr. Nelson was clerk and that Me Chittenden was in the office; he added 
mara he wasa s young man owe and didn’t bear in mind all the facts concerned 


The witness is here discussing what he claims the contestee stated to 
him as to his then alleged naturalization in 1857 or 1858; or, in point 
of fact, when he filed his declaration of intention. 

But Mr. Parman swears, on page 219 of the record, that Mr. White 
(the contestee) stated to him Jenkinson and Chittenden were present 
when he took out his second papers. 

Mr. Purman says: 

In this same conversation with Captain White he told me that he had said to 


Mr. Bell and Mr. Moynihan, and he repeated the statement tome as a fact, that 
Isaac Jenk and Mr, Chittenden were present when he took out his second 


papers. 

Now, it is obvious, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Chittenden was not there 
when those papers were taken out, as is claimed now, ‘‘ the second 
time ’’—in 1865—and to be charitable, I think the contestee, when he 
alluded to taking out his second papers, referred to the time when he 
filed the declaration of intention tobecome a citizen, in 1858. He says 
himself that he voted for Frémont. It is a historical fact that it was 
in 1856 that Frémont was a candidate for the Presidency. No doubt 
he did this, thinking it wasall right, and that when he filed his declara- 
tion of intention he supposed that completed his citizenship. 

The record further discloses the fact that he made diligent search 
for the papers when his attention was called to it previous to the elec- 
tion, when Mr. Moynihan and Mr. Bell went to him on the Friday prior 
to the election and told him they had come to see him in regard to that 
one es; fact, whether or not he had taken out his second papers 
and wasnaturalized. Mr, Whitestated that he had no recollection where 
the papers were, but that he thought he had been naturalized. But I 
call the attention of the House to the fact that it is nowhere shown in 
this record, not one single witness hints at such a thing, that when this 
question was up for discussion, when the public prints teemed with it, 
when the public mind was excited over the question of Mr. White’s 
citizenship—whether or not he was naturalized—when that one pregnant 
fact presented itself to his mind, he never did say that he was natural- 
ized in 1865, nor does any person say pending that hot discussion that 
he was present when he was naturalized, as he now asserts, in 1865. 

Itis passingstrange to me, with everything to arouse his recollection at 
this crisis, when he conferred with Messrs, Purman & Colerick, his law- 
yers, and other advisers as to what he should do in regard to that matter, 
that he was silent as to his naturalization in 1865. And they concluded 
the best thing he could do under the circumstances was to go to War- 
saw on Monday and take out naturalization papers there. tt believe it 
hardly possible under the known laws of the operations of the human 
mind at such a crisis as that, at that supreme hour, no matter how dor- 
mant a man’s memory might be, that he could not recollect that single 
supreme fact in his life’s history. I think it is impossible he should 
forget it then and only remember it after this controversy came up. 

Now turn to the testimony of Mr. Fleming, on page 381. What does 
he say? He saysthat he was clerk of the Allen circuit court from No- 
vember, 1862, to November, 1870. Markthat! He furtherstated that 
he was also ex officio clerk ‘of the court of common pleas and criminal 
court. , He fails to testify that he recollects the contestee coming before 
him or the court when he was clerk, and becoming naturalized in 1865, 
‘when he was clerk. He would be a vital witness on that point. He 
is silent as to that. Why did not contestee place bhim on the stand? 
He also stated that he examined the record of contestee’s declaration 
of intention to become a citizen on the 24th of July, 1858, as it appears 
on the record in the office of the clerk of the Allen circuit court; and 
that he found the declaration partly in writing and partly in print; the 
written portion in the handwriting of Erastus L. Chittenden. 

That was in July, 1858, when the contestee, Mr. White, as shown 
by the record, filed his declaration of intention, and that was the time 
when Mr.. Chittenden and Mr. Pratt were there, and when Isaac Jen- 
kinson was there, for Jenkinson states in his own testimony that if 
there was only one time when he was with Chittenden and that was in 
1858, that was the time, showing clearly that his memory is not clear 
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and that he did not confidently rely upon it himself. It is also shown 
that Chittenden has been dead for some time. 

Now I want to call attention to another thing. ‘This witness further 
testifies that up to 1862 Mr. Chittenden was there as deputy clerk un- 
der Mr. J. D. G. Nelson, and after 1862, in 1863 and a long period there- 
after, he was city clerk ‘of the city of Fort Wayne, Ind., showing that 
his official connection was entirely severed from the office of the circuit 
clerk, nnd that he was there in 1858 when he was deputy under Mr. 
Nelson, and only up to 1862, when the witness, Mr. Fleming, came in 
as cirevit clerk. 

Now, William Pratt was another man the contesteesaid was there, but 
he seems from his general examination to remember very little about 
italso. He was asked this question, which he answers quite promptly; 

Who was acting as clerk of the court of common pleas at tlie time of which 
you speak? 

That was the time when contestee claims he was naturalized, and of 
which witness is speaking. He replied: 

It was either Bill Nelson, or Sharp Wisner; I don’t know which it was. 

This, in connection with Fleming’s testimony, discloses the fact that 
Bill Nelson was a deputy under his father, and that while he was dep- 
uty this naturalization took place. His father’s term of office had ex- 
pired in 1862; and Pratt locates Nelson in the office at the time of this 
alleged naturalization, another circumstance going to show, tomy mind 
at least, that the time of what was called the naturalization was in 
point of fact the time he filed his declaration of intention in 1858. 

Now I invite attention to this significant fact in the contestee’s tes- 
timony, to be found on page 229. The contestee had testified that he 
took out his first papers at the clerk’s office, and that Mr. Chittenden 
was then present. But in answer to a question he says: 

I went with Mr. John Brown, accompanied with Mr. Alexander Muirhead, 
forthat purpose. I told them togo to the court-house, and I would get Hon. Isaac 
Jenkinson as my other witness, I went there with Mr. Jenkinson, and Mr. 
Chittenden was there in the court-house, and Mr. David H. Colerick was there, 
Judge Boyden was in the court, on the bench, and I told him I wanted to get 
my second papers. 

So there is the testimony of White himself, the contestee, that in the 
first instance, 1858, Chittenden was with him, and then he contradicts 
himself and places him there in 1865, when he says he was naturalized 
by the court of common pleas of Allen County. 

Mr. BLAND. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I would like 
to inquire in what year the declaration was made and before what 
court? 

Mr. BARRY. Iam not quite sure whether it was the circuit court 
or the court of common pleas, but the declaration was filed in July, 
1858, and in the circuit court, as I now remember. 

Mr. BLAND. Is there any record of that? 

Mr. BARRY, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. In what court does he claim to have applied for cit- 
izenship ? 

Mr. BARRY. Well, it is notclear, but either the circuit or common 
pleas court. As I say, there is no witness of that fact but Jenkinson 
{except contor ael wno memory appears to be very treacherous upon 
that point; also Mr. Pratt, and I think he locates itin the common 
pleas court. 

Mr. BLAND. But the court did make a record in the first place? 

Mr. BARRY. Certainly; but Jenkinson testifies as to the supposed 
naturalization that he did not know the day of the year or what term 
of the court it was, or what time of the year the court was held, show- 
ing a remarkably deficient memory of the whole affair, and indicating 
obviously that the time he was present was in 1858, as the handwriting 
of Chittenden there shows and the circumstances tend to prove. 

Now, I invite your attention to another very significant fact disclosed 
in the testimony of White. In the redirect examination by Colerick, 
his attorney, this question was asked, and will be found on page 243: 


123. Q. In answer to question 108, apro! unded to on by. the contestant, you 
alluded to the presence of E. L, Chitt en as a cleri e clerk’s office at the 


as ou were first naturalized. To what valsraltton did and do you mean 
r?—aA. I refer to the taking out of my which was July, 1858, 
prin ion my intention to become a citizen zr Pa Uni States. 


Thus contradicting himself, as I have endeavored to show. He was 
there either one time or the other, and there is no proof that he was 
there both times, nor is there an effort so to prove; but the presump- 
tion from the testimony is overwhelming that he was there only in 


1858. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Let meask the gentleman this question: Isthere 
a proper record of his declaration? 

Mr. BARRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CATCHINGS.. That is all correct, then ? 

Mr. BARRY. Yes, sir; there is a record of his declaration of inten- 
tion filed in 1858 in the cireuit court of Allen County, Indiana. That 
is admitted and is in proof. 

The only question is, was he naturalized in 1865? The committee 
find he was not. He asserts that he was, but the facts and the testi- 
mony do not sustain him in the assertion. 

I have not time to go over the testimony fully, but will only invite 
your attention to an interview with White, the contestee, which took 
place on 2 Friday before election between Mr. Bell, who I understand 
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to be a reputable gentleman of Fort Wayne, and Mr. Moynihan, the 
city editor of the Fort Wayne Sentinel. These gentlemen invited an 
interview with contestee, and served him with notice that the question 
was mooted that he was not a naturalized citizen, and if it was true, 
they wanted to be able to publish the facts, because if the assertion 
‘was incorrect, that he was not nataralized, and such a statement were 
published, it would only récoil on the Democratic party and would be 
a great injustice to contestee; that they wanted only the truth and to 
do him justice; that if he were not naturalized they wanted the Dem- 
ocratic party to have the advantage of that fact. 

We said, “I do notknow where my naturalization papers are; Iknow 
I have been naturalized;”’ although, according to their statements, he 
said first he had been naturalized and voted for Frémont, and then 
that he took out his final naturalization papersin 1858. That isabout 
thesubstance of theirtestimony. Butneither Bell nor Moynihan heard 
him say he was naturalized in 1865. ‘They swear he never even alluded 
to that. Mr. Colerick, his attorney, never intimates that he had said 
any such thing, and he tells of his consultations with contestee. Mr. 
Purman, another of his attorneys, does not say that Mr. White ever 
told him so; he never hints to Purman he was naturalized in 1865, and 
all through the testimony the factis disclosed that notices and hand-bills 
were sent out throughout the district asserting that the contestee was not 
naturalized, and that the contestes, through the public prints and by 
placards and printed notices scattered broadcast throughout the dis- 
trict, said, ‘‘I am a citizen, and have been naturalized,” without say- 
ing he was naturalized in 1865, or even alluding to such a time. 

It is also in proof that at the Academy of Music on the Saturday 
night prior to the election held on Tuesday the contestee placed his 
hand on his pocket saying, ‘‘I have my first, second, and third papers; 
if you put your votes in the ballot-boxes I will produce them.’ 

Mr. WICKHAM. On what page of the record does it appear that 
he said he had the first, second, and third papers? 

Mr. BARRY. I may possibly be in error about the third papers. I 
will read that to the House. 

Mr. WICKHAM. I ask the gentleman furthermore, did not Mr. 
White then have his third papers from Kosciusko County ? 

Mr. BARRY. The point is that he was not in ion of any pa- 
at all on Saturday evening, while he told the people that he had 
papers. Andrew A. Purman, a lawyer in Fort Wayne, testifies: 

On the Monday evening preceding the election Captain White said, as nearly 
as I can recollect, “I have rep As pooh here,” striking his pocket with his right 


hand. “and if you will put ttle papers in the boxes for me to-morrow, 
afler the election I will show my papers, and my third papers, too, if they want 


That is as I quoted it— 
Mr. WICKHAM. Hedidnotsay anything about his first and second 


papers. 
Mr. BARRY, Iwas mistaken as to that. Mr. Purman proceeds: 

He made no declaration at that or any other meeting on my advice, nor by 
the advice of my associate counsel, so far as I am informed. = 

Mr. Spencer, an attorney at law at Fort Wayne, testifies: 

I know nothing about when the notice of contest was served. I did have a 
conversation with James B., White on the evening of last Thanksgiving day, at 
the residence of William Martin, on South way,in this city, where we 
were both sienny the silver wedding of said Martin and wife, and while in 
conversation with him Mr. White said to me that he had his second pa) and 
they were more than seven years old, and if I wanted to see them I could doso. 

The time alluded to was on the 26th of November, 1886. George 
K. Torrence testifies: 

Tam acquainted with Capt. James B. White. He did address the meeting on 
that evening, and during that address he stated that if his fellow-citizens would 
elect him on the 2d day of November he would produce all the papers that would 
be required. That is, as near as I recollect, the 3d day of November; he would 
produce the papers on the 3d day of November. 

Allnding toSaturday evening before the election. He would produce 
the papers on the 3d day of November; but he never did, save those 
taken out on Monday, the day before the election. 

Then Joseph J. Edgarson testifies: 

‘The meeting was held at the time and placeappointed. Mr, White was pres- 
ent and addressed the meeting. In the course of his remarks or address he 
stated that he was a citizen and eligibie to a seat in Congress, and that he had 
the papers to prove it. He further stated that if his fellow-citizens would give 
him their votes on the 2d day of November, on the 3d day of November he 
would produce his papers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is something here which to my mind is 
Passing strange, and which I can not reconcile with the fact that Mr. 
White wasnaturalized in 1865. When addressing a multitude of peo- 
ple when this was the sole question agitating the publie mind, and he 
stated to those people he had those papers then, why is it he never once 
alluded in any of those public addresses to the fact that he was natur- 
alized in 1865? F 

Now, what was to be done in that crisis? It was concluded in con- 
sultation with able counsel that he should take out papers in Warsaw; 
and then on the Monday prior to the election of Tuesday he went to 
Warsaw, Kosciusko County, and took out naturalization papers there. 

A great many of his friends assumed, and the tgstimony discloses 

-that fact, that he became a citizen from having been a discharged Fed- 
eral soldier, under the doctrine announced in the letter called the Mc- 
Keever letter, written by the Assistant Adjutant-General of the United 


States, in 1882, to General John A. Logan, in response toa letter writ- 
ten by a Mr. Harper, which General Logan had referred to the War 
Department, that where a soldier honorably discharged was an alien 
without declaration of intention, and having had only one year’s resi- 
dence in the United States instead of five, he could be admitted to citi- 
zenship, The testimony discloses the fact that Mr. White’s friends 
relied upon that. One witness, an editor of a newspaper, whose name 
escapes me, stated that was the theory which was maintained by the 
public prints in behalf of the contestee, and that they were relying 
upon what is called the McKeever letter to claim that he was admit- 
ted to citizenship under the act passed by Congress in 1862. 

That being the fact, it is marvelous to me that the contestee did not 
say, “The McKeever letter aside, my declaration of intention in 1858 
aside, and all to the contrary notwithstanding, I was naturalized in 
1865; and William Pratt and Isaac Jenkinson are my witnesses. Go 
and ask them.” ‘‘Fleming was clerk then. Call him as a witness.’’ 
Nay, more, ‘‘Go and search the records of Allen County. They will 
tell I was admitted to citizenship in 1865.” But nota word of that 
kind fell from his lips. 

Never an utterance of that kind,or even a hint, came from any source 
during that campaign, and it was not until long afterwards, when this 
contest arose, that the contestee said he relied upon the fact that he 
was naturalized in 1865, although he had lost his naturalization papers. 
It is furthermore in proof, Mr. Speaker, that when this trouble was at its 
highest, just before the election, his friends, Mr, Purman and Mr. Oppen- 
heim, went to him and told him that this was a crisis in his affairs and 
said to him, ‘‘Look for your papers. A publication of a damaging 
character will be made denying your citizenship; look for your papers 
and find them. Isitafactthat you are naturalized??? Read their tes- 
timony carcfally, gentlemen, and you will see that he never intimated 
to those gentlemen, his confidential friends and advisers, that he had 
been naturalized in 1865. 

What he said was, “I have my papers or I did have them; they 
may be lost like my discharge or my marriage certificate; I may not 
be able to produce them: now.’’ Then, after hê had made search for 
them and they could not be found, when he had exhausted every means 
of finding his alleged papers, he appears before the people of Fort 
Wayne and says, “I have my naturalization papers; I have them here 
in my pocket.” Mr. Speaker, I feel an extreme delicacy in pressing 
my conviction upon this point, because it conflicts with the statement of 
the contestee himself, a gentleman for whom I have none but the kind- 
liest feeling; I say, sir, I feel great reluctance and delicacy in pressing 
my conviction upon this point, but I do feel assured that, if we are to 
rely upon mortal testimony, he was not naturalized in 1865. 

And outside of that fact I feel assured—for I have found no authority 
to the contrary, though I have made diligent search—I feel certain, I 
say, that a person can not prove his naturalization by parol proof in 
the absence of all record. I have not found any case, inany authority, 
where the oath of itself confers naturalization, On the other hand, the 
authorities are numerous to the effect that itis the judgment of the 
court that confers naturalization. I will go further, and say that if 
the contestee could produce a certificate of naturalization, while it is 
not a record and-does not confer naturalization—the judgment of the 
court being the only thing that does that—if he could produce a cer- 
tifieate, I say, I would receive it as evidence of naturalization; not as 
conclusive, but as prima facie evidence. 

Mr. ROWELL. Dol understand the gentleman to say that if the 
contestee produced a certificate of naturalization and no record, the 
gentleman would receive that certificate as evidence of naturaliza- 
tion? 

Mr. BARRY. Isaid that if he produced the certificate I would re- 
ceive it as prima facie evidence, and if there was a record to back it, it 
would be conclusive; but, in the absence of a record where none ex- 
isted, I could not accept the certificate as proof. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then you would reject the naturalization? 

Mr. BARRY. To accept the certificate as conclusive proof of natural- 
ization would be to reject the rulings of the Supreme Court of the 
United States and of every other court that has ever passed upon the 
question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Would my friend advise his party to adopt his 
rule in the city of New York? We would be very glad to have that 
rule obtain there, ; 

Mr. BARRY. I do not profess, Mr. Speaker, to be the adviser of 
the party in New York. Iam only trying to announce the law as I 
have found it, divested of all political partisanship or political feeling, 
If I know my heart, I have no such feeling in this matter. ~ 

Mr. WARNER. _ I understood the gentleman to say to his colleague 
on the committee [Mr. RowELL] that if the contestee had presented a 
certificate he would have received that as prima facie evidence of his 
right to the seat. E 

Mr. BARRY. Isaid that. 

Mr. WARNER. Would not that close the matter as far as the con- 
testee in this case is concerned ? 

Mr. BARRY. No, sir. Isay that if the certificate were 
I would treat it as secondary proof. 

Mr. WARNER. As prima facie evidence? 


presented 
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Mr. BARRY. Yes; as prima facie evidence. Then, if the record 
was exhibited and it was shown, as in the West Virginia case, that there 
was no judgment of naturalization or record of proceedings I would not 
accept the certificate as proof. 

Mr. WARNER. I am not asking about a case where there is evi- 
dence to show that there was no record. I am speaking simply of the 
absence of a record. 

Mr. BARRY. If the certificate referred to a record, and if, upon ex- 
amination, it was found that there was no such record, then I think the 
prima facie case would bé rebutted, and he could not claim to be a citi- 
zen upon the mere certificate. 

Mr. WARNER. Willthe gentleman permit another question? Ido 
not wish to obtrude myself upon him. 

Mr. BARRY. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WARNER. Supposing further, it should appear that the cer- 
tificate was issued and the contestee presented the certificate; suppose, 
too, the fact appeared that no record was made at the time of the grant- 
ing of the naturalization, but the contestee should bring in witnesses 
to show that the oath was administered to him and that all the pre- 
requisites and conditions prescribed by the statute had been complied 
with and that the judge ordered the certificate to be issned, would the 
contestee then be entitled to his seat? 

Mr. BARRY. He could go into that forum and by nunc pro tune 
proceedings —— 

Mr. WARNER. That is not the question, Would he be entitled to 
his seat in this Congress ? : 

Mr. BARRY. No. 

Mr. WARNER. No? 

Mr. BARRY. No. 

Mr. WARNER. That is all. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What does my friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
BARRY] mean by a prima facie case? 

Mr. BARRY. I mean this: Where the party exhibits a certificate 
purporting to recite a judgment of a court conferring citizenship upon 
him, that is a prima facie case of naturalization; bnt if, upon reference 
to the record which the certificate purports to recite, it appears in fact 
that no such record was made, then he can not claim to be a citizen 
simply on the certificate. In such a case there is no foundation for the 
certificate, and if he wants to make the record conclusive he can go into 
court and by nune pro tune proceedings establish the record, if it can 
be found. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I always supposed that a prima facie case was 
good until it was rebutted. 

Mr. ROWELL. If there is no memorandum in the court of the 
judgment, can he have a nunc pro tune order for record? 

Mr. BARRY. I think not, if there is no record whatever. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The gentleman [Mr. BARRY] has spoken of 
the record. I wish to ask him whether we are to understand the com- 
mittee to report from the evidence that the books of record of the court 
at the time the contestee claims to have been naturalized were in such 
a condition that if the nAturalization really took place it would almost 
certainly have been recorded ? 

Mr. BARRY. ‘The records prove themselves. No such record was 
ever made. ‘That is proved by the records and by witnesses. 

Mr. STEELE. Do they not also prove that two hundred people there 
received certificates of naturalization of which no record was made in 
court? 

Mr. BARRY. Well, that does not naturalize this contestee. 

Mr. STEELE. As I understand, the evidence shows that there were 
issued over two hundred certificates of naturalization, no record of 
which appears in that court. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. There is record of every one of them. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. BARRY] a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi has expired. s 

Mr. ROWELL. Ifany gentleman on the other side desires to go on 
now, I will reserve my time. 

Mr. CRISP. I yielded only one hour, which the gentleman from 
Mississippi has exhausted. I suggest that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ROWELL] now use an hour. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope some one will yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. BARRY] enough time to answer the question which 
the gentleman from Minnesota desires to put. 

Mr. CRISP. I yielded only one hour. If any further time is to be 
given to the gentleman from Mississippi I hope it will be done by unani- 
mous consent, because the time on this side has been parceled out to 
other gentlemen. 

Several MEMBERS. All right. 

Mr. BAhRY. What is the question? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I wish to know whether the condition of the 
record at the time when it is alleged the contestee was naturalized is 
shown to be such that there is a record of naturalizations which took 
place immediately before and immediately after the time of the alleged 
naturalization of the contestee? 


Mr. BARRY. Oh, yes; the record discloses entries of that kind— 
naturalizations about that time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is there proof of the loss or destruction of those 
records? 

Mr. BARRY. There is no proof and no contention—even the con- 
testee does not claim—that the records were lost. The contestee takes 
the ground that through neglect or omission there never was any record. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Isit a fact that the condition of the record is 
such that there could have been several persons naturalized at that 
time and no record as to any of them? 

Mr. BARRY. I do not suppose anybody can be naturalized withput 
a record. 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield one hour to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, as I desire that what I have to say on 
this case shall be spoken connectedly, I hope that my friends here will 
not consider me discourteous or uncivil if I request them to abstain from 
propounding questions to me until I have finished, when I shall be glad 
to answer any inquiry that I can. 

Mr. Speaker, the disputed facts in this case are very few. Itiscon- 
ceded that Mr. White, the contestee, was born in a foreign land; that 
coming here something more than thirty-three years ago he settled in 
the State of Indiana, and has, with slight interruptions, resided there 
continuously ever since; that in 1858 he appeared in the proper court 
and in due form dedlared his intention to abjure allegiance to all for- 
cign powers and become a citizen of our country; that afterward, in the 
dark days of the country’s supreme peril, early in 1861, in response to 
the call of that country, he abandoned business, home, and family, and 
faithfully and bravely followed the country’s flag through weary march- 
ings and bloody battle until upon the memorable field of Shiloh he re- 
ceived serious wounds, the honorable scars of which he bears upon his 
body to-day. 

Involved in a controversy of a personal character with his colonel, 
he resigned and returned to the avocations of peace, which he has so 
conducted and in which he has so lived that by the common consent 
of the community he has been placed in the front rank of his fellow- 
citizens. He has held the honorable position of alderman of the city 
of Fort Wayne. He has been the candidate of his party for county 
clerk, State senator, and Congressman; and in 1886, after a most ex- 
cited and thorough campaign, at an election where more than 34,000 
votes were cast, at an election the fairness and honesty of which in all 
its details are admitted, he, a Republican, running in a district which 
ordinarily gives 2,500 Democratic majority, received nearly 2,500 ma- 
jority over his Democratic opponent, and more than 1,200 majority over 
all the candidates of all the ies, 

I submit it is doubtful whether there be in this honorable body a 
member who comes here with so magnificent an indorsement from his 
immediate neighbors and fellow-citizens [applause]; and this will not 
be forgotten, I trust, when we come to consider the weight to be at- 
tached to the testimony of this man. 

But notwithstanding the conceded fairness of this election, his oppo- 
nent comes here and asks this House to set aside the verdict of the 
people at the polls, clearly and forcibly expressed, to deprive Captain 
White of the seat he so gallantly won, and, in spite of the verdict of 
the people, put him, the contestant, in. There was but one member 
of the committee that could swallow this proposition. I shall not dis- 
turb him in the painful process of digestion [laughter], but will pass 
to consider the proposition of the majority of the committee, which is 
that Mr. White was not naturalized for seven years prior to March 4, 
1887, and that on this ground his seat should be declared vacant and 
this great constituency left without a Representative on this floor. I 
submit that this House will not be swift to grant this request, that it 
will respect the voice of the majority of that district, and will retain 
the sitting member, unless the House, having due regard to its own 
honor and the law of the case, should find it impossible to do so. 

Now, this proposition that Mr. White was not naturalized for seven 
years prior to March 4, 1887, hedisputes. He alleges that he was natu- 
ralized more than twenty years prior to that time. 

I will briefly glance at the testimony. I insist that Mr. White has 
thoroughly established the proof of his claim, and I hope the House 
in investigating this case will honestly and fairly endeavor to ascertain 
whether Mr. White was really naturalized, not whether he can prove 

‘that fact in the technical form or in accordance with the narrow rule 
which some other tribunal may have laid down for the introduction of 
testimony before it. This House is a law unto itself, it is clothed with 
plenary power, and not bound by the precedents of other tribunals. 
I think it proper to make this remark, although I believe and hope every 
fait-minded man will finally agree that Mr. White has been able to 
make, and has made, his proof in accordance with the strictest rules of 
law. 

What are the facts? It is admitted that in 1858 Captain White ap- 
peared in the proper court of Allen County and there made solemn 
declaration of hi$ intention to abjure all foreign allegiance and become 
a citizen of this country. «Now, when that is admitted, it is only rea- 
sonable and natural to expect that after he had made that solemn dec- 
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Jaration he would follow it up and carry out that intention by becom- 
ing naturalized, 

A MEMBER. That is admitted. 

Mr. COOPER. Thatis admitted. That is the record; no one dis- 
putes that, that he took out his first papers, and especially when we 
find he continues to live in the country, identifies himself with the 
country, fights the battles of the country, makes his home here, and 
raises his children here. When all these facts are admitted to be true, 
what is more reasonable, what is more natural, than that at the proper 
time he did take the proper steps to become a citizen of the land which 
he loved and for which he had fought? 

We find him, therefore, making a reasonable and natural statement 
when we find him swearing, as he does on page 229 of the record, to the 
following statement. I will read his terse, clear statement of facts as 
conclusive upon this matter. In answer to the question as to his ad- 
mission as a citizen of the United States, and in answer to the other 
question to state all the attending circumstances and facts which en- 
abled him to remember the fact of his naturalization, he states: 

A. Yes, sir; I did. In the year 1865, in the latter part of February, about the 
28th day of that month, I had determined to make a trip to neds as and had 
talked with some of my friends in relation to it, amongst them Mr. John Brown, 
who advised me before doing so to take out my second papersin order to geta 

port. I went with Mfr. John Brown, accompanied with Mr. Alexander 

uirhead, for Shae sear! I told them to go to the court-house and I would 

get the Hon. Isaac Jenkinson as my other witness. I went there with Mr. Jenk- 
nson, and Mr. Chittenden was there in the court-house— 

Mark you, he does not say that Mr. Chittenden was clerk, as the 
gentleman claims who has just taken his seat. Mr. White from the 
first claimed that Mr. Nelson was clerk— 


and Mr, David H. Colerick was there. Judge Borden was in the court, on the 
bench, and I told him I wanted to fet my second papers. He asked who my 
witnesses were. I said they were here. Mr. John Brown and Mr. Jenkinson 
were then sworn as my witnesses. I then took the oath, so prescribed for that 
purpose, to become a citizen of the United States. It wasin the court of com- 
mon pleas. The oath of allegiance was administered to me in open court by 
Judge Burden, the then presiding judge of the court of common pleas, The prin- 
cipal fact in connection therewith was the fact that I was going to Europe. 

Q. Did you get your final certificate ; and, if so, what did you do with it? 

(Objected to by contestant, as being irrelevant and immaterial.) 

A. Yes. sir; I got my final certificate, but, like my first certificate, it has been 
lost or mislaid, for I have searched for it; also the first one, and have been un- 
able up to this time to find either of them. 

Q, How soon, if at all, after you obtained your final certificate did you start 
for Europe? 


Now, sir, that statement is true, or Mr. White has come here and 
manufactured a willful and deliberate lie. In 1858 he needed no wit- 
nesses and it was not necessary he should have proof. In 1858 he did 
not intend to make a trip to Europe, and there was therefore no neces- 
sity for him in 1858 to obtain a passport. Such was the case in 1865. 
On application for final papers he must have two witnesses. It is not 
denied that in 1865 he contemplated making a trip to Europe and had 
gone as far as the city of New York, when he received a telegram of the 
serious illness of his wife, which compeHed him to return. 

But, I repeat, it is impossible to say that this man has honestly con- 
fused these two dates. It is either true that incontemplation of atrip 
to Europe he took out his second naturalization papers, the necessary 
papers to become a citizen, or else this man, who comes here with such 
a splendid indorsement from his fellow-citizens, has committed the 
grossest outrage by a perjured -misrepresentation of the facts. 

Mr. BLAND. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I wish to ask 
a question. 

Mr. COOPER. It will interrupt me very seriously. 

Mr. BLAND. Upon this very question of the certificate. 

Mr. COOPER. I will answer the gentleman when I get through, 
not now. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman will yield for a question before 
he finishes his argument, because this is the essential point. 

Mr. COOPER. Now, Mr. Speaker, we have the testimony of Isaac 
Jenkinson, a man all concede to be one of the most honorable men in 
the State of Indiana, a prominent citizen; and all parties, even the ma- 
jority of the committee, admit him to be of the most respectable char- 
acter, and whose word would be taken anywhere upon any question. 
It is said that his testimony is vague and shadowy upon this proposi- 
tion with reference to the naturalization of the contestee, because of an 
indistinctness of memory as to the occurrence. Mr. Jenkinson is the 
only one of the witnesses now alive. The testimony shows that there 
were but few men present in court at the time, for it is proven here 
that it was at a time when there was no trial going on, and none were 
present except those who were called to participate in the naturaliza- 
tion of the contestee. Is it strange, let me ask before I proceed, that of 
the number theu present there should be few remaining, after the lapse 
of twenty-three years, who have not been garnered in by the grim 
reaper ? P 

Twenty-three years from now how many of us will be alive to tell 
of the transactions of this day? But to Jenkinson’s testimony, found 
on page 188 of the record; and I insist here that his testimony taken all 
together must satisfy the mind of any reasonable man as to the final 
naturalization of Captain White, or else the witness, who is of good re- 
pute, as all admit, is testifying to that which is false. 

Now I admit, as a matter of course, thatin the twenty-two years that 
have intervened between this transaction in court and the time when 


Mr. Jenkinson was called to testify, the details had passed out of his 
mind, and he admits it like the honest, honorable, and truthful man 
that he is, but he says: 

I think Captain White was naturalized within one or two years after his re- 
turn from the war,at Fort Wayne, and that I was presentasa witness or a spec- 
tator, I am not sure which; I think I was a witness, however. 

Then, in response to a rigid cross-examination, he is asked this ques- 
tion: 

Tf the contestee was naturalized at the time you say he was, please say who 
were the witnesscs, 

Answer. My impression is that a gentleman named Brown and myself— 

Thus corroborating the testimony of White himself— 

My impression is that a gentleman named John Brown and myself were the 
witnesses. Now, that is my impression, but it isa very strong impression— 

Says the witness. 

He uses the word ‘‘impression,’’ because this truthful witness, like 
a prudent man that he was, testifies only carefully and according to his 
recollection of the facts. Again he was asked this question: 

Please state— 

Says this pertinacious cross-examiner— > 
all who were present at the time you claim that the contestee was naturalized, 


The witness answers: 

Well, besides the judge and officers of the court, whom I am confident were 
pean there were present Captain White, John Brown, E. L. Chittenden, and 
myself. 

Again the question was asked: S 

Were you there asa witness, orin any other capacity ? 

I was there— 

He answers— 
as a witness to testify in the case, or I was there as a friend of ag Sr White, 
to manage the proceedings for him; one or the other, or possibly both, 

Then he was asked aquestion as to when his attention was first-called 
to the question of the citizenship of Captain White. His answers is: 
On the Friday or Saturday before the election he was in his office, and 
while reading a newspaper he saw that the question of the naturaliza- 
tion of White was raised, and, upon reading it, he immediately ex- 
claimed that could not be true, that he was certainly present when Mr, 
White was naturalized. 

Butit is said that Jenkinson must be confused about this, for he has 
testified that Chittenden was present; and my friend upon the other 
side made a very extraordinary statement, namely, that if Chittenden 
was present with him only at one time, and that was in 1858, that it 
must have been in 1858 that he was there with Chittenden! I suppose 
that is true. [Laughter.] He is welcome to that admission; but 
Chittenden was present in 1865. The testimony of this witness fixes 
conclusively the fact beyond all possibility of donbt that it was not in 
1858, but must have been in 1865, or after 1861, because this question 
is propounded him after he had answered in the cross-examination that 
there was an incident that satisfied him it could not have been at the 
time of the declaration of intention. He is asked: 

On your cross-examination in your answer to question 41 you speak of some 
incident in these words; ‘‘There is one incident Aea swilke the occasion 
which satisfies me that the purpose was not a mere declaration of intention,” 
Please state what that incident was. 

_ I ask gentlemen now to listen to the answer in these words: 

It was a remark as to the strangeness of a Union soldier having to renounce 
his allegiance to Queen Victoria and te swear allegiance to the Tnited States. 

Could that be in 1858? If that remark was then made, 1f that inci- 
dent then occurred as testified by Jenkinson, it could not have taken 
place in 1858, for Mr. White was not then a Union soldier and there 
had been no military struggle between the sections of the country at 
that time. 

Again, we have the testimony of William T, Pratt. He is certainly 
entitled to credit, for he seems to have been honored by our Democratic 
friends in Indiana, for he held successively the offices of justice of the 
peace, member of the city council, sheriff of Allen County, including 
the populous city of Fort Wayne, United States marshal, and finally 
director of the Indiana penitentiary. He says that he wassheriff from 
1862 to 1866, and that while acting as sheriff at a time when there was 
no trial going on in the court, no cases proceeding requiring the attend- > 
ance of witnesses, Mr. Brown, Mr. White, and Mr. Jenkinson, if I re- 
member, appeared before the court and were sworn, and he b< ieves 
that the contestee, Captain White. was then duly naturalized. 

Now, in the face of this testimony, standing unimpeached and un- 
contradicted, I inquire if there can be any doubt that Captain White 
did appear in 1865 in the proper court in Allen County and then and 
there produce the required witnesses, make the required proof, and take 
the required oath, receiving his certificate of naturalization, and go forth 
from that court invested with American citizenship? 

But it is objected that this testimony is weakened, first because it is 
alleged that Mr. White, when challenged in regard to this fact of his 
naturalization, made mistaken statements as to date, claiming that 
it took place in 1856 or 1557; that he voted for Frémont. Now, the 
witnesses differ in their recollection as to what was actually said, and | 
we will do well to follow the rule laid down by an eminent judge, that 
when a witness gives a conversation which he alleges occurred with 
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another party at a time prior, his testimony must be received with the 
test caution, berause the addition or omission of a word or even a 
syllable might make the greatest difference in the meaning. 

But let us see by what circumstances Captain White was environed 
when he made this alleged statement and make the allowance the cir- 
cumstances require. Now these Allen County records, of which we 
hear so much, were, as is proven and conceded, buta wretched burlesque 
on the name record; they were full of faults of omission and faults of 
commission. In numerous cases there was no mark of or pencil on 
these so-called records of decisions and judgments which had been in 
fact rendered, and that in numerous instances the clerk or somebody 
had gone into the court-house and put into the records what porpora 
to be decisions in cases which never had been there, never had been 
tried or even pending in the court, in regard to which there was no 
mark on any docket that they ever had been there—in other words, 
mere forgeries. Especially were these records defective in cases of nat- 
uralization. 

The contestant knew all about this. He had been keeping track of 
it. It isin evidence that on another occasion when Hon. John D. Sar- 
dinghausen, a prominent Democrat and editor of a Democratic newspa- 
per at Fort Wayne, had been elected to the State senate, having been 
naturalized prior to that time before the contestant himself, as he was 
then judge of the court, a difference arising between them as to the 
propriety of the contestant being elected to Congress, the contestant went 
to Sardinghausen and hissed in his ear, ‘‘You had better be still, for 
I can put you out of the senate quicker than you gotin.’? ‘‘How so?” 
said Sardinghausen. ‘Are you an American citizen?” inquires Mr. 
Lowry. Sardinghausen replies, ‘‘ You know you administered the oath 
to me yourself, and I have my certificate of naturalization at home.’’ 

“That may be so, but it is not on the record, and the record has got 
to show it,’’ replies Lowry. 

This wretched record of Allen County seems tohave been the armory 
of this contestant. When pressed to the wall or in dire necessity, he 
rushes into the court-house, seizes the so-called record, and brandishes 
it as his sword of offense and defense. 

The contestant knew just what the condition of the records was. 
He ascertained at an early date that there was no record of Mr. White’s 
naturalization, and knew quite well that there were many instances 
just like Mr. White’s where parties were naturalized and were unable 
to find any record of the fact. It is intestimony and undisputed that 
there were 150 cases of naturalization in that court of which there was 
no record of naturalization. 

We have here the testimony of the present clerk of that court that 
among other cases there were numerous instances where naturalized 
citizens who had gone West and were desirous to prove citizenship in 
order to avail themselves of the privilege of the homestead and pre- 
emption acts wrote back, and some eame back, to the record of 
naturalization, and not a mark of any kind could be found to show 
that they had been naturalized. 

The contestant, knowing the state of these records and suspecting 
that there might be an omission in the case of Mr. White, went to 
them and found there was no record; but he waited artfully until the 
Thursday night before election, when Captain White, who had been 
out through the district marshaling his forces for the grand battle on 
the coming Tuesday, preparing to advance upon the demoralized co- 
horts of the enemy, receives a telegram calling him home, where‘a 
peanle of sleek emissaries of the contestant sought an interview with 


Now, sir, on that night Mr. White’s whole heart and sonl were ab- 
sorbed absolutely and completely in the great approaching battle at 
the polls, and when they pressed upon him the question, ‘Are you nat- 
uralized?’’ he was bewildered and astounded, but heanswered promptly, 
“I have been naturalized.” They asked him where. He replied in 
Allen County, They artfully asked him if it was not in Kosciusko 
County, stating that it appeared there was a James B. White who had 
been naturalized there. Whether this was su; for the p: 
of getting the contestee into a trap I know not. But I do know that 
like an honest man he repudiated the invitation to make that claim 
and said, ‘‘I know nothing of that omission; I was naturalized here.” 
He was asked if he could find his naturalization papers. He said he 
did not know, but that he would look for them. Of course this was to 
frighten him, to distractand divert the attention of his friends from the 
election and permit his defeat; and whatif, with all these things resting 
upon him to divert his attention and the attention of his friends from 
preparing for the election and toset them about hunting up records and 
preparing affidavits of loss of papers, etc.—I say what if, with all this 
conspiracy and confusion pressed upon him, he did, in his bewilder- 
ment, make mistaken statements as to the date of his naturalization? 
T submit’ that no fair-minded man can draw from that any inference 
against his honesty er against the truth of his statement as to the fact 
of his naturalization. 

But it is said that he did not go into an explanation afterwards; that 
he simply said, “I am a citizen; elect me and I will show you that I 
am.” Well, what better thing could he say under the circumstances ? 
* It was on the very eve of the election, and I appeal to each one of the 
three hundred experienced campaigners in this House to say whether 


he would have done otherwise than Captain White did under the cir- 
cumstances, It was no time then to tell his friends that he had been 
naturalized but could not find his papers, or that the record was lost. 
If he had done that he would have been at once met by his opponent 
going around denying the fact of his naturalization, and saying, as he 
did to Sardinghausen, ‘‘ The record does not show it; you must prove 
it by the record; and the result would have been to disorganize and 
dishearten his forces, and he would have been defeated at the polls and 
his case ruined. 

But it is insisted here that the records do not show Captain White’s 
naturalization,and that it must be proven by the record. Ihave already 
called attention to the character of thoserecords. To hold, asseems to 
be implied in this West Virginia case, that the record is conclusive, 
or rather the absence of record conclusive—now, sir, whatever might be 
the justice of applying that rule to a court in which perfect and com- 
plete records were kept, a court whose records were unchallenged as to 
correctness and completeness, would it not be monstrous outrage to 
apply such a rule against any man, divesting him of valuable rights or 
property, simply because of the absence of records in such as are kept 
in County, records that are but a pretense and a fraud; records 
that are but a delusion and a snare; records that are simply a pitfall 
to the unwary suitors? 

But it is said further that Captain White did take ont his second or 
his third papers on the eve of the election, and from that the inference 
is drawn that he had not been naturalized before. I know he did that. 
It was certainly an unnecessary thing and it may have been a foolish 
one, but I ask this House to remember the circumstances under which 
it was done. He was all the time saying and repeating that he had 
taken out his second papers, and that he had them and hoped to find 
them. ` He said that over and over again. In explanation of his con- 
duct I can not do better at this point than to cite the testimony of 
Henry Colerick as to how these Jast papers came to be taken out—Henry 
Colerick, an honored name among the Democracy of Indiana, familiar 
as a household word, a man honored in his ancestry and family, and 
who wears worthily these honors, himself one of the most brilliant, in- 
finential, potential Democrats in Northern Indiana, although in the 
last election he was in favor of his neighbor, Captain White. 

What does he say on this subject? He says: 

I was present at a conversation, a general consultation that took place be- 
tween Captain White and a number of his friends, among whom were six law- 
yers, two of whom had been on the supreme court commission. 

A multitude of counsel! verifying the saying of Sir Walter Raleigh, 
who when the text, ‘In a multitude of counselors there is safety,” 
was quoted in his ce, said it meant safety for the counselors, be- 
cause it enabled them to divide the responsibility, but ruin for the poor 
client. |Laughter.] Mr. Colerick proceeds: 

In this conversation Captain White stated and reiterated many times that he 
had taken out his second papers as well as his first. It was suggested by some 
of the older counsel, and indorsed by all the younger counsel, that it would 
probably be the easiest way of settling the question by again making applica- 
tion for final papers, on the ground that the doctrine of relation might apply, 
and thatif he did apply, it would be unnecessary to show the neglect of the 
clerk in making the entry of his second application and the issuing of his pa- 

Captain White stated that he would make further search for his second 
paper; that he knew he had taken it out in Allen County. I then advised Ca) 
tain White to take out his second paper the second time, under the belief that it 
would relate back to either the time that he had appeared in o court orit might 
apply in reference to the McKeever letter. No Allen County courts were then 
in session, and I advised Captain White to go to Columbia Cily or Huntington 
and again apply for his second papers. He said he would take my advice. 

Here was a man advising with his friends, six lawyers, two of them 
ex-members of the supreme court of the State, who advised him to do 
this thing, and I say thatif he had disregarded their advice and refused 
to follow it he would have been showing unreasonable obstinacy. 

Again, Mr. Oppenheim, a prominent Democrat, says (page 217) that 
he went down on the Friday night before that election and found Cap- 
tain White there with great piles of papers before him, which he was 
sorting out. Mr. Oppenheim asked him what he was doing, and he 
replied that he was trying to find his second papers; that he had taken 
them out but could not find them; that he could not find his first 
papers, could not find his marriage certificate, could not find his com- 
mission in the Army, and other papers. Then, Mr. Oppenheim says, 
Captain White told him that he had been advised by his lawyers to go 
aud take ont his second papers again, and then, says Mr. Oppenheim, 
“I stated to him that I thought it could do no possible harm to again 
take out his second naturalization papers.” White did so, calling 
them his third papers. I submit, therefore, that no fair-minded man 
can draw any inference to the injury of Captain White from the action 
which he then took under the circumstances of the case. 

But it is daimed that, no matter what may be the facts, Captain 
White must prove his naturalization by the record, and that as no 
record can be found, he can not be permitted to prove the fact at all. 
Certainly this House would be loth to adopt such a rule. 

Mr. LONG. Does not the gentleman desire before he sits down to 
touch upon the statements made by Captain White at public meetings? 

Mr. COOPER. I fear that I have not time to go into that. It will 
be sufficiently discussed by other gentlemen. It is enough for me to 
say that in that respect he did just as any other gentleman here would 
do;.he went out among the people, he went to public meetings, and 
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everywhere, and wherever he went he said substantially, ‘‘I have 
been naturalized, fully nataralized; you elect me and I will show it.” 
That is all he said about it; that is all there is of that matter. Hedid 
not go into details; for what prudent man would? It was too late for 
explanations, too late to meet charges which might be made upon them. 
But I insist that you may take this record from beginning toend and 
you will find that all the statements proved by anybody at any time 
to have been made anywhere by Captain White are perfectly consistent 
with the trath of his statement here. There is notany doubt about it. 

Now, as legal proposition (and I can only give a hurried glance at 
the law of this case) I insist that if Captain White appeared in the court 
of Allen County and did there produce the required testimony, having 
prior to that time made the declaration of his intention, did produce 
the required number of witnesses and the required proof, did have ad- 
ministered to him the required oath, take that oath, and did procure 
his certificate of naturalization and citizenship, he was a citizen; and 
when his citizenship was challenged it would be sufficient proof for him 
to produce in answer that certificate, the ordinary and proper method 
of proving naturalization. That being true, if the certificate be now 
lost and no record of it can be discovered, it is competent for him to 
show, as he has done, its loss and the contents of the certificate. That 
the contents of a lost or destroyed record may be proved by parol is a 
proposition which I presume will not be gainsaid. It is supported by 
a long and unbroken line of authorities emanating from the most re- 
spectable and I know of no contrary authority. 

Why should not this principle and rule apply to adjudications of 
naturalization? Isee no reason. Therefore, if the certificate, which 
in the first instance would be the proper proof, be lost, and no other 
record be discovered, the contestee has the right to prove the loss of 
the certificate, as he has done, and to prove its contents. On this ques- 
tion I will cite a passage from Morse on Citizenship, which is quoted in 
the minority report, and whichI think directly in point. This author, 
on page 128, section 92, says: 

In the case of an individual claiming to be a citizen by naturalization, the cer- 

turalization 


tifleate or letter of na: is the usual and orderly proof which is offered, 
but it is not exclusive. 


aes ose not say it is not conclusive; he saysit isnot exclusive. Then 
adds: 

If, the letter or certificate is lost, and the record can not be discovered, second- 
ary evidence to establish citizenship would be admissible. 

It seems to me no doctrine could be more clearly in point than this; 
and therefore Captain White having proved the issue of the certificate 
and its loss, has a right to prove, as he has done, the contents of that 
certificate by parol. 

But it is claimed by the majarity of the committee that the record is 
essential to a judgment; that there can be no judgment without the 
record made by the clerk. I do not so understand the law. I under- 
stand that judgments are pronounced and rendered by the judges of 
the courts, and not by the clerks, It isnot the duty of the clerk, nor 
is it within his power, to render a judgment; he is the mere historian 
of the acts of the judgesor the court. It is simply his duty to put in 
shape and preserve evidence of the judgments that the court may have 
already pronounced. In other words, if Captain White made proper 
proofand received his certificate of naturalization, the judgment admit- 
ting him to citizenship was then complete, and the willful or careless 
omission of the clerk to record that judgment could not destroy that 
which was complete without his act. In support of this proposition I 
call attention to an extract from Freeman on Judgments, section 38: 

ressions occasionally find their way into reports and text-books, indicat- 
ing that the entry is essential to the existence and force of the judgment. 

There have been some expressions of that kind here to-day. 

These expressions have escaped from their authors when writing of matters 
of evidence— 

That is, when treating of the evidence required, when proposing to 
show in one court the judgment of another court— 

plying the general rule that in each case the best testimony which is 
e g 


and a 
capabile of bein must be received, to the exclusion of every means of 
proof less satisfactory and less authentic, £ 

Now, I cali attention to this language: 

The réndition of a jndgment is a judicial act; its entry m the record is 
merely ministerial, A judgment is not what is entered, but aunt is ordered and 
considered. The entry may express more or less than was directed by the court, 
or it may be neglected altogether; yet in neither of these cases is the judgment 
of the court any less its judgment than though it wasaceurately entered. In the 
very nature of things, the act must be perfect before its history can be so; and the 
imperfection or neglect of its history fails to modify or obliterate the act. That 
which the court performs judicially, or ordersto be performed, is not to be avoided 
by the action or want of action of the judges or other officers of the court in their 
ministerial capacity. In the case ofju: ents, they must first be entered upon the 
record before they are admissible as evidence in othercourts. For this purpose 
they are nototherwise perfect, Therecord, ifnot made up, or if lost or d ed, 
should be perfected or replaced by appropriate hioa, tin in the court where 
the judgment was pronounced, 


I will now call attention briefly to a decision in 6 Cranch, 179, the 
case of Campbell vs. Gurden. I do not know thatI shall have time 
even to read all the syllabus of this case. It was there held that— 

If the oath istered ing appears | trary 
peanounoad ene ties cones Sete akon: oath mee Pe en Sided es p 
the character of the applicant. 


The oath, when taken, confers upon him the rights of a citizen, and amounts 
to a judgmentof the court of his admission to those rights, _ 5 


I wish to cite also a decision in 15 Blatchford—a case which I trust 
our friends on the other side will appreciate and follow, for there was 
a time when it was ed ds most savory ‘‘sauce ” for the Demo- 
cratic ‘‘goose;’? and I hope they will neither fail to remember or ap- 
ply the proverb as to sauce for the other party. 

Gentlemen on the other side could well afford to indorse this decision, 
for it was at one time the sole barrier between thousands and thou- 
sands of their voters in the State of New York and the doors of 
the penitentiary, into which John Davenport was attempting to thrust 
them, and would have thrust them but for this decision. Justice 
Blatchford says: 

The act of 1802 provides that the alien may be admitted to become a citizen 
“on the following conditions,and not otherwise: 1. He must have declared 
his intention. 2. He must take an oath to support the Constitution, and re- 
nouncing his former allegiance. The statute then says, ““which proceedings 
shall be recorded by the clerk of the court.” 

$ * © Itishardly to be supposed that Congress intended to make the ap- 
plicant for citizenship responsible for a non-compliance with any other condi- 
tions than suchashe had the power tocomply with. The applicant can declare 
his intention, and can take the prescribed oath and makethe renunciation. But 
he can not see to it that the proceedings and renunciation are recorded. He 
can uce a witness as to his residence and character, and can appear in per- 
son in the pro} court with his witness as to matters prescribed in the statute.” 
When this is done he can do nothing more except to receive such a complete 
certificate from the court—za certificate which sets forth that it is given “by the 
court,” under its seal; that Coleman appeared in the courton a day named and 
applied to become a citizen and produ to it such evidence and made such dec- 
laration and renunciation, and took such oaths as are required by the acts of 
Congress on the subject; and that thereupon the court ordered that he be ad- 
mitted,and he was accordingly admitted by the court to bea citizen of tue United 
States, When he has done what the certificate says he has done, and when he 
leaves with the clerk of the court sach papers as he has signed,and when the 
court tells him, as it does by the eertificate, that he having doneall that the court 
had thereon ordered, that he be admitted to be a citizen, and when the court 
— the certificate into his keeping he has done all that he can to comply with 
ti tute. 

T peA be held that. tħùe word “conditions” applies to anything further. 
There must undoubtedly be an act of admission, but what shall be the evidence, 
directed by the court, of such act of admission, is another question. The pro- 
vision forrecording “proceedings” at the close of the second condition, and the 
provision for recording the renunciation mentioned in the fourth condition, are 
introduced in such form that they may very well be regarded as as direct- 
ory, and as no part of the “conditions.” The conditions are well by 
miting them to what the applicant is required to do in the first, second, and 
fourth paragraphs, and to what the court is required to do in the third para- 
graph. The admission to citizenship is to follow the observance of those condi- 
tions. The recording— 

Is what? A part of the conditions essential to citizenship? Not 
so— 

The recording isto follow admission, and not precede it, The admission 
separates the conditions from the recording. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I insist that when Mr. White made this proof, 
and received this certificate of final citizenship in Allen County, he 
went forth an American citizen; that he went forth invested and clothed 
with the high rights and great honor and privilege of an American 
citizen, a most valuable right, of which he could not be divested by the 
act of any other person than himself. 

Sir, two thousand years ago there was a Republic which dominated 
the earth, whose conquering legions had placed its eagles in triamph 
on the ruins of every kingdom in the then known world. All roads 
led to its capital, and over every road were conveyed the tributes which 
the earth’s conquered nations paid to it. Captive kings and queens 
walked barefoot in chains behind the triumphal cars of its warriors, 
But amid all its pomp and power and glory, the value of her citizen- 
ship was her especial boast and chief glory. When one of her hum- 
blest citizens was threatened with violence or mortified by insult, 
whether he stood upon the banks of the Thames, the Rhine, the 
Danube, or the Euphrates, he had but to repeat the talismanic words, “‘ L 
am a Roman citizen,” and every hand was stayed and every insult ob- 
literated by abundant apology, for all the earth knew that the great 
Republic would permit neither insult nor injury to its humblest citizen 
to pass unpunished; a most valuable citizenship. Well might the 
chief captain purchase it with a great sum and the great apostle boast 
of itas his birthright. But this citizenship pales besides the citizenship 
with which Captain White was invested on that February day in 1865, 
for he then became joint owner of all the traditions and glories of our 
country, and part of the fathomless and boundless hopes of its future. 
He became the joint owner of this mighty and progressive, glorious 
and peerless Republic, the foundations of which were laid in the red 
blood of the Revolution and cemented by that of Gettysburg. He be- 
came the peer of the proudest sovereign of the earth. He became in 
a word an American citizen. [ Applause. ] 

And can it be that this valuable, honorable, and glorious right can 
be forfeited and lost by him because of the neglect of some hireling 
clerk? Ibelieve every impulse of manhood, every feeling of justice and 
right which dominates the American heart, will answer, no. `I believe 
that even,the stern, cold, and rigid law answers no. And I hope that 
this House, which, as I have already said, is a law unto itself, which is 
clothed with plenary power, which is the supreme arbiter without the 
right of appeal, and which will in the ascertainment of the truth, the 
securing of justice and the right, and enforcing the will of the people, 
break every odious cord of precedentand spurn every interfering obstacle, 
will answer no. [A use. ] 


Mr. BLAND. I eee the purpose of asking the gentleman from 
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Ohio a question of fact. I understand that the certificate books, out 
of which these naturalization certificates were issued, show the names 


of the parties to whom they were issued, that they appear upon the 
stubs which remain, with the exception of this one case of Mr. te’s. 
Mr. COOPER. Oh, no, sir; there are plenty of cases where there is 


not the scratch of a to show to whom they were issued. 

Mr. BLAND. Do the books show to whom any of these naturali- 
zation certificates were issued from that book? Is there any record 
showing that fact? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes; in some cases it does appear to whom the cer- 
tificates were issued, but in a great many of the cases there is not a 
scratch of a pen to show to whom they were issued. Nor is this pecu- 
liar in that regard, for in another contested-election case it appears that 
ten voters in Peoria County, in the State of Illinois, GRKI their cer- 
tificates of naturalization, which on examination of the record showed 
there was not the scratch of a pen to show the fact of naturalization. 

Mr. BLAND. My inquiry went to this, and that is all. I under- 
stood this was the only case where the book did not show to whom the 
certificate of naturalization was issued. 

Mr. COOPER. Oh, by no means; there are a hundred and fifty of 
‘them at least. 

Mr. BLAND. I mean, is this the only case where the record does 
not show the issuance of the certificate? 

Mr. COOPER. No, not byany means. There are anumber of such 
cases in this county. 

Mr. LONG, Is not a list given in the testimony ? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir; the record shows it. It will not be dis- 
puted by the other side that there are abundant cases where these 
proceedings in naturalization cases in that county between the years 
1856 and 1867 and 1868 were not on record. 

Mr. ROWELL. I reserve the remainder of the time not occupied by 
the gentleman from Ohio. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. CRISP. 2 
I hope the gentleman will yield to me to submita re- 


Mr. CRAIN. 


rt. 
Mr. CRISP, I will withdraw the motion for that purpose. 
CHANGE OF TIME FOR SESSIONS OF CONGRESS, 

Mr. CRAIN, from the Committee on the Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress, reported back the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 33) proposing an amendment to the Constitution sub- 
stituting the 3ist of December for the 4th of March as the commence- 
ment and termination of the official term of members of the House of 
Representatives, and providing that Congress shall hold its anuual 
meetings on the first Monday in January; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1000) to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and sailors 
who are utterly helpless from injuries received or diseases contracted 
while in the service of the United States, 

MINORITY REPORT. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit 
the views of the minority on a bill heretofore reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the title, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Report from the Committee on the Public Lands—views of the minority; to 
accompany House bill 1235, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 
printed and take the same course as the report of the committee. 

WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6553) to declare the law in regard to the date of the commencement of 
widows’ pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF FROM CHARGES OF DESERTION. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or enlisted 
men in the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE, 

Mr. BELMONT, by unanimous consent, introduced a Bill (H. R. 
6554) providing for an international marine conference to secure greater 
safety at sea; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORGANIZATION OF THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 

Mr. FORD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6555) for 

the organization of the Territory of Alaska, and to provide for the es- 


tablishment of a civil government therefor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. z 


MUSTER AND PAY OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEERS, 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 6556) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the mus- 
ter and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces,” 
approved June 3, 1884, and farther amended February 3, 1887; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 191) to make additional appropriations for the printing 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress on the late John A. Logan; and 

A bill (S. 274) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point in the county of St. Charles, 
in the State of Missouri, below the city of St. Charles. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BRUMM, 
until Wednesday, February 8, on account of sickness in his family. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CRISP (at 4 o'clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 6500) for the relief of 
Mary D. Pearson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 6501) to grant a pension to Joseph F. 
Garrett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 6502) for the relief of Joseph D. Mce- 
Clure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. v 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6503) for the reljef of Benjamin F. Small—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6504) for the relief of Oliver R. Brown—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6505) for the relief of Charlotte Fredrick—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 6506) for the relief of George Rich— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6507) making an appropriation of $1,958 to reim- 
burse Messrs. Crumbo and Melcher for money lost on their contract to 
construct a roadway from New Albany, Ind., to the national cemetery 
aa that place, caused by change of grade—to the Committee on 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6508) for the relief of John Davis—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6509) granting a pension to William 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6510) for the relief of Fred. Daut & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 6511) granting a pension to Samuel 
B. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 6512) granting a pension to Ellen 
J. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6513) for the relief of James K. Ozbun—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance 
of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6515) for the reliefof Richard Porter—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. è 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6516) for the relief of Thomas 
Formon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H.R. 6517) for the relief of Rachel 
Gent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 6518) for the relief of Sumpter & 
Christian—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 6519) for the relief of Eliza Matthews— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6520) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 6521) to set aside certain lands 
at Sandy Hook, New York, to facilitate commerce—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6522) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John A. Augusterfor, deceased, for damages to his 
property—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6523) for the relief of the heirs of 
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Lieut. Commander Wilson McGunnegle, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6524) to place Elijah J. M. Button, apothecary at 
the Naval Academy, upon the retired-llst, ete—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 6525) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to contract with the South Boston Iron Works for certain guns and 
mortars to meet the exigencies of public defense—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 6526) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Edwin R. Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6527) to remove the ani of desertion against 
Timothy C. Barjerow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 6528) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from John R. Eggeman—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 6529) for the relief of Robert Brown— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 6530) for the relief of Emanuel 
Mason-—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Leah Roork—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 6532) to pension Thomas Davey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of William 
Hugh Picrson—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 6534) for the relief of Folkes 
& Winston and William S. Morris, and others—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. S. T. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to 
Mary Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 6536) to refund moneys col- 
lected from William S. Chuas at the port of New York on an oil paint- 
ing not subject to duty—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BELMONT: A bill (H. R. 6537) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of James H. Blood and paying the 
arrears of pay, bounty, etc., to his widow—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 6538) for the restoration of Edward 
MacDonald Reynolds to the United States Marine Corps, and provid- 
ing for his retirement—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. S. T. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 6539) granting a pension to 
John Gannon, a soldier of the Florida war—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 6540) granting a pension to Thomas 
Scarrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6541) granting a pension to William Pfister—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 6542) granting a pension to Eli 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 6543) to place the name of George 
M. Warfel on the pension-ro!l—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 6544) granting three months’ pay 
proper to Henry C. Pearson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry 
T. Bridges—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 6546) for the relief of Alexander W. 
Harmon, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 6547) for the relief of the estate of 
Dr. John Pitman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6548) granting a pension to Oliver P. 
Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6549) declaring September 1 a legal 
holiday in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 6550) for the relief of Ulysses Mer- 
chant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6551) forthereliefof John J. Frazier— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 6552) to increase the pension of 
James R. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Changes in the references of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4248) for the relief of certain settlers in the Wind 
River Valley, Wyoming Territory—from the Committee on Claims to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 5608) amendatory of theact for the benefit of the States 
of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Ne- 
vada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada when 
a Territory—from the Committee on Claims to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (H. R. 3117) for the relief of the heirs of Miguel Salinas— 
from the Committee on Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3011) for the relief of Nimrod McKee—from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS; ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of the United American Tobacco- 
Pipe Makers, for change of duty from ad valorem to specific—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Papers in the claim of J. M. Russey, of Ten- 
nessee, and of Sophia Aumoch, of Mississippi—to the Committee on 
War Claims. x . 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON (by request): Petition of United Ameri- 
can Clay Tobacco-Pipe Makers’ Union, for relief—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of C. J. Lamb and 8others, of 
Phillips County, Kansas, for a postal-telegraph system—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of W. W. Harkens and 40 others, 
citizens of Fayette County, Alabama, for Federal aid to education—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BARRY: Papersin the claim of Emily F. Randle, of Monroe 
County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BELMONT: Memorial in favor of a national marine con- 
ference—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Mary A. Blood, widow of James H. Bleod, late 
private Company F, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteers, for 
removal of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWEN: Resolutions of a mass meeting of citizens at Pu- 
laski, Va., protesting against the removal of the duty on iron and coal— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Resolutions of a mass meeting of citizens at 
Pulaski, Va., protesting against the removal of the duty on iron and 
coal—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of John Shanks, of William McAmis, of 
Isaac McAmis, and of Nancy Smith, widow of Jacob Smith, for back 
pay and bounty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of citizens of Johnson City, Tenn., protesting against 
reduction of the tariff on iron, coke, ores, ete.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of S. S. MeCusstion, of Aaron Smith, of James E, 
Holston, of T. N. Horner, and of P. M. Kirk, of Tennessee, for refer- 
ae of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of A. M. Craig and many others, of 
Greenwood, Miss., that salt may be admitted free of duty—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers in the claims of Major C. Cheatham, of James F. Leon- 
ard, of Elijah Vandever, and of John Alverson, of Mississippi—to the 
Committee on War Claims. r 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of F. W. Brockey, jr., and 117 others, 
citizens of Jefferson County, Missouri, for the retention of the duty on 
plate’glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of District Assembly No. 66, Knights 
of Labor, for additional school accommodations in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CONGER: Protest of members of the East Side Presbyterian 
Church of Des Moines, Iowa, against the admission of Utah as a State 
with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of Thomas Woodward and 36 othcrs, citizens 
of New York City, dealers in salted fish, praying that fish be placed on 
the free-list in the forthcoming tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial as to amendment to the pension appropriation bill— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Memorial of M. C. Mordecai, for relief—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Marine Engineers’ Association 
of Philadelphia, to refund amount of pilots’ licenses paid between May 
1, 1871, and April1, 1887—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FELTON: Memorial of citizens of San Francisco, Cal., for 
the restoration of the salary of the United States assistant treasurer 
of that city—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of citizens of Cullman County, Alabama, 
for national aid to education, and favoring the Blair bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. GAY: Papers in the claim of Ozenia Bordreau, of Maria Col- 
lins, of Clariece Hewitt, widow of Joseph Hewitt, and of Martha G. 
Winder, of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Philip Rudisill and 20 others, J. H. 
Smith and 38 others, P. King and 32 others, Samuel Oleson, George F. 
Cromer and 20 others, G. A. Brandt and 46 others, J. E. Hollister and 
20 others, William McLaren and 20 others, George W. Cralls and 15 
others, G. F. Wilkinson and 10 others, S. C. Crosby and 25 others, 
Don C. Needham and 15 others, and C. H. Dreisback and 17 others, all 
of Dakota Territory, for a Government postal-telegraph system—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of the Vermont Merino Sheep Breeders’ 
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Association, against the further reduction of the tariff on wool—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Vermont Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
officially signed, for a national commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Erwin McCoy, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL (by request):- Petitions of North Capitol and 
Boundary Streets Association of District of Columbia, for relief—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also, petition of same, for certain street improvements—to the Com- 
mittee on pe rna 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Petition of the surviving soldiers of 
the Mexican war, for an amendment to the Mexican pensions law giving 
a pension to all such soldiers whether sixty-two years of age or not—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, the exclusion of American pork from European states— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOVEY: Petition of the Society of Friends at Richmond, 
Ind. for international arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 


Also, petition of the Silent Army of Soldiers, Sailors, and Marines, 
by A. S. P. Brown, president, and Wallace Foster, secretary, for certain 
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of the Silent Army of Deaf Soldiers and 
Marines of Indianapolis, Ind., for relief—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Payton A. Cooke, and of Woodford Dunn, of Ed- 
monson County; of James G. Adams, and of George Lehman, of War- 
ren County, Kentucky, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, papers in the claim of George P. Stone, of John Burnam, and | 


of Mary F. Grider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of J. M. Brown and 42 others, citizens 
of the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania, against the admission 
of Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition and papers in the case of John R. Bond, 
of Port Deposit, Md., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition and papers in the claim of John Q. Larman— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Acquia Creek, Virginia—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers in the claim of John E. Fletcher, of William Fletcher, 
of Allen T. Callahan, of Henry C. Browner, of Duncan James, and of 
James H. Shumate, of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKENNA: Petition of citizens of California for a system 
of Government telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. EA 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Memorial of William Hugh Pierson, forrelief— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of D. K. Stringer and 132 others, citi- 
zens of Sullivan and Linn Counties, Missouri, for the repeal of the 

f-pension act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Charles Lawrence and others, for 
repeal of law compelling payment of compulsory pilotage—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
> By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Professor John L. Johnson and others, 
members of the faculty of the University of Mississippi, for an inter- 
national copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Mary L. Shields, of Memphis, Tenn., and of Dan- 
iel T. Sanders, of Benton County, Mississippi, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Knights of Labor of St. Paul, 
Minn., as to coal land and railway land grants—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the same as to a postal-telegraph system—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Petition of the Knights of Labor of Oswego, 
N. Y., for legislation authorizing and directing the appointment of in- 
spectors whose duty it shall be to see that vessels on the Great Lakes 
are not loaded beyond their safe capacity—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Letter of the Secretary of War in relation to 
the case of James G. Field, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of Michael Quirk, of Watertown, N. Y., 
for more liberal pension enactments—to the Committeeon Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RICE: Papers in the claim of Joseph Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

- By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of certain survivors of the Mex- 
war, asking for a service pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Fort 
Smith, Ark., for the improvement of the Arkansas River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 2, 


Also, papers in the claim-of Elijah Holtzclane, of Phillips County, 
Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of R. L. McCully and others, respecting 
immigraticn—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr, SHAW: Petition of committecs representing marble saw- 
mills of the United States, praying for the tariff on marble—to the 
Commitiee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of members of the Society of Friends assembled at 
Richmond, Ind., in fayor of universal peace among nations—to the 
Committee on Foreign Afairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of B. R. McCully and others, relative 
to undesirable immigration—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of survivors of the Mexican war, relative to pensions— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of deaf soldiers and sailors for 
increaseof pension ratings in case of total loss of hearing in both ears— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, communication regarding the sugar tariff —to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter from Henry A. Gouge, concerning the harbor of Echo Bay, 
near New Rochelle, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
protesting against pauper immigration with paid passage from the Gov- 
ernment from which they hail—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of soldiers of the war with Mexico, for 
amendments to the law granting pensions to soldiers in said war—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of certain citizens of the various States, for an amend- 
ment of the naturalization laws to prohibit criminal and pauper immi- 
gration, and immigration under contract—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of W. C. Masher, for a Revolutionary 
claim—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of John Webster and others, of Alden, 
Erie County, New York, for reissue of fractional currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers in the claim of Moses K. Wheat, of 
William T. Simmons, of Octavius A. Vanbrook, of John Sanford, and 
of Robert Pruitt, of Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. y 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Petition of citizens of Leominster, 
Mass., for repeal of the provision of the pension laws limiting time for 
making application for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of James A. Dunboltar, for removal of 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOST: Memorial of citizens of Pulaski County, Virginia, 
protesting against the removal of the duty on soft coal and iron ore— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Virginia, for an appropriation of 
$100,000 to erect works for the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, 
and to establish a school in Alexandria, Va., where the process of man- 
ufacture can be taught—to the Committee on Appropriations 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of H. P. Coggswell and others, of Maine. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Of C, J. Jenkins and others, citizens 
of Chipola, Fla. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Of R. B. Tucker and others, of Stoddard, Ala. 

By Mr. HOUK: Of citizens of Capuchin, Scott County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Of J. S. Woods and others; of J. W. S. Tate and 
others, and of W. A. Roberts‘and others, of Mississippi. 

By Mr. NEAL: Of B. B. C. Witt and others, of Brymer, Polk County, 
Tennessee. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of citizens of Cedar Grove, Orange County, and 
of sels, Chatham County, North Carolina. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Of J. E. Cross and others, of Lockville, Fair- 
field County, Ohio. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of W. J. Wood and 70 others, citizens of 
Cannon County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of Lane’s Creek, Union County, 
North Carolina. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of the bill prohibiting 
the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages in the 
District of Columbia, were severally referred to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic: 

By Mr. BREWER: Of Daman Stewart, George R. Hirst, and 150 
others, citizens of the Sixth district of igan. 

Kas Mr. SUTEAN (by request): Of 106 citizens of the First district 
of Michiga: 

By Me] MCCORMICK: Of 125 citizens of the Sixteenth district of 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Of 119 citizens of the District of Columbia. 

alt STONE, of Missouri: Of 91 citizens of the Twelfth district of 


1888. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TRripay, February 3, 1888. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE DISTRICT, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
president of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting a statement of expenditures on account of the contingent 
expenses of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPERTY IN CHARGE OF DOORKEEPFR. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Doorkeeper of the House, transmitting an inventory of the furni- 
ture and other property in the rooms under his charge at the commence- 
ment of the first session of the Fiftieth Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBBERY, ETC., IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. 
R. 1213) to punish robbery, burglary, and larceny in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, with amendments by the Senate. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘The Senate have amended this bill in two immate- 
rial particulars, and they have also stricken out what were known as 
the domestic-animal clauses of the bill. In its present form, with the 
amendments, I am authorized to say it is entirely acceptable to the 
members of the Judiciary Committee, and I therefore ask unanimous 
consent that the amendments of the Senate be now agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to considering atthis 
time the amendments of the Senate? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

On page 1, line3, Anor eres nan ioone oE: ” on page 1,1 ere perry 


“or other domestic animals;” n pagel, line 20, strike out “but said 
insert *‘ Provided, "That all 5 acts or parts of acts.” 


The amnendaients of the Senate-wees comenrred in: 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
1000) to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and sailors who are 
utterly helpless from injuries received or diseases contracted while in 
the service of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORT ON WOOL AND WOOLEN MANUFACTURES, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
concurrent Senate resolution; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


Resolved, etc., That there be fy Bagh sacle amare of the recent 
of the Chief Ped ae Daraa o Department, esata 
the manufacturesof wool, as follows: 10, 000 copies for cage use of the members 
of the House of Representatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the members of the 
Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use ‘of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Depart- 
ment, 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a concurrent 
resolution of the House with Senate amendments; which was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That of there- 
Fort of the Commissioner of Education for 1886-'87 there be ted 6,000 ora 


the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House of 
tives, and 25,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner, 


The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


IN THE SENATE, February 2, 1888. 

Resolved, That the foregoing resolution pass with the followingamendments: 
In line 5 strike ont “6” and insert 45" “gen an A e 6 strike out “12” and insert 
“8;" in line 8 strike out “25” a 

The resolution, with the RATETA of the Senate, was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

HEIRS OF FIDUS LIVERMORE. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Pri- 
vate Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 3758) for the 
w of the legal heirs of Fidus Livermore, deceased. 

Mr. LANHAM. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. FORD. The gentleman from Texas withdraws his objection to 
the consideration of the bill called up by my colleague. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 

and otherwise 


directed to to payi out of any apria pint in not 
rop: to Sarah Livermore, administratrix of the late Fidus 
ivermore, of Jackson, Mich., the sum of $766.50, the said amount being dueto 


said Fidus Livermore for services performed in his erage as commandant of | 


commandant of camp of the Twenty-sixth Michigan Tnfan ($515), and for 
money expended ($41.50) for necessary expenses while discharging the du of 
commandant of camp during the be said Tw 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 3758) for 
the relief of the legal heirs of Fidus Livermore,deceased, report as follows: 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report No. 4151 of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress,a 
copy of which is hereto appended and made a of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 

“| House Report No, 4151, Forty-ninth Congress, second session. ] 

“This is a claim forpayment of services rendered by Fidus Livermore as com- 
mandant of camps of the Twentieth and Twenty-sixth Sonis of Michigan 
Infantry, and amounts paid out for necessary s upp plies. said anana 
served as commandant of camp of the Twentieth Michigan Infantry from Jul: 

1, 1862, to September 1, 1862, forty-two days. He rendered service as A 
ant of the camp of the Twenty-sixth Michigan Infantry from September 1, 1862, 
to December 13,1862, one hundred and three days. He was appointed to the 
ponioos by the pna of Michigan, and the record of the appointments is to 

found in the War Office at Washington and in tae adjutan: neral’s ofice 
at Lansing, Mich. Said Livermore took the oath of office and discharged the 
duties as commandant of camp for the regiments above retry j For the serv- 
ice rendered he would be entitled to pay atthe rate of $5 per day. While actin; 
_ the apec abora to which he was appointed, he expended the sum of Hl 

for n: 


Is there objection to the present con- 


tures in organizing the two regiments was found saog Ay his papens, the said 
statement 


intimately ~ 
enty-five years in his lifetime. ‘The fact that the deceased was never 
pa, Foes his services nor reimbursed for his expenditures is attested by the re- 
ponas from the Treasury Department, = Tuh Department the legal ae 
deceased presented se) e bill for pa: That Department was estopped from 
paying the claim by the statute limitations 

“As the proof Seat ample that the service was rendered, and conclusive that the 
Government of the United States and the State of Michigan have never com- 

the said Livermore or his representative, your committee are of 
ion that as an act of justice the heirs of said Fidus Livermore should be reim- 
bursed for said services and | expenditures, and accordingly respectfully recom- 
mend that the bill do pass.” 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 

Mr. DONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUPERINTENDENTS OF RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Post-Officeand Post-Roads, reported back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6439) authorizing the appointment of eleven divis- 
ion superintendents of railway mail service; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ALBERT BONSACK. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Pri- 
vate Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 593) for the re- 
lief of James Albert Bonsack. I ask that the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Patents be adopted, and that the bill as amended be 


passed. — 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That letters patent No. dł 
issued to James Albert Bonsack, of f the Stateof Virginia, on the 8th day of March, 
1881, and the áth day of October, 1881, respectively, be, and the same are hereby, 
declared subsisting and continuing k granie are apir ah ike mp ore privileges, and fran- 
chises which were thereby convey: the said Bonsack, his heirs, assigns,and 
representatives, for the full and uninterrupted term of ‘seventeen years from 
their respective dates of issue, and that the term of said ts shall not expire 
before the time for which said patents were issued, notwithstanding the issuing 
of certain letters patent for substantially the same ee by the Cana- 
dian and other foreign governments to the aforesaid Bonsack prior to the issuing 
of his United States patents herein specifically referred to, which would be 
otherwise limited by operation of law to the shortest period. of time for which 
sny of his aforesaid foreign patents were granted but for and by virtue of this 


on? 2. That the aforesaid United States paons herein specifically referred to 
by number and date shall remain in as full force and effect as if no foreign pat- 
ents had been issued = thereto, notwithstanding such foreign patents may 
have issued and been rfeited or may hereafter be forfeited. 

‘The amendment reported by the Committee on Patents was read, as 
follows: 
5 Sa fol out all after the word “that” in section 1 tothe word “ that” in section 

as follows: 

“The term of said abet a not expire before the time for which said patents 


238640 and letters patent No. 247795, 


Spaan referred to, which would be otherwise limited b; ap 
e shortest period of time for which any of his aforesaid 
were granted but for and by virtue of this act. 

“Seo. 2. That.” 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I understand this bill tò 


reign patents 


e; 
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pore a the extension of a patent, and therefore I shall be compelled 
to objec: 

Mr. O’FERRALL. If the gentleman will allow me to make astate- 
ment, I am sure he will not object. The bill does not provide for the 
extension of a patent. X 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letus have the report read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If it isa bill for the extension of a 
patent, I shall object to unanimous consent. 

Mr. O°FERRALL. Butitis not. If the gentleman will permit me, 
-~ I will state in a few words the whole object and effect of the bill.- A 
few years ago, in the State of Virginia, a boy, seventeen years of age, 
invented a machine for which he sought the protection of a patent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What was the machine for? 

Mr. O’PERRALL. For making cigarettes. He applied for his pat- 
ent in 1880. At the same time that he made application for a patent 
here he applied also for patents in several foreign countries, The office 
here was tardy in issuing the patent, and the consequence was that the 
patents in the foreign countries were issued before the issue of the 
American patent, so that they antedated it. By reason of the provis- 
ions of our patent laws this young man is compelled to keep alive every 
one of his patents in these foreign countries in order to keep his Amer- 
ican patent in force. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Wherein he occupies precisely the same position 
as every other patentee. Every other American patentee is under the 
same disability, is he not? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Well, the restriction ought to be removed. It 
is a great hardship. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consid- 
eration of this bill. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Will the gentleman allow me to go one step 
farther ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I do not object to your making your 
statement. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I say that tbis provision of our law operates as 
a very great hardship upon this patentee, because in foreign countries 
where he has patents very heavy levies are made upon him in order to 
keep alive those patents, yet if asingle solitary one of them lapses or 
becomes void by reason of any law existing there, his American patent 
will cease to exist. As I said before, this is nota bill for the extension 
ofa patent. Itonly provides that the American patent shall run for the 
males term notwithstanding any lapse of a foreign patent which may 
occur. Ican see no injustice init to anybody. It is simply an act of 
justice to this young man. I appeal to this House to consider the bill, 
and I appeal to my friend on my right [Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas] to 
withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Wait amoment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes; but I want first to say a word. 
This case, as I understand it, is nowise different from other cases which 
may occur and do occur under the law, andifthere is to be a remedy 
it ought to come in the form ofa general law. For the reason that I 
am opposed on principle to the extension of patents I would prefer that 
this case, if it is to come up at all, should come up in the ordinary 
way, so that the question can be fully discussed. I never heard of the 
case before and do not know anything aboutit. I would like to have 
an opportunity to look into it, and therefore I object to unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. But you do not object to a vote being taken 
on it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes; I object. 

Mr. O’FERRALL,. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
tion. Iam sure that if he understood the hardship and injustice done 
to this young man he would not insist on his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kansas in- 
sist on his objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am willing that the bill shall come 
before the House and be debated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to its pres- 
ent consideration? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. VANCE) was read, as follows: 

This bill was fully considered by the Committee on Patents in the Forty-eighth 
and Forty-ninth Congresses, and your committee adopts the report made by 
the committee in the Forty-ninth Con; , a8 follows: 


“James A. Bonsack, of the State of Virginia, obtained two patents from the 
United States on his c tte machine, numbered 238640 and 247795, and dated 


on the day of March, 1881, and the 4th day of October, 1881, and very soon 

sfer appl ing for the said patents he applied for similar patents in Canada, 

Fog! a Germany. France, Belgium, Austria and Hungary, Spain, Italy, and 
uss 


“Tt appears that although he “pone for his said American patents on the 4th 
day of September, 1880, and on the 2ist day of June, 1881, yet the said patents 
were not issued until the 8th day of March, 1831, and the 4th day of October, 
1881. On account of these great delays all of the said foreign patents, thoug! 


The question is on the engrossment 


subsequently a mg" for, were issued before his American patents, The Amer- 
ican laws provide, in substance, that when any foreign patent antedates an 
American Fase pe for the same invention the American ent shall expire with 

ny such fore patent, and under this provision the United States courts have 
uniformly decided that if any such foreign patents be forfeited the United 
States nt shall be null and void. Mr. Bonsack, the patentee, was therefore 
met with the fact that to maintain his home patents the maintenance of all his 


“It appears also, that the maintenance of the foreign xen is very difficult 

ensome, In Canada, for example, the patentee uired to construct 
machines within two years from the date of his patents—and the government 
has extended that time to him as longas the law allows—and he has been forced 
to begin to build his machines in Canada, although there is not a cigarette fac- 
tory in Canada that makes five thousand cigarettes per day, Three times, as 
stated to your committee, Mr. Bonsack sent parties to Canada to make some 
arrangement for the use of his machines, but no arrangement could be made, 
Still, he is compelled to build machines in Canada to prevent the forfeit of his 
United States patents; and petitioner avers that he can not construct a single 
machine in Canada for less than $4,000. 

**In every foreign country in which he has patents, except England, the same 
has to be done, except that in some of them a nominal building is sufficient, 

“In addition tothis, in every foreign country, except Russia, taxes have to be 
paid on the patents, which constitute a great outlay, and the failure to build ma- 
chines or pay the taxes forfeits the patents irrevocably. 

“In France, Austria and Hungary, Spain, and Italy the Governments alone 
manufacture tobacco in all its forms, and in some of these it is found, after two 
years of constant effort, impossible to place the machines of the patentee on 
any terms; and yet by reason of the delay by the United States to issue the said 
patents until after the foreign patents were issued, he is subjected to the greatest 
trouble and immense outlaysin countries where he can not reap one cent of ben- 
efit, solely forthe purpose of preventing his United States patents from becoming 
void, The committee is of opinion that the law was intended to affect for- 
eiguers who patented their inventions in their own countries and then in 
America, and not to subject our own citizens to such loss and hardships. 

“ The patentee states that he invented his cigarette machine (which makes 220 
cigarettes per minute) when he was but seventeen years old, and that he and 
his friends who are associated with him haye up to this time expended in the 

rfection, construction, and introduction of his machines, including the out- 

ays in maintaining his foreign patents, the sum of $151,000. 

‘The bill for the relief of your petitioner was unanimously reported by the 
eee igang on Patents ofthe Forty-eighth Congress, but was not reached by the 

ouse. 

“Your committee respectfully recommend that House bill 2950, for the relief of 
James Albert Bonsack, be passed as a just measure of relief.” 

Your committee respectfully recommend that House bill for the relief of 
James Albert Bonsack, be amended by striking out all after the word “that,” 
in line 14, down to and including the words “Sec, 2. That” of said bill, so that 
said bill shall consist of but one section, and, as thus amended, that the bill be 

a just measure of relief. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I withdrew my objection 
to the consideration of this bill because of the statement of my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] that it did not propose to extend the 
patent. I wish he would state when these letters patent were taken 
out and when the patent will expire if this bill passes. 

Mr. O’PERRALL, In reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Kansas, I will state that there is no extension of the patent provided 
for in this bill, and for the information of the House I will again state 
the facts in connection with this case. 

Mr. WEAVER. Will you answer the question of the gentleman 
from Kansas and tell us when the patent will expire if this bill passes? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. In 1880 this young man applied for a patent in 
the United States. For some reason or other, however, the matter 
was suspended in the Patent Office here until his patents in foreign 
countries were issued. He is now required to keep up all those foreign 
patents in order to keep alive his patent inthis country. If his patent 
had been issued promptly by the Patent Office here there would have 
been no trouble in this respect, because his American patent would 
have antedated any foreign patent. The object of this bill is to give 
the patentee a term of only seventeen years from the original issue of 
his American patent, which I believe was in 1881. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is what I wanted to get at. 
Then this patent will ran from that date? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Tt will run seventeen years from 1881. __ S 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, the whole ground on which this 
bill is placed, as I gather from the remarks of the gentleman, is to 
relieve this patentee from the expense of maintaining his patents in 
foreign countries. f; 

Mr. O’FERRALL. ‘The object is to relieve him from an injustice 
which was done him by the Patent Office in this country in holding 
back his application for a patent and not acting upon it promptly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, How long was it withheld? 

Mr. O’'FERRALL. I do not remember. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. More than the ordinary time? 

Mr. WEAVER. I will answer the gentleman. The patent was first 
applied for in the United States—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In what month? si 

Mr. WEAVER. Ido notknow. ‘The patent was applied for first 
in the United States and afterward in foreign countries. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How long afterward? 

Mr. WEAVER. Several months; but owing to the tardiness of the 
Patent Office here the patents were granted in foreign countries first. 
This was no fault of the patentee; but in consequence he is compelled 
to maintain those patents in foreign countries or allow his patent in 
this country to lapse. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the patent worth a year? 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not know how much it is worth. He has ex- 
pended $150,000 upon it—he and his friends. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In foreign countries? 
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Mr. O’FERRALL. -Altogether. 

Mr. WEAVER. This bill does not propose to extend the patent, but 
simply to give the patentee the benefit of the full term for which the 
patent was granted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will ask my friend from -Iowa 
whether he thinks a gentleman who engages in or promotes the mann- 
facture of cigarettes ought to receive any favor from this House. 

Mr. WEAVER. Iam notcalled upon to pass on that question. I 
do not smoke cigarettes, cigars, or anything of the kind; but atthe 
same time I do! not feel authorized to enter the arena as the antago- 
nist of every man who manufactures or uses such articles. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If this invention were a machine for 
making cigars I might feel some sympathy for the man; but when it 
comes to making cigarettes, thatis fearful. . I willcontent myself, how- 
ever, with voting against the bill. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I call for the previous question. 

‘The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. O’FERRALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 5 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CORPORATIONS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEMPHILL (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 6557) changing the names of certain corporations in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, incorporating the Washington Safe Deposit and Trust 
Company, the American Trust Company, the Atlantic Trust Company, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


GROVENOR A. CURTICE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 439, and consider it now. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill for the relief of Grovenor A. Curtice. 

Be tt saand ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Grovenor A, Curtice, late a captain in the Sev- 
enth Regiment of New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise pop ere) the pay, and allowances of a captain of 
infantry from the 3d day of January, 1865, the date at which he was assigned to 
duty under his commission as such, to the Ist day of May, 1865, the date of his 
muster as a captain, deducting therefrom the pay received by him as a first ser- 
geant during said A 

Sec, 2. That the Becretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to amend the record of the said Grovenor A. Curtice,and to muster him asa 
captain of infantry, to date Fay 3, 1865, the date at which he entered upon 


duty under the commission issu im by the governor of New Hampshire as 
of that rank, and dated December 22, 1864. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 


of this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. T would like to hear the report read. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 439) for 
the relief of Grovenor A. Curtice, respectfully report as follows : 

This isa claim for pay for services rendered as captain prior to muster as such, 
though holding a commission to that grade, by Grovenor A. Curtice, late cap- 
tain of Company D, Seventh New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The case was considered in the War Denaras under the provisions of the 
act approved June 3, 1884, and the act amendatory thereof, approved February 
8, 1887, and was rejected, though the Adjutant-General stated in a letter to the 
claimant (filed in the case) that “the equities in the case are all in your favor.” 

While the decision of the War Department may be technically in accordance 
with the law, the fact that Curtice commanded Company D, Seventh New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers, from January 3, 1865, to May 1, 1865, is evident, and that his 
services as such were not only accepted but required by the Government. 

Having obtained the benefit of Curtice’s services, the Government ought not 
to set upa technical plea in bar of its obligation to make compensation therefor ; 
and your committee are of opinion that payment should be made Captain Cur- 
tice, and report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to ask the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] what is the effect of antedating this man’s com- 
mission as a captain, which is proposed to be done by the second section 
of the bill? . 

Mr, GALLINGER. It will simply give him pay from the time he 
was commissioned by the governor of New Hampshire until the time 
he was mustered in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the only effect? 

Mr. GALLINGER, That is all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What amount is involved? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Three or four hundred dollars; perhaps less. 
I will state, for the information of the gentleman and the House, that 
the technical difficulty in this case arose from the fact that the lieuten- 
ant of the company, on account of sickness, was present only one-half 
day in the month, and therefore was not in attendance to sign certain 
rolls.. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. GALLINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY EVERINGHAM BROWN. 


Mr. FORD. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Mary Ever- 
ingham Brown, and that the bill be now put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Everingham Brown, a vol- 
ae nurse during the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $30 a 

onth, 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
read, as follows: 

Strike out the word *‘thirty,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

5 Mr. FORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF TIME FOR SESSIONS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. CRAIN. Yesterday, from the Committee on the Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, I reported 
back a jointresolution (H. Res. 33) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution substituting the 31st of December for the 4th of March as the 
commencement and termination of the official term of members of the 
House of Representatives, and providing that Congress shall hold its 
annual meetings on the first Monday in January, which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. I 
ask, by unanimous consent, that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the joint resolution, and that it be referred to the House Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORROW. I ask unanimous consent—— - 

Mr. LANHAM. Iinsist on my demand forthe regular order of busi- 
ness, and shall protest against any more bills being called up and 
passed by unanimous consent. _ I do not object to some gentlemen who 
desire to submit reports. 

Mr. MORROW. I think we should have one unanimous consent on 
this side. 


EMOLUMENT RETURNS OF CIVIL OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back the bill (H. R. 4921) regulating the emolument 
returns of civil officers of the United States; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. ROGERS also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill (H. R. 6558) regulating the emolument 
returns of civil officers of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the House Calendar, and,with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported hack 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1675) to provide for the relief of claimants 
whose claims were rejected by the Court of Commissioners of Alabama 
Claims on the ground that either the petition or the proofs had been 
received too late; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

AID TO COMMON-SCHOOL SYSTEM. 


Mr. COLLINS also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 63) proposing anamendment 
to the Constitution of the United States giving Congress power to grant 
aid to the common-school systemsof the several States; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SPEEDY TRIAL OF CUSTOMS-REVENUE CASES. 

Mr. COLLINS also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1531) to create a court of customs and pro- 
vide for the speedy trial of customs-revenue cases; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. COLLINS also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3263) to amend section 5365 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I ask, by unanimous consent, to submit 
a resolution. 
Mr. LANHAM. LI object. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committees will now be called 
for reports of a private nature. 
ANDREW J. LINDSAY. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 455) for the relief of Andrew J. Lindsay; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the acconipanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

MARY BAILEY. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2617) granting a pension to Mary 
Bailey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and theaccompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. VANCE & CO, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a resolution in reference to the claim of William L. Vance & Co.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR STORES AND SUPPLIES TAKEN BY THE ARMY. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United 
States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES G. FIELDS, ADMINISTRATOR OF EDMUND BICKER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 6559) for the relief of James G. Fields, admin- 
istrator of Edmund Bicker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTEES CATHOLIC CHURCH, DALTON, GA. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 6560) for the relief of the trustees of the Catholic 
Church at Dalton, Ga.; which was.read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accé6mpanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER SWIFT & CO. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3956) for the relief of Alexander 
Swift &.Co., partners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. M’CLURG. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2611) for the relief of 
Joseph W. McClurg; which wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ROBERT S$. M’DONALD. 

Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
recommending reference to the Court of Claims, the bill (H. R. 827) 
for the relief of Robert S. McDonald; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 

companying report, ordered to be printed. 
. FREDERICK FORD. 

Mr. CROUSE also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a 
bill (H. R. 6561) for the relief of Frederick Ford; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

RICHARD H. PARHAM, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. CROUSE also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
recommending reference to the Court of Claims, the bill (H. R. 830) 
for the relief of Richard H. Parham, administrator of George Gorman, 
deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SURVIVORS OF WRECK OF STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 438) for the relief of the survivors of the wreck of 
the United States steamer Tallapoosa; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


A MRS. FRANCES MARSHALL, 


Mr. PENINGTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 326) for the relief of Mrs. Frances Mar- 
shall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
EETRI Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

REANEY, SON & ARCHBOLD. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 
re back favorably the bill (H. R. 5285) for the relief of Reaney, 
Son & Archbold; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that, when 
the House shall resolve itselfinto Committee of the Whole to-day for the 
purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar, we proceed to the 
consideration of such bills upon that Calendaras have been introduced 
and reported upon at this session of Congress. 

There is a proposition pending before the Committee on Rules in- 
volving the reference of those bills brought over from the Forty-ninth 
Congress on cases reported fromthe Court of Claims. If we can have 
unanimous consent to proceed with the consideration of new business 
to-day, it may be done without any prejudice whatever to the position 
of those reports from the Court of Claims upon the Calendar one way 
or the other. 

Mr. STONE, ofKentucky. Mr. Speaker, I will consent to the request of 
the gentleman from Texas, if it shall be distinctly understood that the 
bills now on the Calendar reported from the Court of Claims, shall 
not lose their places on the Calendar, and that this consent shall not 
extend beyond this day. I am able to show a precedent for these re- 
ports of the Court of Claims occupying the position they do on the Cal- 
endar, and in justice to the people to whom the money to be appropriated 
by these bills is due, I am opposed to any action that will resultin such 
delay as will prevent their final passage. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is understood that the order applies only to this 
day, and it will not prejudice the other bills in any way. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, that order will be 
made. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now move that the Mouse resolve itself into Com- 
— of the Whole for the consideration of bills upon the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CRISP. I want to announce to the House, with the consent of 
the gentleman from Texas, that we shall ask that the contested-election 
case of Lowry vs. White be proceeded with to-morrow, and shall not 
to-day seek to interfere with the consideration of private bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can call up the con- 
tested-election case at any time. 

_ The motion of Mr. LANHAM was a; to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the order 
just made. The Clerk willreport the first bill on the Calendar reported 
to this session of Congress. 


ABRAM 0. MYERS. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the joint resolution 
(S. R. 6) for the removal of all political disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States upon 
Abram C. Myers. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, elc. (two-thirds of cach House concurring therein), Thatall the political 
disabilities im: by the third section of the fourteenth article of the Consti- 
tution Re the United States upon Abram C. Myers, be and the same are hereby 
removed, 

Mr. CULBERSON. This is a Senate resolution passed by that body 
on a petition presented in proper form. I move that it be laid aside 
for favorable consideration. 

The joint resolution was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM W. MACKALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3) to 
remove the political disabilities of William W. Mackall, of Virginia. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic. ({20-thirds of cach House concurring therein), That all the polit- 
ical disabilities imposed upon William W. Mackall, of Virginia, by the four- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, by reason of his par- 
ticipation in the rebellion, are hereby removed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state that this bill is based upon a peti- 
tion presented in due form, and I move that it be laid aside for favora 
bie action. P 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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ROBERT JOHNSTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4811) 
for the relief of Robert Johnston, of the State of New York. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That Robert 
Johnston, of the State of New York, is hereby relieved of all political disabili- 
ties imposed upon him by the third section of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CULBERSON, That bill isalso based upon a petition duly pre- 
sented, and I move that it be laid aside for favorable action. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. ; 


L. A. MORBIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 76) 
for the relief of L. A, Morris, reported by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

The bill was read, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to remit a i dgment obtainedin the Federal court at Fort 
Smith, Ark., against L. A. Morris, upon his bond as an Indian trader, for the 
sum of $5,000, in favor of the United States, upon the payment cf all the costs ac- 
crued in the prosecution ofthe cause. 

Mr. ROGERS. I assume the report will present this case fairly to 
the House, and ask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. ROGERS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 76) for 
the relief of L. A. Morris, have considered the same, and make the following 


report: 
On the 25th day of September, 1875, suit was instituted in the district court of 
the United States for the western district of Arkansas, at Fort Smith, in behalf 
of the United States, against T. T, Maxwell and L. A. Morris, under the name 


and style of Maxwell & Morris, partners in trade, John A. Kitch, and John Dor- 
chester, to recover the penalty of a bond executed by e said Maxwell & 
Morris, as traders in the Choctaw Nation. The breach all in the complaint 
consisted in a violation of that provision of the bond which obligated the said 


Maxwell & Morris to obtain a license from the local authorities of the Choctaw 
Nation before offering or exposing their goods for sale. 

On the Ilth day of November, 1878, the suit was dismissed as to all the defend- 
ants except L. A. Morris, and judgment was recovered against him for the sum 
of $5,000, the penalty of the bond. 

The facts in the case appear to be as follows: In 1875 Maxwell & Morris, hav- 
ing been appointed Indian traders, executed the bond declared upon, and the 
same was presented to and approved by E. P. Smith, Indian Commissioner. 
Upon the execution and approval of the bond, license was duly issued to said 

xwell & Morris to trade in the Choctaw Nation. 

L. A. Morris applied to George W. Ingalls, nt for the five civilized tribes 
of Indians, to ascertain if it was necessary to obtain a permit to trade from the 
local authorities of the Choctaw Nation, and was informed by him that it was 
not necessary. He was advised by Ingalls, the Indian agent, to get up a peti- 
tion signed by anumber of leading or prominent men, asking for the privilege of 
trading with the Indians, The petition was prepared and the pe mee of 
several persons obtained, but was never presented, as under the advice of the 
Indian nt a permit was not believed to be necessary. One condition of the 
bond tes that “the principal shall faithfully conform to and observe all the 
laws and regulations made, or which shall be made, for the government of 
trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes.” By reference to the treaty exist- 
ing between the United States and the Choctaw Nation it will be seen that, in 
addition to the license granted by the Government, permission must be ob- 
tained from the local authorities of the nation before it shall be lawful to sell 
or expose for sale goods in the arre 

It was also in proof before the court that shortly after Maxwell & Morris com- 
menced selling the goods their store was closed by order of the authorities of 
the nation, and considerable damage resulted to the stock of goods on account 
pos tain maneen t of facts th urt judgment inst L. A. Morris fi 

pon this ent o e court gave ju ent aga o ‘or 
the sum of $5,000, the agree of the bond. 

In view of the facts in the case, the committee believe that Morris did not in- 
tend to violate the law, and if such violation was established before the court it 
was merely technical. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I only make this observation: that 
this bill has met with a favorable report from the committees of both 
Houses whenever presented, and has once or twice, I believe, passed 
the Senate. Unless there is some question asked which would require 
further explanation, I move that the bill be laid aside and reported 
favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BENJAMIN M. SIMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 48) 
for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson, reported from the Committee on” 
the Public Lands. 

The bill was read, as follows: S 


Whereasa Revolutionary bounty-land scrip numbered 7269, for 80 acres, founded 
on Virginia military warrant, the property of Benjamin M. Simpson, is alleged 
to have been lost or mislaid by an officer of the General Land Office while said 
scrip was in the custody of the General Land Office: Therefore, 

Be it en etc., That the Secretary of the Interior, on satisfactory proof of 
ownership and the loss of said scrip, and that said scrip was lost or mislaid by 
an officer of the General Land Office, or a an employé of said office, be hereby 
authorized and directed to reissue and deliver to Benjamin M. Simpson a Reyo- 
lutionary bounty-land scrip for 80 acres of land. 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘Thereportin this case fully explains it. Itis very 
brief. I ask that it may be read. 

The report (by Mr. WHEELER) was read as follows; 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 48) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to reissue and deliver to in M. 
Simpson a Revolutionary bounty-land scrip for 80 acres of land, have had the 
same under consideration, and report that said bill ought to pass. 

The committee find itis alleged that Hon. JOSEPH WHEELER deposited a Revo- 
lutionary bounty-land serip, the property of Benjamin F. Simpson. for 80acres 
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of land, in the Land Office of the Department of the Interior, and that said scrip 
was lost or mislaid while in possession of the officers of said Land Office. 

The following letter from the Commissioner of the Land Office shows that 
Congressional action is necessary to authorize the Department to reissue the 
said scrip to Benjamin F, Simpson, the owner thereof: 


“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFI 
“ Washington, D. O., August 22, 1885, 


“Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of an affidavit by B. M, 
Simpson, and a letter from this office to your address, dated the 5th of June last, 
in the matter of Revolutionary bounty-land scrip founded on Ma ENT military 
warrant 6542, which scrip was some months since lost or mislaid in this office, 
The affidavit referred to specifies the lost scrip as No. 7269, and is filed for the 
pu of procuring a reissue or certified copy thereof. 

“ Having been identified in thismanner by number, a careful search reveals 
the fact that said scrip when issued, July 29, 1836, was not recorded. 

“At that time the practice of the office was to record the first or lowest num- 
bered piece issued on any given warrant, and the following pages of the record- 
book were only given the succeeding numbers, with the money value of ea 
to the full satisfaction of the warrant or the full issue of scrip at the time. 
know of no law authorizing a reissue of this class of Government obligations. 

“Greatly regretting the accident which has caused this trouble, lam com- 
pelled to suggest Congressional action as the only relief to be found. 


eee “WM. A. J, SPARKS 
« Commissioner. 
“Hon, JOSEPH WHEELER, 
“* Wheeler, Ala.” 


Your committee therefore report back the bill (H. R. 48) and recommend its 
passage. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, this bill passed the House and 
Senate last session, but owing to an amendment being made concur- 
rence was not obtained in the House until it was too late for final ac- | 
tion. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLOTTE CAROLINE HACKLEMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 120) 
for the relief of Charlotte Caroline Hackleman, reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Charlotte Caroline 
Hackleman, the invalid daughter of Pleasant A. Hackleman, late a brigadier- 
general of United States Volunteers, and who was killed in battle at es 
Miss., in October, 1862, and pay said daughter a pension of $18 per month for an 


` 


during her natural life. 

The Clerk commenced to read the report. ‘ 

Mr. LANHAM. Are not these bills reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to be considered on Friday nights? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state there has been no order 
made by the House for a Friday-night session. — ee: 

Mr. LANHAM. And they are here for consideration at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. They are. 

The report (by Mr. MArTsoN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 120) 
forthe relief of Charlotte Caroline Hackleman, having had the same under con- 
sideration, beg leave to report as follows: 3 

The beneficiary is the daughter of Brig. Gen. Pleasant A. Hackleman, who 
was killed at the battle of Corinth, Miss., in October, 1862. His widow was pen- 
sioned until about six months since, when she died. There is now no pension 
being paid onaccount of the death of General Hackieman. His daughter, Char- 
lotte Caroline, is now, and has been nearly all her life, a helpless invalid, owing 
to spinal disease. This fact is established by the testimony of reputable persons 
who have long known the family. She is also shown to be without property or 
other means of support, and is a charge upon her friends. 


There are seve: recedents for this kind of legislation in cases where no 


pension is being paid on account of the death of the soldier, and this committee 
therefore reports the bill favorably, and asks that the House pass it. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY C. KNIGHT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 440) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Knight, reported by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary C. Knight, 
dependent daughter of Luther M, Knight, medical doctor, of Franklin, N, H., 
late surgeon of the Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, and chief med- 
ical ofticer of the First Division Artillery Corps, at the rate of $30 per month, 


The committee recommended the following amendments: 


Strike out the words “thirty dollars” and insert instead thereof “eighteen 
dollars;’’ and also add after the word “month,” in the last line, the words 
“ payable to her legally constituted guardian,” 

Mr. GALLINGER. It occurs to me thata very brief statement will 
obviate the necessity of reading the report in this case. ‘This is the 
daughter of a distinguished medical officer, now dead, who was receiv- 
ing a pension of $30 a month. The daughter is destitute, blind, and 
incurably insane, and is now incarcerated in an asylum apparently 
without any possibility of an improvement in her health. The bill 
calls for a pension of $30 a month. The committee recommend $18, 
and with this amendment I think the House will be disposed to 
pass the bill. After the amendments of the committee are disposed of 
I desire to offer two verbal amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by striking out the words 
“t medical doctor,” and also by substituting the word ‘‘ Army ” for the 
word “‘ Artillery.” 

The amendments were to. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 440) 
granting a pension to Mary O. Knight, having considered the same, report as 
‘ollows: 


Mary C. Knight is the daughter of Dr. Luther M. Knight, deceased, late sur- 
geon of the Fifth ment New Hampshire Volunteers. . Knight was dis- 
tinguished in his profession, at one time serving in the Army as chief medical 
officer of a division. He was pensioned at the rate of $30 per month, and died 
from diseases contracted in the service. Very little property was left by Dr. 
rom, Dae and his daughter, whom he tg) abner asks for special legislation con- 
tinuing to her the rate of  aaing her father received at the time of his death, 
namely, $30 per month, ary C, Knight, as appears from the appended affida- 
vits and statements, is both blind and insane, and hence utterl troapable of do- 
ing anything for her own support, The income from the small property left by 
her father is only partially sufficient to maintain her, and consequently she is, 
to a considerable extent, cared for by the charity of others. In view of the emi- 
nent services rendered the Government by her father, and the sad physical and 
mental condition of the daughter, it seems but just that she should receive from 
the Government some degree of relief. 

Your committee, however, are of opinion that the bill should be amended as 
follows: Strike out the wo! “thirty dollars,” and insert instead thereof the 
words “eighteen dollars;” and also add, after the word “month,” in the last 
line, the words “payable to her legally constituted guardian.” With these 
amendments we recommend its passage. 


We, the undersigned, executors of the estate of the late Luther M. Knight, 
M. D., of Franklin, N. H., hereb certify that Mary C. Knight, daughter ot the 
above-mentioned Luther M. Kn ght, was totally dependent upon her father for 
support, From infancy she has been entirely blind, and for the t fifteen 
years partially insane, and at different times an inmate of the New pshire 
Asylum forthe Insane, at Concord, N.H. Sheisnow ata private retreatat South 
n, Mass., and is totally dependent for wuppore upon the income of her late 
father’s real estate at Franklin, N. H., and which is inadequate for her mainte- 
nance, The rental of the above-mentioned real estate is her only source of in- 
come, as the property can not be disposed of in her interest except at a sacrifice. 
We, the executors of the above-mentioned estate, therefore most tfully 
etition Congress that the pension of the late Luther M. Knight, M. D., of the 
ifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers and chief medical officer of the 
First Division, Second“Army Corps (certificate No. 111488), be continued to his 
blind and insane daughter, Mary C. Knight. 
JAMES H. TILTON, 
CHARLES O. STEARNS, 
Execulors of theestate of Luther M. Knight, M. D., late of Franklin, N. H., deceased. 


New Hampsuime ASYLUM, Concord, N. H., November 18, 1887. 

Mary Knight was admitted to this asylum the 18th of December, 1874; she 
was d the 6th of August, 1875; readmitted the 29th of November, 1884, 
and discharged the 19th of May, 1886; again readmitted the 2d of February, 1887, 
and discharged October 15, 1887. a 

Miss Knight’s condition when admitted to the asylum the lasttwo times was 
one of subacute mania; she was quite confused and incoherent, and at times 
was much excited. Her physical health was at first very poor, but under treat- 
ment it gradually improved. Her mental condition did not show any corre- 
sponding improvement beyond a certain point. For the last year she has been 
quieter and a little more coherent, but she has always manifested a great degree 
of excitability, often losing self-control. The prospect at presentis that she will 
always remain in a more or less scattered state of mind, and this fact, taken in 
connection with her total blindness, will render her utterly incapable of taking 


care of herself. 
C. P. BANCROFT, M. D., 
Superintendent, 


To whom it may concern: 


Thereby certify that I was well acquainted with Luther M. Knight, M. D., late 
surgeon Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, for about thirteen years 
prior to his death; that during that time I lived within 1 mile of his residence, 
and saw him often, and very much of the time daily; that I knew of his suffer- 
ing from chronic hepatitis and a large portion of the time diarrhea, and that I 
frequently with him on account of his diseased condition; that I was 
called to visit him quite often during the last year or two of his life, the dates of 
which for the most part I can not give; that I was called to visit him December 
14, 1886, on account of chronic hepatitis; that I found him suffering intensely 
from pain in the opigastrium, accom ied with great soreness over the region 
of the liver; that he was very much jaundiced and was much debilitated; that 
I visited him two or three times a day for a week or ten days; that I wascalled 
to see him January 27, 1887, and found him suffering in the same way; that he 
continued to fail in stren, and continued to suffer from great pain until his 
death, which took place February 3, 1887; that in my opinion the disease from 
which he suftered and from which he died had its origin from malarial poison 
and the exposure incident to camp-life while in the service; and I Also Mata| that 
a daughter survives him, who has for many years been totally blind, and is now 
insane, and is an inmate of the New ‘Hampshire Asylum for the Insane; and I 
also state that I have no interest, directly or indirectly, in this claim. 

Dated at Franklin, N. H., this 16th day of aeneus; 1887. 

JOHN H. SANBORN, 


Late Assistant Surgeon Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 
STATE or New HAMPSHIRE, Merrimac, ss: ? 
Then personally a .d the above-named John H. Sanborn and made oath 
that the fo. ing affidavit by him signed is true to the best of his knowled: 


and belief; that he is known to me to a physician and surgeon of reputable 
standing; and I also certify that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in the 


prosecution of this claim, 
EDWARD G. LEACH, 
$ Justice of the Peace. 
Certificate on file for general reference. 


Porr or Bosrox, Mass., NAVAL OFFICE, November 22, 1887. 
To whom it may concern : 3 


, _ I was for more than thirty years pererany acquainted with the late Luther 
M. Knight, M. D., of Franklin, N. H. He was a physician and surgeon of emi- 
nence, and served with distinction as surgeon of the New Hampshire In- 
fantry and chief medical officer of the First Division of the Second Army Corps. 
I am also familiar with the history of his daughter, Mary 0. Knight, whofrom 
childhood has been totally blind, and for many years insane, and who is now 


in a private retreat at South Boston, Mass., entirely incapable of taking care of 
herself, and partially dependent upon the bounty of relatives for maintenance. 
_It seems to me that a special act may napy passed, continuing the pen- 
sion of the deceased father, for the support of this unfortunate child, 
HENRY 0. KENT, 
Naval Officer. 


FRANKLIN, N. H., November 22, 1887. 

I hereby certify that I was well acquainted with the late Luther M. Knight, 
M. D., of this town, and knew that he served with distinction in the war of the 
rebellion as n of the Fifth Regiment, New Hampshire Volunteers, and 
later as chief medical officer of the First Division, Second Army Corps. 

Iam also familiar with the history of his daughter, Mary O. Knight, who 
from childhood has been totally blind, and for many years insane and entire] 
incapable of taking care of herself. She is now in a private retreat at Sout 
Boston, Mass., and nearly dependent upon the bounty of relatives for main- 


tenance. 
A. W. SULLOWAY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MRS, P. L. WARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 611) 
for the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William 
Ward, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., Thatthe reper A of the Treasury be, and pare is, directed 
to pay to P, L. Ward, executrix of William Ward, deceased, of Norfolk, Va., the 
sum of $2,075.13, in full satisfaction of all claim for beef and vegetables furnished 
by the said William Ward to the United States Navy, and in full satisfaction for 
hay sold to the quartermaster of the United States Army. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. GAINES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (IH. R. 611) for 
the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, deceased, 
have given careful consideration to the same, and ask to report: 

That this claim was presented to the Forty-ninth Congress, and a report was 
made in regard to it by the Committee on War Claims on the 17th day of July, 
1886. As the examination by your committee has led them to the same results 
with those arrived at by the committee of the Forty-ninth Congress, they do not 
think it necessary to recapitulate the facts, but refer to that report, and herewith 
annex a copy for information. . 

Your committee recommend that the bill referred to them do pass. 


[House Report No. 3337, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
The committee find the facts to be as stated in Senate Report No. 215, first 


session Forty-ninth Congress, which is hereto annexed and made a part of this 
report and is as follows: - 


[Senate Report No. 215, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1150) for the re- 
lief of P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, deceased, beg leave to 
offer the following repoa: 

Bills for the same claim as the presong one passed the Senate at the Forty- 
sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty-eighth Congresses, but each time failed of con- 
sideration in the House. 

At the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress Senator HARRIS, for the 
Committee on Claims, made a report on this claim which embodied clearly and 
fully all the facts in the case. 

The Committee on Claims of the Forty-seventh Congress, and again of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, adopted that report. X 

Your committee adopt the same report, annexing hereto a copy, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 428, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 879) for the relief 
of P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, di „have examined 
the same, and report thereon as follows: 

The claim was presented to the Senate during the Forty-sixth Congress by 
the petition of said executrix, which was referred to the Committee on Claims 
and assigned to Mr. Harris, a member of the committee, for examination and 


report. 

on the llth day of February, 1880, the claim was favorably reported to the 
Senate by Mr. Harris. The following is a copy of the report: 

The petition states that petitioner is the widow and executrix of William 
Ward, soceased. That in June, 1860, William Ward entered into a written con- 
tract with the United States for supplying fresh beef and vegetables tothe Navy, 
at the Norfolk, Va., station, and that under said contract her late husband and 
testator, on or about the 2ist of January, 1861, supplied the United States ship 
Plymouth with the articles named to the amount of $275.13, for which no pay- 
ment was ever made, and she refers to the records of the Navy Department for 
the proof. The committee sent the petition to the Navy Department with a re- 
quest for such information in respect to this claim asthe records of that Depart- 
ment could furnish, and received from the Secretary the following reply : 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 5, 1880. 


Sır: I have the honor to return herewith the petition of Mrs. P, L. Ward, ask- 
ing for payment of $275.13, on account of fresh beef and vegetables supplied by 
her late hoaina; William Ward, of Norfolk, Va., for the use of the United 
States Navy, which petition was referred to this Department by the honorable 
Secretary of War, in compliance with your request of the 15th ultimo, 

The account of the late Mr. Ward is correct, as shown by the records of the 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing in this Department, with the exception that 
the fresh beef and vegetables referred to were delivered to the United States 
steamer Brooklyn, instead of the United States steamer Plymouth, as stated in 
the panon ison 

ery respectfully, 
R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon, I. G. Harris, 
United States Senate. 

From which the committee is satisfied that the articles were furnished under 
contract as stated in the petition, and have never been paid for, and that the 
amount, $275.13, is justly due the claimant and should be paid. 

The petitioner also states that in the month of August, 1863, her testator en- 
tered into a verbal contract with Capt. Edwin Ludlow, of the Quartermaster's 
Department of the United States Army, in the presence of the Hon. L. H. Chan- 
diler, United States attorney for that district, and one other witness, for the pur- 
chase of 60 tons of hay at $30 per ton, which was delivered by her said testator 


1888. 


to the said Ludlow and used by the Army of the United States. That shortly 
after the delivery said Ludlow left that locality without paying for the hay, 
though often having promised so to do. 

On the J2th December, 1866, her late husband and testator addressed a let- 
ter to the Quartermaster-General asking payment for this hay so furnished, re- 
citing the facts of the contract and delivery of the hay, and the fact that no 
voucher was given, because Captain Ludlow said it was not n to givea 
voucher, as he would pay for the hay as soon as he received funds, which he 
was daily expecting; but he left there without paying, and without giving any 
voucher for the 60 tons of hay,and that upon diligent inquiry he had never 
been able to ascertain the residence of Captain Ludlow since that time. 

This letter is indorsed on the back as follows: 


“I most unhesitatingly indorse the within statement. 
“L. H. CHANDLER, 
“ United States District Attorney for Vieginia. 
“J. T. DANIELS,” 

On the 16th of January, 1867, this account was made out upon the regular 
printed form furnished by the Department, upon which the sale, delivery, and 
value of the hay, amounting to $1,800, and the loyalty of the claimant are proved 
by the affidavits of the then claimants, William Ward, L. H. Chandler, and J. 
R. Hunter; and the respectability and oxa of the said Ward, Chandler, and 
Hunter are respectively certified to by John E. Doyle, justice of the pace: and 
the-respectability and loyalty of William Ward is also certified to by William 
W, Wing, postmaster, 

The oath of allegiance to the United States of William Ward is also exhibited, 
and Henry M. Bowden, clerk of the corporation court, certifies to the citizen- 
ship, respectability, and loyalty of William Ward, and to the official character 
of John E. Doyle as a justice of the peace for said county. 

The letter above referred to, addressed by William Ward to the Quartermas- 
ter-General, and the proof above referred to, were sent to the committee by the 
War Department in answer to a letter from the committee asking for such in- 
formation as the records of that Department could furnish as to the justice of 
this claim. The following is the letter from the Secretary of War: 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 30, 1830. 

Sm: Acknowleding the receipt of your letter of the 15th instant, referring for 
information memorial of Mrs. P. L. Ward for pay for certain quartermaster 
stores and beef delivered by her deceased husband, William: Ward, in 1880 and 
1863 to the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army and the naval station at 
Norfolk, Va., respectively, I have the honor in reply to inclose herewith a let- 
ter from Mr. Ward, dated December 12, 1867, submitting his claim to the 
termaster-General, a paper which contains 4ll the information on the subject 
the records of this Department afford. 

No action was taken upon the claim by the Quartermaster-General for the rea- 
a tatis originated in Virginia, a State declared to be in insurrection during 
the re on. 

Your letter and the memorial have been referred, as desired, to the honorable 
Secretary of the Navy, for information from his Department. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ALEX. RAMSEY, Secretary of War. 
Hon, Isnam G. HARRIS, 


Commiltee on Claims, United States Senate. 


The Quartermaster-General takes no action upon this claim upon no other 
than the cold, technical ground that the claimant was a resident of a State de- 
clared to be in rebellion. 

The proof is clear and conclusive that Quartermaster Ludlow contracted for 
this hay, equally clear as to the contract price amounting to $1,800, Say. clear 
as to the loyalty to the United States of William Ward, who furnished the hay 
and who was the husband and isthe testator of the petitioner, and equally clear 
that the hay has never been paid for. 

It does not clearly appear when William Ward died. It is certain that it was 
subsequent to 1867 and before 1878, when this petition was presented by P. L. 
Ward, widow and executrix. She states that neither her late husband nor her- 
self were ever informed nor did they know of the establishment of what is 
called the Southern Claims Commission, nor the necessity of presenting this 
claim to that tribunal, until after the expiration of the time within which it 
could haye been pened ; nor did petitioner know of the status of the claim 
until a few months before the presentation of this petition. 

The committee are satisfied the vegetables and beef, amountiug to $275.13, 
were deli under contract to the United States Navy ; and that 60 tons of hay 
were sold and delivered to Quartermaster Ludlow, at $30, amounting to $1,800, 
making an aggregate of $2,075.13; that the same were never paid for, and that 
the claimant was loyal to the United States, and that this sum is justly due to 
the claimant and should be paid; and therefore the committee report the ac- 
companying bill, and recommend that it pass. 

Your committee therefore adopt said Senate report as the report of this com- 
mittee, and recommend that the Senate bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


FOURTH IOWA INFANTRY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1387) 
for the relief of the volunteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That every volunteer non-commissioned officer, musician, 
and private who enlisted into the military service of the United States prior to 
July 22,1861, under the proclamation of the President of the United States of 
May 3,1861, and the orders of the War Department issued in pursuance thereof, 

who was actually Papert d muster under such enlistment before Au- 
gust 6, 1861, and was after that date actually mustered into the service under 
such enlistment as a member of the Fourth Iowa Infantry, and was thereafter 
peony discharged, and has not heretofore received the bounty offered under 
said proclamation and orders, shall be entitled to and shall-be paid the full 
bounty of $100 as provided for soldiers so enlisted and mustered in before Au- 
gust Sieg by the act entitled “An act in relation to bounties,” approved April 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me from the reading 
of the bill that it is not a private bill, but a general law. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I can explain the facts 
in relation to this bill in a few words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
makes the point of order that the bill, not being of a private charac- 
ter, is improperly upon this Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. The gentleman is mistaken. The bill 
relates only to the Fourth Iowa Infantry. The facts are these: On 
_ May 3, 1861, President Lincoln called for forty regiments of volunteers. 

The War Department by an order promised each of those volunteers 
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$100 bounty when honorably discharged at the end of the term of en- 
listment. The trouble was, however, that eighty-two regiments were 
accepted under that call instead of forty, so that the Second Auditor 
could not tell whom to pay, and an act of Congress was asked giving to 
all the volunteers under the call $100 bounty. That act was passed in 
1872, but it fixed the time of the muster prior to the 6th day of August, 
1861. Now, the Fourth Iowa Regiment was in fact enlisted along time 
before that, and the men were at that time at Jefferson Barracks ready 
to be mustered in, but, by the fault of the mustering officer of the 
United States, they were not mustered in until a few days after the 
date fixed in the law. Only a small number of the men are now liv- 
ing, and the committee report unanimously in favor of the passage of 
this bill, because those men were just as much entitled to the bounty 
as the others were who got it, having been included in the eighty-two 
regiments provided for by the Jaw of 1872. 

Mr. CONGER. There are less than one hundred of the men remain- 
ing now. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I understand the number of men to 
be benefited by this bill to be less that one hundred. It is certainly 
a private bill; it applies to the surviving private soldiers of the Fourth 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to no others. I move that 
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 

Mr. SHAW. Will the gentleman from Iowa tell the House how 
many of the soldiers are likely to be benefited by this bill? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. About one hundred. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Eighty-two is the exact number. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘Therevis only one man that has actually applied for 
this relief, and the Second Auditor reports that there can not possibly 
be one hundred who will be entitled to it, and that there may be only 
ten. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would give the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] an opportunity to be heard upon his point of 
order, but he seems to have temporarily left the Hall. 

Mr. HOLMAN. While we are waiting for the gentleman I ask that 
the report upon this bill be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order., 

The report was read. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


4 STEPHEN M. HONEYCUTT. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 481) 
for the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Paymaster-General of the Army of the United 
States, out of any money in his hands for the payment of the Army, is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to Stephen M. Honeycutt an amount equal to 
the pay and allowances of a private ‘soldier from the 25th day of March, 1804, 
until the 8th day of August, 1865. 


The report (by Mr. BROWER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 481) for 
the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt, respectfully gt as follows: 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report of the Committee on Military Affairs (No. 688), first session Forty-eighth 
Congress, a copy of which is hereto appended. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 


[House Report No. 683, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 4200) 
for the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt, submit the following report: 

This claim was reported favorably to the Forty-seventh Congress, and your 
committee adopt that report, which is as follows, and recommend the passage 
of the accompanying bill (H. R. tage 

“The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Stephen M. Honeycutt, have had the same under consideration, and submit the 
following, it being the same Hie jaa which was adopted by the ‘House Military 
Committee in the Forty-third Congress: 

“It appears from the evidence submitted to the committee that petitioner en- 
listed in Company E, Third Regiment North Carolina Mounted Infantry, asa pri- 
vate, on the 25th day of M; + 1864, but was not mustered into the service, owing 
to there being no mustering officer present, and that on the 20th of September, 
1864, he was detailed on recruiting service; that he went into Western North 
Carolina and recruited a me number of troops for the United States Army, 
and that while so engaged recruiting under the orders of a United States 
officer he was captured by the Sacer ot 

“The committee, being satisfied tthe petitioner rendered valuable sérv- 
ice, and the fact of his not being mustered into the service being no fault of his, 
believe that he should not be refused his compensation asa private soldier. 
They therefore report the accompanying bill, an@recommend that it do pass,” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LEVI JONES. 
The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 482) 
for the relief of Levi Jones. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Paymaster-General is hereby directed to pay Levi 
Jones, late first lieutenant of Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted In- 
fantry, out of any money appropriated for the pay of the Army, the full pay and 


allowances of a first lieutenant of infantry from the lst day of October, 1863, to 
the Ist day of May, 1864. 


The report (by Mr. BROWER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 482) for 
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the relief of Levi Jones, have given careful consideration to the same, and ask to 
ı nat this claim was presented to the seb rae cate Congress, and a report was 
ar 


made in regard toit by the Committee on Claims on thel16th of April, 1885. 

ion by your committee has led them to the same results with 
those at by the committee of 1886, they do not think it necessary to re- 
capitulate the facts, but refer to that report, and herewith annex a copy for in- 


Your committee recommend that the bill referred to them do pass. 
[House Report No. 1752, Forty-ninth Congress, first ecssion,] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4629) for 
the relief of Levi J submit the following report: 

The claimant, Levi Jones, organized Company B, Second North Carolina 
Mounted Infantry, and was appointed first lieutenant thereof by General Burn- 
side on the 7th day of October, 1863, and took charge of said company at once, 
received and receipted for all the necessary stores and equipages for said com- 

ny as its commandant. He was kept on the front, and participated in the 
ahis at Warm Springs and at Watkins Ford in the months of October and No- 
vember, 1863, in command of said company. During the siege of Knoxville he 
was on outpost duty all the while, and did not go into winter quarters, There 
was no mustering officer present on the front, and he was not mustered as first 
lieutenant. On the Ist of May, 18654, Company B was chan to Company H 
Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry, and the said Levi Jones was ap inted 
first lieutenant of said Company H. He presented himself to the muste: ofi- 
cer to bé mustered, but the 
General Burnside. He did good and faithful service as an officer under roe 
military appointment, and received no pay for it from October 7, 1863, to May 1 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage of said bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN M. HIGGINS, SR. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4907) 
for the relief of John M. Higgins, sr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the raped of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to John M. Higgins, sr., of Caldwell County, State 

-of Kentucky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
gum of $3,550, for supp! and stores taken from him by the Army of the United 
States during the late war. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this bill comes 
within the rule heretofore adopted by Congress marking off a class of 
bills which ought not to pass. This case, it appears, was rejected by 
the Quartermaster’s Department upon the ground that the property 
was taken in a part of the country which had been AASS] by the 
proclamation of the Presidentto be in rebellion. It also appears that 
the claimant remained inside of the Confederate lines until 1864, al- 
though he left Kentu in 1861. It appears, therefore, that he staid 
within the Confederate lines during the greater portion of the war. 

Farthermore, the report does not state the kind of supplies that were 
taken. I think the words used are “stores and supplies ™ of the value 
of $3,550. ‘‘ Stores and supplies ’’ isa very general expression, and it 
seems to me that this report ought to have enlightened the committee 
to some extent at least as to the nature of these stores and supplies. 
What kind of stores were they? The term is broad enough to include 
military stores, broad enough to include any sort of material that might 
have been found in anybody’s possession at that time, The fact that 
the Quartermaster’s Department decides that this case originated in a 
State in rebellion proves conclusively that it does not come within the 
class of cases to which Congress intended to afford relief. If cases of 
this kind are to be opened up, and payment is to be made for ‘‘ stores 
and supplies” taken under such circumstances, I do not see where we 
are going to draw the line. If we grant relief in this case we go inside 
the Confederate lines to a place which was within the Confederacy dur- 
ing the war. These stores, it is said, were taken by our troops and 
used; how they were taken is not stated; no vouchers are produced; it 
is not shown whether they were taken by an unauthorized raid or 
taken under the forms of law by a regular requisition. So far as this 
report is concerned that is left a matter of doubt. 

The claimant simply swears that the Army of the United States took 
from him stores and supplies of the value of $3,550, for which he has 
not been paid. According to this report the proof shows that the stores 
and supplies were used by the Army, and the affidavits that the charges 
made are both reasonable and just. That is the general averment, but 
there is nothing toshow whether the prices charged were really reason- 
able and just or not. That is simply a conclusion of the committee. 
The articles taken should be set forth, and also the manner in which 
they were taken, and the prices charged for them, in order that the 
House might have the ey, information upon which to base a 
judgment; for we have laid down the rule heretofore that supplies and 
stores taken without authority of the commander of a post are not to 
be paid for by the Government, even though they may have been used 
by the Army. Ithink thiscase ought to be sent back to the committee, 
so that they may get some further information about it, and, therefore, 
I move that this bill be aid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation thatit be recommitted tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] seem to imply that there is an 
effort on the part of the Committee on War Claims, or on the part of 
some member of the committee, to report bills to this House that are 
unjust, or in violation of law. This claim comes from the district 
that I represent. The claimant lives there. I know him, and I know 


d officer refused to muster him, on the order of | 4], 


the circumstances of this case. I know, furthermore, that there is no 
man upon this floor who would be further from attempting to establish 
a precedent that would lead the Government into paying a lot of un- 
just claims than I would be, and when the gentleman from Illinois as- 
sumes that this man was wholly inside the Confederate lines and that 
the payment of this claim would lead to the payment of claims gener- 
ally of people living within those lines, his assumption is altogether 
wrong. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky whether this bill was not reported unfavorably by a com- 
mittee of the Forty-ninth Congress? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It was; but subsequently a majority of 
the committee agreed that it should be reported favorably, and the bill 
failed in the last Congress simply by reason of the absence of a quorum. 
The point of no quorum was made, and I refused to demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. My recollection is that the majority 
of the committee were not in favor of the passage of the bill, but merely 
consented that it might be reported to the House and discussed on the 


oor. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. At the time the report was made the 
committee were willing that the bill should be reported to the House 
and should go upon the Calendar, but the majority of the committee 
were notin favor of its passage; but before it came up they were in 
favor of it. That was the situation. 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to ask the gentleman whether it appears 
that the stores for which this claim was made were used by the United 
States Army? 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. The circumstances of the case 
were simply these: Mr. Higgins, the claimant, lived in Kentucky many 
years before the war, but in 1858 or 1859 he moved to Alabama. When 
it became evident to him that war was going to break out, being a 
Union man and desirous of not being within the Confederacy or having 
anything to do with that side of the controversy, he started back to 
Kentucky and made arrangements to move back to Princeton, his orig- 
inal home. He went to Alabama to get his property and bring it to 
Kentucky, but he found the army lines in between him and his 
home, so that he was not enabled to getthrough. He had his property 
with him, which he was trying to get back into Kentucky, a State that 
was stillin the Union, but he was stopped at Dalton, Ga., and remained 
until 1864. When the Army of the United States reached that point 
they took and used his property for army purposes. His mules, his 
bacon, and other articles were used by the Army, and there certainly 
can be no injustice to any one in paying this claim, and no opening up 
of the door for anyimproper classof claims. This bill simply proposes 
to pay a loyal citizen of Kentucky for his property which was taken 
and used for the benefit of the United States Army; and although that 
property happened at the time to be in the State of Georgia, I can see 
no reason why the House of Representatives should stickle at paying a 
loyal man for his property taken under such circumstances, if itis going 
to pay anybody. His detention within the Confederate lines was una- 
voidable and was against his will; his property was taken for the bene- 
fit of the Army, and my position is that he is as much entitled to be 
paid for it as if he had been a citizen of New York or Indiana. 

Mr. BIGGS. Can the gentleman inform the House whether the esti- 
mate placed on the property here isa fair onc? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. f, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Ido not yield the floor further than to 
hear the question of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does not the gentleman’s report state that this 
gentleman remained in the State of Georgia until 1864? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, it does. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That he remainedin Georgia from 1861 until 1864? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, it does state that. 

Mr. SPRINGER... How could he claim to be a loyal citizen of the 
Government and yet live so near Kentucky, and prefer to remain in that 
Confederate State of Georgia rather than return within the Union lines 
in Kentucky? k 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr.Chairman, in reply to that question 
I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois just one thing, and that 
is this: he, like a great many other gentlemen I have met at differ- 
ent times, has a very poor conception of what loyalty to the Govern- 
ment meant in the Southern States. [Laughter and applause.] I 
will tell you that the loyalty of the men in the Southern States is as a 
jewel compared to the loyalty of the man who lived in the North. And 
such was the case with the loyalty of Mr. Higgins. He was faithful 
and loyal to his Government during the entire period. 

Now, Mr. Higgins was not willing to abandon his property—to leave 
itin the State of Georgia to be lost to him altogether. He preferred 
to stay with it and try to get it back into Kentucky, which was his 
home, but he had to remain where his property was. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What kind of property wasit? . 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It consisted of mules, bacon, and corn, 
and things of that kind which were raised upon a farm below Llton, 
in the State of Georgia. ? 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
tell us what particular act Mr, Higgins ever performed to testify his 
loyalty to the Government ? i 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The acts he performed 
loyalty to the Government were like the acts of many other men who 
were in the South, who honored and revered the old ; he attended 
quietly to his.own business; he was not one of the kind who was 
willing to take up arms against the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Did he claim to be a Union man down there in 
the South? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, he did. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, That is enough. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. As I understand it, he lived in Ken- 
tucky in 1861. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. Hecame from Alabama and arranged to 
move back to Kentucky, and went back again to Alabama in order to 
bring his property into Kentucky. 

Mr.WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I think a man who lived in the South 
and claimed to be a Union man had a great deal more Union senti- 
ment than the man who lived in the North and claimed to bea Union 
man and yet never went into the Union Army. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I agree with the gentleman so far as 
that is concerned. But Ido not see, Mr. Chairman, how a Union man 
living in the South, and who claimed to be a Union man, could remain 
there from 1861 until 1864 without having made an attempt to get 
back into the Union lines, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. In reply to the statement made by the 
gentleman from Indiana, I wish to state that Mr. Higgins did not in- 
tend permanently to reside in the State of Georgia; that his home was 
in the State of Kentucky, and he was forced to remain within the Con- 
federate lines in order to save his property. He was not, in other 
words, willing to abandon his property and to leave it in the State of 
Georgia in order to come within the Union lines in the State of Ken- 
tucky. It was not necessary that he should do this in order to evince 
his loyalty to the Government. His design was to bring that property 
back into Kentucky, and he was perfectly justified in so doing. None 
of us would be likely to abandon our property, under like circnm- 
stances, to get through the lines. I hope, therefore, that the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois will not prevail, but that the bill will 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no dispo- 
sition to resist the payment of any just claim. I think that the Gen- 
eral Government should pay every dollar it honestly owes to one of her 
citizens. This claim was discussed in the Committee on War Claims 
in the Forty-ninth Congress, and my understanding was that the ma- 
jority of that committee were then opposed to paying this bill. They 
‘were opposed to it for two reasons: one was that they did not believe 
the loyalty of the claimant wassufliciently established; and, secondly, 
because there was no afirmative proof he had been a loyal man, that 
he never did or said anything which is in proof that he was loyal to 
the Government. 

My friend from Kentucky justly says that the loyalty of men in 
the North when compared with loyalty to the Union of men in the 
South, the loyalty ofthe Union man of the South was asa jewel. But 
according to my experience, when you found a loyal man in the South, 
in Alabama, Georgia, Florida, or any other of the Southern States, in 
1864, you never found him owning $5,000 worth of mules and horses. 

There is no reason why, in my judgment, the Government should be 
called upon to pay this claim. ‘This property was taken in a State 
declared to be in rebellion. It was taken without any order from the 
War Department. So far as the evidence goes it is proved that it was 
not taken under the order of any one in authority. It was not taken 
by any officer of the United States Army. It was not by any one hav- 
ing authority from the General Government. And whenever you un- 
dertake to pay this class of claims you open the door to pay for every 
article of stores or supplies taken by marauding parties throughout the 
South during the war. The Committee on War Claims in the Forty- 
ninth Congress rejected every claim unless the claimant could prove 
loyalty in the first place, and in the second place show that the prop- 
erty was taken in accordance with some order from the War Depart- 
ment or under the authority of the General Government. 

There is just the trouble here. I apprehend they will find no order 
from the commanding general to take this property. It has been taken 
upon the order of some man without authority; and there is no évi- 
dence that it went into the service of the Government for any purpose. 
I do not dispute that it may have gone there; but I do assert that it is 
not shown in any manner by any evidence that this was taken by any 
proper authority. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. Is there any evidence that it was taken by an 
officer of the Army. or by any person and conyerted to the use of the 
Government? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. There may be evidence that it was 
taken by an officer of the Army, but there is no evidence that he took 
it by virtue ofany authority whatever. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But what use was made of it? 


to testify his | 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That Ido not know. It may have 
gone into the service of the Army, but the fact is not shown. There 
were millions of dollars’ worth of property taken for the use of the 
Army which we have refused to pay for, simply because this man or 
„iat man took it without authority from the General Government. 
Thatrule hasapplied in every Nofthern State where property was taken, 
Tf a half-dozen soldiers went out and took a Northern man’s property 
in a loyal State and used it for their own support, the Government 
could not be held responsible under the rules heretofore adopted; and 
if you pass this bill and adopt a different rule from the saie one we 
have heretofore followed, you open the door to pay millions of dollars 
for property taken without authority from the General Government or 
for its use. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WADE. Does the gentleman think that if the Goyernment got 
this man’s property he ought to be paid for it? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. It may be very true, that it ought to 
be paid for if the Government got it, If the Government gave au- 
thority to take the property it ought to be paid for. 

Mr. WADE. Ought not the Government to be willing to pay for 
what it got? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. But we can not afford to pay for dam- 
ages committed by every individual soldier, for if we open the door for 
that:sort of business, we will have to pay for all that was done by the 
Missouri troops, 

Mr. WADE. The Government is no doubt willing to pay for all it 


ts. 
pens MILLIKEN. Does my friend assume that the Government 
should not pay for all the property it takes from its own loyal citizens 
and converts to its own use? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That questionis not here. Iam not 
going to resist the passage of this bill; but I want to say, that having 
been on the Committee on War Claims in the Forty-ninth Congress, I 
helieved it due to myself and to the House to make the statement, 
If you want to break over the rule and pass such bills, it ought to he 
done with a full understanding of what you are voting for. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to make a speech on 
this question. For twenty-odd years this House and the other House 
of Congress have been legislating in the direct line of this bill. If we 
are to wait and never pay a Union man for his losses until he reaches 
back and shows that the Secretary of War, or some official at Washing- 
ton, gave authority to take his property, no man, or not one out of a 
thousand, will ever receivea cent. From the facts set forth here I have 
no doubt, looking at the character of the committee that considered the 
matter, that this wasa Union man. His property was taken and used 
by the Government, and is the Government going to repudiate its own 
debts because you can not go back and find where they had authority 
from Abraham Lincoln, or Edwin M. Stanton, or somebody else, to take 
it? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It has repudiated its honest debts fre- 
quently, with much less ground for excuse thanthat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOUK. That is true; and that remark leads me to say this, 
that I would rather have a note on any pauper in this country, forty 
years of age, who is honest, than a claim against the United States, un- 
less it be in the shape ofa bond. [Laughter.] 

Iam tired, for one, Mr. Chairman, every time a little claim comes 
up here from the South of hearing it said that because a proclamation 
was not issued by the man, and because he has not gone forth and called 
his neighbors together and had a grand mass meeting down South to 
show that he was a loyal man, therefore he is a rebel and his claim 
shall have no weight. 

2 see the bill will pass, and that is about all I want to say. [Ap- 
use. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, every Congress that takes up the 

consideration of such claims finds that there isalways a Banquo’s ghost 
that rises up against the payment of a debt of this character by the Gen- 
eral Government, and we are solemnly assured that the ghost is throw- 
ing down the bars leading to the public Treasury. We are told thatit 
will bankrupt the nation if we pay any of these claims. That, sir, is 
to my mind neither an argument nor a reason againt their payment. I 
happen to live within a State which is upon the borders. Iam not here 
as a Southern man, but I am here to advocate, and shall advocate so 
long as I remain a member of this Congress, the payment to every loyal 
man south of Mason and Dixon’s line for every cent’s worth of prop- 
erty the armies of the United States took from him during the war it 
the property was taken under orders and used by the United States 
Army. I am in favor, sir, of rewarding loyalty in the South rather 
than punishing it by legal enactments. 

Further, sir, if we are to wait, as has been suggested, until an order 
from the commanding general is produced, as the gentleman from In- 
diana argues, those of us who went into the Army know full well that 
this will be impossible in a majority of cases. If we wanted a mule 
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while in the Army we asked but few questions as to whether the man 
whoowned that mule was loyal or disloyal, nor did we ever run to Gen- 
eral Grant or to any other commanding officer for an order to get such 
property, but we took the mule and used it for the Army; and if the 
owner of this mule was loyal I suggest, in all fairness, he has waited 
long enough upon the Government to receive just compensation for his 
property. Forone I am for paying him just compensation. 

Ya aa You took the mule without asking permission of the 

meral? 

E Mr. LAIRD. It was a providential dispensation to get a mule. 

Mr. WARNER. If I remember correctly the facts of history the 
British Government paid toits subjects in this country who were called 
Tories for every horse and every piece of pro that our forefathers 
took from them during the war of the Revolution if they were loyal 
to the British Government. And more recently, sir, if I remember the 
facts of history correctly, the French Government, coming out of a 
struggle such as no other Government has gone through, her energies 
seemingly paralyzed, bankrupt as she was apparently, yet to her eter- 
nal honor be it said she paid to every one of her citizens the value of 
all the property taken by the French army during the Franco-Prussian 
war, and for every cent’s worth of property taken from her loyal citizens 
by the invading armies of Germany. 

I hope, sir, to see the day when we, the people of this country, will 
cement the bond of union closer, if possible, and will not always meet 
this class of claims by crying out that it is prima facie evidence because 
the man lived South that he wasa rebel. Nay, some make the res- 
idence South conclusive evidence of disloyalty. 

I trust the day is not far distant when every just claim, without dis- 

ing whether it be from the East, the West, the North, or the South, 
will be paid. 

We should take care that the claim is just, and then see to it that 
the Government shall pay it. [Applause.] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD]. 

Mr. LAIRD. I was reminded during the discussion of this question 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] of the fact that dur- 
ing the war out of which this claim arises it did not by any means take 
a dispensation of Providence to get a mule, and wherever there was 
anything of an eatable nature to be gathered we were there in the 
midst of it, and it was about so also if it was of a ridable nature. . 

We hear a great deal said about the surplus in this country; and I 
take it that when it comes to a question about the payment of an hon- 
est claim we are not banded together for the purpose of an increase of 
that surplus by any means. If the Government of the United States 
would pay its honest debts, such debts as it allows to remain unpaid 
until, ifa private individual were substituted for the General Govern- 
ment, that private individual would be disgraced and driven from the 
community—if the Government of the United States would pay the 
millions it owes to honest claimants representing the French spoliation 
claims; if it would pay the millions which it owes to men on the front- 
iers for losses sustained at the hands of predatory Indians; if it would 
answer as an honest man answers promptly to the claims of the mill- 
ions of individuals to whom it stands honestly indebted to-day, there 
would be no surplus in the Treasury. I am certainly for the payment 
of this claim. 

ae’ KERR. Will the gentleman from Nebraska allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LAIRD. Certainly. 

Mr, KERR. Is there no other proof that this man was a loyal man 
than the fact that he went South when the war broke out and remained 
there until it closed? 

Mr. LAIRD. There is this proof, which is satisfactory to me, that a 
committee of this House charged in the assignment of duties with the 
investigation of this question has reported unanimously under that as- 
signment in favor of the paymentof this claim. And I say there ought 
to be a time when inquiry should stop somewhere on this side of beg- 
gary and the poor-honse in regard to the man who has an honest claim. 

Mr. COOPER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Nebraska, is there 
auy proof of this man’s disloyalty? 

Mr. LAIRD. I take it that it has been found by the committee he 
was all right. 

Mr. WARNER. I asked the gentleman from Iowa, Judge LYMAN, 
who examined this case in the last Congress, and he informed me, as I 
remember, that he thought there was no doubt of the loyalty of this 


t. 

Mr. COOPER. My friend from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] did not, I 
think, understand me. I asked if there was proof of disloyalty, as- 
suming that the man should be considered loyal if there was no proof 
of disloyalty. 

Mr. LAIRD. I understood the gentleman’s question. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The chairman of the Committee on War i 
General STONE, has kindly sent to the committce-room for the papers 
connected with thisclaim. I desire to call attention to them fora mo- 
ment. I ask the Clerk to read the paper which I send to the desk, pur- 
porting to be an affidavit made by the claimant. 
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The Clerk read as follows’ 
CLAIMANT'S APPLICATION, 
STATE or KENTUCKY, County of Caldwell, ss: 


I, John M. Higgins, on oath state that I am a citizen of the county and Stafe 
aforesaid; that I was at the date the claim hereinafter set forth originated, and 
have been ever since, loyal to the United States; that on or about the 18th da 
of May, in the year 1864, at or near the town of Dalton, in the county of Whi 
field and State of Geo: , the following articles of quartermaster’s stores were 
a from me by Lieut. Joseph Haste, Company A, Sixth Indiana Cavalry, to 
wit: 


One black mare mule, value 
One deep-bay mare mule..... as 
Ope IR BEAG PE oa ois cic ccosca mv covs vosncassasie scceehsnneecepsens R E N 


That no receipt or voucher was given, as the affidavit filed will show, for said 
stores; that said stores were actually taken by said officer for the use of and 
used by the Army of the United States; that no payment has been made or com- 

on received in any way,or from any source whatever, for the whole or 

any part of said claim; that it has not been transferred to any person or per- 

sons whomsoever; and that the rates or prices charged are reasonable and just, 

and do not exceed the market rate or price of the articles at the time and place 

ted. And I do hereby appoint C. D. Pennebaker, nt of the State of Ken- 

tucky, as my agent to prosecute this claim for me, and toreceiyeand receipt for 
the money or certificate issued in payment thereof. 

JOHN M. HIGGINS. 


STATE or KENTUCKY, County of Caldwell, ss: 


This day personally appeared before the undersigned, presiding judge of the 
Caldwell county court of Caldwell County, in the State doresaid John M. Hig- 
ns, who subscribed and made oath to the foregoing affidavit the 12th day of 
ugust, in the year 1865. 
J. N. TURNER, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I find that the claimant states in this affidavit 
that at the time the claim herein set forth originated he was a loyal 
man. I willask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] if he has 
any proof as to this man’s loyalty before the claim originated ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; we have proof to show that 
he was never anything but a loyal man and was never known as any- 
thing else. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Chairman, I ask to have another affidavit read, 
It will be observed that the affidavit which the Clerk has just read was 
made in 1865, and covers three items of property, three mules, valued 
at $200 each; in all, $600. Now, I ask to have read the affidavit I send 
to the desk. 

Mr. COOPER. With the permission of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN], I want to ask the other gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
JOHNSTON] a question. It seems from this record that these mules 
were taken by the gentleman’s regiment, and I want to ask him if he 
has any personal knowledge of the matter? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If the gentleman wants any informa- 
tion on that subject I will inform him that I was not a member of the 
regiment at that time, but I suppose my colleague, Mr. CHEADLE, can 
tell him what he wants to know, for the property was taken by his 
company. [Laughter.] 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iask now for the reading of the affidavit I have 
sent to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE or KENTUCKY, 
County of Caldwell: 

We, W. G. Morse and J. M. Higgins, jr., of the county of Caldwell and State 
of Kentucky, being duly sworn according to law, state that on or about the 
18th day of y, 1364, at or near the town of Dalton, in the county of Whit- 
field and State of Georgia, saw the quartermaster’s stores described and charged 
for in the foregoing claim of John M. Higgins, consisting of the geting i 
ticles, to wit, one b; mare mule, value ; one deep-bay mare mule `% 
one iron-gray horse mule, $200, actually taken by Lieutenant Haste, Sixth) 
Indiana Cavalry, for the use of the Army of the United States, which stores were 
used by the said Army; that the quantity charged is correct, and that the prices 
charged are reasonable and just, and do not exceed the market*rate or price of 
the articles at the time and place stated, 
W. G. MORSE, 


J. M. HIGGINS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the fact that 
these two affidavits which I have had read were made after the claim 
is said to have accrued, one of them being the affidavit of the claimant 
himself, and the other the affidavit of his son and a neighbor named 
Morse. ‘They are the persons whose affidavits I still hold in my hand. 
I call attention to the fact that the first affidavit was made in 1865; the 
affidavit now presented, with the accompanying list of articles claimed 
for. was made in 1876. I ask that this account may be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Government of the United Slates to John M. Higgins, sr., Dr. 


1864. 

May 18. To 4 mules taken by Lieutenant Haste, of Indiana. 
May 18. To 1 bay mare taken by the same person .........--.... 
June 7. To 13 head of beef cattle taken by Colonel Laibolo 
souri Volunteers, and commander of post at Dalton, Ga.......... 
pt 100 newt of corn, taken by last-named officer’s command, at 
POR DOTTED co veicccecscnvansns dosces suscnsrarsapinnacevacsesonnaceveers es acveanteleegederee 

To oats taken off 60 acres of land after they had been cut an 
shocked, taken by same command.. 
To 3 large fat hogs.........cssrerereerse 
To 300 pounds of bacon nao 
To flour and meal taken at different times, 30 sacks of which 
were taken at one time 
To a large lot of lumber................00000+ 
To a large number of hogs and sheep 
To a lot of blacksmith’s tools taken from farm......... oa 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What amount has been allowed by the 
committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The whole amount of the claim, $3,550. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I will call the attention of my friend from 
Kentucky to the fact that while the claim in 1865 was a claim for $600, 
the value of three mules, the claim made out in 1876 is for the value 
of four mules, one bay mare, and other property, amounting in the ag- 
gregate to $3,550. 

As I have had the first two affidavits read, it is perhaps a matter of 
fairness and justice that the affidavit accompanying this account, made 
in 1876, eleven years after the original claim, should also be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE or KENTUCKY, County of Caldwell, sct. : 

The affiant, John M. Higgins, sr., being duly sworn, on his oath says: That 
during the years A. D. 1859 and A. D. 1860 he did business as a merchant at 
Opelika, in the State of Alabama, and in the last-named year removed from 
there to the county of Caldwell, in the State of Kentucky, leaving a 1 un- 
settled business at the former place. That in the month of ren Pte 1861, he re- 
turned to Opelika, Ala., for the purpose of settling up his unsettled business there, 
and with the expectation of coming again to Kentuckyin afew months, That 
while he was there the armies of tife two contending parties to the late war of 
the rebellion got between him and his home in Kentucky, and although he tried 
to do so, he could not return to Kentucky, but could only proceed as far home- 
ward as the town of Dalton, in the State of Georgia, where he remained until 
the month of June, A. D. 1864, when he returned to Caldwell County, sora e 
where he has continuously resided ever since. That all through the late rebell- 
ion, and from the 12th day of April, A. D. 1861, to the 20th day of April, 1865, he 
was loyal and bore true allegiance to the Government of the United States of 
rea ea and never aided or assisted the rebellion of the so-called Confederate 


That during the time he so resided in and near Dalton, in the State of Georgia, 
he was engaged in the business of farming, and also in the business of milling 
with acombined saw and grist mill. 

That as a farmer he raised many horses, mules, cattle, sheep, and hogs, and 
much corn and oats, and had large quantities of bacon; and asa miller he made 
and owned large amounts of flour, meal, and lumber. 

That he has examined the account hereto attached in his favor and against 
the Government of the United States for $3,550, and knows that during the year 
A. D. 1864 he was the owner of such and all of the articles of property therein 
named, and that the said property was reasonably worth the prices in said ac- 
count stated. 

That as to the property named in the following items of said account, namely : 

1864, 
May 18. To 4 mules, 
18. Tol bay mare.... 
June 7. To 13 head of catt 
‘To flour and meal .. 
To large lot of lumber... 500 


he has personal knowledge that it was all taken and used by the Army of the 
United States; and as to the remaining items he is informed (as he believes 
truly) and he believes that the property mentioned in said remaining items was 
taken and used by the Army of the United States. t 

That so far as he has personal knowledge, information, or belief said account 
contains a just and true account of articles of property and their value, which 
ae ee T to him and were taken from him by and used by the Army of the 
United States by order of the officers named in said account, namely, Lieuten- 
ant Haste, of Indiana, and Colonel Laibolot, of the Second Regiment of Mis- 
souri Volunteers. 

This afiant does not remember the regiment to which Lieutenant Haste be~ 


nged. 

A Se all of said property was so taken and used during the year A. D. 1864, 

but the precise dates of all can not be given now because not remembered. 
That none of the property mentioned in said account has ever been paid for 


in whole or in part. 
JOHN M. HIGGINS. 
‘orn to before the cler; t ld w unty, Kentu 5 
i hg pk. clerk of the county court, Caldwell County, Kentucky. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the object I have had in view in pre- 
senting these affidavits and papers, which are somewhat voluminous, 
has been to show that it isat least possible there may have been a mis- 
take made as to the proper amount which should be allowed in this 
ease. I have looked over the papers hastily. There are affidavits of 
several persons as to the loyalty of the claimant; I see nothing to raise 
a doubt as to that. That he resided in the State of Georgia from 1861 
to 1864 is reasonably well established. But I see nothing to raise a 
question as to his loyalty, though I can very well see how a mistake 
may have occurred as to the amount which should be paid by the 
Government. ' 

The account which was made in 1865 is, it seems to me, much more 
likely to be accurate than that made out eleven years later. I therefore 
suggest to my friend from Kentucky [Mr. STONE], at whose instance 
these papers are here—he sent for them himself to the clerk of the 
Claims Committee, for of course the gentleman desires the whole case 
to be presented—I suggest to him, in view of this discrepancy between 
the amount of the claim as originally presented and the claim as now 
presented, that the subject be recommitted to his committee for fur- 
ther investigation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the motion I made. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I propose to yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman from Colorado proceeds I 
wish to make a single additional statement, and to call the attention of 
my friend from Kentucky especially toit. This claimant, according to 
the facts as now presented by these papers, had access to a court pro- 
vided for the adjustment of claims of this character. Whatever gen- 
tlemen here may think proper to say in derogation of the honor of their 
own Government, I think that in all history no government has ever 
been found to present such ample means for the ascertainment and ad- 


justment of every proper claim against it as our Government has done 
qn connection with the late war. I admit it was otherwise in regard 
to the war of 1812 and the war of the Revolution, as the history of the 
country shows. But in regard to claims against the Government grow- 
ing out of the late war our Government has been beyond precedent 
magnanimous toits people. In 1864 a tribunal was established under 
what is called the ‘‘4th of July law’? for the ascertainment and pay- 
ment of all these i claims arising in the loyal States. 

In 1869 a tribunal was organized, known as the ‘‘Southern Claims 
Commission,” with ample power to send its agents in all directions to 
ascertain the facts in reference to the claims of loyal men in the South. 
It had power to go everywhere andascertain the truth, That tribunal 
was in existence for ten years. It does seem to me, after the reference 
of all the claims under the 4th of July law, as well as the claims under 
the act of 1869, which came within the jurisdiction of those courts, 
that those claims ought to be considered asended. All these men have 
had their day in court, and we should have an end of these matters. 

Mr. HOUK. I wish to state in reference to the Southern Claims 
Commission a single fact, and that is that at the time of the expiration 
of the law under which that Southern Claims Commission was organ- 
ized it had not entirely completed its work. There were some two 
thousand claims with all the facts and conclusions of the committee, 
which were bundled up and dumped into the Third Auditor’s Office 
without any settlement whatever. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to say that is not a fact. 

Mr. HOUK. There were two thousand cases, with all the testimony - 
supporting the claims, which were undisposed of at the expiration of 
that commission. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do notwish to dispute my friend’s statement. 
My understanding is that that commission had ample time in which 
to dispose of these claims. It was composed of three judges, who were 
constantly employed for ten years. They were armed with more ample 
facilities to get proof than any tribunal, almost, under the law, except, 
it may be, the 4th of July law. 

Mr. HOUK. That is true. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They sent their agents into my friend’s State; I 
think the number was as high as twenty-one, but I may overstate the 
number. They were sent into that State, as they were sent into other 
Southern States, for the purpose of gathering proof in reference to these 
claims both for the claimant and the Government. 

Mr. HOUK. Scarcely a case comes up in this House of the charac- 
ter of the pending bill that this Southern Claims Commission is not re- 
ferred to. It is alleged here again as the reason why this particular 
claim should not be allowed. I therefore wish to get before the Housea 
statement of the fact that when that Southern Claims Commission ex- 
pired its work was not completed, but on the contrary there were sev- 
eral thousand claims, with all the proof, which had never been acted 
upon, and which were all bundled up and dumped into the Third Aud- 
itor’s Office. We are constantly having these claims brought up, and 
it is proposed to reject them because of this Southern Claims Commis- 
sion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam confident of one thing, that if any gentleman _ 
had suggested to Congress that this Southern Claims Commission re- 
quired further time Congress would have nted it. Congress has 
always shown the greatest interest in doing justice in these cases. 

Mr. HOUK. IfCongress would have granted it then, why not grant 
it now? If Congress would have extended the time in reference to 
these claimants, gentlemen, what reason is there to refuse it in ref- 
erence to individual cases where it is shown that the claim is just and 
the claimant was loyal? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend see that a case presented by 
these papers is merely ex parte and is quite a different thing from the 
investigation and report upon these claims by a tribunal like the Southern 
Claims Commission? 

Mr. HOUK. The reading of these papers has changed my mind 
about this particular case; but I want this House to understand that 
this Southern Claims Commission did not complete its work at the time 
the law expired, but that there were several thousand cases which had 
been made up which were left over and dumped into the Third Aud- 
itor’s Office. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I now yield to the gentleman from Col- 
orado [Mr. Symes]. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, I followed the report in this case, and 
I do not think it shows the slightest disloyalty on the part of any man 
who lived in Western Kentucky or Tennessee during the war. Itseems 
the army got between him and his home; that he was not able to return 
for some years. Sir, I have a little practical knowledge of the state of 
things which existed throughout that unfortunate country during that 
crisis. That country was beset with armies on every hand. There 
were the regular Union troops, the regular Confederate troops, the 
cavalry raiders. There were regulators, and every other kind of troops 
which were known to the warfare of the Middle Ages. 

I commanded for a short time a cavalry expedition through a por- 
tion of that country, and it made an impression upon me I shall never 
forget. Here lived a poor man on his plantation. He hada large fam- 
ily; he had a few horses; he had a few mules, and was trying to raise a 
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crop for his support and that of his family. The raiders on one side 
would come and carry them away, and raiders on the other side would 
come and take what the others had left. Will gentlemen tell me that 
such a man, in such a situation, should announce his loyalty and that 
he was a Union man on every occasion? 

Any gentleman who reflects on the situation of that unfortunate in- 
dividual must know the moment it got out that he was a Union man, 
the next Confederate raid everything would be taken away which had 
been left. If he said he was a Confederate and was to keep his 
family from starving, the Union cavalry would proceed to take what 
he had when they next succeeded in reaching his premises. 

Why, sir, this poorindividual, striving to keep his family from stary- 
ing in the midst of such surroundings, would have been pardoned if 
he had stood up and told the most plausible stories that he could in- 
vent from morning until night, and fitting his stories to the troops, 
wonner Federal or Confederate, that camped in the vicinity of his lit- 
tle home. 

Sir, this committee have found, I believe, that this man drifted 
down into Alabama, and that he could not find his way back home 
again on account of the presence of the army for two or three years. I 
wish to say upon that point it is no evidence of his disloyalty. The 
poor fellow was driven around by these cavalry raids continually; and 
from my personal knowledgeof that country, by practical observation, 
that fact is no evidence he was not the most loyal man south of the 
Ohio River. 

Mr. Chairman, it is easy for gentlemen who live in the far distance 
from the scene of hostilities to say they want positive proof that a man 
is loyal to present such a claim; but if some of them, by the fortunes 
of war, had been placed in that man’s situation they would have done 
anything at the time to save their families from starvation and their 
property from confiscation. Again, sir, I do think that this committee 
ought to know better than I do, better than the gentleman from In- 
diana knows, and better than any of us know, who have not taken these 
papers home and carefully gone over them and made notes of the tes- 
timony, whether or not a proper amount is reported here. It strikes 
me as farcical, and I want to say this, here and now—— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Colorado that I was on the War Claims Committeein the last Congress 
when we investigated and reported against this bill, and I know as 
much about it as the gentleman from Colorado, 

Mr. SYMES. The statement of the gentleman, that he knows as 
much as ‘‘the gentleman from Colorado,” is entirely irrelevant. Itis 
as irrelevant as speeches generally are to country juriesin Southern In- 
diana. [Laughter and applause.] The ‘‘ gentleman from Colorado?’ 
did not say he had investigated this claim, or that he knew whether 
this individual was entitled to $1,000 or to $5,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I said I did not believe that the gentlemen who were 
not on the War Claims Committee knew as much about this report 
as the gentlemen who were upon it. They are honorable gentle- 
men; they are able gentlemen; they have investigated this claim care- 
fully; they have reported it to the House, and I am not here to stickle 
on the question as to whether the committee think $2,000 or $3,500 is 
the right amount. I only say that if $2,000 was due to this man for 
porey used by the Federal Army before 1866, I think he ought to 

ave about $3,500 now, because this Government has delayed paying 
his claim for so long a time. 

If the gentleman from Indiana was upon the committee, and under- 
stands about the claim, very well. Iam not combating that. Iam 
saying that the three hundred membersin this House who don’t know 
anything of the claim except by the report of the committee are jus- 
tified in voting for it and sustaining that report, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a mo- 
ment in order to have the report of the Committee on War Claims in 
the last Congress on this bill read. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I am willing to have anything read, and 
to have the claim fought in any way that gentlemen may desire to 
fight it, provided I am allowed to make a statement in response to the 
gentleman from Indiana at the close. Gentlemen can have the whole 
record and the testimony and all the communications in regard to the 
claim read and published if they desire it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I send to the desk the report of the Committee on 
Claims of the last Congress, and also a minority report submitted by 
ane genes from Kentucky [Mr, STONE], and ask that they may be 
read. 

The reports were read, as follows: 


The claimant in this case seeks compensation for property owned by him in 
the month of June, 1864, at Dalton, Ga. He says it was worth $3,500, and that 
the same was taken from him by the Army of the United States under the com- 
mand of Lieutenant Haste, of Indiana, and Colonel Laibolot, of the Second Reg- 
iment of Missouri Volunteers. He avers that he was loyal to the Government 
of the United States. 

Conceding this claim to be correctly stated, as matter of fact no compensation 
ean be allowed for the loss, It was property held. and owned in an insurrec- 
Tonay State, and was seized during active hostilities. All the general legisia- 
tion of Congress has been inst allowing this class of claims, and your com- 
mittee see no good reason for a change of that policy. There is no so 
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exceptional in this case as to warrant your committee in nepasin from the 
poas rule, and they therefore recommend that the bill in case do lie upon 
e e. $ 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY, 


[To accompany bill H. R. 940.] 


I do not concur in the report of the majority of the Committee on War Claims 
in the case of John M. Higgins, 
W. J. STONE, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to add that during the entire session of the 
last Congress—both sessions—numerous reports came from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims rejecting cases of this kind for the reason there 
stated; and the reasons given in the report furnished the groundwork 
for the legislation heretofore had by Congress upon the subject. 

It has been uniform up to this time that property taken in the midst 
of hostilities was not to be paid for, and whether the claimant was loyal 
or not is not material. It is the case of property taken in the midst of 
war, as reported by the Committee on War Claims in the last Congress, 
for which compensation has not been made by general law of Congress; 
and I do not remember that any special acts of Con have been 

d in such cases up to this time. here may ins een ‘ons slipped 
through without observation; but when it comes to discussion I think 
it will be found the records of Congress are uniform as to the fact that 
property taken in the midst of hostilities has not been paid for by the 
Government. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. STONE] permit me to say just one word? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iyield to the gentleman for one minute. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ido not attach any importance what- 
ever to the language of the report of the last Congress so far as the mat- 
ter is stated to have occurred within the insurrectionary district. It 
is entirely possible that loyal men entitled to the protection of the 
Government may have resided within what is known in war parlance 
as the enemy’s country, or in the insurrectionary district. Nor do Ire- 
gard it as a matter of importance, so far as the discussion of this 
question is concerned, that there should be additional proofs of the 
claimant’s loyalty. I do not suppose it is always possible for a man 
who is loyal to the Government to show it by any overt act, especially 
when he is surrounded on all sides by enemies. 

I should assume if he were in the insurrectionary district and there 
was no evidence to show that he took part in the insurrection, that he 
was influenced to do something to further the objects of those engaged 
in insurrection against the Government—I should think it is fair to 
assume that he was loyal. 

But here is a question that comes to my mind. I think that in all 
these claims that have heretofore been allowed by an act of Con 
it was first necessary to show that the property upon which the claim 
is based was either quartermarter or commissary stores, such as might 
be properly used by the Army for military purposes. I judge from the 
nature of the articles that were appropriated in this case that they were 
articles properly entering into stores of this description. But it is nec- 
essary, I think, to show in the second place that they were seized by 
the command of an officer having authority, Certainly it is not essen- 
tial that it should be shown that the seizure was founded upon an order 
from the War Department or even from the commanding general; but 
certainly it should be shown that it was by order of the officer in im- 
mediate command. 

The reason why that is necessary is, I think, obvious. The Govern- 
ment is not responsible for every trespass committed bya soldier in its 
army operating in the enemy’s country, engaged in its wars. For acts 
of trespass unauthorized, done ont of a spirit of mischief or with the 
mere design of committing injury to the other side, for acts of this kind 
certainly the Goyernment is not and ought not to be held responsible, 
even ifin the commission of them there was a destruction or an appro- 
priation of such property as might properly belong to the military 
stores of the Government; and it seems to me, and I have listened care- 
fully to the reports in this case, and the testimony so far_as it has been 
read, that it is not sufficiently disclosed that this property was taken 
by command of an officer having authority and duly appropriated in 
the proper and legitimate way to the use of the Army. 

Believing that the stores were military stores fit to be used by the 
Army in the Quartermaster and Commissary Departments, and believ- 
ing there is sufficient proof of the claimant’s loyalty, I still hesitate 
under the circumstances to vote for this claim, because I do not see it 
has been sufficiently shown that the property was appropriated in such 
a way by the officers of the Army as would make the Government le- 
gally or in equity responsible for it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I have very little time left, but, in an- 
swer to the gentleman who has just taken his seat, I want to say 
the testimony here shows plainly that these stores were taken by a 
commissioned officer of the United States Army. Ihave never been 
informed what sort of commission there must be in order to make such 
an act authoritative. But these stores were taken by United States 
officers and for the use of the United States Army. 

Now I want to say one word in regard to the point raised by my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. Honan] as to a discrepancy in these ac- 
counts, He says that in 1865 Higgins claimed an amount of $600 for 
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mules. Thatis true. He says that these papers were sent for at my 
instance. That is also true. I do not want to cover up anything in a 
claim, and am not here to advocate the payment of claims that are un- 
ust or illegal. He filed his claim in 1865 not having an idea that the 
nited States Goyernment would pay for the flour and bacon and beef 
which were used; but afterward, in 1876, when he found this class of 
stores and supplies was being paid for, Higgins asked the Government 
to pay him for that class of supplies for which they were paying others. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word about the cry raised here in regard to 
opening the flood-gates. I have heard that cry about opening the flood- 
gates ever since I havc been in politics. Some fellow is always trying 
to getup ascare for the country by the cry about opening up some 
sort of flood-gates. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say furthermore that this man’s loy- 
alty is established; the taking and using of his property is established; 
the taking of it by a commissioned officer is established. It is just the 
character of claim that has been occasionally, and very occasionally, 
allowed here during the last twenty years. > 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to call his attention 
to one point? Sa 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inthe gentleman’s report, I believe, he mentions 
the fact that this claim was presented through Mr. Pennebaker, the 
State agent of Kentucky. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No, sir; Ido not mention that in the 
report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, it is mentioned in the papers. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is in the papers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I read from these papers: 


OFFICE Kestocky STATE AGENCY, 
Washington, January 19,1866. 
GENERAL: Ihayethe honor to inclose herewith for your consideration a 
Claim under the act of July 4, 1964, of John M. Higgins, three mules, $600, and to 
Tequest payment thereof. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, ~ 
- C. D. PENNEBAKER, 


Agent State of Kentucky. 
General M. C. METGS, j 
Quartermaster-Gencral, United States Army. 


It appears, therefore, that in 1866 the claim was presented for three 
mules, amounting to $600; while now it is for four mules, and other 
articles which are added to the claim. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is simply a 
reiteration of what the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] has 
already said. I want to call the attention of the Chair and of the com- 
mittee to the fact that, so faras the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] is concerned, you might as well shake a red flag in the face of a 
bull as to present here for payment any claim for property taken south 
of the Ohio River. But when there is a claim north of the Ohio, ora 
claim coming from his own district, he has no objection to it. Evenat 
this Congress he presented before our committee a bill providing for 
the payment of a claim in his own district. I reported the bill back at 
his request, and he requested meas a favor not to object to his getting 
unanimous consent for its passage, and that bill has hereand has 
gone to the other end of the Capitol; yet now he is here, interposing 
these technical objections to the payment of the just claim of a loyal 
man who happens to livesouth of the Ohio, [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. é 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the bill to which the gentleman refers was for 
the payment of a good claim, was it not? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Gentlemen, I was not loyal during that 
war; I was upon the other side, and it is the most astonishing thing 
in the world to me that Iam made chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims, and am here working day and night—an average of eighteen 
hours a day do I give to this work—irying to get the Government of 
the United States to pay the just claims of men who were loyal to it 
during the war. [Renewed applause.] And, while I am engaged in 
that work, we find a man here coming from a loyal State who is unwill- 
ing to do justice to a loyal citizen of the United States whose home was 
in Kentucky, because he was so unfortunate, as he thought, as to be de- 
tained with his property in a State which was declared to be in rebell- 
jon. Iam not here to advocate the payment of unjust claims. If this 
claim was good before the Southern Claims Commission, as is stated by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], I wish to.ask him why it 
is not just before the Congress of the United States, not having been 
filed before the Southern Claims Commission ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I donotcareanything about ‘‘ opening the flood- 
gates; ’’ I hold that the Government ought to pay every just claim with- 
out regard to precedents. 

“Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: That is my position. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But I wish toask the gentleman from Kentucky 
how he explains the discrepancy between the bill presented by this 
man sn een aed his present claim? I ask the question simply for in- 

ormation. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The explanation is this: When Mr. 


Higgins filed his claim at that time he believed that mules and horses 
taken by the United States Army were the only things that would 
be paid for. Afterwards he found that quartermaster’s stores—bacon, 
flour, lumber, and such things—were being paid for. Then he added 
those items to his bill, and he was perfectly justified in doing it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I stated before, I am not here advocating the 
payment of any unjust claims; I am not here advocating the opening 
of any ‘‘flood-gates;”? I am only asking that the Government of the 
United States will do justice to worthy and honest claimants whom it 
has encouraged by its laws to present their claims for losses incurred 
during the war. 

Now, this Committee of the Whole can do just what it pleases in re- 
gard to this claim. If the sense of justice among members here is not 
deep enough to secure the passage of this bill, proposing to do justice to 
this man, in whose favor every point is established, the fault is not 
mine. I have done my duty; I have giveu you the whole facts of the 
re I = not tried to cover up or keep back a single circumstance. 

Applause. 

= HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the suggestion made 
by my friend from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] expresses exactly the line 
of public duty on this floor. My friend reported a claim in favor of a 
Union soldier who had rendered service—— 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I want to emphasize right here the fact 
that I have reported scores of claimsin favor of Union soldiers who had 
had injustice done them for twenty years by men entertaining the opin- - 
ions which my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] entertains in re- 
gard to these claims. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, my friend speaks very well; and the 
only reason I have not joined in applauding him is because I had this 
paperinmyhand. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Chairman, my friend misap- 
prehends. I did not expect him to report a bill to pay a soldierin my 
district, except upon its own merits; and I am sure he did notdoso. I 
am sure he convinced himself that the claim was a just one and ought 
to be paid. If he reports any bill which is subject to criticism, he cer- 
tainly, with his magnanimity and sense of justice, can raise no objec- 
tion to faircriticism and discussion. Why, sir, he ought to ask me, as 
well as other gentlemen on this floor, to criticise any measure he may 
present, if justice requires such criticism. Thisis simply a public duty. 
Neither the wishes of my friend from Kentucky nor myself are to be 
considered in a matter of this sort. The question is what is right and 
just to be done by this great Government of ours. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. x 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I wish merely to emphasize the last re- 
mark of the gentleman. Iam only attempting to do justice to meri- 
torious and worthy claims. My remarks with regard to the position I 
had occupied relative to his own bill were only brought ont by his re- 
iteration of a point which had been answered to the satisfaction of every- 
body else in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idonot think that remark was in bad taste; I think 
such reference was entirely proper; and I know that my friend is always 
careful in his remarks. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say with emphasis that my friend from Ken- 
tucky has shown the utmost magnanimity with regard to claims on 
behalf of Union soldiers in the North as well as in the South. But I 
think the gentleman has misapprehended the pointinvolved here; forI 
have said that it seems to be well established that this claimant was a 
loyal man. It is a question as to the justice of the claim. 

I now ask the Clerk to read the paper which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE KENTUCKY STATE AcENcy, 
Washingtor, Janwary 19,1866, 
GESERAL: Ihave the honor to inclose-herewith for your consideration the 
claim under actof July 4, 184, of John M. Higgins, three mules, $000, and request 
eae AÍ our obedient servant, 
ery yy oa EE AKER, 
General M. C. Mrres, aa cee 
Qua al United Stutes Army. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be observed thatthe paper just read is dated 
Jan 19, 1866. The account presented at that time, very shortly 
after the close of the war, by the agent of the State of Kentucky to 
the Quartermaster-General of the United States Army, was for three 
mules valued at $600. My friend from Kentucky says that the reason 
the other articles were not included in the claim at that time was that 
this gentleman did not suppose that anything but horses and mules 
would be paid for. My friend, however, forgets that the original 
claim presented against the Government in 1866 was for three mules 
at$200each, making $600, while the later claim, topay which this bill is 
reported, embraces four mules and a horse and all the other articles 
which are named, aggregating $3,550. How does my friend explain 
that? I -yield for an explanation. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Why, Mr. Chairman, I have explained 
that matter twice to the gentleman; and I apprehend there is no other 
gentleman on this floor to whom the explanation slready made has not 
been satisfactory. But the gentleman-from Indiana, in his determi- 
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nation to defeat this claim—and it has been my fortune to have him 
oppose every claim I have advocated on this floor—proposes to quibble 
over this matter until the House shall become weary and adjourn with- 
out disposing of this question, thereby defeating or delaying just pay- 
ment to a man who stands knocking at your doors for justice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But still my friend will allow me to ask, is it not 
likely that a claim presented almost immediately after the period in 
which the elaim is said to have accrned—for this claim is alleged to 
have accrued between 1861 and 1864—is it not likely that a claim pre- 
sented in 1866 was more accurate than one made eleven years later? 

Mr. WARNER. Does not the gentleman know if this claim was 
presented in 1866 it was not presented by the claimant himself, but by 
a State agent? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. And I understand that in this case the claimant 
now swears to his claim and to his loyalty at the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have called attention to the disparity of the claim 
made at different times, and I have no more to add. If the House 
thinks it proper to pay this claim thus enlarged, of course it will do so. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to lay the bill aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I hope that will not be done. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 126. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass, 


A. GATES LEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the hill (H. R. 4908) 
for the relief of A. Gates Lee, surviving partner of A. G. & B. P, Lee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized to pay to A. Gates Lee, of McCracken County, Kentucky, surviving 
partner of A. G. & B. P. Lee, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
nck oes the sum of $675, for use and occupation of their mill property by 

nited States troops during the late war. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move toamend by inserting before ‘‘A. 
Gates Lee’ the words ‘‘heirs of,’ and by inserting after the word 
“Lee” the word ‘‘deceased.’? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 297) for 
Sy oe of A. Gates Lee, have had the same under consideration, and report 
as follows: 

The petition is presented by A. Gates Lee, as the surviving partner of A. G. 
& P. B Lee, and the claim made is for damages sustained by the occupation 
of real estate by United States troops from October 1, 1861, until about January 


1,1864. 

The testimony submitted shows that A. G. & P. B. Lee built a flour-mill and 
appurtenances in the city of Paducah in 1857 or 1858, the whole original cost of 
which is estimated at $13,400; the machinery, consisting of steam-engine, boil- 
ers, etc., being estimated at $6,000. Atthis mill they conducted their business 
until 1861, when, they allege, offers were made to them to supply the Confed- 
erate troops with flour, in violation of the President’s proclamation, at very 
luerative prices, which they refused. 

Their loyalty is attested by numerous affidavits and statements, one of which 
asserts that A. G. Lee was excommunicated from his church in the early partof 
the year 1861 because of his ardent devotion to the Union. 

This mill nad eee consisted of the main building, 50 feet long by 30 feet 

ies high; a shed two stories high, 50 feet long by 14 feet wide; 


ders from Major-General Donaldson, br pee keete md of military division of 
ucah to investigate and report the 
rty known as “ Linwood Mills” dur- 
ing, and caused by, its occupancy by the military authorities of the United 
States, and also the amount of rent equitably due for possession of said pro: 
erty. They reported in a few days after their appointment that the monthly 
Pyle worth $75, and by a separate report that the damages sustained were 


$11 
No further proceedings appear until January 29,1867, when Acting Quarter- 
master-General D, H. Rucker addressed to the Secretary of War the following: 


“ QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, January 29, 1867, 


“Sie: I have the honor to return herewith the inclosed papers relative to the 
claim of A. G.& R. P. Lee, for damage and destruction of property known as 
the ‘Linwood Mills,’ at Paducah, Ky., referred to this office by the War De- 
partment, and to report: M 
“ That Bvt. Maj, Gen. J. L. Donaldson, chief quartermaster at Nashville, Tenn., 
was directed, December 29, 1865, from this office, to pay rent for this property 
at the rate of $25 per month from the time it wasseized by the United States to 
the time it was vacated. 

“He was also advised that claims for damages could not be paid from any 
appropriation under the control of the Quartermaster-Gen , but that the 

mants in such cases must await the action of Congress. 

“The Acting Quartermaster-General knows of no objection,so far as this 


office is concerned, to the application of Mr. Frederick Koones, ‘that the claim 
be ge x to sever uoa pain an pit b 
“Very ri y, your o ut servani 
“D. H. RUCKER, 
“Acting Quartermaster-General, Brevet Major-General. 
“Hon, E. M. STANTON, 
“Secretary of War, Washington, D. O.” 


“ August 8, 1968, General James A. Hardie, president Commission of Claims 
addressed the Secretary of War, saying, after reciting the foregoing letter of 
General Rucker: 

**At the instance of the claimants this case was referred to the Claims Com- 
mission, by whom no action appears to have been taken in 1e preneo The 
commission see no sufficient reason fora modification of the action already had 
in the claim by the Quartermaster-General,’”’ 

This was approved by Major-General Schofield, Secretary of War, August 12, 


868. 

The rent of $25 was never paid by the Government. 

That he and his brother been loyal men; that their propeniy has been 
taken and used in the public service, and thereby greatly injured; and that 
proper compensation should be made, the committee think there can be no 
doubt. Notwithstanding the assessment made by the citizens appointed by the 
assistant quartermaster, the committee feel at a loss to arrive at a just estimate 
of the damages. The whole of the poiidings and machinery when new are said 
to have cost $13,400. The machinery is estimated at $6,000. 

Your committeeare of opinion that the case under consideration is one of great 
bardship, and recommend that claimants be paid the sum of $675 for rent of said 
buildings for two years and three months, and report herewith a substitute for 
the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will state 
the time covered in this claim for rental. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. The property was taken possession of 
October 1, 1861, and continued to be so occupied by the United States 
troops until January, 1864, that is for two years and three months, It 
appears from the report of General Rucker, Acting Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, that the owners of this property agreed to take $25 per month 
from the day it was seized by the United States to the time it was va- 
cated; and further, that Bvt. Maj. Gen. J. L. Donaldson, chief quarter- 
master at Nashville, Tenn., was directed October 29, 1865, to pay rent 
for the property at that rate. But that rent of $25 was never paid by 
the Government. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress I introduced a bill, which passed the 
House, appropriating money for the payment of this claim. It went to 
the Senate, and they were willing to allow for rent but not for dam- 
ages. Since then A. Gates Lee, the surviving partner, has died after 
waiting so many years to be reimbursed for the use of his property. 
The heirs being in destitute circumstances are willing to accept the 
rate provided for in the bill, and I think the gentleman will admit 
there is no good reason why we should further delay doing justice to 
these claimants. It is only a rate of rent for this property which the 
Quartermaster-General directed should be allowed and which these 

rties are willing to accept. 2 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why was not rental for the property fixed at the 
same rate in the preceding bill? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It was because A. Gates Lee was not 
willing to accept it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the Committee on War Claims think it ought 
to pass further claims for rent for the use of buildings or grounds occu- 
pied at the seat of war? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Paducah, Ky., could not have been said 
to be at the seat of war ab any time during the war. Down to 1865 
it was a depot of supplies, which were sent out in every direction. 
When this claim was made originally an officer was sent by the Depart- 
ment to investigate the facts, and the Quartermaster-General directed 
the payment of $25 a month during the time it was in use by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky to the section of the statutes which I now send to the desk, 
and ask if in his opinion this claim does not come within the prohibi- 
tion therein contained as to the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims; that 
is to say, whether or not the Court of Claims is not expressly prohib- 
ited from considering claims of this class. I ask the Clerk to read the 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. CHAP, 116. The jurisdiction of said court shall not extend to or include ` 
any claim against the United States growing out of the destruction or Gim i 
to property by the Army or Navy perpen | the warfor thesuppresion of the rebell- 

estate by any of the military or naval 
forces of the United States in the operations of said forces during the snid war 
at the seat of war; nor shall the said court have jurisdiction of any claim against 
the United States which is now barred by virtue of the provisions of any law of 
the United States, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
this question: Whether or not the claim now pending is not one of the 
class of claims prohibited by that section of the statutes? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the section which has 
been read, I will state in reply to the gentleman from Indiana, has 
nothing whatever to do with the pending case. The question as to the 
rights and powers of the Court of Claims is not in controversy here at 


all. 

Mr. HOLMAN, No; but my friend will see that the question is 
very different. Is not this claim of that class which is there prohibited, 
and jurisdiction over which is not conferred upon the Court of Claims? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky.. Well, itis not of that class of claims; 
and even if it was, so much the more strong would be our reason for 


ion, or for the use or occupation of 


1888. 
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coming to Congress. Hereare the findings of an officer of the Quarter- 
master’s Department, acting under orders of the General of the Army, 
and that report approved by Hon, E. M. Stanton, Secretary of War, 
showing that the property was worth $25 a month, and the quarter- 
master was instructed to pay thatsum. But A. Gates Lee, as repre- 
senting this firm, was not willing to take $25 a month for it. Leehas 
lived out his days, unwilling to take the amount of the award; but 
now his heirscome in and say, ‘‘ Pay us that sum and let us go; we are 
willing to accept it in liquidation of the debt: This is simply an act 
of Congress to carry out the order of the War Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed. 

The amendment of Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


C. M. BRIGGS, DECEASED. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4909) 
for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, deceased. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims is hereby given, subject to the pro- 


viso hereinafter mentioned, like jurisdiction to hear and determine the claim of 


the legal representatives of C. M. Briggs, deceased, for the proceeds of 455 bales 


of cotton, now in the Treasury of the United States, alleged to have been owned 
in whole or in part by said Briggs, as is ake to said court by the actsof March 
12, 1863, and July 2, 1864, upon petition to be filed in said court at any time within 
two years from the > passage of this act, any statute of limitations tothe amt 
eta naecnatis ided, however, That unless said court shall, on a prelim’ 
nary inquiry, find that said Briggs was in fact loyal to the United States Gov- 
ernment, and that the assignment to him hereinafter mentioned was bona fide, 
the court shall not have jurisdiction of the case, and the same shall, without 
further proceedings, be dismissed: And provided further, That if the court shall 
find thatthe alle; assignment from one Morehead tosaid Briggs, of date April 
18, 1862, under which said Briggs claimed said cotton, was intended only as se- 
curity tosaid Briggs for indebtedness, and inst contingent liabilities assumed 
by him for said Morehead, judgment shall rendered for such portion of the 
pro of said cotton as will satisfy the debts and claims of said Briggs, to se- 
cure which said assignment was given. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
taken the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House, having had under consideration the Private Calendar, had in- 
structed him to report sundry bills with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The joint resolution of the Senate of the following title, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole without amendment, was considered, 
ordered to a third reading, and being read a third time, was passed 
(two-thirds voting in favor thereof), namely: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 6) to remove all political disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
upon Abram C. Myers. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, were severally ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and being engrossed, were accordingly read the third time, and passed 
(two-thirds voting in favor thereof), namely: 

A bill (H. R. 3) to remove the political disabilities of William W. 
Mackall, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 4811) for the relief of Robert Johnson, of New York. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendment, were severally considered, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and being engrossed, were accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 76) for the relief of L. A. Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 48) for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson; 

A bill (H. R. 120) for the relief of Charlotte Caroline Hackleman; 

A bill (H. R. 611) for the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and 
executrix of William Ward, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the volunteers of the Fourth 
Regiment of Iowa Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 481) for the relief of Stephen M. Honeyeutt; and 

A bill (H. R, 482) for the relief of Levi Jones. 

The following House bill, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with an amendment, was considered, the amendment agreed to, and 
the bill as amended ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being. engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
namely: : 

A bill (H. R. 440) granting a pension to Mary C. Knight. 


JOHN M. HIGGINS, SR. 

The bill (H. R. 4907) for the relief of John M. Higgins, sr., reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, was considered, the question being 
on the engrossment and third reading. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill the title of which has just 
been read was the subject of considerable discussion in the committee, 
and it seems reasonably clear that the sum of $600 is due to this claim- 
ant since 1866. The bill provides a much larger sum. I hope, there- 
fore, the gentleman from Kentucky will consent to the recommittal of 
the bill to his committee for a further examination of the facts in the 
case. 


If this claimant in 1866 sent in a claim for $600 it is certainly fair to 
presume that there was no just foundation for the claim of $3,550, for 
if it existed at all it existed at that time, at the time that the original 
claim was présented in 1866. 

Therefore it seems to me the House should not hesitate to recommit 
this bill and give the Committee on War Claims an opportunity to re- 
consider its action. I therefore move that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on War Claims with instructions to allow the claim as orig- 
inally made for $600. 

It is very obvious that my friend from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] mis- 
apprehends the excuse for not making the claim full in the first instance. 
For when the claim was presented in 1876 it was for four mules and 
one horse, and other articles, running up to $3,550. My friend can see 
that this gentleman can not offer as an excuse that he presumed other 
articles were to he allowed for. He now claims for four mulesand one 
horse, articles which he admitted as proper for the consideration of the 
Quartermaster-General, when the original claim was but for three ani- 
mals, at $600. Therefore I move to recommit with instructions so to 
amend the bill as to allow the claimant the amount originally claimed, 


$600. : 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That matter has been fully explained. 
We have discussed it here foran hour, and the very same reasons which 
were given in the committee against the recommittal of this bill stand 
good in the House. I hope the House will not recommit the bill, but 
will now it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to recommit the bill with in- 
structions. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 96. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion to recommit the 
bill was not agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

- hee SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
1 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 8; 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Count the other side. 

The negative vote was counted, and was 136. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote) the yeas 
and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was passed. 

A. GATES LEE. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the bill 
(H. R. 4908) for the relief of A. Gates Lee, with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, the title of the bill was 
amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of the heirs of A. Gates 
Lee and B. P. Lee, deceased.” 


RECONSIDERATION. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the votes by which 
the several bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. n 


PRINTING OF MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENT NO. 124. 


Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Texas 
yields to me that I may submit for reference the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 500 copies of the res- 


olution designated as House Miscellaneous Document 124, as amended and 
passed by the House of Representatives January 26, 1883. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
NEW MADRID LOCATION SURVEY. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill a copy of which I send to 
the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4556) to confirm New Madrid location, survey No. 2889, and to pro- 
vide for issue of patent therefor. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the action of the recorder of land titles of 
Missouri, in the case of Bernard and Anthony Laffond, under the act of Con- 

approved the 17th day of February, 1815,in pursuance of which survey 
Yo, 2889 was made and patent certificate issued by the recorder of land titl 
No, 367, as the same are now on file in the General Land Office of the Unit 
States, be, and the same is hereby, confirmed; and patent shall issue therefor, as 
in er according to said survey, any question of the regularity of the 
proceedings, in view of the absence of the relinquishment of one of the original 
owners, to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr, DOCKERY. This bill was unanimously reported by the Com- 
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mittee on Private Land Claims. Iask that the report be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. LATHAM) is as follows: 


The Committee on Private Land Sangean bee whom was referred House bill 
OO, DATO SATOI ANDION See BETS, respectfully submit the following 
rej į 

consequence of injuries to certain lands in the county of New Madrid, in 
the then Terri of Missouri in 1811, Congress passed Ge wr TAA Feb- 
pas 17,1815,and found in volume 3 of the Statutes, page 211,which is as fol- 


w3 
“SECTION 1. That any pace or persons owning lands in the county of New 
Madrid, in the Missouri Territory, with the extent the said county had on the 
10th day of November, 1812, and whose lands have been materially injured by 
earthquakes, shall be, and they hereby are, authorized to locate the like quan- 
tity ofland on any of the public lands of the said Territory the sale of which is 
authorized by law: Provided, That no person shall be permitted to locate a 
greater quantity of land under this act than the quantity confirmed to him, ex- 
cept the owners of lots of ground or tracts of land of less quantity than 160acres, 
who are hereby authorized to locate and obtain any quantity of land not ex- 
eceding 160 apa nor shall any person be entitled to locate more than 640 acres, 
nor shall any such location include any lead mine or salt spring: And provided 
also, That in every case where such location shall be made according tothe pro- 
visions of this act, the title of the m or persons to the land injured as afore- 
said shall revert to, and become lutely vested in, the United States. 

“Sec. 2. That whenever it shall appear to the recorder of land titles for the Ter- 
ritory of Missouri by the oath or affirmation of a competent witness or witnesses 
that any person or ms are entitled to a tract or tracts of land under the pro- 
visions of this act, it shall be the duty of the said recorder to issue a certificate 
thereof to the claimant or claimants; and upon such certificate being issued, and 
the location made on the application of the claimants, by the principal deputy 
surveyor for said Territory, or under his direction, whose duty it shall be to cause 
a survey thereof to be made, and to return a plat of each location made to the 
said recorder, together with a notice in writing, designating the tract or tracts 
thus located, and the name of the claimant on whose behalf the same shall be 
made; which notice and plat the said recorder shall cause to be recorded in his 
oftice, and shall receive from the claimant for his serviceson each claim the sum 
of & for receiving the proof, issuing the certificate, and recording the notice and 
patas poneys AN sadane menor So be Mayas oo cea SIES A 

for his services from the party applying as owed for surveying the public 
lands of the United States. à 
“Seo, 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the recorder of 
Jand titles to transmit a repert of the claims allowed and locations made under 
this act to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and shall deliver to 
the party a certificate, stating the circumstances of the case, and that he is en- 
titled to a patent for the tract therein designated, which certificate shall be filed 
with the said recorder within twelve months after date, and the recorder shall 
thereupon issue a certificate in favor of the party, which certificate, being trans- 
mitted to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, shall entitle the party 
to a patent, to be issued in like manner as is provided by law for other public 
lands of the United States.” 
It will be seen by reference tothe act that any parties owning sunken or in- 
jured lands were allowed to a new location of an equivalent number of 
acres on any part of the pon domain subject to sale and entry. Bernard and 
Anthony ‘ond were the owners of a tract of Jand in the New Madrid district, 
amounting to 490 arpents (about 320 acres), and it appears that the recorder of 

“land titles issued to them a certificate for a new lotation on the 26th Febru- 
ary, 1825, in pursuance of which certificate they located their claim in Clay 
County, Missouri. 

it further appears from the record of the recorder of land titles that Bernard 
Laffond, on the Mth of February, 1807, parted with 100 arpents of the injured 
land to James Simpson; but Simpson does not appear to have relinquished his 
interest in said land. For this reason the Commissioner of the Land Office is 
unable to issue a patent to the present owners, successors to the said Bernard 
and Anthony Laffond, and the bill seeks simply to quiet the title by authoriz- 
ing the issue of a patent to the land in question, the present owners having held 
undisturbed and ul possession for sixty-three years. The chain of title 
from the time of the new location is perfect and complete; and the only defect 
standing in the way of the issue of the E is the failure of Simpson to re- 
linquish his interest in the New Madrid land. 

There is no evidence showing just why the recorder of land titles issued the 
certificate in the absence of such relinquishment; but inasmuch as the bill gave 
him quasi-judicial functions, it is the opinion of your committee that the re- 
corder understood Simpson had no interestinsaidlands. Simpson and his heirs 
(if any) are unknown, and have never in any manner,so far as the records of 
the Land Office show, laid any claim tothe 100 — in question. ‘The bill does 
not, however, affect any right that Simpson or his heirs (if there be any) may 
have in the injured lands. Atall events, itis manifest that Simpson or his heirs 
have no interest in the Clay County land located under certificate 367, survey 


For the reason, therefore, that the defect is only technical, and the present 
owners have held fuland undisputed possession of the land for sixty-three 
years under a certificate by an officer of the Government, we beg to re- 
port the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
pees ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VESSELS IN DISTRESS IN CANADIAN WATERS. 


Mr. NUTTING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Treasury Department is hereby ested, if not inconsist- 
ent with the public good, to transmit to this House, with all convenient speed, 
any and all co ndence, orders, and information in its custody in regard to 
the refusal of the dian authorities to allow American wrecking vessels and 
machinery to assist American vessels while in distress in Canadian waters, and 
as to whether Canadian wrecking vessels and machinery have been and are 
permitted to operate in American waters. 


GOTTLOB GROEZINGER. 
Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, called up the bill (H. R. 647) 


for the relief of Gottlob Groezinger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bs tt enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 


directed to refund and pay back to Gottlob Groezinger the sum of $1,047.60, taxes 
collected Li6t gallons of grape brandy which had been destroyed by fire 
in the d of said Gottlob Groezinger: Provided, That it shall be made to 


appese to the satisfaction of pataa A that said brandy had been accident- 
y destroyed by fire in the distillery before the tax thereon had been paid, and 
without the fraud, collusion, or negligence of the owner thereof. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to refund the tax ona 
quantity of brandy that was destroyed by fire, the case not being cov- 
ered by the present statute relating to such matters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why does not the case come under the statute? 

Mr. MORROW. Thestatute relating to this subject is section 3221 
of the Revised Statutes, which provides that the tax upon distilled 
spirits destroyed by fire shall be refunded by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; but it provides that in such cases the spirits must be in the 
distillery warehouse or bonded warehouse, orin the custody of an officer, 
to have the benefit of refunding in case of fire. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This tax has been paid. 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, yes; the tax was paid, and the only difficulty 
about the refunding of the tax was that the brandy was in the distil- 
lery and not in the warehouse, where it was required to be by law. 

A MEMBER. Was this bill reported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means ? 

Mr. MORROW. No; it was reported by the Committee on Claims. 
The claim is an entirely proper one. The only difficulty about the 
case is that the brandy was outside of the distillery warehouse at the 
time it was destroyed. 

Mr. FORD. Were the Committee on Claims unanimous in reporting 
the bill? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes; the committee were unanimous. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and þe- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. PENINGTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6605) to equalize bounties of soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late 
war for the Union; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME, KNOXVILLE, TENN. 

Mr. HOUK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6606) to 
established a soldiers’ home at or near the city of Knoxville, Tenn.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. s 

ROCK CREEK RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, by 
unanimous consent, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 
2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion to adjourn, the 
Chair will lay before the House the following requests: 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. LAIRD, by unanimousconsent, obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers in the case of Col. Augustus C. Ball, 
recently an applicant for restoration to the Army. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HIRES, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. NEWTON, for two days, on account of illness. 

The motion of Mr. LANHAM was then agreed to; and the Honse ac- 
cordingly (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 6562) for the relief of W. W. 
Screws—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 6563) to authorize the Batesville 
and Brinkley Railroad to build a bridge across the Black River, in 
Arkansas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 6564) for the relief of William 
S. Morris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 6565) for the relief of Josephine 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6566) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to placethe name of Milo R. Bowman on the pension-roll— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6567) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
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place the name of Freeland Haston on the pension-roll—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 6568) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 6569) for the relief of B. F. Moody & 
Co., or their legal representatives—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6570) to authorize the construction of 
a railway, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Muscatine, lowa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6571) for the benefit of the Amer- 
ican Mutual Benefit Association of Mexican War Veterans—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. G.. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6572) granting a pension to 
Franklin White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6573) granting a pension to Lucy 
A. Steger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6574) for the reliefof William Compton—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6575) for the relief of James L. Alsip—to the Com- 
* mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6576) for the relief of James M. McKuhan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6578) for the relief of Margaret S. Jones—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 6579) for the relief of GranvilleS. 
Pierce—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R: 6580) granting a pension to 
Jane M. Fillmore Farrel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 6581) granting a pension to James 
L. Boston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 6582) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 6584) to confirm the title to certain 
lands to William Morgan and Harrison Moore, and to provide for the 
issue of patents therefor—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. LAIRD: A bill (H. R. 6585) granting a pension to Augustus 
B. Pautzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 6586) granting a pension to 
Nancy O. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 6587) for the relief of John Jor- 
dan—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6588) for the relief of Edward McDonald Rey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6589) for the relief of M. M. 
Aldredge—to the Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. ROMEIS: A bill (H. R. 6590) for the relief of John Walsh— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of S. Dil- 
linger & Sons—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 6592) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of William Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 6593) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 6594) for the relief of Samuel H. In- 
gersoll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6595) for the relief of T. J. Powell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6596) for the relief of Josiah Haynes—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 6597) for the relief of Frederick Foote— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON; A bill (H. R. 6598) granting a pension to 
Maria Brasted—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6599) granting a pension to John Schubert—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6600) for the relief of August Geboner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6601) to fix the salary of the 
United States Indian agent at the Mackinac agency, Michigan—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 6602) forthe relief of James Obrion— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor 
children of Levi M. Hunter, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 6604) for the relief of James 8. Fau- 
sey—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of 8. Sprigg Belt, administrator 


of Ellen U. Belt, of Calvert County, and of Samuel C. Ludington, of 
Greenbrier County, West Virginia, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of United American Clay Pipe Em- 
ployers’ Association for a revision of tariff laws on European manu- 
factured clay pipes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

tition of the Junior Order of American Mechanics, relating to 
foreign immigration—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Papers in the claim of Michael H. Stone, of Grain- 
ger County, and of John H. Caldwell, of Jefferson County, Tennessee— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers inthe claim of John H. Caldwell and of David P. Hume, 
of Jefferson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition and evidence to accompany House bill 
4216—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of citizens of Stecle’s Station, St. Clair 
County, Alabama, for national aid to education and favoring the Blair 
bill—to the Committee on Education. j 

Also, petition of citizens of Marshall County, Alabama, against the 
forfeiture of the land grant to the Coosa and Tennessee River Railway 
Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of David B. Alexander, of Marshall County, Alabama, 
for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Papers in claim of Hannah D. Hine, and of Hannah 


‘| D. H. Hine, assignee, of Keokuk, Iowa—to the Committee on ‘War 


Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Rev. O. D. Clapp and others, citizens of 
Washington County, Vermont, for temporary aid to common schools— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of Rev. Alexander M. Higgins and 
others, citizens of Somerville, Mass., and vicinity, for temporary aid to 
common schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of David. Vance, and of William P. Hos- 
kins, administrator of George C. Hoskins, of Jefferson County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOVEY: Petition of Masters Post, No. 120, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Indiana, to accompany House bill 6503, for relief of 
Benjamin F. Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Papers in the claim of Sumpter & Christian, of 
Todd County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of citizens of Hayes County, Nebraska, for 
the issue of fractional currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. f 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of J. B. Fulkerson and others, citizens 
of Mannington, and of E. E. Earle and others, citizens of St. Charles, 
Ky., for a postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LATHAM: Papers in the claim of Elveny Russell, of Gates 
County, North Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Iradora F. Lincoln, widow of Benjamin 
C. Lincoln, major Second United States Colored Troops, for relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of the Junior Order of United American 
ee opposing foreign immigration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 

By Mr. LYNCH: Letter of the letter-carriers of Wilkes Barre, Pa., 
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of John W. Carvelle and others, citi- 
zens of New Portland and Skowhegan, Me.—to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Papers in the claim of F. K. Summers, 
for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers in theclaim of Mary Butler, of William 
H. Rogers, of Wilson Williams, administrator of Roderick Williams, 
of Consider Parish, and of Columbus C. Wilburn and Miles W. Wil- 
burn, executors of W. R. Wilbourn, of Mississippi—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of M. K. Redwine, widow of James A. Redwine, of La 
Fayette County, Mississippi, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of the deaf soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
for increase of pensions for deaf soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

Also, petition of J. A. Sabin, of St. Paul, Minn., relative to public- 
land entries—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of citizens of Battle Creek and Mar- 
shall, Mich., for temporary aid to common schools—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of the Anglers’ Association 
for Eastern Pennsylvania, protesting against the present method of 
menhaden fishing and asking for legislation upon the subject—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of William Anderson, for the removal of charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of citizens of Indiana, for reduction of pas- 
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senger and freight charges on railroads—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of business men of Greenville, S. C., against 
the passage of a bill to prevent the adulteration of lard—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Papers in the claim of Leger Restles; of Needham 
Branch; of W. D. McCallum, administrator of Malcolm McCallum; of 
Benjamin F. Rutherford; of Francis Molitor; of Mary E. O. McGregor; 
of Mary A. Branch; of Carsen R. Dalton; of Martha M. Parker; of James 
G. Phelan, of the city of Memphis; of Lewallen Rhodes, and of Mari- 
ama Stephenson, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jane S. Underwood, widow of O. K. Underwood, of 
Shelby County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Duncan H. McPhail and 18 others, citizens 
of Peoria, Ill., for a Government telegraph—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of the Anglers’ Association of East- 
ern Pennsylvania, to limit the fishing for menhaden to a line 3 miles 
from the coast of the Atlantic Ocean—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Robert McArthur and others, citizens of 
Saco and Biddeford, Me., for improvement of Saco River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Boards of Trade of Saco and of Biddeford, Me., 
in favor of same—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, ROGERS: Petition of Joseph W. Leverett,of Johnson County, 
Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio, 
opposing the reduction or removal of the duty on wool—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of John T. Suttor and 100 others, citi- 
zens of Dunkirk, Jay County, Indiana, for a pension to William P. 
Gordon, minor child of William H. Gordon, late of opa A, 
Eighty-fourth Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of August Gebaner, for removal 
of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Schubert, for a special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
relating to foreign immigration—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of [the Lake Carriers’ Association, for a naval re- 
serve—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial ot ex-soldiers, sailors, and marines, for increased rating 
for deafness—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition of the Vermont Women’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, officially signed, fora national prohibitory con- 
stitutional amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Petition of citizens of Boulder, Montana Territory, 
for a law prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers in claim of Elizabeth Booker, of Cher- 
okee County, and of George W. Burrow, of Jackson County, Alabama— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of James T. S. Greenfield, of Ten- 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition for a pension to Jane M. Fillmore, 
widow of John M. Fawell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of Mrs. T. M. Randolph, widow of Edward 
Randolph, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BUTLER: Of citizens of Furnace, Johnson County, and of 
Washington College, Tennessee. 

By Mr. T. J. JOHNSTON: Of W. B. Sutton and others, of North 
Carolina. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Of N. B. Nixon and others, of Pen, Christian 
County, Kentucky. 

GA Mr. McCLAMMY: Of citizens of Walter, Wayne County, North 
rolina. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Of W. R. Kilpatrick and 20 others, Lincoln 
County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Of citizens of River View, Mecklenburgh County, 
North Carolina. 

By Mr. SCULL: Of citizens of Pugh, Somerset County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of R. A. Rountree and others, of Maury 
County, Tennessee, 


The following petitions, asking for the passage of the bill prohibiting 


the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages in the 
District of Columbia, were severally referred to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic: 
4 x Mr HEARD (by request): Of 210 citizens of the District of Co- 
umbia. 
= By Mr. KETCHAM: Of 77 citizens of the Sixteenth district of New 
Ork.- ©. 
By Mr. VANCE: Of 212 citizens of the District of Columbia, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 4, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 


VESSELS IN DISTRESS IN CANADIAN WATERS. 


Mr. NUTTING. I rise toa correction of the RECORD. While the 
Journal says that the preamble and resolution which I introduced yes- 
terday were read, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed, I find nothing except the resolution itself printed 
in the Recorp. The Journalseems to be correct; and I ask that in the 
RECORD of to-day the whole matter be printed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

The preamble and resolution are as follows: 


HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 3, 1888. 
Whereas it is alleged that the Canadian authorities for years have refused and 
now refuse to allow American wrecking vessels and machinery to assist Ameri- 
can vessels while in distress in Canadian canals and waters; and it is alleged 
further that Canadian wrecking vessels and machinery have been and now are 
allowed to come into American waters and assist any vessels there in distress— 
some of the facts in regard to these allegations will appear by the attached let- 
ters, which are made a part hereof: 
“Osweao, N. Y., February 1, 1888, 


“ DEAR SIR: On or about the 30th day of September, 1881, I, being controlling 
owner of steam-barge Thompson Kingsford, was notified that she was ashore 
at Wellington, Ontario, and immediate assistance was needed, I informed our 
wrecker, Mr. Allen, who bye goon himself ready to start at once provided the 
Canadian authorities would give him permission to work in their waters. I 
therefore i by wire to the minister of marine at Ottawa, and after a long 
delay was informed that the assistance needed could be procured at Kingston, 
and the application was denied. I thought the treatment was severe, paoir 
as my tugs were all ready to go, and we could have got the barge out oi danger 
in twenty-four hours. As it was, during the delay, or rather by the delay in 
waiting for an answer, she was subjec to a severe e, causing great dam- 
age and eventually costing us about $1,200 more than it would if we could have 
done the work ourselves. 

“ Again, on or about the 19th day of Au , 1882, the same barge was sunk in 
the bay of Quinte by collision, and I again made application to go to her relief 
with my own appliances, and was again refused, 

“ To sum the matter up, the Canadian Government have persistently refused to 
allow us to use our tugs or wrecking appliances in their waters under any and 
all circumstances, 

“JOHN K. POST. 

“Hon. N. W, Nutrine, 

“ Washington, D. C., House of Representatives.” 
“Osweao, N. Y., February 1, 1888. | 

“ DEAR SIR: At the su; ion of Mr. Allen, I make the following statement : 
On or about the 3d day of November, 1882, the schooner Camanche, of which I 
was controlling owner, was sunk in the Welland Canal, near Port Colborne. 
Although Buffalo was but 20 miles, and assistance’ could have been procured 
in six hours, we were told that American assistance would not be permitted, 
although at that moment the steam-pumps were loaded and ready to come. 
The result was we had to wait for assi ce from Amherstburg, nearly 300 miles 
distant, and causing a delay of three days. Owing to the delay, the vessel’s cargo 
swelledand morg her entire deck up, and almost ruined the vessel. 

“The treatment by the Canadians in this case was very unfair, and not at allas 


we treat them, 
“ ALBERT QUONCE, 
“Hon, N. W. Nurrixe, Washington, D. 0.” 


Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Treasury Department of the United States is hereby re- 
quested, if not inconsistent with the publie good, to transmit to this House with 
all conyenient speed any and all EE A a orders, and information in its 
custody in regard to the refusal of the Canadian authorities to allow Ameriean 
wrecking vessels and machinery to assist American vessels while in distress in 
Canadian waters, and as to whether Canadian wrecking vessels and machinery 
have been and are permitted to operate in American waters, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION FOR POSTAL EXPENSES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a deficiency estimate from the 
Postmaster-General of appropriations to pay clerks in post-oflices, and 
for rent, fuel, and light; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-STATION AT TWO HARBORS, MINN. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Light- 
House Board recommending legislation for the establishment of a light- 
house station at Two Harbors, Minn., instead of a light-house, as pro- 
vided in the sundry civil appropriation act of August 4, 1886; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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CLAIM OF FREDERICK FRERICHS AND GEORGE E. HINDEE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting urgent deficiency estimates 
of appropriations to pay judgments of the Court of Claims in favor of 
Frederick Frerichs and George E. Hindee; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF ADDITIONAL JUDGE, SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an urgent deficiency estimate 
of appropriation for salary of additional judge in the second judicial 
circuit; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


‘ROOMS FOR HOUSE COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Clerk of the House in reference to renting certain rooms for com- 
mittees; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Iask that this communication of the Clerk 
of the House be referred with instructions to the Committee on Ac- 
counts to report at as early a day as practicable. 

Se hen aes protempore. If there be no objection, that order will 
@. : 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. BARNES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
one week, on account of sickness and business, 


JOHN C. WEAVER. 


Mr. LANDES. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill now on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House— 
the bill (H. R. 108) for the relief of John C. Weaver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed fore? to John C. Weaver, of Dennison, Clark County, Iili- 
nois, the sum of $600, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, as compensation for a substitute furnished the Union Army during the war. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iwould like to hear the report read before consent 
is given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read, the right to 


object being reserved. 


x, The report (by Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 108) for 
the relief of John O. Weaver, report as follows: 

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in 
House report of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, a 
copy of which is hereto appended and made a part of this report. 

‘our committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 


[House Report No. 3423, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5949) 
for the relief of John O. Weaver, having considered the same, respectfully re- 


rt: 

Phe claimant was drafted into the military service of the United States Sep- 
tember 29, 1864—under the President's call, dated July 18, 1864, for 500,000 men 
for the term of one Fe fur gy oer Wabash Township, Clark County, Eleventh 
Congressional district of Iinois; examined, accepted, and held to service by 
the board of enrollment of said district November 12, 1844; sent to and received 
at draft pendeeroua Came. Butler, Springfield, Ill., November 22, 1864; assigned 
and forwarded to the eth Regiment Illinois Volunteers December 2, i864; 
delivered at headquarters Provisional Division of the Cumberland, Nashville, 
Tenn., December 8, 1864. He was mustered out and honorably discharged (a 
private, Company F) July 18, 1865. 

Immediately upon being so drafted, and as soon as the claimant reached 
Springfield, Ill., he procured one William Matheney to go as his substitute, and 
paid said Matheney for going into the military service of the Government as 
such substitute for said claimant the sum of 3600. 

It appears from the records of tha War Department that William Matheney 
was enlisted December 6, 1864, for one scored as a substitute for John C. Weaver: 
that he was accepted by board of enrollmentof said district, sent to and received 
at draft rendezvous, Cam Butler, Illinois, December 6, 1864, assigned and for- 
warded to the Fifty-third iment Illinois Volunteers December 9, 1864, and 
delivered at headquarters Provisional Division of the Cumberland, Nashville, 
Tenn., December 13, 1864. He was mustered outand honorably discharged with 
his company (C) July 22, 1865. 

The evidence clearly shows the claimant was compelled to ‘orm this sery- 
ice for the Government without any fault or negligence on his part, but solely 
through the mistake or fraud of the agents of the Government, and that he has 
never been repaid from any source any part of the said sum of $600 which he 
was compelled to expend in order to procure said su tute. 

Your committee have no hesitation, under the facts,in recommending that 
said claimant be allowed and ae the said sum of $600, and accordingly report 
in favor of the passage of the bill. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I do not desire to object to this bill. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LANDES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pae; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BAPTIST FEMALE COLLEGE, LEXINGTON, MO. 
Mr. WARNER. Iask unanimous consent to takeup from the Pri- 
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vate Calendar and put on its passage now the bill (H. R. 2601) for the 
relief of the Baptist Female College, of Lexington, Mo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, an- 


thorized and directed to pay to the Baptist Female Coll of Lexington, Mo., 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,000, 
compensation for rent of the college building while used by the United States 
Army for four years from 1861. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on War Claims were 
read, as follows: 


First amendment: In line 6 strike out the word “four” and in licu thereof in- 
sert the word “‘three;” and after the word “thousand,” in the same line, insert 
the words “one hundred and sixty-seven;” and in the same line, after the word 
“dollars,” insert the words ‘and sixty-seven cents,” 

Second amendment: Add at the end of the bill the following: “ Provided, That 
thesaid sum be accepted in full paymentof all claims against the United States 
down to the date of the passage of this act.” 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Theamendments were agreed to. A 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall this bill as 
amended pass? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, can we not have the report 
read? ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. Tomas, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2601) for 
ee. the Baptist Female College, of Lexington, Mo., respectfully report 
as follows: 

The facts out of which this claim for reliefarises will be found stated in House 
Report No. 3135, of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
a copy of which is hereto annexed and made a part of this report, 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage with the following amendments: 

First amendment: In line 6 strike out the word “four” and in lieu thereofin- 
sert the word “three;” and after the word “thousand,” in the same line, insert 
the words *‘ one hundred and sixty-seven ;”’ and in the same line, after the word 
“dollars,” insert the words “and sixty-seven cents,” ~ 

Second amendment: Add at the end of the bill the following: * Provided, That 
the said sum be accepted in full payment of all claims against the United States 
down to the date of the passage of this act.” 


[House Report No, 3135, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7321) for 
the relief of the Baptist Female College, of Lexington, Mo., have had the same 
under consideration, and report as follows: 

About July 1, 1861, the properly constituted military authorities of the United 
States took ion of the Baptist Female College building and unds, at 
Lexington, Mo. This was a large educational institution owned an controlled È 
by the Baptist Church organization. This property was not situnted in aseced- 
ing State, It was used as barracks for the troops of the United States, to the 
entire exclusion of the owners, until September, 1864, a period of three years and 
two months, and besides being thus occupied by the United States the property 
was greatly damaged. Finally claim was made tothe Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment for compensation, but payment was refused for want of proof of loyalty. 

While it was pending before the Quartermaster’s Department it was referred 
to Maj. J. M. Moore, quartermaster, for investigation. We quote as follows 
from his Spore 

“The building was taken possession of by United States troops on July 1, 
1861, and not vacated until September, 1864, The damage sustained by the build- 
ing by reason of its occupancy by the Government will not fall short of $10,000,” 

It was not the policy or practice of the Government to pay rent for public 
buildings used during the war, but in meritorious cases to restore them to their 
former condition, ordinary wear and tear excepted. But in the case of the Fred- 
erick Academy of the Visitation, Maryland, the Quarterinaster-General reported 
to the Secretary of War, “it is difficult to draw the line between public and pri- 
vate in case of schools; ” whereupon the Secretary approved the payment of rent, 
which has since been allowed by the accdunting officers of the Treasury. 

Your committee believe this to be a parallel case, and that the claimants herein 
should be allowed rent for three years and two months at the rate of $1,000 
annum, which the evidence shows to have been a reasonable rent, and rales 
all claims for dam: K 

Your committee Sperekone recommend that the bill do pass with the following 
amendments: 

1. In line 6 strike out the word “four” and in lieu thereof insert the word 
“three,” and r the word “thousand,” in the same line, insert the words“ one 
hundred and sixty-seven,” and in the same line, after the word “dollars,” insert 
the words “and sixty-seven cents.” 

2, Add at the end of the bill the following: ‘ Provided, That the said sum be 
accepted in full payment ofall claims against the United States down to thedato 
of the passage of this act.” 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I do not interpose any ob- 
jection to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill as amended. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One word before the question is taken upon the 
passage of the bill. 

I did not offer objection to bringing up the bill for consideration, but 
merely wish to state to the House that I can see no difference between 
the principle involved in the pending bill and the claim of William and 
Mary College, in Virginia, which was decided adversely by a very large 
majority on a yea-and-nay vote in the Forty-fifth Congress after a long 
and exhaustive debate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman objected the other day to 
such a bill on the ground of location? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; I have made no such objection. 

ù Ths SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
ill. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
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ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WARNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

B. M. PARISH. 

Mr. CARUTH. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar the bill (H. R. 322) for the relief of B. M. Parish, and pass 
the same with amendmenis. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to B. M. M. Parish, of Barren County, Kentucky, 
out of any moneys in the raay, not otherwise appropriated, the sumof $1,590, 
for property taken and used during the late war. 

Mr. BURROWS. Before consent is given for the consideration of the 
bill let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. PENINGTON) was read, as follows: 

This claim was presented to the Forty-ninth Congress, and a report was 
made in to it by the Committee on War Claims, As the examination by 
your committee has led them substantially to the same results with those ar- 
rived at by the committee of 1896, they do not think it necessary to recapitulate 
the facts, but refer to that report, and herewith annex a copy for information. 

Your committee recommend that the bill referred to them do pass with the 
following amendment: 

In lines 6and7 strike out the words “one thousand five hundred and ninety,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “six hundred and thirty-five.” 

[House Report No. 1443, Forty-ninth Congress, first-session.] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4512) for 
the relief of B. M. M. Parish, having considered the same and accompanying 
papers, submit the following report : 

Con 


ccommittee find the facts to be stated in House report No. 2360, Forty-eighth 
gress, second session, which report is hereto annexed and madea part of this 
report, and is as follows: 

‘The petition filed in support of this bill alleges a claim against the Govern- 
ment of the United States for corn, hay, and wood taken by the Army during 
the late war. Claim stated at $1,596. : 

“ Claimant is « farmer, and resides on his farm of 400 acres,in Barren County, 
Kentucky. In October, 1862, at the time General Bragg was retreating from 
Kentucky, immediately after the battle of Perryville, General Roussenu's divis- 
ion of the United States Army, in following the retreat of Bragg, encam) on 
claimant’s farm and remained three days, and whilst there took from him the 
stores charged for, and for which no vouchers or receipts were given. 

“ Claimant filed his claim in the War Department for adjudication. The Quar- 
termaster-General referred the case to a special agent of the Quartermaster’s De- 
partner for investigation and report. On October 18, 1874, he submitted a report 

n. He finds the claimant to have been loyal, and he recommended set- 
tlement of the claim, as follows: 
For 700 bushels of corn, at 50 cents per bushel..... 
For 6,000 pounds hay, at 75 cents per 109 pounds, 
For 80 cords of moon oe eo Le ee ee es 


“The Quartermaster-General, on January 8, 188%, considered the claim and rec- 
ommended that it be disallowed, for the reason that he was notconvinced of the 
‘loyalty of the claimant. : 

“ Your committee do not concur in the recommendation of the Quartermaster- 
General. We are satisfied that the claimant was a loyal citizen. His loyalty is 
established by gentlemen well known for their unfaltering devotion to the Union 
during the late war. 

“The committee therefore recommend that the claimant be paid $635, the 
amount recommended by the agent of the Quartermaster’s Department, and 
report back the billand recommend its passage with an amendment, as follows : 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words ‘one thousand five hundred and ninety’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘six hundred and thirty-five.’” 

‘The committee therefore adopt said House report as the report of this commit- 
tee, and report the aceompanying bill (H. R. 4512) with amendments, and rec- 
ommend that it do pass, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

Mr. CARUTH. I move a further amendment by striking ont the 
initial ‘‘ M.” where it occurs the second time in the name. It should 
read “B. M. Parish,” and not ‘‘ B. M. M. Parish.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the amendment will 
be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title of the bill will be amended 
to conform to the text of the bill. 

Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


PETER MARCH AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the Private Calendar from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 3957) for the relief of Peter March, Thomas J. Wright, ad- 
ministrator, and others, and put it upon its passage. This bill, I will 
state, is for the payment of wages due tocertain employés of the Govern- 
ment for twenty-odd years as the report sets forth. ,Ithas been reported 
favorably a number of timesand is now on file in the present Congress. 
Itappropriates the sum of $3,050 to pay abont thirteen employés of the 
Government. The amount is confessedly due, and has been for twenty- 
odd years. ‘The report may be read. 
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Mr. PERKINS. I ask for the reading of the report, 
The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iam satisfied with the report as far as it has been 
read, and do not desire its further i 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the further reading of the report. 

au Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. It is 
as follows: 


The money appropriated by this bill has been due the claimants for more 
than twenty-three years. The bill providing for payment has been favorably 
reported to the House several times, 

he Forty-eighth Congress referred the bill to the Court of Claims for a find- 
ing of facts. The finding of the court was reported to the Forty-ninth Congress, 
and the of the bill recommended by the Committee on War Claims; 
but it was not reached on the Calendar, and came over to this Congress and 
was placed on the Calendar. 

Your committee have considered the findings and report of the Court of 
Claims, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


[House Report No. 1613, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


That the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-cighth Congress, not being 
clearly and fully advised of all the facts in the case, referred it to the Court of 
Claims for a finding under the provisions of an act entitled “An act to afford as- 
sistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investiga- 
tion of claims and demands nst the Government,” approved March 3, 1883. 

Said claim has been returne Si said Court of Claims to the committee, with 
the following findings of fact filed by the court February 1, 1886: 


L 


The steam-boat Prima Donna was chartered November 22, 1864, by Capt. J.V. 
Lewis, assistant quartermaster, United States Army at Cincinnati, to transport 
a cargo from Cincinnati to Nashville, and to bring back such freight and troops 
as the officers of the Quartermaster’s Department might send. It was to be a 
round trip, from Cincinnati to Nashville and return. 


II. 


There was no written contract or charter-party between Captain Lewis and 
the owners for the service of the boat. The terms of the a ment were that 
the Government should pay $200 per day for the services of the boat and crew 
and management, besides furnishing coal for its ranning, and the owners were 
to furnish the boat, manned, equipped, victualed, and officered, and operate 
and navigate the same, the movements and cargo only being under the direc- 
tion of the officers of the Quartermaster’s Department, while the owners had 
the entire and absolute possession of the boat, one of whom was on board and 
navigated the same. xt 


The steam-boat while so chartered carried a cargo from Cincinnati to Nash- 
ville, arriving at Nashville November 28, 1864. In pursuance of the original or- 
ders given by Captain Lewis for the vessel to return to Cincinnati after deliver- 
ing the cargo at Nashville, the captain, on December 2, 1854, was ordered by the 
quartermaster at that place to take on board as many unserviceable mules as 
she conld accommodate, and proceed with the same to Louisville. The captain 
objected to leaving, and protested against doing so, a report having come up 
that the Confederate forces were on the bank below Nashville in great num- 
bers, and fully armed and equipped, but the quartermaster reiterated the order 
to leave. Thecaptain requested a military escort, but the request was refused, 
and the quartermaster threatened that the captain and crew should be arrested 
if they did not immediately comply with the order; thereupon the steam-boat 
yielded compulsory obedience and left Nashville under these orders. About 18 
miles below Nashville, on the Cumberland River, at a place called Bell's Mills, 
she was captured by Confederate forces armed with field-pieces, and the captain 
and crew were held as prisoners of war. The vessel herself was shortly after- 
wards recaptured and taken back to Nashville, and on December 17, 1864, was 
sent to Cincinnati, where she was discharged December 31, 1864, and the own- 
ers were paid in full for her services to that date. 


Iv. 

Joseph Scott was captain of said steam-boat, and his wages at the time of capt- 
ure were $250 a month; Isaac M. Clement was chief engineer, and his wages 
were $150 a month; David Vaughn was Spanier, and his wages were $75 a 
month; Barney J. ley was steward, and his wages were $75 a month; Fred- 
erick Kimmerly wass watchman, and his were $50 a month ; Peter Marck, 
Frederick Smith, Owen McNabb, and Thomas Miller were deck-hands, and the 

of each were $0a month. All of these perso ured as afore- 


The claims set up in this case were allowed by the Third Auditor, but disal- 
lowed by the Second Comptroller on the ground that such payments were not 


vV. x 


The claimants’ wages and commutation of rations for the period of their cap- 
tivity would amount to the following: 
Joseph Scott, captain, at $250 a month, December 3, 1864, to April 11, 


805, Months and nine dayS...s..ssssssersesere Ssorososasosacsósosssssio Sis 076; 00 
Commutation of rations, 25 cents 9 day.....,..... RELEE A R EER 82. 25 
1,107.25 

Isaac M. Clement, chief engineer, at $150 a month, December 3,1864, to 
April 15, 1865, four months and thirteen A8ayS......sessernsresres isani T> 00 
Commutation of rations......scrsscersesercsereserereratecoveerecsesen sossacboscererrs 83.25 
698. 25 

David Vaughn, carpenter, at $75 a month, December 3, 1864, to April 15, 
1865, four months and thirteen days. ae 332. 50 
| Commutation Of rations... sssssossssesssresseossoosseeo m Kalobe 33,50 
385.00 


Barney J. Schooley, steward, at $75 a month, December 3, 1864, to De- 
cember 25, 1864, twenty-two days. sae 55.00 
Commutation of rations .....s00 ec o è 


sersser 


1888. 
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Frederick Kimmerly, watchman, at $60 a month, December 3, 1864, to 
April 15, 1865, four months and thirteen days... 
Commutation of rations... 


atten eect eneens tens eeneteeenme sees 


354. 83 
. —— 
Peter Marck, deck-hand, at $0 a month, December 3, 1864, to March 4, 
th da; msn ani echubhoenyeeapeeatens 121.33 
manseagey dosone Seeceaceheensacedinb: ab ebh 22.75 
144.08 
Frederick Smith, deck-hand, at $10 a month, December 3, 1864, to April 
15, 1865, four months and thirteen days 177.33 
Commutation of rations ...............s0006 33.25 
210, 58 
— 
Thomas Miller, same rate and time ~ 177.33 
Commutation of rations 33,25 
210,58 
By the court. 
= true transcript of record, 
‘est: 
‘This 18th day of February, 1386, 
ISEAL] JOHN RANDOLPH, 


Assistant Clerk Court of Clatms, 

The members of the crew of said steamer first filed their claim with the sc- 
counting o:ticers of the Treasury Department, by whom some of their claims 
were settled and paid, while for some reason not knewn to your committee the 

3 comprised in this bill were not paid,and a bill for their relief was pre- 
sented to the Forty-seventh Congress, and was reported on favorably by the 
Committee on War Claims, passed the House of Representatives, und Tailed to 
secure consideration in the Senate for wantof time. A bill for their relief was 

nted to the Forty-cighth Congress and was disposed of by reference to the 
rt of Claims, as heretofore stated. 

Your committee therefore report the bill (H. R. 6208) providing for the yay: 
ment of the amount found due said several claimants by said Court of Claims, 
and recommend it do pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to ask a question of the gentleman from 
Ohio. Whether this bill was referred in the present Congress, and re- 
ported by a committee of this House? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir; it was introduced during this ses- 
sion, and was reported by the honorable gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. STONE] last week favorably from the Committee on War Claims, 
and is now upon the Calendar. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the House Calendar from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5932) providing for the holding of the terms of the 
United States courts in the district of Minnesota, and put the same 

n its passage. 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to objec- 


tion. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That hereafter the regular terms of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States in the district of Minnesota shall be held at the times 
places following: At Duluth, on the second Tuesday in April; at St. Paul, 
on the first Tuesday in June; at Winona, on the third Tuesday in November in 
each year. 
Sec, 2. That a grand jury and a petit jury shall be summoned for each of said 
which so summoned shall be competent, and are hereby author- 
ized, to sit and act as such juries in either and both of said courts at such term. 
Src, 3. The clerk of the district court shall appoint two deputies; one of which 
shall reside and keep his office and the records of said eourts at Duluth; and the 
other of which shall and keep his office and the records of said courts at 


inona, 

Sec. 4. That the clerk of said district court shall also be the clerk of said cir- 
cuit court where the same is held in said district, except at St. Paul. 

Src. 5. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 


ed. 
Sec. 6. That this act shall take effect on and after 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
Pei con of Minnesota. I offer the following amendments to 
e bill. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


Strike out of lines 6 and 7 of the first section the following words, “on the 
first Tuesday in June,” and instead thereof insert the words “on the third 
Monday in June and the second Monday in December.” 

Strike out of line 7, section 1, the word “thira” and insert second.” 

Strike out in line 7, section 1, the word “November” and insert ‘‘ January ;”’ 
so that it will read: 

“ At Duluth, on the second Tuesday in April; at St. Paul, on the third Monday 
in June and the second Monday in December; at Winona,on the second Tues- 
day in January in each year.” 

Also, strike out in section 6 the word “next” and insert the words “its pas- 
sage;” so that it will read: 

“SEC, 6. That this act shall take effect on and after its passage.” 


‘The amendments were agreed to. 


next, 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was aceordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MEETINGS OF COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. CRISP. I demand the regular order. 

I call up the contested-election case of Lowry vs, White, but yield 
to the gentleman from Lonisiana, who wishes to make a request. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, ‘The gentleman from Georgia yields to me for 


moment. 
Iam directed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to ask leave 
for that committee to sit during the sessions of the House; and I make 
that motion accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
granted, . 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PROHIBITORY LAWS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GUENTHER. [rise to a question of privilege. Ihave before 
me a petition signed by more than six thousand male adult residents of 
the District of Columbia, protesting in respectful terms against the 
enactment of prohibitory laws in the District. Yesterday, to see what 
would become of this petition if I sent it in the ordinary way to the 
petition-box, I took one leaf containing the body of the petition and 
thirty-seven names attached and sent it to the petition-box. To-day I 
see no mention of it in the RECORD. I now claim as my right, under 
Rule XXII, that at lenst the body of the petition shall be printed in 
the RECORD. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin requests 
that the body ef the petition, the nature of which he has stated, be 
printed in the Recorp. The Chair hears no objection, and that order 
is made. 

The petition is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, citizens of the United States and citizens of the District of 
Columbia, have the honor herewith to protest in the most respectful manner 
against the enactment by law of any prohibitory liquor legislation for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, The reasons for our protest are as follows: 

First, Prohibition does not prohibit. 

Second. We have now, and have-had for years, for all practical purposes, local 
option in the District of Columbia, as no one can secure a license without the 
consent of the owners of real estate or residents within the square where tho 
saloon is situated. 

Third. It is discriminating against the commercial and business interests of 
the District of Columbia, and in favor of neighboring States, cities, and commu- 


nities. 

Fourth. It will lead to indiseriminate illicit distilling and smuggling. 

Fifth, It will destroy industries that have in good faith and under the sanc- 
tion of law grown up in the District for more than a half century, and which 
have mate: in the development and prosperity of the District, 

Sixth. More than fifteen hundred buildings now owned, rented, and mayen 
vo oe me vacant, destroying their value and giving no compensation in 
thereof. 

Seventh. The wholesale business, now prosperous, will be diverted to Balti- 
more. Trade follows liberal laws and deals where it can secure all its wants. 

Eighth. The wage-workers not only in the places where liquor is sold and 
manufactured, but also in all branches of business dependent on the same, 
be thrown out of employment by prohibitory legislation. 

Ninth, It isa blow at the industrial interests of the country, as the cereals of 
the farmer enter largely into the products of the brewer and distiller. 

Tenth. It will divert, not destroy, the liquor traffic; the drug stores will be- 
come the saloon and pees prove to be the order of the ee 

Eleventh. Prohibition has in ev. instance where tried increased, not less- 
ened, drunkenness. Prohibition is in the interest of immorality, for it creates 
hypocrisy, perjury, and dishonesty, and makes the home a saloon. The appe- 
tite of man can not be legislated away ; it must be trained, notrestrained. Crime 
can not be prevented by law; it can only be punished. The traffic of manu- 
facturing liquor must be regulated so as to produce purity, its selling so regu- 
lated as to make it respectable. 

Twelfth. We are not the upholders of vice, crime, or drunkenness; we aro 
peaceful, law-abiding citizens, proud of our country, and desirous of its pros- 
parity, owt ey in favor of unnatural laws that will prove a dead letter on the 

atute-l b 


CONTESTED ELECTION—LOWRY VS. WHITE. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Iask unanimous consent to take up 
a bill from the Private Calendar for consideration at this time. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up as a question of the highest privilege the, 
pending election case. I yield thirty minutes to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. Moony. 

Mr. MOORE. At the close of the debate upon the report of the com- 
mittee the day before yesterday most pregnant and important questions 
were asked, and they were answered. The distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. Lona] I remember as one who asked suck a 
question. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] was another; 
and yet other gentlemen made this significant and importantinguiry of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cooper], who was concluding his re- 
marks: With regard to the names of those who purported to have be- 
come naturalized citizens in the county of Allen from 1860 to 1870 in- 
clusive, did there appear on the record in fact any order of the court 
naturalizing these one hundred and seventy-eight people—a period of 
time covering ten years and including the date at which Mr. White says 


a 


Without objection the request will be 
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he was naturalized? I say that is a most important and pregnant in- 
quiry. And it was answered, within the hearing of every member of 
this House, that the records of the court of Allen County were silent as 
to the naturalization of these one hundred and seventy-eight people. 

Am I mistaken? Was not that the question? Was not that the 
answer? Why was the question asked and why the answer? 

Let me be fair and candid about this matter. If it is a fact that the 
records of the court of Allen County, in Indiana, are so utterly without 
verification, so utterly without judgments and decrees of court, well 
might Mr, White say that within that period, ‘‘on the 27th or 28th day 
of February, 1865, I was naturalized, and there is no record of my nat- 
uralization,’’? In the ratio and proportion of the want of fidelity in that 
record is the truth of Mr. White’s claim exhibited. In the exact ratio, 

' therefore, in which the record of Allen County is correcf, in that ratio 
Mr. White’s statements are not to be credited. I now state to this 
House that there is a full and complete naturalization record in the case 
of every one of those one hundred and seventy-cightmen. I will show 
that from the record, and more, there is nota man in Indianaor out of 
it who has ever produced a certificate of naturalization in that court 
where the record does not disclose the fact of complete naturalization, 
except the one unfortunate fatal mistake for Mr. White. 

There is one name, Iam fair in stating, thatisin this condition. But 
I tell the House it will appear from that record before we are through 
with it that there will not be left a vestige of a claim for Mr. White. 
On page 287 appears the name of Gotlieb Laemle. So far from that 
being a defect in the record it comes to us with absolute force of proof 
of the verity of the record. Laemle in 1854 received a certificate of 
naturalization, and that certificate recites the reason why no record in 
1854 should be made of it, and that is, it came within one year of the 
filing of his declaration. Therefore he should yot have been upon the 
record, and some clerk gave him this certificate that he was not entitled 
to. But when it came to the records of the court Mr. Laemle’s name 
does not appear until 1865. In that year he did have it put upon the 
record. I say, therefore, that the absence of the name of Laeinle in 
1854 is a pregnant fact testifying to the verity of the record. 

Now, to this record. An examination of it by the House will dis- 
close a most remarkable fact, the fact of a conspiracy; and I think I 
know what I am talkingabout. I know I have examined every figure 
and fact in that record. What does it disclose? There is no dispute 
about it. Maier, a clerk, testifies that at the instance of Mr. White 
-he was engaged for two weeks making up those three sheets of paper. 
How didhe make it? Hereisthe testimony. He says, *‘ I took down 
every name from 1860 to a certain date in 1870, inclusive, that appeared 
upon the naturalization book.’ He then begins it; he puts down the 
names—and I regret that every member of the House has not a copy 
of this record. I will try io give some description of it. ‘The first name 
is Adolphus Klein. Then running ont a column, ‘t mark,” ‘‘page;’’ 
under the word *‘ page’? is ‘* 100,’’ signifying that Klein 1s on the one- 
hundredth page of a book, a naturalization book. He then makes 
another column, which he heads ‘‘order-book.’? He follows that down 
with the names or marks of the order-books ‘‘'T,”’ +J,” “K.” Then 
another column of figures; opposite Klein's name ‘‘70,’’ the page of 
the record of the order-book, which the clerk put in there only to rep- 
resent thatif Klein was naturalized on the date specified, namely, Jan- 
uary 16, and there had been an order on the order-book, it would have 
been on that page. ‘Then another column, which, trom beginning to 
end, is marked ‘* no record.’? Then another column, indicating the 
terms of the court by name, ‘‘ common pleas” and *‘ cireuit.’’ 

Now, wherefore that arrangement? He goes on in his testimony and 
tells us that upon the order-book of that court there is not a natural- 
ization of these persons, and that there is no record of it. He combines 
these two things cunningly to deceive. His statement did deceive part 
of the majority of the committee; it did deceive every member of- the 
minority on this floor, judging from their statements, and it did deceive 
a large proportion of the members of this House. A cunning device! 
He said, ‘‘ I will take so much of the record from the books of natural- 
ization, and I will take so much from the order-book of the court, and, 
combining the two, I shall be able to testify that the record of the court 
discloses no naturalization of these persons.’? Kern, who was a dep- 
uty, has testified to the same fact. Maier testifies again, and I will 

` read to you now from his testimony to show you how he stated it and 

. how he happened to get caught. Iam going to read from page 284. 
Mark you, Maier had testified earlier in this record, but here he is re- 
called; and when they get through with his direct testimony the fol- 
lowing questions are asked him on cross-examination, and then for the 
first time this fraud, this triek, this deception, begins to be unfolded. 
The House will indulge me, I trust, if I consume a little extra time in 
trying to be careful about this statement. I read now from the cross- 
examination of Maier: 


20. Q. You still adhere, then, to the view that there is some legal requirement 
rendering it incumbent on the judge to note the proceedings of the court on 
what is called the court docket? 

A. I know of no such law, only the practice and custom of the judges, which 
I suppose is to prevent clerks from writing up proceedings that have not come 
before the court. 

21, Q. Howman 
there. if any, which do not appear in the record called the Record of Final Oaths? 

(Objected to as immaterial and irrelevant, and for the further reason that there 
is no such record authorized by law.) 

A. Under instructions I commenced with said record of date January 16, 1860, 


of the matters contained in the list marked “Exhibit D” are, 


page 100, and took off every name up to and including August 20, 1870, page 188 
of said book; during which i time ped was between one dee hss and seven! 
and eighty names contained in said exhibit, each of which appears in said reco: 
pence ri yig then, none of those but what appear of record in said Record 
oi na aths 
A. The names are copied from the book called Record of Final Oaths, No. 1, 


Allen County. 
23. Q. And that is a record book com: of entries consisting of blank forms 
cular case, and similar to 


filled up in such manner as to adapt them to the 
those set forth in Exhibit V, connected with the deposition of your formerdep- 
uty, Mr. Jacob J. Kern, is it not? 

A. Can't say that it is a record, only that it is a book containing blank forms 
eee up so as to adapt them to any particular case as set forth in Ex- 

Turning to Exhibit V, they copy from that book the exact require- 
ments of the law decreeing full naturalization, and the clerk certifies 
that it is an exact copy from the book. 

Mr. MORGAN. Are the judgments of the court ordering natural- 
ization in that book? 

Mr. MOORE. I see the point the gentleman is after, and I will 
answer hisquestion before I get through. Now, gentlemen of the House 
of Representatives, I say there is not a man, not one—if there is, who 
is he and what is his name?—there is not a man, I say, who was nat- 
uralized in Allen County but that his name appears in the record and 
his final naturalization is declared, not in the order book, but in a book 
of final oaths. ‘There is not a case except the one I have told you about, 
and that case is significant. 

Now, how are these books made? I take it that almost every gen- 
tleman in this House has been in some State court when ple were 
being naturalized. I happen to live in a district comp largely of 
foreign-born citizens. The county I live in, an agricultural county, 
has some 4,000 voters. Having myself presided on the bench for ten 
years, it is possible that I have personally witnessed the issue of as 
large a number of naturalization papers as any one here, possibly a 
larger number than any other member of this House. 

The matter is done there exactly as it is done in Indiana. These 
records are not a part of the regular records of the court. I take it 
that in Mississippi—and I am somewhat of a Mississippian myself— 
there are certain orders of a court so formal in their character, being 
always in exactly the same words—for instance, forfeitures of bonds 
and proceedings in cases of naturalization—that it is more economical 
to have the bonks containing such matters bound as such, being made 
sometimes by order of the court a part of the minutes, and sometimes 
not; so that in this department of business those minutes pertaining to 
forfeitures and to naturalization are made in a moment by filling up 
the blanks in those books. 

Now, this cunning device has been discovered; but in it is another 
fact overwhelming when the records of Allen County are attacked for 
a proper and intelligent purpose, to destroy their verity; and in pro- 
portion as their verity is destroyed so becomes important and of prob- 
able truth the statement of Mr. White. But when Mr. White is the 
only man in the county of Allen who says, “I obtained a certificate, 
but it is lost,” and yet his name is not recorded among the names of 
those made citizens by that court, then his case is peculiar, If Mr. 
White had said, “I was naturalized, but they gave me no paper,” 
his case would have been stronger. Why, sir, these blanks are filled 
up, and one of them is given to the citizen while the other is retained. 
Mr. White’s position is that the officer of the court gave him one of 
the certificates and retained in the office the other blank. Where is 
that blank? Let it be produced. 

Mr. White gives asthe date of his naturalization the 27th or 28th day 
of February, 1865. If on that date there was an odd blank in that 
book it might correspond with the certificate alleged to have been re- 
ecived by Mr. White; but if there is no blank in that book it does not 
correspond with the assumption that one blank was filled up and an- 
other not filled up. Who will explain this? 

Turning to that date you find that on the 27th day of February 
Mr. Wellman was naturalized; and that is all right. On the 28th of 
February Caspar Shoep was naturalized; and there is his testimony; 
he is all right in the record. But Mr. White is out of the record, 
There is nothing, except what he says, to show that he was ever in the 
court or that his name was ever upon the record. 

Mark you, silence is sometimes an overwhelming answer; and the 
silence of a record answers any man who says there is a record when 
there is no record, with this limitation and exception, that if, on ex- 
amining the records, you find them so defective that they can not im- 
port their own verity, then human testimony can begin, A record 
that docs not exist is as much verified by its non-existence as a record 
that does exist to verify what the record says, That is law. 

Now, gentlemen, I desire to look briefly (for I must be brief) at 
what I concede to be the law. I state to you that in the provision of 
our Constitution in reference to naturalization are the strangest words 
to be found in any ordinance or law. The provision is that Congress 
shall have power— 

To establish— 
That is the first time such language was used— 
To establish an uniform rule of naturalization— 

The only time that the word ‘“‘rule” is expressed and emphasized 

in that instrument. In the same clause there follows this language: 
And uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, 


1888. 
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Why in all other ordinances but this are ‘‘laws’’ spoken of; and 
why did the framers of the Constitution in writing this ordinance use 
the phrase ‘establish an uniform rule of naturalization?” 

Ah, those compatriots knew what they meant, and they verified their 
meaning in the cases submitted to them. Let me emphasize this by 
reference to a historical case. y 

Mr. Gallatin, than whom there was no grander man in that great 
era, left Geneva and came to the United States in 1780. He served as 
a professor in the grand corporation of the Cambridge University, the 
oldest, as it is to. day one of the most honorable, of such institutions of 
learning in this country. He goes into the province of Maine and down 
into Virginia purchasing great tracts of land; he goes into Pennsyl- 
vania purchasing a farm. He serves as a soldier in the American Rev- 
olution, devoting to the cause of the colonists his fortune as well as his 
personal military service. He sits in the grand convention that or- 
dained and amended the constitution of Pennsylvania. Threetimes he 
was elected to the Legislature. Thirteen years he had spent in this 
country, his residence here antedating the adoption of the Constitution; 
but under a memorial presented to the Senate of the United States, 
those Senators, standing at the very birth of the Government its spon- 
sors, said to Mr. Gallatin, ‘‘ You have not been a citizen of this Re- 
public for nine years.” 

That is about as strong a case (to claim no more for it) as Mr. White’s. 
I allude to it for this purpose—that we may begin at the right point. 

, Ours is the only Government that ever naturalized foreigners save by 
some supreme act of parliament. We proposed to make the acquire- 
ment of citizenship easy. Until recently the law provided that the 
alien seeking citizenship should go into a court of record and file his 
declaration. That had always heen the law up to two years ago, when 
Congress amended itso that parties are now allowed to go before a clerk 
of the proper court and file their declaration. But Congress has never 
modified the other provision, requiring that there shall be a court of 
record with a clerk and a seal. There is your ‘‘uniform rule.” Con- 

ress thought it best and most economical to the citizen to intrast the 
State courts as well as the Federal tribunals with jurisdiction of this 
matter. 

When we look to the act of Congress we find they did enact an uni- 
form rule of naturalization, and declared that no alien should be nat- 
uralized in any other mode. ‘This mode is prescribed with great care. 
It expressly provides the admission shall be before a court of record 
of common-law jurisdiction, with a clerk and seal. Yet we find there 
is no record, nor paper, nor decree, in the court of Allen County, In- 
diana, naturalizing Mr. White, where he claims he was naturalized. 
Yet the same record fails to show, as before demonstrated, that the 
omission applied to any other naturalization in that court. 

No case has yet been cited where parol evidence was admitted to 
supply a record or decree. The case Jn re Coleman, 15 Blatchford’s 
Circuit Reports, 406, is cited as sustaining the position of contestee. 
This decision was rendered by an eminent jurist, and investigates very 
thoroughly the entire law and decisions upon that question. In Cole- 
man’s case there were the original oath of renunciation and the oaths of 
the witnesses, as required by law, and in the book of naturalization the 
decree of naturalization, and the eminent chief judge decided these 
proceedings were a substantial compliance of law. 

In Spratt vs. Spratt, 4 Peters, 393, the court decided there was asuf- 
ficient judgment of record. In The Acorn, 2 Abbott’s U. S. Reports, 
434, the court again decided that there wasa sufficient record of naturali- 
zation. In thesecases, nor in any that I can find, no parol evidence was 
offered or introduced; the sole question being, was there a sufficient 
record? 

For org2, Mr. Speaker, I can never, in view of the Constitution requir- 
ing that a member of this House shall have been a citizen of the United 
States for a term of seven years, give my consent to the proposition that 
Mr. White, the sitting member, who has no record of his naturalization 
except which he obtained the day before his election, has the qualifica- 
tions prescribed by the Constitution. 

Can any man upon this floor account for the fact that Mr. White did, 
on the day before his election, obtain his final papers, if in fact he had 
been fully naturalized in 1865? 

Is thequestionof citizenship of aliensin thiscountry to be so dwarfed 
that, instead of looking to the records of the courts where the Constitu- 
tion and laws wisely confide their keeping, we look only to the vague 
and indefinitestatements of witnesses? Haveonrcitizens of foreign birth 
no higher security for their rights as citizens than that which resides 
in the bosomsof men? No, Mr. Speaker, the solemn records and judg- 
ments of courts declare and fix those rights. Strike them down, and 
instead of improving the rights of citizenship of our foreign-born citi- 
zens you destroy them. Yea, you do more; you introduce confusion; 
you invite fraud, of which no man sees its ultimate effect. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
pired. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. O’FERRALL]. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I would have been perfectly will- 
ing to have remained silent and said nothing in regard to the ques- 


Thirty minutes of the hour have ex- 


tions involved in this case, if I had not been a member of the Commit- 
tee on Elections, whereby the duty devolved upon me of discussing the 
majority report, in which I united. 

Itis a fact, sir, familiar to many at least, that so far as my appoint- 
ment on that committee was concerned, it was not desired by me. It 
was not the character of work I liked; it is contrary to my tastes. But 
as I ama member of that committee, standing here in my place, I shall 
endeavor to discharge my duty at all times, and hew to the line of right, 
let the chips fall where they may. { 

I may be compelled, sir, in the discussion of this case to criticise a 
gentleman who sits as a member upon this floor, and if so, I have only 
to say he has placed himself in a position which calls for criticism and 
I am not responsible for it. 

It is admitted, sir, that James B. White, the sitting member, is a 
gentleman of foreign birth; that he came to this country in 1854, after 
having attained the age of eighteen. Then, in order to be eligible to 
a seat on this floor, he must have been a citizen of the United States 
seven years before the commencement of the present Congress on the 
4th day of last March. I undertake to say that the testimony in this 
ease, as shown by the record, does not sustain any such pretension as 
that. There is no record of that fact; that is admitted. There is no 
trace of any record of that fact; that is admitted. 

The contestee seeks to prove his naturalization by parol testimony, 
but the record in this case shows this state of facts: Some days before 
the Congressional election in November, 1886, when it was ascertained 
there was no record evidence of his naturalization, two gentlemen of 
high respectability and honor in the State of Indiana, Andrew J. Moy- 
nihan and Robert C. Bell, visited him, and laid that question before 
him, desiring to do him no injustice, knowing that it would be to the 
disadvantage of the Democratic party and operate as a boomerang on 
that party if the charge were made and it was not true. Mr. White, 
on that occasion, insisted that he had been naturalized; he also insisted 
that he was naturalized in order to vote for John C. Frémont; that he 
was a young man when Frémont was a candidate and he believed that 
if Frémont was not elected the country would go to the dogs, using his 
own lang y 

It is a historical fact that Frémont was a candidate for President in 
1856, which was only two years after Mr. White came to this country. 
So that would not do. Then he said he was naturalized in 1857 or 
1858 in the common-pleas court of the county of Allen, in the State of 
Indiana. They told him that there had been a careful examination 
made of the record of that court, and that there was no record of that 
fact and no trace of any record. 

Before they parted with him, Mr. Speaker, they suggested to him 
that possibly he might have taken out naturalization papers somewhere 
else, ‘‘No, I did not,” hereplied. ‘‘But you might have taken out nat- 
uralization papers in order to secure a passport to Europe on some trip 
you made abroad,” these gentlemen said. Mr. White replied no, he 
never secured any naturalization papers except in 1857 0r1858. It will 
be observed that his direct attention was called to the fact, whether, jn 
order to make his trip to Europe, he might have taken out naturaliza- 
tion papers to secure a passport, but he replied he could recall no oc- 
casion when he had taken out papers except in 1857 or 1858. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, on finding there was no record or trace of record. 
of any naturalization, then he decided to change his tactics, and all over 
that district he had placards printed, “‘ I was a soldier and am a citi- 
zen,” thereby falling back on the ®ct of Congress, believing that as he 
had been a Union soldier during the late war the act of Congress con- 
stituted him a citizen without going through the forms of naturaliza- 
tion. 

The election came on. However, sir, on the very day before the elec- 
tion, on the Ist day of November, he went 39 miles into an adjoining 
county—the county of Warsaw, I believe—and there presented himself 
as one who owed allegiance toa foreign country, and was then and there 
naturalized. The court of his own county of Allen was in session on 
Thursday, the day this question was raised on him. The court was in 
session on Friday and Saturday following. Three days did he have to 
go before the court of his own county and take out his naturalization 
papers, if he was entitled to them, yet he hied off 39 miles to another 
county, 2 county outside of his district, and took out his naturalization 
papers on the day before the election. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, he seeks, however, to overcome all of these facts, 
and how? By introducing one witness, a Mr. Jenkinson, who swears: 

I think I saw Captain White naturalized one or two years after the close of 
the war. 2 

And he fixes the daie of the close of the war as the 9th day of April, 
1865, the date of the surrender of General Lee. 

Another witness is Mr. Pratt, who swears to the same point on which 
Mr. Jenkinson was examined, and says: 

Iam ofopinion that Captain White was naturalized in 1865. 

It will thus beseen that neither Jenkinson nor Prattswear absolutely to 
the fact, but give a mere expression of opinion with reference toit, one 
saying, ‘‘I think he wasnaturalized,’’ the other, ‘‘I am of opinion that 
he was naturalized ;’’ but thereis no affirmative fact sworn to by either. 

There is one answer to a question propounded to Jenkinson in re- 
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gard to this matter on which stress is laid by the eontestee, and I pro- 

to give him the benefit of that answer in justice to himself. Jen- 

n stated that there was one circumstance which impressed him 
with the idea that White was naturalized, and that was a remark made 
in his hearing to the effect that it was a very singular thing to find a 
Union soldier renouncing his allegiance to the Queen of England. Now, 
the time he claims to have been naturalized was more than twenty-one 
years before, and that remark might well have been made in connec- 
tion with some other Union soldier instead of Captain White. 

Mr. Speaker, in view of the testimony in this case so far developed 

` by me, I ask if there is a court in this land which would undertake 
to declare this man to be a naturalized citizen? The record against 
him, his own statement against him, every fact and circumstance against 
him, he standing alone in vindication of his claim, upon the depositions 
of two men, Jenkinson and Pratt, who, as I have shown, when they 
were swearing in the case, testified, one ‘I think ’’ he was naturalized; 
the other, ‘‘I am of opinion ’’ he was naturalized in 1865. I repeat, is 
there a court anywhere which would hold that he was naturalized in 
1865, or seven years before the commencement of the present Congress? 
I can not think so. 

But there is another fact to which I wish to call your attention briefly. 
In the conversations which the contestee had with the two witnesses, 
Moynihan and Bell, to whom I have already referred, he said, after 
reflection, that Mr. Nelson was clerk of the court, and that Chittenden 
was in the office with him at the time he was naturalized. 

The evidence on this point shows clearly that in 1858 Nelson was clerk 
of the court in which White declared his intention, and that Chitten- 
den was deputy, and his papers or declaration of intention were in 
Chittenden’s own handwriting. But it also appears from this testi- 
mony that Nelson’s term of office expired in 1862, three years before the 
date contestee claims now to have been naturalized, and never had any 
connection with the clerk’s office after that time; and also that Chit- 
tenden’s connection with that office ceased at the same time, and that he 
never had any connection with it after 1862, but that he was clerk of the 
city council of Fort Wayne from 1863 to 1869. 

Now, the contestee himself, in the first place, fixes the time and place 
and court in which he was naturalized: fixing the time at 1857 or 1858; 
the court, the common-pleas court of Allen County, Indiana, and names 
the clerk as Nelson and thedeputy clerk Chittenden. But all the facts 
go to show that his testimony in that respect was not correct, and hence 
that he was not naturalized at that time—he only declared his intention. 

Another thing, Mr. Speaker, and I refer to it reluctantly, for I have 
already stated I do not like to criticise the contestee himself or his tes- 
timony; it is a most disagreeable duty to me, but he has made state- 
ments in connection with the subject of his naturalization that to my 
mind at least weaken his own testimony to such an extent as to ren- 
der it, in my judgment, unworthy of credit. On the Saturday night 

ing the election, when he knew he did not have any naturaliza- 
tion papers, he said on the stump to his supporters, ‘‘ You put your bal- 
lots in for me on the 2d, and I will show my papers on the 3d.’’ 

Nearly four weeks after the election, and when he had time to cool and 
was not in the fervor of a political contest, he said to Mr. M. V. D. 
Spencer, “I have my naturalization papers; they are more than seven 
years old, and if you want to see them you can.’ He knew at the 
moment that he did not have such papers; that they were not in his 

ion; but yet that statement appears as a part of the testimony. 
According to the record in this cafe no human eye ever rested upon 
that paper, if it existed, outside of the eye of the contestee himself. 
Receiving that paper, as he claimed after the election, in 1865, from that 
time up to 1887, when his deposition was taken, quite twenty-two 
years, no human eye ever looked upon the paper so far as the evidence 
shows. There were his children and family, his clerks, his employés, 
1e nagibom allaround him, and yet not a solitary witness is brought 
fo to testify that he had ever seen or heard of the existence of 

such a paper. 

It seems to me, sir, that an alien sufficiently attached to the institu- 
tions of this land to link his destinies fully with this people, ought 
to look with pride upon the evidence of citizenship and to treasure 
it with sa care, and not place it where the rats might gnaw it, the 
moths destroy it, thieves steal it, or the elements rot it. It seems to 
me he ought to have a place for it and to be able to say, “I know I 
saw this paper which made me a citizen of the grandest government 
ever youchsafed by God unto man at least once in twenty-one years.’’ 

But not so with the contestee. If he ever had what purported to be 
his full naturalization papers, according to his own evidence, he had 
no place for it, and paid no more attention to it than if it had been.a 
trifling rag, instead of the evidence of high American citizenship. He 
knew not where it was or where it ought to be, where he had pnt it, or 
what had become of it. So far as the evidence shows his eyehad never 
rested upon this important paper from the time he says he received it 
in 1865 down to the hour he was examined and his deposition taken. 

If he cared so little for the muniments of citizenship, he must have 
cared little for citizenship itself, except so far as it enabled him to vote 
and hold property, and he could do both under the laws of Indiana by 
virtue of his declaration of intention alone. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I care notif the parol testimony introduced by the 


contestee was as clear as the noonday sunbeams and as certain as the 
life we live, it could not be used for the purpose of proving naturaliza- 
tion. If that paper which the contestee claims to have had ever ex- 
isted, it could only have existed as an exemplification of a record, for 
it was not a record itself. If there is no record there can be no exem- 
plification of a record, and the evidence shows clearly that there was no 
record, and hence there could be no exemplificatiow. ‘The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MOORE] referred so fully and so well to the fact that 
every single witness who was introduced to prove that he had been nat- 
uralized in this county, and had his certificate in his possession, that his 
name appears upon the record-book of the clerk’s office of the court of 
common pleas, Allen County, Indiana, called the ‘* Book of Final Oaths,” 
except James B. White, the contestee, whose name isnot there. Ishall 
not consume the time of the House in referring further toit. And 
now, coming back to the point that it is inadmissible to prove naturali- 
zation by parol testimony, I will show you that it isadmitted, and must 
be admitted, that naturalization is in itself a judicial act, and must be 
a matter of record to give it legal force and effect. 

It must take place in a court of record. What is a court of record? 
According to Blackstone it is ‘‘a court where the acts and proceed- 
ings are enrolled in parchment for a perpetual memorial and testi- 
mony. 

According to Webster itis ‘‘a court whose acts and judicial proceed- 
ings are enrolled on parchmént or in books for a perpetual memorial; 
and its records are the highest evidence of facts, and their truth can 
not be called in question.” 

Wharton in his Law of Evidence, section 1302, says: 


A court of record is required to act exactly and minutely, and to have record 
tool of all its important acts. If it does not, these acts can not be put in eyi- 
ence, 


Under the naturalization laws of the United States, the proceedings 
of naturalization are required to be in a court of record and to be re- 
corded. The statute itself has this direct requirement. Itis manda- 
tory. 

In the case of Elliott vs. Piersel, 1 Peters, 329, the Supreme Court 
of the United States declared this doctrine: 

What the law requires to be done and appear of record can only be done and 
made to appear by the record itself or an exemplification of the record. 

In this case naturalization does not appear by the record, and there 
being no record, there could be no exemplification of a record. 

In Desty’s case, 8 Abbott, New York, the court held that— 


When the record fails to show proceedings necessary to the issuance of a cer- 
tificate, the court can not make up the record nune pro tunc and issue a certifi- 


a. 

So that if the contestee had appeared at any time since 1865 in the 
very court in which he claims to have been naturalized, and had 
proved by parol testimony as strong and convincing as was ever pre- 
sented to a court, that court could not have entered a nunc pro tune 
order because the record failed to show that at any time within the 
history of the court any proceedings of naturalization in connection 
with him were had. 

Mr. Speaker, these authorities could be multiplied and piled one upon 
theother until they would present a memorial column almost tower- 
ing heavenward erected to the wisdom and policy of the doctrine that 
you can not make a record by parol testimony. 

There are cases, sir, in which the records were not full—the orders 
not written out in fah—wherein the courts have held that there was 
enough on the record to satisfy the court that there had been naturali- 
zation proceedings, enough upon which to base a nunc pro tunc order, 
or that there was enough on the record to show that the last things in 
order, for instance, the taking of an oath, had been done, and it was to 
be presumed that the requirements leading up to that point had been 
complied with else the court would not have administered the oath— 
the oath being the last step in the proceedings. Such was the case of 
Campbell vs. Gordon, 6 Cranch, 176. 

In the case of Coleman vs. Davenport, decided in 1879 by Judge 
Blatchford, there was a book called ‘‘ Naturalization Index” upon 
which Coleman’s naturalization appeared, and Judge Blatchford held 
that it was a record. So that was decided upon a record. 

There is no case, Mr. Speaker, that I have been able to find that con- 
travenes the doctrine that you can not make a record by parol testi- 
mony;or where the record declares by the absence of any entry that 
certain proceedings were never had, you can not show by parol that 
they were had. 

There is one case which runs on all fours with the case under discus- 
sion. I refer to the Swinburne case, decided by the supreme court of 
West Virginia, the opinion being delivered by the president of that 
court, Judge Green, who is, in my opinion, one of the brightest orna- 
ments of which the judiciary of this country can boast. 

It was alleged that Swinburne, who was an alien, had been natur- 
alized in the cirenit court of Kanawha County, Virginia, now West 
Virginia, in 1856 or 1857. There was no record of it. Parol evidence 
was offered to prove naturalization. Judge Green, delivering the opin- 
ion of all the judges, said: f 


I have thus far, as did the county court of Kanawha, considered this case as 
ifall this parol evidence introduced by the defendant as tending to prove that 
in 1856 or 1857 Ralph Swinburne was naturalized before the circuit court of Ka- 
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nawha was admissible; but it seems to meclear that none of this evidence was 
admissible. It had, when viewed in its legal aspect, no tendency even to prove 
what it was introduced to proye. The naturalization of a fo: er is, by the 
laws of the United States, a proceeding ina court of record in which the court, 
upon certain facts being satisfactorily proven and a certain oath taken by the 
applicant, by its judgment declares that the alien is admitted to be a citizen. 
(See Rey. Stats, of U. 8., 2d edition, sec. 2165.) 

If the records of this court at the time when it is claimed that an alien was 
thus admitted to citizenship is peeps and shows that he was not only not so 
admitted but not admitted atall, how can any parol evidence on any conceiva- 
ble legal principle be admitted to prove a fact which it is conclusively shown 
can not possibly exist? The defendant's counsel refer to the following authori- 
ties to show that in this case such parol evidence was admissible: Nalle’s Re 
resentatiyes ts. Fenwick, 4 Rand., 585—588; Sasportas vs. De la Motta, 10 Rich. 
(S. C.) Eq.,38; Campbell vs. Gordon, 6 Cranch, 176; Blight’s Lessee vs. Rochester, 
7 Wheat., 536; and an opinion of Judge Blatchford in the United States circuit 
eourt for New York, decided June, 1879, and reported in the New York Herald, 
> pews aper. None of these cases seem to me to touch the subject under con- 

eration. 


Plain, direct, and emphatic language is used by this learned judge. 
Nothing is left to inference. 

t: Where the record shows that Swinburne was not only not so admit- 
ted, but not admitted at all, how can any parol evidence on any con- 
ceivable legal principle be admitted to prove a fact which is conclu- 
sively shown can not possibly exist?’’ says Judge Green. How precisely 
does this language apply to this case! Change the name of Swinburne 
for White and you have a decision in this case by this court. 

This proceeding might be regarded as in the nature ofa trial by record. 
Robert Lowry charges James B. White with being an alien. White 
pleads naturalization, which is a plea in the natureof a plea of a matter 
of record; Lowry rejoins, ‘‘Nosuchrecord.’’ Then, according to Black- 
stone, the trial is by inspection of the record itself, no other evidence be- 
ing admissible, and upon inspection of the record it is found that there 
is no such record as that pleaded, and of course the plea fails and judg- 
ment must be entered up accordingly of ‘‘ No record; still an alien.” 

Freeman on Judgments lays down the doctrine that the entry of a 
judgment nunc pro tunc is always proper when a judgment has been 
ordered by the court, but the clerk has failed or neglected to copy it 
into the record. But anentry must be found somewherein some book 
or record required to be kept by law in that court. 

I conclude, then, that there being no entry on any book or any- 
where in the court of common pleas of Allen County, Indiana, there 
was nothing upon which a nune pro tune order could have been en- 
tered, and that this Congress will not by virtue of its plenary power, 
which has been invoked, declare that James B. White became a nat- 
uralized citizen of the United States seven years before the commence- 
ment of this Congress when there is not a court in the land which would 
so declare. I do not understand that it has ever been held that Con- 

in the exercise of its plenary power will dis settled prin- 
ciples of law, trample under foot mandatory statutes or constitutional 
provisions; I do not understand that Congress has the plenary powerto 
admit a gentleman to this floor as a member who has not the constitu- 
tional qualifications of being twenty-five years of age, seven years a 
citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant of the State in which 
he shall be chosen. Congress can not in the exercise of its plenary 
power put its foot upon the Constitution. In my opinion, Gladstone 
or Bismarck would be as eligible to a seaton this flooras the contestee. 

I conclude, second, that when a foreigner is required to become a cit- 
izen of the United States through a court of record, he can not bemade 
a citizen by the mouths of any number of witnesses, or by a mere cler- 
ical act of a clerk of a court. 

If by the mouths of witnesses citizens could be made, then perjury 
would be at a premium and fraud upon the elective system would hold 
high carnival. If a clerk could by the issue of certificates make citi- 
zens, then, on the eve of elections, if he were corrupt, voters could be 
seein by the wholesale and turned in like a deluge upon the 
polls, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary for me to refer to the remark 
which has been made here that great hardship will result to the con- 
testee in this case in the event the majority report is adopted. Itis 
enough for me to know what the law and the Constitution of my coun- 
try are. It is no hardship to require a man, in order to secure a high 
privilege, to comply with the law which confers that privilege. I yield 
to no man in my regard for the foreign-born citizens of this land. In 
my veins courses Irish blood; I am proud of it, and thereis not money 
enough in the universe to purchase one drop of it. My grandfather 
was a fail-blooded Irishman, and was almost present at the laying of 
the corner-stone of this Republic, and yet he was required to comply 
with the naturalization laws of the country. If one who was almost 
present at-the birth of the Constitution was required to go into a court 
of record and there to renounce ali allegiance to any foreign prince, po- 
tentate, state, or sovereign, and swear fidelity to that Constitution and 
then to exhibit record evidence of that fact in order to enjoy benefits 
under it, in an humble way, it is no hardship to require a man, more 
than a hundred years later, to go through the same p ing ina 
court of record, and to submit record evidence of that fact in order to 
hold a high and dignified position upon the floor of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, and to sit in the councils of the na- 
tion and among its law-givers. 

Our naturalization laws are liberal enough. Theyareplainand sim- 


ple and easily understood. No man need err in their construction or 
application. ‘To hold with the minority of the committee would bein 
effect to wipe from the statute-book every vestige of these laws. 

Isthis House prepared to do this? Is it prepared to break down all 
the laws of evidence and destroy all the safeguards which the naturali- 
zation laws throw around the subject? Forone I amnot. As highas 
the privilege of a member of this House to a seat on this floor may be, 
and as much as we may regret the necessity of unseating a gentleman ` 
chosen by the people to represent them, it is far better that he should 
lose his seat than that great fundamental principles should be disre- 
garded and scattered to the wind. 

Allusion has been made, sir, to the contestee as a Union soldier. 
I want to say for myself that that fact has weighed in his favor with 
me and not against him. Though for four years I stood on the oppo- 
site side in that conflict of arms which reddened our land with blood 
and bathed it in tears, filled it with graves and draped it in mourning, 
fighting for what I had been taught was right, in thedischargeof what 
I conceived to be my duty, and though I am proud at this hour of the 
prowess of the Confederate soldier, yet I turn at the same time with 
admiration to the Union soldier who was true to the flag that floated 
over him, true to the cause that he espoused, true to the teachings of 
his fathers, and with all the earnestness of a warm nature, I grasp his 
hand as a brother whose courage on the field and magnanimity in vic- 
tory have added renown to the name of the American soldier and ex- 
tended the circlet of glory about his head, 

It may be a weakness in me, sir, or it may not be, but whenever I 
am brought in contact with one who was a soldier on either side, my 
heart warms up to him; I feel that we were once fellow-sufferers, and 
that for four years at least the same stars shone down upon us by 
night in the bivouac, the same sun scorched us by day on the march, 
the same snow chilled the marrow in our bones, and the same dangers 
confronted us. But, sir, duty was ever the talismanic word of the true 
soldier, and duty has been and shall ever be my talismanic word as a 
Representative on this floor. Then, in the discharge of my duty, un- 
pleasant as it may be, I shall vote for the report of the majority of the 
Committee on Elections in this case, [Applause.] 

Mr. ROWELL. In the time that I had allotted to myself for the 
discussion of this question I had not designed to discuss the facts in 
the case, because the proof of the fact of the naturalization of Mr. White 
amounted to such a moral certainty that I did not suppose it would be 
necessary to dwell upon that question. I had designed to devote my 
time to the discussion of the law, But it does seem that the gentlemen 
of the majority have so far weakened in their opinion of the law that 
they find it convenient to discuss more elaborately the question of fact, 
and to insist that this contestee has not proved that he was a natural- 
ized citizen seven years before the commencement of his term of office, 
Therefore I shall have to use a véry few minutes on that branch of the 
case. 

This is a somewhat remarkable contest. A gentleman, an ex-mem- 
ber of the House, an ex-cirenit judge, the nominee of his party in a 
district ordinarily with 3,000 Democratic majority, is defeated at the 
polls by 2,500 majority at an election where nearly 35,000 people voted; 
at an election where there is not a whisper against its character; where 
there was a full poll, a fair and free vote, an honest count, and an 
honest return. Yet that gentleman, disregarding the popular will, 
almost as if in contempt of it, asks this House to give him the privilege 
of representing a people who had declared that they wanted another. 


Be it said to the credit of the committee he found little comfort there, 


unless there is comfort in a report that while it fails to give him the 
seat deprives his more fortunate and popular competitor of that seat, 
and deprives the people of the Twelfth Congressional district of Indiana 
of aj representative of their choice, unless the report shall be re- 
ject ‘ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we ought to give effect to the popular will if we 
can do it consistently with the law and without violence to the facts; 
and in what I say I shall attempt to elucidate the facts and the law, 
believing as I always shall in every recurring contested-election case 
that every one here is sitting as a judge to do equal and exact justice. 

Ido not want this contestee punished because he was popuiar at home. 
I do not want him punished because without his fault he was bornina 
foreign land; nor yet do I ask that he shall be seated unless he is en- 
titled to his seat. That he is an American in all that goes tomake up 
American manhood will be admitted everywhere. He came to this 
country in his youth. He has spent all the years of his mature man- 
hood here. He married here; his children were born here. All of his 
financial interests are and have been in this country. He demonstrated 
his patriotism in the best way that men may demonstrate that feeling 
by periling his life and shedding his blood upon the field of battle that 
the national unity might be preserved. , Mr. White swears distinctly 
and absolutely that in 1865 he appeared in the court of common pleas of 
Allen County, Indiana, with his witnesses; that he proved his good dis- 
position toward the Constitution and the laws and his right to citizen- 
ship by two credible witnesses; that he took the oath of renunciation and 
eer and that he received from the court his certificate of natural- 
ization. 

There is no uncertainty about his testimony. Itis clear, distinct, 
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and unequivocal. The circumstances are given, the reasons for taking 
out the papers at the time. 

This testimony must be accepted as conclusive, or it must be rejected 
altogether. You must either acceptit or hold that Mr. White has been 
successfully impeached in one of the methods of impeachment recog- 
nized in the law. He either lies or he has told the truth. He either 
commits perjury or he was naturalized. Thereisno escaping that. He 
proves bya mun of eminent character, Mr. Jenkinson, substantially the 
same facts, and in a way that makes Jenkinson a perjurer, unless Mr. 
White was naturalized. He confirms hisown and Mr. Jenkinson’s tes- 
timony by that of Mr. Pratt, ex-sheriff of Allen County, and sheriff at 
the time of naturalization. 

And what is offered in opposition? Notwithstanding the fact that 
Mr. Lowry had known for weeks that there was norecord remaining in 
this court of Mr. White’s naturalization—notwithstanding that Bell 
had known that fact—it was kept back until five days before the elec- 
tion, after every weekly paper supporting Mr. White had gone to press 
and to thecountry. And then Mr. White is telegraphed for, is brought 
back from his campaign, and Bell and Moynihan confront him, spread 
around him the meshes of the net prepared for him, and make the charge 
that he is nota citizen. He says, ‘‘Iamacitizen; I was duly natural- 
ized; Jenkinson was with me when I was naturalized.” That is the 
material fact. Bell sayshe fixed thetime in 1857 or 1858, but Bell con- 
yeniently forgot the important part of that conversation, that Jenkinson 
was present. Moynihan recollects this and Bell forgets it, and both 
may have mistaken the reference to 1858. 

There happened to be two other witnesses to that conversation, White 
and his son, but both give a version different from the version given of 
it by Bell and Moynihan, the two men who had brought him back from 
his campaign in the district on the eve of the election with a view to 
demoralizing his lines and securing to Mr. Lowry the election. These 
witnesses seem to have been ignored by the majority. What is the ob- 
ject of the testimony produced? It is simply to impeach Mr. White, 
That is all. There was a legitimate way to impeach him. There were 
thousands of people in the Twelfth district of Indiana that knew 
whether he had a reputation for truth and veracity or not. They are 
not called here—not one of them—to discredit Mr. White, or to say 
avght against his integrity as a man or his truthfulness as a witness, 
Why, sir, in view of the fact that in a district with 3,000 against him 
politically, 2,500 men who did not agree with him politically have tes- 
tified to the good character that he had built up in more than thirty 
years’ residence among them, that sort of criticism is the criticism 
made by the criminal lawyer trying to save the neck of a guilty client, 
and not the legitimate criticism of a lawyer intending to elucidate the 
truth. Nor has it any bearing on this case according to the Jaws and 
rules of evidence. R 

Leaving that point, I come now to the record. Here are one hun- 
dred and fifty casesin which the only record is a duplicate certificate 
of naturalization; but each of those one hundred and fitty copies de- 
clares that the record of that case is in a certain book; and when you 
turn to the book there is no record there. Therefore the recital of a 
record is a falsehood. 

There is upon that record a case where a naturalization was made in 
1854 and the record made in 1865. The record does not include any 
of the cases where there was no record atall, In three different cases 
it has been proved there was no record—not the scratch of apen. In 
Sardinghausen’s case Mr. Lowry himself testifies that he examined all 
the books in the case and there was no scratch ofa pen; nothing to show. 
that any naturalization had taken place, and when Sardinghausen’s at- 
tention is called to it, and his certificate of naturalization is delivered to 
Bell, thissame Bell in the course of two days comes back from that same 
court with this same clerk, bringing a certified copy of therecord. This 
undisputed fact speaks for itself and for the unreliability of the record 
either in what is put in or what has been left out. 

Read the memoranda in the testimony of the clerk, and you find 
that this record is sometimes false, more often faulty, frequently with- 
out anything upon the record to show the case; forged decrees of di- 
voree; records made years after the action purporting to have been 
taken; records of naturalization made at times when no court was in 
session; and all by this deputy clerk, Nelson, and yet it is seriously 
claimed that such a record or absence of record impeaches Mr. White. 
I leave that part of the case because I have not time todiscuss the evi- 
dence. I propose to discuss the law of the case. 

Mr. Speaker, we are a part of the legislative branch of this Govern- 
ment. Thereis a judicial branch; there is an executive branch. We 
are passing upon a statute passed by Congress and approved by the 
President. Iask gentlemen whether they will accept the interpreta- 
tion of that statute from the judicial branch of this Government or 
whether they will go down into a State court and let the decision of 
bears a court overrule the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 

tates? 

I undertake to say that the Supreme Court of the United States has 
absolutely, positively, and without possible question, decided that the 
certificate of naturalization, whether there remain a record or not, is 
conclusive proof of such naturalization, not to be attacked collaterally 
at any time or place. That being true, it ought to be an end of the 


discussion so far as the Jaw is concerned, and there is no need to invoke 
the plenary powers of the House on this question of eligibility to pre- 
vent this great wrong, seemingly attempted in this contest. 

There is a principle of law that universal acceptance is persuasive of 
what the law is. From 1795, when this naturalization law first went 
into force, down to the present day it has been the almost universal 
eustom of all courts to issue to the applicant for naturalization a 
certificate of naturalization, under the seal of the court, as his com- 
mission of citizenship, reciting the facts that proof of residence, good 
character and disposition was made, that the oath of renunciation and 
allegiance was taken. Now, I call attention to the fact that you may 
hunt the statutes through from beginning to end and you will find no 
syllable or letter authorizing the issue of that certificate, unless the 
certificate is a duplicate record of the proceeding. It is not a certified 
copy of the record. Nowhere in any court does it purport to be a cer- 
tified copy. But it does purport to be an original certificate under the 
seal of the court, accepted everywhere as original, primary proof of nat- 
uralization, not because it certiffes a copy of a record, but because the 
court has issued it as the record of a fact. Passports have been granted 
for ninety years past upon the production of such certificates. The pro- 
tection of the United States has been invoked time out of mind in the 
protection of foreign-born citizens, on their presenting just such a certifi- 
cate. The American people would spring to arms in the twinkling or 
an eye if a foreign Government should, willfully and intentionally, lay 
violent hands upon an American citizen possessing sucha certificate. 

But early in the present century this question came up in the Su- 
preme Court. A court in Virginia had decided a certificate not good 
naturalizdtion. The case to which I refer is in 6 Cranch. In the 
court of Suffolk thereis a minute of the judge upon his court docket, 
which says that William Currie—— 

Mr. CRISP. A minute? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir, a minute. 

Mr. CRISP. There is no such minute here. 

Mr. ROWELL. This minute or memorandum states that William 
Currie, a native of Scotland, who had emigrated to Virginia, took the 
oath. Do I need to say to the lawyers of this body that such a minute 
is not a record—thatif such a minute were made in a common-law pro- 
ceeding and execution issued upon it, the execution would be invalid. 
That has been decided so often that it would be almost an insult to 
quote Jaw upon a question of that kind. But the Supreme Court dis- 
poses of that. question. There was issued to Currie a certificate simply 
reciting that he had taken the oath of allegiance and renunciation. It 
did not recite that he had proved his residence, his good disposition, 
his correct character. It was simply recited in his certificate that he 
took the oath of allegiance and renunciation. In this case the court 
expressly say—it is the unanimous opinion of the Supreme Court—that 
this certificate, copied into the record in the Supreme Court—nota rec- 
ord in the court below—is proof that the man was naturalized. Parol 
proof was heard to show that this was the kind of certificate usual in 
that year, that the court was in the habit of taking the requisite proof 
in these cases; and the Supreme Court say the oath would not have 
been administered if the court had not been satisfied; and so the de- 
cision of the court below was reversed, the naturalization was upheld 
and held good, and that, too, expressly upon the certificate—so stated 
in the opinion. 7 

And so they reversed the court below. It wasa question of the right 
of property. They appealed it as to the naturalization. 

Then as late as the 91st United States, that court has used this lan- 
guage: 

A certificate— 

Mind you, a certificate— 

A certificate of naturalization issues from a court of record when proper proof 
of residence has been made of five years, and the appin is of the age of twenty- 
one years, and is of good moral character; the certificate is against all the world 
a judgment of citizenship, from which may follow the right to vote and to hold 
property. It is conclusive as such. 

Now, gentlemen say the question of naturalization was not in- 
volved in the Tisdall case in 91 United States. I have noticed when 
lawyers find a case against them they always talk of obiter dicta. Why 
everything a court says, except the mere judgment for the plaintiff, or 
for the defendant, may be called obiter dicta. But this is a case in- 
volving the admissibility and the weight of testimony; and the court 
in pronouncing judgment as to the admissibility and weight of testi- 
mony went on to illustrate the law and used this language. Suppose 
it is obiter dicta, it is the language of great jurists speaking about mat- 
ters of law, members of a court sitting on the most exalted bench in 
the civilized world, language to go into the law-books and receive the 
criticism of judges and members of the legal profession everywhere. 
Dicta, though it may be, it is dicta coming with such weight to this 
House you dare not raise a technical objection to it. 

I shall not stop to read from them, but the text-books have copied this 
language and laid it down as law. I say the text-book writers on this 
question lay down the law with reference to proof of naturalization 
just exactly the same as I have defined it here. All of them—my time 
will not permit me to read from them. 

I come to another case, a case over in New York, involving the valid- 
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ity of five or six thousand naturalization papers issued in 1868. Was 
there a record? No. part of.one; only an index-book, John Swiss, 
Switzerland; John Roe, witness; a date, and nothing more—in other 
words, an index-book. Will anybody say that is a record or any part 
of a record? A United States circuit judge, now an honored mem- 
ber of the Supreme bench, Justice Blatchford, decided the naturaliza- 
tion was proved on such a certificate of naturalization as the one in 
this case, or substantially so. And he further declares that the act of 
the clerk commanded by the statute is to be not only considered min- 
isterial but merely directory; and if directory,.of course everybody 
will acknowledge that the failure to make a record can not invalidate 
ay naturalization. 

t is an act, s.~s the court, the applicant has nothing to do with. It 
is separated fromthe man himself. It is directory and the clerk may 
neglect to write it down. It does not invalidate the naturalization if 
the certificate is issued. Citizenship is a personal right, which, once 
acquired, can only be taken away by the act of the citizen himself. 

Now I come to this question of record. As I said awhile ago, this 
certificate really was what it purports to be, an original document, is- 
suing out of the court as a commission of citizenship. The record 
usually kept in the Western and Northern States. where there are a 
large number of people to be naturalized, is always almost exclusively 
another copy of the same oath without anything else on it. As sug- 
gested by my friend from Texas [Mr. Moors], it is a blank taken out 
of a book of blanks—one blank torn out of a book ofblanks. Another 
book of similar blanks filled up makes the clerk’s record. What is it, 
then, but a duplicate record? The record was kept in the court and a 
duplicate record was given under the seal of the clerk to th@&pplicant. 

Do I need to quote the law that when duplicates are issued one is of 
as much dignity as the other, one is as much primary proof as the 
other ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. ROWELL, Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Allow me, by way of suggestion, to 
refer to what the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. O’ FERRALL] said, that 
the certificate was an exemplification of the record, and inasmuch as 
there was no record there could be no exemplification of any record. 
I should like to hear the gentleman on that point. 

Mr. ROWELL. A certificate does not purport to be an exempli- 
fication of the record; it purports to be an original paper. These 
original certificates are held by millions of naturalized citizens in this 
country. They do not purport to be a certified copy or exemplification 
of the record, but the original paper, signed by the clerk and sealed 
with the seal of the court, and as the commission of absolute citizen- 
ship. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield to me for the purpose of ask- 
ing him a question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Can you conceive of a case in which the record of the 
court or any part of the record of the court is turned over to an individ- 
ual to be carried by him in his pocket? 

Mr. ROWELL. I can conceive of a case where a decree has been 
prepared, approved by the court, and the approval indorsed upon 
the decree. Suppose, as the attorney in the case, I had prepared the 
decree and obtained the approval of the court? I put it in my pocket 
and carry it off, and itis a record just as much as if I had left it with 
the clerk. x 

Mr. CRISP. But does not the gentleman understand that in the 
case to which he refers the paper belongs to the court? 

Mr. ROWELL, Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. And such papers are entered upon the minutes and are 
filed away in the court, and that no man is entitled to keep possession 
of those papers in his pocket, for they could be recovered by the court 
on a rule at any time? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly; but thatis an entirely different question. 
I am not saying whether a man ought to take away a record of that 
character or not; but I argue, in response to the gentleman’s question, 
from universal custom, that the courts have so interpreted the rule and 
given out the records, 

Now, there is a great mistake in the minds of men as to what con- 
stitutes a record. Somethink that there isno record unless it is where 
the case is docketed, an order-book kept, an extension of a judgment 
upon a book—that it takes all these things to make arecord. To record 
a proceeding is to take it down in writing. The proper place for a 
record is in the custody of the clerk, in order that it may be identified 
or certified. 

But if it goes out of the custody of the clerk it is still arecord. Tie 
court, in 6 Cranch, approved in 7 Cranch, and affirmed in 91 United 
States, have decided that this very certificate is conclusive evidence of 
naturalization, not to be attacked collaterally and without reference to 
any record, and Blatchford, justice, has decided, in the New York Cole- 
man case, that that clause in the statute requiring the clerk to make a 
record of the proceeding is not a mandatory part of the statute. But 
now you quote West Virginia and Georgia, and the circuit court of the 
District of Columbia, six years before the decision in Cranch, to overturn 
in the House of Representatives the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
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United States; and for what purpose? For the purpose of depriving 
the people of the Twelfth Congressional district of Indiana of their 
chosen Representative in Congress. For the purpose of making out the 
man whom they have so trusted to be a liar and unworthy of credence, 
you have invoked a doubtful technical rule to do injustice. Every- 
where the courts will invoke a technical rule to prevent robbtry and 
injustice. Everywhere it isthe boast of modern courts that they push 
away the cobwebsand technicalities they may find coming between them 
and the doing of equal and exact justice, unless the technicalities are so 
thoroughly imbedded in the law as to compel obedience or legislative 
correction. : 

But this American House of Representatives, invoking a technicality 
upon this question of evidence, undertakes to defeat justice and seeks 
to deprive the Twelfth dis trict of Indiana of its Representative and the 
people of their choice, and this Representative of the seat to which he 
was duly elected. And that technicality stands repudiated by the 
court created to interpret United States statutes—a court whose inter- 
pretation is authoritative—a court vested with power to review an ap- 
peal and overrule the decisions of the yery courts you rely upon in this 
very class of cases. 

He is to be punished for the negligence of a ministerial officer, a clerk 
of the court in Allen County, whose pigeon tracks are all over that 
record in forgery and fraud. Irepeatit, all overitin forgery aud fraud. 

This is your impeaching evidence; this is the record which is to make 
Mr. White a liar. Itison a par with your claim that taking out the 
papers a second time tends to prove that they were not taken out a 
first time, in the face of the fact that Mr. White then and there declared 
that they were his third papers. 

In the great city of Chicago there are 30,000 voters justin the condi- 
tion of this man, with every record of every court burned, the clerks 
of the courts dead, their own houses burned almost before they could 
escape from them, the papers all burnt up, and I pledge you that not 
one of them ever saw a record so as to be able to testify to its existence. 
More than one member of this body, many hundreds of men occupying 
high positions in the American Government, are precisely in the con- 
dition of this contestee, and yet you say it is dangerous to invoke parol 
testimony. Why, Mr. Speaker, you hang a man on parol testimony. 

Is it more dangerous to invoke parol testimony to establish a fact of 
this character to sustain and vindicate the popular will than it is to 
hang a man? Yousupply mostsolemn records, when they are destroyed, 
upon parol testimony. You prove the contents of the most important 
documents, when lost or destroyed, upon parol testimony. It is neces- 
sary in all human affairs so to do, to prevent injustice and wrong, and, 
although witnesses may sometimes speak falsehood, and writings may 
sometimes be forged, yet the courts will continue to adjudicate cases 
and ascertain facts under these rules of evidence, even if this House 
should determine that foreign-born citizens are not entitled to the bene- 
fit of such evidence when they happen to be popular enough to secure 
an election to this body. 

Why it is said that Mr. Pratt, one of the witnesses in behalf of the 
contestee out there in Indiana, is not to be believed, because he did not 
work for and support Mr. Lowry at that election, but was a strong 
supporter of the contestee. If that be true, sir, there are more than 
2,500 able-bodied Democratic liars in that district who did the same 
thing. [Laughter and applause. } r 

It is said that Mr. Jenkinson is not to be believed because he is sixty 
years old, and that, therefore, he can not remember the circumstances 
of twenty years ago. I tell you, gentlemen, there is no pretense to im- 
peach the testimony of Mr. Jenkinson except on account of his age; 
and if he be impeached on that ground there are a great many men 
around me here who are in the same situation, and on that account 
are in danger of being discredited. There is no other reason for dis- 
eo him, except they say he was in very bad company. [Laugh- 
ter. 

He was with White at the time he took out his papers, and, like 
“poor dog Tray,” is to be kicked out and punished because he was in 
bad company, and his testimony is to be characterized as perjury. 

Now, sir, in the time that I reserved for myself I have had thus 
hurriedly to examine these questions. I want to say a word in answer 
to a statement that you have not any proof of the contents of the paper, 
and that the testimony given by the contestee, showing his recollec- 
tion to be unreliable, is such that you can not believehim. Does any- 
body doubt, when we produce the kind of certificates issued in that 
court, and he swears he got his naturalization papers, that that is the 
kind of naturalization certificate he got? 

Are you raising that sort of a technical objection to the proof of the 
contents of the certificate? What proves to the moral sense, what car- 
ries with it conviction, is conclusive evidence—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Are you not assuming that this clerk, whom 
you have attacked as unworthy of credence, did in this case issue the 
proper paper to this man? 

Mr. ROWELL. Iam; because it is in proof that was the only kind 
issued; because had he not issued the proper paper he would have been 
caught in the act. Noram I assuming that this clerk intentionally left 
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this off the record. Hereare twenty or thirty cases out of the one hun- 
dred and fifty where in the record of the oath there is a failure to fill 


up the blank certificate at the end of it. Making out a certificate of 
naturalization, or makinga memorandum on a piece of paper to take with 
him to court, he loses it, forgets it, and it fails to go on record. And 
all foreign-born citizens are to be told, ‘‘If you did notsee to it thatthe 
clerk put down what was exactly right you shail not occupy a seat in 
Congress if the partiality of your people has elected you to it.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yousaid he would have been detected if he had 
not issued the right kind of a certificate. Will you point to the testi- 
mony of any witness who read that paper or saw it? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Would it have»made the least differ- 
ence if the clerk had issued the wrong papers? 

Mr. ROWELL. Not one single bit. If theclerk had perpetrated a 
fraud—and the question of my friend from Ohio is on a par with the 
technicalities erected in this House for the purpose of turning a foreign- 
bern citizen out—would he not have been detected? Would a clerk be 
likely to issue a false certificate into the hands of a man and take the 
chances of being detected? However such technicalities may appear 
to the mind of my friend from Ohio, whom I honor very much, I think 
that kind of argument does not strike the intelligent critic of evidence 
as being very weighty in overthrowing moral proof. Itisona par with 
attempting to criticise what a man says on the stump. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say I 
only suggested it to correct a presumption; I was putting one presump- 
tion against another. 

Mr. ROWELL. The presumption that a clerk issued a certificate 
urporting to be a naturalization certificate into the hands of an intel- 
igent man implies that he did not try to palm off a bad. certificate 

upon him. And yet you ask me to point to the evidence that any- 
body read this certificate. I have heard judges remark that courts are 
presumed to know something when attorneys insisted upon proving 
things of common knowledge. I shall presume that the members of 
the House know something, and will take it for granted that the clerk 
did not palm off a fraud upon Mr. White in place of a proper natural- 
ization certificate. 

They say that Mr. White is not worthy of credence. Heis impeached 
for something he said on the stump. Now just stop, Mr. Speaker and 
gentlemen, atthatpoint. If we all have got to have the brand of liars 
put upon our brows because we sometimes make a mistake in what we 
say on thestump, how many here who talk at all would go out of this 
House with the brand of liar written all across their foreheads! [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

That is on a par with all the criticisms which have been made. Ah! 
they talk about Spencer’s evidence. Spencer is called in the last ten 
days, when the mouth of White and the mouths of his witnesses have 
been sealed; when no question as to language, time, and place has been 
put to him; and then Spencer comes in and undertakes to recount tes- 
timony that my friend from Ohio, sitting on the bench, would not have 

itted had a litigant attempted to bring it into court as impeach- 
ing testimony. And yet it seems to be the monument raised up here 
for men to look at. What for? To impeach Mr. White; to impeach 
the man that in the Twelfth district of Indiana, where he had lived for 
thirty long years and done business, was elected by 2,500 majority by 
Democrats and Republicans alike; where he took over at least 2,500 
Democratic votes—the best Democrats in the district. 

That is the kind of man whom you seek to impeach by saying he 
declared on the stump that he had his papers, when within three or 
four days of the election this was suddenly sprung upon him, ‘‘ You are 
going to be charged with not being na ized; the voters are to be 
prevented from voting for you; and a placard is to be posted at every 

ll in the district for the purpose of breaking down your lines, driv- 

off your friends, and so securing the vote for the man the 
people do not desire to elect.” He undertakes to stem the tide, to re- 
arrange his lines; and what does hesay? ‘‘I ama citizen of the United 
States.” Oh, it is said he ought tohave fallen into the pit dug for him; 
like the silly fly he ought to have walked into the web of the spider. 

Under what obligation was he to go into details with the enemy who 
had concocted a plot and kept it secret until it was too late for him to 
answer? Mr. Speaker, I can not believe, I shall not believe unless 
compelled, that gentlemen who have been deemed worthy of a seat in 
this exalted body, worthy to represent the American people in making 
its laws, are so regardless of the rights of citizenship, so regardless of 
the voice of the people, so regardless of the protection due to the thou- 
sands upon thousands of naturalized citizens of this land, that they are 
going to erect this barrier against Mr. White in his claim to retain his 
seat. Mr, Speaker, how much time have I occupied? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied forty-two 
minutes. He has four minutes remaining. i 

Mr. ROWELL. Justa word more; this is important. It is impor- 
tant to all of us. 4 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. How do you account for the loss of Mr. White’s 
second papers? 


Mr. ROWELL. Oh, I can not stop now to talk about that. His 
store, full of oil, was burned up, and the employés had torun for their 
lives. Perhaps that accounts for it; Ido not know. Ihad a commis- 
sion in the Army; I can not find it; I looked for it Jast fall and could 
not find it. I guess I had a marriage certificate. Under the laws of 
Illinois, if I want to get married I have to go to the connty clerk and 
prove to him that I and my intended are competent to enter into the 
marriage contract, and geta license. Ihave to present that toone qual- 
ified to perform the marriage ceremony and he must return it and the 
clerk must record it. Suppose that in returning it should get lost in 
the mails; suppose aclerk, like the one in this case, should be careless, 
are my children to be bastardized and is my estate to be confiscated be- 
cause of the negligence of that clerk? And are the naturalized citi- 
zens of the United States, when a Chicago fire occurs, when losses hap- 
pen, when clerks are careless, are they to be debarred of that right of 
right, the right to be citizens of this Republic? I will not believe it. 
It can not be done. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran]. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with great attention 
to the speeches which have been contributed to this discussion by both 
sides of this House. I haveread with great interest the speeches which 
were delivered at the session of this House last Thursday, and I think 
it but fair to the side with which I am affiliated, to state at this stage 
of the proceedings the conclusion which I have reached. ~ 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that in discussing a question of great public 
policy, one that involves the sovereignty of the people, we are not bound 
by the tecMiMical rules which have been prescribed for the determina- 
tion of disputes between citizens when they are compelled to submit 
their contentions to tribunals organized for the purposes of settling 
them. Weare here, as I take it, on a broader basis. We have to in- 
quire, in the first instance, whether the people of this district in Indi- 
ana haye lawfully expressed their choice. Now, the only question in 
dispute is that which goes to the qualifications of the sitting member, 
under the laws and Constitution of this country, to occupy the seat to 
which he was undoubtedly elected; ang the objection which has been 
advanced to his claim is one which, in my judgment, turns upon a ques- 
tion of fact. 

I do not believe that there is any fair question of law before this 
House. I donotregard a recordas anything but the proof of a judgment, 
The judgment is the act of the court, which stands independent of any- 
thing that a clerk may do or fail to do. Now, there is no record of 
what this court has done. We are therefore driven to inquire into the 
facts of the transaction, and Captain White stands before this House 
declaring upon his oath that in 1865 he attended before a court in this 
county in Indiana where his naturalization is said to have taken place, 
accompanied by witnesses; that he complied with all the requirements 
of the law, and that a certificate of naturalization was issued to him 
by a competent authority. Holding the views that I do of the record, 
there is nothing left for me to decide but whether I will believe the 
statement which is made by Captain White under the solemnity of an 
oath, and which is corroborated by a character against which not one 
word has been uttered in the course of this debate. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, on this side of the House we claim to represent popar 

sovereignty in the fullest meaning of the term. To our party belongs 
the mission of extending to its utmost limits the power of the people at 
the ballot-box, and so far as the people of the Twelfth district of In- 
diana could speak, they have declared their wish, their will, their com- 
mand that Captain White shall be their Representative throughout all 
the sessions of the Fiftieth Congress. [Renewed applause. ] 
. Against this command of the people, against this decision, solemnly 
recorded at the ballot-box, we have a number of circumstances advanced 
by the Committee on Elections which it is asserted form in lawa reason 
why the decision of the people should be reversed. 

I for my part accept the statement which has been made by the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. ROWELL}. I believe that either Captain 
White was naturalized in Indiana or he has committed perjury. Ibe- 
lieve that he is a duly qualified member of this House of Representa- 
tives, or else his place is at the bar ofa criminal court to answer an 
indictment for crime. A 

Holding that view, Mr. Speaker, to what circumstances must the mind 
be directed in order to ascertain the legitimate course for a member of 
this body to pursue under the solemn obligations of his oath of office? 
He must look to the character of the person upon whose statement he 
proposes to base his action. ‘This man comes here with thirty years of 
honorable life to give weight to his statements. He comes here with 
a history which is a part of the history of this country. He has held 
high and important offices. He has discharged all the duties of citi- 
zenship. He has shed his blood for his country. [Applause.] And 
now my voice will not cast a vote. which will make the wounds he re- 
ceived in honorable service bleed afresh by reason of the ingratitude of 
his fellow-citizens. It will rather be my pride, as I hope it will be in 
my power, to cast a vote which will show that he who risks his life in 
defense of this land merits and receives a reward which will serve him 
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like an armor invulnerable to the shafts of the enemy when in any 
erisis of his career he has to place his character in the balance against 
those who would impugn his integrity. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, in what I say I but express my own loyalty to the laws. 
Ido not believe that the political effect of this vote would sway asingle 
member on this side of the House so far from his sense of obligation 
to his conscience as to cause him to casta vote with a view merely to its 
political effect in the fature. But if such a suggestion enters the mind 
of any Democrat here, let me say to him that the best way to avoid 
any possible influence which the decision-of this case may have upon a 
Presidential election, is to so comport ourselves in the discharge of our 
duties that no Presidential election will ever come into this House, but 
that the votes of the people will decide in favor of that party which I 
believe is pledged to every system of good government that ought to 
win the confidence of the electors. [Applause.] z 

Believing as I do, while there floats over my kead that flag which 
Captain White and hiscomrades have kept aloft in the breeze over every 
part of this country, extending the power of Congress to every section 
of the Union—while I thus feel grateful to the heroes who preserved 
that power intact and who cemented with their blood this Union under 
which we live, I shall not cast a vote which I would regard as treason 
to my constituency and which would pronounce a soldier of the Union 

ilty of perjury and unworthy of association with honorable men. 

Applause. ] 

Mr. CRISP. What disposition does the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ROWELL] propose to make of the remainder of the hour? 

Mr. ROWELL. How much of the hour remains? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Seven minutes. 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield that time to the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Wuitson]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minneso Mr. Speaker, when I read the report 
and the briefs in this case, they’led me to doubt the conclusion of the 
majority of the committee; but on account of the great respect which 
I have not only for the legal ability but for the honesty and impartiality 
of that majority, I reread and reconsidered this case to see if my first 
impression was not wrong. Buta reconsideration has not changed my 
conclusion. A conclusion of this kind, Mr. Speaker, of course, ends 
for any member of this House all discussion. We sit here as judges, and 
we are not honest men ‘if we do not vote as we believe, irrespective of 
any party consideration whatever. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to give in a very few minutes (for I have but a 
few) the reasons which have led me to the conclusion at which I have 
arrived. There are two questions here—one of fact and one of law. 
The question of fact is, did the contestee in this case go before a court 
of record and make the proofs which the statute required him to make 
in order to become a citizen of the United States? Secondly, the ques- 
tion of law is, if he did this, the record being wanting, is it competent 
to prove the fact by parol? As to the first, the question of fact, I 
have carefully considered the evidence in the case, and to me it seems 
to be satisfactory that the contestee went before the proper court and 
made the requisite proof and took the oaths required. Let me add 
that in reaching this conclusion I have proceeded upon the principle 
that when a man has received a majority of all the votes cast in his dis- 
trict, every presumption not absolutely unreasonable must be enter- 
tained in his favor. We have no right to unseat a man who has been 
sent here by the majority vote of his constituency unless some rule of 
law stands in the way and is conclusive against him. 

I merely repeat what has been before said when I remark that either 
Mr. White is a perjurer and his two witnesses are perjurers, or else he 
went to the proper court and made the requisite proofs in order to se- 
cure the rights of citizenship. Mr. Speaker, when I turn to the testi- 
mony of those who attempt to contradict him I am but the more con- 
firmed in the belief that he did this; for though this matter was sprung 
upon him but two or three days before the election and withoutany no- 
tice in advance, he at once said, “I have my naturalization papers; I 
am á citizen.” There was nohesitancy—no dodging of theissue. When 
it is suggested to him, ‘‘ You must npt only have your first papers, but 
your second papers,” hesays, “‘I know that; and I havethem.’”? When 
it was stated to him, ‘‘The records of the court show the issue of no 

pers to you; may you not have obtained them elsewhere? ™” does he 

ike a dishonest man try to catch at this straw? No; he says, ‘‘I ob- 
tained all my papers in this county,” though he knew that the records 
could be examined at once. Thoseare not the words of a man who did 
not believe what he said. This man knows just what the facts are; he 
does not forget—he can not forget. The facts, therefore, I think are 
clearly in his favor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we come to the legal question, and if there is 
anything settled by the court which has the right to settle the law ab- 
solntely and finally, it is settled that the thing which this man did 
constituted him acitizen. Let it be borne in mind, this man says that 
when he went before the court with his witnesses and made the requi- 
site oaths, he got his certificate of naturalization. There are hundreds 
in this room who know the steps taken on such an occasion, and they 
know that the rule is uniform that the certificate of naturalization is 
given when the proofs are made and the oaths taken. 

Some one has suggested here, as a reason why we should unseat the 


con that there is no definite proof of the form of the certificate 
which he received. I see no force in this objection; I have seen hun- 
dreds, I think I might say truthfully thousands, of those certificates of 
naturalization issued and I have had reason to examine some of them; 
but if I were asked, especially if the question were sprung upon me 
suddenly, I could not answer specifically, nor could I, after time tore- 
flect, give the very terms or wordsof them. How many here could give 
the precise form of their title deeds? They could readily answer that 
they had a deed in the usual form, just as the contestee has sworn that 
he received a certificate in the usual form, but beyond that they could 
not go. Had the contestee been more particular and positive in his 
statement as to the very form of his certificate he would only have cast 
a doubt on his veracity and have given ground to suspect that he was 
drawing on his imagination for his facts. 

We all know that the certificates issued on such occasions are essen- 
tially alike, and no one here has doubted, nordoes it admit of doubt, 
but that such a certificate issued to the person naturalized after he has, 
on his part, complied with the statute, is all that is required to confer 
on him and prove citizenship. The contestee has sworn positively that 
he did, as is the usual if not the unitorm rule in such eases, receive’ 
such a certificate, and that itis lost. The case of Campbell rs. Gor- 
don (6 Cranch, 176) as has been stated by the gentleman from Jllinois 
(Mr. ROWELL] is, therefore, on all fours with this. 

The factsin that case are as follows: A citizen of Virginia died in- 
testate, withoutissue, leaving a landed estate in Virginia. His brother, 
who, like this contestee, was a native of Scotland, having removed to 
this country, and became, as he alleged, naturalized, died, leaving a 
daughter; she claimed the land by descent from her uncle. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not wish, unnecessarily, Mr. 
Speaker, to trespass upon the time of the Honse, and I will therefore 
only state this single point. [Cries of *‘Goon!”] If her father had 
been naturalized she inherited the estate; if not, it had escheated, and 
the question involved in her case was the validity of her title, and that 
was conceded to be valid if her father had been legally naturalized; 
his naturalization was, therefore, the single question in the case. 

The record in that case shows that a certificate of naturalization had 
been issued to her father in essentially the same form of the certificate 
issued to the contestee in this case, and in that case there was no other 
record. It is true there were certain memoranda made by the clerk, 
in these words: ‘‘Ata district court held at Suffolk, October 14, 1795, 
William Currie, native of Scotland, migrated into the Commonwealth, 
took the oath, ete.’ This is not a record of naturalization; indeed, it 
is not a record at all, or in the nature of a record. 

It is merely a memorandum made by the clerk for his own convenience, 
The only record there was in that case was the certificate in substan- 
tially the same form of the certificate in this case, and the court held 
that the evidence established the fact of naturalization. The opinion 
of the court was delivered by Mr. Justice Washington, Chief-Justice 
Marshall and the other members of the court concurring. 

It is true that in the case cited the certificate issued by the clerk to 
the person naturalized was produced in court, whereas in this case it 
is not produced; but the contestee has accounted for its non-produc- 
tion and has proven its loss. And no lawyer or intelligent layman 
would doubt but that it is legally competent to show by parol the ex- 
istence of a record and its loss or destruction, and when that is proven 
it is competent to show its contents by parol. The case cited and this 
ease are, therefore, not distinguishable; for the existence, the loss, and 
the contents of the certificate being proven, as a matter of evidence 
the parol proof of the contents has the same probative force as the cer- 
tificate would have had if presented. 

Let me read briefly from their opinion: 

In support of the first objection it is contended, that although the oath pre- 
scribed by the second section of the act of Congress entitled ‘* An act to estab- 
lish a uniform rule of naturalization, and to repeal the act heretofore passed on 
that subject,” passed the 29th of January, 1795, was administered to said Will- 
iam Currie by acourt of competent jurisdiction, still it does not a by the 
certificate granted to him by the court, and appeming in the record, that he was, 
by the judgment of thé court, admitted a citizen, or that the court was satis- 
fied that, during the term of two years, mentioned in the same section, he had 
behaved as a man of good character, attached to the Constitution of the United 
States, and well disposed to the 1 order and happiness of the same. 

It is true that this requisite to his admission is not stated in the certificate; but 
it is the opinion of this court, that the court of Suffolk must have been satisfied 
as to the character of the applicant, or otherwise a certificate, that the oath pre- 
scribed by law had been taken would not have been granted. x 

It is unnecessary to decide whether, in the order of time, this satisfaction, asto ~ 
the character of the applicant, must be first given, or whether it may not be re- 
quired after the oath is administered, and, if not then given, whether a certifi- 
cate of najuralization may not be withheld. But if the oath be administered, 
and nothing appears to the contrary, it must be presumed that the court, before 
whom the oath was taken, was satisfied as to the character of the applicant. 
The oath, when taken, confers upon him the rights of a citi and amounts to 
a judgment of the court for his admission to those rights. It is, therefore, tho 
unanimous opinion of the court that William Currie was duly naturalized. 

Now, the court must have been satisfied. Why? Because by the 
parol evidence received it was proved that the man had been naturalized. 

Mr. CKISP. Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield to me for a 
moment? 6 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, if my time will permit. 

Mr. CRISP. Where do you get the idea that it is based on the po- 
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sition that the record was proved by parol evidence? There is no parol 
evidence in it. Heinfers from the fact that he did take the oath that he 
did everything else preliminary to the taking of the oath. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me answer the question of the 
chairman of the committee from the book itself. The reportshows that 
parol evidence was given, that was one of the errors complained of, and 
every lawyer knows that when you take memoranda like these and sup- 
plement them by parol, so as to showa judgment, itisall parol. Forif, 
as you claim, you can not show what the judgment was by parol, then 
it follows that you can not add one iota to it by parol. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let us look for a moment at the consequences of 
the action here proposed. In portions of the country perhaps more 
than half the people are of foreign birth. Shall we say here, by our 
action on this case, that a mistake of a clerical officer of any one of our 
courts, over whose actions they have no control and for whose errors 
they are not responsible, may disfranchise them, may make their ac- 
tions, which would otherwise be patriotic and legal, unpatriotic and 
criminal? Such action on our part would justly alarm hundreds of 
thousands of people. 

I can never assent to a position which would make the rights of so 
many people dependent on either the intelligence, the honesty, the 
vigilance, or the accuracy of a mere clerical officer. It gives me pleas- 
ure to believe—I think I may safely say know—that such is not the 
law of our country. If I did not feel sure that it is not, I should, at 
the earliest possible moment, introduce a bill to change the law. 

In what position would we place the contestee by such a vote? 

If he was in a court of law, an error in the record could be corrected 
so asto prevent injustice, nune pro tunc; or, if he was in a court of 
equity, that court would act on its maxim that thatshould be considered 
as done which ought to be done, and as such an error ought to be cor- 
rected, and the proper entry made, the court would consider it as 
made. 

But here, in the House of Representatives of the United States, which 
should in such cases be guided by the broadest principles of equity, the 
vote we are asked to give would deprive the contestee of the rights 
which he would be entitled to either in law or equity. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. I now 
Ohio [Mr. OvTHWAITE 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allotted to me, 
as a member of this committee, I propose to take the position, and at- 
tempt to demonstrate it to every fair-minded man on the floor of this 
House, without being committed (as gentlemen in favor of the contestee 
seem to desire to commit all of us favoring the report of the committee) 
to the proposition that the contestee was guilty of perjury—I propose 
to maintain that the evidence upon which this claim is set up, that he 
was naturalized on the 28th day of February, 1865, is insufficient be- 
cause it is contradictory and destructive of itself. 

In considering this case I was not actuated by the question as to 
whether there were many foreign-born citizens in my district, nor 
whether there were many soldiers in my district. I esteem both of 
these classes of my fellow-citizens as I would be esteemed by them. I 
was appointed a member of this committee by the action of this House, 
not of my choice. I remember that upon the threshold of my mem- 
bership I took the solemn oath to sustain the Constitution of the United 
States; and with the recollection of that oath upon my lips I came to 
consider this case and all of the difficult questions, either of law or of 
fact, involved therein in the spirit of such judicial fairness as they ought 
tocommand. But at the same time I came to consider it withthe sym- 
pathy and feelings akin to those which were manifested by many mem- 
bers on the floor ofthe House but a few moments ago when the fact was 
alluded to that this contestee had shed his blood for the preservation of 
the Constitution. Of what value is that Constitution to us, of what 
value is it that men shall shed their blood for its preservation, unless 
it be preserved in the purity of its provisions without regard to con- 
ditions, or policies, or parties? 

All provisions of the law favoring the naturalization of aliens who 
were soldiers are to be heartily approved. But those provisions do not 
apply to thiscase. The law does not go so far as to make such soldiers 
citizens without having complied with its plain requirements. 

I do not forget, sir, that upon one occasion a battle-scarred veteran 
of three wars was elected to this House as a member, backed by a ma- 
jority three times as large as that of this contestee, and by that party 
over there he was sent back and his district turned over to his opponent. 
I allude to the case of the gallant General Shields, when he came here 
as a Representative from the State of Missouri. [ Applause. ] 

I remember, also, that upon a former occasion, at an earlier day, when 
he was elected to the United States Senate from the State of Ilinois, he 
was virtually sent back to the people by the Senate; because at that time 
he had not yet been naturalized. I remember that the records show that 
Albert Gallatin, who was hereat the birth of the Republic, was deprived 
of his seat on the same ground. 

lines Peat Did General Shields ever claim that he was nat- 
u 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. He did not claim it upon the first occasion of 


yee twenty minutes to the gentleman from 


which I speak, and upon the record was not sent back on that ground. 
He was sent back because your party had a majority in this House. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CONGER. And that is the reason you are going to deprive 
White of his seat, is it? i 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, sir. 

? = JACKSON. Is that the reason you propose to send this man 
ack ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, sir. 

I shall continue my argument now, Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen will 

rmit. 

The testimony does not show that the contestee in this case ever ap 

in a court of record and was naturalized. 

Mr, LONG. Is not the fact shown that he was naturalized? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, sir; itis notshown that he was naturalized, 
except as to the fact of naturalization in a county outside of his district 
and but the day before he was elected; and that naturalization is not 
according to the requirements of the Constitution, which provides that 
he shall have been a naturalized citizen for seven years prior to hiy 
becoming a Representative in Congress. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman pardon me for inter- 
rupting him? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can yield for no more questions, as I have but 
twenty minutes. 

Let us look at the circumstances of this case; let us look at the con- 
duct of the contestee in this matter. Let us doit intellectually, with- 
out any criticism or insinuation against his moral character. 

Three days before the election came on, two gentlemen came to him 
and said, ‘‘We understand you have not been naturalized.” What 
was hisanswer? Gentlemen say we must believe his testimony. Now 
I read from his testimony as to what W8 said on that occasion: 


I said that was allfnonsense; that I had been naturalized years ago; that I 
dook part in the Frémont campaign and was an carnest worker for Frémont, 
believing like other young men that the salvation of the country depended on 
his election, and I was very enthusiastic and voted for him, 


Let us now consider carefully the testimony of these two gentlemen 
on this point. 


Page 155: 

“You say you took them ont in 1857 or 1858. May you not have taken outthe 
other papers in Kosciusko County?” He said, ‘‘ No, sir; I did not. I took 
them out here.” Then I said, “Before you did that in 1857 or 1858, you must 
have declared your intention at least two years before.” He said, “ Yes, I did; 
I am not mistaken about that. I took them out in order to vote for Frémont, 
I was young then, just a boy. It was in the days of border ruffianism, and I 
supposed that unless Frémont was elected the country was gone to the dogs, 
and I am not mistaken about that. I took out my papers in order to vote for 
Frémont, and all I took out were taken out here in this county,” 


Page 157: 


On the 28th I had such an interview with Captain White, in company with 
Mr. Bell. .We related to him the information given to us, that he was nota fully 
naturalized citizen. We misunderstood the proposition as first given us, under- 
standing it that he had taken his first papers in Kosciusko County, and we put 
it to him in that way. He replied that he had never taken any papers in Kos- 
ciusko County. We then questioned him as to his taking out papers of nat- 
uralization. He replied that along about 1856 or 1857 he had taken out papers, 
He said that he believed Mr. Jenkinson was clerk. Mr. Chittenden, be under- 
stood, was inthe office. I wish tosay, rather, that Mr Jenkinson wasin the office 
with him or accompanied him to the office either in the capacity of a friend or 
attorney. Weasked him if he recalled having taken out two separate papers, 
explaining to him the necessity of such a procedure. He said that he had not 
or could not recall any occasion for takiny ont papery other than those referred 
to, about 1856 or °57, urging at the same time t he took the papers out then 
in order to vote for Frémont, candidate for President, saying that there was 
considerable feeling, that he wasa young man and there was some belief then 
that unless Frémont was elected the country, to use his own expression, would 
go to the dogs, and border ruffianism would be upon us, He said that he had 
not paid much attention to papers at that time, being, to use hisown expression, 
a young buck, full of life, and looking only tothe immediate surroundings. We 
asked him ifat any time in going to Europe or abroad he could recall having 
taken naturalization papers outside of Allen County, and he said he did not; 
that he took no papers outside of Allen Cou wr de 

6. Q. Mr. Moynihan, did you, as city editor of the Sentinel, in so faras youdid 
publish the item referred to as Exhibit G, make a true and conscientious report 
of what you said to White, of what Mr. Bell said to White, and of what Captain 
White replied to you? 

A. I took notes of the dates and main facts and drift of the conversation be- 
tween us. I did not write this first article; it was written by Mr. Bell. After- 
wards, in referring to his eligibility, I did make use of my information in the 
editorial columns, and to the best of my knowledge and belief this article 
marked Exhibit G is a true and fair exposition of the conversation and inter- 
view had with Captain White, 

7. Q. Did you, in Exhibit G, publish any statement as haying been made by 
Mr. Bell or yourself or by Mr. White to you or to Mr, Bell in the conversation 
referred to that was not made? 

A. To the best of my knowledge and belief there was nothing here in the 
article marked Exhibit G but what is a fair and just outline of the conversation 
and interview had with Captain White. 

Q. s is it substantially what was said between you? 

A. It is. 


Why did this gentleman revert to the Frémont campaign, if he did 

not intend to be understood then that he was naturalized in 1858? 
Here follows part of the article alluded to by Mr. Moynihan: 

Not desiring to do Captain White an injustice, a reporter of the Sentinel 
sought an interview with him to-day before publishing the facts, in order to as- 
certain whether he had any papers in his possession to show that he had been 
naturalized. He promptly said that he had not. Itis due to him to say thathe 
asserted that he felt sure that he had taken outthe necessary papers, Thatit was 
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done in this county and not in eS genom where he had once lived, and where 


the records haye been carefully ed. At the time of theinterview the 
reporter had understood that the declaration of intention was made in that 
county. This was an error on his part. m White asserted that he had taken 
out final papers in 1857 or 1858, and that his first papers were taken out so that 
he could vote for Frémont in 1856. The records show thatin this he was mis- 
taken. He did not apply for his first papers until 1858, two years after Frémont 
ran, So if he,voted for Frémont he did so illegally. Neithercould he have taken 
out final papers in 1857 or 1858, because that could not be done until two years 
had ela) after taking first Bg ng 

It is altogether certain that Captain White, like thousands of others, only took 
out his first papers, and as these allowed him to vote, paid no attention to and 
neglected full naturalization. 

The captain doubtless remembers taking out his first papers, and thatis all he 
did. He stated very frankly that it was a matter that he had not thought of nor 
given any attention. 

There are suggestions of the solution of Mr. White’s unexplained 
and unexplainable course that do not involve him in perjury or any 
other evil conduct. 

That is his first position. That is equivalent to his saying to these 
men, “I had made my declaration of intention before 1856, the year 
of the Presidential election.” Thatcannotbequestionec. Then what 
does he say? He goes on to say that he took out his second papers in 
1857 or 1858. There is his own testimony and there is not any ques- 
tion about it. It is corroborated by Moynihan; it is corroborated by 
Bell; it is corroborated by his son. He made that statement or the 
equivalent of that statement that he voted for Frémont and took out 
his other papers in 1857 or 1858. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Did the contestee admit that before the com- 
mittee? a 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is his testimony, his deposition as it ap- 
pearsinthe record. Immediately there wasa consultation of his friends 
held. Lawyers werecalledin; politicians were calledin. He had gone 
to his home and made a search for this certificate and he states that he 
did not find it; that he did not find his marriage certificate; that he 
did not find his honorable discharge. Let me say to you that no man 
can find in the record any statement that those papers were together 
with his naturalization papers. He says himself that he does not rec- 
ollect whether he sent home his honorable discharge or not. 

But then what occurred? When this consultation was held did he 
at any time say to any of his friends that he was naturalized in 1865? 
No; not once. Did he send any one to the court to see if the record 
would show that he was naturalized in 1865? No; he made publica- 
tious in the paper and asserted that he was a citizen because he was a 
soldier. He did not at any time or place in the presence of any wit- 
ness brought here say anything at all about 1885 until he did so on the 
stand in March of the year followirg. ; 

Gentlemen on the other side say, ‘‘ What about it if he did make a 
mistake at that time?’’ There was not any mistake. He said, “I 
voted for Frémont.” He might as well have said, ‘I declared my 
intention prior to that election, or else I committed a crime against 
this country. I voted for Frémont; I took out all my necessary pa- 
pers in 1857 or 1858.”? 

Now with those facts staring us in the face we are led to consider 
the evidence which shows or tends to show his intention to create the 
impression that he did take out naturalization papers in 1865. 

I have here the excerpts I have made from the record, which I shall 
not stop to read, and in printing them I shall not put ina word which 
does not occurin the record. 


MR. WHITE AS TO DATE OF NATURALIZATION, 
Page 28, question 10: 


“A. Resigfed that position in 1864at Atlanta, Ga., and came home the follow- 
ing December ofthat year; remained at home until the latter part of February, 
1865; I then started for Europe, and early in March, being in New York for that 
purpose, received a telegram to come home, that my wife was very ill; I did 
come home; remained with my wife.” 


Page 229, question 22: 


“A. In the year 1865, in the latter part of February, about the 28th day ofthat 
month, I had determined to make a trip to eS and had talked with some 
of my friends in relation to it, amongst them Mr. John Brown, who advised me 
before doing so to take out my second papers in order to EUa pepo I 
went with Mr, John Brown, accompanied with Mr. Alexander Muirhead, for 
that purpose. I told them to go to the court-house, and I would get the Hon. 
Isaac Jenkinson as my other witness. I went there with Mr. Jenkinson, and 
Mr. Chittenden was there in the court-house, and Mr. David H. Colerick was 
there. Judge Borden was in the court, on the bench, and I told him I wanted 
to get my second papers. He asked who my witnesses were. I said they were 
here, Mr. John Brown and Mr, Jenkinson were then sworn as my witnesses. 
I then took the oath, so prescribed for that purpose, to become a citizen of 
the United States. It was in thecourtof common pleas. The oath ofallegiance 
was administered to me in open court by Judge Borden, the then presiding 
judge of the court of common pleas. The principal fact in connection there- 
with was the fact that I was going to Europe.” 


INTERVIEW WITH MR. BELL, IN MOYNIHAN’S PRESENCE. 
Page 230: 


“ Our people claim you are not a naturalized citizen of this country, and as 
such are not eligible for a seat in Congress.” I said that was all nonsense; I 
had been naturalized years ago; that I took part in the Frémont campaign, 
and was an earnest worker for Frémont, believing, like other young men, that 
the salvation of the South, i gxeae on his election, and I was very enthusi- 
astie ang voted for him; that I remembered very well of taking out my first 
papers in the little brick on the corner of Main and Calhoun streets, then the 
clerk's office, and that Chittenden was then in office; and the next time, I said 
when I took out my second papers, Jenkinson was one of my witnesses. Mr, 
Bell then said, “ t can’t be so, surely, for the records haye been gone over 
carefully, page by page, not relying on the index, and there is no record of your 


ron ag I said, in reply, “I could not help that; that I did not keep the rece _ 
O! but that I had all my necessary rs.” 
As to the time and year in which you took out your final papers? 

A. Neither the time nor year was spoken of in either case as to when I took 
out my first or second papaa: I claimed then in that interview, as I have done 
ever since, that I had en out all my necessary papers; it was done in 
Allen County, and not in Kosciusko County. 

29. Q. Did or did you not say in that interview to Mr. Bell and Mr. Moynihan 


that you had taken out all your necessary papers? 
A. Yes, sir; I told them that I had taken OUE all my necessary papers, 
Page 231: 


A. No, sir; not one word was said as to the time or date in taking out either 
my first or second papers by me. 

38. Q. Did Afr. Bell say to you that you must have taken out your first papers 
halore tnat in order to yote for Frémont, and if he so stated, what reply did you 
make to him? 

A. No, sir; Mr. Bell didn’t say one word as to time in taking out my first pa- 
pers or as to voting for Frémont. It was myself who said I had voted for Fré- 
mont. 


Page 232: 

Mr. Oppenheim spoke and advised me, as an attorney, that if I could not find 
them to go to Huntington County or to Kosciusko County and take out another 
set of papers; that he had been talking with other attorneys, and they agreed 
that they would do me no harm and might possibly do me good, as I might have 
trouble in getting the courts here to make a nunc pro tunc entry. In talking 
matters over a little while he left. They advised me and talked matters over, 
and said, “Nevertheless, that is true; yet you must go to some other county, 
as the courts are shut down here, and take other papers. They will not hu 
you,and may do some good;"” thatthey had not looked up nor had time to look 
up all the matters pertaining to the case; that in some of their minds they felt 
that if I took papers now they would relate back, in their judgment, to the time 
I took the oath when I enlisted. After a good long while’s talk I said I did not 
like to do it, yet would be governed by their opinion,and as they said to go I 
would go and do so, but I hoped they would make no mistake in the matter. 
They said, “No trouble about that; they can’t do you any harm, and when the 
campaign is ended there would likely be no more of it.” 
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I said nothing about first papers in 1858 or second papers in 1865, and I had 
several thousand extra copies of some of those papers circulated through the 
district to endeavor, if possible, to checkmate the falsehood. 

Q. Now answer the question, please, as to whether, during such time between 
the appearance of the Sentinel article and the election, you published, or caused 
to be published, any statement in any of the newspapers, whether daily or not, 
to the effect that you had completed your naturalization, or, in other words, 
taken out your second papers, on an occasion when you were contemplating a 
voyage to Europe? 

A. No, sir; I pnblished no statement regarding my taking out my first or 
second popen or that I had at any time been contemplating s trip to Euroj 
but I did publish a statement in ail the daily papers of this city and assu 
the people that I was a full citizen of the United States, and that the assertion 
to the contrary was simply a campaign lie. 
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A. I think Captain White was naturalized within one or two years after his 
return from the war, at Fort Wayne, and that I was present as a witness ora 
spectator, lam not sure which; I think I was a witness, though. 

Q. 9. Please state before what court or judge such naturalization took place. 

A. Iam not sure; it was in the court-house at Fort Wayne, and I think before 
Judge Borden, but Lam not sure that it was before him. 

3. Q. If the contestee was naturalized at the time you say he was, please state 
who were the witnesses. 

A. My impression is that a gentleman named John Brown and myself were the 
witnesses. Now, that is my impression, but it isa very strong impression. I 
wanted to say impression because I do not want tosay positively. I might have 
been there as a friend of Mr. White’s or something of that kind; my impression 
is that I was there as a witness, but I am not positive as to that; I might have 
been there as Captain White's friend. 

Q. 4. At the time was the courtin open session, transacting business? 

A. My recollection is that the judge was on the bench and the court officers 
were there, but that there were not many others there. 

Q. 5. Are you sure that Judge Borden was on the bench at the time? 


A. No. 

Q. 6. If Judge Borden was not presiding on the bench at the time, please state 
the name of the officer that was. a 

A. Iam not sure who was judge at the time, but it was the judge of the court 
that was presiding, whoever that was; I can’t remember who was judge at that 
time. 

Q. 7. Was the clerk of the court present, recording the proceedings that was 
being transacted before the court? 

A. I have no recollection now of who were and who were not present, except 
that it was in courtat the time, and can not remember about the clerk any more 
than I can about the sheriff or any other officer; I only know it was in court 
and officers were there; it is a good long time ago. 

Q. 8 Who was clerk of the court at that time? 

A. I don’t remember now. 

Q. 9. Was this in the common pleas or in the circuit court? 

A. I should think circuit court. I don’t know anything about common pleas 
now. 

Q. 10. Why do you say you don’t know anything about the common pleas 
court now? 

A. What I had in my mind was, I can’t remember now just at what time the 
common pleas court existed. I know they were in existence at one time. 

Q. ll. Are P pt in doubt now as to whether there was in existence at the timo 
yous of even a common pleas court for Allen County? 

A. I don’t know whether there was or not. 
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Q. 12. State all who were present at the time you claim the contestec was nat- 
reac Please do not omit any one who was present at that time and give 

cir names. 

A. Well, besides the judge and officers of the court, whom Iam confident were 
present, there were present Captain White, John Brown, E. L, Chittenden, and 
myself. I don’t think there were any others, except those interested in the 
proceeding. I can not now recall who the officers of the court were—not from 


recollection. 

Q. 15. At what term of court did this supposed naturalization of the contestee 
take place? 

A. That I can not tell. 
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16. Did it occur in the , the summer, the or in the winter? 
z I can parante oad sien ATE 2 = 
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Q. 40, If E. L. Chittenden, of whom you erie agramee was presenton the only 
n 


occasion of the kind on which you were present, in what capacity was he acting? 

A. I couldn’t be sure as to what purpose he was there, as Iam not sure of 

ma of the details that occurred at that time, Iam impressed with the idea 
e was p 

Q. 41. Was not he acting as deputy clerk, and did he not fill out a paper that 

was signed and sworn to by Captain White at the time; and was noft that paper 

simply a declaration of intention to become a citizen? 

A. Y can't be sure as to what capacity he was there in, if he was there. I 
have no recollection of any papers being filled out at that time, and there is one 
incident connected with the occasion which satisfies me that the purpose was not 
a mere declaration of intention. I have no recollection of any papers being 
drawn up or signed or sworn to on that occasion. 
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Q. 44. If there were but one occasion on which you and E. L. Chittenden were 
present with Captain White at the court-house when he was taking any step in 
regard to naturalization, and that was on the 24th July, 1858, what would you 
say in reference to there being still another instance of a similarcharacter when 

were present? 

A. I remember no such oecasion in 1558. Ir there were but one occasion, and 
if E. L. Chittenden and myself were present on that said occasion in July, 1853, 
Idon't think E was present then on any other occasion. 

Q. 63. Persons paon dol a oe as being present at the time of the occur- 
rence are all dead, are they not? 

A. I don’t know that they are all; I know that three of them are dead that I 
su d were present; the others Í can not tell about. 

64. Who are the living? 

A. I don’t know, as I said before, who was 
court; I don’t know tbat any are dead but the three, and I can’t namo any 
oes but Captain White myself; I suppose all the officers of court are not 


Q. &. Who were the officers of the court then preseat? 

A. Lam not sure who they were at that time. 

Q. 66. What is your recollection? 

A. I think Borden was judge, and I don’t remember tho others, 

Q. 6 bh ate even remember who was clerk or sheriff, or acting as such? 
0; Ido no 

63. Do you say positively that Borden was judge, and present acting as 

: hag, EEA ayn of common pleas? 

. No; n 

> 69. Can you state with certainty who was the judge, or of what court he 

the judge? 

o; I ean not. 

Are Judge Borden, Mr. Chittenden, and Mr. Brown, all of whom you 

spoken, deceased ? 

I believe they are all dead. 

TL. If it were some other judge than Borden who acted, is he still living? 

I can’t say; I don’t remember who were the judges about that time. 

Q. 72. How many judges at that time held court in Allen County? 

A. Tam not sure of any but the judge of the cirenit court. 
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Sr eee has Captain White resided since you first became acquainted 
wi m? 

A. He resided here all the time, with the exreption of the time he resided at 
‘Warsaw, Kosciusko County, Indiana. Ido not know how long he was there; 
two or three years; till the war broke out. 

7. Q. Where did he reside during the years 1561, 1855, and 1866? 

A. [do not know whether he had got back from the war in 1864 or not, but 
his family resided here, in the back part of what used to be called Spencer's 
out lot, on Dougias avenue; his family resided there—his wife and children. 
He came home wounded, and I went up to see him, and that is the way I know 
he lived there. 

8. Q. Did he return to Fort Wayne at or before the termination of the war? 

A. He returned to Fort Wayne, but I do not know whether it was at or before 
the termination of the war, 

9. Q. What official position, if any, did you hold in Allen County, Indiana, 
during the years 1854. 1885, and 18667 

A. I was sheriff of the county. 

10. Q. Who wasjudge of the court of common pleas of said county daring said 


year? 

A. Judge Borden. 

11. Q. State whether or not, as sheriff, you were present and usually attended 

e of said court. 

A. Yes, sir. 
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12. Q. You may state what, So ng you know in regard to the snai 
ance of the contestee, Fames B, White, in the said court ofeommon pleas for the 
purpose of being naturalized. 

A. Lam of the opinion that Captain White, Isaac Jenkinson, David H. Cole- 
rick, and I think some one else went up, and Judge Borden swore them in open 


court. 

13. Q. Did said parties appear in said court as witnesses in a cause then on 
trial in said court, or in relation toan ex parte matter then presented to the court 
by said persons? 

A. That I do not know. There was no case on trial at the time. 

14. Q. State your best recollection and impression as to whether John Brown 
was present at the same time in sail court. 

15, Q. I mean John Brown, the miller, a brother-in-law of the contestee. 

A. Ido not remember, 

--16, Q. State whether there were others than the three you have named pres- 
ent at the time, and, if so, your best recollection as to who else were present, 

A. There were others present, but I could not undertake to say who they 
were. 

17. Q. What is and has been your best recollection and impression as to 
whether or not the contestee was then naturalized in said court? 

A. Until this question eame up here I had no opinion about it, and it had 
passed out of my mind; but remembering the circumstance and the custom of 
taking two witnesses, my opinion is that he was naturalized at that time. 

18. o. You may state whether or not you recollect the fact of an oath bein 
administered to the contestec, James B. White, in the court at that time, and, 
if so, pa may state if you recollect who administered that oath, 

A. I think there was, and that Judge James W. Borden it, 

19. Q. You may state as nearly as you can at which time and in what year 
Soe aioe James B. White, appeared in said court, as you have heretofore 


‘A. Ido not remember the season of the year. My impression is that it was 


t except the officers of the 


orior 
A 


porters 
3 


the latter part of 1865 or the early part of 1865. My impression is that it was the 


latter part of 1865. 
Or counsel as being 1 and incompetent.) 
A. 


of 
eae immaterial 
State when you were first elected sheriff of Allen County, 


1862. 
ur term of office commence? 
of October or first part of November, 1962. 


. in 
21, Q. When did 
A. It com: latter part 

ry Q. How long did you continue in office? 


Four years, 
23. Q. State whether or not there was any other person than the eontestee and 
those who attended him, who had at the time any business to be then trans- 
acted before the court. 
se iam to by contestant on the ground of being incompetent and imma- 


A. Ido not remember, 
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I 
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D. 4 bgt etree many, please namea single other person who appeared 
in sof Posed for the urpose of hang DALO TAHEAUON in either of those years, 

A. I do not remem any. 

Does he give any sufficient or satisfactory reason for his opinion in 
this case? The answer must be, None whatever. 

Who are his witnesses? Whom does he call to prove these facts ? 
First, he calls a Mr. Jenkinson to state in his behalf what occurred. 
In his own testimony he says: 

started to go to the court for the purpose of being naturalized, accompanied 

is Mr. John aid and ie, Muirhead. ; = P 

There are two persons, sufficient to make the proof; why need he go 
after Mr. Jenkinson? Nowhere in the evidence does Mr. Muirhead 
again appear. He says he goes for Mr. Jenkinson and brings Mr. Jen- 
kinson there, Now, the testimony of Mr. Jenkinson shows that he did 
not know what year this was; that he didnot know what season of the 
year it was; that he does not recollect, but he thinks and has impres- 
sions, etc. s 

And what is more, although he had been a lawyer at that bar, al- 
though he was the editor of a leading newspaper at that time, Mr. 
Jenkinson can not tell in what court this oceurred. But stay. Oh, 
yes; he tells you the court; he says it was in the circuit court. - Mr. 
White and Mr. Pratt say it was in the court of common pleas. Mr. 
Jenkinson says, ‘‘I do not know anything about the common pleas 
court, and do not even know who was the judge of the common pleas 
court.” Yet the man before whom these papers were said to have been 
taken out was the judge of the common pleas court, and the contest- 
ant in this case was the judge of the circuit court at that time. Read 
that testimony and you will find it is exactly as I have stated. They 
do not agree as to the court. Then Mr. Pratt says that Colerick and 
Jenkinson were the witnesses; that they were sworn. Jenkinson says 
he thinks he and Brown were the witnesses. White says they were 
Brown and Jenkinson; but after having heard the testimony of Pratt 
four or five days afterwards for the first tine, he swears that Colerick 
was present at that time. 

Here is what Jenkinson said, in his own language: 


There was present Captain White, John Brown, and E. L, Chittenden, and 
aan I do not believe there were any others except those interested in the 
proceeding. 


In another part of his testimony he says: 

I do not think there were any others there than those interested in the pro- 
ceedings except officers of the court. i 

And he makes Mr. Chittenden an officer of the court at the time that 
he appears, although Mr. Chittenden was not an officer of the court in 
1865. If gentlemen are going to insist that this man was naturalized 
in some court, pray tell us which court. Was it the circuit conrt? I 
ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON], who says that he 
has read the reeord. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The court of common pleas. He so 
swears, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But does not Jenkinson, his other witness, 
upon whom he relies, swear that it was in the circuit court? 

Mr. WILSON, ‘of Minnesota. He saysthat he will not swear which 
it was, and I say that a man like Jenkinson would be quite likely to 
make such a mistake twenty-three years after the event. ‘The courts 
are of co-ordinate jurisdiction. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman says Jenkinson would be likely 
to make such a mistake; he would be just as likely to makea mistake 
as to his having been there at all in 1865. 

There is another thing to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at present. When Captain White wants 
to impress upon this House that he recollects so distinctly that he took 
out his last papers, he says the fact that he was going to Europe was 
the chief factin connection with the matter. In the conversation with 
Bell, in the presence of Mr. Moynihan, his attention had been called to the 
fact that he might have taken them out somewhere else when he at- 
tempted or intended to go to Europe. In his testimony he says that 
he went to New York in the latter part of February or the first part 
of March. If he went to New York the latter part of February, it 
was on the 28th day of February, and I challenge anybody to say that 
he would have forgotten that fact at the time when he was questioned 
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asto his naturalization, and from then on up until the time when he 
came upon the witness stand, and he never applied for the passport, 
which was his chief object in becoming naturalized. 

Gentlemen say that he was advised to go and take out papers in the 
other county. Why? He says in his own testimony that it was with 
the idea that perhaps they might relate back—relate back to what 
date? To1865? Oh,no. Thatthey might relate back tothe time when 
he took his oath as asoldierinthe Army. The doctrine of relation was 
to be applied to some date. Now, why was it that that date was not 
the time at which he claimed he had taken out his other papers? Why 
did his mind run back to 1861 instead of 1865? Why did his recollec- 
tion pass beyond the date now claimed as the one at which he took the 
oath of allegiance. 

There is no difference, no question of difference, between him and 
the other witnesses as to the fact that he did claim that he was nat- 
uralized in 1857 or 1858. The testimony of all the witnesses corrobo- 
rates that. Hesaid,‘‘I took out all the necessary papers at that time.” 
He repeated that; he emphasized it; he dwelt upon it; and he stated, 
as the thing which forced it upon his recollection, the fact that he was 
at that time an enthusiastic supporter of John C. Frémont, and had 
voted for him in 1856. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to call his atten- 
‘tion to what appears to be a misstatement of fact on his part, made 
inadvertently, no doubt? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My time has expired, and I do not know that 
I have the right to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to cali my colleague's attention to what 
seems to be an erroneous statement of fact made by him in regard to 
the treatment of General Shields. General Shields never was a mem- 
ber of this House. I find a record here which shows that General 
Shields was expelled from the Senate of the United States upon a report 
made by Mr. Mason, of Virginia. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘That does not answer the fact that he was 
driven out of this branch of Congress by the votes of your party after 
he had been duly elected by the people. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. General Shields was never put out of Congress 
by a Republican House.. He never was in the House of Represent- 
atives. He filed papers and contested the seat of Mr. Van Horne of 
Missouri, in the Thirty-ninth Congress. His contest failed. Thatis all. 
He thought he was elected and tried to get in, but the House decided 
he was not elected. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But he had first been put out of the Senate by 
a resolution reported by Mr. James Mason, a Democrat of Virginia, 
and demanded upon the motion of John C. Calhoun, declaring his pre- 
tended election null and void. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, Mr. Calhoun was not living at the time I 
speak of. It was alter the war, after General Shields, like the con- 
testee in this case, had participated in the war for the Union. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that to be your statement, but 
the statement I am making shows yor are wholly mistaken. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not yield for any more such statements. 
[Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to print in the RECORD the 
ee agua from the testimony which I have referred to but have not 
read. 

‘There was no objection. 
[Cries of “ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote !??] 
Mr. CRISP. Inow yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. MAISH]. : 
Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, after listening to the speeches made 
ogy to 


here on behalf of the contestee, I almost feel as if I owedan a 

the House for having agreed to the majority report. [Lau 

applause on the Republican side.] It has been contended here that it 
is a reproach to occupy the position occupied by myself and the gen- 
tlemen with whom I have in bringing in that report. Much 
has been said in this case that I think would have been more appro- 
priately spoken in another arena. I fancy, sir, that such speeches were 
made in the campaign out of which this contestcame. If the personal 
claims of the contestee were the question before this House, if its decis- 
ion depended upon his personal qualifications or his military services, 
I would be willing to admit that his friends in this House had pre- 
sented for him a very strong case. 

I would say further that if I had been in the position of the contest- 
ant in this case, if I had received the disapprobation of my fellow-citi- 
zens as he did in the election, I would have bowed g ully to the 
result and would not have brought the case here. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] But, Mr. Speaker, the case has been brought here. 
It is conceded that it is properly and legally before this House; and 
ours is the responsibility to dispose of it. 

I have been taught to believe that the Constitution of my country 
ought to be implicitly obeyed. I have also been taught to believe that 
the laws of my country should be strictly followed. According to my 
view of this case, the act of Congress prescribing the mode by which 
aliens may be admitted to citizenship requires them to appear before 
a court of justice having a clerk and common seal, and requires that a 
record of the proceedings shall be made. 
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I hold that all the authorities adduced in this House do not show 
anything to the contrary. The certificate issued by the court is merely 
an instrument of evidence. To contend that the certificate is the rec- 
ord is, in my judgment, to imitate the emphatic style of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], preposterous. If the position of 
that gentleman is correct, a court may have its records all over the 
United States, and, for that matter, in foreign countries, too. But the 
courts have held, and, as I maintain, properly held, that the certificate 
of naturalization, the exemplification of the record—call it by what- 
ever name you please—is nothing more than an instrument of evidence, 
which shall be sufficient evidence of the fact of naturalization. Nota 
single authority, not asingle case, whether from a United States court 
or a State court, has been produced here to sustain the position of the 
friends of the contestee. I maintain there can not be found a case in- 
volving proof of naturalization in which there was not either some 
record made—a small record, it may be, but at least a record—or the 
certificate of naturalization was produced. 

Now, when the citizenship of this contestee was challenged he went 
to the court in which he claimed to have been naturalized and failed 
to find any record. The powerful presumption of fact from the absence 
of the record is, I think, that the naturalization did not take place. As 
was said by my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Moore], the absence of any record, the fact that no record was 
made, is the most powerful evidence that the party was not then and 
there naturalized, as he claims. Now, how do gentlemen propose to 
meet this absence of any record—this omission, as they claim, of the 
clerk to make the record of Mr. White’s naturalization ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield a moment for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MAISH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to put this case to the gentleman: 
Suppose it is conceded that a person appears in the proper court and in 
a perfectly proper way with his witnesses; that he and his witmesses 
take the requisite oaths; suppose there is no question about these facts 
at all, and yet the proper record is not entered; the clerk neglects to 
make the entry in the records of the court; is the man naturalized or 
not? 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, if the applicant for naturalization omits 
to do whut I conceive to be his duty, omits to see that a record of his 
naturalization is made, and afterward loses the certificate which he 
takes, he is then, though he may have been naturalized, not in a posi- 
tion to prove it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Thatis true; he is not ina position to prove it by 
ordinary evidence; but that does not answer my question. 

Mr. MAISH. He is rot in a position to prove it at all. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My question is simply whether the man did be- 
come anaturalized citizen by virtue of the facts I have supposed to exist, 
without reference to the evidence. 

Mr. MAISH. He became a naturalized citizen, Mr. Speaker, when 
he was naturalized; but howare you going to establish the fact that he 
was naturalized when all the instruments of evidence by which he might 
prove the fact are missing, as in this case? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Thenthat bringsus to the point to which I wanted 
5 call attention-~that this is a question of fact-only, not a question of 

W. 

Mr. MAISH. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think I have answered the gen- 
tleman’s question. The contestee, finding no record of his naturaliza- 
tion; finding, as he alleges, that he has lost his certificate of naturaliza- 
tion, how does he propose to supply the deficiency? Does he call the 
judge of the court? Of course not; the judge is dead. Does he call 
the witnesses who he claims took oath in support of his application for 
citizenship? He calls one witness, who alleges that he was either a wit- 
nessorafriend. Doesheproduce thetestimony of the clerk? Hedoes 
nòt. Does he produce the testimony of Muirhead, who he testified was 
present when the transaction took place? He does not. 

Now, I insist where the certificate of naturalization can not be pro- 
duced, it is necessary to prove the fact of naturalization by record evi- 
dence. The act of Congress provides that the applicant for naturaliza- 
tion can not prove his residence himself, but it is necessary he shall 
have the testimony of two witnesses to that fact. 

Mr. ROWELL. ` Is it necessary to have two witnesses, or is that 
only a custom? 

Mr. MAISH. No, I think it is necessary. 

Mr. ROWELL. My understanding is that it is only a custom. 

Mr. MAISH. The act of Congress, I believe, requires the testimony 
of two witnesses to that fact, but my friend from Illinois may be cor- 
rect in his understanding of the Jaw. At all events, for the sake of ar- 
gument, it may be admitted that the fact of naturalization may be es- 
tablished by parol testimony. Will it be pretended by gentlemen on 
the other side that proof at least as high should be produced to the 
court as would have been required at the time of naturalization? Isay 
the case of the contestec has utterly failed to meet this requirement. 
The case rests mainly on his own testimony, which in the original pro- 
ceedings would not have sufficed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, not a single case, nota single authority, has been 
shown to this House in which there was notsome record evidence that 


960 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


the party was before the court and that the court acted in the case. 
In this case, on the contrary, no record whatever exists. In all the 
other cases in the same court some record, a very meager one in most of 
them, may be found. If, like the case of Coleman in New York, the 
contestee could have produced a certificate of naturalization, and if he 
could haye shown, as in that case, that there was some record—evidence 
giving the name of the applicant, his occupation, the names of his wit- 
nesses, his residence, and the certificate of naturalization supplemented 
by the initials of the judge—I say that if the contestee in this case had 
produced a case like that I would cheerfully and cordially have voted 
forhim. But the case of the contestee, as presented by him, is utterly 
wanting inany of these essentialrequisites. Itislikethat of two tramps 
examined in New Yorksometimeago. They were arraigned before the 
magistrate, who asked one of them, ‘‘ Where do you live?’ He an- 
swered, ‘‘Nowhere.’? He turned to the other and said, ‘‘ Where do you 
live?” to which he received the reply, ‘‘ Just above the other fellow.” 
[Laughter.] There is in this case uncertainty piled upon uncertainty, 
and nothing upon which to found any proof. 

Several cases have been produced to show that the fact of naturali- 
zation must he proved by record evidence, either by the certificate or 
the record itself. In addition to the case in 2 Cranch, where the ques- 
tion came squarely before the court and where it was held that the 
fact of naturalization could not be proved by parol testimony, the case 
in West Virginia was produced, a case on all fours with the case now 
before us. I now call attention to a case not yet referred to from the 
State of Vermont, a State where great lawyers seem to be ‘‘ native and 
indued unto that clement,” the State of Edmunds and Phelps. It was 
& case of a contested election, and the attempt was made before the court 
to prove naturalization by parol testimony. The court held in that 
case, to quote from that opinion: 

A certified copy of the record of the court in which one is naturalized is the 
} gnana evidence of the fact. Parol testimony to prove naturalization is in- 
S55; . 
Mr. ROWELL. What do you read from? 
Mr. MAISH. I read from the Atlantic Reporter, volume 6, page 608. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Was not that a case where there was’ 


an allegation of fraud in the records? 

Mr. MAISH. It does not appear from the record what the conten- 
tion was. But what difference does that make? ‘The offer to prove 
naturalization by parol evidence was refused. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman will not deny if this 
oo on a certificate it would be competent and sufficient evidence of 
that fact. 

Mr. MAISH. I say to the gentleman from Minnesota that if the con- 
testee had beeh able to present a certificate of naturalization, under 
the seal of the court, I would have cheerfully voted to seat him. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, if my friend will be courteous 
enough to yield for a moment. 

Mr. MAISH. But ifthe House is ready to cast the question of nat- 
uralization upon the uncertain sea of parol evidence, covered over by 
the slime of perjury and tossed by the billows of partisanship, then I 
must be content. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will the gentleman now yield for a 
question? 

Mr. MAISH. But it will be found supremely impolitictodoso. I 
can not yield to the gentleman for another question.’ I do not wish to 
be discourteous to him, but we have high authority, the highest known 
to the world, that the office of asking questions is not one of very great 
distinction. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRISP, I reserve the remainder of the time allotted to this 


side, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman hasone hour and twenty 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. ROWELL, Will the gentleman from Georgia consent to an ad- 
journment now? 

Mr. CRISP. I prefer to carry out the arrangement we have hereto- 
fore made. f 

Mr. ROWELL. Then I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. NurrIxe]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has two 
hours and five minutes remaining. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that there is any- 
body in this House who is a member of it, and who desires to get at 
the right—and I believe we all do—but who considers the action that 
is about to be taken in this matter as very important. I desire fora 
little time to address myself to the legal proposition which seems to 
have come up in this case. 

I think the first gentleman who talked upon this subject in favor of 
the report of the majority of the committee took the ground that the 
law was that the record of a court could not be proved by parol evi- 
dence. I can well understand how the gentleman could take that po- 
sition, for I can not see how it is possible for the majority report in 
kas Seg under the facts as developed, to be sustained, unless that is 

e law. 

Now, I do not believe, and in fact I have a right to say that I know 


such is not the law. I say that because courts in the past have de- 
cided it over and over again. I say it because if that was the law it 
would subvert and undermine the status of affairs in this country in 
regard to civil, criminal, and political rights, and endanger the entire 
fabric itself. Let us see whether or not that is true. 

Suppose, Mr. Speaker, that a man in a court of competent jurisdic- 
tion is placed upon trial, after due indictment, for murder. Heis called 
into court and the indictment is read in which he is charged with kill- 
ing his fellow-man, and he pleads not guilty to the indictment. Soon 
he is placed upon trial for his life. His reputation for all the years 
gone, the reputation of his family, the good name that his ancestors 
have borne, and that perhaps he himself had theretofore borne, all are 
in jeopardy, and his life is also in jeopardy. Twelve good and true 
men constitute the jury who are called to try him under the indict- 
ment. Such proceedings are had as that the facts are placed before the 
jury and the court; and, by and by, after deliberation by themselves, 
the jury file back into the court-room, and after being asked by the 
court or by the clerk of the court, ‘* Have you agreed upon a verdict in 
this case?’’ announce through their foreman, ‘‘ We have agreed upon a 
verdict,’’ and that verdict is that the man is not guilty of the offense 
wherewith he is charged in the indictment. 

Now, I will suppose for a moment that the clerk of the court, either 
through incompetence or carelessness, or from any other reason that 
you may assign, fails to put down upon the docket before him the fact 
that the jury has found the man not guilty on trial. I will suppose, 
sir, that he does not take the indictment and put upon it the fact that 
this man, under that indictment, had been put upon trial, and the 
further fact that the jury on that trial found him not guilty. ‘Time 

As a matter of fact, with or without an order of the court 
even, this man passes out of the courta free man. You and I will say 
he is free indeed, in fact and in law. But time passes and some vicious 
person or persons, desirous of putting him again in jeopardy of his life, 
call up the old indictment and ask to have him tried over again for 
the old offense. He says, ‘‘ I have been tried for this once and ac- 
quitted. Ihave been put in jeopardy of my life, and have been de- 
clared not guilty.” ‘‘Ah! but there is no record. The clerk is dead, 
and the books have been searched aud no record appears of the fact of 
that trial and acquittal by a constitutional jury under the laws of the 
land, and hence you must be tried again.” 

My friends upon the other side attempt to show and say that the 
law is that the record of the court is that kind of ‘substance that it 
must be produced in order to show a class of facts such as that I have 
narrated here in order to prevent this man from undergoing a new 
trial. Now, it must be and is the fact that a man who has been 
placed under these circumstances has a right to say that he has been 
placed in jeopardy once, and in the absence of a record under such cir- 
cumstances may show the fact by parol or any other character of tes- 
timony. Why do I make this statement, Mr. Speaker? Because I as- 
sert, to start with, that the record of a court is not the judgment of a 
court. When a jury says that a man is not guilty, that is the judgment 
of the peers of the man, a constitutional jury, and that in fact and in 
truth is the judgment of the court. 

When a judge on the bench, after having examined the evidence ina 
case which has been brought before him, says, ‘‘ Mr. Clerk, you enter 
on the docket that the plaintiff shall recover of the defendant $600 and 
the costs of the action,’’ the words of the judge are the judgment; and 
the jotting down by the clerk on his docket is the mere crystalliza- 
tion of that fact; it isa mere entry of the judgment; that and noth- 
ing more. And when you have once arrived at that fact that the record 
kept by a clerk in regard to judgments by the courtin actions before 
the court is mere evidence, then when that evidence is swept away, 
Ton any cause, or if that evidence never existed, you can supply its 
place. 

I recollect very well in my own State the case of a man whose title to 
his house and lot wasin jeopardy, and the question on which it all 
turned was whether certain proceedings in the surrogate court for the 
sale of the estate to pay debts of the deceased were regular or not. Upon 
an examination of the record which by the law was required to be kept, 
it was found there was no record of the case. What did the court do? 
The court allowed persons who were in the court at the time to come 
forward and testify that papers were produced which were necessary 
evidence in the case on which to base the judgment and action of the 
surrogate. That case went up to the court of appeals, and they finally 
held it was perfectly proper that where the judgment of the surrogate 
was based on a presumed record, when that record appeared to be de- 
fective or did not exist, its place could be supplied by parol testimony. 
Was this wrong? Not atall. 

I have a case here before me which I will read if any gentleman de- 
mands it; a criminal case where a man was acquitted. No record was 
made, yet afterwards he was allowed to plead the fact ofa prior acquittal 
and prove the fact by parol, and the resu!t was that he was honorably 
acquitted. 

It has been stated here and assumed all the way through that there 
is no record in this case. I will go a step further. I say there isa 
record in this case. I say there is evidence of the admission of this 
man to citizenship in this country. Why do I say that? I say that 
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because it is an admitted fact and the books of record in Allen County, 
Indiana, show that this man filed his declaration of intention; and it 
is there on record; that is part of the record of this man’s admission 
tocitizenship. He could not be admitted to citizenship unless he could 
show that the declaration of his intention had been filed. There is no 
dispute on the other side and there can be none that this man went into 
the court in Allen County, Indiana, and that there is now to-day on 
file in the proper book under the proper seal of the court his declara- 
tion of intention to become a citizen. And I say that that is a part of 
the record. Itis like the filing of a complaint in a mortgage foreclosure 
or equity proceeding to set aside some title to real estate. It is the 
basis of the whole record; and we have that to base our action updn. 

But, furthermore, he has affirmed his intention since that time. He 
has committed such acts and done such things in his life as to show 
his intention there was finally carried out. He has lived for aquarter 
of a century in the midst of a constituency who have shown by their 

' votes that they appreciate this man as a man and as a citizen. They 
by their ballots show you that they have confidence in him as a man 
and that they had confidence in him having filed his declaration of 
intention to be a citizen, that he had hecome a citizen. 

Let me goa little further. What else has he done? Why, sir, in 
1861, when it was necessary that a man should have bravery of heart 
and of mind and strength of muscle and of body to show himself a citi- 
zen of the United States, he did this. He went into the Army and 
there bared himself to the bullets and shafts of the enemy. He stood 
between you and me on the one hand, and anarchy and the subversion 
of the Government on the other. I say the best evidence that he in- 
tended to become a citizen of the United States is the fact that he fought 
for it and bled forit.  ' 

Now let us see what further appears. Afterward, according to the 
evidence of perfectly reliable witnesses, he said he desired to carry out 
hisintention. Why? Because he desired to goabroad, where his Ameri- 
can ee would protect his person and protect his property; and 
so he bethought himself of carrying out his first intention of becoming 
a citizen; and he and two men of that county, who are now living, 
swear that they went into a court of competent jurisdiction and that he 
did carry out his original design and was made a Citizen of the United 
States of America in fact. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CRISP. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6607) for the relief of F. Varin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 6608) for the relief of Edward B. Hughes— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PLUMB: A bill (H. R. 6609) for the relief of Sarah E. 
McCaleb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6610) to authorize the construction 
of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Clinton, lowa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 6611) granting a pension to 
Chester Denton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 6612) to grant right of way through 
the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6613) for the relief of Richard W. McMullin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 6614) for the relief of the heirs of 
James A. Harrison, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 6615) granting a pension to Alice 
Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LAIRD: A bill (H. R. 6616) granting a pension to W. J. 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6617) granting a pension to Sylvester Sharp—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 6618) for the relief of Patrick 
McGuire—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. 8. I, HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza 
A. Cutler Jones—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6620) granting a pension to Nicholas Russell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 6621) for the relief of Robert Ross— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief of W. O. 
Hiatt, Edward Hughes, and J. W. Powell, session clerks, Forty-ninth 
Congress—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 6623) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from Jesse Ellis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6624) granting a pension to Samuel G. Trenary— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6625) granting a pension to William R. Benja- 
min—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 6626) granting a pension to Nanny 
Smith, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6627) granting a pension to Mary Broyles—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6628) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ren, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 6629) referring the claim 
of John A. M. Whealton against the United States to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 6630) for the re- 
lief of certain citizens of Cynthiana, Ky.,whose property was destroyed 
by fire on the 11th day of June, 1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Joint resolution (H. Res. 102) for the relief of 
the widow and children of John W. Judson, late agent of the United 
States at Oswego, N. Y., for public works on Lake Ontario—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Changes in the reference of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 3107) to increase.the pension of James Coey, late 
major of the One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment New York 
Volunteers—from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4557) for the relief of George F. Chilton—from_ 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of William A. McCorkle, D. D., and 
428 others, citizens of Michigan, against the admission of Utah as a 
State with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of James Moore, of Lauderdale 
County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of 35 citizens of Cloud County, 
Kansas, for protection of patentees—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Marshall County, Kansas, for United 
States postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsyl- 
vania, fora public building—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, papers in the claim of Virginia Maddox—to the Committee on 
War Claims. X 

Also, petition of Joseph H. Borland, of Allegheny County, Pennsyl- 
vania, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of J. Madison Wells, of Louisiana, 
for payment of amounts illegally exacted from him on cotton during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. i 

Also, resolution of the Produce Exchange of New Orleans, La., favor- 
ing aid to American shipping—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Jacob H. Urich and 42 others, citizens 
of Grantville, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania, for increase of salaries 
of certain postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. ©. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Thomas Jordan, for the 
removal of his political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Paper in the claim of John A. M. Wheal- 
ton, of Accomack,County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of John W. Mears—to the Committee on the’ 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRYCE: Petition of business men of New York for amend- 
ment of the revenue laws relative to duty on goods in bond—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the New Jersey Enterprise Tem- 
ple of Honor, officially signed, for a national prohibitory constitutional 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of members of the faculty of King Col- 
lege, of Tennessee, for the speedy enactment of an international copy- 
right law—to the Committee on Patents, f 

Also, papers in the pension claim of Mary Hornhill, of Benjamin 
Hickey, and of A. B. Keele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in pension claim of James Hale and others—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of estate of A. R. Burem, deceased, late of Hawkins 
County, and of John W. Beverly. and of T. N. Horner, of Hamblen 
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County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committtee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of miners and others of Stone 
Cliff, of Caperton, and of Gaymont, W. Va., protesting against put- 
ting soft coal on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Additional paper in relation to the need of an 
annex to the present public building at Louisville, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of administratrix of W. L. Poynter, of 
Clinton County, Indiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers in the case of Richard W. McMullen, 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Papers to accompany House bill for relief of Rob- 
ert MeNutt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolution of Cigar-Makers’ Union, of Mus- 
kegon, Mich., in regard to internal revenue on cigars—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oceana County, Michigan, for reduction 
of postage on seeds, plants, bulbs, ete.—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition for a beacon-light at Westport Harbor, 
Massachusetts—to the Committee on Commerce. 

* Also, resolutions of the New Bedford Board of Trade, in favor of the 
abolition of compulsory pilotage—to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of John M. Deane, in favor of the repeal of the pro- 
vision of the pension law limiting time for making application for pen- 

-sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of business men and property owners of 
Fremont, Nebr., asking for the erection of a public building at that 
place—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Illinois, officially signed, for the abolition of the internal-rey- 
enue tax on all alcoholic liquors—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of C. J. Seymour and others, and of 
Civilian Jones and others, for increase of compensation of post-office 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Protest of miners and others in meetings at Caper- 
ton, at Stone Cliff, and at Gaymont, W. Va., against removal of duty 
on soft coal, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Vermont Dairyman’s Association, against the 
repeal of the oleomargarine law, and in favor of a law against the 
adulteration of food produets—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of 3,737 male adult residents of the 
District of Columbia, protesting against the enactment of prohibitory 
laws for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, petition of 2,442 male adult residents of the District of Colum- 


bia, protesting against the same—to the Committee on the District of post 
Columbia. 


Also, petition of 37 residents of the District of Columbia, protesting 
against the same—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Second district of Wisconsin, pro- 

~ testing against the extension of bank charters and the time of paying 
the public debt—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of E. C. Foster, heir of Rebecca Foster, 
of Claiborne County; of Mary J. Wharton (now Middleton), of Frank- 
lin County, and of heirs of T. O. Davis, of Hinds County, Mississippi, 

- for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: Petition of soldiers of the Mexican war, 
for amendment to law granting pensions to soldiersin said war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Matilda Parsley, mother of William N. 
Parsley, of Company C, Third Regiment Illinois Cavalry, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

By Mr. HOVEY: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Indiana, for the abolition of the internal-revenue tax on all 
alcoholic liquors—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of L. H. McSwain and others, citizens of 
the Third district of Arkansas, against the passage of the Blair educa- 
tional bill—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Henry M. Youngblood, for apension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of administratrix of David H. Newell, 
of La Fayette County, Mississippi, for reference of his case to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Kansas, officially signed, representing 3,500 members, for the 
abolition of internal-revenue tax on all alcoholic liqnors—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of clerks in the San Francisco, Cal., post- 
office in favor of House bills 5040, 5041, and 5664—to the Committee 
.on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Joseph B. Peters, of Rhea County, Tennes- 
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ae ee eee the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War : 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Pennsylvania, officially signed, representing 15,000 members, 
for the abolition of the internal-revenue tax on all alcoholic liquors— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Andrew Callahan, heir of Andrew Calla- 
han, deceased, of Marion County; of Henry T. Cate, and of Abijah T. 
Phelan, of Washington County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Petition of the New Jersey Enterprise Temple of 
Honor and Temperance, officially signed, for a national commission of 
inquiry—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Edward B. Hughes, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICE: Papers in the case of Nathan Butler, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of John R. Johnson, of adminis- 
trator of Mrs. Eveline B. Weakley, of G. W. Charlton, and of Will- 
iam N. Marion, of Rutherford County, and of Henry Garner, of Frank- 
lin County, Tennessee, for reference of cases to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of 60 of the most prominent citizens of 
Toledo, Ohio, fora law forthe better compensation of post-office clerks— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Petition of the Board of Trade of Butte City, Mont., 
to protect the mineral lands of Montana from the grant of the North- 
ern Pacific Railway Compauy—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Papers in the ‘claim of the publishing 
house of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of James S. Reed, of Davidson County; of Andrew A. 
Traughler, of Robertson County; of John H. Wyly, of Humphrey 
County, and of heirs of W. G. M. Campbell, of Tennessee, for reference 
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of John Smith, of Asa Mooney, of 
Catherine.Anderson, administratrix of Horatio Anderson, and of Will- 
iam Allen, for reference-of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jane S. Lindsey, administratrix of Miles R. Lindsey, 
of Franklin County, and of Caleb Toney, of Madison County, Alabama, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Petition of the Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Minnesota, officially signed, representing 4,000 
members, for the abolition of the internal-revenue tax on all alcoholic 
liquors—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
masters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of B. Metozer and 28 others, of John F. 
Phillips and 39 others, of James H. Sevelle and 53 others, of J. F. 
Sikes and 25 others, of J. T. Howell and 36 others, and of J, F. Davis 
and 53 others, citizens of Louisiana. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Of citizens of Givens, Cocke County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. COBB: Of G. W. Newman and others of Buffalo, Ala. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Of certain persons at Idlewood, Allegheny 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of W. T. Arnold and 36 others, citizens of Com- 
ettsburgh, Beaver County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Of A. T. Jordan and others, and of J. B. Henley 
and others, of Arkansas. 

Me) Mr. NICHOLS: Of citizens of Bradshaw, Orange County, North 
rolina. 
_ By Mr. ROBERTSON: Of A. B. Cart and 58 others, citizens of Louis- 


iana. 
By Mr. WALKER: Of citizensof Cochran, Dunklin County, Missouri. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BELDEN: Of T. B. Stowell and 464 others, citizens of Cort- 
land County, New York. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of Mrs. P. Johnson and 341 others, citizens of 
Trenton, N. J. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Of H. A. Clapp and 230 others, citizens of St. 
Joseph County, Michigan. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of A. M. Bodwell and 184 others, citizens of 
Manistee County, Michigan. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Of E. Spaulding and 244 others, citizens of 
Steuben County, New York. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Of N. H. Aldrich and 219 others, citizens of 
Dutchess County, New York. 

MILLIKEN: Of A. D. Hamlin and 190 others, citizens of 
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By Mr. NUTTING: Of W. H. Rogers and 107 others, citizens of 
County, New York. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Of George G. Marsh and 497 otherg citizens of 
Oneida County, New York. 


The following petitions, asking for the passage of the bill prohibiting | pro. 
the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic beveragesin the 
District of Columbia, were severally referred to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Of 73 citizens of Rhode Island. 

REE CASWELL: Of Mrs. A. H. Peck and 92 others, citizens of 


isconsin. 

By Mr. HALL: Of 130 citizens of the Twenty-sixth district of Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of Rev. J. B. Albrook, D. D., and 132 
others, citizens of the Third district of Iowa. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Of 108 citizens of the Second district of Nebraska. 

By Mr. LANE: Of 103 citizens of the Seventeenth district of Illinois. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Of 145 citizens of New Hampshire. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 145 citizens of the District of Columbia. 
Roe VANDEVER: Of 136 citizens of the Sixth district of Cali- 

rnia. 


SENATE, } 
MONDAY, February 6, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
retro of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
prov: 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of January 11, 1888, certain information relating to the num- 
ber of acres of public lands granted by the United States Government 
to the States to which grants have been made for school purposes, ete. ; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 18, 
1888, certain information relating to the claims of Thomas S. Brooks 
& Co., and of Evans, Nichols & Co., for and onaccount of cattle stolen 
by the Osage Indians in September, 1866; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred tq the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, transmitting the report of Professor Swenson on 
the subject of sorghum sugar; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on ‘Agriculture and Forestry, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also lad before the Senate a comniunication from the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements 
of the act of May 29, 1884, a report of the operations of the reana, of 
Animal Industry for the year 1887; which, with the accom: 
port, was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, Pai 
ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC D. SMEAD & CO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, in to a resolution of January 25, 1888, certain 
data respecting work done for the District by Isaac D. Sman à & so 
which, on motion of Mr. DAWES, was, with the accompanying 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and eee ts to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 59 citizens of 
Wisconsin, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a letter of Marie A. Brown, an American citizen 
resident in London, relating to the proposed world’s exposition, with 
proof that America was discovered five hundred years before Colum- 
bus; which was referred to the Select Committee on the Centennial of 
the Constitution and the Discovery of America. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 111 citizens of the Fourth, 
Seventh, and Eleventh Congressional distriets of Iowa, praying for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, ALLISON, I present a concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iowa, which I ask may be read and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry, as follows: 


ae Sen 
and require statement of actual contents on 
Tea ball poe nating Sor tle OaE ~ 


requesting Congress to hibit the sale of adulterated 
Fon on package f, and to pass 


ee ey ee anne ne eens ), That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Con n that will hibit the 
sale of adulterated fara Arora ah the. United States, unless on 
containing the same a true statement is piron of the actual contents, and of 
Ttion of genuine lard therein that they be further requested to 
Int cif roe a gs of any bill now before Congress baying in view the purpose 


abo AaioreagaanT certify that the above resolution passed both branches of the Twenty- 
second General Assembly of the State of Iowa. 
[SEAL] FRANK D. J. Laveen = 
Secretary of Stat 


Mr. BERRY presented resolntions adopted by the Arkansas Agri- 
cultural Association, and resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Pine Bluff, Ark., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 650, 
known as the Dawes bill, taxing cotton-seed; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Fo 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the members ef the faculty of 
King College, at Bristol, Tenn., praying for the enactment of an inter- 
national copyright law; which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Tennessee, officially signed, representing nearly 6,000 mem- 
bers, praying for the abolition of the internal-revenue tax on alcoholic 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present numerous petitions from citizens of In- 
diana, numerously signed, praying for prohibition in this District. I 
move their reference to sleet Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was 

Mr. VOORHEES at the petition of Chartes McCarty, a pen- 
sioner under certificate No. 129849, praying to be allowed an increase 
of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of David A. Parkhurst, late a private 
in Company A, First Michigan Sharpshooters, praying for the removal 
of the charge of desertion from his military record; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Ohio, remonstrating against any reduction of the wool tariff. I 
will not ask that it be read, but that it be printed in the RECORD, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


[House Joint Resolution No. 4.] 


Requesting our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States to ee tee 
Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio: engs Feng A anneal 
in adsense husbandry one of the most important industries of our State and co 
one thatalmost every farmer is directly interested in, and without which 
ae pea bes hd can not be independent; and that we do therefore view with appre- 
hension and alarm all propositions and measures to abolish or reduce the tariff 
duties now levied for its protection, and respectfully request our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to oppose the same. 
psss p That the governor be requested to transmit a lopa h Saga these resolu- 
tions to each of our Senators and to cach of the members House of Rep- 
resentatives in the Congress of the United States from Ohio. 
ELBERT L. LAMPSON, 


Adopted January 26, 1885, 

UNITED STATES OF America, OHIO, 
Office of the Secretary of State: 

I, James S. Robinson, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do sag ed cer- 

tity, that the = Scomaing wa ts a true copy of a joint resolution adopted Poy Gen- 
eral Assemb? te of Ohio on the 26th day of January, A. D. 1858, taken 

frou: the orada rolls filed in this office. 

In eeror ES Pk whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at 


Columbus, the 27th day of January, A. D, 1888. 
x JAMES S. ROBINSON, 
Secretary of Su 


EXECUTIVE CNAMBER, Columbus, Ohio, January 27, 1888. 
ir ns ora with the request contained in the resolution above set forth, I 
ies the honor to farses a certified copy of the oy herewith, 
J. B. FORAKER, Governor. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I presenta joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Ohio, opposing certain measnressuggested in the President’s 
message, which I ask be printed in the RECORD and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. À 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Finance, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: ` 


[House Joint Resolution No. 5.] 

Requesting our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States to oppose certain. measures which were suggested in othe President's re- 
cent message. 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the Slate of Ohio: First. That we believe in 
2 protective tariff for the sake of protection, to the end that we may have.a di- 
versity of employment, domestic commerce, home markets for our farmers, good 
wages for our and such development of all our material resources as 
will make it possible for us to supply all our wants in both peace and war,and 
thus be independent asa nation among the nations of the carth. 
held Ey Reais onan Bank rapea, ap Frater eae = in ish, we 

an y the ican y since its advent to power 

ste as ao eee nation ever es a ae ‘Gara 

e regard views aitare Bc y cellen: Presiceni o 

Papoa Aba In ths sensed baa aar Congress, in Sppostdon ve Shis this policy, as 
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unwise, and unpatriotic, and as calculated, if formulated into law and 
prs Oae aa ony perai men ba our surplus revenue, but also paralyze our in- 


ustries, stop the development of our resources, degrade labor, stagnate and de- 


moralize business, and reduce us to that weak and dependent condition to which 
the country had been brought by a Democratic free-trade policy when the Re- 
publican party was placed in power in 1861. 

Fourth. That our ors in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives 
be uested, to oppose all measures that may be offered for the purpose of giv- 
a, ge to these views and recommendations of the President. 

That the governor be requested to forward a copy of these resolutions 
to each of our Senators and Representatives from Ohio in the Congress of the 
ape ed January 26, 1883, 

pt an 
: a TLDERT L. LAMPION, 
pcaker of t ouse of Representatives. 
WM. 0. E 


YON, 
esident of the Senate. 
UNITED STATES OF America, OHIO, 
Office of the Secretary of State: 

I, James S. Robinson, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of the State of Ohio on the 26th day of January, A. D. 1888, taken 
from the original rolls filed in this office. 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, the 27th day of January, A. D. 1888, 

JAMES S. ROBINSON, 
= Secretary of State, 
EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, Columbus, Ohio, January 27, 1888. 

Tn compliance with the request contained in the resolutions above set forth, 
I have the honor to transmit a certified copy of the same herewith. 

J. B. FORAKER, Governor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of Ohio, officially signed, praying for a national commission 
of inquiry concerging the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Ohio, officially signed, representing 5,000 members, praying 
for the repeal of the internal-revenue taxon all alcoholic liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. \ 

He also presented a petition of 208 citizens of the Fourteenth, Seven- 
teenth, and Nineteenth Congressional districts of Ohio, praying for pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Marine Association of Cin- 

` einnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of Senate bill 616, extending the 
tight of pensions to steam-boat men and others acting under orders from 
United States officers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented ’a , petition of citizens of Macomb, McDénongh 
County, Illinois, praying for the enactment of a Jaw for the reissue of 
fractional currency, not as a substitute for silver, but to supplementit, 
and especially for use in the mails; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 
He also presented the petition of N. K. Fairbank, Jesse Spalding, 
and other citizens of Chicago, praying for an increase of the salaries of 
the judges of the circuit and district courts of the United States in that 
district; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of 150 citizens of Illinois, praying for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Michigan, officially signed, praying for the abo- 
lition of the internal-revenue tax on all alcoholic liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the Territory of New Mexico, officially signed, rep- 
resenting 200 members, and s petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Wyoming Territory, officially signed, praying for the 
repeal of the internal-revenue tax on all alcoholic liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I present a petition of numerous citizens ot 
New Jersey, praying Congress by a joint resolution to adopt and pro- 
pose to the several States an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
the man importation, exportation, and transportation of alco- 
holic liquors. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 
‘The motion was to. 
Mr. PASCO presented the petition of G. F. Syfrett and 25 other cit- 
izens of Vernon, Fla., and the petition of W. F. Russ and 53 other citi- 
zens of Miller’s Ferry, Fla., praying that increased compensation be 
allowed fourth-class postmasters; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Business Men’s Association 
of Evansville, Ind., praying for the enlargement of the marine hospital 
at that place; which was referred to the Committee’on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of citizens of Claremont, Surry 
. County, Virginia, in which they set forth that the undersigned citizens 
of Claremont, Surry County, Virginia, tfully represent that they 
believe that unless something is done to establish schools and pay teach- 
ers the South will always be as it is at present, one hundred years be- 
hind the North. They say that the school-houses are from 5 to 8 
miles a; and are poor structures at that; that they have but. five 

ths’ school out of a year, and pay their teachers $25 to $30 a month, 


and they pray for the passage of theschool bill. This petition is signed 
by a number of citizens of that place. I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the memorial of Rev. 8. P. Leeds and a large 
number of citizens of the town of Hanover, N. H., remonstrating 
against the admission of Utah asa State. I move the reference of the 
memorial to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. -I present the petition of District Assembly No. 66, 
Knights of Labor of this District, in which they set forth that 300 
more rooms for school purposes of the best modern kind, free books 
and material for the children, teachers in sufficient numbers to give 
each child ample personal attention, and salaries on a scale to secure 
the best educational talent should be provided immediately for the 
sufficient accommodation of the school population of this District. 

The petition is quite well written, strongly setting forth the neces- 
sities of the case and the occasion for further legislation in order to 
supply sufficient schooling facilities for the children of this District. 
I would ask that it be printed, but as the requestis likely to be objected 
to, I will simply move that it he referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations with the request that they give it attention. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented petitions of citizens of the First and Second 
Congressional districts of the State of New Hampshire, praying for the 
passage of the bill to prevent the importation, exportation, manufact- 
ure, and sale of alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of Omaha Indians, praying for the 
payment of $70,060 due them under the treaty of 1855, in two install- 
ments; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. I present a communication from Vickery & Hill, pub- 
lishers, of Augusta, Me., in the nature of a memorial to Congress, pro- 
testing against any legislation that will exclude from second-class 
postage rates publications in the nature of books, complete or in parts 
or in series, whether sold by subscription or otherwise, thereby pre- 
venting the diffusion of standard literature among the people. The 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I am informed, are consider- 
ing this subject, which is a very important one, and I hope they will 
give attention tothe interesting statements contained in this memorial. 
I move its reference to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of 182 citizens of the First Con- 
gressional district of the State of Oregon, praying for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 42 citizens of the Second Con- 
gressional district of Connecticut, and a petition of 57 citizens of Mon- 
tana and Washington Territories, praying for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented a petition of 130 citizens of the 
District of Columbia, praying for prohibition in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

ce Union of the State of New York, officially signed, represent- 
ing 16,000 members, praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue tax 
on all alcoholic liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. ; 

He also presented a petition of 202 citizens of the Sixth, Eighteenth, 
Twenty-fourth, and Thirty-third Congressional districts of New York, 
praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented three petitions of the surviving 
members of the Thirty-seventh Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and of widows of deceased members of that regiment, praying for the 
enactment of a law granting pensions to them; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of Anne Lucas, praying to be 
allowed pay as a laundress during the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of the city of Gree- 
ley, Colo., praying that a suitable appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of water reservoirs in the State of Colorado; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a resolution adopted by Granville Centre 
Grange No. 309, of Granville Centre, Bradford County, Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the oleomargarine law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Connecticut, officially signed, representing 3,000 mem- 
bers, praying for the abolition of the internal-revenue tax on all alco- 
holie liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of William B, Covie and 120 other 
citizens of Connecticut, praying for prohibition in the District of Co- 
puana; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumibia. 
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Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tent- 
perance Union of Missouri, officially signed, representing 4,000 mem- 
bers, praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on all alcoholic 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of 130 citizens of the First and 
Second Congressional districts of Maryland, praying for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Maryland State Temperance Al- 
liance, officially signed, praying for the passage of a national prohibi- 
tory constitutional amendment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition of 104 citizens of the 
State of Arkansas, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I presenta petition of the Board of Trade ot 
Portsmouth, N. H., signed by William H. Sise, the president, and 
Charles W. Gray, the acting secretary, of the International Marine Con- 
ference, praying that an international marine conference be held in the 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. That matter is pending before the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and it should be referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Maine if he can 
give any reason why the petition should go to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr, FRYE. Only because it looks to an invitation to be extended 
by the President of the United States to the various nationsof the earth 
calling a convention of the various maritime nations to meet here; 
and there are more than twenty petitions and memorials and bills re- 
lating to the subject, which have been already referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not want to encumber the commit- 
tee. That was my object in making the inquiry. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition is referred to the Com- 
mittes on Foreign Relations. = 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of William F. C. Nindemann 
formerly a seaman on the exploring steamer Jeannette, praying that 
he may be allowed the difference between the pay of a seaman and that 
of a carpenter; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of 103 citizens of the Second 
Vermont Congressional district, praying for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District ot 
Columbia. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Mrs. Josephine Rozell, 
widow of Robert W. Rozell, late of Company C, One hundred and 
thirty-fifth Illinois Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. FARWELL. On Wednesday last I presented a petition of im- 
porters at the port of Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage, with an 
amendment, of Senate bill 532, which proposes to amend what is known 
as the immediate-transportation act. That bill is now before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, while the petition, upon my request, was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. I desire to recall the petition from the 
Finance Committee anf have it referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, where the bill is under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there he 
no objection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1235) to modify and amend the provisions of the 
dedication to the public use of the tract of land known as ‘‘ Dearborn 
Park,” in the city of Chicago, State of Illinois, reported adversely 
thereon, and moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 1852) to modify and amend the provisions of the dedi- 
cation to public use of the tract of land known as ‘‘ Dearborn Park,” 
a the city of Chicago, State of Illinois; which was read twice by its 
title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
16) to set apart from the public domain in the State of Oregon, as a 
public park for the benefit of the people of the United States, townships 
27, 28, 29, 30, and 31, in ranges 5 and 6 east of the Willamette meridian, 
in the State of Oregon, reported adversely thereon, and moved its in- 
definite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1817) to grant to the State of Oregon townships 27, 28, 29, 30, and 31 
south, in ranges 5 and 6 east of the Willamette meridian, in the State 
of Oregon, for a public park, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like tosay in regard to the bill just reported 
that the Legislature of Oregon has memorialized for the creation of a 
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public park including the lands mentioned in the bill, and Crater Lake, 
situated within it, and I have received numerous petitions of citizens 
of Oregon to the same effect; but the Committee on Public Lands was 
not disposed to create a national park, and we have reported a substi- 
tute proposing to donate the land for the purpose of a park to the State 
of Oregon, on condition that it shall be forever used for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1611) for the erection of 
a public building at Springfield, Mo., reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 539) amending section 3749 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to the disposition of prop- 
erty of the United States, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 850) granting certain lands in the Territory of 
Wyoming jor public purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 832) to provide an additional mode of taking deposi- 
tions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of the United States, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1060) to incorporate the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 931) to incorporate the Wash- 
ington Cable Electric Railway of the District of Columbia, reported it 
with amendments. F 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Virginia prefers it, the bill just 
reported by him may stand on the Calendar ahead of the one I have 
just reported. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I thought that was the understanding. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not remember it at the moment I made the 
report, or I should have deferred it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill reported by the Senator 
from Virginia will take precedence on the Calendar of the bill reported 
by the Senator from Tennessee, if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none, and that order will be made. 

Mre HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1516) to provide for inquests under national author- 
ity, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to say, on behalf of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, that they will present their views on that bill 
hereafter. 

Mr. HO from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 64) to authorize the juries of the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts to be used interchangeably, and to provide for 
drawing talesmen, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 226) securing the right of a party complainant in the 
United States courts to file a supplemental bill in equity causes, re- 
ported adversely thereon. 

Mr. CALL. Let that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 230) for the retirement of judges of the district or 
circuit courts of the United States on account of disability, reported 
adversely thereon. 

Mr. CALL. Let that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1723) providing for the completion 
of the public building in the city of Pensacola, Fla., as originally de- 
si reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 607) for the relief of Juliet C. Palmer, widow 
and administratrix of James C. Palmer, late Surgeon-General United 
a Navy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. j 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 250) for the repair of Fort Marion, at St. Au- 
gustine, Fla., aud the inclosure of the ground attached to said fort, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee 6n Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1681) to amend section 461 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, regulating fees for exemplification of land patents, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to. whom was referred the bill (S. 
1046) providing for the resurvey of township No. 18 south, ofrange No. 
9 west of the sixth principal meridian, in the State of Kansas, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1378) directing the prosecution of inquiries by the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, in respect to the destruction of 
oysters in the natural o -beds lying within the waters and juris- 
diction of the United States by star-fish, ete., and making an appropria- 
tion for such purpose, reported it without amendment, and subniitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted a re- 
port to accompany the bill (S, 1709) to provide for the issue of patents 
to certain persons for donation claims under the act approved September 
27, 1850, commonly known as the Oregon donation law, heretofore re- 


ported by him. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1213) to punish robbery, burglary, and 
larceny in the Indian Territory. k 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint res- 
olution (S. R. 6) for removal of all disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States upon Abram 
Cc. Myers. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3) to remove the political disabilities of William W. 
Mackall, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 48) for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson; 

A bill (H. R. 76) for the relief of L. A. Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 108) for the relief of John C. Weaver; 

ill (H. R. 120) for the relief of Charlotte Caroline Hackleman; 
ill (H. R. 322) for the relief of B. M. Parish; 

ill (H. R. 439) for the relief of Grovenor A. Curtice; 

i R. 440) granting a pension to Mary C. Knight; 

. R. 481) for che relief of Stephen M. Honeyeutt; 

i . R. 482) for the relief of Levi Jones; 

i . R. 593) for the relief of James Albert Bonsack; 

. R. 611) for the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and ex- 
illiam Ward, deceased; 3 

. R. 647) for the relief of Gottlob Groezinger; 

i . R. 880) granting a pension to Mary Everingham Brown; 
ill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the volunteers of the Fourth Reg- 
iment of Iowa Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female College ot 
Lexington, Mo. ; ; 

A bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Secretary of War to convey to 
the city of Austin, Tex., a tract of land in said city for educational 


purposes; : ; : 

A bill (H. R. 3758) for the relief of the legal heirs of Fidus Liver- 
more, deceased; ~ 7 Ns 

A bill (H. R. 3957) for the relief of Peter March, Thomas J. Wright, 
administrator, and others; - 

A bill (H. R. 4327) regulating the construction of bridges over the 
Muskingum River, in Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 4556) to confirm New Madrid location, survey No. 2889, 
and to provide for issue of patent therefor; 
A bi (i R. 4811) for the relief of Robert Johnston, of New York; 
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A bill (H. R. 4907) for the relief of John M. y ST; 

A bill (H. R. 4908) for the relief of the heirs of A. Gates Lee and 
heirs of B. P. Lee, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 4910) to amend section 14 of the act approved March 
8, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and 
for other purposes,’’ and relating to second-class mail matter; and 

A bill (H. R. 5932) providing for the holding of the terms of the 
United States courts in the district of Minnesota. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 191) to make additional appropriations for the printing of 
the eulogies delivered in Congress on the late John A. Logan; 

A bill (S. 274) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point in the county of St. Charles, in 
the State of Missouri, below the city of St. Charles; and 

A bill (H. R. 1213) to punish robbery, burglary, and larceny in the 
Indian Territory. 

SUPPLEMENT TO WHARTON’S DIGEST. 


Mr. GORMAN, I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 27) providing for the 
printing of the supplement to Wharton’s Digest of International Law, 
to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate; as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, eic., That there be printed,under the editorial charge of Francis Whar- 
ton, the usual number of copies of a supplement to the Digest of International 
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Law, printed under joint resolution of July 28,1885,and under the same conditions 
and limitations as are imposed in said resolution, such supplement containin, 
the diplomatic correspondenceof the American Revolution, with historical an 
legal notes; and that there be printed, in addition to said usual number, 1,000 
copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 Sopi for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Department of State. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Select Committee on the Centen- 
nial of the Constitution and the Discovery of America, to which was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 19) relating to the celebration of the 
centennial of the inauguration of the Constitution of the. United States, 
to report it favorably with an amendment. A similar joint resolution 
has been passed by the Senate heretofore. It does not relate to any of 
the matters about which there has been any difference of opinion. It 
has received the unanimous support of the committee as formerly it re- 
ceived the unanimous support of the Senate, and I ask that it may be 
considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

That, in addition to such other celebration as may hereafter be provided for, 
the centennial of the inauguration of the Constitution of the United States be 
observed by the two Houses of Congress, who shall meet in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, and that the Chief-Justice of the United States be in- 
vited to deliver an oration on the occasion, and that the Presidentof the United 
States and the executives of the several States and Territories, and such other 
persons as may hereafter be determined, be invited to attend. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment at the end of the resolution be 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment reported by the 
committee will be read for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9, after the words ‘‘ United States,” it 
is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘and’’ and insert the words ‘‘the 
justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the members of 
the Cabinet,” so as to read: 


And that the President of the United States, the justices of the Su e Court 
of the United States, the members of the Cabinet, the executives of the several 
States and Territories, and such other persons as may hereafter be determined, 
be invited to attend. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenator from Massachusetts desires that the amend- 
ment be adopted. I do not object to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has asked whether there 
is objection to the present consideration of the joint resolution. The 
os hears none, and it is before the Senate as in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to the joint resolution, but I ask that 
the two first lines of it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two first lines of the joint reso- 
lution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

That, in addition to such other celebration as may hereafter be provided for— 


Mr. HALE. That is sufficient. Iwish toask theSenator from Mas- 
sachusetts who has reported the joint resolution whether by the words 
which have just been read either the committee or Congress is to be con- 
sidered as committing itself in any form to a Government industrial ex- 
position in the city of Washington? I should be glad if the Senator 
would state the attitude of the committee upon that point. 

Mr. HOAR. The committee have not, so far as I am aware, come 
to any conclusion upon that subject, or even considered it. They have 
heard some persons in regard to various plans for a large celebration, 
but have not taken up thesubject for action. Iam not, therefore, au- 
thorized to speak either for the committee or any member of the com- 
mittee as to the opinion upon any proposedscheme, The members will 
speak for themselves whenever they choose. But the object of the 
committee in reporting the joint resolution was carefully to refrain 
from everything which should commit either the committee or the Sen- 
ate, or any member of either, to any such plan or to any plan beyond 
this, 


I thought that if those lines were not in the joint resolution it might 
be taken as acommitment to the contrary, that is a commitment against 
any farther extension of this celebration, and those lines were intended 
to absolutely guard against any commitment either way. They were 
put in with that design. 

I may, perhaps, say that there are several plans which have been men- 
tioned in the newspapers and which have found advocates before the 
committee. One is the plan to which the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] and, if I am not mistaken, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] publicly expressed strong objections at the last Congress. The 
Senator from Ohio is a member of the present committee and favors this 
joint resolution. That plan is to have an exposition extending over 
the period between 1889 and 1892. That plan is a very large one and 
will require careful investigation, I suppose, before any member of the 
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committee would be able to bring his mind toits favor, and some Sena- 
tors have expressed very strongly their objection to it. 

Then there is another proposition, which does not in the least involve 
what I have stated, that to the centennial celebration of our Constitu- 
tion the Presidents and chief justices of the different American coun- 
tries shall be invited. Of course if they were invited, that would in- 
volve a slight expense, necessarily, for receiving them as guests when 
they arrive in Washington and during their stay in Washington. That 
expense would be avery small sum, a few thousand dollars, I suppose; 
but that proposition is entirely disconnected from this joint resolution. 

I have stated the object of the joint resolution; and it is entirely 
unimportant whether the words which have been read are out or not. 
My reason was to avoid any commitment either way, and that was the 


general design. 
Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 


is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES, As I understand this proposition, itis merely an 
announcement that we will celebrate the centennial of the adoption of 
our Constitution, outlining somewhat the manner in which it will be 
done, giving notice to the Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court to have 
a speech to deliver, etc. I had supposed, however, as a member of the 
committee (and, in fact, I regret very much that I was notable to attend 
the last meeting), that some step would be taken in regard to our rela- 
tions with the South American republics or countries generally, and 
towards extending to them an invitation for the occasion. I did not 
know but that the Senator from Massachusetts was going to offer an 
amendment, and an amendment was spoken of to that effect. Do Iun- 
derstand from the Senator from Massachusetts that nothing more is con- 
templated at this time? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, if I may interrupt him 
at this time, as he was not present at the meeting of the committee, the 
committee found when they met that that matter was pending before 
the Committee on Foréign Relations; and I suppose there is no breach 
of delicacy in saying that it is before asubcommittee of that committee, 
of which subcommittee the honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
is chairman, and as it is well known that the Senator has in mind a 
desire to have a commercial consultation of the different American 
countries promoted by this country and held here, we did not want to 
take any step which would embarrass or interfere with that. There- 
fore the committee were not prepared even to approach the considera- 
tion of that subject without first having some conference with the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, which I suppose will be had. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Itisa matter of no concern to me how the ob- 
ject is accomplished, and in view of the explanation given by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts it is entirely satisfactory. i 

I desire simply to say further to Senators who may have some views 
in regard toestablishing a prolonged exposition here, that there is noth- 
ing in this measure, as I understand it, committing anybody to that en- 
terprise. Whatever we may do hereafter, this joint resolution does not 
commit us to any line of action in that regard. 

Mr. HALE. I think perhaps Senators would feel easier upon the 
subject if the initial words were left out of the joint resolution; all the 
more so, because upon the explanation of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts it is clear that the proposition for the meeting of South American 
representatives, in the form of a celebration and not of an exposition, is 
in charge of another committee. The select committee, as I under- 
stand, does not propose to deal with the subject of any other celebra- 
tion. Therefore the words had better be omitted. 

Mr. HOAR. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. HALE. I understood the Senator to say that that matter was 
with the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. I said that the Select Committee on the Centennial 
could not deal with that subject without a conference with the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, who had the matter in charge. Of course 
pa principal and important matter is the question of commercial rela- 

on. 


Mr. HALE. I donot object to the joint resolution unless there lurks 
in it something more than is seen. Neither do I object to the other 
celebration which has been referred to; but the greater question of a 
long-continued national or international exposition to be held here or 
elsewhere involves more serious considerations, and it should be ap- 
proached very carefully. The time should be selected with care, and 
the place should be selected with care. 

However much pride we may have in this city and be glad to see it 
built up, and dignified, and adorned in ways we are all glad to help in, 
it is a grave question whether it is the seat of art, or science, or labor, 
or manufactures of any form sufficient to justify the selection of this 
city as a place for a great ition, and for one I do not wish to be 
poanie to abpa zien looks in that direction. I do not think 

e committee has any such purpose. It is plain, from the explanation 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, that it has no such purpose. 
if there is any danger that lurks in the phraseology here, it is one that 
will appear afterwards and is not carried in the intention of the com- 
mittee, Iam free to avow my belief in that, but I think it would rest 


better if the initial words were stricken out and let the provision be 
simply for the celebration that is covered by the phrases of the measure, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. - Mr. President, I believe the joint resolu- 
tion involves some matter that is a little bit foreign to this country, 
and in view of the fact that it seems to be impossible to get a resolu- 
tion considered by the Senate looking to the ratification or rejection of 
the British treaty, I may be allowed to discuss it just now, because, 
as I understood the Senator from Maine to say, this is a matter which 
ought to be considered by a committee which is looking forward to a 
great international something. I think that puts me in order, sir. 

I have asked the Senate to consider a resolution to change Rule 
XXXVI of the Senate, which would allow us to considerin open session 
the proposed treaty with Great Britain. I have had a motive beyond 
that, which has not appeared up to this time, and that motive is to draw 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations the amendment which they 
have proposed to the treaty. If we have here a message from the Pres- 
ident transmitting a treaty or a stipulation, and itis proposed to be 
amended by any member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, it is 
proper that it should be known which of those committeemen favor the 
amendment. 

-I can not state what the amendmentis, because I have not the terms 
of it at my command now, but I do say this: I do not believe there is 
one single member of the Committee on Foreign Relations who will rise 
to-day in open session and advocate the amendment which comes from 
that committee. 

I have here the treaty, but I can not discuss it—I can oniy discuss 
the joint resolution; but I ask in the light of what has been suggested 
here, whether I can not have that amendment read to the Senate and to 
the people of the United States. I ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, who I know upon every occasion has endeavored 
to bring this treaty before us in executive session, whether he can not 
rise and tell the people what the amendment is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Being personally appealed to, I feelit my duty to 
make a point of order against the Senator from Virginia, which I do 
with great reluctance. He asks me that I, in violation of the rules of 
the Senate, shall do what I regard to be improper and ungentlemanly 
in disclosing the secrets of the Senate against its will. When he asks 
me to answer that question, it is as much as if he should ask me to 
steal, or rob, or do anything else wrong or forbidden by law. As a 
matter of course, I can not state what the rules of the Senate prohibit 
me from saying, and I make the point of order that the Senator from 
Virginia is himself violating the rules. Whether it should beenforced 
against him or not, it is forthe Senatetosay. Isimply make the point 
of order because I can not answer the question of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia without violating the rules. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, that would come with bet- 
ter grace 
The PRESIDENT pro iempore. One moment. The Senator from 
Ohio raises a point of order which the Chair feels called upon to decide. 

The Senate in its legislative capacity and the Senate in its executive 
capacity, are the same body, but their functions are essentially separate 
and distinct. The proceedingsin each capacity are separately journal- 
ized; the records are separately kept. The transactions and proceed- 
ings in legislative session can not be reached by the Senate in executive 
session.. The proceedings and transactions in executive session being 
separately recorded and journalized are not the subject of discussion in 
legislative session. It is a violation of the rules of the Senate to refer 
in legislative session to any matter upon the Executive Calendar until 
the injunction of secrecy is removed. 

The Chair therefore holds that the Senator from Virginia, in refer- 
ring to any matters pending in executive session while the Senate is 
sitting with open doors, is clearly in violation of therules of the Senate, 
and he can only be permitted to proceed in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will sus- 
pend one moment. The enforcement of the rules is intrusted to the 
Chair, and the Chair will endeavor, if supported by the Senate, to see 
that order is not violated and that the rules are strictly obeyed. The 
Senator from Virginia will proceed in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir,ifIcan. Tdo nòt think that any- 
thing I have said or done in this Senate has justified the observations 
of the Chair, but still in order to be in order I must accept them. 

I did not ask the Senator from Ohio to answer the question that I 
propounded to him with any hope that he would doit. Iwas discuss- 
ing the proposition propounded by the Senator from Massachusetts 
and trying to keep myself in order considering it, as I understood, 
within the proper rules of order. I think that I may be in order when 
I undertake, in reply to the Senator from Ohio’s remark that he does 
not propose to deal with executive matters in legislative hours, to draw 
his attention back tothe point. WheneverI shall violate a rule it will 
be in the Senate and not outside of it. This isa question that dis- 
turbs the people of this country beyond that which was involved in 
the letter that dismissed some officials sent to the Senate by the Senator 
from Ohio when he was acting in another capacity. 
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I will not deal further with the word ‘‘gentlemanly,’’ sir. Every 
man knows for himself what is gentlemanly. If he does not, those who 
are associated with him can judge. 

Now, Mr. President, if it is the ruling of the Chair and the sense of 
the Senate that I can not, or any other Senator here can not, discuss 
that resolution in the broad sense that it involves this British treaty, 
then I must take my seat, as I understand; but from that ruling of the 
Chair I shall reserve my right to make an appeal whenever the Chair 
himself shall say that I am out of order. 

I have a right to discuss resolutions that are offered. On last Thurs- 
day, on this floor, and against an objection that carried a resolution over 
under the rules, as I understand them, we could not consider the propo- 
sition to change Rule XXXVII. I can re-enforce my position on that 
question by drawing from this desk-drawer a note that was written to 
me by the then Presiding Officer himself, telling me that I could not 
accomplish the purpose of considering an extradition treaty unless I 
employed the language which he gave me then, proposing to change 
Rule XXXVII. 

In all these international matters—for I know I must conform my- 
self to the narrow-gauge rule—I have before me something that is 
headed “confidential,” and it purports to be something that is inter- 
national, coming entirely within the purview of the resolution that I 
offered the other day. I might be prepared to treat this before the 
people of this country who have a right to know what it is; but I do 
think that we should know in the Senate now before we go into execu- 
tive session whatis meant by the Committee on Foreign Relations—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will not 
be permitted to proceed to discuss any matters pending in executive 
session. The Senator from Virginia will proceed in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I am somewhat accustomed 
to rebuke, but I suppose I can still have it understood that I have a 
right to proceed inorder. Perhaps that isthe only right I have. This 
matter that the President undertakes to rule me down on is not in ex- 
ecutive session and will not go there as long as there is a man on this 
floor to object to it. Isay it is before the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, and it is in the office of the Secretary or the executive clerk of 
the Senate, and it has not yet been before the Senate in executive ses- 
sion, except in so far as the Senator from Ohio has been pleased to dis- 
cuss it himself without getting it before the Senate. I appeal to the 
sense of justice of the Senate if that is not correct. It should be before 
us in legislative session. 

I was not sent here as a Senator to legislate in executive session. I 
was sent here to legislate in open session, and I am here now asking to 
be heard in open session on that which more vitally concerns the people 
I represent to-day than all that has emanated from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations during this session, and I am rebuked every time 
that I refer to this. Iunderstand the rebuke, and 1 intend to reiterate 
every time that this is the treaty that the American people will want 
considered and discussed in open session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will suspend. The 
question recurs, Will the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, agree 
to the amendment reported by the select committee to the joint reso- 
lution which has been read ? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] to suggest a further amendment. 

Mr. HALE. After the word ‘‘that,’’ at the beginning of line 3, I 
move to strike out ‘‘in addition to such other celebration as may here- 
after be provided for;”’ so as to read: 

That the centennial of the inauguration of the Constitution of the United 
States be observed by the two Houses of Congress, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. . 

COURTS AT MISSISSIPPI CITY. 


Mr. PUGH. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 788) to provide for holding terms of 
the United States courts at Mississippi City, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment. Iam requested to ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to have that bill considered atthis time. It passed both Houses 
at the last session, and failed to become a law on account of its not 
reaching the President in time. It is a local bill which will not con- 
sume time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? : 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill which I 
shall be ready todo in a moment. I object for thatreason. I inquire 
of the Senator having the bill in charge if this isnot the bill to which 
mate ames attached last year an amendment fixing the salaries of dis- 

ct judges? 

Mr. HOAR. One of the same character. 
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Mr. PUGH. There is a separate bill now before the Committee on 
the Judiciary, on which the committee will soon act, providing for the 
salaries of district judges. I hope the Senator will not incumber this 
local bill with a general provision raising the salaries of the judges. 
The committee has the matter before it and will dispose of it, I have 
no doubt, at the next meeting. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not the subject of discus- 
sion until unanimous consent is given for its consideration. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope it will go over, then, for this morning. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. . 


Mr. PUGH. I do not ask for its consideration if there is any objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 


HENRY H. MARMADUKE, 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1754) for the relief of Henry H. Marma- - 
duke, of Missouri, to report it favorably without amendment. I ask 
for its present consideration. It is simply to remove political disabili- 
ties. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two- 
thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirmative). 


“CATTLE AND DAIRY FARMING. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 22) providing for the printing of ad- 
ditional copies of Executive Document No. 51, first session Forty-ninth 
Congress, on the subject of cattle and dairy farming, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the joint resolution was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In lieu of that joint resolution, and to comply 
with the law, I am instructed by the Committee on Printing to report 
a concurrent resolution and ask for its consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 7,000 additional copies of Executive Document No. 51, first session Forty- 
ninth Congress,on the subject of cattle and dairy farming, 2,000 copies for the 
use or the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
1,000 copies for the Department of State. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Idonot understand exactly what the resolution 


is. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 
The resolution was read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution? 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 120. 

Mr. DAWES. Is morning business through ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understands that after the 
hour of 1 o’clock any Senator has a right to move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of any bill, resolution, or other matter on the Calendar, but it 
has been customary to receive morning business so long as it is offered. 

Mr.STEWART. I withdraw the motion until the morning business 
is completed. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to introduce a bill when that order is reached. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further reports of commit- 
tees? If none, that order is closed. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S; 1853) providing for the adjust- 
ment of the accounts of laborers and m ics arising under the eight- 
hour law; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the bill is referred I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Education and Labor to some facts in con- 
nection with the case which it is desirable should be known. 

Ever since the passage of the law making eight hours a day’s labor 
for employés of the Government there has been a very strange per- 
sistence in disregard and in evasion of that law. For some time after 
its passage in some Departments of the Government employés of the 
Govertiment were compelled to labor for a day’s work ten hours with- 
out the slightest regard to the enactment of that law, until the Presi- 
dent of the United States, President Grant, issued a proclamation for- 
bidding in all the various employments of the Government a further 
disregard of that law. 

Subsequently Congress passed an act making appropriation for the 
payment of such employés of the Government as had been required to 
work ten hours for eight hours’ pay. A microscopic examination of 
that law revealed the fact that there were gate-keepers and watchmen 
and a few others of that kind of employés who were not covered by it, 
and that therefore the Government could still exact two hours’ labor 
each day out of that class of its employés without paying for it, and 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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that class of employés has been to this time without any compensation | zer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee. 


under that law. 

Subsequently there was invented a form of an agreement, which I 
have here, which was held up as an alternative to no employment to 
any one who, under the demand of the Government, required employ- 
ment, by which he should contract with the Government that that law 
should be disregarded, and that he would work ten hours a day, if he 
worked at all, for eight hours’ pay. That has continued in some quar- 
ters until the present time. 

I call the attention of the Committee on Education and Labor to this 
fact, in the belief thatif this bill which I have introduced shall become 
a law this sort of disregard and evasion of a positive enactment of Con- 
gress will cease. It may be said that any one, Government official or 
private individual, has the right to his private opinion as to the wisdom 
of such a law, but no Government official, in my judgment, has the 
right to defy it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did not hear the bill read and I do 
not know its terms, but I know there is no necessity for any further 
legislation on the subject. The statute now is plain and explicit, and 
it is a direction to executive officers which they can not escape, 

Ido not know whether the Senator has correctly stated the practice 
of the Departments during the time this has been the law. I only rose 
to say, for myself and those with whom I was connected in the late 
Administration, that he has not stated it as it then existed. When 
called upon to pass on that question, as I was, I readily ruled, and 
there could have been no ruling in any other way consistent with com- 
mon sense and law, that the Departments had no discretion, and, so far 
as the Department over which I presided was concerned, the law was 
faithfully executed, and no man worked more than eight hours. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to be permitted to say that the practice to 
which I have alluded was not universal and is only in certain quarters, 
and I have never heard that the Department over which the Senator 
presided was ever open to that criticism. I do know, however, that at 
this very hour there are employés of this Government working ten 
hours for eight hours’ pay under the agreement to which I have al- 
luded. The bill which I have introduced proposes to have their ac- 
counts adjusted according to law. That is all it requires. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
- mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1854) to increase the pensions of 
certain persons who have received more than one wound or injury in 
the military or naval service of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1855) granting a pension to Anna M. f- 


Allen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAULSBURY introduced a bill (S. 1856) to establish a life-saving 
station on the Atlantic coast between Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and 
Ocean City, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1857) for the payment of the claim 
of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Kentucky penitentiary; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. I offer a resolution to accompany the bill, for reference 
to the same committee: 


Resolved, That the bill yee £ for the Reyer of the claim against the 
United States of Harry I. Todd, of Frankfort, Ky., late keeper of the peniten- 
tiary of said State, now pending in the Senate, for a refund of internal-revenue 
taxes collected from him for slaughtering animals to feed the convicts, and taxes 
collected from him as a manufacturer, and upon articles manufactured in said 
prison while he was the keeper thereof, be,and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, under and by virtue of the provisions of the act approved 
March 3, 1887,to take such action upon the same as is therein authorized by 
section 14 upon reference by the Senate. 


Mr. BECK. I ask that the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Finance with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1858) for the relief of Anne Lu- 
cas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1859) for the relief of Felicitas Salinas 
and others, heirs of Miguel Salinas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1860) to grant the Boisé 
Basin Bed Rock Flume Company the right of way to construct a bed- 
rock flume in Idaho; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1861) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to issue certificates to certain persons who owned buildings 
on Hot Springs reservation, for the value thereof, which buildings had 
been condemned and afterward burned; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (8. 1862) granting a pension to 
Butler Presson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1863) granting a pension to John A. Belt- 


on Pensions. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 1864) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at San Diego, Cal.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1865) granting pensions 
to the surviving members of the Thirty-seventh Regiment of Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to the widows of deceased members of said regi- 
ment; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1866) tor the relief of Enoch Davis; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1867) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
L. Ristine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1868) to prohibit the mailing of news- 
papers and other publications containing lottery advertisements, and 
prescribing a penalty for the violation of the same; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1869) to provide for the 
establishment and maintenance of an Indian industrial school in the 
State of Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1870) granting certain lands in 
Pierce County, Washington Territory, to the city of Tacoma for the 
purposes of a public park; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 1871) to perfect the military 
record of Warren C. Alden; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1872) for the relief of E. W. 
Ridgway; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1873) increasing the rate of pension of 
W. A. Shappee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1874) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill {S. 1875) for the relief of 
L. A. Morris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1876) for the purchase of a site 
and erection of a custom-house and post-office at St. Albans, Vt.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1877) granting a pension to Har- 
riet L. Vaughay; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 1878) for the relief of Catharine 
Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1879) for the relief of Joseph Clancey; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1880) declaring that certain water-re- 
serve lands in the State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the 
provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An act granting to rail- 
roads the right of way through the public lands of the United States,” 
approved March 3, 1875; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1881) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribes of Indians, in the 
State of Wisconsin,” approved February 6, 1871; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at or near Clinton, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Commitiee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a 
railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near Muscatine, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced q joint resolution (S. R. 46) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary oe War to lease to the United States 
Hotel Company, of New Jersey, certain land in Monmouth County, 
New Jersey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. x 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 47) for the relief 
of the widow and children of John W. Judson, late agentof the United 
States at Oswego, N. Y., for public works on Lake Ontario; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompaħying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. DOLPH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing ac- 
ceptance by Dr. W. J. Hoffman of certain decorations from foreign 
powers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EASTERN FRONT OF THE CAPITOL, 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 
That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be directed 


to examine into and report upon the necessity of extending the eastern front of 
the Capitol, the same to be constructed of marble. 


CHANNEL AT ENTRANCE OF DETROIT RIVER. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish, at the earliest time 
practicable, for the information of the Senate, an estimate of the expense neces- 
sary to make the pre channel from Grosse Point, in Lake St. Clair, to the 
entrance of Detroit River, in the State of Michigan, navigable for a width of 800 
feet, and with an average depth of water of 20 feet. 


RENTED DISTRICT SCHOOL BUILDINGS, 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
raed baer to furnish the Senate with a list of all the buildings rented by 
the ct of Columbia for public-school purposes, giving the following infor- 
mation concerning each: Location, name of owner, number and size of school- 
rooms it contains, amount of rent paid per annum, valuation of building as as- 
sessed by the District, per cent. on valuation paid for rent; also the number of 
pupils in each of the rented buildings at the present time. 


MISSOURI RIVER NAVIGATION AT SIOUX CITY. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish 
the Senate full information, or such information as may be attainable, respect- 
ing the present condition of the Missouri River at and in the neighborhood of 
Sioux Clty, Towa, as will show what improvements are needed in aid of the navi- 
gation of said river at Sioux City, or in its vicinity. 


INTERNATIONAL COINAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered on a previous day by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move to take up Senate joint resolution No. 
30. I gave notice on Thursday last that I should ask its consideration 
this morning for the purpose of submitting some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. R. 30) relating to international coinage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On the 20th of December the President of the 
United States sent to us the following message: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary d® State, accompa- 
nied by the report of Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Massachusetts, who was spe- 
cially ated by me, under the provisions of successive acts of Congress in 
that behalf, to visit the financial centers of Europe in order to ascertain the 
feasibility of establishing, by international arrangement, a fixity of ratio be- 
tween the two precious metals in free coinage of both. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
_ EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
December 


Washington, 20, 1887. 
He also sent to us the report on that subject. In that report Mr. 
Atkinson says: 


Under instructions from the De ent of State, I have visited London and 
Manchester, Paris, Berlin, Brussels, and Amsterdam, together with other places 
as circumstances or the necessity for interviews with persons of importance in 
this discussion have made it expedient. 

1 have met and consulted many of the financial ministers, the chief officers of 
all the national banks in the countries named, except one, namely, that of Hol- 
land; many officers of private banks and many bankers of distinction, most of 
the membersof the Royal Gold and Silver Commission of Great Britain, which is 
now en; in the examination of the same question, and lastly, many leading 
economists, statisticians, and legislators, 


. = . s * * s% 

After stating the manner in which he proceeded in discharge of the 
duties assigned him, he submitted, among others, the following conclu- 
sions: 

1. There is no prospect of any chai 
European states which can modify ori if 
States at the present time. 

2. There are no indications of any change in the policy of the financial au- 
thorities of the several states visited by me which warrant any expectation that 
the subject of a bimetallic treaty for a common legal tender, coupled with the 

coinage of silver, will be seriously considered at the alegre time by them. 

8. There is no indication that the snbject of bimetall: has received any 
inte’ mt or serious consideration outside of a small circle in each country 
named, as a probable or possible remedy for the existing causes of alleged de- 
pression in trade. 

On receiving the report of Mr, Atkinson I drew = the resolution 
on which I propose to submit a few remarks this morning. I ask that 
the joint resolution may be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Joint resolution relating to international coinage. 
Whereas unsuccessful efforts have, on several occasions, been made by the 
United States to secure the co-operation of European governments in establish- 


in the present monetary system of 
uence the financial policy of the United 


ing such a fixed ratio of value between the precious metals as would an 


their free coi and circulation in the commercial countries ofthe world; and 

„Whereas the ident of the United States, under authority conferred upon 
him by acts of Con: recently desi, ed Mr. Edward Atkinson, a citizen 
of the United States, to visit commercial centers of Europe in order to ascertain 
the feasibility of establishing by international arrangements a common ratio of 
value between gold and silver, who, after making the investigation required by 


his appointment, reported among other conclusions the following: 
“ First. There is no prospect of any change in the present mone system of 
European states which can modify or influence the financial policy of the 


United States at the present time. 

“Second. Thereare no indications of any change in the policy of the financial 
authorities of the several stutes visited by me which warrant any expectation 
that the subject of a bimetallic treaty for a common legal tender coupled with 
the free coinage of silver will be seriously considered at the present time by 
them:” Therefore, > 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statesof America 
in Congress assembled, That no further effort can properly be made by United 
States to obtain the co-operation of European governments in establishing a 
common ratio of value between silver and gold as money, and the policy of the 
United States in the coinage of the precious metals should not be influenced by 
the action, present or prospective, of any foreign government or governments 
in reference to the relative values of gold and silter as money. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. The object proposed by the introduction of this 
resolution is to elicit some expression on the part of Congress in refer- 
ence to further effort on the part of the United States to effect an ar- 
rangement with European powers on the subject of a common ratio of 
value between gold and silver and their coinage for international circu- 

tion. 

Many persons in this country whose opinions are entitled to consid» 
eration believe that the proper utilization of silver as one of our coins 
depends upon the consent of leading European governments to its use 
as money, and are therefore opposed to the present policy of our Gov- 
ernment in its coinage as a legal tender in monetary affairs among 
our own citizens. They insist that an international arrangement with 
the principal governments of Europe, especially with England, France, 
and Germany, for the coinage of silver upon a basis agreed upon, is a 
condition precedent to the proper use of that metal in this country as 
money, except as subsidiary coin, and demand that efforts should be 
made and continued to bring about such an agreementas they conceive 
to be necessary. 

There are other persons, equally numerous and respectable, who do 
not believe that such an arrangement as has been suggested is either 
possible or essential, and have no idea that any good can result from 
any effort in that direction.. They have not, however, interposed ob- 
jections to any attempt heretofore made on the part of the United States 
to secure the co-operation of foreign governments in an international 
agreement on the subject, and have been content to leave to those who 
favor such an undertaking the adoption of such means as they desired 
to test iis feasibility. 

Several attempts have been made within the last few years to bring 
about such an arrangement with European powers without any other 
result than to demonstrate its impracticability and the futility of farther 
attempts in the same direction. The mission of Mr. Atkinson, brought 
to our attention by the letter he addressed to the President and sent 
to Congress for its information, seems to have been as fruitless and bar- 
ren of promise for the future as those which had preceded it, and if the 
conclusions at which he arrived and announced to the President are cor- 
rect, it would be folly to attempt further effort to form an alliance with 
European governments on the subject. 

The known character and reputation of Mr. Atkinson compel the 
acceptance of his conclusions as the honest judgment he had formed of 
European thonght on the subject of his inquiry, but it will do him no 
injustice to suggest that our preconceived opinions sometimes shape, 
imperceptibly to ourselves, the judgments we form on any question we 
may be called upon to investigate. A doubt might therefore be -par- 
doned of the correctness of the judgment formed by Mr. Atkinson upon 
the views entertained abroad on the subject of silver coinage without 
reflecting upon his motives or impeaching the honesty of his opinion. 

Nor can I suppose, for an instant, that the persons who have urged 
the appointment of the men selected to visit the commercial centers of 
Europe in order to ascertain tire views there entertained upon the sub- 
ject were actuated by a desire to secure unfavorable reports, in the 
hope thereby of obtaining a suspension of silver coinage in this coun- 
try. I prefer to credit all concerned with a sincerg purpose to secure 
an agreement with foreign powers for the coinage of the precious metal 
upon a basis which they supposed to be indispensably necessary. 

The failure of every attempt which has been made by this country 
to obtain co-operative action on the part of European powers, and es- 
pecially the failure of the late mission of Mr. Atkinson, whose conclu- 
sions have been laid before us, justifies me in saying that no further 
effort in that direction can be made by the United States with any 
hope of success, or with a proper regard to the respect we owe to our- 
selves. 

For one, sir, I do not believe, and never have believed, that any in- 
ternational arrangement which would include some of the European 
powers, especially England, and perhaps Germany, has ever been or 
will be possible, at least for many years to come. 

No solicitation on our part will influence their monetary policy, and 
if ever they return to an unrestricted use of both the precious metals as 
money, it will not be the result of agreement with us, but the outcome 
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of an urgent necessity enforced by the conditions and demands of their 
own people. 

The connection of France with the Latin Union justifies the belief 
that if free to act upon her own judgment she would at least be willing 
to confer with the United States upon the subject of a common ratio 
of value between gold and silver for coin and to provide for their in- 
ternational circulation upon a recognized basis, if it could bedone. But 
her proximity to Germany and England, both standing aloof and hostile 
to such an arrangement, deprives her of freedom of volition in the mat- 
ter, and compels her to accept a condition of things which she may not 
desire but can not prevent. 

Germany demonetized_ her silver at a time when she was receiving 
from France the gold she demanded from that country as indemnity for 
the expenses of the war in which the two governments had been en- 
gaged, and was for the time freed from the necessity which had before 
compelled her to use, without discrimination, both gold and silver as 
money, The present policy of Germany in limiting the use of silver 
money in the empire furnishes no proof that the German people are op- 
posed to silvercoin, but only that Bismarck, whose will is controlling, has 
decreed a single standard for that country. 

England, as the leading commercial power of Europe, drawing her 
supplies of gold, as well as other things, from the uttermost parts of 
the earth, has been enabled for more than seventy years to restrict the 
use of silver coin in that country, and doubtless the men that control 
her affairs will continue her policy in that regard for some years to 
come. Great Britain isnot a silver-producing country, buta large pur- 
chaser of silver bullion, not only for the purposes of the arts but to 
meet the demands for coinage for her East India and other colonial 
possessions, and has no desire to aid any scheme that would be likely 
to advance its price in the markets of the world. It may therefore be 
readily supposed that she Will not willingly abandon her single stand- 
ard of values so long as she is able to maintain it without serious prej- 
udice to her own interests. There are doubtless many persons in both 
England and Germany who would be glad to see a return to bimetal- 
lism, but in neither country has public opinion the same infiuence upon 
the action of government as in this. Even here, where public opinion 
is far more potential and commands much greater respect, it is some- 
times disregarded, at least for a time, in the interests of monopoly, 
corporate and associated wealth. 

It was believed to be the influence of capitalists and associations or 
men of wealth that led to the demonetization of silver and dropping it 
from the coins of the country in 1873 and 1874, and we know that with 
some exceptions that class of men generally opposed its restoration to 
use in 1878. The same class of persons in England and Germany 
would doubtless, from the same interested motives, oppose a return to 
an unrestricted use of silver as money in those countries, and thwart, 
as far as they could do so, any international arrangement looking to 
that result. 

It is idle, not to say foolish, for us longer to delude ourselves with 
the expectation that European governments will seriously consider such 
a proposition. 

If, however, it were possible to obtain the consent of the commercial 
powers of Europe to such an arrangement as has been suggested, diffi- 
culties would be presented that it would be hard, if not impossible, to 
overcome. If the unification of the coins of the countries agreeing to 
the arrangement was deemed necessary, it would present at once a bar 
to further negotiations on the subject. Unification could only take 
place by a surrender on the part of each country of its present coinsand 
the acceptance of such as should be adopted for universal circulation. 
We would not be willing to give up our dollar, and France would be as 
unwilling to part with her franc, and the same reluctance would be 
manifested by other countries to a surrender of theircoins. Impossible 
as an agreement on a common coin might be found, it is equally as fea- 
sible as an adjustment of other questions which would arise, and which 
it is unnecessary now to suggest, because, as I before remarked, I do 
not believe an international arrangement on the subject now or here- 
after a possibility. : 

Nor do I believe such an arrangement desirable, and I should regret 
to see the United States enter into such alliance with any European 
power, if there were no difficulties in the way. Whatever temporary 
advantage might accrue to this country therefrom would be more than 
offset by embarrassments arising from the partnership into which we 
had entered. The coinage of both gold and silver would be subject to 
restriction or suspension by the determination of the countries with 
which we had entered into league. We could not determine our own 
action in reference to the amount of either of the precious metals which 
should be struck at our mints, but, like the states of the Latin Union, 
would be controlled by the determination of the governments with 
which we had entered into an agreement. The coinage of money is 
not a subject for international arrangement, but the proper concern of 
each government for itself, and no free people can afford to surrender 
this right to the control of others. 

The resolution now before the Senate expresses no opinion upon the 
present policy of this country in the coinage of either gold or silver, 
and is neither calculated nor designed to elicit debate npon that sub- 
ject. Its only purpose, in view of the repeated rejection by European 
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powers of overtures on our part to confer with them on the feasibility 
of an international arrangement for fixing a common ratio of values 
between silver and. gold, is to elicit some expression on the part of 
Congress in reference to the propriety of further attempts to obtain 
the co-operation of foreign governments in an extended utilization of 
silver as money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 0’clock having ar- 
rived, the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire to al- 
low that to be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. BLAIR. I make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware will pro- 
ceed on the joint resolution introduced by him. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The failures experienced in the efforts hereto- 
fore made to secure such co-operation should satisfy us that future at- 
tempts would prove useless, even if an international arrangement was 
desirable or possible. The policy of this country in the coinage of the 
precious metals must be in the future as in the past determined by 
ourselves, and should not be influenced by the present or prospective 
action of foreign governments. 

We standin a different relation to the question of silver coinage from 
that occupied by any European government. Our mines produce more 
silver than those of all Europe combined, and nearly one-half of all 
that is produced in the world; and we have a greater interest in its 
utilization than any other country. Our separation from the Old World 
renders us free from many of the embarrassments experienced by Euro- 
pean governments, not only in regard to their political policies, but also 
in the adjustment of many of their domestic affairs. 

The only interest we have, as I conceive, in European opinion on the 
subject of silver coinage is the effect which that opinion may have upon 
the action of the governments of Europe upon their own coinage. 
those countries should be induced by the force of opinion among them- 
selves to return to the free coinage of silver it would increase the de- 
mand for the products of our mines and enhance the price of bullion in 
the market; but it would not add one farthing to the value of our 
standard silver dollar as money in transactions among ourselves. Our 
coins of both gold and silver as money have in our own country no 
greater or less value than that which is imparted to them by law. We 
are therefore not dependent, as some have seemed to suppose,upon the 
action of foreign governments either to the extent to which silver shall 
be used in this country as money or the ratio of value it shall bear to 
gold for that purpose. . 

I do not know to what extent the conclusions of Mr. Atkinson reflect 
the sentiments of the people of any European country which he visited 
on the question he was charged to investigate. They doubtless embody 
the views of those with whom he conferred upon the subject, and I will 
not even suggest that his estimate of public opinion on the subject of 
his inquiry was influenced by his own private opinion on the propriety 
of silver coinage in this country; but I may be allowed to say that state- 
ments have from time to time been made by others that there was a 
conviction in the minds of many intelligent financiers in England that 
that country would at no very distant day be compelled to return to 
the unrestricted use of both the precious metals in monetary affairs, 
without limitation as to the amount that should be coined of either or 
discrimination in their use in monetary affairs. Perhaps if some intel- 
ligent advocate of a double standard had been designated to make the 
inquiry with which Mr, Atkinson was charged, he might have discov- 
ered a current of thought different from that with which Mr, Atkinson 
was brought in contact, and submitted conclusions varying essentially 
from those sent to us by the President. 

Whatever may be the condition of public sentiment in England or 
elsewhere in Europein reference tothe use of silver as money, it is high 
time that we had ceased all effort to obtain the assent of foreign pow- 
ers to its coinageor to the functions it shall perform. Suchefforts have 
secured no results in the past, and it is pretty certain that they 
would accomplish nothing if continued. 

I am not prepared to say that the anxiety heretofore manifested to 
secure the assent of foreign governments to an international arrange- 
ment in thé matter has had the effect to retard a return to silver coin- 
age in those countries or to lessen the value of bullion in the market; 
but the repeated rejection of solicitations on our part for co-operation 
is calculated to make the impression here and elsewhere that the con- 
tinuance of our own policy in the coinage of silver depends upon the 
action of other powers, and as a consequence may lessen the apprecia- 
tion of silver coins by our own citizens and discourage the use of silver 
as money in other countries. 

I have called the attention of the Senate to this matter in the hope 
that some action may be taken by Congress that will prevent hereafter 
any attempt to secure an arrangement such as has been sought, and 
prevent the injury which may result from further unsuccessful efforts 
in that direction. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I rise now not to debate this proposi- 
tion, because I know the Senator from New Hampshire desires to go on 
with his bill, but to ask the Senator from Delaware not to seek to re- 
fer this resolution to the Committee on Finance at present. I desire 
also to ask him whether there is any objection toallowing itto lie on the 
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table for a few days until some of us who desire to be heard may pre- 
sent our views on the subject to which it relates. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam willing to agree to that. 

Mr. BECK. As the Senator from Delaware agrees to allow the res- 
olution to lie on the table for the present until I and others can be 
heard, I only propose now to ask the consent of the Senate to have 
printed, so that they may accompany the report of Mr. Atkinson to 
the Finance Committee, the answers given to certain questions pro- 

by the committee of the English Parliament of which Lord Id- 
desleigh was president. These responses were made by twenty-seven 
of the most intelligent financiers, chambers of commerce, and bank offi- 

, cials in that country, and were furnished to me by the American min- 
ister to England. ‘They almost unanimously attribute the depression 
of trade and prices to the demonetization of silver by Germany and the 
United States in 1873. I desire to append the facts they state to the 
report of Mr. Atkinson, as he has not seen fit to notice them. * 

Mr. CHACE. May [interrupt the Senator a moment? I did not 
understand what report this is to go with. : 
canes BECK. With the report of Mr. Edward Atkinson in regard to 

ver, ` 

Mr. CHACE. That report has been printed, has it not? 

Mr. BECK. That report has been printed, and I desire, as he has 
seen fit to leave out the statements made before the committee of the 
English Parliament, and to confine himself to opinions and lectures of 
his own, to show that hehad or could have had before him, and that we 
ought to have before us, the testimony taken before the parliamentary 
committee of twenty-one, which was the basis of the present royal com- 
mission of eleven, which committee, I believe, will report against the 
restoration of silver coinage as an equal legal tender with gold. I 
have no doubt that Mr. Atkinson has contributed somewhat, as Mr. 
Manton Marble did before, to bring about that result. Be that as it 
may, I want the testimony that was taken before the Iddesleigh com- 
mission printed to go along with Mr. Atkinson’s report, so that the 
Finance Committee and the Senate can have the real views of those 
people as given before their own commission. If it is printed in that 
form it will save me from reading it at length on this floor, because it 
shall be placed before the Senate in some way or other, and I do not 
want to take the time of the Senate to read it. p 

Mr. CHACE. Ido not rise to make any objection whatever to the 
proposition of the Senator from Kentucky. While I, as the Senator 
well knows, do not agree with the judgment of Mr. Atkinson in regard 
to this and many other matters, I suppose that the Senator does notin- 
tend to cast any reflection of unfairness upon that gentleman in regard 
to his report. 

Mr. BECK. Any reflection upon Mr. Atkinson? Of course not, any 
more than I would cast a reflection npon the Senator from Rhode Island, 
because of his what I call very peculiar views on taxation and protec- 
tion to American industry. Mr. Atkinson was a curious man to select 
and send abroad asa friend of silver coinage in the face of his well-known 
record, I must say. 

Mr. CHACE. ‘The Senator from Kentucky will remember that he is 
as much in accord with the gentleman as I am. 

Mr. BECK. I would the Senator from Rhode Island, for ex- 
ample, no matter how able and honest he may be, as a very unfit man 
to select to determine or advise how far taxes should be reduced on cot- 
ton goods. I make no reflection upon either him or Mr. Atkinson by 
these statements, 

Mr. CHACE. In that case I suppose the Senator would select Ed- 
ward Atkinson. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
how he proposes to have the document which he holds in his hand 
printed? 

Mr. BECK. I only ask to have it printed as a supplement to the re- 

ort of Mr. Atkinson, so that we can have it before the Committee on 


ce. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ofcourse the Senator is aware that Mr. Atkinson’s 
report is already printed. 

Mr. BECK. It has been printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would it not be wise to have this matter so printed 
that it can be appended in some way to that particular document? 

Mr. BECK. I should like very much to havein that form if I could. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like very much to see it attached to the 
document of Mr. Atkinson. 

Mr. STEWART. I think that would be very improper. Weshould 
have a little glimpse of both sides. 

Mr. BECK. I will not ask any action upon it now. I will consult 
with the members of the Committee on Finance to-morrow when it 
meets as to the best way to get it before the Senate. The Senator 
from Iowa will be there. Ido not want to conspme time now. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary: 
A bill (H. R. 3) to remove the political disabilities of William W. 
Mackall, of Virginia; 


$ bill (H. R. 4811) for the relief of Robert Johnston, of New York; 


an 

A bill (H. R. 5932) providing for the holding of the terms of the 
United States courts in the district of Minnesota, 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 108) for the relief of John C. Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. ing for the relief of Grovenor A. Curtice; 

A bill (H. R. 481) for the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt; 

«A bill (H. R. 482) for the relief of Levi Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the volunteers of the Fourth Reg- 
iment of Iowa Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Secretary of War to convey to 
the city of Austin, Tex., a tract of land in said city for educational pur- 


poses; 

A bill (H. R. 3758) for the relief of the legal heirs of Fidus Liver- 
more, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 3957) for the relief of Peter March, Thomas J. Wright, 
administrator, and others. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill ie R. 322) for the relief of B. M. Parish; 

A bill (H. R. 611) for the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and exec- 
utrix of William Ward, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female College of 
Lexington, Mo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 4907) for the relief of John M. Higgins, sr.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4908) for the relief of the heirs of A. Gates Lee and 
heirs of B. P. Lee, deceased. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 120) for the relief of Charlotte Caroline Hackleman; 

A bill (H. R. 440) granting a pension to Mary C. Knight; and 

A bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Mary Everingham Brown. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. 48) for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson—to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 76) for the relief of L. A. Morris—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of James Albert Bonsack—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

The bill (H. R. 4327) regulating the construction of bridges over the 
Muskingum River, in Ohio—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 4556) to confirm New Madrid location, survey No. 
2889, and to provide for issue of patent therefor—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 4910) to amend section 14 of the act approved March 
3, 1879, entitled “An act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for 
other purposes,” and relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 647) for the relief of Gottlob Groezinger—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. — 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLATT. I gave notice on Thursday last that I should ask the 
indulgence of the Senate to-day to make some remarks upon the mo- 
tion to refer the President’s message. That is a matter which ordina- 
rily ought to have come up in the morning hour. The Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] has the floor to-day on the educational bill, and I 
am about to ask that Senator and also the Senator from New Hamp- 
spire [Mr. BLAIR] to favor me by allowing me togo on at this time, if it 
does not occasion too much inconvenience. I suppose the Senate will 
have to endure it sooner or later, and perhaps it might as well do so 
to-day as at any other time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
that the pending business, being the bill (S. 371) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools, be informally laid 
aside to enable him to call up for consideration the motion to refer the 
President’s m 5 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘This bill has been laid aside so much for the accom- 
modation of individual members of the Senate that I have been sub- 
jected to a great deal of unpleasant criticism, and if it would answer 
the Senator’s purpose as well to ask that the Senate postpone this bill 
until the completion of his remarks, the Senate taking the responsi- 
bility of doing it, it would gratify me. I have no objection personally 
tothe request of the Senator from Connecticut. Perhapsit is not neces- 
sary to make the formal motion I suggest, and I shall make no objec- 
tion to the request if no other Senator does. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator knows that I could under the rules of the 
Senate make my remarks on his bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President's annual message be referred to the Committes 
on Finance, 


. 
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MAILING OF PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from Connecticut to give way for 
me to secure the passage of a little bill that will take but a very few 
moments. It is Order of Business 162. s 

Mr. PLATT. I have noobjection to yielding for the passage of an 
measure which will not occasion debate, but of course I do not wish to 
yield for anything which will oceasion debate. 

Mr. SAWYER. This can not occasion any debate. The substance 
of the whole bill I will state. The law now is that all residents of a 
county may receive one copy of a newspaper published in the county 
through the mail free of charge. This is to allow men to get their pa- 
per mail free within the county though they may live a little outside 
the county line. That is all there is in the bill; I ask for its consider- 
ation. 

Mr. PLATT. Reserving my right to object if it occasions debate, I 
give way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Or- 
der of Business 162, being Senate bill 1627. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1627) to amend section 25 of the act 
of March 3, 1879, entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1880, and for other purposes.’ 

The bill proposes to amend section 2% of the act of March 3, 1879, so 
as to read as follows: - 


Sec. 25, That publications of the second class, one copy to each actual sub- 
scriber residing in the county where the same are printed, in whole or in part, 
and published, or to each such subscriber who, though residing in another 
county, may receive one copy of such publication at a post-office within the 
oupi of publication, shall go free through the mails; but the same shall not 
be delivered at letter-carrier offices, or distributed As carriers, unless postage is 
paid thereon at the rate prescribed in section 13 of this act: Provided, That the 
rate of pos on newspapers, excepting weeklies and periodicals not exceed- 
ing 2 ounces in weight, when the same are deposited in a leiter-carrier office for 
delivery by its carriers, shall be uniform at 1 cent each; periodicals weighing 
more than 2 ounces shall be subject, when delivered by such carriers, to a post- 
age of 2 cents each, and these rates shall be prepaid by stamps affixed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXTRADITION TREATY. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator to allow me to make a 
brief statement. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator propose to take up some time ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. _ Not a minute. I have here a copy of an 
agreement between Prussia and Russia ‘‘ concerning the reciprocal ex- 
tradition of malefactors ” that I have noidea the chairman of Foreign 
Relations will allow me to put on the record, but I think it would come 
in very well in connection with the printing of the document which 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] proposed awhile ago, and in 
presenting it I ask that it be understood that the remarks in thegoc- 
ument are not mine. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair does not understand what 
disposition the Senator from Virginia desires made of the document 
which he has sent to the desk. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam not particular about it. Itcomes to 
me in that form. I wantit to go in the RECORD and go before the 
pearls, They will get it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand what 
disposition the Senator desired to have made of it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The disposition I propose to make of it is 
to get it before the Senate, and then I know where it will go. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will lie on the table. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted by Mr. 
SHERMAN December 19, 1887, to refer the annual message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT, Mr, President, is the President of the United States a 
free-trader? Thatis the pertinent question; a question which interests 
not only the Nation, but every individual citizen of the Nation; a ques- 
tion which touches the future welfare and prosperity not only of our 
Nation, but of all its citizens; and I do not propose to be deterred from 
asking and, if I can, from answering this question, because the President 
suggests that ‘‘to dwell upon the theories of protection and free trade 
savors too much of bandying epithets.’ Iam a protectionist, and Icon- 
sider it no epithet when I am called so. Ifthe President of the United 
States is a free-trader, he ought to be willing to be called so, and not 
consider it an epithet if that word is used to define his position. 

He sent to Congress at its opening the most remarkable paper eyer 
submitted to Congress by the chief executive officer of the Nation. He 
did it, I suppose, in what he thought was the discharge of his consti- 
tutional duty to communicate to Congress from time to time “‘infor- 
mation of the state of the Union, and recommend to their considera- 
tion such measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient.” But 
no President preceding him ever omitted to give Congress full infor- 
mation as to the state of the Union. No other President has ignored 


all questions but one. Inour darkest days, in all our wars, in the war 
of 1812, and in our recent war of the rebellion, a Presidentofthe United 
States never hesitated and never failed to communicate to Congress full 
information relating to all the departments of government such as he 
thought Congress needed to receive. 

We call this paper by courtesy ‘‘the President’s annual message;’’ 
and I shall call it the President’s annual message. In that we were 
told that there was an accumulation of money in the Treasury, that 
the laws raised more money annually than the Treasury under law 
could expend annually, and that this condition of things must be 
remedied in one way, and one way only—that was the practical, sub- 
stantial recommendation of the message—and that method was by re- 
ducing the duties upon manufactured goods, passing by every other 
method. Some of the other methods he directly intimated were im- 
proper methods of reduction, and others he indirectly intimated were 
improper methods of reduction. Passing by all other methods, he in- 
sists that the reduction shall be made by reducing our tariff duties upon 
manufactured goods; in other words, that there is no reduction of this 
surplus in the Treasury and no reduction of the yearly annual surplus 
under our taxation which meets his approval, and I think I may say 
which will meet his approval, unless that method strikes down the pro- 
tective system of the United States. ‘That is the President’s m 

It was hailed with acclamations of joy by every free-trader in what- 
ever land he resided; and I want to say right here that free-traders 
know each other. They never make any mistake; there is some bond 
of union and sympathy between them so that they know each otheron 
sight, and know each other when they speak, either to one another or 
to the people. They require no freemason's grip and sign in order to rec- 
ognizeeachother. They never make a mistake in that respect. Where- 
ever there was a free-trader upon the broad globe this message was 
hailed with acclamations of joy. The Senator from Maine[Mr. FRYE] 
a few days ago quoted from the English free-trade journals the most 
fulsome commendations of President Cleveland and his utterance. It 
was accepted at first by the whole Democratic party of the land, and 
its papers in this country rang with commendations of the President 
because he had forced this issue of free trade to the front and made it 
the issue of the next Presidential campaign. 

I think no man will dispute me when I say that perhaps there is no 
more distinguished representative of free trade in this country than 
Mr. Frank Hurd, of Ohio. Let us see how he regarded the m 
for as I do not wish to duplicate the extracts from English journals I 
will confine myself to some extracts from the utterances of leading free- 
traders in America. Mr. Hurd, in an interview, which was first pub- 
lished, I believe, in the Chicago Tribune, in relation to an appeal that 
had been made to him by the Cobden Club for a contribution, to which 
he responded by giving $50, had his attention called to the me $ 
and he was asked whether the Cobden Club would take any part in the 
coming campaign, and he said: 

We have no need of allies since the President sent his message to Congress. 
I shall never be able to describe the joy with which T read that message. I was 
in New York. I was standing at the corner of Wall street and Broadway. I 
took the paper mechanically from a newsboy, expecting nothing bata repetition 
of former messages. When my eyes fell on the pages I grew PAra Sear 
The great crowd swept by me, but I did not seeit. People jostled me,but I did 
not feel them, All I felt was that the issue of free trade was now decisively 
brought before the American people, and thatits cause was more than half won, 

The interviewer then said, ‘‘ How do you suppose the President ar- 
rived at his present views?” and Mr. Hurd replied: 


He came to Washington predisposed to free trade. There he met CARLISLE; 
he met Morrison; he was in daily intercourse with the opponents of protection, 
He saw his duty clearly ahead of him, and when duty beckons to President 
Cleveland no power on earth can turn him aside from it. 


He was then asked: 


Do you feel certain that he has raised the issue of the coming campaign? 
Absolutely certain. Congress will do nothing about the matter. 


And eight weeks having passed since that message was sent to usand 
not a whisper having been heard from any friend of the President in 
Congress looking to doing anything, I assume that Mr. Hurd was right. 

Con: will do nothing about the matter. We shall enter into the Presi- 


dential contest with the issue precisely as it stands to-day. And when the Presi- 
dential contest is ended the issue will be definitely ended. 


Perhaps the next most conspicuous representative of free-trade senti- 
ment in the country outside of Congress may be said to be Mr, Henry 
Watterson. He spoke only so lately as January 21, in New York, and 
the toast to which hespoke was, ‘‘The platform and the outlook.’? He 
said: 

The platform is the message—the President's message. > 

Theoutlook is most encouraging. Considering how the painted harlot of pro- 
tection is whistling to keep her courage up as she stalks across the graveyard 
of false vows and broken promises she has made mainly to the work-people, I 
should call it assured, 

For more than a year my fear has been that we might not be able in advance 
of our national convention to close ranks and move in a solid column dgainst 
the enemy on distinct lines of our own deliberate choosing— 


And anybody knows what the lines of Mr. Watterson’s choosing are— 


and as I believe that nothing clears the political atmosphere like plain speaking 
right out in meeting, I have given the Administration and the country the best 
the shop has afforded in the way of a disagreeable persistency and the sincerest 
candor. It was obvious to my mind that unless we could agree in Congress we 
should not agree in convention. The tariff plank in the last national Demo- 
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itute. 

I think I oe no Siem when I call our late minister to London 
a free-trader. In the days of the holiday season, when everybody was 
full of peaceand good-will, the tariff reformers, as they call themselves, 
the tariff anarchists, as I call them, because they have no conception of 
, reform except through the methods of destraction—the tariff anarchists 

held a banquet in Boston at which Mr. James Russell Lowell presided, 
and after the cloth had been removed, at that period of the banquet 
when people are very apt to express their real and true sentiments, he 
made use of this language: 
the best representative of the higher type of Americanism that we have se 5 

re 
kresa y Bokap ve ne rene ype oi we have seen 

I do not know bother Mi Mr. L Lowell intended to include in his com- 
parison all re tative Americans, all the men of America outside of 
the Presidential office. If he did, there are names which rise at once 
to the lips, which might be spoken, which all the people would hail as 
great, noble representatives of true Americanism. 

But I will assume that he intended to confine his comparisons to the 
ranks of Presidents. He has held office under three of them, and it 
seems to me that fidelity and loyalty to his chiefs at least ought to 
have prompted the remembrance of them. There were two of those 
Presidents whom it seems to me no man whose ears have not been 
stopped and whose eyes have not been blinded by free trade could have 
overlooked. 

. One there was who led the embattled hosts of the Union to victory 
over rebellion, a rebellion the most causeless and the most detestable 
which this world has ever seen. He laid down his sword with the 
simple words, now immortal, ‘‘ Let us have peace,”’ and twice the peo- 

ple, the plain people of this land, who have not been dazzled by the 
gplendos of foreign courts and whose heads have not been turned by 

e flattery of foreign aristocracy, raised him to the highest place in the 
gift of the people. At the end of the discharge of that trast he laid 
down his Presidential honors as simply as he laid down his sword, and 
hig the whole world rose and competed todo him honor. Later, when 

he was struck by the dart of the Destroyer, how an anxious, waiting 

ple stood with bated breath that they might hear the tidings from 
Moun t McGregor; and at last, when he who òn earth knew no surrender 
was forced to unconditional surrender, and‘ that mournful, mighty fu- 
neral procession moved up Broadway to Riverside, every American cit- 
izen stood with uncovered head, fecling that we had lost the greatest and 
noblest type of true Americanism that there was in the land. 

Another there was, Mr. President, born in humblest life, battling with 
and conquering adverse fortune at every turn, lifted by these same plain 
pee to the highest office in his district, his State, and in the Nation. 

e was recognized as a true, noble type of the highest Americanism, 
with a heart full of sympathy for the common people, one that beat re- 
sponsive and quick to the popular will. He stood forth by general con- 
sent the man who well represented the people. Stricken down by 
an assassin; how weall mourned! And asat Elberon the sad sea waves 
moaned his requiem, every American citizen felt that wemust lay again 
in the “‘soil’’ of which Mr. Lowell speaks one of the noblest types of 
true Americanism. 

But Grant and Garfield are dead. In the temple of fame which 
America raises to her best beloved and her greatest, they are to have no 
position; or if any position at all is to be accorded to them by this En- 
glish-loving free-trader, it is to be subordinate to Cleveland. Grant 
and Garfield are dead, but they were not free-traders, and in the opin- 
ion of the ex-minister to the English court their luster is eclipsed by 
the sudden brilliancy of Grover Cleveland. 

Mr. President, I think there will beno question made but that Henry 
George is a free-trader, the only person in the land, so far as I know, 
who uses the term “free trade” in its most radical and absolute sense. 
He not only believes that all custom-houses should be abolished, of 
course including the abolition of all taxes upon imports, but that all 
taxes should be abolished except those which he calls taxes upon osten- 
tation and upon land values, and he says that thatis the only logical tend- 
ency and consequence of free trade. He thinks the President’s mes- 
sage was a free-trade message. Only so short a time ago as Saturday 
evening, in an interview, published in this city, he is represented as 
writing a telegram when he was found by the interviewer, und he said: 

a ee: eg beer last message strengthened him,” he said to a Star re- 

Then he handed his dispatch to the operator and resumed: “If the 
ocrats fight on the plain issue of free trade, and make it strong, I think they 


will win. But they must go into it boldly. Tt won't do to be * man fraid of his 
horse.’ If Mr. Cleveland sticks to his message he will be elected.” 


lits name; also 


He turned to translate his 
“They must make the issue 
“You look upon the President’s message as a free-trade document?” sug- 


to the o) and then added: 
= jperator, 

Cortney was the reply. 
all right.” 

Not only Democrats but Republicans took it in that sense. They 
accepted it; they welcomed the contest; they have been looking for 
it—a contest which was to come, as the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. KENNA] said, with “closed ranks,” in which the Republicans 
should represent the system and principle of protection, and in which 
bod Democrats should boldly avow the sentiment which nine-tenths of 

them profess—free trade. We thought that for once we were going to 
have a fair fight, in which there was to be no evasion; which was not 
to be made to serve two purposes; which was in no sense to resemble 
that god of ancient mythology, Janus; that we were not to have a 
Janus-faced party to contend with any longer; that we were not to 
have a campaign in which the Democratic party looking south was to 
wear a free-trade face, and looking north to New York and New Jer- 
sey and Connecticut was to wear a protection face; and we welcomed 
that contest, and whenever we can have it I welcome it as a member 
of the Republican , and if we fail in it we will go down, and I 
know that when we fail on that issue we shall go down in the common 
disaster and disgrace of our country. 

Democratsand Republicans looked upon this messageas they thought 
they had aright to look upon it— as the ante-convention acceptance of a 
nomination for asecond term ‘"wrung”’ from a reluctant party; at least 
that appeared then to be as good as wrung from a reluctant party. 

But eight weeks have passed, and this universal exultation seems to 
be somewhat tem by sadness. -The few protection Democrats, 
after the first gush of admiration for the President, began to realize that 
something had hit them. They did not know exactly what it was. 
They were in the condition of the man who is hit by some unseen 
blow—a sort of dazed condition for a while, and then it occurred to 
them suddenly that there was a Presidential election approaching in 
New York, and in New Jersey, and in Connecticut, and it would never 
do to have it understood in those States that the President was a free- 
trader. And so the old game was set on foot again. 

Free-traders know each other, as I have remarked. There was no 
doubt as to how this message would be understood and what the Presi- 
dent would be understood to be in the Southern and Western States; 
but it was seen to be necessary again to convince the Democratic pro- 
tectionists of New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut that, after all, 
the President’s message was not a free-trade message, but a pretty good 
protection document. So up went the waterpots onto each shoulder, 
and the Democratic party evidently is to essay again the feat of carry- 
ing water upon both shoulders without spilling a drop. The message 
is to be made a “straddle”? notwithstanding Mr. Henry Watterson. 

The present incumbent of the Presidential chair could never have 
been elected if he had written that message previous to the last Presi- 
dential election. Hecan not be elected now, unless it can be explained 
away to the Democrats in Connecticut and New York and New Jersey, 
who believeand know thatthe bestinterests of this country are to besub- 
served by a continuance of its protective policy. The past and present 
attitude of the Democratic party upon this subject reminds me of noth- 
ing so much in the world as the relatives and acquaintances of a n 
in Bunyan’s Pilgrim’s Progress, Mr. By-ends, of the town of Fair- 
speech. When Christian and Hopeful had escaped the persecutions of 
the town of Vanity Fair, where Faithfal lost his life, they met on the 
way this Mr. By-ends, and Christian soon discovered who he was, and 

roceeded to interrogate him. He asked him who his kindred were. 

r. By-ends replied: 

Almost the whole town, and in cular my Lord Tu y Lord 


‘Time-server, my Lord Fai m whose ancestors hat town first took 
T. copa ee Mr, Facing-both-ways, Mr. Anything, ens so 


“Don't you? If they stand by that it will be 


mof óur parish, Mr, . Pwo-tongues, was my mother’s own brother 
er's side ; and to tell you the truth I am become a gentleman of good quality 
Yet my ther was but a waterman, looking one way an ng an- 


other, and I got most of my estate by the same occupation. 
Then, after a little, he said, referring to his wife: 


My wife is a peg, Mert ors woman—the — of a very virtuous woman, 
She was my Lady Feigning’s daughter; therefore. gho came of a very honora- 
bie family. and is arrived to sucha pitch of breeding that she knows how to 
carry it to all—even to prince and peasant. 


Nothing could more accurately describe the Democratic party in past 
campaigns and the Democratic party as I am convinced it is to be in 
the coming campaign, than this extract from Pilgrim’s Progress. Tam- 
many Hal: indeed, was so disturbed lest somebody should suspect that 
the President was a free-trader, that ils cohorts ticki resolved in con- 
vention that— 

We believe that free trade isa myth as longas the Government expenditures re- 
quire the raising of a revenue, and we believe that such revenue shonid be raised 


by such a tariff as will protect American industry and insure the highest wages 
and make the necessaries of life as cheap as possible for the workingman. 


The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES} waxesindignant. Hesays 
that the President’s message ‘‘is falsely and foolishly stigmatized asa 
eso BAOean ABONARE fan Week Varglala Mr. KENNA] 
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quotes the sop which the President flung to the laboring man, and 
says: 

So we see that the the demagogue Preside: 
and hia policy are pao ne at the lessening Be pigeons of tha labor of ne 
country is as indecent as it is false, : - 

These Senators are moved to the use of pretty expressive language, 
to say the least. It strikes me that there may be a shiver of appre- 
hension in the minds of both of them, which aecounts for this strong 
language; but the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], shiver- 
ing lest the internal-revenue taxes should not be abolished, comes to 
the relief of the President, and he suggests a plan, novel upon that side, 
yet full of truth and significance. He would repeal the internal-reve- 
nue taxes that he might reach free trade through the reduction of reve- 
nue duties, knowing that any lowering of tariff duties must inevitably 
raise the revenue—at least any lowering of such duties to the extent of 
destroying their protective character. He would reduce taxation by 
the repeal of internal-revenue taxes below the actual needs of Govern- 
ment, and then to meet the deficiency would increase our income by the 
reduction of tariff duties. 

We have seen what free-traders thought of the message, what pro- 
tectionists thought of the message. Now let us judgeit by the record. 

What is free trade? There is but one answer. Nowhere where the 
English language is spoken has the t(rm “‘ free trade,” as used in reference 
to the operations of government, as used in reference to taxation, any 
other significance than that of anti-protection. These two greatsystems 
stand with their policies clearly defined and marked out. On the one 
side is protection, on the other side is free trade. Has it any other 
meaning in that land from which so many of the arguments come for 
free trade? Has it any other meaning in the land of the Cobden 
Club? Notatall. Everybody knows that the English system is the 
free-trade system and that the American system is the protective sys- 
tem. These words are simply the opposites of each other, and that sys- 
tem which does not recognize protection is universally called and rightly 
called the free-trade system. 

Let us look at the English system for a minute. But before I come 
to that, perhaps I should quote the definition of a distinguished free- 
trader as to what free trade is. I quote from Professor Sumner in his 
recent work on Protectionism, and I will ask the Secretary to read 
what I have marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

What, then, is Prd irreg tax? In order to join issue as 


directly as possible 
I will quote the ition given by a leading protectionist journal of both free 
= and protection: 


‘he term ‘free trade,’ although much discussed, is seldom rightly defined. 
It does not mean the abolition of custom-houses, nor does it mean the substitu- 
tion of direct for indirect taxation, as a few American disciples of the school 
have supposed. It means such an adjustment of taxes on imports as will cause 
no diversion of capital, from any channel into which it would otherwise flow, 
into any channel opened or favored by the legislation which enacts the customs. 
A country may collect its entire revenue by duties on imports, and yet be an en- 
tirely free-trade country, so leng as it does not lay those duties in such a way as 
to lead ma Fp to undertake any Sat fig ee or make any investment he 
would avoid in the absence of such duties. Thus, the customs duties levied by 
England, with a very few exceptions, are not inconsistent with her profession of 
being acountry which believes in free trade. They either are duties on articles 
not produced in England or they are exactly equivalent to the excise duties ley- 
ied on the same articles if made at home. They do not lead any one to put his 
money into the home prodution of an article, because they do nct discriminate 
in favor of the home ucer. 

“A protective sans on the other hand, has forits object to effect the diversion 
ofa part of the capital and labor of the people out of the channels in which it 
would run otherwise into channels favored or created by law.” 

I know of no definitions of these two things which have ever been made by 
ROE SOOY WAB re O earns SEAN, Iaccept them and join issue on 


m, 
Mr. PLATT. What isthe English free-trade system? Letme quote 
from Consul Dockery in his report from Leeds, September 1, 1881. He 

says: 


000,000. 
The chief items of receipt La ey g head of customs duties during the past 
year were from— 


T 
Tobacco and snuff. 
ine os ease 


The following is a list of dutiable articles, namely : Alcohol, ale, beer, brandy, 
playing-cards, chicory, chloroform, chloral hydrate, cigars and cigarettes, co- 
coa, coffee, collodion, col e-water, cordials, currants, essence of spruce, ether, 
iodide of ethyl, figs, fig: e, preserved fruit (in spirits), naphtha, pickles, gold 
and silver plate, plums and prunes, raisins, soap, tea, gin, rum, whisky, all 
oe a Seley inet he nek and —- ae there are about ninety or 
one hun articles, chiefly from America, and principally patent medicines. 
which are held to be liable to a duty of $3.36 Ae fee Z j 

There are in Great Britain and Ireland no less than thirty-three customs dis- 
tricts, each with a collector or superintendent and subordinates. In London 
alone the number of customs officers exceeds 1,550, while in Liverpool about 650 
are employed, aggregating for the two ports 2,220 officials. Th 

look well as regards the much vaunted idea of a free and un- 


figures do not io 
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Meaning Englishmen— 
affect great repugnance to any country that has a tariff of Wor 100 per cent. ad 
valoremon any article. In their own country on one article a duty of nearly 
2,000 per cent. is charged and collected; this article yields them their largest 
item of customs revenue, and it comes chiefly from the United States. Tobacco 
is thearticle. It isclassed in their own tariff list as an article subject to “ ordi- 
nary import duty,” in contradistinction to a ‘countervailing duty,” such, for 
instance, as the customs duty on spirits and everything else subject to internal- 
revenueduty. On tobacco (which is in very general use by the laboring classes 
eee hs and which is consequently of the cheapest kind) the duty ranges, 
ing to moisture, from 84 to 92 cents per pound for the raw or unmanu- 

factured article, and if manufactured it pays a duty of from $1.04 to $1.16 
Fosse This is called (in England) a revenue duty. Ican not see it in 

ight, as ‘the manipulated article is distinctly charged, say, 20 cents per pound 
morethan the rawarticle. Asa matterof fact, it is so strongly protective that it 
prevents Americans from successfully competing with the English manufactur- 
ers in En: d, owing to their being handicapped with an additional 20- cents 
per pound on the manufactured article. 

This is an enormous protection, A great part of the tobacco consumed in Eng- 
land is of an inferior quality, its original cost at the American shipping port 
having been not more than 6 cents per pound. It Pays it not manipulated, say 
a $2-cent revenue duty on entering a wiy and if made into smoking or plug 
tobacco it pays $1.16,0r an additional 24 cents per pound duty. Here we havea 
revenue duty of, say, 1,530 per cent., and a further strictly protective duty of 400 
per cent., making in all a duty of 1,930 per cent. 


Cigars a daty of $1.32 perpound. I do notgive undue prominence to this 
one arti inde % is one from which the large amount of f $43,000,000 of duty 
was collected last year. 


I will refer to one portion of the English tariff in detail, and that is 
the tariff upon tobacco, on which they lay a duty of about 1,500 per 
cent. as a revenue duty and about 400 per cent. as a protective duty, 
making abont 1,900 per cent. in all. Itake this from the English tariff, 
as reported by Consul-General Waller very recently: 


Tobacco: 
Unmanufactured, per ponnd............ssecsesesees mse in 30.85 
Containing less than 10 per cent. of moisture, per -%3 
Cigars, per POONA .....is.ssseesssersesseceossnsssosee 1,34 
“ Cavendish” or “ Negro-head,” per poun: 1.17 
Same, manufactured in bond, per pound s... 1.05, 
Snuff, per pound -99 
Snuff, not more than 13 pounds (in 100 pounds) moisture, per pound... 1.17 
Other, manufactured, per POUN............s.s00.s0000 sooess soocessonssnessovessesenerecs op ae 
Soit will be seen that England, with all its free-trade pretensions, does 


not hesitate to lay a protective tax, a duty to protect its manufactures, 
upon some of its imports. With these exceptions, however, the En- 
glish system consists of the imposition of purely revenue duties, and 
nobody will deny that the system in England, which is called free trade 
there, is what the Democratic party of this country means to adopt. 
England, with its thirty-three customs districts, is still acknowledged 
te be a free-trade country. 

Do not juggle with words añy longer. Do not go to the people 
of the United States and say to them the Democratic party is not a 
free-trade party because it does not intend to abolish the custom- 
houses, because it intends to keep upa revenue tax, but just let us 
have this issue boldly made, Does or does not the Democratic party 
propose to take off the protective feature from our import duties? If 
so, I contend, and the whole world bears me out in the definition, that 
it is for free trade. 

So, then, I come to this question, Does the President of the United 
States, as judged by his message, intend the destruction of the protect- 
ive system? The honest and bold and avowed free-traders, who are 
not ashamed to be called free-traders, as I have shown, think that he 
does. He certainly argues their case for them. I call Senators to 
witness that no free-trader in this countr or England would more 
boldly argue in book or pamphlet orin newspaper, oron platform would 
more tay speak than the President has in his message. Listen to 
these words: 


But our present tariff laws, the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of 
unnecessary taxation, ought to be at once re and amended. 


Is that aimed at irregularities in the system, or isit aimed at the sys- 
tem itself? Does that mean that if there are inequalities in the sys- 
tem, if one article has too high a rate of duty and another too low, if 
the different interests of the country are not fairly treated, revision and 
amendment should be made, or does it mean that the whole system 
which he denounces as vicions, illogical, and unjust shall be done away 
with? Let me read the rest of that paragraph: 


These laws, as their primary and plain effect, raise the price to consumers of 
all articles imported and subject to ante. by precisely the sum paid for such du- . 
ties. Thus the amountof the duty measures the tax paid by those who pu 
for use these imported articles. Many of these things, however, are raised or 
man in our own country, and the duties now levied upon‘foreign goods 
and products are called protection to these home manu res, use they 
render it pomine for those of our people who are manufacturers to make these 
taxed articles and sell theni for a price equal to that demanded for theimported 

that have paid customs duty. So it happens that while comparatively a 
lew use the imported articles, millions of our people who never use and never 
saw any of the foreign products purchase and use things of the same kind made 
in this country, and pay therefor nearly or quite the same enhanced price which 
the cuy adds to the imported articles, Those who buy imports pay the duty 
charged thereon into the publie Treasury, but the great majority of our citizens, 
who buy domestic articles of the same ciass, pay a sum at least approximately 
os to this duty to the home manufacturer. This reference to the operation 
of our tariff laws is not made by way of instruction— 


I should think not— 
but in order that we may be constanfly reminded of the manner in which 
they im a burden upon those who consume domestic products as well as 
those consume imported articles, and thus create a tax uponallour people, 
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Mr. President, is that the language of a protectionist or of a free- 
trader? There isnota free-trade club in the United States orin England 
where that would not be adopted and accepted as the language of a free- 
trader. As I said, it is not aimed at irregularities, it is not aimed at 
inequalities, but it is aimed at what the President assumes to be the 
protective tax, and it is that which is to bestricken down. 

Will some Democrat who insists that the President is a protectionist 
rise to explain this Janguage? Nay, more; there are 37 Democrats 
sitting on that side of the Chamber. Will any one of them rise in his 
place and say the President of the United States is in his judgment a 
protectionist? They dare not go to the country on any such issue. 
They are like the animal that is between the two bundles of hay. 

I wish to look a little more particularly and carefully at what the 
fundamental propositions of the free-traders are, and see whether the 
Presidentstands with them or whether hestands with the protectionists, 
The first fundamental proposition of fhe free-trader may be stated thus: 
‘The price of the home-madearticle is enhanced approximately by the 
amount of the duty on the foreign-made article, and such enhancement 
is a tax which the consumer pays to the home manufacturer.’’ Ihave 
stated that proposition in almost identically the language which I have 
read from the President’s message, and it will be recognized as the 
fundamental proposition of even doctrinaire free-traders, professors ot 
free trade and of political economy in our colleges. Perhaps it was 
stated a little more strongly by the Senator from land [Mr. WIL- 
SON] the other day in some remarks upon the educational bill. 

The Senator from Maryland said: 

The best-informed statisticians declare, and I fully believe, that, so far as it is 
raised from duties on imports, for every dollar that goes into the Treasury at 
least three will go into the pockets of the manufacturers; so that if $200,000,000 
are collected upon importations under the tariff, some $600,000,000 at least will 
annually go into the hands of this favored class, This becomes apparent when 
you remember that our last census reports, with a moderate allowance for the 
increment since 1880, show the annual value of our home manufactures to be 
$6,000,000,000, and that if we put at only 10 per cent. the average increase of the 
cost of these home products caused by our war tariff it will make the people or 


this country er to the producers of these manufactures at least $600,000,000 per 
annum, whi just three times as much as goes into the people's Treasury. 


Mr. FRYE. Who said that? 

Mr. PLATT. ‘That was said by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Witson] in his speech upon the educational bill the other day. I 
speak of it merely for the purpose of showing what the free-traders’ 

roposition is, and although it is not stated perhaps so boldly in the 
resident’s message, that is the tone of the extract which I have read 
from his message. 

If the manufacturers of this country could be assured that they were 
making 10 per cent. profit upon the value of their goods manufactured, 
I do not think they would care very much what Congress did about 
the tariff or anything else. Itis not true, Mr. President. The truth 
is that 5 per cent., or 3 per cent., or 24 per cent., or 2 per cent. average 
ees upon the goods produced in this country by manufacturers would 

a satisfactory profit to the manufacturers, if they could be assured 
of it. 
_ Upon this proposition of the free-trader where does the President 
stand? Let me repeat, at the risk of wearying the Senate, what the 
President says: 

So it happens that while comparatively a few use the imported articles, mill- 
ions of our people, who never use and never saw any of the foreign products, 
urchase and use things of the same kind made in this country, and pay there- 
for nearly or quite the same enhanced price which the duty adds to the im- 
ported articles. 

I wish the rules permiffed me to italicise those words in the RECORD, 

but they do not: 


Those who buy imports pay the duty charged thereon into the public treas- 
ury— 

Just what the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison] said— 
but the great majority of our citizens, who buy domestic articles of the same 
class, pay a sum at least approximately equal to this duty to the home manu- 
facturer. 

Then on page 8 he speaks of our system as ‘‘a scheme which permits 
a tax to be laid upon every consumer in the land for the benefit of our 
manufacturers.” 

Mr. President, the protectionist denies this doctrine of the free- 
trader and the President alike. The protectionist insists that when- 
ever a duty is laid which protects the American manufacturer, compe- 
tition among home producers always has and always will bring down 
the price ofthe domestic article ‘‘approximately, at least,” to use the 
President’s language, to the price of the foreign article on which duty 
is laid, less the duty. The President ought to have known this, as it 
seems tome. Did he or his ‘‘ better-half’’ ever buy calico? If he did 
he must know that while the tax, as he calls it, the duty, as the pro- 
tectionist calls it, is 6 cents per square yard upon calico, he can buy the 
American article for less than that at retail stores here in the city of 
Washington. 

Has he ever heard of the manufacture of steel rails in this country 
and the price of steel rails here and abroad? Does he know that the 
tariff upon steel rails is $17 a ton, and that they have been sold in this 
country as low as $28.50, and that if you deduct the tariff duty of $17 
from $28.50 the price would be $11.50 a ton, when steel rails can not 
be bought abroad for less than double that money? The statement 


is not true with 


to any single home-made article which 
has been so protected by tariff duties that has been manufactured 
here to any considerable extent, unless it be the single article of sugar 


as was su ed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] the other 
day. Woolen clothing which seems so much to trouble the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], he repeats over and over again to the 
Senate, bears a'tax of about 80 per cent. Notwithstanding that duty, 
woolen clothing can be bought in this country, style, quality, and 
durability considered, as cheaply as itcan be bought in London. Even 
in the case of blankets—which seem to be the bugbear and nightmare 
of the free-trader—all medium-quality blankets can be bought in this 
country, notwithstanding the onerous duty which itis said we lay upon 
the foreign article, as cheaply as anywhere in the world. So with re- 
gard to cotton clothing. 

I like to have a free-trade witness once in awhile. Here is Consul 
Schoenhof, consul at Tunstall, who was sent abroad with a roving com- 
mission tosee if he could not undo what some of our consuls had been 
doing to enlighten the people of this country as to the cheapness of the 
necessaries of life here as compared to their cheapness abroad, and as 
to the wages paid in this country as compared tothe wages paid abroad. 
This in one of his recent reports. I quote it from a ne per article, 
but I have verified it so that I know the quotation is correct. Writ- 
ing from Tunstall, he says: = 

8o far as clothing and dry goods in general are concerned, I find cotton goods 
fully as cheap in the United States as here, ) 

If you will not take the testimony of protectionists, if you will not 
take the testimony of the Senator from Maine, who speaks of what he 
has seen, and speaks from personal observation, I beg you to take the 
testimony of this free-trade consul: 

I find cotton goods fully as cheap in the United States as here. Shirtingsand 
sheetings, if anything, are superior in quality for the same price. Articles of, 
underwear for women are superior in workmanship and cheaper in price in 
the United States. Nor are men’s shirts, when chiefly of cotton, any cheaper 
here. Of boots and shoes, factory-made, the same may be said. Articles made 
to order are cheaper in England, owing to the lower prices of hand labor, but 
the difference in prices of ready-made things is not so marked. In workman- 
ship and finish I find the corresponding articles of wholesale manufacture su- 
perior in the United States. This is true of clothing, as well as collars, cuffs, 
and like articles, 

There is a standing challenge in the office of a protection newspaper 
in the city of New York (with the samples ready to be shown to any 
free-trader) to show that clothing in this country is not as cheap as it 
is in England. The truth is that everybody, except the dude and 
millionaire, can be clothed cheaper in this country than in England, 
and in woolen clothing, too; and Iapprehend that we are not very anx- 
ious to reduce the tariff duties for the purpose of benefiting the dude 
and the millionaire. 

Take another article which has just occurred tome, Before the tarift 
of 1861 there was no duty on saws by name, and all the saws used in 
this country wereimported. To-day undera duty of 8 cents per linear 
foot upon crosscut-saws and 45 per cent. ad valorem apar hand-saws, 
buck-saws, etc.—the saw-makers of the United States hold all the saw 
marketof the United States and export towardsa million dollars’ worth 
of saws at the same time. They must be as cheap here as in the for- 
eign free-trade country or they could not be exported. 

Now, take the second proposition of the free-trader. Thenext most 
favorite proposition of the free-trader is this: He asserts, and it is mere 
assertion, that the workingman is compelled under the protective sys- 
tem to pay so much more than he otherwise would for the necessaries 
of life that the higher wages he obtains under the protective system 
are thus offset, and so free trade would be equally good for the work- 
ingman. American wages are the free-traders’ stumbling-block. The 
demand of labor in this country compels his attention, if it does not 
his respect; and therefore it is industriously sought to be indoctrinated 
into the mind of the laboring man that although wages are higher in 
this country than they are in any of the countries of Europe, or any- 
where else in the civilized world, yet really things cost so much more 
here that it is not of much advantage to the laboring man to have the 
higher wages in this country. I have partially alluded to this in what 
T have been saying upon the first proposition, but I want to see where 
the President stands on this, I take an extract from his recent mes- 
sage, on page 9: >: 

Nor can the worker in manufactures fail to understand that while a high tariff 
is claimed to be necessary to allow the payment of remunerative wages, it cer- 
tainly results in a very large increase in the price of nearly all sorts of manu- 
factures, which, in almost countless forms, he needs for the use of himself and 
his family. He receives— 

Now listen to this remarkable passage— 

t desk mployer his w: and haps before he 
EE e REETA S LA h for Yannily” use ot wi article which 
embraces his own labor, to return in the payment ofthe increase in paa which 
the tariff permits the hard-earned compensation of many days of toil. 

I wish the President had told us what that article was, of family 
use, and the worker’s own manufacture, which, as he went from his 
shop, where he had received his wages, compelled him to pay, in addi- 
tion to what he would pay under free trade, ‘‘many days’ wages.’’ 
Mr. President, if anybody but the President of the United States had 
made a statement of that sort, I should apply a word and a term char- 
acteristic of it which it is not proper for me to do in regard to him. 


m raare Arane NOEN a mee aCe Ge CITO EEA Eee POSSE TOE Cr sy race 
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He makes the same argument with regard to the wool grower or the 
wool producer. 3 ; 

Above all, when it must be conceded that the increase of the cost of Hyg 
caused by such tariff, becomes a burden upon those with moderate means an 
the poor, the employed and vine ed, the sick and well, and the young and 
old, and that it constitutes a tax which, with relentless grasp, is fastened upon 
the clothing of every man, woman, and child in the land, reasons are su; ted 
why the removal or reduction of this duty should be included in a revision of 
our tariff laws, 

The only trouble about this reasoning is that it is not founded on 
fact. I assert once more in my place in the Senate that there is no 
one article of domestic production which is manufactured to any con- 
siderable extent in this country in which the price is approximately 
the same as the foreign article with the duty added. 

But I am reading these es from the President’s message to 
show that he stands with the free-traders. These arguments of the 
President come down at Jast to the proposition that the laborer here is 
no better off than elsewhere. It is the favorite argument of the free- 
trader, and although you may six days in the week refute that argu- 
ment in the newspapers, upon the platform, wherever you meet labor- 
ing men, it will be reiterated again and again by the free-trader. 

Mr. President, the laborer of this country is better off than he ever 
was before. With wages higher on the average, with the price of liv- 
ing lower on the average, he isin this respect immensely better off than 
anywhere else in the whole world, The wage-earners in this country 
own more property than all the other wage-earners of the world put to- 
gether. Nay, more, I think I would not overstate the matter if I made 
it stronger. I see my friend, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AT- 
DRICH], sitting by me. The wage-earners in Connecticut and Rhode 
Island own more property than the wage-earners of the whole world 
outside of the United States. This effort to make the laboring man be- 
lieve that he could live as well and as cheaply here under a system ot 
free tråde as he lives now under a system of protection is not worthy 
of éven a free-trader, in view*of all the statistics and the refutations 
which have been made. 

I wish to read a word from the last Consular Report. I should like 
to incorporate in my remarks all that the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] said the other day from personal observation, but that is pro- 
tection authority, and this is the way the free-trader, in appealing to 
the laboring man, answersit. ‘*Oh,’’ he says, ‘‘the Senator from Maine 
is a protectionist; you can not believe what he says.” NowI want to 
see what free-traders say. I take this same Consul Schoenhof, be- 
cause he is an avowed free-trader. Writing from Ireland, in the very 
last number of the Consular Reports, No. 86, November, 1887, on page 
307, he says: 

It is useless for me to dwell much on the linen industry of Ulster. It is well 
known that in Ulster they are foremostin this branch in the whole world, Still 
I find that the earnings of the people employed in the linen mills in Ulster are 
far below those of any class employed in the textile branches in England. 
Mill regulations and working of time of course are the same for the whole 
Kingdom. Flax-breakers, men who have to do very exhausting work, earn 
from 15s, to 20s. per week; hacklers, from 18s, to 23s.; spinners and girls, from 
8s, to 10s.; half-timers, boys 5s. and girls 4s.; and weavers, mostly women tend- 
ing 2 looms, from 12s, to 15s. By others I was told that the earnings were only, 
for weavers, 83. to 10s., and up to 15s. only for the finer goods. ‘ 

A shilling is 25 cents. At 10 shillings they have $2.50 a week, or 
practically that. Then he comes to the woolen mills of Ireland, and 
says: 

The wages I have noted downare: For men, from 12s. to 14s., lis. being about 
the limit of the best men. 

Three dollars and a half per week for the best men in the woolen 
mills of Ireland ! 

Spinner girls, 8s. to 10s,; children, 5s, to 6s,; and weavers earn from 10s. to 12s. 


' The mill— 


And I commend this to free-traders— 


The mill, employing about 750 hands, pays out about £400 per week in wages. 
This includes overseers, ete., which is a trifle over 10s. per load: ae 


There might be some occasion to attack the manufacturers of the 
country if they were paying these wages in the United States. But I 
go along a little further. I want to come to their method of living. 
He found a man who was a hand-loom weaver, and he says: 

He was a cheery old fellow; in fact, like mostof the poor peo le of Ireland 
whom I met. In his younger years he wasa bricklayer in ORANA; now he 
has returned to Ireland, and is well satisfied if he can ply his old trade and earn 
enough to keep him in bodily repair. Work, however, only lasts for him from 
summer until after Christmas, and very little work can be found for the first six 
months of the year, which is the case with all hand-loom weavers. Most ofthem, 
however, as said above, have a little land to keep them supplied with the merest 
necessities for these dull monthsin the weaving trade, and don’t entirely depend 
on their looms for a living, as this old mandoes. Iasked about his diet, and he 
gave mea pisos of bread made of yellow meal, which I have been shown by 
nearly all the poor people and small farmers whom I visited. 


Then he quotes from him: 

“As to tea, coffee, or beer, and meat [he said], we k: thi: t all of tha! 
Cold water is what we drink and oo oor te cat. Itt haves pinion of to; 
aere a week I a vay reat wt + 

e pays no ren is ne rs, a le, hi 
shed Seth he occut aor charge. bi cs sa 4 pit Scie tian: 

I mast not detain the Senate to read longer these interesting extracts, 
but I wish especially to call attention to the report of Consul Neuer, 
at Gera, in Germany. z 

Mr. FRYE. Is that a Democratic appointee? 


XIX 62 


Mr. PLATT. There are no consular agents I know of now who are 
not Democrats, so I assume that he is a Democratic appointee. Gera 
isa very large manufacturing center in Germany. Consul Neuer says: 

Though the city of Gera has only 35,000 inhabitants, it is one of the most prom- 
inent manufacturing places in Germany. Of its ind the manufacture of 


worsted goods stands in the front rank, embracing about ries, some 
employing as many as 1,000 steam looms, 


There is where our worsted goods come from. 


Besides, it contains 5 dyeing and finishing establishments, 3 worsted-yarn — 

ning mills,7 carpet factories, 4 tobacco mills,7 accordion factories, 5iron foundries 

and engine works, 3 horse-hair-spinning mills, 4 piano factories, 31 tanneries, 

aaas es a considerable number of manufacturing establishments of smaller 
mportance, 


It may fairly be taken, then, to be a representative manufacturing 


center. Then he says: 


Under these circumstances it is extremely difficult for the workingman to 
make both ends meet, and there is no question that the position of the American 


workman is eminently superior in all that pertains to the happiness and well- 


being of himself and family and in his ability to save for the future. 
I like to get this kind of testimony once in a while from Democratic 


sources, which as I understand the term is synonymous with free-trade 


urces, 


The fare of the factory hands in this region is ofa simple kind. Their princi- 
l food consists of bread and potatoes. On rising in the morning they will 
ave acupof common coffee and some white or black bread and butter or cheese; 
their dinner will consist of some cheap vegetables, mostly potatoes, and a 
piece of meat, but very often without the latter; at 4 o'clock they have one or 
two cups of poor coffee again, with some black bread and butter, and in the 
evening a supper of cheese or sausage with black bread and a glass of beer. 
There may be a change to this diet in some cases, but they are to be considered 
as exceptional, 

The married workman takes his meals partly in the factory and partly at 
home; the single one either with the family of a fellow-laborer or in a cheap 
restaurant.. For the support of a family the w: of the husband are generally 
inadequate, and therefore the wife and elder children haye to contribute a share 
to their sustenance. 

The lodgings of the laboring classes are of a very poor kind. In most cases 
they are two or three comfortless rooms. Owing to the large and constant in- 
crease of the population rents are steadily rising, and range from 150 marks 
ERTO 180 marks ($42.84) per year, according’to location and condition of the 
premises. 


I will put into the RECORD a table which Consul Neuer furnishes, 
giving the amount of the weekly factory wages and the corresponding 
hours of labor at Gera. It embraces the employment in weaving mills, 
dye-houses, finishing works, accordion factories, iron foundries and en- 
gine works, tanneries, tobacco mills, flour mills, carpet factories, china- 
ware, horse-hair-spinning mills, and worsted-yarn-spinning mills. 


Rate of the weekly wages and the corresponding hours of labor at Gera. 


Hours 

Description of employment. Lowest, | Highest. | Average.) of labor 

per day. 
Weaving mills: 
Overseers.. pete $4. 32 $7.20 $5.76 11 
Shearers...... 2.88 6.00 4.44 11 
Weavers, men 3. 60 7.20 5.40 iL 
Weavers, women.. 1.44 3.60 2.52 11 
Gluers...... 2, 88 5.28 4.08 i 
Fasteners. 2.88 4.80 3.84 1I% 
Pickers, w 1,44 2.40 1.92 iL 
Winders, women... 1.92 2.48 2.20 il 
Dye-houses: 
2.40 3.60 3.00 il 
2.40 3, 36 2, 88 11 
1.68 1,92 1.80 1 
Apprentices... 1.56 1.80 1.68 10 
Finishing works: 
2.40 3.60 8.00 ll 
2.40 3.60 3.00 i 
4.80 7.20 6.00 il 
3.36 4.08 3.60 1l 
1.56 1.80 1.68 10 
Joiners. .... 3.36 4,32 3.60 il 
Tuners....... 4.80 7.20 6,00 ll 
Journeymen. 2.40 2.88 2.64 i 
App 96 2.16 1.44 il 
Chil 36 60 -48 6 
Tron foundries and engine-works 

UINETS. ss 0040 3.60 4.32 3.84 10 
Founders .. 3.60 4.32 3.84 10 
DOURMEY TICE ccastiesd ccccnccconckcaschebhpococad| squbsscoveyssds] soseabbusanesen 1.68 10 

Tanneries: 
3,84 11 
3.36 u 
4.32 lu- 
2. 88 i 
1.68 1 
ares 42 6 
Apprentices... 72 1,08 - 96 1l 
Flour mills: 
M Š 3.€0 4.32 3.84 il 
2.76 3.00 2.88 11 

t factories: 

Jeavers 3.60 7.20 5.40 iL 
Shearers . 4.32 4.80 4.56 i 
Journeymen.,. 2.88 3.60 3.24 Il 
Female hands... 1.44 2. 88 2.16 il 
Apprentices conveeosneneecee 1.44 2.16 1.80 u 


978 


Rate of the factory wages and the corresponding hours of labor at 
Gera—Continued. 


Hours 
Lowest. | Highest.|Average.| of labor 
per day. 


$1.44 $2.16 $1.80 
2.40 5.76 4.08 
2.40 6.00 4,20 
3.60 6, 00 4.80 
2.16 3.60 2.88 
x ae 1.44 1.92 1, 68 
orse-hair-spinning mills: 
Spinners ....... ee 3.60 4.32 3,96 
Journeymen.. 2.52 3.24 2.88 
1.68 2.16 1.92 
3.60 4.80 4.20 
3.60 4.00 3.80 
1.92 2.40 2.16 
2.88 3.60 3.24 
3.60 4.80 4.20 
1,92 2.16 2.04 il 
4,32 u 


It will be seen that the hours of labor are generally eleven hours 
per day, and the highest average weekly wage is $5.76. 

Mr. FRYE. Fora man? 

Mr. PLATT. Fora man, and from that down for other men and 
for women and children, As to the cost of living Consul Neuer says: 


As to the cost of living, I can give no better statement than to quote the retail 
prices of the principal articles usually classed among the necessaries of life: 


Retail prices of necessaries of life. 


faces d 
Can anybody find that the necessaries of life where the highest aver- 


age weekly wage is $5.76 are not fully up to the net price of the neces- 
saries of life in America? I have quoted this somewhat, I fear, to the 
weariness of the Senate, because I wanted to put on record this Dem- 
ocratic free-trade testimony upon this question. 
Oh, but the free-trader says protection does not make higher wages. 
The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] the other day, when the Sen- 
tor from Maine was making his speech, interrupted him to ask the 
Senator from Maine if he claimed that protection made higher wages. 
No, sir; no protectionist claims that protection of itself makes higher 
wages; but it does this: it makes it possible for the manufacturer to 
y higher wages than can be paid under a system of free trade. Strike 
own these protective duties and it would become impossible for the 
manufacturer to pay the rate of American wages now paid. If he is 
to have no protection he must stop or meet foreign competition by 
paying foreign wages. That is so plain that “‘he who runs may read.” 
The question of wage between the laboring man and the employer is 
one which must be settled between them. If thew rner does not 
get all that he ought as his share of production, then I hail every hon- 
orable, wise, honest effort for him to get a greater share of production; 
but he is not to be helped by striking down the ability of the manu- 
facturer to pay him the American rate of wages, and that is just what 
the removal of the protective duties does. 
Protection does another thing—it saves usourown market, Itmakes 
a demand for labor in this country, and thatis, after all, the real thing 
which results in high wages, Strike down the protective duty, open 
our ports to foreign mantıfacturers upon the ground that weshould buy 
where we can buy the cheapest, and by so much you have destroyed 
the home market and lessened the demand for labor, and madé it im- 
possible for high wages to prevail in this country. 
Let me group two favorite claims of the free-trader. One is that 
the manufacturer of protected articles is a robber on general princi- 
les; that he robs everybody, and has grown immensely rich by rob- 
i seml The otheris that he is growing rich by the robbery of a partic- 
ular class, namely, the agriculturist. Itis the favorite theme of the 
free-trader to hold out this idea, that the protective tariff is all for 
the benefit of the manufacturer and to the disadvantage of everybody 


else, and especially of the agriculturist. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 6, 


Professor Sumner, who does not hesitate, as he says, to take blows 
when they are given, called a protected a nuisance. Some- 
body took him to task for it, and he replied. Now I want to read a 
word and see what such a free-trader as he thinks of a protected fac- 
tory. He says: 

I have called such a factory a “nuisance.” The word has been objected to. 
The wordisof no consequence. He who, when he into a debate, ins to 
whine and cry as soon as the blows get sharp, should learn to keep out. What 
I meant was this: A “nuisance” is something which, by its existence and pres- 
ence in society, works “lossand ” damage to the society—works against the gen- 
eral interest, not for it. A factory which gets in the way and hinders us from at- 
taining the comforts which we are all trying to get; which makes harder the 
terms of acquisition when we are all the time struggling by our arts and sciences 
so are those terms easier, is a harmful thing, and noxious to the common in- 

resi 

Now, what says the President along this line? If I may use the ex- 
pression, he fairly rolls as a sweet morsel under his tongue what he 
says about the ‘‘immense profits’’ of the manufacturer: 

Relief from the hardships and dangers of our present tariff laws should be de- 
vised with especial precaution against imperiling the existence of our manu- 
facturing interests. 

I will see by and by whether the relief proposed by him imperils the 
existence of our manufacturing interests: 

But this existence should not mean a condition which, without regard to the 
publie welfare or a national exigency, must always insure the realization of im- 
mense profits instead of moderately profitable returns, 

Then he goes on to talk about the manufacturer. He says: 


So stubbornly have all efforts to reform the present condition been resisted by 
those of our fellow-citizens thus engaged, that they can hardly complain of the 
capi, entertained to a certain extent, that there exists an organized combi- 
nation all along the line to maintain their advantage, 

* + ka + e * . o 


Yet when an attempt is made to justify a scheme which permits a tax to be 
Iaid upon every consumer in the land for the benefit of our manufacturers, quite 
beyond a reasonable demand for governmental regard, etc. é 

I will read what he says in speaking of competition. He is talking 
about the manufacturers who are robbing the people, as the free-traders 
say: oa 

But it is notorious that this competition is too often strangled by combina- 
tions quite prevalent st this time, and frequently called trusts, which have for 
their object the regulation of the supply and price of commodities made and 
sold by members of the combination. The people can hardly hope for any con- 
sideration in the operation of these selfish schemes. 

Then, on page 12, he sounds a note of warning, in which he says: 

Opportunity for safe, careful, and deliberate reform is now offered; and none 
of us should be unmindful of a time when an abused and irritated ple, heed- 
less of those who have resisted timely and reasonable relief, may Pulse upon a 
radical and sweeping rectification of their wrongs, 

Did I use the right word when I said ‘f warning,” or ought I to have 
used the word ‘‘inciting,’’ or “ threatening’? What free-trader could 
have written this portion of the President’s messxge better? ‘This at- 
tack upon the manufacturers of the country is too open, too plain, too 
direct, and too severe to be allowed to pass without a word or two. 

Are the manufacturers of this country realizing ‘‘immense profits”? 
Are they the millionaires of the land? You can count upon your 
fingers and thumbs, and without counting them many times over, 
all the manufacturers of this country who in manufacturing have ac- 
cumulated a fortune equal toa million dollars, and in nine cases out 
of ten either those men or their fathers have struggled from the bot- 
tom, where poverty pinched the hardest and where privation was the 
greatest, up to their success. They have been workmen at the bench, 
at the loom, in the factory, in the shop, in the mill, and what they 
have got they have obtained in a manner which the common judgment 
of mankind says is honest and fair. There is not a laboring man in 
this country who when he comes to think of it levels his claim that 
men are obtaining the rewards of investment without the rendition of 
a fair equivalent therefor against the manufacturer. No, they are not 
the millionaires. Who ever heard a manufacturer called a “king”? 
We hear of ‘‘ cattle kings,” and “‘ wheat kings,” and ‘‘iron kings,” and 
“cotton kings,” and ‘‘railroad kings,” but you never hear that word 
applied to a manufacturer. 

We hear of trusts, as the President reminds us. Are they manufact- 
uring trusts? There is the Standard Oil trust, and the great Gogebic 
iron trust, and the coal trust. There is not a dollar of protection on 
anthracite coal, or oil, and no protection on iron ore which leads to the 
‘formation of any trust.. We hear of a foreign syndicate purchasing all 
the copper interests of the world. We hear, indeed, of asugar trust, 
and if that be a manufacturers’ trust, it is the only one in the United 
States. 

That there have been combinations sometimes among manufacturers 
to maintain prices at a point which would Keep them from absolute 
destruction is indeed true, but whenever they have gone above a fair 
price some competitor has come in and broken itup. The great trusts 
about which the country is now not unduly exercised are not to be 
found in the ranks of the manufacturers. “Go to New York. Try to 
raise money in the city of New York for a manufacturjng enterprise, and 
how many of the money kings do you think you will find to invest their 
money in that way? Thatis not the way manufactories are developed. 
They are developed from the humblest beginnings by hard, persistent 
labor, and by enterprise such as the world has never seen in any other 
occupation of life. t 
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Our manufacturers make no more money than English manufact- 
urers. ‘They make less than any other class of business men. I speak 
for the manufacturers of Connecticut, about whom I know. ‘Their en- 
terprises have been wrecked over and over again. Most of those who 
are making any money at all are making it in enterprises where capital 
has been sunk time after time, and now they are making less than 

_ would be considered a fair profit in any other business or occupation of 
life. They make less than the merchants of this country. ‘The profit 
to the manufacturer upon manufactured goods has been less than the 
profits of the middlemen or merchants. of the country. 

There is another thing which they have done. Not they alone, for 
when I speak of the manufacturer, I want to speak of that great body 
of men who have been the right hand of manufacturers in this coun- 
try, and those are the skilled mechanics, the honest, intelligent arti- 
sans who have stood by the manufacturers. They have made other 
business profitable. They more than any other men supportother busi- 
ness in this country. Ido not know how the Senators from those States 
will vote, but there are States to-day that would not be represented by 
a star on the flag if it had not been for the manufacturers of the coun- 
try. Here is Dakota, with its 600,000 people knocking at the doors of 
Congress for admission, that would be a barren waste, and, as General 
Hazen reported only a few years ago, an uninhabitable desertif it had 
not been for the protected manufactures of this country. 

Let us see about these ‘‘immense profits.” I quote from Brad- 
street’s of Saturday, January 14, the dividends for fifteen years of the 
cotton mills in Maine, Massachusetts, and New Hampshire, possibly in 
Rhode Island, I am not sure: 


Dividends for fifteen years. 


Mills. 1873-"84. | 1885. 1886. | 1887. | 1885-'87. 
Average Average, 
Augusta: Edwards........ PIARA A ETN 4} 4 6 4.83 
Biddeford: 
Laconia ....sssossessee: Eaa 6.33 6 5h 6 5.83 
Pepperell...... i 12.00 12 12 12 12.00 
Brunswick: Cabot., ...eer.ssresreessese pan 7.66 DB AAR estou 6 3.00 
10.50 |.. weiss 6 ` 2.00 
5.25 6 7 9 7.33 
9.50 A TR 4.00 
BiB E ENESE 5 1.67 
Holyoke: Lyman......... 5.5 | esescoeree 2 4 2.00 
Lawrence: 
PRUE O 5.5055 sas ser cecdscbawesicnccice PRSA TD TAE, ESNIE 3 1.00 
ih og rE SENEE 2 67 
14.58 10 10 10 10,00 
7.91 7 6 7 6.67 
7.66 6 6 7 6,33 
4.75 6 6 6 6,00 
Ena TTAR 2 5 2.33 
ER ESEN PENR, RLE 
9.79 6 | 5 6.00 
iA SE E E E EEN 
8.16 6 6 10 7.33 
6.58 2 2 6 3.33 
7.06 6 6 6 6,00 
7.87 24} 3 6 3.83 
Manchester: 
AMOTY T a pecst es paias idees SS TB tec uanssess 6 6 4.00 
Amoskeag 11, 08 10 10 10,00 
Langdon, E AERA 3 10 4.33 
Manchest 8.50 8 8 10 8.67 
Stark.....000 wi 7.16 5 Ti 8 6.83 
Nashua: 
Jackson 8.00 6 6 7 6.33 
Nashua... 7.33 8 2, 67 
New Bedford: Wamsutta 6.66 6 5.33 
B00 NOT T cosh 8.91 8 7.00 
Salem: Naumkeag essesi soessssssesseso 5.91 6 2. 67 
Salmon Falls: Salmon Falls,......0« 4, 66 5 3.00 
Be Fail River dividends. 
Mills. | 1879-84. | 1895. | 1886. |-1887. | 1885-87. 
| Average. Average. 
American Linen, s6, 12} 13} 8.75 
Barn: St 6 3.83 
rne 5 14 7.00 
Border City 8 12 8.17 
n A E E btn E steed siete TE 6 8t 6.83 
MMOD IAP S E AEREE EEE A E TAT R, 1 A OSS % R = 
Crescen! 4.17 
SOY OL ERN TARA EEEE ROU A 1k -50 
Fall Riv 3 3 2.00 
Flint.. 6 6 4.00 
Globe. 6 8 7.67 
Granite... 12 17 12.00 
King Philip. 6 6 4.00 
Laurel Lake. 4} 6 3.83 
sens F S gE 
erchani . 
Metacomet............. Se E Ea cco D cosatecteceycoa aa S 3 1.00 
* Average for four years, tAverage for five years, 


Fall River dividends—Continued. 


Narragansctt.,........000e 6 4.33 
6 4.67 

en 6 2,00 

6 3.00 

6 3.50 

ll 6. 67 

s| Ee 

12 7.33 

malas acagesechsrar] spbeassaseae| onpeewerseoy 5 1.67 

8 5.33 

17 9.33 

21 16.33 

13 7.50 

Weetamoe., 4 2.67 


* Average for five years. 


For the last three years the average is 5} per cent. upon the nominal 
capital, and that is not a fair way to estimate it. 

I asked a question of a gentleman in New York as to what the profits 
of our cotton and woolen manufacturers were, and he sent me a letter 
from Henry F. Coe, of Boston, dated January 16, 1888, than whom no 
man in my judgment is better able to speak. He says: 


Boston, January 16, 1888, 
Dear SiR: Yours of the Mth instant received. I know no better test of the 
general result of cotton manufacture than amount of dividend paid. While it 
may be true that the mills have earned more than dividends paid, yet it is true 
that they divide the greater part of their earnings. Martin's tables are author- 
ity upon this subject, and I find upon making a carefal computation that he re- 
rts the names of seventy corporations working cotton, upon his list, located 
n Maine, New Hampshire, and Massachusetts. The companies represent a 
capital stock of $61,153,000. The amount of dividends paid by them for three 
years past amounts to $9,786,740. This is 15} per cent, on the capital stock, or 
at the rate of 5.17 per cent. per annum, This hardly tells the story, however. 
It would be fair to say that the average indebtedness of these corporations is 40 
per cent, of their capital stock, at least, So that they employ their own capital 
plus borrowed capital : 


Capital owned 
Capital borrowed. 


Total capital used............. 
Dividen 


This would only be at the rate of 3,69 per cent. 


He might have said that if they have accumulated a surplus they 
pay no interest upon that, although it is really capital invested. 


However considered, the results do not indicate that manufacturers of cotton 
are coining money. I have excluded from above figures all corporations which 
work any wool. The average of woolen mills are doing very much poorer than 
cotton mills, The tariff of 1853 wasa bad one for manufacturers of wool. Ihave 
spent the evening in arriving at above results, and they may be depended upom 
as a true statement of facts. Rhode Island, Connecticut, and New York are not 
probably doing any better than corporations named above. 


Yours, very truly, ee OG 


A. M. GARLAND, 
Secretary, Now York. 

And right here, Mr. President, that I may get a little more Demo- 
cratic testimony, I want to refer to what the Secretary of the Treasury 
says about the woolen and worsted manufacturing business in this coun- 
try in his annual report submitted to the present Congress: 

Iam, however, so convinced of the imminent danger to large industries en- 
gaged in the manufacture of worsted and woolen goods, unless a change is 
soon made in the duties on wool and manufactures thereof, that I deem it 
proper to depart from my general practice in thus calling your attention to this 
particular provision of the tariff. 

Notwithstanding his free-trade sentiment and argument he does think 
that the tariff on worsted and woolen goods ought to be raised to save 
them from immediate destruction; yet the President is talking about 
the immense profits of the manufacturers ! 

But especially I want to speak of New England manufacturers, and I 
do not want anybody to fall into the error of supposing that this pro- 
tective system is especially or mainly for the benefit of New England 
manufacturers. There was a time, indeed, when New England, per- 
haps, might have been said to monopolize the manufacturing industries 
of the country. It was a monopoly born of the genius and skill of its 
sous. That day has passed. Manufactures have extended all over the 
country, andif this system of protection was such a benefit to manu- 
facturers as the President and the free-traders would have us believe, 
it would not be New England particularly that was interested in its 
preservation. Manufactures have passed the barrier of the Alleghanies 
away out to the Pacific coast, in the prairie towns of the West, far down 
in the South, in North Carolina and West Virginia and Georgia and 
Alabama—diffused all over the country. 

By the census returns of 1880 less than 20 per cent. of the manufact- 
ured products of the United States were produced in New England. 
More were manufactured west of the State of New York, as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] well suggests to me, than in 1860 were 
manufactured in all the United States. Let us look at these facts a 
little because it is such a familiar thing to hear that tariff protection 


- 
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is for the benefit of New England manufacturers. You may create a 
prejudice, if you please, against New England, a prejudice against its 
manufactures and its manufacturers, but if you are going to tear down 
the protective system, I want it understood that we are not by any 
means the principal sufferers. 

California, Illinois, Ne rsey, and Ohio manufactured in 1880 more 
goods than all New England. Indiana, Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Iowa manufactured nearly as much as New 
England. New Yorkand Pennsylvania manufactured nearly half more 
than New England. This has increased. If manufactures are not in- 
creasing in New England, they are rushing forward with phenomenal 
rapidity in other sections of the country, and when the census of 1890 
comes to be taken not more than 15 per cent, of the manufacturing in 
this country will be done in New England. Let me give the exact 
figures. 

The total annual product of manufactures in the United States was, 
by the census of 1880, $5,369,579,191. 

In the New England States it was as follows: 


Massachusetts.. 

New Hampshire.. 
Rhode Island 
Vermont....... 


In the following States it was: 


California.. $116, 218,792 


414, 864, 673 

254, 380, 

348. 293, 390 
1, 133, 762, 091 


$148, 096, 411 
106, 780, 563 
150, 715, 025 

205 


$1, 080, 696, 595 
s. 744,818,445 


1, 825, 515, 040 


No, I tell the men who are seeking to destroy the protective tariff 
that they mast not delude themselves with the idea that they are 
aiming their blows against New England. The New England manu- 
facturer is the man who has least interest of all other classes of men in 
the preservation of the protective system. He is interested in it, in- 
deed, but others, and all others, are interested more. If I were to 
name the order in which the different classes are interested in the 
maintenance of aprotective tariff, I would say, first, the laborers every- 
where, in whatever field they wipe the sweat from their brow; more 
than any manufacturers are the wage-receiving men of this country 
interested in its preservation. The blow hits them first, and it may as 
well be understood, and they are coming to understand it all over the 
land. First, the men who work in manufactories, the artisans, are hit; 
next, agriculturists and the men who work on farms; next, manufacturers 
in other sections of the country where they are not as well established 
and where the industries may indeed be said even now to be infant 
industries; next, those engaged in transportation; next, those engaged 
in merchandise; and last, and least, if you please, the manufacturers 
of New England. 

If the policy of free trade is to prevail, if our progress is to be ar- 
rested and our development hindered, and if the inevitable results of 
it are to follow, and weare to have disaster and ruin, the first men who 
will emerge from the ruin will be the manufacturers of New England, 
the first who will adjust themselves to the new order of things and go 
on once more as they havein the past, endeavoring to build up and de- 
velop and make a strong, powerful, glorious Nation. The interest of 
the New England manufacturer is more that he may have a market in 
which he can sell his goods than anything else. Thatis what he wants. 
That is where free trade hits him hardest—the surrender of our market 
to the foreigner. 

But perhaps as favorite a method of attack upon the tariff by the 
free-trader as any is the claim that raw materials should be free, and 
why? Because the free-trader knows that the protection of raw ma- 
terials is the keystone of the protective arch; that when you have 
once ceased to protect the production of what are called raw materials 
in the country, there is no logical ground upon which any article can 
be protected here. If that kind of production which employs the 
greatest percentage of Jabor in this country can not receive protection, 
then nothing should receive protection; and it is, therefore, that the 
assault upon protection is made upon what are called raw materials. 

It is more than that; itis an appeal to the sup: selfishness of 
manufacturers. The manufacturers are told—told by the President in 
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his message—that they can cheapen the cost of production if they can 
have free raw materials. Sir, the manufacturer that seeks to obtain 
raw materials free and demands a tariff upon his product is a selfish 
man, and selfish almost to the point of criminality; and the manufact- 
urers of New England, asa class, spurn that bribe. Whenin the prep- 
aration of the bill advised by the leading free-traders out of Congress 
in this country, the proposition is made to purchase the support of New 
England manufacturers by free wool, by free iron, by free coal, I tell you 
that they mistake the manufacturers of Connecticut and the restof New 
England. They know that this is a system or it is nothing. They 
know that every industry must be protected to thrive, and they know 
that protection alone can make us generally prosperous as a nation. 
They are not to be diverted from this issue. 

What are raw materials? I have not time to speak on this subject 
as I would wish, but the only raw materials there are are those which 
grow out of the earth or those which repose beneath its surface. The 
moment you dig out the iron, and the coal, and the copper, and the 
marble, and the salt, and the clay, that moment human labor is added 
to the natural product, and from that moment it is no longer raw ma- 
terial. When you cut down the tree and begin to saw it into timber or 
into boards it is no longer raw material. 

When the farmer raises or buys his flock of sheep and produces his 
wool by means of his labor, thatis no longer raw material. Human 
labor, the great energizing, civilizing force of the world and of humanity, 
has entered into that product. I would not put it too strongly if I were 
to say the soul of man has entered into and transformed that natural 
product. It is no longer raw material. Go into any one of the. manu- 
facturing establishments of this country; look at one that I have in my 
mind in my own State. In that factory they take copper in the ingot 
as it comes from the mine into the frontdoor. When it goes out again 
it goes out in the shape of copper wire of ły of an inch in diameter. 
Into that crude copper ingot has passed the highest thought of man; 
his brain is in the wire, his soul is there. 

Oh, I dislike, Mr, President, to hear work-people talk about the sale 
of their wages. Labor has that in it that can not be bought and sold. 
The labor of man is civilization; it is advancement; it.is the upward 
trend of humanity. No matter whether man with hand and brain 
transforms the natural product into the finished product, or whether 
by pure brain Jabor he teaches in college or school, preaches in pulpit 
or speaks in the Senate, he works, he labors, he molds, he creates, he 
develops. In whatever field labor may be exercised it is and must be 
the grandest material human force. 

There is no raw material which should be made free if labor is to be 
protected. 

But here the President leaves the field of argument and fallacy and 
comes to the field of practical recommendation. There is no mistak- 
ing his recommendation on this subject; there is no mistaking his po- 
sition side by side with the practical free-trader and doctrinaire free- 
trader on this subject. Let me read a little: 

The radical reduction of the duties imposed upon raw material used in manu- 
factures, or its free importation, is of course an important factor in any effort to 
reduce the price of these necessaries, 

* s * + s * .. 

It is not apparent how such a change can have any injurious effect upon our 
manufacturers. On the contrary, it would appear to give them a better chance 
in foreign markets with the manufacturers of other countries, who cheapen their 
wares by free material. 

I will not go on to read his long argument to show that wool ought, 
to be put on the free-list, and subject to no duty. There is no mistak- 
ing hisrecommendation in that respect. He particularly specifies wool 
as one of the materials that should go upon the free-list. 

Let us look at this matter a little. Isaid that protection is a sys- 
tem. Every industry which can be successfully carried on within our 
boundaries must feel the benefit of this protection, or the system is de- 
stroyed. The protectionist says that whenever and wherever an in- 
dustry can be profitably carried on in this country it should feel the 
benefit of the protecting power and force of the Government, and the 
labor which carries it on should be held above and aloof from the 
cheap labor by which the manufacture is carried on in foreign lands. 

When he comes to consider raw material the President has no refer- 
ence to any inequalities in the tariff; in this respect he does not pro- 
pose to correct, he proposes to destroy. His only conception of tariff 
reform, so far as raw materials are concerned, is by tariff destruction. 

Wool, the President says, is raw material; but raw material just as 
truly includes iron ore, and copper ore, and bituminous coal, and lead, 
and zine, and lumber, and a number of other things, as it does wool. 
Take all these things that are classed as raw materials and put them 
on the free-list, and what have you done? You have reduced govern- 
mental income by the beggarly sum of $12,000,000—heggarly in com- 
parison with the amount which we are recommended to reduce. What 
else have you done? You have wiped out as witha brush at least 
$300,000,000 of capital in the United States. Will you purchase the 
free-list for raw materials at any such expense as that? Have you 
contemplated what it is, for the purpose of reducing our taxation 
$12,000,000, that nobody feels, to destroy at one fell swoop at least 
$300,000,000 of capital? 

The time was when Chicago was said to bein flames. The whole 
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country felt it an impending and existing calamity. That fire did not 
destroy $300,000,000 of capital. It would take two Chicago fires to be 
as great a calamity to the country as putting raw materials on the free- 
list would be. 

More than that, the only mitigation of the great Chicago fire was 
that it opened a new field for labor; but this destruction of capital by 
putting raw materials on the free-list destroys also the opportunities 

or labor. It throws laborers out of employment. I have made the 
calculation pretty carefully, having corresponded with people who are 
producing what are called raw materials, and I do not overstate it 
when I say that to put raw materials on the free-list. will throw out 
of employment permanently not less than 200,000 and probably 350,000 
» laborers, and all because by striking down protection on what are 
called raw materials taxation can be reduced $12,000,000, and the in- 
ternal-revenue tax must not be touched. 

The situation changes when compared with that of a great devastat- 
ing fire. That makes a demand for labor; but the wiping out of capi- 
tal by inviting raw materials free to our shores from the pauper-stricken 
countries of Europe makes it impossibie for this labor to continue or to 
find any opportunity for just and adequate reward. 

Thave said that into the production of these materials which are called 
raw materials the greatest percentage of labor enters; more than into 
any other production. Why is it, I ask, if the President of the United 
States is not a free-trader, that he selects for the free-list those particu- 
lar productions into which the greatest percentage of labor enters? It 
is a question that may not be answered here, but it will be asked in the 
coming months, and it must find an answer. 

If the manufacturer were the selfish being that he is supposed to be, 
enlightened selfishness would insist on protection. He knows that to 
putraw materials on the free-list at the price of destroying $300, 000,000 
of productive capital, and throwing out of employment from 200,000 
to 350,000 laborers, immediately makes such a condition of things in 
this country that he can not sell his wares. Thatmeansdisaster. Free 
trade in raw materials means no trade for the manufacturer, and if he 
were the selfish being that the President of the United States and the 
free-traders generally suppose him to be, he would still be in favor of a 
system which insures him the best market in the world, the best market 
that mankind has ever known. 

I want to call attention to the utterance of one of our manufacturers. 
When the President’s message first went out to the public and was 
hailed, as I have said, with acclamations of joy, and the whole Demo- 
cratic party seemed to unite in one choral song to the praise of the 
President, they sent around a man who, I am informed, and I believe 
correctly, was in Government employ, holding a clerical position under 
the Government, to interview New England manufacturers to see if he 
could not obtain indorsements from them of the President’s message. 
Among others he called on a manufacturerin New Haven, a manufact- 
urer who makes steam-boilers, and who exports them, and he thought he 
had founda man togive in hisadhesion to this scheme of free raw materi- 
als. The interviewer did the talking and then published an interview 
in a metropolitan journal, in which he said that the firm of which Mr. 
Bigelow, recently Governor of the State of Connecticut, was a leading 
member, was in favor of free raw materials. It did not take long for 
Mr. Bigelow to write a letter disavowing any such statement. I want 
to read what a manufacturer thinks about raw materials. 

It is perfectly true that free raw materials would tend to increase our export 
trade. But the increase would be, as Mr. Barnum— 

That was the man with whom the reporter talked— 


told the reporter (though the latter omitted to mention it), at the expense of 
our home trade. Why? Because free trade would kill off many of our manu- 
facturers here, who could not compete with foreign manufacturers in their line, 
and thus the demand for engines and boilers for use in this country would be 

decr . We might sell a few more boilers abroad; we should sell 
a t many less at home, 

n order to successfully compete with foreign countries in this matter we 
must have not only free raw materials, such as they have, but cheap labor, such 
as they also have. Give us freeraw materialsand shep labor and we can meet 
the world in the manufacture of engines and boilers. But I for one do not want 
to compete with the world on oy. such terms. I began life at the bench, work- 
ing at my trade for $1.50 a day. I know this question from the side of the wage- 

/worker as well as from the side of the employer. And I never want to see the 
day when the workmen in my mills or in any other mills in America shall be 
ee to work for the same wages and live in the same manneras the work- 
men of Europe. 

Iam a firm protectionist in everything relating to my own business, to the in- 
terests of my employés, and to the prosper of the country. I want to be 
counted, every time, on the side of American industries, American wages, and 
American homes, 


A good deal of misrepresentation about the manufacturers of New 
England being in favor of free raw material is manufactured just as 
was the report that ex-Governor Bigelow was in favor of it. 

I have gone over—and at more length than I intended, and yet I do 
not know that I ought to apologize for it, because this is the most im- 
portant topic which we shall discuss here this winter—I have gone over 
the facts showing that the free-traders claim the President. I have 
shown that every principal argument, theoretical or practical, used by 
bei avowed free-traders is sustained by the President, by the language 
and the tone of his m 

But we come now to another thing, and Isay with an understanding 
of what I utter that either the President intended free trade, or he was 
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not dealing fairly with the American 


ple, for the method of reduc- 
tion proposed by the President means the absolute and final destruction 


of the protective system. It means absolute free trade and nothing 
less than that; so the spirit of the message and the inevitable result of 
its recommendations lead us to the same conclusion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will make a motion for an executive session 
if it meets the approval of the Senator from Connecticut. I notice that 
his voice is getting husky, and he has not completed his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield for that pu ? 

Mr. PLATT. have come now to where I must spend some time 
upon the question of the reduction of the surplus, and, of course, I 
can not conclude to-night. I regret it very much; but if I can have 
the floor to go on and conclude to-morrow I am perfectly willing to 
yield. I can conclude to-night if the Senate will stay and hear me. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is so evident that the voice of the Senator 
from Connecticut is becoming quite husky that I think the Senate had 
better relieve him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will it be agreeable to the Senator to take the floor 
during the morning business to-morrow? He must be aware that there 
are other interests which are being delayed. 

Mr, PLATT. I will endeavor to seek the floor at the conclusion of 
the transaction of the routine business to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, beińg the bill (S. 371) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and temporary support of common schools. The Senator 
from Nebraska moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After one hour and four minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o0’clock and 32 min- 
utes p. m. ) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 7, 
1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 6, 1888. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
A. H. Longino, of Mississippi, to be attorney of the United States for 
the southern district of Mississippi. : 
POSTMASTER. 


Calvin M. Wherry, to be postmaster at North Platte, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Nebraska. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 6, 1888. 


The Honse met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
ToMr. LEHLBACH, for three days, on account of illness. 

To Mr. CoTHRAN, for one week, on account of important business, 
To Mr. BLOUNT, for one week, on account of sickness, 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. WHITE, of New York. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I ask the Clerk to read what I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[From the Washington News of Friday, February 3, 1888.] 


The New York Tribune's Washington correspondent thus writes of * Deacon” 
White: ‘In the deep recess of one of the windows in the corridor of the House 
of Representatives is a telegraph instrument fenced off from the thoroughfare 
by. an iron railing. A rather stout woman sits there constantly, from about 11 
o'clock in the morning until 3 o’clock in the afternoon, with her hand on the 
key. Occasionally she gets a message, which she writes out and tucks ina little 
drawer in the table. Every few moments a short, chunky man, with spectacles 
on his nose, and a brown beard sprinkled with gray, comes out from the center 
door of the House, and goes to the iron railing with a spry ae The operator 
takes the messages from the drawer, hands them to him, and he writes the an- 
swers on the reverse side of the same sheet of paper. Then he goes back into 
the House again, and takes hfs seat in the front row of desks, immediately under 
the Speaker’s eye. The short, chunky man is ‘Deacon’ White, the famous 
broker, and the other end of that wire is in his office in Wall street, New York. 
He leases the wire from the Western Union and knows what is going on in his 
office in New York just as well as if he sat at his desk there. instead of being in 
the House. It costs him a good many thousand doliarsa year for his wire alone. 
and no one knows how much more for the privilege of sitting in the House of 
Representatives.” 


(Laughter. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, as there is in that publi- 
cation something which, to a hyperesthetic mind, might be construed 
as a reflection upon my character as a member of this House, I now 
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read a special dispatch which I have sent to the Brooklyn papers, cir- 
culating among my constituents, as my answer to this publication: 
To the Editors of the Brooklyn Times, Eagle, Citizen, and Standard-Union: 


On Sunday, January 29, a highly entertaining lie appeared in the New York 
Tribune, to the effect that I had a private telegraph wire with one end in the 
vestibule of the House and the other end in my New York office; thatit cost me 
a good many thousand dollars a year for my wire alone. and noone knows how 
much more for the privilege of sitting in the House of Representatives. From 
this last clause P suppose that it is a legitimate deduction that the sittings of 


_other members of Congress are at a fixed rental, while mine is presumably of | 


a speculative character, and possibly carried on a margin. 
(Laughter. ] 

It was to be that a festive lie of thischaracter would reproduce itself 
many times, but neither the Now York nor Brooklyn papers seemed willing to 
copy it from their esteemed contemporary,the Tribune. In the fullness of time, 
however, the Louisville Courier-Journal printed the same romance as original 
parag and as it seemed like a free-trade indorsement of a highly protected 
yie— 

[Laughter]— : 

the Sun and World, of New York, and the Eagle, of Brooklyn, copiedit. When 
the Tribune falsehood stood alone, it seemed like a waste of ammunition to 
contradict it, as there was a moral certainty that a brood of such lies would be 
hatched and full fled in a week. Hence I have waited for the flock, and 
now make the following shot at the entire covey: It is not trne that I have an 
operator at the Capitol, or any wire to Washington, or to New York, or any cor- 
respondent or customer in Washington, or that I ever had any of these things,or 
that there was ever the slightest foundation for one word contained in the ro- 
mance outside of the i nings of a sensational rasei ee Is not this a 
case where, if the revered founder of the Tribune were alive, he would inter- 
view that paragraphist, and say to him, in the classic United States tongue of 
which he was the great master, ‘ You liv, villain! you lie!” 

And now, will the original Jacob Townsend of this story, and the copyists who 
have copied, and the moralists who have moralized, will they each and all be 
as prompt to contradict as they were to cull this efflorescence of mendacity? We 
can tell by waiting. 

S. V. WHITE. 


P. S.—Since writing the foregoing, my attention has been called to the fact 
that the Tribune of yesterday made a prompt contradiction of the canard of its 
paragraphist. Many thanks for this act of justice. Now, will the free-trade 
wing be as just, and see ifthe whole party combined can overtake this lie which 
they have given one week’s start? 

S. V. WHITE. 


FEES IN PENSION CLAIMS. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, by unani- 
mous consent, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4982) 
prohibiting the allowance of fee in any claim for increase of pension on 
account of the increase of disability for which the pension was allowed; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL MESSENGER AND PAGE FOR THE HOUSE. 


Mr. DONNELL, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back 
adversely the following resolutions, with the recommendation that they 
be laid on the table: 

Is THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, January 16, 1888, 

Resolved, That Matt Stratton, jr., of Tennessee, be, and is hereby, appointed a 
messen; during the present Cóngress, at the same rate of compensation re- 
ceived by him during the Forty-ninth Congress, said compensation to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House, 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 16, 1888, 

Resolved, That E. T. Benton, jr., be, and is hereby, appointed an additional 
page on the floor of the House of Representatives, and to receive the same rate 
of com} ion as those now acting in that capacity, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

‘The report accompanying the resolutions was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, haying had under consideration the resolution 
submitted by Mr. WAsninerton, January 16, 1888, providing for the appointment 
of Matt Stratton, jr., of Tennessee, as a messenger during the present Congress, 
report the same adversely, and recommend that it lie on the table, 


e Committee on Accounts also, having had under consideration the resolu- | - 


tion offered by Mr. TARSNEY, submitted January 30, 1888, providing for the ap- 
intment of E. T. Benton, jr., as an aceane) pews on the floor of the House of 
ghcreecpies they report the same adversely, and recommend that it lie on 


e. 

The tteo make this recommendation in each of the above resolutions 
for the reason that the two additional employés therein provided for are not 
needed, and their appointment would only create two unnecessary officers. 
The House is now abundantly supplied with appointees. 

In this connection the Committee on Accounts deem it proper to call the at- 
tention of the House of resentatives to the fact that at the opening of the 

nt session there were ks, messengers, and employés on the rolls of 
This body. ‘To pay the salaries of the above enumeration there was appro- 
priated at the last session the sum of $396,468.30, which amount will be nearly 
exhausted at the close of the fiscal year, June 30, 1888, 

Since the assembling of Con: by direction of the House of Representa- 
tives, the number on the rolls been increased 12. At the present time the 
list of persons in the employ of this branch of the Government aggregates 320, 
while the membership comprises 325, with 8 delegates in addition. 

‘The contingent-fund appropriation at the opening of the session was $30,000. 
The ditures from that fund in two months has amounted to $7,116.23, 
while the salaries of the 12 additional employés will aggregate 39,230 by the end 
of the fiscal Fon The contingent fund has been drawn upon by the above to 
the extent of $16,346.23; leaving a balance of $13,653.77, which sum must suffice 
for the remaining five months of the session. The four investigations ordered 
by direction of the House will undoubtedly greatly deplete the balance now re- 
maining. In this calculation the current expenses for the remainder of the fiscal 
ferry not included, and your committee are fearful thata deficiency will exist 

the contingent fund. There will be no surplus there. 

Your committee think it proper to submit these facts for the consideration of 
the House, and, while reporting adversely upon the House resolutions 18 and 
25, respectively, on the ground that additional messengers and are not 
needed, as this body is amply furnished with assistants in that line, ask to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the subject-matter of the two res- 
olutions aforesaid. 


The report was agreed to, and the resolutions were laid on the table. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH, 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Idesire to present resolutions of the Detroit Board 
of Trade in favor of the postal-telegraph system. I ask unanimous 
consent that these resolutions be read and be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman call up the election 
case? 

Mr, CRISP. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of States 
for the introduction of bills and resolutions. - 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

Mr, OATES introduced the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Rules: ` 


Resolved, That Rule XXXIV of the House of Representatives be so amended 
as to admit to the privileges of the floor the Interstate Commerce Commission- 
ers and the Commissioners of Agriculture, Pensions, Indian Affairs, Patents, 
Railroads, Education, Printing and Engraving, and the Public Printer, 


EXCHANGE OF MUTILATED SILVER COIN, 


Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 6631) providing for the ex- 
change of the worn, defaced, clipped, punched, or otherwise mutilated 
silver coins of the United States, of smaller denominations than $1, for 
new or unworn subsidiary silver coins, at designated places and under 
certain conditions; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed, . 
DESTRUCTION OF OYSTERS BY STAR-FISH, ETC. 

Mr. GRANGER introduced a bill (H. R. 6632) directing the prose- 
cution of inquiries by the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries in respect 
to the destruction of oysters in the natural oyster-beds lying within the 
waters and jurisdiction of the United States by star-fish, etc., and mak- 
ing an appropriation for such purpose; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE, GAINESVILLE, GA. 


Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 6633) to estallish an assay 
office at Gainesville, in the State of Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
sures, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF 4 PER CENT. UNITED STATES BONDS. 


Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6634) to refund all out- 
standing 4 per cent. bonds of the United States at 2} per cent.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OLNEY, ILL. 

Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 6635) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Olney, Ill.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. y 

FUND FOR REDEMPTION OF UNITED STATES NOTES. 


Mr. LANDES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6636) pro- 
viding that the fund held for the redemption of United States notes 
shall be composed of gold and silver, half in gold coin and gold bull- 
ion, and half in silver bullion, equal in value to the gold half; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. > 


ADMINISTRATION OF THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, submitted a resolution; which was read, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the special Committee on Printing appointed by the Speaker 
under a resolution adopted by the House January 30 to make a h inves- 
tigation of the administration of the Government Printing Office during the in- 
eumbency of the present occupant and that of his p m be, and are 
hereby, authorized and empowered, in conducting said investi ion, toemploy 
a stenographer, send for persons and papers, administer oaths, examine wit- 
nesses, and to call for and examine all books, papers, records, and documents 
bearing upon the subject of said investigation; and that ed expense incurred 
in conducting the same be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I ask the present consideration of this 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order during this hour. 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for that pur- 


Perhe SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order to entertain the re- 
quest for unanimous consent during this hour. 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Illinois. Then I will withdraw the resolution for 
the present. 

BUTTER. 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 6637) to protect the consum- 
ers of butter; which was read a first and second time (the second read- 
ing being in full, upon the request of Mr. LAWLER), referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF REVENUE. > 

Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6638) to reduce revenņe; 
which was read a firstand second time (the secoad reading being in full, 
upon the řëquest of Mr. LAWLER). ? 
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Mr. LAWLER. I ask the reference of this bill to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. As 
under this bill the only article left upon which there would be an in- 
ternal-revenue tax would be, as I understand, oleomargarine, I ask 
whether the bill should not be referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure instead of the Committee on Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kansas make 
that motion? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I do. 

Mr. HERBERT, Iask that the bill be again read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ele., That all internal-revenue or domestic taxes, with the ex- 
ception of those taxes levied upon spirits, fermented liquors, tobacco, and li- 
censes, wholesale and retail, be, and the same are hereby, abrogated and re- 
pealed, to take effect upon the passage of this act. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think this bill ought to go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas moves to 
refer it to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The only article which would be left 
subject to internal taxation by this bill is oleomargarine, a matter of 
which the Committee on Agriculture has always had charge. 
> The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. LAWLER. As this bill provides for a reduction of taxes, I ask 
its reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The question being taken on the motion to refer to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said, The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
know whether under the rules the bill just introduced would not go to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the motion pending, and there- 
fore the Chair does not wish to decide the question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In the absence of a motion, would not that order 
be made? + 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are two motions pending —— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand; but in the absence of any motion 
would not the rules carry the bill to the Committee on Ways and 
Means? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Chair would so refer it. 

Mr. PHELAN. I rise to a point of order. . 

Mr. BURROWS. Read the bill again, so we may know just exactly 
what it is. 

Mr. HATCH. It merely excepts oleomargarine. 

Mr. PHELAN. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that under 
the rules of this House this bill goes, us a matter of course, to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. By Rule XXVIII it is provided: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
one day’s notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended except 
by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, 

Now, Rule XI, in reference to the powers and duties of committees, 
provides as follows: 


All proposed 1 tion shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating, 
$ s 


In the absence of any motion the 


. * s = = 
2. to the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

I hold, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that under the rules of the House 
this bill should be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means; and 
that to refer it to the Committee on Agriculture, as is proposed, is a 
change of the rules, for which one day’s notice must be given. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That point has already decided. 

Mr. LAWLER. I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to refer 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But that was already taken. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iask for a division, and I insist on a division. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the bill be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My friend can have the yeas and nays 
on the next vote. > 

Mr. WILKINS. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois, does this 
except bank taxes? 

Mr. LAWLER. It does except bank taxes. I so understand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on the motion to 
refer to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 143. 

So the motion was di to. 

The question then recurred on the motion to refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It should go to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture or to the Committee on Banking, because the bank 
tax is excepted. [Cries of ‘Regular order !”] 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore: - Does the gentleman makeany motion? 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
PENSIONS. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (H. R. 6639) to regulate the granting 
of pensions to soldiers for wounds received in the military service. of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE EMPLOYÉS BUREAU ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 6640) to extend the annual 
leave of absence of the employés of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing to thirty days per annum; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasuary Depart- 
ment; and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF EMPLOYÉS OF TIHE NEW ORLEANS CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

Mr. WILKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6641) to increase the sal- 
aries of certain employés of the New Orleans custom-house, soas to make 
the said salaries equivalent to those paid in similar departments in the 
different cities of this country; which Was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 6642) to authorize the ac- 
quisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 380, 
of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site for a city post-office; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SUGAR TRUSTS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Manufactures: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to make a thorough investigation of the so-called sugar trusts in 
the city of New York, and that he direct the collector of the port of New York 
and Mr. Joseph Treloar, in charge of the correspondence bureau in the New 
York customs district under the said collector, to formulate the information in 
his or their possession relating thereto to this House, 


LICENSE TAX PAID BY NON-RESIDENTS. 

Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (H. R. 6643) for the relief of non- 
residents who have paid license taxes to the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, _ 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ANNAPOLIS, MD. 

Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6644) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Annapolis, Md.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SEIZURE OF FORFEITABLE IMPORTED BOOKS. 


Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 6645) for the seizure and destruc- 
tion of forfeitable imported books; which was read a first and second 
are ia to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TARIFF LAWS AND DECISIONS FOR CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 

Mr, COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 6646) to furnish officers of the 
customs with the tariff laws of the United States, and the rulings and 
decisions thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. COLLINS also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6647) to 
amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sail- 
ors who have lost the use of an arm or leg; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 6648) for the es- 
tablishment and maintenance of an Indian industrial school in the State 
of Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. CUTCHEON submitted the following proposed amendment to the 
rules; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved, That Rule XXVIII, clause 1, b@qmended by adding thereto the fol- 


lowing: 

e Whenever application in writing, signed by a majority of all the members of 
the Honse, shall presented to the Speaker requesting him to recognize any 
member therein named to move a suspension of the rules and pass a bill, to be 
named by him, upon the first Monday of the next ensuing month, it shall be the 
duty of the S er to recognize the member so named in such written request 
upon the said first Monday of the next ensuing month; and when more than 
one such written request is presented in any one month, the members therein 
ee shall be recognized in the order in which they are presented to the 

jpeaker, 


REGISTER OF CERTAIN FOREIGN-BUILT VESSELS, 


Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6649) directing the Com- 
missioner of Navigation to register certain foreign-built vessels as Amer- 
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ican vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Merchant Marineand Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a concurrent resolution relative to 
the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Select, Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

MOORHEAD, LEECH LAKE, DULUTH AND NORTHERN RAILROAD. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6650) granting the right of 
way to the Moorhead, Leech Lake, Duluth and Northern Railroad 
Company through certain Indian lands in theState of Minnesota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS, HOUSE DOCUMENT-ROOM. 

Mr. BARRY submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be directed to inquire into the pro- 
priety of providing additional accommodations for the House document-room. 

FEES, ETC., EXAMINING SURGEONS, 


Mr. WALKER introduced a bill (H. R. 6651) establishing the fees 
and expenses of examining surgeons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MAPS OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. 6652) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to cause to be printed maps of the United States in 
book form; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


FEES OF UNITED STATES COURT OFFICERS. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6653) to 
amend the first section of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the fees 
and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the circuit 
and district courts, and for other purposes,” approved February 26, 
1853; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSFER OF UNOCCUPIED ROOMS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 103) author- 
izing and directing the Department of Justice to transfer certain rooms 
which have been occupied by the United States courts and officials to 
the city of Utica, N. Y.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 6654) to in- 
crease the pensions of soldiers and sailors; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SCHENECTADY, N. Y. 

Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. 6655) to provide for a public 
building at Schenectady, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF FAIRBANKS COIN SCALES. 


Mr. MAHONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6656) making an appro- 
priation for the purchase of the scale known as ‘‘ Fairbanks’ infallible 
American gold and silver coin scale and counterfeit-coin detector’’ for 
use in the post-offices throughout the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTRICTION OF OWNERSHIP OF REAL ESTATE IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. FITCH introduced a bill (H. R. 6657) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to 
American citizens, etc., approved March 3, 1887; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 


EASTERN AND WESTERN BANDS, CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, (by request) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 6658) to refer the claims of the Eastern and Western bands of 
Cherokee Indians to the Court of Claims for investigation and final 
judgment; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and otdered to be printed. 


SURPLUS MONEY FOR COMMON-SCHOOL PURPOSES. , 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 6659) 
to divide the surplus money in the Treasury of the United States on 
the Ist day of July, 1888, among the several States and Territories, to 
be used for purposes of common-school education; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TAX ON STATE BANK CIRCULATION, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 

6660) to repeal the tax of 10 per cent. on notes of State banks used as 


circulation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 1225, REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. CROUSE introduced a bill (H. R. 6661) to amend section 1225 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARY OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS introduced a bill (H. R. 6662) to amend section 
3866 of the Revised Statutes in regard to the salary of letter-carriers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCTION OF REVENUE. | 
Mr. OUTHWAITE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6663) to 


reduce revenue; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


TRACT OF LAND IN CLEVELAND, OHIO. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6664) donating to the city of 
Cleveland, Ohio, a certain tract of land for street and park purposes; 
which was read å first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 566, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6665) to amend section 
566 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committeeon the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WATCHMEN IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr, FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6666) to regulate the com- 
pensation of watchmen in the Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

BOARD OF EDUCATION FOR THE DISTRICT. * 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6667) 
to create a board of education for the District of Columbia, and to pre- 
scribe its powers and duties; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RECIPROCITY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 6668) to extend 
the trade and commerce of the United States, and to provide for full 
reciprocity between the United States and the Dominion of Canada; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not know to which committee this bill 
should properly be referred, whether to the Committee on Ways and 
Means or to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask that the bill be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think it should go to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS] asks for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raise the point of order that 
under the rules this bill ought to go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, as it is a bill that relates entirely to revenue. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kentucky 
make a motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Ways and Means? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no objection to the bill going there, 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SERVICE PENSIONS. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 6669) grantin 
pensions forservice in the Army and Navy or Marine Corps of the Uni 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRE-ESCAPES IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. ROMEIS submitted a resolution requesting the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to ascertain whether the law providing for fire- 
escapes in the Districtof Columbiais complied with; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


WATERS OF ALASKA AND BERING SEA. 


Mr. HERMAMN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resotved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, uested to inform 
this House, if not incompatible with the public interest, what has been done by 
the Department of State in asserting the authority and dominion of this Gov- 
ernment over the waters of Alaska and Berin; embraced in the treaty of 
1867 between the United States and Russia; and whether any legislation is nec- 
essary on behalf of the United States to assert and maintain such authority and 
dominion, or for the protection of our fur-seal and other fisheries in said waters, 
and whether vessels, both foreign and domestic, adjudged by the courts of the 
United States to be confiscated, as well as their cargoes, for g unlawfully. 
in said waters. have been released, and, if so, by what authority. 
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Mr. HERMANN, Iask that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘The resolution refers to fisheries of the United 
States. Should it not go to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 


Fisheries ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
that motion? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido, 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

MINERAL LANDS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS, 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6670) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to permit miners and companies and corpora- 
tions organized for mining purposes to prospect, develop, lease, and 
own the mineral portion of any Indian reservation, upon such terms 
and conditions as may be agreed upon by the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Indians on any such reservation; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Does the gentleman from Maine make 


LOT OF LAND IN PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R, 6671) to authorize the sale 
to the Schuylkill River East Side Railroad Company of a lot of ground 
belonging to the United States Naval Asylum in the city of Philadel- 
phia, and providing that the amount of moneys received shall be ex- 
pended in the improvement of the Naval Asylum at Philadelphia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENSES OF CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr, OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 6672) to define the necessary 
and proper expenses incident to the nomination and election or appoint- 
ment of Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States, and to authorize the payment tħereof; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BOUNTIES. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 6673) providing bounties for 
soldiers and sailors of the late war; which was reada first and second 
time, ay to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
a SALARIES OF JUDGES UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6674) to increase the sala- 
ries of the judges of the United States district and circuit courts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD, 


Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6675) toamend 
the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and 
termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6676) to 
create a board of audit to adjust claims for special damages to real 
estate by reason of public improvements in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


POLICE FORCE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6677) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the police force of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved January 31, 1883, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LAWS IN FORCE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6678) to 
secure to the District of Columbia a compilation of the laws in force 
therein on the 4th day of March, 1888; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6679) to 
amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act regulating the appointment of justices 
of the peace, commissioners of deeds, and constables within and for the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes;’’? which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL TERM OF COURT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6680) to 
provide an additional term of the circuit court of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, and for the appointment of one additional 
associate justice thereof; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. : 
LAWS IN RELATION TO IMMIGRATION. 

Mr, STAHLNECKER presented a concurrent resolution of the New 
York State Legislature, requesting Congress to favor the passage of laws 
relating to immigration of foreigners; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. ° A 

JURISDICTION OVER THE WATERS OF THE HUDSON. 

Mr. MAHONEY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 104) declar- 
ing the waters of thẹ Hudson River, for the protéction of foreign and 
interstate commerce, from the sea as far northwardly as the tide ebbs 
and flows, to be in the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States of 
America; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWPORT, VT. 

Mr. GROUT introduced bill (H. R. 6681) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Newport, Vt.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

CARPENTERS IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 6682) to fix the status of carpen- 
tersin the United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordéred to be 
printed. 

SUGAR FROM SORGHUM. 

Mr. LEE presented a memorial of the joint Assembly of Virginia, ask- 
ing an appropriation of $100,000 to erect the necessary works for the 
manufacture of sugar from sorghum, and to establish a school in Alex- 
andria where the processes of the manufacture can be taught; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ROANOKE, VA. 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 6683) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Roanoke, Roa- 
noke County, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS, ATLANTIC COAST, 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. 6684) to 
establish additional life-saving stations on the Atlantic coast of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BUOY AT CHINCOTEAGUE INLET, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6685) 
to establish a fog-signal buoy at Chincoteague Inlet, Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

DESTRUCTION OF OYSTERS, . 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6686 
directing the prosecution of inquiries by the Commissioner of Fish an 
Fisheries in respect to the destruction of oysters in the natural oyster-beds 
lying within the waters and jurisdiction of the United States by star- 
fish, etc., and making an appropriation for such purpose; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

DETAILS OF SURFMEN. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6687) 
authorizing the detail of surfmen for duty at isolated life-saving stations ` 
during the summer months; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON MANUFACTURERS OF STILLS. 


Mr. YOST introduced a bill (H. R. 6688) to repeal the special tax on 
the manufacturers of stills; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


TAXES ON TOBACCO AND FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. GAINES introduced a bill (H. R. 6689) for the repeal of inter- 
nal-revenue taxes as applied to tobacco and fruit brandy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. HOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 6690) to relieve Congress of the 
power of legislating on bills of a private nature, toenlarge the juris- 
diction of the Court of Claims, to create a court of pensions, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUNTINGTON, W. VA. 

Mr. HOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 6691) for the erection of a 
public building at Huntington, W. Va.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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SALE OF FISH IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 6692) to regulate the sale of 
certain fish in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


APPOINTMENTS IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 6693) to regulate appoint- 
ments in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


STREETS IN WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. GUENTHER also submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 


Whereas it is a matter OL penera comment that the streets of the city of 
Washington arein an unusually bad and dirty condition: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House talives, That the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia be, and is hereby, instructed to investigate the causes of such 
condition and report to this House on whom the responsibility rests. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT RACINE, WIS. 
Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6694) for a public building 


at Racine, Wis.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ONEIDA INDIAN RESERVATION, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. HUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 6695) to provide for the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to the Indians upon the Oneida reservation, 
in Wisconsin, and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATION IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. 6696) to promote 
education in the Territory of Arizona, and to provide for the creation 
of a present fund for such purpose; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSAY OFFICE, DEADWOOD, DAK. 


Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 6697) to establish an assay 
office at Deadwood, in the Territory of Dakota; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


BISMARCK LAND DISTRICT, DAKOTA. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6698) to divide the Bis- 
marck land district, in Dakota, and create an additional land district 
therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, FOREST CITY, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD (by request) also introduced a Dill (H. R. 6699) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Forest 
City, Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY, GREAT SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. GIFFORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6700) grant- 
ing the right of way across the Great Sioux Indian reservation in Dakota 
to the Forest City and Watertown Railway Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANT TO NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6701) to authorize and direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to cause to be re-examined certain lands in 
the Territory of Montana falling within the grant of the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


r ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of States and Territories has 
been concluded; but ifthere beno objection, the Chair will now recognize 
for the introduction of bills and resolutions gentlemen who were not 
in their beats when their names were called. 

There was no objection. 


BOND PURCHASES FOR SINKING FUND. 


Mr. AVER submitted the following resolution; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 


Whereas it appears from a letter of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, 
dated January 13, 1888, addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, and printed in Executive Document No. 78, first session Fiftieth Congress, 
that an additional appropriation of $2,000 is made necessary to meet an antici- 
pated deficiency in telegraphic expenses of the Treasury Department, caused by 
the regulations recently adopted relating to deposits of Government funds in 
national-bank depositories; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report to Con, says, 
"The Government has purchased some bonds during the present year 
for the sinking fund, and has been obliged to pay such a price for them that the 
annual saving in interest upon en is only 2} per cent.; that 
the price of the same class of bonds materially advanced since these pur- 


opasan, and that the premium paid on said purchases amounted to $2,852,015.88;" 
an 


Whereas the policy of purchasing bonds with surplus money in the Treasury, 
as aforesaid, has ceased, and the policy of depositing the public funds in a large 
number of national banks has been substituted in lieu thereof; and 

Whereas the statute authorizing the Secretary of the eg a designate 
national banks as United States depositories provides that the retary shall 
prescribe the regulations by which said depositories of public funds shall be 
governed: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to 
report to this House at the earliest possible moment all the facts bearing upon 
the following inquiries: 

First. At what dates were the propositions made by the Treasury Department 
to buy said bonds; and if any n or association was employed to purchase 
said bonds, give name of said person, persons, or association, Give dates of 
purchase, name of seller, kinds of bonds purchased, amounts paid, and current 
rates at which said bonds were quoted at the time the proposition to purchase 
was made by the Department. 

Second. State when the policy relating to deposits in national-bank deposito- 
ries was adopted which created the deficiency spoken of in the letter aforesaid 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and whether after the purchase spoken of on 
the eleventh page of the annual report of the Seeretary of the Treasury for the 
year 1887; give also reasons for changing policy first adopted, to wit, the pur- 
chase of bonds. 

Third, State if the deficiency spoken of in the aforesaid letter of the Secre- 
tary was caused by the large increase in the number of national-bank deposito- 
ries. Append to your answer a statement showing the per cent, of deposits on 
bonds deposited to secure the same under present regulations of the Treasury 
Department; also append copy of said regulations. State what per cent. of de- 

ts has been allowed by the Department on United States bonds deposited 
or this purpose for the past twelve years, and whether the rate has been uni- 
form, and whether below or above the par value of the bonds previous to the 
adoption of the present policy, and what was the rate percentage at the date of 
change of poor: 

Fourth. said new policy of the Department concerning United States de- 

itories, the number thereof, and the increased percentage of depositsallowed 

nad any effect to either increase or diminish the circulation of national-bank 

notes, and to what extent, and whether said policy has resulted in the increase 
or diminution of the money supply of the country? 

Fifth. State the number of national banks which have been designated as de- 
Sanne of public funds since the adoption of the present policy, the number 

formerly designated that have availed themselves of the increased rate, and 
where said banks have been designated since the adoption of the present policy 
and rates of deposits, state when the bonds deposited in the Treasury by said 
designated depositories were transferred to said associations, and by whom. 


BILLS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


Mr. HERBERT submitted the following resolution, and moved its 
reference to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday, the 28ih and 29th of February, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of 
bills reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, not to interfere with gen- 
eral appropriation bills, bilis from the Committee on Ways and Means or Elec- 
tions, or with prior orders; this to be a standing order and continuing from day 
to day until two whole days shall have been devoted to the consideration of 
said bills. = 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Should not that resolution go to the 
Committee on Rules? 

Mr. BURROWS. Iinsist on its reference to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let it go to that committee. 4 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EUREKA, CAL. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. 6702) for 
a publie building at Eureka, Cal.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FACILITATING IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. JONES introduced a bill (H. R. 6703) to facilitate the prosecu- 
tion of works projected for the improvement of rivers and harbors; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON WHITE SCALE-INSECTS, 


Mr. FELTON submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee op Agriculture: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (ihe Senate concurring), That a special 
report on the white scale and other scale-insects affecting the orange and other 
fruit trees in California be printed, and that 50,000 additional copies be printed, 
of which 25,000 copies shall be for the use of members of the House in whose 
districts the orange is grown, 12,500 for the use of Senators im whose district the 
orange is grown, and 12,500 for the use of the Department of Agriculture. 


SPECIAL REPORT ON INSECTS AFFECTING THE ORANGE. 


Mr. FELTON also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred tothe Committee on Agriculture: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), Thata second 
edition of the special report of the Department of Agriculture on insects af- 
fecting the orange be tinted, and that 20,000 additional copies be pred of 
which 10,000 copies shall be for the use of members of the House in whose dis- 
tricts the orange is wn, 5,000 for the use of Senators in whose districts the 
orange is grown, and 5,000 for the use of the Department of Agriculture. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 6704) to amend the act of the 
20th of January, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the ascertain- 
ment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed by the 
French prior to the 31st July, 1801,” so as to provide for the rendi- 
tion of judgments by the Court of Claims and for appeals to the Su- 
preme Court; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


1888. 


RESOLUTION OF INQUIRY. 


Mr. LANDES submitted the following resolution; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to furnish 
the House with information touching an alleged obstruction of the Wabash 
River at a point opposite to the city of Mt. Carmel, IIL, by the construction and 
maintenance, without authority of law,by the Louisville, Evansville and St. 
Louis Railroad Company, of a railroad bridge. 


LARD ADULTERATION. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, submitted the following concurrent 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, requesting Congress 
to prohibit the sale of adulterated lard and require statement of actual 
contents on package thereof, and to pass the bill now pending for that 
purpose; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD. 

Tt is as follows: 

Beit resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress be requested to secure legislation that PIH OREN the 
sale of adulterated lard throughout the United States, unless on package 
containing the same a true statement is given of the actual contents and of the 
proportion of genuine lard therein; and that they be further requested to aid in 
ee ese? of any bill now before Congress having in view the purpose aboye 

icated. 

I hereby certify that the above resolution passed both branches of the Twenty- 
second General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 

` FRANK D. JACKSON, 


Secretary of State. 
COST OF PRODUCING LEADING ARTICLES OF CONSUMPTION. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, submitted a joint resolution (H. Res. 
105) authorizing and directing the Commissioner of Labor to make an 
investigation as to the cost of producing articles of consumption in the 
United States and competing countries, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS, 


Mr. MORRILL, introduced a bill (H. R. 6705) to increase the pen- 
sions of those now on the rolls who are incapacitated from performing 
any manual labor whatever, from $30 to $45 per month; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered-to be printed, 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 
Mr. MORRILL also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

Whereas one E, John Ellis, an attorney, of the city of Washington, D. C., has 
pending in the House a claim for services rendered professionally for the Pot- 
tawatomie Indians; and 

Whereas many of these Indians are citizens of the United States, and claim 
that they are not indebted to the said E. John Ellisin anysum: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to furnish this 
Houseall theinformation by his Department concerning said claim, for 
bar eae and Louponvereysin Ro wae ri zenaared, s pan ae} fos 
mation he may concerning the propriety of the said pro 
tion; and, also, if any moneys have been paid to any other persons for services 
rendered in procuring appropriation from Con: in favor of said Indians in 
act of ae 3, 1886, and, if so, to whom and by what authority said moneys 
were 

OLD FORT CHARTR® 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, submitted the foliswing resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of the United States Government purchasing the celebrated his- 
torical site of Old Fort Chartres, in Illinois (a site which stands so prominently 
connected with the early history of the Mississippi Valley), with a view to its 
ay pi met in as near its original form as possible ; and that said committee 

instructed to report on the subject by bill or otherwise. 


ADJUSTMENT OF LAND GRANTS, ETC. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 6706) to amend an act for the 
adjustment of land grants by Congress, etc. ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


RIO GRANDE PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6707) to grant the Rio 
Grande Pacific Railroad Company the right of way through the Un- 
compahgre and Uintah reservations, in the Territory of Utah, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLOWANCES FOR EXPENSES AT PRESIDENTIAL POST-OFFICES. 


Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6708) to equalize the allow- 

ances for oflice expenses at Presidential post-offices; which was read a 

first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF TIMBER ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6709) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the 
Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for mining 
and domestic purposes,” approved June 3, 1878; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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PROPERTY NEAR GOSPORT NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. BOWDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 6710) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Navy to purchase certain property opposite 
the Gosport navy-yard, near Norfolk, Va.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. Cae 

PUBLIC BUILDING, HUTCHINSON, KANS. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H.R. 6711) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Hutchinson, Kans.; which“was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildiigs and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LAND CONTEST CASES, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. PETERS also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was read and referred tothe Committee on the Public Lands: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to inform the House 
of Representatives: 

First. How soon after the filing of an appeal in a land-contest case in the of- 
fice of the Commissioner of the General Land Office is such case reached for 
hearing and consideration. 

Second. If such cases are considered in the order of their filing. 

Antes The cause of delay in the consideration of such cases, if there is any 
such delay. 

Fourth. After an appeal is taken to the Secretary of the Interiorin such cases, 
how soon is it reached for hearing and consideration. 

Fifth. The cause of such delay, ifany. 

Sixth. How soon after final decision in such cases does patent issue. 

Seventh. The cause of such delay, if any. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6712) to anthor- 
ize the Omaha, Hays City and Southwestern Railway Company to build 
its road across the Fort Hays military reservation; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ELMIRA, N. Y. 


Mr. FLOOD introduced a bill (H.-R. 6713) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Elmira, N. Y.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. i 


EFFECTS OF OFFICERS ON LOST VESSELS. 


Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 6714) making allowance for 
effects of officers of lost vessels; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, VINCENNES, IND. 


Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 6715) for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Vincennes, Ind.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF SHEEP HUSBANDRY, OHIO. 


Mr. GROSVENOR presented resolutions of the General Assembly of 
the State of Ohio in regard to sheep husbandry; which were read, and 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 


Mr. GROSVENORalso presented resolutions of the General Assembly 
of the State of Ohio in reference to a protective tariff; which were read, 
and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ILask that these resolutions be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

They are as follows: 

[House Joint Resolution No, 4.] 
Requesting our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States to oppose any reduction of the wool tariff. 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the Slate of Ohio, First, That we recognize 
in sheep husbandry one of the most important industries of our State and coun- 
try, and one thatalmost every farmer is directly interested in, and without which 
our country can not be independent; and that we do therefore view with ap- 
prehension and alarm all propositions and measures to abolish or reduce the 
tariff duties now levied for its protection, and respectfully request our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress to oppose the same. 

Second, That the governor be requested to transmita copy of these resolutions 
to each of our Senators and to each of the members of the House of Represent- 
atives in the Congress of the United States from Ohio. 

Speaker Othe He a Fie sf 
s House o esential. 
VM. C, LYON 
President of the Senate, 
Adopted January 26, 1888, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ORIO, 
Office of the Secretary of State: 

I, James 8. Robinson, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of the State of Ohio on the 26:h day of January, A. D. 1888, taken from 
the original rolls filed in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, the 27th day of January, A. D. 1888. 

JAMES S. ROBINSON, 
uf Secrelary of State, 
Executive CHAMBER, Columbus, Ohio, January 27, 1888. 

In compliance with the request contained in the resolution above set forth, I 
have the honor to transmit a certified copy of the same herewith, 

J. B. FORAKER, Governor, 
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[House Joint Resolution No. 5.] 
Requesting our Senators and Representatives in ARA eg of the United 


States to oppose certain measures which were su; in the President's 


recent message. 
Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, First. That we believe in 
a protective tariff for the sake of protection, to the end that we may have a di- 


versity of employment, domestic commerce, home markets for our farmers, 
good wages for our laborers, and such development of all our material resources 
as will make it possible for us to supply all our wants in both peace and war, 
and thus be independent as a nation among the nations of the earth. 

Second. Under this wise and patriotic policy, inaugurated and steadily up- 
held and enforced by the Republican party since its 
have as no other nation ever did. 

Third. We rd the views expressed by His Rpm A the President of the 
United States, in his recent message to Congress, in opposition to this policy, as 
unwise, unjust, and unpatriotic, and as calculated, if formulated into law and 
given effect, to not only dissipate our surplus revenue, but also paralyze our 

ndustries, stop the development of our resources, d e labor, stagnate and 
demoralize business, and reduce us to that weak and dependent condition to 
which the country had been brought by a Democratic free-trade policy when 
the Republican party was placed in power in 1861. A 

Fourth. That our Senatorsin Congress be instructed, and our Representatives 
be be baeriag to oppose all measures that may be offered for the purpose of giv- 
ing effect to these views and recommendations of the President. 

h. That the governor be requested to forward a copy of these resolutions 
to each of our Senators and Representatives from Ohio in the Congress of the 


United States, 
Speak Fie Hews eg son 
er louse o; entatives, 
WM. ©. LYON, 
President of the Senate. 


vent to power in 1861, we 


Adopted January 26, 1888, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, OHIO, 
Office of the Secretary of Slate: 

I, James S. Robinson, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of the State of Ohio on the 26th day of January, A. D, 1888, taken from 
the original rolls filed in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, the 27th day of January, A. D. 1888. 

JAMES S. ROBINSON, 
Secretary of 


EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, Columbus, Ohio, January 27, 1888, 


In accordance with the request contained in the resolutions above set forth, I 
have the honor to transmit a certified copy of the same herewith. 
J. B. FORAKER, Governor. 


ADDITIONAL JUSTICE FOR SUPREME COURT OF UTAH. 


Mr. CAINE introduced a bill (H. R. 6716) providing for the ap- 
pointment of an additional justice for the supreme court of the Terri- 
tory of Utah, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALIEN LAND ACT. 

Mr. CAINE also submitted a memorial of the governor and Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the Territory of Utah, asking for an amendment of 
the alien land act so as to exclude from its operations mineral lands 
chee Territories; which was referred to the Committee on the Public 

s. 
ADDITIONAL JUSTICE, UTAH. 


Mr. CAINE also submitted a memorial of the governor and Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, asking for the appointment 
of an additional associate justice for that Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Territories. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, JUDICIARY SQUARE, WASHINGTON, 


Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6717) to provide for the 
erection of a pe building on Judiciary Square in the city of Wash- 
ington; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This completes the call of the States 
and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills. 

[Speaker CARLISLE here resumed the chair, his appearance being 
greeted with loud and prolonged applause. ] 


THANKS TO SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE COX. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution for 
t consideration, and I know that after it is read every gentleman 
in this House will take pleasure in voting for it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House be granted to Hon. SAMUEL S, Cox for 
the courteous, just, and impartial manner in which he presided over its deliber- 
‘ations as S er pro tempore during the absence of the Speaker, and for his 
expeditious and satisfactory dispatch of public business. 


The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. COX. Mr, Speaker, during your regrettable absence it pleased 
the gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber to make me for a time 
your lecum tenens. I thank gentlemen on both sides for their uniform 
good temper and for their forbearance towards one who was called 
fresh from the floor for the exacting and perplexing duties of the Chair. 
I had not the opportunity tothank gentiemen at the time I was elected 
to that place; but I do so now, and I tender my heartiest acknowledg- 
ments. [Applause.] 


‘CONTESTED ELECTION—LOWRY VS. WHITE. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration, as a question of privilege, 
a contested-election case of Lowry vs. White, Twelfth district, In- 

ana. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions of the com- 
mittee. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, First. That James B. White, not having been a citizen of the United 
States for seven years previous to the 4th of March, 1887, is not entitled to retain 
his seat in the Fittiech Congress of the United States from the Twelfth Con- 
gressional district of Indiana. 

Resolved, Second. That Robert Lowry, not having received a rity of the 
votes cast for Representative in the Fiftieth Congress from the Twelfth Con- 
promona] district of Indiana, is not entitled to a seat thercin as such Represent- 

Mr. CRISP. There is also pending a substitute offered by the mi- 
nority. Under the arrangement gentlemen on the other side will now 
use the time which remains to them. 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield forty-five minutes to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON]. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. In some respects this is a very re- 
markable contested-election case. In the fall of 1886 there was an 
election held in the Twelfth Congressional district of Indiana at which 
there were 34,589 votes cast.. Of that number James B. White, the 
sitting member, got 17,900, and Robert Lowry 15,416 votes; making 
a plurality for Mr. White of 2,484, and a majority of 1,214 votes. Upon 
this record Mr. White’s election is contested by his competitor, Robert 
Lowry. 

The majority of the committee—in fact, I might say all of the com- 
mittee but one—decided that Robert Lowry, the contestee, has no rights 
in court, The minority of your committee concede that Mr. Lowry, 
as a citizen of the Twelfth Congressional district, has a right to petition 
and raise the question of the eligibility of his competitor, James B. 
White. Then, as this record appears before this House to-day, Mr. 
Lowry stands here simply as an elector of the Twelfth Congressional 
district, saying that because James B. White is not a citizen of the United 
States he is not eligible to hold the seat to which the people have elected 
him. Out of nearly 35,000 voters, Mr. Speaker, he is the only elector 
in that district who is here contesting the right of James B. White. 
Out of 34,500 voters, 34,499 of them concede the right of this man to 
his seat upon this floor. 

Then we are brought face to face with the proposition whether or not 
he is entitled to hold the seat that he has been elected to by 2,500 ma- 
jority over his competitor. . 

The majority of the committee say that, as he is unable to show by 
the records of the court in which he was naturalized that he is a nat- 
uralized citizen, he is therefore barred of the right of provingit. The 
minority of your committee say that if he isa naturalized citizen it is 
a fact, and he has the right to prove that fact. 

The majority of the committee quote authorities on their side to show 
that certain courts have held that naturalization can only be proved by 
the record of it. The minority of the committee quote authorities 
equally strong to show that where the record fails to exhibit the factit 
may be proved by parol evidence. Then weare brought here with one 
side contending that these authorities show one thing; the other side 
contending that they show another; and we come back then to the great 
fundamental principles that govern this body. 

It is an old and well-settled principle in law that no court can con- 
strue an act of the legislative branch of the Government as well as the 
power that makesit. In nearly every State of this Union at every ses- 
sion of the Legislature it is called upon to pass acts to construe this or 
that actof the Legislature. We are then called upon in this case—not 
conceding the position taken by the majority—we are called upon in 
this case to decide what the act of Congress providing for naturaliza- 
tion means. A 

I for one would rather hold with the judge that decided the Cole- 
man case, that whenever the man who seeks his naturalization has done 
all the law compels him to do he becomes a citizen of the United 
States; that the mere act of omission of the clerk shall not deprive 
him of his naturalization. And that is in accordance with our ideas of 
republican institutions; it is in accordance with our ideas ofthe right 
of men to be naturalized. I would rather hold with the supreme court 
of California, where they passed upon the question of the right of a 
citizen to vote; they say that wherever the act says the voter shall do 
certain things it is mandatory, but where it says the clerk shall do 
certain things it is directory; and if the clerk fails to perform his duty 
that failure of his shall ndt deprive the man of his right to vote and 
his right to citizenship. 

The honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] the other 
day said that he honored Captain White Dy his military record. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Ifthe gentleman will allow me to interrupt him 
a moment, I do not think that I said that I honored Captain White for 
his military record. I said that I honored any brave and gallant Union 
soldier for his military record. Idid not apply that to Captain White. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will take the gentleman’s state- 
ment as he makesit, that he honors any brave Union soldier for his mil- 
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itary record. Coupled with that he said the other day that he himself 
had served four years on the other side, and I can readily conceive how 
he can honor a brave man against whom he fought; but did it ever 
occur to the honorable gentleman that while he was engaged in that 
conflict on the one side and Captain White on the other, they were 
really appealing from the courts to settle a disputed question as to the 
construction of the organic act of the Government—the construction 
of the Constitution of the United States? That question was appealed 
from the courts to a higher tribunal, and when we find the courts dif- 
fering in their decisions we stand here to settle the rights of an Amer- 
ican citizen under the acts of Congress authorizing him to be natural- 
ized, and we are a court unto ourselves, because the Constitution says 
that this House is the sole judge of the elections, returns and qualifica- 
tions of its own members. 

We could make no rule here that would bind a future Congress, and 
as this question is isto be settled by Congress, I believe, with the minor- 
ity of this committee, thatit is right to let Captain White comein and 
prove his citizenship in any way he can that is known to the law of 
evidence. This brings us to the simple isolated question of fact, Was 
Captain White ever naturalized? Did he become a naturalized citizen 
of the United States seven years before he took his seat in this Congress 
as a member from the Twelfth district of Indiana? Captain Whitecame 
to this country in 1854, a beardless boy, before he had reached the years 
of manhood. They say Captain White has admitted that in 1856 he 
voted for John C. Frémont. I am not here to dispute that proposi- 
tion, and I think thatifevery man upon the opposite side of this Chamber 
would go to Captain Whiteand ask him if he voted for John C. Frémont 
in 1856, he would tell them very frankly that he thinks he did; that 
he came here a minor and believed then, and until 1858, that having 
come here as a minor, he had a right to vote when he attained his ma- 
jority without being naturalized. 

In 1858 he took out his first papers in Allen County, Indiana. In 
1861 Captain White enlisted in defense of a country of which he was 
not yet a citizen. He had left the home of his fathers and come to cast 
his fortunes with this growing nation of ours, and when its perpetuity 
was threatened, he, like a man who loved liberty and loved our free 
institutions, enlisted in their defense. He came out of the service in 
1863 or 1864. In 1865 he thought he would go and visit the land of his 
nativity, that he would go back and see his father and mother. Then 
it was that he was told by relatives and by citizens of his town that he 
had better take out his second papers. Captain White swears that in 
February, 1865, he went into the clerk’s office of Allen County and 
took out his second papers, and started on his contemplated visit, but 

* when he got to the city of New York he received information by tele- 
graph that his wife was lying dangerously ill, whereupon he abandoned 
the trip, came home to Indiana, and has ever since heen a citizen of Fort 
Wayne. He has been elected to office after office; he has been honored 
by the people of his own city; he has been voted for time and again; 
and this question of his naturalization was never raised until 1886. 

Now, then, as to the facts and the proof whether or not Captain 
White was ever a naturalized citizen. A few days before the election 
he was confronted by Mr. Bell, of Fort Wayne, and Mr. Moynihan, 
agents of the contestant, Mr. Lowry. Then, for the first time in his 
life, he was charged with not being a naturalized citizen. What did 
White say upon that occasion? He said, ‘‘I am a citizen; J was nat- 
uralized in this Allen County, and Isaac Jenkinson was with me when 
I was naturalized. I was naturalized in the court-house.’”’ ‘‘ Well, 
but Captain White, have you got your papers?’ “I do not know 
whether I have got my papers or not. I do not know whether I can 
find my commission in the Army or not. I donot know whether I can 
find my iage certificate; but still I know I was married.” What 
was the object of Mr. Bell’s interview with Captain White? To pre- 
pare a publication that was to drive consternation into the ranks of 
Captain White’s followers. 

Now, let us go one step farther and see whether or not Captain White 
is corroborated by the circumstances surrounding thiscase. Upon Thurs- 
day, the 28th day of October, there came out a publication in the papers 
of Fort Wayne charging that Captain White was not a naturalized citi- 
zen, and Isaac Jenkinson, living a hundred miles away, sitting in his 
office the next day reads that statement, and what does he say? Why, 
he says, ‘‘ That is impossible! I certainly was with Captain White and 
saw him naturalized.” No man can contend, no man who reads the 
evidence can contend that there was any understanding or communi- 
cation between Captain White and Mr. Jenkinson. 

Can there be any doubt that Mr. Jenkinson is to be believed? If 
any man on the other side of the Chamber doubts it for one moment, 
let him take up the report of the committee, written by the honorable 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BARRY], and he will find it conceded 
that Isaac Jenkinson isa man worthy of belief, having long been a 
citizen of high standing in his own State, and having for six years rep- 
resented ournationin a foreign land. Hestandsbefore you, then, unim- 
peached. And what does he say on this question? He says, ‘I was 
with Captain White just after the war closed, and I think he was nat- 
uralized in Allen County, in the city of Fort Wayne.” 

I admit that, as gentlemen on the other side have pointed out, the 


evidence of Mr. Jenkinson in his examination-in-chief was not so strong 
and pointed as it might have been. But there sat Mr. Lowry, the con- 
testant, a shrewd practitioner, who commenced upon cross- 
examination to press the witness with questions. ‘‘Where was this 
man naturalized? Was it in the clerk’s office or in the court-honse?’?’ 
“It was in the court-house,’’ says Mr. Jenkinson. ‘*‘Who were pres- 
ent?’? ‘*There were myself, Mr. White, Mr. Brown, I think, and per- 
haps others, and possibly Mr. Chittenden.” Then Mr. Lowry puts the 
question, ‘‘ Did you sit down or were you standing up?” ‘“‘Captain 
White and I were standing up in frontof the court, a little to the right 
and in front of the court.” ‘‘But,’’ asks the contestant, ‘‘ was not the 
clerk’s desk there?’’ ‘‘The clerk’s desk was there; but westood to the 
right and in front of the court.’? He was driven on still further b 
this kind of cross-examination until he said, ‘‘There is one fact whi 
convinces me that I was there and that it was after the war.’ ‘‘What 
is that, Mr. Jenkinson?” ‘‘Why,’’ says he, ‘‘it was remarked there 
that it was a strange thing that a Union soldier should have to swear 
allegiance to the United States Government.” 

Mr. BARRY. Let me interrupt the gentleman a moment. Hesays, 
“It was remarked.” Who “remarked” it? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Jenkinson says it was remarked , 
at that time. 

_ Mr. BARRY. Where does Mr. Jenkinson say that? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If you will turn to the record—— 

Mr. BARRY. Read it and see. : 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If the gentleman will turn to the re-, 
examination of Mr. Jenkinson, question 4, he will find that is what 
hesays—that it was remarked as strange thata Union soldier must swear 
allegiance to the United States Government and renounce allegiance to 
Queen Victoria. 

What happened next? He is asked, ‘‘'fo whom did you first make 
that remark?” He answers, ‘‘ The first man I talked about it was Col- 
onel Robinson, of Fort Wayne, a few days after the election. Isaid to 
him, ‘Isee that they are raising the question that Captain White has not 
been naturalized; that can not be possible; Iwas present when he was 
naturalized;’ and Colonel Robinson spoke up and said, ‘That is just 
what Jim White says about it.’’’ 

Here are these two persons, a hundred miles apart, who, without op- 
portunity to consult with each other, agree thus in their statements. 

Now, I want to put it to the majority of the committee, Do you 
believe that if Captain White were trying to show a naturalization 
which did not take place, he would, when confronted with the question, 
have referred toa high-toned, honorable gentleman like Mr. Jenkinson, 
and said that that gentleman was present at the time of the naturali- 
zation? Would he have selected a man a hundred miles away and said 
he was there, basing his whole case upon this statement without know- 
ing how that other man would testify? This fact alone does away with 
the idea that James B. White was stating anything but what he really 
and absolutely believed. If he had been undertaking to prove that he 
was naturalized when he knew that he was not, he would have selected 
two of his followers in the city of Fort Wayneand said that they were 
present as his witnesses. But instead of this he names a man who 
he has not seen for years, a man 100 miles away, and a man who, 
all agree, is an honorable, high-toned gentleman. 

Now, I wish to call attention to one very astounding fact; and I 
want gentlemen representing the majority of the committee, when they 
come to make their closing argument, to state the reason for what Iam 
about to bring to the attention of members. We find that in the re- 
port of the majority, where the inftrview between Mr. White, Mr. 
Bell, and Mr. Moynihan is referred to, the evidence of Mr. Bell and 
Mr. Moynihan is set out nearly in full; and the majority of the com- 
mittee, making a great show of fairness, then say, “It is but fair toset 
out the evidence of Mr. White,” attempting to leave the impression 
upon this House that the evidence of Mr. White and the evidence of 
Mr. Bell and Mr. Moynihan constitute the whole evidence of what 
transpired at that interview. Why, gentlemen of the majority of the 
committee, if you wanted to treat Mr. White fairly in this report, why 
did you not set out also the evidence of John W. White as to that in- 
terview, thus giving the evidence of the four witnesses to the transac- 
tion? But instead of that, you rely upon the evidence of two witnesses 
on your side and one upon ours. How does that record stand? Mr. 
Moynihan and Mr. Bell swear to one version of that interview; James 
B. White and his son, John W. White, swear to another and entirely 
different version. Captain White swears that he never gave any date 
as to when these papers were taken out. His son, John W. White, 
comes in and corroborates him. Therefore, as to what took place at 
that interview this record stands with Mr. Bell and Mr. Moynihanon 
one side, and Mr. James B. White and Mr. John W. White on the 
other. 

Now, then, ifit was the mere preponderance of evidence on that point 
your case would have to fall. . 

But let us look for a few moments as to how the witnesses stand be- 
fore this House; how the witnesses stand in this evidence. Who is 
Robert C. Bell, of Fort Wayne? A politician, as shown by this record, 
who has been the worker of the contestant in this case; who, as the 
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record shows, was in the convention that nominated him, and the chair- 

_ man of the committee on credentials, with power to throw ont delegates 
for one man and to seat delegates for another. 

He goes down on the 28th of October to Captain White with a false- 

hood in his mouth. Turn to the record, page 155. He had Captain 


White telegraphed for on the 27th. He leaves the heat and turmoil of 

a political campaign. He goes to Fort Wayne to answer the telegram. 

sent to him at the instance of Robert C. Bell, who was acting as the 

t of Robert Lowry; when Mr. Bell meets him, he says, ‘‘ Captain 

te, I have always been a friend of yours; they are going to spring 
something on you in the contest, and thatis you are not a naturalized 
citizen of the United States. I heard it but yesterday.” 

Turn to the record and you will find he admits that he told Captain 
White that fact. But when did he learn it? By his own evidence he 
had known it fourteen days before. But he tells Captain White, to 
mislead him and throw him off his guard, that he had merely learned 
it the day before. 

One step further. I ask the majority of this committee if they are 
here to defend the record of Robert C. Bell in this evidence. If it 
showsanything, it shows that on a certain Saturday John D. Sardinghau- 

- sen, a naturalized German, a member of the Indiana State senate, was 
met by Mr. Lowry, and told by him that he could put him out of the 
State senate sooner than he got in, because he was not a naturalized 
citizen. But, said Mr. Sardinghausen, ‘‘I am a naturalized citizen, 
and was naturalized before you, Judge Lowry.” 

Let us go one step farther in this investigation. John D. Sarding- 
hausen the next day, on Sunday, showed his naturalization papers to 
Robert C. Bell. On Monday Robert C. Bell went to the clerk’s office 
to investigate the fact, whether there was a record there or not, ani on 
the next day he brought back the record showing that he had been 
naturalized. That puts Judge Lowry, the contestant in this case, in 
the position of charging, as in this case, that the record in the case of 
J. D. Sardinghausen was a forgery. 

Then what have you got?- You have got the fact that Robert C. Bell 
went to the court-house in the city of Fort Wayne, as the attorney of 
John D. Sardinghansen, and forged a record of naturalization, or Mr. 
Lowry has testified falsely in this case. They ask you to believe, in 
the trial of this cause, a man who, as shown by Lowry’sown evidence, 
has tampered with and forged the records of Allen County; upon such 
evidence as that you are asked to say that James B. White has perjured 
himself! That is just where this case lies. You bring a man as wit- 
ness who, according to your evidence, tampered with the records— 
made records which never existed—and then ask us to turn this man 
out on such evidence as that. 

Still one step further. The majority of this committee seek to make 
some capital ont of the fact that James B. White took out his third pa- 
pers in Kosciusko County. Does not the evidence show that he had 
taken out his second papers in Allen County? Does not the evidence 
of Mr. Colerick and Mr. Parman show that they advised him, as law- 
yers, to go and take them out? ‘They testify, sir, the court was not in 
session in Allen County, and they told him it would do no harm, and 
aj might do him some good; and on their advice he went and took out 

papers. Is that to be used against him in weighing his right toa 
seat on this floor? À 

I want to call your attention to some other evidence—the evidence 
of William T. Pratt, a man who was sheriff of Allen County for four 
years, who has been justice of the and honored by his State on 
the board of supervisors and the board of trustees of the northern pen- 

` itentiary. Mr. Pratt swears that he was in court, that he saw Mr. 

Jenkinson and Mr. White in court holding up their hands and testify- 

ing, and that he thinks they were going through the operation of nat- 

uralization. è 

Now, I want to call the attention of my colleague on the committee 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHEWAITE]), as he is the only man in this discussion 
who has sought to politics into it in any way, to some of the testi- 
mony given here, and I am certain that my friend could never have 
read this evidence on the part of Mr. Pratt, or he would not have been 
willing to sit here in his place and deny his Democracy. I ask my 
friend to turn to page 207 of the record, at the bottom of the page, and 
read these words: 


142. Q. You have been asked and answered concerning your past political 
affiliations. Is it not a fact that for some years past, in consequence of the dis- 
fe ange you have unfortunately met with politically, been generally about 

n time considerably given to grumbling and enrolled usually in the ranks 
of those known as political kickers?—A. No, sir; I vote the Democratic ticket 
straight and take my whisky straight and don’t belong to kickers. 

Is he a Democrat after that? Can you doubt his Democracy on read- 
ing such testimony? [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not from your point of view. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I simply quote that for the benefit 
of my honored friend from Ohio, who seeks to cast a doubt upon Mr. 
Pratt’s testimony on political grounds. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me fora question? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will yield for a question. How 
as time do you want? 

. OUTHWAITE. Only for a moment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, All right. 


* 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask the gentleman if it is not true that Mr. 
Pratt testified that he was bitterly hostile to Mr. Lowry during the 
whole of that contest? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That may be true, I will answer the 
gentleman; but that is no reason for discrediting his testimony, for 
there are 2,500 or 3,000 of the .best Democrats in the world that were 
hostile to him at the same time, If you are going to brand this man 
as a liar and_a perjurer because he did not stand under the party lash 
of Mr. Lowry, why then you will necessarily discredit 3,000 of the best 
Democrats in Indiana. [Applause.] If they are perjurers simply 
because they did not bow the knee and bend their backs to the crack 
of Judge Lowry’s party whip, why of course in view of the fact that 
they did not bow the knee they come under the ban of your denunci- 
ation. 

Now, then, another point. I want to appeal to this House for fair 
play and fair dealing. Ialso appeal to the majority of this committee. 

ou quote here the evidence of a Mr. Spencer, who swears that he was 
at a party and had a conversation after the election with contestee. If 
you had been judges upon the bench during the trial of this case you 
would have stricken out that testimony upon the motion of James B. 
White. But what do youdo? You produce it here to impeach him, 
when he never had a chance to deny the conversation, for when he of- 
fered, after the evidence in the case was closed, to prove to the con- 
trary, you denied him the right. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if James B. White is not a citizen of the United 
States, to what country on earth does he belong? He has renounced 
his allegiance to Queen Victoria. You say he is not a citizen of this 
country; then it follows that he is a man without a country. If, after 
taking out his papers here, he had gone to Scotland, and when he got 
there the Queen had called him as her own, James B. White could have 
stood up in the face of the British Government and said, “I am an 
American citizen; here is my certificate of naturalization.” ‘‘Oh!’? 
but the gentleman from Mississippi and the gentleman from Virginia 
say, ‘‘ unless you can show the record of the court in which you were 
naturalized you are not entitled to the protection of the flag you fought 
to perpetuate.” ~ 

Then James B. White would open his coat and exhibit the scar upon 
his manly bosom and say, ‘‘ Gentlemen, here is my certificate; here are 
the wounds I received fighting for the perpetuity of arepublican form of 
governmentin the United States.” ‘*Oh!’’ butsay the majority of the 
committee again, ‘‘ that all goes for naught; that amounts to nothing; 
you must show the record.” But I ask you, sir, what would the Amer- 
ican Congress have said in the face of these facts? It would have de- 
clared war if necessary against Great Britain and demanded the release 
of this man as an American citizen. 

If we are to establish this rule, that every foreigner who lands upon 
our shores is compelled to stand over the county clerk and see that he 
makes a proper record of his naturalization, and does his duty before 
he can safely claim that he has been naturalized, I would not give much 
for the rights you confer npon him asan American citizen. Is the life 
of a man to go for naught on this kind of evidence and on such a ruling? 
Why, since 1854, for over thirty years, this man has been an honored 
citizen of the United States, an honored citizen of the State of Indiana. 
He has shown his devotion to his country by defending her flag and her 
Constitution upon many a well-fought field; cemented it with his blood, 
and is here now to ask you to give him the right of an American citi- 
zen, because he has performed every single act and deed that he has 
been called upon to perform. 

Mr. Speaker, I should hate to go back to my constituency and face 
any honest foreigner, and take him by the hand and say I have 
voted that he, as an adopted American citizen, must carry a copy of the 
court record with him to prove his citizenship; and if he loses the paper, 
and the clerk of the court failed to do his duty, that he must be de- 
prived of the right of American citizenship. I do not believe it is the 
law; I do not believe it isin accordance with right; I do not believe 
it is in accordance with the principles of common justice, and hence I 
shall vote to retain Mr. White in his seat. [Applause.] 

Mr. ROWELL. I reserve the remainder of my time. * 

Mr. CRISP. I yield forty minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. O’NEALL]. 

Mr. O’ of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I was taught when I was 
a boy to do what I believed to be my duty, and then not to apologize 
onaccountof havingsodone. I took more interest in the case which is 
now pending before the House for the reason probably that it comes from 
the State which I have the honor in part to represent on this floor. 

I heard the able arguments of counsel on both sides, and I may say 
that they were made by able and fair men. I read the briefs in the 
case and I looked through all this evidence and tried to eliminate all 
that part of the evidence which I regarded as unquestionably irrele- 
vant. I undertook to reconcile the relevant tesfimony in order to de- 
termine, if I could, where the truth lay. I did that with some degree 
of care and painstaking, and I came to the conclusion at which a 
majority of the committee arrived so far as the eligibility of James B. 
White to a seat on this floor is concerned; and for having arrived at 
that conelusion I have no apology to make. 

But why should we discuss matters not connected with this case? 
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Why should we bring into the record in this case things that belong 
not toit? ‘The fact that Mr. White was a soldier is paraded here with 
some pomp and circumstance. If we were called upon to vote a pen- 
sion to the contestec; if we were voting a resolution of thanks to the con- 
testce; if we were voting to give him a medal for gallant and meri- 
/ torious conduct on the field of battle, then such arguments as that 
might be brought into this case. But why should that be brought into 
this case when it has nothing to do with the question at issue at all? 

What isthe question at issue? The question in this ease is whether 
James B. White is and was prior to the 4th day of March, 1887, for a 
period of seven years a citizen of this country? That is the question 
and that is the sole question. If we were to sit upon the question as 
to whether Mr. White received enough votes to give him the privileges 
of this floor, we should look to the popular voice of the district from 
whence he came. But that is not the question. The question in this 
case is this, is the contestee eligible to sit in his place on this floor? 
And that is the sole question. 2 

I hope I have as much respect and as high a regard for the expression 
of public opinion as any man upon this floor, And when gentlemen 
who have never been engaged in the study of the law books of the coun- 
try rise in their places here and undertake to discuss questions of that 
kind I am not at all surprised that they are disposed to be influenced by 
the vor populi. But when gentlemen who have grown gray in the prac- 
tice of the legal profession; when lawyers who have sat upon the bench, 
lawyers who have drank at the fountains of Blackstone, of Kent, and 
of Story, judges who have adorned the bench and by their wisdom en- 
riched the literature of our jurisprndence—it does surprise me when 
such men come here and discuss the questions as to whether James B. 
White was a soldier in the Army, or whether he had 2,500 majority, 
and parade that fact as testimonial to his popularity. 

If thatis the argument, might it not be answered that the expression 
of the popular will is simply an evidence of the want of popularity in 
the other man. The voice of the people is sometimes wavering, often 
uncertain, and not unfrequently a fickle guide; but that voice should 
be heeded when expressed in a legitimate way. 

If the fact that Mr. White was a soldier is to be considered, why 
not inquire what manner of service he performed to the country. Did 
he enlist as a private, or did he take the place of a commissioned ofii- 
cer, & place which he could easily resign, and a place which he did 
resign. Why not inquire if he did not make himself so unpleasant to 
his superior officers as to demand that his resignation be given for the 
good of the service. Why not inquire if he did not thus make himself 
unpleasant and insubordinate in order to get® pretext to resign; all to 
the end that he obtain a sutler’s position in another quarter, where 
he could sell to the boys sardines, bologna, skimmed milk, jvatered 

- whisky, and Kentucky lug at a dollar a plug. Upon full inquiry all 
of these facts would be found to be true, and would be equally perti- 
nent, $ 

All such facts and arguments are the most arrant demagogy and 
the thinnest and cheapest kind of political clap-trap, and lugged into 
the case to distract the attention of the House from the real contro- 
versy. The conduct of contestee and bis friends in keeping such rub- 
bish prominent in the case reminds one of the mother bird that when 
incubating her eggs, or caring for her young brood, at the approach of 
an enemy or antagonist leaves her nest or her young ones, and starts 
off, making the most pitiful cries, until she has lured the supposed en- 
emy from her nest and her young offspring. Soin the matter before 
the House. 

Let us get down to this case as we find it. Let us strip it of all that 
verbiage and irrelevant matter which belongs not toit. When we have 
done that, when we have cleaned away the rubbish, when we have 
cleared away the mist thrown about it for the purpose of preventing us 
from seeing the points invyolved—when that is done let us examine 
those points, because those are the points upon which this House wants 
to be enlightened. 

What is the issue? A question of fact? Yes, a question of fact. 
What fact? Is contestee eligible to a seat on this floor? Tobe eligi- 
ble he must be a citizen for the full term of seven years before March 
4, 1887. He was born in a foreign land; this being admitted, the 
burthen is upon him to show his naturalization. Has he done that? 
If so, by what évidence?_ I maintain he has not proven that fact by 
any sort of evidence. His friends claim he has proven it by parol. 
If he has, is that testimony admissible and competent? These are the 
important inquiries. They ought to be determined from a legal stand- 
poar The law and the Constitution is our safety. The police-court 

wyer may pettifog his case and be excused. 

Such practice on the part of the matured, trained, and respectable 
lawyer would be intolerable. While those upon this floor may resort 
to such methods and be excusable, I trust that all who have respect for 
the law will not allow themselves to be swerved from the line of duty 
by such cheap talk. Such arguments shonld influence the votes of no 
one. The law, with its safeguards, has come down to us tested in the 
crucible of years. I think I have as high respect and as much consid- 
eration for public opinion as any other gentleman. While such is the 
ee he waut to say that I venerate the Constitution and the law. It is 
to the broad gis of that Constitution and those laws that we must 


look for our safety. That Constitution and those laws, like a flaming 
sword, is our protection by day and by night, the protection of the dear 
ones at home. 

Shall we be governed by considerations of law, or gooff at a tangent 
and lose sight of these safeguards? If we are to lose sight of these 
safi then why inqnire into the question of eligibility? Because 
it is the merest folly to have constitutional provisions prescribing 
qualifications if the fact that an individual has been a soldier or that 
he comes here indorsed by a popular majority is to control our con- 
duct in passing upon the question of eligibility. 

If the fact that contestee was a soldier, that he did good service or 
disgraced himself, is to and can cnt no figure in determining the ques- 
tion of eligibility, if the fact that contestee had 2,500 majority has 
nothing to do with the question of qualification, then we come to in- 
quire of the facts. 

Admitting that parol testimony under the circumstances in this case 
is admissible to prove the fact of naturalization, does that proof estab- 
lish the fact? If the pazol evidence in this case does not establish that 
fact, then all will admit that contestee can not retain his seat. What 
does the parol testimony prove? We are told that contestee has testi- 
fied, and that his testimony is indisputed, that he was naturalized. 
We are told that contestee standsjunimpeached. And we were asked, 
why were not witnesses produced to impeach him, to call in question 
his general reputation for truth? The failure to do this is paraded with 
some degree of pomp and circumstance. Sirs, there are other ways 
known to the law by which witnesses may be impeached. Impeach- 
ment by proving general bad character is one of the poorest ways of 
impeachment. 

A witness's testimony can be impeached by showing that at different 
times and places he made statements which are contradictory of those 
to which he testifies. When he testifies, you take the circumstances 
surrounding the case and the circumstance to which he testifies, and 
when you sift out the facts which from his testimony and the testimony 
of others appear to be clearly proven, then if the point for which he 
contends is found to be inconsistent with those facts which are clearly 
and indisputably proven, you have a right to reject that part of his 
testimony which you thus find to be untrue. Is that the law? 

I need not read to lawyers upon this floor or to gentlemen who haye 
sat upon the bench authorities to show that such is the law, but from 
some of the speeches made upon the other side of this Chamber, and 
some made even upon this, it would appear that there are members 
upon this floor who are not lawyers, and for their benefit I desire to read 
from a recent decision which shows that a man’s testimony must be 
consistent with the established facts in the transaction that he claims 
he is testifying about. This isa decision rendered by the United States 
Supreme Courton the 5thdayof December last. On the very day upon _ 
which this House was organized the Supreme Court promulgated this de- 
cision. The opinion was delivered by Mr. Justice Blatchford, the same 
man who delivered the opinion in the Coleman case, so frequently referred 
to in this argument. 1 hope that the decision from which I am about 
to read will lose none of its force with the House when I state that one 
of the parties to the case decided was James B. White. The title of 
the case is James B. White against George M. Barber. What James 
B. White it may be asked? I answer, the same James B. White, the ~ 
identical man who is the contestee upon this floor. He was the plaint- 
iff in the case in the court below, and that court decided against him. 
He was the appellant; he took the case to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and the court above affirmed the decision of the lower 
court. 

Now, what are the facts of this case, and what principle of law does 
the Supreme Court there lay down? Let us see. James B. White 
sued this man, Barber, for $15,000 upon the face of his complaint. He 
filed therewith a bill of particulars, and that bill of particulars set 
forth items which when summed up made eleven thousand and some 
odd dollars. The court referred to the testimony of White in the case. 
Here is what he testified to in the court below: 

James B. White, the plaintiff, testified that now and during the time in ques- 
tion he resided at Fort Wayne, Ind., engaged in the business of dealing in gen- 
eral merchandise; that in 1879 and prior thereto, one A. S. Maltman, of gene ia 
acted as his agentin purchasing and forwarding merchandise of various kinds; 
that about September, 1879, ** desiring to do some trading on the Board of Trade 
of Chicago, I got tman to recommend some , responsible broker on* 
the Board of Trade through whom I could do business; that Maltman rec- 
ommended the defendant, who then and during the time in question was a 
broker residing in Chicago and doing business on the Board of Trade; that 
thereupon I commenced trading on the Board of Trade, sendin, 
first to Maltman, who communicated them to the defendant; 
cember, 1879, I came to Chicago and made the acquaintance of the defendant, 
and thereafter did business directly with him; that I continued to do business 
with the defendant during the years 1879, 1890, 1881, and 1882, buying and sel 
on the board, through the defendant as a broker, corn, wheat, oats, pork, an 
other commodities, and that about April 19, 1882, I had a settlement with the 
defendant in which all previous dealings were adjusted; that up to this time 
the transactions which I had made through defendant on the board amounted 
to $105,000 in 1879, $1,718,000 in 1880, $640,000 in the year 1881, and $672,000 in 1882; 
that in November or December, 1879, and at other times prior to the settlement 
inA 1882, I had conversations with the defendant in which I told the defend- 
ant I was a merchant in Fort Wayne, Ind.,and did not want it known that 
I was engaged in speculating on the Board of Trade in Chicago, as it might affect 
my — and that the account-could be kept in the name of A. S. Maltman; 


that ered it a hazardous business, but was will to gamble 
that I could have a fair show; that I wanted my deais with responsible 


- | appears that 
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of the property, but meant simply to do a gambling business,” 

Now, the testimony goes on in that way. The opinion of the Su- 
preme Court upon this case was delivered by Mr. Justice Blatchford, 
who gave the celebrated opinion in the Coleman case, to which so much 
reference has been made here. Justice Blatchford, referring to the tes- 
timony of the appellant in that case, the contestee on this floor in the 
present case, says: í 

White testifies that such was his understanding, communicated to Barber be- 
fore Barber made the contracts of sale. Barber testifies that he has no rec- 
ollection of anything of the kind. The evidence as to what White did in con- 
nection with the transactions is inconsistent with White's version, and it clearly 
Barber had no such understanding, 

Now, why should we be required to bring witnesses to impeach a 
man here because of want of reputation among his neighbors? The 
shrewdest men who undertake to deceive when they go upon the stand 
you can never reach in that way. But sometimes even a shrewd man 
leaves his tracks, and when you undertake to go and find where he has 
been along the highways and byways you finda track here and a track 
there which fail not to impress themselves upon your mind. And then 
the tracks of other individuals that have gone with him are sometimes 
found pointing in the same direction; and when the man sets upa 
story inconsistent with the existence of those facts you determine at 
once that his testimony is not reliable. Let us take Mr. White’s tes- 
timony in this case and weigh it in that scale. Let us see where he 
stands. What are the facts in this case? 

Mr. NUTTING. Will the gentleman allow me ask him a question? 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Notatall. Iwouldtake great pleasure 
in answering any question, but I have not time to do so; and Ido not 
intend to be annoyed or diverted from the line of my argument by 
questions which i have not time to answer. 

I say, let us examine the testimony of James B. White. As I said 
awhile ago, we may be able to show that he made contradictory state- 
ments on other occasions. We may be able to show facts the existence 
of which is inconsistent with Mr. White’s claim inthis case. We have 
the right to take what we find and what is asserted but not found. Let 
us test the testimony of White in this case by that rule of reason and 
of law. 

What is Mr. White’s claim? He admits that he has no certificate; 
and that circumstance, so far as it goes, tends to sustain the claim that 
he never had one. Mr. White admits that there is no record, no trace 
of a record, no scratch of a pen, showing that he ever had any natural- 
ization papers. These are two very strong circumstances. But they 
are not the only ones to be considered. What are the other circum- 
stances? The next circumstance is this: On the 28th of October, 
1886, he was for the first time confronted with the question whether 
he was a naturalized citizen, and we have his statements made upon 
that occasion to the men who confronted him, Mr. Bell and Mr. Moy- 
nihan. 

To be sure, the record in this case shows that Mr. White himself 
undertook to contradict to some extent the testimony of those two 
witnesses. But it must be remembered that in this case heis the con- 
testee, as in the case to which I have just referred he was the plaintiff, 
having in each case some interestin the result. A few years ago, in all 
the States of this Union, such an interest would have made a man in- 
competent to testify before a court of justice. It is only within the 
last few years that the law has broken down the barrier and allowed a 
man to testify in hisown behalf. Mr. Belland Mr. Moynihan, in their 
testimony, state what Mr. White said—tbat he voted for Frémont, that 
he took out his papers to vote for Frémont. Mr. White himself does 
not deny that part of his conversation in any of the printed testimony 
in this case. He said, ‘‘I know I am all right;’’ he did not say, “Iam 
a naturalized citizen.’? The record does not show anything of that 
kind. He did say, ‘‘I am all right; I took out my second papers in 
1857 or 1858, and Isaac Jenkinson was with me.’’ Never, at no time, 
did he, until served with notice of contest, claim that he took them 
out in 1865. 

Now let us digress for a few minutes and examine the testimony of 
Mr. Jenkinson to see how it dovetails in and corresponds with other 
facts proven along the line of this testimony and about which there is 
no controversy. Mr. Jenkinson testifies that in 1851 he was admitted 
‘to the bar; that he was a practitioner from that time until 1863; that 
in 1863 he retired from practice—possibly the practice may have re- 
tired from him; but after that time there is no pretense here that he 
was a lawyer or attorney in any court of the State. During the time 
that J. D. G. Nelson was clerk of the circuit court of Allen County 
Mr. Chittenden was deputy clerk. Mr. Nelson’s term of office expired 
in 1862; Mr. Chittenden went out of that office in 1862, and in 1863 

Mr. Jenkinson retired from the practice of the law. Now, the evidence 
in this case doesshow that Mr. White took out his first papers in 1858. 
That is when he said to Bell and Moynihan that he had made the 
thing all right. It wasin 1858. At that time Jenkinson was about 
the court-house, At thattime Chittenden was about the court-house. 
Sir, day after day and week after week these men were about the court- 
house until they retired. It was natural to find these men there. 
What is the conclusion? The conclusion which I have reached is 
this: Mr. White wanted his first papers and he needed a little assist- 


parties, so that I could get my money when I made it; that I vera want any 


ance, which he secured in the person of Jenkinson, who at that time— 
but not in 1865—was an attorney and willing to render him that assist- 
ance. They went to Chittenden, and the evidence is that the first pa- 
pers are in the handwriting of Mr. Chittenden. 

In his conversation with Bell and Moynihan he made no claim of tak- 
ing out papers at any other time. In his own testimony he claims that 
in said conversation he referred to notime. Bell and Moynihan testify 
that he did, that he was all right, that he took out his papers—the 
papers that made him all right—in 1858. The statement here made is 
contradictory of his claim afterward made that he took out his papers 
in 1865, Itiseasy to reconcile Jenkinson’s testimony upon the theory 
that it was 1858 that he assisted White. 

At that time, 1858, Jenkinson was a practicinglawyer. In 1865 he 
was not; he had quit in 1863. Jenkinson’s testimony is very muddy, 
and this is not surprising after the lapse of nearly a quarter of a cen- 
tury. Jenkinson in his testimony-in-chief says he does not know 
whether he was at the court-house as a spectator, a witness, or a law- 
yer. Singular that the court should be in session in 1865, after Chit- 
tenden had been out of the court-house nearly three years; after Jenkin- 
son had been away about two years; and that these individuals should 
be there keeping the judge company and no other lawyer there, no court 
officer there except Pratt, and no other individual there except those 
taken there by White. In 1858, when the first papers were taken out, 
which could be effected in vacation, the parties named would much 
more likely have been there than in 1865, 

White's first effort to make himself eligible by reason of his service 
as a soldier is inconsistent with the fact of naturalization in 1865. His 
conversations with his lawyers, in consultation with them, and his fail- 
ure to claim naturalization in 1865, which failure to so claim, when 
Bell and Moynihan asked him, October 28, if it were not possible that 
he took out his second papers to enable him to obtain a passport, and 
his denial thereof, tend to contradict his after claim. Long after these 
conversations, in which nothing is said about a passport by him, in face 
of the fact that his attention was called thereto, he begins placing the 
procurement of his second papers upon the ground that he needed them 
to secure a passport. 

Accordingly, February 28, 1865, hesecures his second papers and a few 
days thereafter boards a train for New York, passes by the city of Wash- 
ington, gets to New York, is ready to sail for the haunts of his boyhood, 
and yet he procures no passport, which a thorough examination of the 
passport records develops. No certificate of second papers, no record of 
second papers, no pass What manner of man is this? Can any 
reasonable man persuade himself that all these things could take place 
and not a trace of evidence remain of record any whereof any of them ? 

White’s testimony and Jenkinson’s testimony can be reconciled on 

the theory that what they testify about is connected with the taking 
out of first papersin 1858, but not with the takingoutof second papers. 
Much has been said about the records of Allen County—that they are 
pigeon-tracked all over with forgery and fraud. No evidence can be 
found anywhere in the record to substantiate any such assertion, 
. The clerk of Allen County, whose testimony isin the record and from 
which we learn that he became clerk in 1878 and that his term expired 
in 1882, when he came into office found that all naturalizations were 
recorded on the order-book of the court as required by the laws of the 
State of Indiana, and who for that reason seems to have thought, if we 
are to believe his testimony, that unless placed on the order-book that 
all naturalizations were illegal and of no avail, and so testifies. He 
forgets that in the naturalization of foreigners the courts of Indiana 
derive jurisdiction from the Federal law and not from the State law, 
and that such records need not go on the order-book prescribed by the 
laws of Indiana for the recording of all court proceedings. 

An examination of his evidence, if the cross-examination is left out, 
would lead one to believe that from January 16, 1860, to August 20, 
1870, when a reform was instituted, no record whatever was made of 
naturalization cases. And he gives one hundred and seventy-eight 
cases about which he swears there is no record. But on cross-exami- 
nation he tells us, and so the record shows, that every one of these one 
hundred and seventy-eight cases is recorded at full length on the rec- 
ord of final oaths. ~ ni 

One case, to be sure, jumped on in 1865, which is coram non judice, 
and had it not been it would have been placed there in 1854. That is 
the case of Gotlieb Laemle, whose case shows that he took out his first 
papers November 19, 1853, and his second December 9, 1854, a lapse 
of only one year and twenty days intervening. But who put that case 
on record in 1865? J. D. G. Nelson, an ex-clerk, whose term expired 
in 1862. From 1862 to 1870 William Fleming was the clerk. This 
covered the period—1865—when contestee claims he got his second pa- 

TS. 

During this period, from 1862 to 1870, not a fault can be pointed out 
in the records of Allen County. ‘To be sure gentlemen refer to forged 
decrees of divorce. But what are the facts about these divorce decrees ? 
Nothing is more common. Simply this, and nothing more; they ap- 
pear properly entered on the order-book, where all such decrees, by pro- 
vision of statute, which is mandatory, require that they should go. 
But no minute of the cases appears on the issue docket, sometimes called 
the judge’s. > 
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There is not a county in the State where just such omissions do not 
occur. Because while the statute provides that an issue docket should 
be kept, still it is directory. And the judge, instead of making a min- 
ute on the issue docket, from which minute the clerk writes up, elabo- 
rates, and enters upon the order-book the proper decree, often says to 
counsel interested, *‘ Prepare the order and give it tothe clerk.” This 
thelawyerdoes. The decree or order goes on the order-book. And yet 
gentlemen say these decrees of divorce are forged, and in this way the 
endeavor is made to bring these records of Allen County into disrepute. 

Tf, as is insisted upon this floor, the uniform custom is to issue the 
papers of naturalization in duplicate, leave one of record and give the 
otber to the person naturalized, that the judge need not sign them, is 
the naturalization of individuals in Allen.County in the usual form 
except the one, isolated case of James B. White? Even the case of John 
D. Sardinghausen par excellence a good record. His naturalization 
appears on the order-book in 1868, but the order is not signed by the 
judge, and for this reason, although Sardinghausen had been given a cer- 
tificate, he, Sardinghausen, went again in 1885, and took out papers 
again. 

Can parol testimony be introduced to prove naturalization? My idea 
of a record is that it speaks for itself and can not be proven by parol until 
lost or destroyed. An exemplified copy, though notthe best evidence, 
is admissible to prove the record. But when this copy is lost, the best 
evidence of its contents is the original; and you can not prove its con- 
tents by parol, because that is not the best evidence, but you must 
prove its contents by the original or by another Spy. If the original 
is destroyed, you may prove by parol its contents; but you must first 
show that it once existed and has been destroyed. 

Gentlemen, however, tell us that the certificate given is an original 
record of itself, and for that reason you may prove its contents by 
parol when once destroyed. They cite no Jaw and give no reason to 
show that it is original evidence, but say because of universal cus- 
tom these naturalization papers issue in duplicates, and because of 
that custom each is original. It is admitted, however, that a dupli- 
cate exists, that the custom does not extend further than to authorize 
their issuance in duplicate. Then, if one is lost, the best evidence 
thereof would be the other; but ifthe other never existed, then there 
were no duplicates. It takes two to make duplicates. And in that 
case your right to resort to parol is gone. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, like the gentleman from Indiana who 
has last spoken, I too in my early days was taught todo right without 
fear or fayor, and instead of making an apology for so doing, I was 
taught to do right fearlessly and regardless of consequences. I pro- 
pose to do that now according to the best of my lights in this case. 

I know, sir, that it is regarded very often as somewhat ungracious to 
cross the purpose or the judgment of a committee who have carefully 
considered a subject referred to them and reported their conclusions to 
the House: and I doit here with all the more reluctance because the 
contestant is a personal, political, and professional friend of mine, and, 
in addition to that, he and I were born in the same distant land; 
while on the other hand the sitting member is a perfect stranger to 
me, and in all probability, in the ages gone by, his people and mine 
were continually at war. [Laughter and applause. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, this question is to be decided not on the grounds 
of personal friendship or party ties, nor on any other consideration than 
the honor and the dignity of this House and the law that should fit the 
casein hand. I have the highest possible respect for the honor, the in- 
tegrity, and the intelligence of the committee and belief in their endeavor 
to reach a just conclusion. But I am constrained to believe that in 
their consideration of this case the law applicable to it has been mis- 
understood. The committee seem to have confounded the judgment 
itself with the record of the judgment, and have confounded the cer- 
tificate which indicated that a judicial act had been done with the 
judicial act itself. 

The law of Congress passed in 1802, to be found in Title XXX, Revised 
Statutes, section 2165, in its third paragraph prescribes the terms on 
shar an alien shall be naturalized finally as a citizen of the United 

tates: 

3. It shall be made i i i 
alien that he has resided within the Unites Seaton oligo nae yi ry and inia 
the State or Territory where such court is at the time held one year at least; and 
tached to the principles of the Constitution of the United Slaten, and well Gis 
posed to the good FS and happiness of Tanana. = p, thank oe 

That is all the statute requires the postulant for citizenship to make 
to appear to the satisfaction of the court; and when he has done that 
and satisfies the court, he has done all that the law requires and all 
that he can possibly do to become a citizen. 

The law further requires that when the court is satisfied (not the 
clerk, but the presiding judge) that the man is a fit and proper person 
to become a citizen of the United States, the judge shall administer the 
oath in the prescribed form. What is theeffect? Judge Washington, 
in the case of Campbell vs. Gordon, 6 Cranch, 171, says: 


The oath, when taken, confers upon him the rights of a citizen, and amounts 
to a judgment of the court for his admission to these rights. à 


-The man—the applicant for citizenship—performs his duty, all-the 
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law requires—all he can do—and when the court is satisfied, the man 
becomes a citizen of the United States, whether anybody else does his, 
duty or fails to do his duty. The clerk of the court may or may not 
record the fact. The duty of the clerk is a ministerial duty, not a judi- 
cial act. He may or he may not grant the certificate of the fact; but 
that does not alter the fact. It exists in spite of his negligence or his 
contumacy. ‘The certificate or the record is merely evidence which is 
to be used here and there of the fact when called in question. 

Suppose, as in my own State, in the old dark days when Know- 
nothingism was a dominant craze, an alien, having the requisite qual- 
ifications, went before a just magistrate who sat in the serene atmos- 
phere of the law and made his application for citizenship, and a dec- 
laration was made by the judge that the alien should become a citizen 
of the United States; but the clerk of the court, crazed with the prev- 
alent Knownothing mania, declined to record the judgment and de- 
clined to grant the certificate. I ask, would the man not still bea 
citizen of the United States by a judgment of the court? [Applause.] 
The majority of the committee say not, and I challenge their conclu- 
sions, and say it is not the law now nor has it ever been the law in 
this country. [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, in 1871 the homes of eighty thousand citizens and all 
the records of the courts in the great city of Chicago were burnt ina 
dreadful night. Did the fact that they were destroyed and the certifi- 
cates showing their citizenship burnt in their homes deprive these men 
of their citizenship? Does it make any difference whether the record 
was destroyed or that it never existed? The judgment of the court can 
be proved in another way. It is indeed the law that you must prove 
a judicial act or fact by the highest attainable evidence; butif the high- 
est attainable evidence be lost, or if it never existed, the next avail- 
able evidence can be used and in any court in the country to sustain 
any proposition which may be made or which may be necessary in the 
absence of the record. 

Another example: Suppose in the city of Washington, or elsewhere, 
a manor woman who has a perfect legal right to have the bonds of mat- 
rimony dissolved, comes before a court of competent jurisdiction, and by 
its judgment and decree the divorce is granted, but by some mischance 
there is no record of that judgment, or it has been destroyed and no cer- 
tificate issues, and the man or woman marries again. Does that state 
of facts constitute him or her a bigamist, and subject him or her to the 
penalties of the law? If you take the reasoning of the majority it leads 
straight to that. > 

-I say that parol evidence is perfectly competent to prove a judgment 
in the absence or loss of a record, and if not competent a statute should 
be passed for the protection of every honest man in the community 
who does all he can, and for the protection of a court who do all they 
can. There are careless clerks, and there will be careless clerks in this 
country to the end of time. Records in some instances do not exist 
and in others may be destroyed. But the judicial act stands, and 
stands forever. If the record evidence of it does not exist, the best 
available evidence is competent to prove it. 

Now, sir, the effect of carrying into a decision of this House the con- 
clusions of the majority of the committee would be that if James B. 
White, according to the law of the land, were a citizen of the United 
States to-day, provided there was a record, and is not a citizen if there 
is not a record, all he has done is vain; that deprives him of citizen- 
ship. Yoa can not deprive him of his citizenship in that way, if he 
ever had it. - 

This being the law the only thing that remains in this case for the 
House to consider, not as a judicial question but as a question of fact, 
is whether Mr. White, the sitting member, has told the truth. Iam 
loath to believe that a gentleman with his honorable record in this 
country is here under false pretenses; that having declared his inten- 
tion to become a citizen in 1858—a matter of record—he did not per- 
fect his naturalization as he sayshe did He has sworn to his naturali- 
zation, andif there were any doubt of it in my mind I would give him 
and his constituents the benefit of that doubt. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. COLLINS. I should like a few moments more. 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield the gentleman from Massachusetts five min- 
utes more, 

Mr. COLLINS. The statement of Mr. White is re-enforced sub- 
stantially by the testimony of the two witnesses whose names are men- 
tioned in the report. If these witnesses had testified with too much 
particularity; if they were altogether too exact in their recitals of time, 
place, and circumstances, I should begin to distrust their veracity. 
But they testify so naturally as to this transaction, in which they were 
not immediately concerned, that I am bound to believe them honest 
witnesses and satisfactory in corroboration of the testimony of the sit- 
ting member. It will not do to say that gentiemen on the other side of 
the House have disgraced the records of previous Congresses by doin, 
injustice in election cases. The Democratic party can afford to set ba 
men a good example. [Laughter and applause.] We have set them 
more than one good example here and elsewhere, and if they have not 
conscience enough to do right, the conscience of the Democratic party 
will set them right. 
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Now, we make a record to-day which will not be lost or destroyed by 
time, it will stand forever; whether it be a record of wisdom or of 
folly; whether it be a record of justice or of wrong—it stands for or 
against us. I do not believe that we set a decent or an honorable prec- 
edent in refusing the sitting member his seat. The law is plain to 
those who read it intelligently and who apply it to the facts in the case 
and the circumstances ing it without prejudice and without 
favor; and I, for one, believe that if the report of the committee should 
be adopted it would be an error; if the report of the minority be 
adopted it will be a sound precedent for future Congresses to follow. 
[Applause. ] A 

Mr. LONG. Before the gentleman resumes his seat, will he allow 
me a question? 

Mr. COLLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. You have read the testimony. Thereis evidence which 
goes to show that Mr. White was naturalized. Is there the slightest 
evidence that goes to show he was not naturalized except the lack of 
a record? 

Mr. COLLINS. I thank the Lord I did not read the testimony. 
[Laughter.] But I have read the reports of both the majority and 
minority of the committee upon the testimony. There is not of course 
the slightest evidence in the world that he was not naturalized; that 
would be an impossible negative to prove. But all the positive evi- 
dence in the case goes to show he was naturalized. He may haveacted 
yery foolishly and talked with little discretion throughout the contest, 
and I think he did, but it must be remembered that they do not always 
elect a Solomon from the Twelfth district of Indiana. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, it is with some reluctance, respecting 
_ them as I do, that I rise to speak against the majority report of this 
committee. Iam asked by the majority of the committee to annul 
the willof the majority of the people of this district in Indiana by ûn- 
seating the sitting member, who received 2,500 plurality of its votes. 
T am asked, as I consider the case, to imperil and cast a shadow over 
the rights of hundreds of thousands of the naturalized citizens of the 
United States by my vote in this case. 

It is therefore, Mr. Speaker, a vote to me of the very highest and 
gravest importance, and one which demands the exercise of my best 
reason and careful considération and in which Iam to be swayed alone 
by my conscience-and my sense of honor as a man and a Representa- 
tive. 

If I had any doubt as to the legal status of this case, it was removed 
on Saturday last when the keen, analytical mind of my friend, the 

istingui jurist of Minnesota [Mr. WILSON], expounded what to 
me seemed a correct view. of the law in this case. Coming to this 
House from the most elevated judicial position of that State, breath- 
ing its impartial atmosphere, with a mind unbiased by prejudice and 
unswayed by unease and giving to this case the consideration 
which he was accustomed to give to cases while on the supreme bench of 
his State, his judgment of the law of the case has with me great weight. 
It is no fault of mine, or of his, that in that fierce crucible of conscience 
and judgment the case of the majority of the committee is turned to 
dross and ashes. The case in 6 United States Reports, and 
the decision of Justice Blatchford need not be gone over again. Who 


have the positive, sworn testimony of Captain White and his witnesses, 
and his credibility has not been attacked nor his statements denied 
exeept by insinuation and innuendo. If his character for veracity is 
bad, it should be shown positively and affirmatively on the record of 
this case. It has been attempted here to-day to show that he was 
mixed up with the Chicago trade speculators. The fact that he was 
taken in by that incorporation of swindlers is to me very good evidence 
of his excellent character. [Laughter.] 
We have been told that in the past the party on the other side of 
this House has set us a very bad example. Iam willing to admit it. 
I thank Heaven that my conscience is not in the keeping of the other 
side of this Chamber; I will take care of that myself. But itis no ar- 
gument to say that we are bound to follow a line of prejudiced and 
isan decisions. When the question is narrowed down, as it is in 
this case, to a matter of conscience and reason, I for one wish to state 
that there is no power in this land, whether it be of party or of press, 
that can swerve me for one instant from doing my duty as I conceive 
it. [Applause on the Republican side.] I believe what the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CockrAN] so eloquently asserted on Saturday, 
that the highest partisan advantage that can be reaped will be gained 
by the Democrats of this House doing justice according to the evidence 
and the law. I believe that we will avert the danger of any possible 
partisan disadvantage by an honorable, open, frank course of conduct in 
this case, even to our seeming injury for the present, and that at the 
polls the honest yeomanry of this land, and more especially the hun- 


dreds and thousands of our naturalized citizens, will appreciate the 
votes of the Demoeratic party which are cast to give sanctity to the 
naturalization papers of James B. White. s 

_ Mr. Speaker, one word more and I close.. Living just across the 
river from the great.metropolis of New York, I remember very well 
when a small partisan United States marshal, seeking to wrest a party 
advantage, put into a cage in the New York post-oflice, like so many 
wild animals, hundreds of naturalized citizens, simply because they were 
voting the Democratic ticket, and I remember how the heart of that 
great metropolitan community went out to that distinguished jurist, 
Judge Blatchford, now on the United States bench, when by his de- 
cision this petty act, instigated by the rat intellect of the Federal 
satrap, was done away with, and those citizens whose cases were no 
stronger than that of Capt. James B. White were liberated and allowed 
to exercise their right of suffrage in voting the Democratic ticket. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from ` 
Tennessee [Mr. Houk]. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, while this debate has been very interest- 
ing and able, I must think that a very large part of the discussion has 
been wholly irrelevant. We have heard decisions cited from West 
Virginia, from other States, and from the Federal courts, and those 
decisions appear to be relied on as governing this case, as though this 
was some sort of inferior tribunal trying a case under the common law 
and bound by, the precedents of the courts and the rigid rules of testi- 
mony. Mr. Speakers the power we are acting under—the only power 
under which we canact in a contested-election case—grows out of one 
of the fandamental principles of the Constitution. 

Section 5 of Article I declares that ‘‘ each House shall be the judge 
of the elections, returns and qualifications ofitsown members.” In that 
provision of the Constitution is found the entire power which we are to 
exercise here, and I care not what any court may have decided, I care 
not what any inferior or superior tribunal may have decided, the entire 
and supreme power over this question is vested in us by the Constitu- 
tion, and we can accept what we please as testimony. This House is 
bound by no technieal rules of the common law, nor by judicial con- 
struction. Why, sir, if any one should have made a pilgrimage to Wash- 
ington for the purpose of seeing the American*Congress, and should 


‘have come into our gallery and looked down upon us during the time 


we have been debating this case, and heard gentlemen discussing crit- 
ical points of the law of evidence, he would naturally suppose that he 
had made a mistake, and that, instead of being in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the great American Congress, he had wandered into some 
inferior court, where the judge was required to upon some ordi- 
nary question of evidence. I hold, Mr. Speaker, that under the pro- 
vision of the Constitution we are not required to ask or to consider what 
any court has decided. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if Congressitself were toattempt to pass alaw gov- 
erning the proceedings of this body in a contested-election case, it would 
be absolutely nuli and void, and how much less the decision of a court 
over in Virginia. The Constitution provides that we, this House of 
Representatives, shall be the exclusive judge of the elections, returns and 
qualifications ofour members. Whatever testi satisfies us, whether 
it comes under the rigid rules of evidence or not, whether it is handed 
down by some distinguished jurist, or whether we adopt some other 
mode of ining the facts here—whatever evidence satisfies the 
consciences of the members of this House is legal testimony under that 
provision of the Constitution. 

If I bhad the time this proposition could be elaborated, illustrated, and 
Seen ae many forms, and to the satisfaction of every legal mind 
at least. 

Were we so disposed, Mr. Speaker, we might decide this case on a 
telephonic message. Why? Because it is to be decided according to 
the conscience, the judgment, and the conviction of members of this 
House; we, the Representatives of the people, are the exclusive judges 
in this matter. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have not made these remarks in order to avoid 
anything that has been said in favor of these legal technicalities. Ap- 
ply the most rigid principles of the rules of evidence, and still Captain 
White is entitled to his seat, unless he is a perjured man, and that I 
do not believe, nor does any one else believe it. : 

Now, taking the view that I have stated of the Constitution—that 
no law book, no report, no outside authority of any character is en- 
titled to influence our judgment here unless we see cause to yield and 
listen to it—taking this view, or any view in which it has been pre- 
sented, let us see whether Captain White has been naturalized or not. 
Upon his examination this question is put to him: ‘You may state 
whether or not you at any subsequent time procured a final certificate 
of admission to citizenship.” His answer to that question is, “‘ Yes, 
sir; I did; and he proceeds to give detailed circumstances of time and 
place, as follows: 

In the year 1865, in the latter part of February, about the 28th of that month, 
I had determined to make a trip to Europe, and had talked with some of my 
friends in relation to it, amongst them Mr. John Brown, whoadvised me before 
doing so to take out my second papers in order to get > panpork I went with 


. John Brown, accompanied with Mr. Alexander Mu , for ee a aaa 
I told them to go to the court-house, and I would get the Hon, Isaac Jenkinson 
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. He asked me who my witnesses were. I said they were here. . Jol 
| secant and Mr, Jenkinson were then sworn as my witnesses. I then took the 


i rt by Jud, rden, the then presid f the court of 
adrad pe oepa Edas aA fact in potterit s preset maay fact that I 
was going to Europe. 

I therefore insist that if we believe Captain White has told the 
truth—and we may follow if we please the ordinary rules of law, but 

«there is no obligation upon the House to observe any of these technical 
oe of legal practice—when we are satisfied that Captain White 

told the truth, whether we reach that decision according to the 
principles laid down in Greenleaf and by regular judicial decisions, or 
whether we reach the conclusion in any other way, if we believe 
Captain White, we are bound to believe he was a naturalized citizen 
at the time he states, and is eligible to a seat here, and we are bound 
to vote to give him that seat. 

There is an attempt made to show that Mr. Jenkinson, one of the wit- 
nesses who, Captain White says, was present at the time of his natural- 
ization, does not corroborate Captain White as to that fact occurring in 
1865. Yet Mr. Jenkinson does recall one all-important and forcible 
circumstance that occurred that day. When the naturalization was 
taking place it was remarked, as Mr. Jenkinson swears, that it seemed 
strange that a Federal soldier who had fought during the war should, after 
the close of that struggle, be obliged to go into court and renounce hisal- 
legiance to Queen Victoria. The following questions and answers oc- 
curring in Mr. Jenkinson’s testimony overwhelmingly corroborate Cap- 
tain White. Responding to a question he says: 

From the time he was first naturalized the matter had passed out of my mind 
for years until the Friday or Saturday evening before the last November elec- 
tion. Inoticed the fact t it was questioned in the Fort Wayne Gazette, which 
Iwas Pra in my office that evening. ing that statement revived inmy 
mind instantly that I had been present at the time he was naturalized. 

Q. 4. To whom, if any one, did you communicate your knowledge of said nat- 
uralization? State when and precisely what was said on the subject as near as 
you can recollect. 

A. The first person I spoke to on the subject was Colonel Robertson; that 


was on the Thursday. after the last November election. I was on my way to 


Bloomington that day and met Colonel Robertson at Greencastle Junction; in 
the conversation I had with him there I referred to the statement that Captain 
White had not been naturalized, and said, “ It must be a mistake, use I felt 
sure I was present when he was naturalized.” Robertson immediately replied, 
“ That is just what Jim White says.” 

Q. 5. On your cross-examination, in your answer to question 41, you speak 
of some incident in these words: “t re is one incident connected with the 
occasion which satisfies me that the purpose was not a mere declaration of in- 
tention.” Please state what that incident was. 

A, It was a remark as to the strangeness of a Union soldier ha to re- 
oe hisallegiance to Queen Victoria and swearing allegiance to the United 


Now, I believe this testimony, and if the House believes it, then it 
should vote unanimously to give him a clear title to his seat, in defiance 
of that little court over in West Virginia. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOUK. I hope I may be allowed a minute or a minute anda 
half more. ` 

Mr. ROWELL. Allright. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, the positionI take on this case is no new 
position with me. Ever since I have been a member of this House I 
have in every contested-election case stood on this clause of the Con- 
stitution which I have quoted, and voted according to my judgment 
and conscience. When it was attempted, and gentlemen on the other 
side will remember the case, to repel Mr. Cook, of Iowa, from this 
House under a cold-blooded statutory provision of that State, when 
that effort was led by the distinguished Mr. Ranney, of Massachusetts, 
then a member of this body, for the purpose of keeping Mr. Cutts in 
and keeping Mr, Cook ont, I took then the same position that I take 
to-day, holding that no statutes of Iowa or any other State and no 
technical law of any description should prevent me from standing on 
this clause of the Constitution; and I, with sixteen other Southern Re- 
publicans, joined with the Democrats on that occasion and seated Mr. 
Cook in opposition to the vote of the Republican majority in this House 
in the Forty-seventh Congress. Ivote upon the same principle to-day, 
and I appeal to my friends on the other side to imitate my good exam- 
ple and the good example of the Southern Republicans set on that oc- 
casion and pursue a similar course in the present case by voting to do 
equal and exact justice to a Republican according to the law and the 
Lory and in obedience to the Tandamental provisions of the Con- 

on. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRISP. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Oates]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, at the last Congressional election in the 
Twelfth district of Indiana Mr. Lowry was the Democratic candidate 
and Captain White was the Republican candidate, and was elected over 
Lowry. The latter contested White’s election. The majority, including 
every Democratic member, of the Committee on Elections have madea 
report against White’s eligibility. He isa native of Scotland, and began 
his residence in Indiana many years ago. He legally declared his inten- 
Pon e bo maiaalis OR DOOR a citizen of the United States in 


The majority of the committee report that he never did complete 
that intention and never was naturalized until a few days prior to his 
election; and that under the Constitution of the United States he, not 
having been a citizen for seven years, was ineligible to the office of 
Representative in Congress. The minority of the committee, composed 
entirely of Republicans, report that he was naturalized in 1865 and re- 
ceived a certificate thereof, which has since been lost or destroyed; 
that, although no judgment can be found upon the records of the court, 
nevertheless his naturalization can legally be and has been proven by 
parol evidence. s 

This statement sets forth the legal phase of the controversy in this 
case, to which alone I shall speak. I do not care whether the deter- 
mination of this case will have any effect upon the voters of foreign 
birth in favor of the one party or the other. It is our duty to put on 
our manhood, leave demagogy and policy in the rear, and assert here 
what the law, the Constitution, and our oaths of office require of us. 

Mr. Speaker, the limited time which I have had for the investigation 
of this case has been devoted to its legal aspects. I congratulate the 
minority of the Committee on Elections upon their well-conducted bat- 
tle on this floor. I confess that there is some demoralization on this 
side of the Chamber, produced by the well-directed fire of gentlemen on 
the other side in favor of the contestee. I felt this on Saturday, be- 
cause I had not then had time to investigate this case asI desired. But 
I have since considered the question in its legal aspect—which is the 
important one—and not with any partisan bias whatever, because I be- 
lieve that partisan considerations should haye no place in determining 
a question of this kind. 

This case is important, sir, as a precedent. It must be conceded 
that the sitting member was overwhelmingly elected; and the only 
question is as to his eligibility under the Constitution toa seat on this 
floor. If he is eligible, no one’would vote more unhesitatingly in favor 
of his retention of the seat than I would, without regard to his polit- 
ical opinions.- 

But, sir, upon such investigation as I have had the opportunity to 
make, I totally dissent from the views which some gentlemen have so 
freely expressed on this floor, and which have been greeted by the ap- 
plause of gentlemen in sympathy with them—gentlemen whose judg- 
ments were, perhaps, warped by that sympathy, and who, not having 
thoroughly examined the real question at issue, were infiuenced by a 
very natural inclination in favor of a member who is acknowledged 
to have been elected by a large majority. 

Now, the first fact in this case which is misleading is that under the 
constitution and laws of the State of Indiana, as in my own State, an 
alien who has legally declared his intention to become a citizen can vote 
and hold office. This circumstance presents an anomaly when you come 
to test the qualification of a person for a seat as a member of Congress, 
for under the law and constitution of my own State—and I presume 
it is so in the State of Indiana—a man may be eligible in one sense, as 
a member of Congress, and yet not inanother. By section 2, of Article 
I, of the Constitution, it is provided: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States,and the electors in each State 


shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature. f 


But the Constitution farther provides: 


No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age of 
twenty-five years, and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who 
Cae when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 

An alien may, by declaring his intention to become a citizen, under 
the constitution of many of the States, my own included, be a voter 
and eligible as a member to the most numerous branch of the Legis- 
lature, and yet not eligible to the office of Representative in Congress. 
I regard such a provision in a State constitution as unfortunate and 
mischievous. No doubt the sitting-member’s constituents, not aware 
of the requirements of the Constitution of the United States, believed 
Captain White to be eligible when they voted for him. 

The question of fact which presents any difficulty is as to the sufi- 
ciency of the evidence, if competent to show that the sitting member 
completed his naturalization more than seven years before his election. 
Admitting, for thesake of the argument, its sufficiency, the question 
arises, is it presented here in legal.and admissible form? 

Just at this point there is a wide divergence of opinion among mem- 
bers. I, sir, agree with the majority of the committee. If Captain 
White, the sitting member, has failed to show by legal evidence that 
he was naturalized by a court of competent jurisdiction at least seven 
years before his election. he is not entitled to a seat in this House, I 
care not by what majority he was elected. Let us examine the ques- 
tion. 

It is, I believe, conceded by all that naturalization requires judicial 
action—a proceeding, proof, the oath, the order of court, and the judg- 
ment, What, then, isajudgment? A judgment is— 

The final determination of the rights of the parties in the action. (New York 
Code of Procedure.) 

Judgment: 


The decision or sentence of a court on the main question in a proceeding, or 
on one of the questions, if there are several. (Rapalje and Lawrence’s Law Dic- 


tionary.) 
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Judgment: 


The authenticated decision of the court, obtained in a suit, upon the relative 
claims of the parties therein submitted; the sentence of the law pronounced by 
the court upon the matters presented by the record of proonedings in a suit, 
(Abbott's Law Dictionary.) 


Whenever the proofs are submitted, the oath taken, and the judicial 
mind passes upon it, and thus gives voice to the law declaring in favor 
of the applicant’s right to become a citizen of the United States, this 
is the judgment. It is perfect up to this point, but stopping here it 
can neither be proven nor enforced. It must be enrolled or recorded, 
or some record made thereof. 

Judgments do not and can not restin parol. Where thejudicial mind 
has passed upon a question within its jurisdiction and an imperfect 
record has been made thereof, it may be amended subsequently nune 
protunc; orif a judgment be perfectly enrolled or entered of record 
and the record is destroyed, it may be re-established in the court where 
rendered, and in some cases, where it comes in collaterally, it may be 

roved by parol. Butin no case can it be thus proven where the bene- 
ciary founds a right upon it or where the right he claims depends 
upon its existence. 

The judgment itself, or a certified copy thereof, is the highest, best, 
and only competent evidence to prove its existence and contents. The 
judgment of the court admitting the contestee to citizenship is one 
thing, the proof of it is quite another. The-friends of the contestee 
confound the two, which produces all the fog and misunderstanding in 
this case. I say it is not a judgment complete until a record is made 
of it; and the friends of contestee do not claim that any record ever 
was made of the proceedings of the court by which he claims to have 
been naturalized, except a certificate which he says that he had, but 
can not produce it, 

Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COLLINS] and others 
rely on the case in 6 Cranch, which is about the strongest on their 
side of the question; therefore I will invite the attention of the House 
to Sy te an examination of it fails to bear out their assertions. The 
certificate in that case is as follows: 


At a district court held at Suffolk, October the Mth, 1795, William Currie, late 
of Scotland, merchant, who hath migrated into this Commonwealth, this day 
in open court, in order to entitle himself to the rights and privileges of a citizen, 

e oath that for two years last past he hath resided in and under the juris- 
diction of the United States, and for one year within this Somon WOREN; and 
also that he will support the Constitution of the United States, and absolutely 
and entirely renounce and abjure all allegiance and fidelity to any foreign 
prince, or other state whatsoever, particularly to the King of Great Britain, 


A copy. 
Teste: JOHN C. LITTLEPAGE. 
The original memorandum made upon the minutes of the court was 


as follows: 


Ata district court held at Suffolk, October the 14th, 1795, William Currie, na- 
tive of Scotland, migrated into the Commonwealth, took the oath, ete, 


Now, sir, while that was defective in not containing all the recitals 
which the law required, yet it contained enough, with that which was 
stated and entered upon the record, that when it came to be dealt with 
collaterally the court held it to be sufficient. 

The daughter of Currie after his death brought a suit for the land of 
which he died seized, and the plea was that she was an alien and could 
not recover it. She replied that she was the daughter of an alien who 
had been naturalized. After this proof was brought in there was no 
response from any one—no contradictory evidence offered—and the court 
held that this, while a defective record, was sufficient. Under the law 
which permits certain defective records to be explained by parol, that 
evidence was competent and sufliciént, no contrary testimony appear- 
ing. Now, sir, that decision does not sustain gentlemen in this case at 
all 


What is the case here? It is not that a record was made. It is not 
that there is a certificate and defective record, but of no record at all. 

I do not profess to be familiar with the evidence in the record of this 
case; but whether the sitting member has produced here evidence suffi- 
cient to haye entitled him to a record of naturalization and certificate 
in the court where he says he obtained it, is unimportant, because wholly 
inadmissible in the form it is here presented. 

Mr. Speaker, if there ever was a certificate, and I may concede for 
the purpose of my argument that there was, the sitting member has 
not done that which it was his duty to do to entitle him to the benefit 
of it and the judgment, which he does not even allege was ever entered 
of record. I dissent from the proposition that a man in whose favor 
a judgment of a competent court has been rendered and never entered 
can go on in a case like this, take the oath, and become entitled to all 
the privileges and rights of a citizen without doing something more. 

Why, sir, the judgment in such a case confers no higher rightor priv- 
ilege, that makes a different case from judgments rendered in other 
proceedings, than those, for instance, where a citizen sues and obtains 
a judgment for property or money, which judgment has never been 
entered. any one maintain an action upon a judgment which is 
never entered or enrolled? 

I appeal to every lawyer in this House to answer this point. If A sues, 
and the judicial mind passes upon the question and awards him $50,000, 
yet the clerk has never entered it, A does not look into the fact and 
ascertain whether there has been a compliance on opn of the clerk, 
or does not compel the performance of this ministerial duty. 


The clerk of course fails to issue an execution upon the judgment 
because it was never entered of record, and when A sues upon that 
judgment or pursues the defendant into another jurisdiction and sues 
upon it to obtain his money, as he would or might have to do, and the 
defendant pleads nu! tiel record, can the plaintiff sustain his claim by 
setting up the fact that the judicial mind has upon his claim 
and adjudged him to be entitled to the award of $50,000 without show- 
ing that judgment? ‘Would the court receive any other evidence of 
that judgment than the record itself or a certified copy thereof? 

I apprehend that there is no lawyer here who will risk his reputation 
by asserting the contrary. In the present case the contestee asserts his , 
right to retain his seat upon the floor of the House by virtue of a judg- 
ment which rests alone in the judicial mind—an intangible thing, like 
an immaterial substance, and with no legal or competent proof to estab- 
lish it He asks this House to trust to the apes memory of man 
rather than to the solemn record of a court, which imports absolute 
verity. : 

If the contestee had a judgment against me for money or property, 
and there was no record evidence of it, as in this case, and he were to 
sue me upon his judgment, and I should reply nul tiel record, no court 
would receive parol evidence of his judgment to overturn ny plea. 
He who founds a right upon a judgment must produce that judgment 
or show that it once existed of record in due form and has been de- 
stroyed. The contestee’s proof utterly fails to come up to either of 
these requirements. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the necessity of entering of record judgments. 
I will claim the attention of gentlemen for a few moments while I read 
an extract from Freeman on Judgments: 


The promptings of the most ordinary prudence suggest that whatever, in the 
affairs of men, has been so involved in doubt and controversy as to zene 
judicial investigation, ought, when made certain by a final determination, to be 
preserved so by some permanent and easily understood memorial. Hence all 
courts, and all tribunais pe mgo udicial functions, are required by the writ- 
ten or unwritten law, and often by both, to reduce their decisions to writing in 


some k or record required to be kept for that purpose. The requirement is 


believed to be of universal application. 
Several decisions covering the point are referred to, and the text pro- 
ceeds: 


So that if any judgment or decree of any court, whether of record or not of 
record, whether subordinate or appellate, fails to be entered upon its record, the 
failure is attributable to the negligence or inadvertence ofits officers and notto 
the countenance and support of the law. 

Then again: 

‘That which the court performs judicially, or orders to be performed, isnot to 
be avoided by the action or want of action of the judges or other officers of the 
court in their ministerial capacity. In the case of judgments they must first be 
entered upon the record before they. are admissible as evidence in othercourts, 

Mark the language— 

Must first be entered upon the record before they are admissible in evidence 
in other courts, For this purpose they are not otherwise perfect, The record, 
if not made up, or if lost or destroyed, should be perfected or replaced by ap- 
propriate proceedings in the court where the judgment was pronounced. 

Mr. Speaker, if there was a judgment which was never entered, or 
if there was a judgment which was evidenced only by the certificate 
issued to Captain White, and that certificate, as he nye Wee lost or de- 
stroyed, it was incumbent upon him to avail himself of the unrecorded 
judgment, and to have taken affirmative action in the court where it 
was obtained, to first establish it, and then he could have brought a 
certified transcript of it and his certificate here, and have met the plea 
or objection that he is not a naturalized citizen of the United States 
and the proof would not have been questionable. But as it is, he is 
here asserting his naturalization without any legal proof to establish 
it. Itis no hardship to require this. Our too liberal naturalization 
laws are easily complied with. What hardship is there in requiring 
him to produce legal evidence that he is entitled under the Constitution 
of the United States to be a member of this Congress? I can see none, 
and I fear none of the dire consequences predicted by some gentlemen 
on the Democratic side of the Chamber in the event of the contestee 
being unseated for the want of such proof, 

Why, sir, the wisdom of ages has decreed against tracing the judicial 
determinations of the courts of the country through the slippery mem- 
ory of men, which is full of uncertainty, and fades with time. The po- 
sition of gentlemen upon the other side of this question, when stripped 
of its fustian, gaudy rhetoric, and misleading eloquence, which pro- 
nounces any man who ever served in the Union Army incapable of tell- 
ing a lie, exhibits the nude deformity of an assertion that the solemn 
judgment of a court can rest in parol, which is an absolute absurdi 
in the estimation of every gentleman who has ever become familiar wii 
the mere horn-books of the law. A 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. OATES. Iam unable to do so, I regret to say, as my time is 
limited. i 

Mr. Speaker, the position I have assumed here has not been taken 
recklessly, for I have the authorities to sustain me. 

In a recent case in North Carolina, sixty-fourth volume Supreme 
Court Reports, that court held that parol evidence was in no case ad- 
missible to provea judgment; that it must be first re-established under 
the law for that p in the court that rendered it. 

Why, sir, if it were permissible to come here into this forum and 
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prove by parol what the judicial authority in Indiana passed upon, 
how uncertain would be the proceeding. It would utterly destroy the 
safeguards of the law, which require these proceedings before a court 
to naturalize an alien and entitle him to the rights of citizenship. Let 
him go to the court where the proceedings are had, and if there is any 
fault in that court, any defect in the judgment there, any failure to 
enter it there, he may institute the proper proceedings, which the law 
provides for, re-establish his judgment, and bring here a certified rec- 
ord of it, which would be conclusive. 

Then, again, in the State of Vermont, in a case involving the very 
question of naturalization, the supreme court of that State held this 
language: 

The only other I ion which it is n upon is 
whether parol poe Or fe per ee Ba ble to prove rsat lorire dta foreig er. 
A certified copy of the record of the court in which one is naturalized is the legit- 
—— evidence of the fact. Parol evidence to prove naturalization is inadmis- 
S e 

What is plainer than that? I will next invite the attention of gen- 
tlemen to an adjudication by the supreme court of my own State, Hall 
vs. Hudson, twentieth volume Alabama Reports. Itis there held— 
that a paper potporne to be a decree on the final settlement of an estate by 
theju of the orphans’ court and filed among the papers of the case with the 
indorsement thereon: “ Decree in the estate of James Hudson, deceased, filed 


second Monday April, 1847;” also signed by the judge,is not the judgment of 
the court until ente on the record. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OATES. I should like two minutes more. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. OATES. In the case of Hinson against Wall the same court— 
I have but time to read the syllabus—held— 


that a mere memorandum of the clerk stating the amount of assessed 
by the jury with the words “this judgment for the sum so found added” does 
not constitute a judgment on which an action of debt can be maintained,-al- 
though the clerk certifies in proper form that it is “a true and perfect transcript 
and exemplification of the record.” And the proceedings of the courts of the 
several States composing the Union will be presumed to be governed by the 
common law until the contrary is shown. 

Just one authority more, and that is a very ancient but a good one. 
I refer to Blackstone’s Commentaries, which, like the Constitution of 
the United States in the estimation of some gentlemen, is well-nigh ob- 
solete. 5 

Blackstone says: 

A court of record is that where the acts and judicial proceedings are enrolled 
on ment for a perpetual memorial and testimony, which rolls are called 
the records of the Se y Srs are of such high and supereminent authority that 
their truth is not called in question. For it is a settled rule and maxim that 
nothing shall be avered against a record. Nor shall any Breen or even proof be 
admitted to the con’ . Iftheexistence ofa record be denied it shall be tried 
by nothing but itself; b is, upon bare inspection whether there be any such 
record or no, else there would be no end of disputes. 


And yet gentlemen assert that where no judgment was ever entered 
it is competent for them to come here and prove by parol that such 
judgment was rendered. I utterly deny the proposition, and to my 
mind if this House allows this gentleman to retain his seat in direct 
violation of the well-established rules of evidence, they will violate that 
clause of the Constitution which declares an alien ineligible until he is 
naturalized. [Applause.] 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAvis], and the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, my colleague on the committee [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. 8 er, as a layman I have listened during two 
Congresses to the consideration of election questions—always, I hope, 
with a due feeling ofresponsibility, but often with impatience, and often 
with a feeling of utter helplessness in view of the strictly technical 
character of the arguments advanced on each side—arguments of such 
a character that the members of this body who are not lawyers can 
not be expected to apprehend their full force or precise bearing upon 
the facts in issue. Precedents are cited and judicial opinions and dicta 
are accumulated on each side which usually to the unprofessional mind 
appear to balance each other, and consequently confuse the judgment 
and prove nothing. Now I submit that there has been something too 
much of this, when it must be admitted that Congress is nota body 
which can safely or intelligently decide such questions in this manner. 

This is not a judicial body, and there is no member who can 
with authority upon the questions of law which are involved. We 
have counsel learned in the law, and who expound it abundantly, but 
we have no judge to determine the Jaw in its relation to the given case. 
This is not a judicial proceeding under the Jaw requiring close and 
technical construction of statutes, and in which judicial opinions pre- 
viously rendered in similar cases have more or less force, and often com- 
manding authority. 

No, sir; this isa strictly parliamentary procedure, in which a body of 
men, many of whom are not learned in the law, are called upon to 
determine, in the exercise of their best jndgment, and acting under a 
very solemn obligation, a fact, to wit, whether the sitting member is 
entitled to his seat, or if not, whether the contestant is so entitled. 
And when that fact is determined no court, no process, no authority 
can contravene or challenge it. The decision is unassailable and final. 
I of course admit that in many cases the laws relating to the conduct 
of elections must control the decision of this body, and that the legal 


rules of evidence must be our guide—our guide, I say, but not our 
master, 


Our purposeis, above all things, to ascertain the truth, and if by blindly 
obeying a given rule with to parol testimony, or written testi- 
mony, we are compelled to do violence to our convictions regarding any 
essential fact, weare bound in the discharge of our parliamentary duty to 
disregard that rule, no matter how ancientor honored. Itis the letter 
that killeth, it is the spirit that maketh alive. In the case before us 
there is but one fact to beascertained: Was this man naturalized ata 
certain time and place, as he alleges? If so, he is entitled to his seat. 
There is no question as to any legal defect in the process, any error in 
the judgment of the court—if naturalized at all, he was duly and properly 
naturalized. 

The sitting member presents to me satisfactory and ample evidence 
of this fact—his own sworn testimony, fortified and made impregnable 
by othertestimony. Thereis noattemptmade toimpeach hischaracter— 
thatisunimpeachable. Indeed, the gentlemen who defend the majority 
report express their respect and sympathy for him. But there is a de- 
fective record, and they claim that it is a rule of law that parol testi- 
mony can not cure that defect. Suppose this to be so in an ordinary 
judicial proceeding, does that control this parliamentary proceeding? “ 
Should it control me if the evidence presented has convinced me that 
the sitting member was duly naturalized? I say no, because I am 
bound by the obligation I have taken to decide this.question in accord- 
ance with my judgment whether that does or does not coincide with the 
rules adopted or thé opinions expressed in other cases by another tribu- 
nal. É 
The application of an arbitrary rite of law upon a question of mere 
fact in an issue so important as this is simply absurd. A case might 
easily be supposed where the record would be defective and the certifi- 
cate lost, and where sworn testimony could be produced to prove the 
naturalization beyond the shadow of a doubt. Would the chairman 
of this committee vote to unseat this member in obedience to this arbi- 
trary rule, although he knew that he was eligible and admits that he 
was elected? Sir, the majority report of your committee strikes at 
every naturalized citizen. It makes that precious right which the pol- 
icy of a beneficent Government has conferred upon him dependent upon 
the existence of a record which may never have been made, or which 
may be lost or destroyed. And if he have acquired the confidence and 
respect of his fellow-citizens sufficiently to be placed by their aa 7 
in a position of honor and responsibility, it places it in the power of a 
mean and mousing opponent, whom he had defeated, to drive him 
with disgrace from his seat. 

This is a simple question of fact to be determined upon our confidence 
in the veracity, under oath, of the sitting member. He is a Scotch emi- 
grant who came to this country in boyhood, and for more than thirty 
years has gone in and out among the citizens of the Twelfth district of 
Indiana. He has acquired their respect, their affection, and their 
boundless confidence, and finally the party with which he had always 
been associated determined to testify their regard for this adopted citi- 
zen by selecting him as their candidate for Congress; and then astrange 
thing taspa, 

He notonly received the unanimous vote of his own party, but 3,000 
men stepped from the ranks of his opponents and declared by their 
votes that although they did not believe in his political views they did 
believe in him. P CEEA 

Added to this, Mr. Speaker, there is a crowning fact in his personal 
history. When in the flush of his early manhood the country which 
he loved and to which he came across the seas, was in mortal peril, he 
volunteered in her defense, he shouldered his musket, and with un- 
counted thousands of brave men marched to the battle-field to prove 
his devotion to her interests and institutions, if need be, by the severest 
of all tests—the offering of his life. 

Mr. Speaker, my eyes are not as clear as they once were, but I can 
seé on that modest brow the laurel wreath which the genius of his 
country placed there as he lay bleeding and unconscious upon the im- 
mortal field of Shiloh. .[Applause. ] 

Shall we drive this true, this honest and brave man, bearing honor- 
able and glorious scars, from this Hall with the brand of falsehood and 
perjury upon his brow? God forbid! [Applause.] 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention at this hour of 
the debate to enter into any protracted argument. I merely wish, in 
closing, to restate as simply as possible those points on which the mi- 
nority have relied in the position which they have taken. ž 

It must have been observed in this case, as the testimony has pro- 
ceeded, that we have drifted far from that simple legal question on 
which it appeared at the outset the statement of the case was to turn. 
But the arguments on the legal point which seemed pretty solid and 
effective in the committee-room have become somewhat attenuated 
when they have been brought into this Hall and into the presence of 
the larger audience beyond these walls. Therefore to sustain the legal 
question the question of fact has been brought in and forced to great 
prominence. From this, sir, there was no escape, and it appears as it 
did in the beginning to me, that it is on that question of fact that the 
decision in this case must finally turn. The legal argument was weak; 
it was sought to prop it with the argument on fact. The argument on 
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fact is weak on the side of the majority. The two broken reeds can not 
sustain each other. - 

If you accept the doctrine of the majority, we have got to assume 
that a man’s citizenship, whichis to him of priceless value, depends not 
upon his own act, done in good faith, but upon the act and upon the 
performances of some one else, Into the legal discussion of the ques- 
tion, which has been so ably presented by my colleague [Mr. CoLLINS] 
this afternoon, I do not propose to enter; but I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House for just one moment to the resultof intrusting a man’s 
citizenship to the ministerial act of anybody else. Carelessness may 
intervene in an act of a clerk, There may be destruction of the rec- 
ords by fire, by accident, by a thousand causes. 

If gentlemen will turn to a single piece of testimony, on page 223 of 
the record, they will find that one Templar testifies that he appeared 
before the clerk to procure a copy of the record of his naturalization, he 
having taken the oath of citizenship, and thatafter hunting for the record 
the clerk failed to find it, and ‘‘told me thathe would give the matter 
a more careful and thorough search, and that I should call again in a 
few days, or at my convenience, and that he would then have it ready 
for me. I have repeatedly, during the last ten years, called at the 
eg office for a certified copy, and have never been able to pro- 
cure it. 

That is the court on the performances of which it is proposed to take 
away the citizenship of Captain White, a court in which a man who 
had taken the oath of citizenship applied vainly for ten years for the 
certificate to which he was entitled. In another case, that of a Ger- 
man-born citizen, the judge of the court, the ingenious jurist who is 
before this House now as the contestant, had had a slight difference 
with this gentleman, Mr. Sardinghausen. The contestant was a candi- 
date for Congress; Mr. Sardinghausen thought he ought not to be; the 
contestant na’ y did not agree with Mr. Sardinghausen’s views of the 
case, They differed as good men will differ, and the contestant said to 

i usen, who was then and had been for a long time a State sen- 
ator in Indiana and a member of the Democratic party, ‘You had 
better look to your own citizenship.” Sardinghausen’s reply was, as 
it appears in his sworn testimony, that he had gone into that court and 
been naturalized before the contestant himself, to which the contestant 
replied, ‘There is no record of it. We see, therefore, that it is no 
new thing for the records of this particular court to be brought into 

ities to affect the citizenship of candidates for office. That record 
is defective throughout. There are one hundred and fifty names of 
naturalized citizens with nothing but bare memoranda of them. 

There are others without one line of memorandum in that court. 
Citizens applied for certificates in order that they might go out and 
take up land in the Territories, but no record of their naturalization 
could befound. Thereare cases where men had certificates and where 
there was not even a scratch of apen toshowit. There arethe cases of 
two men whose names had afterwards been entered in that record, for- 

ies, as appears by the testimony in this case; and it is on that dis- 

red, imperfect record, tainted with forgery, thatit is proposed to de- 
prive the contestee of his seat inthis House. So much fot the record, 
as to which it is argued by the other side that we can not bring any 
parol testimony to cure its defects. 

The other single point in this case is the fact of naturalization. To 
that fact we have the testimony of Mr. Jenkinson, which is entirely 
unimpeached. He swears to two conclusive facts—that he was pres- 
ent when Captain White was naturalized, and that it was after the 
war, and after he (Jenkinson) had given up the practice of the law. 
That testimony has not been impugned in the slightest degree. We 
then have the testimony of Pratt, the sheriff, who was in court at the 
time of the naturalization, and the only attempt to impugn his testi- 
mony is by saying that he was hostile to the contestant. If the ve- 
racity of men in that Indiana district is to be impugned on that ground— 
I say it with entire respect—there will be a very large number of per- 
sons, inginto many thousands, who can not be received as credible 
witnesses, ‘That testimony stands to the fact of naturalization and to 
the fact that the naturalization occurred subsequent to the war, de- 
feating the attempt made by the other side to show that the declara- 
tion of intention was in 1858. 

Last of all,we have Captain White’s owntestimony. Itis admitted 
that in the confusion and excitement of the election he made contradic- 
tory statements, but from the beginning he said, ‘‘ I have been natural- 
ized.” From that he never swerved. His testimony on that point is 
direct, and until this afternoon, in the speech of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. O’NEALL], there has not been a single attempt to impeach 
his character for veracity. a 

* I wish to say a word, sir, as to the general policy of proving lost rec- 
ords. We know that provisions are made by the States for the proof 
of lost records. We know that that is the policy of theStates. In the 
case of a great destruction of records like that of Chicago, provision is 
made for the proof of those records. It is a matter of general policy. 
Now, here is a case in which the record was practically destroyed, and 
it is proposed to say to this man, ‘‘ You can not prove your citizenship, 
the dearest thing you have, though we make provision in every State 
to allow proof of lost records.” 

The doctrine of citizenship has always in this country received a lib- 


eral interpretation; and I wish to call attention to a case which hap- 
pened some years ago involving the protection of a citizen in a foreign 
country—a case showing how far the Government of the United States 
has been willing to carry this doctrine. It is the case of Martin Koszta, 
who was oneof Kossuth’s staff. He was seized in Smyrna by the Aus- 
trians with the intention of carrying him to Austria and consigning him 
to an Austrian prison, Captain Ingraham, in command of an American 
man-of-war, lay alongside the Austrian brig and threatened to fire upon 
her if Koszta was not given up. He was given up to the French con- 
sul, and was finally returned to the United States. Our Government 
took that extreme ground—on what? Ona mere declaration of inten- 
tion—on absolutely nothing else. 

Mr. Marcy, then Secretary of State, said that though Martin Koszta 
was not vested with all the rights and privileges of a citizen of the 
United States, he was, at the time the outrage was committed upon 
him, entitled to the protection extended to him by the American fanc- 
tionaries at Smyrna, A declaration of intention was thought suflicient 
then to entitle a man to the protection of the American flag. Yet it 
is argued to-day that a man who has not only declared his intention, 
but has served in the armies of the United States, is not a citizen of 
the country. 

One word, in closing, as to the personal aspect of this question. I 
am aware that ordinarily no argument based upon any con- 
sideration should find place here. But this, I submit, is a peculiar 
case, In most election cases the unsuccessful party, whether unseated 
justly or unjustly, can go back to the final tribunal, the constituency 
of his district, and appeal to them against the verdict which has been 
rendered here, Butif you unseat Captain White, you leave him no 
such appeal. You will have declared that he is nota citizen of the 
United States, and can not be eligible to a seat in this body for seven 
years. The verdict which we shall give here to-day on this case is, so 
far as Captain White is concerned, final and irreversible. 

Captain White came to this country in 1853. In 1858 he declared 
his intention to become a citizen. A few years later he entered the 
armies of the United States. He was badly wounded atShiloh. Com- 
ing back to Fort Wayne, he has built up there a us business, 
He enjoys the respect of the people among whom he has lived. Hehas 
reared his family there. He has accumulated property. And now you 
are asked to say that he has come into this House by means of perjury. 
Iam aware that members of the majority disclaim, as they naturally 
would, any intention to fix such a brand as that upon Captain White, yet 
the attempt is useless. There can be no escape from this result—that 
if Captain White is now turned out, you send him back to the com- 
munity in which he has lived, to the people whose respect he has en- 
joyed, voters of both parties who have given him their personal confi- 
dence—you send him back with the declaration that, in the opinion of 
the American Congress, he is a perjurer. Beside the honorable scars 
that he bears on his front like a brave man, you propose to fix the burn- 
ing stigma of “‘liar and perjurer!’’ There is the personal aspect of 
this case that cannot be escaped. Such a judgment as that would be 
a cruel injustice; and I do not believe that on the frail legal argument, ` 
or the still frailer argument upon the facts, this House will be guilty 
tA such an Ree to any man who has been admitted as a member. 

Applause. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I know the House is somewhat fatigued 
and is anxious to dispose of this case. I have reserved for myself only 
a few momentsin which to express, in conclusion, the views entertained 
by the majority of the committee on the merits of the contest. 

During the progress of this debate we have had from gentlemen on 
this side of the Chamber—the distinguished gentleman from New York 

Mr. CockraNn], the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. COLLINS], the distinguished gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
McAnoo], and the distinguished ex-judge from Minnesota [Mr. WIL- 
SoN ]—some of the most marvelous expositions of law, I venture to say, 
that ever were heard in a legislative body. We are told by these gen- 
tlemen that the judgments of a court of record can exist in the air, can 
be hawked about in the pockets of individuals, We are told by these 
gentlemen that the certificate given toa naturalized citizen by the clerk 
of the court is a part of the record of the court, and that when it is 
proven that a man has once had such a certificate and has lost it, he can 
proveits contents by parol testimony. These propositions, Mr. Speaker, 
are absolutely startling to any one who is at all familiar with the ele- 
mentary principles of the law. Blackstone’s Commentaries, an inex- 
haustible source of information upon legal questions, tells us that acourt 
of record is a court wherein the judgment is enrolled upon parchment 
as a perpetual memorial of the act of the court. 

Neither of the distinguished gentlemen to whom I refer has produced, 
and I venture the assertion that neither of them can produce, the judg- 
ment of any respectable court sustaining the position which they urge 
upon the House. The leading case relied upon is the case from New 
York, decided by Justice Blatchford. In that case—and I ask the 
House to bear it in mind—there was in the office of the clerk of the court 
a statement of the oath taken before the court and of all the proceed- 
ings requisite for the naturalization of the citizen; and this was iden- 
tified by the initials of the judge. The judge who sat in the case put 
on the papers his initials, and Judge Blatchford held this to be compe- 
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tent evidence of the judgment of the court. In the case from Virginia 
there was found upon the minutes of the court an entry stating that 
the applicant for citizenship appeared and was naturalized. Sir, there 
can not be produced a single case—I appeal to any man on this floor 
who has made an investigation of the question to uce & case—in 
which any respectable court has held that naturalization, the whole of 
it, can be proved by parol. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, a citizen must be naturalized in a court of record 
having a clerk and having a seal. Why this requirement of the law, 
but that such judgment may be entered of record by the clerk and thus 
become'a memorial for alltime? If naturalization may be proven by 
parol, why does not the statute authorize courts not of record to hear 
such casesand give judgment? The conclusion isirresistible that juris- 
diction was limited by Congress to such courts as had a clerk and seal 
in order that the judgment admitting a person of foreign’ birth to citi- 
zenship here might be enrolled for a perpetual memorial and testimony. 
The proceedings in cases of naturalization are strictly judicial; there 
must be, as inother judicial matters, that judgment which isthe ‘end 
of the law.” A court of record can speak only by its dockets, minutes, 
or records, and in the absence ofany docket, minute, or record, its'voice 
can not be heard. 

Mr. Speaker, the proposition here is to prove by parol every single 
fact necessary to establish the naturalization of contestee. > 

Mr. MACDONALD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 


question ? 
Mr, CRISP. Ihave but twenty minutes, and I must therefore re- 
spectfully decline to yield. 


Mr. MACDONALD rose. 

Mr. CRISP. Others who are not so familiar with the records in this 
case as the members of the committee, who have labored over them for 
weeks, can notinform me ofanythingin the record which I donot already 
know. 

Mr. MACDONALD again rose. 

Mr. CRISP. I decline to be interrupted, and I give as a reason for 
so doing the shortness of the time I have allowed myself. 

Now the proposition is, Mr. Speaker, in the face of the Constitution 
of the United States, in the face of the decision of the courts, in the 
face of the decisions of the executive department of the Government, 
to establish in the legislative department a rule which will open wide 
the door for fraud and make uncertain and unsatisfactory that which 

under the established rules of evidence can now, without hardship to 

` any one, be made perfectly clear and plain. If I am right that the 
judicial department of the Government have a uniform rule on this 
subject, let us look for a moment to the executive department of the 
Government and see what their rule is. 

If Mr. White should go to the State Departmentand say, ‘Mr. Sec- 
retary, I desire a passport to go to Europe; I am a foreign citizen,’’ the 
Secretary would say to him, ‘‘ Let me see your papers of naturaliza- 
tion.” If Mr. White replied, “I have not got them; I have lost them,” 
the Secretary would say, “* Go back tothe court of record where you got 
your naturalization papers and obtain acopy of them.’ Mr. White re- 
plies again that there is no copy of them there. ‘‘I propose to bring Mr. 
Jenkinson, Mr, Pratt, and others to prove that I am naturalized and am 
4 citizen. They will prove that I did apply for naturalization, and 
that the paper was issued to me, but I have lost it.” Does any gen- 
tleman here suppose for a moment the State Department, on such a 
showing as that, would grant to that individual the protection of that 
flag we all reverence and respect? Is that the practice of the execu- 
tive department, to give toa citizen who proposes to prove by parol 
testimony only the fact of his naturalization the protection and safe 
conductof that flag? No, the executive department would say to him, 
“ We can not safely give you a passport under those cireumstances.’? 

Mr. Speaker, the executive department. would refuse him. He now 
comes to this legislative department of the Government and asks this 
House to seat him on evidence on which no court would decide he was 
naturalized and on which the executive department would not decide 

at he was a citizen entitled toa passport. In the determination of 
this case, we are gravely asked to violate every principle of the law of 
evidence. The gentleman from Tennessee says we are bound by no rule 
of evidence or law. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] 
says this case should be decided on a different basis from ordinary con- 
tests between individuals; and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAvis] says in its determination we can be governed by such rules as 
we please. Are not these propositions astounding, when the House of 

*Representatives is called upon by the Constitution, that we have all 
sworn to support, to judge of the qualifications of one of its returned 
members? If we do not judge and determine according to the estab- 
lished rules of evidence, how are we to judge and determine? 

By looking to the effect the unseating of the contestee might have in 
some particular district, as some gentleman has suggested here—by 
looking to the fact there are a great many foreigners in your district, 
and they might be displeased. Is thatthe rule asked for? Is thatthe 
rule acted on by any member of the House? Is that what is meant by 
judging? I protest, Mr. Speaker, we will judge it by the rules of 
evidence established in all the courts of every civilized country in the 


world, the faithful observance of which is absolutely essential to the 
ascertainment of the truth. 

‘Judging by that rule, Mr. Speaker, I say in this case there is no com- 
petent testimony to establish naturalization. : 

Now, I can not dwell upon this legal view, but want to say some- 
thing upon the facts as presented. If there are those who really be- 
lieve that naturalization can be proven by 1, I desire to demon- 
strate to them that there is no satisfactory evidence to justify a finding 
which would retain the contestee in his seat. 

Satisfactory evidence, Mr. Speaker, is that character of evidence 
which satisfies the mind of the correctness of a proposition which has 
been asserted. 

The gentleman from Indiana, the contestee, asserts that he became ~ 
a naturalized citizen of the United States in 1865. Having admitted 
that he was foreign born the onus isupon him to establish his claim to 
citizenship. The presumption isnot, as some gentleman has su 
in this debate, that heis a citizen, but the presumption is that he is not 
a citizen, that his original status remains until he shows the contrary. 
Accept that issue and view the case in that light for a moment. 

Here is a foreign-born gentleman who says he is naturalized. Let us 
see his proof. It is admitted that in 1858 Mr. White filed his declara- 
tion of intention to become a citizen. 

I ought to say just here, Mr. Speaker, that under the laws of Indiana 
the filing of such a declaration gives to the person filing it the right to 
vote, the right to hold property, the right to do everything in that State 
that a full citizen may do except the right to hold office, ‘This gentle- 
man tells us here that he filed the declaration and complied with every 
requirement in order to vote for Frémont. There is some confusion 
about the statement there, and I do not care to dwell upon that part 
of the testimony. ` 

The declaration was filed in 1858. Now, then, let us come down to 
the year when Mr. White was a candidate for Congress and see what 
was done by him, and what was done by others, that may throw light 
upon his claim of citizenship. 

It is true that the contestee did hold some little office in the State of 
Indiana; but he held no great number of distinguished offices. I 
think he was alderman of some little city, or something of that sort. 
Finally, he ea candidate for Congress. Just before the election 
the charge was made that he was not a naturalized citizen. 

Two gentlemen, Mr. Bell and Mr. Moynihan, as the testimony shows, 
went to him and said, ‘‘ The statement is made that you are not a nat- 
uralized citizen.” His reply was, ‘‘I have got my papers.” Did he 
stopthere? No. Hdsays, ‘‘I got my papers in 1857 or 1858.” Upon 
the first blush of the moment, when distinctly charged with a want of 
naturalization, what does he say, and I call your attention to it again? 

I got my papers in 1857 or 1858, 

Did you get then all the papers that you got? 

Answer. I did. 

That night you find the contestee in consultation with certain 
friends of his in a printing-office in the town, the office being that of 


the paper that advocated his election. What do you find the next 


morning? ‘There is a publication in that paper of a letter from the 
Adjutant-General of the Army—a mutilated letter. It seems that an 
inquiry was made of the Adjutant-Genera] as to whether the honora- 
ble discharge ofa soldier from the Army entitled him to the rightsand 
privilegesof citizenship. The Adjutant-General replied that it did not. 
Thatletter, on that night, in that town, in the printing-office was talked 
about, the contestee was that night in the office, and the letter was 
mutilated and appeared in a mutilated form in the newspaper on the 
next day, stating that the honorable discharge of a soldier from the 
Army does entitle him to citizenship. In the very same newspaper 
that contained the mutilated letter appeared this statement: 
I was a soldier; Iam a citizen. a 
J.B. WHITE. 


On that day, Mr. Speaker, ask the House, was the contestee standing 
upon any supposed naturalization in 1865? I deny it. The thought 
had never entered his mind, and he resorted to that kind of subterfuge 
because he had no real naturalization. 

Mind you, that notice was kept standing in the paper, and on the 
next day you find him in consultation with his lawyers. He has gone 
and looked for his paper, the declaration of intention, the only paper 
he ever had, and the paper on which he voted and held property for 
thirty years. He was looking for that and fails to find it; and there is 
a meeting of his lawyers for consultation as to what is to be done in the 
emergency. Some of these attorneys have been sworn, and there is 
not one who tells you that White then claimed he had been naturalized 
in 1865, The first intimation that we receive of his having made that 
claim was after the service of notice of contest in this case. If he was 
naturalized in 1865, why did not he tellthemso? But what did they 
do? They advised him to take out naturalization papers.at once, that 
possibly it might relate back to something and help him. He went 
into another county and became naturalized. To do that he had to 
swear that he was a subject of Queen Victoria and renounced his alle- 
giance to her; this was the day before the election in 1886, and yet con- 
testee asks you now to determine that what he then stated was not true. 
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After getting his papers he hastens back to his home, and says, in re- 
sponse to questions by his constituents, “‘I have got my papers, my 


first papers, my second papers, and I have got my third papers; and if 


vote for me I will show them to you.’’ 

Is that, I ask you, gentlemen, the conduct of an honest man, -who 
is conscious he is a citizen and became soin 1865? 

Gentlemen say Mr. White said he was a citizen. I say to the gentle- 
men, in reply, that Mr. White said he took out his papersin 1858. I 
say, in reply, that the actions of Mr. White were absolutely inconsistent 
with the statements he has since made. A man’s actions sometimes 
speak louder than his words. You find the contestee shifting from 
pillar to post to establish his citizenship. First he says, ‘‘I became 
a citizen in 1857 or 1858. Then he says, “Iam an honorably dis- 
charged soldier, and hence Iam a citizen;’’ and then-he says, in 1886, 
“T owe allegiance to Queen Victoria, but I now swear I will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the Constitution of the United States.” 

Task you is such conduct consistent with the idea that he all the 
time knew he became a naturalized citizen in 1865 ? 

It is impossible, Mr. Speaker, that I should go over this case in the 
time allotted. Iam admonished that but three minutes of my time 
remain. I desire to call the attention of the House to the inconsist- 
encies in the statements of the witnesses presented by Mr. White to 
prove his naturalization. One says it was in the common pleas court; 
the other says it was in the circuit court. One says a certain person 
was present; another says it was another person who was present. Mr. 
White says it was Mr. Chittenden; Mr. Jenkinson says it was Mr. Chit- 
tenden. The original declaration of intention was in Mr. Chittenden’s 
handwriting and he went out of office in 1862 and went into another 
office, - 

All these things indicate to my mind conclusively that the only time 
contestee applied to the court was when he filed his declaration of in- 
tention, and that was when Mr. Jenkinson appeared and the other 
witnesses with him. 

I might point to inconsistencies in other parts of the testimony. I 
might state to you that so far from his being the gallant and distin- 

ished soldier his friends would have you believe, he resigned under 

re, and that when he resigned from the service his superior officers 
stated that they fully with him that the acceptance of his res- 
ignation would be for the benefit of the service. 

I might state that he continued with the Army, not fighting for the 
Government, but in the capacity of a sutler, a man who for large profit 
furnishes supplies to the troops; that that was the position in which he 
rendered such distinguished service from the latter part of 1862 until 
he abandoned the business. All this would only be justifiable in 
rebuttal of the extraordinary claim made on behalf of the contestee. 
In this country no man can occupy a position so high that his claims 
are not to be tried by the common and established rules of evidence. I 
do not care how distinguished a man may be or what his character has 
been. Itis the proud boast of this democracy that when it comes to 
a question before the courts all men stand alike; that nothing in the 
past history of a man raises him above the law, and that nothing in his 
past history shall deny him the right to justice. 

It is claimed that because contestee was a soldier, therefore he shall 
be believed. I think if you will look to the evidence—my distinguished 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. COLLINS] says he has not read it; my 
distinguished friend from New York [Mr. CockRAN] does not say 
whether he has read it or not—but if you will look at the evidence you 
will find that Mr. White absolutely fails to satisfy you that he ever 
became naturalized until 1886, on the day before the election. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Elections have tried this‘case, as they 
believe, according to the law and according to the evidence. They 
have not made inquiry as to how the finding might affect votes in their 
own or anybody else’s district. That is perfectly immaterial to them. 
So far as I am concerned I shall decide each case according tomy view 
of the law and the evidence. While I ama party man, I trust I am 
not so much a partisan as to violate the law and the evidence in any 
case, and I am very sure that I shall cast no vote contrary to my con- 
viction ofduty in order to pander to some element in my district or State. 

[Here the hammer fell.] . 

Mr. CRISP, Idemand the previous question on the resolutions and 
the substitute. ~ 

Mr. ROWELL. I now offer the substitute, and move the previous 
question on it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has demanded the 
previous question on the resolutions and the substitute which the Chair 
understands is admitted as pending. 3 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understood the Chair to state, in reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois, that his substitute was pending. Did I cor- 
rectly hear the statement of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia demanded the pre- 
vious question on the report; and thereupon the gentleman from Illinois 
moved the substitute reported by the minority of the committee, and 
the Chair understood the gentleman from Georgia to yield for that pur- 
pose, 


Mr. CRISP. I did. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to know whether a negative vote on the 
first proposition of the Committee on Elections does not in effect seat 
the sitting member, and after that no other vote is essential ? 

The SPEAKER. The first resolution reported from the committee 
declares that the sitting member is not entitled to his seat. If the 
House refuses to that resolution he retains his seat under his cer- 
tificate and the oath of office he has taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. So we need but one vote? 

Mr. REED. The motion is made by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ROWELL] to substitute his resolution for another. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair so understood; but the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is, whether in a parliamentary sense 
more than one vote is necessary to retain the gentleman in his seat? 
The Chair merely answered the question of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. The Chair does not decide that the substitute is not pending. 

Mr. REED, The substitute is pending, and the vote will have to be 
on the substitute first. 

The SPEAKER. As a matter of course. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let us have the substitute read, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER, It will be read. The Chair desires to understand 
whether the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
O’NEALL] for the substitute proposed by the minority of the commit- 
tee is pending. 

Mr. CRISP. The majority of the committee have submitted two 
resolutions. The resolution of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Row- 
ELL] is a substitute for the first resolution, and the resolution of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL] is a substitute for the second 
resolution reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions proposed by 
the majority and the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, First. That James B. White not having been a citizen of the United 
States for seven years previous to the 4th of March, 1887, is not entitled to retain 
a seat in the Fiftieth Congress of the United States from the Twelfth Congres- 
sional district of Indiana, 

Resolved, Second. That Robert Lowry not having received a majority of the 
votes cast for a Representative in the Fiftieth Con; for the Twel Con- . 
pesona district of Indiana is not entitled toa seat rein as such Representa- 
tive. 


The Clerk read the substitute proposed by Mr. ROWELL, as follows: 

Resolved, That James B. White was duly elected a Representative to the Fif- 
tieth Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of Indiana, and is enti- 
tled to retain his seat, 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, this resolution is of- 
fered as a substitute of the first resolution reported by the committee. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. And upon this report and substitute the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] demands the previous question. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Illinos [Mr. ROWELL] demands 
the previous question upon the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Georgia had the floor and 
yielded only for the amendment, as the Chair understood. 

Several MEMBERS. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The effect is precisely the same. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask the privilege of with- 
drawing the resolution which I reported. 

Mr. RANDALL. The proposition of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. O’NEALL] was that Mr. Lowry was entitled to the seat. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to withdraw the reso- 
lution, no vote having been taken upon it. 

The previous question was ordered. : 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon agreeing to the substi- 
tute pro by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] for the 
first resolution reported by the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. CRISP. And on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 186, nays 105, not 
voting 32; as follows: 


YEAS—186. 
Ad Browne, T.H.B, Conger, Gaines, 
Allen, Č. H. Browne, Cooper, Gallinger, 
Allen, E. P. Brown, C. E, Crouse, Gear, 
Anderson, A. R. Brown, J. R. Culberson, Gest, 
Anderson, G. A. ryce, tcheon, Glass, 
Anderson, J. A. Buchanan, Dalzell, Gof, 
Arnold, Bunnell, Davenport, Grosvenor, 
Atkinson Burnes, Davis, Grout, 
Baker, C. b. Burnett, De Lano, Guenther, 
Baker, Jehu Burrows, Dingley, Hare, 
Bayne, Butterworth, Dockery, Harmer, 
Belden, Bynum, rsey, Ha z 
Biggs, Campbell, T, J. Dunham, Hayden, 
Bingham, Cannon, =nloe. Henderson, D. B. 
Bliss, Caswell, Farquhar, Henderson, T. J. 
Boothman, Cheadle, Finley, Hermann, 
Bound Chipman, Fisher, Hiestand, 
Boutelle, Clark, lood, Hitt, 
Bowden, Cockran, Ford, Holmes, 
Bowen, Cogswell, Forney, Hopkins, A. J. 
Brewer, Collins, uller, Hopkins, 8. T. 
Brower, Compton, Funston, Houk, 
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1888. 
Hovey, McKinney, Pugsley, Struble, 
poco Maai, Ray meas 
jackson, e yner, ey, ~ 
Johnston, J.T. Milliken, > Taylor, È. B. 
Kean, offitt, Rockwell, Taylor, J. D. 
Kelley, Morrill, Romeis, Thomas, G. M. 
Kennedy, Morrow, Rowell, Thomas, 0. B. 
Kerr, Neal, Rowland, Thompson, A. C, 
Ketcham, Nelson, R r Tillman 
Laffoon, Nichols, Rusk, Turner, E. J. 
La Follette, Nutting, Ryan, Vandever, 
Laidlaw, O'Donnell, Sawyer, ade, 
Laird, O'Neill, Charles Sayers, Warner, 
Lanham, O'Neill, J.J. Scull, Weaver, 
Lind, Osborne, Sherman, Weber, 
i Owen, Shively, est, 
Long, ker, Smith, White, S. V. 
oir me Patton, Sowden, Whiting, J. R. 
acdonald, Payson, Spooner, Wickham, 
Mahoney, Perkins, Springer, Williams, 
ason, Peters, Steele, Wilson, Thomas 
McAdoo, ~ Phelan, Stephenson, Yardley, - 
McCullogh, Phelps, Stewart,Charles Yost. 
McKenna, Plumb, Stewart, J. W. 
McKinley, Fost, Stone of Mo. 
NAYS—165, 
Abbott, Dougherty, Lane, Robertson, 
Allen, İ.M. unn, Rogers, 
Anderson, O. L, Elliott, Lawler, Russell, J. E. 
Bacon, Ermentrout, Seney, 
Bankhead, French, Lynch, Shaw, 
rry, Gibson, ish, Simmons, 
Blanchard, Granger, Mansur,’ Snyder, 
Blan Greenman, Martin, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Grimes, Matson, Stewart, J. D. 
Breckinridge, WOP Hall, McClammy, Stockdale 
Buckalew, Hatch, = McCreary, Stone of Ky. 
pvel E. Hayes, McMillin, Taulbee, 
Candler, Heard McRae, Tracey, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Mills, Turner, H.G, 
Caruth, Henderson, J. S, Montgomery, ance, 
Ca gS, Herbert, Morgan, Walker, 
Clardy, Hogg, Newton, Washington, 
Clements, Holman, Norw: Wheeler, 
bb, « Hooker, tes, Whitthorne, 
Cowles, Hopkins, S. I. O’ Ferrall ‘Wilkins, 
Cox, Howard, O’Neall, J. H, Wilkinson, 
Crain, Hudd, Outhwaite, Wilson, 
Crisp, utton, Peel, ise, 
Cummings, Johnston, T. D. Penington, Yoder, 
$ ones, erry, 
Davidson, R. H.M, Kilgore, ice, 
bble, des, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—32. 
Davidson, A.C. Lehibach, Spinola, PE 
Belmont, Felton, ett, cee J.R. 
Blount, iteh, McCom: Thompson, T., L. 
Brumm, Foran, A McCormick, Townshend, 
Butler, Y, oore, White, J. B. 
pbell, Felix Glover, Morse, Whiting, William 
thran, ires, Pidcock, ‘Wilber, 
Darlington, n, tt, Woodburn= 


So the substitute of Mr. ROWELL was agreed to. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. MOORE said: On this question I am paired with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DARLINGTON], who, if present, would vote in 
the affirmative, while I should vote in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The rules require that ‘pairs shall be announced 
in writing from the Clerk’s desk. The Clerk will read the pairs. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all polit- 
ical questions, until further notice: 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. McComas. 

Mr, GLOVER with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

The following pairs were also announced: 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. McCormick, on all questions, until Saturday, 
February 11. 

Mr. Pipcock with Mr. BUTLER, on all political questions, for this 


day. 

Mr, THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. FELTON, on all political 
questions for this day. 

Mr. ForAN with Mr. BRUMM, on all political questions, for this day; 
and on the Indiana election case; if present, Mr. FORAN would vote 
for the majority report, and Mr. BRUMM it. 

Mr. COTHRAN with Mr. Frrcg, on all political questions, for this 
day; also on the Indiana election contest; if present, Mr. COTHRAN 
would vote for the majority report, and Mr. FITCH against it. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. DARLINGTON, on the Indiana election contest. 
Mr. Moore would vote for the majority report, and Mr. DARLINGTON, 
if present, would vote against it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. HIRES, on the Indiana elec- 
tion contest. If present, Mr. DAVIDSON would vote for the majority 
report. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. HIRES, 
has been called home by serious illness in his family, and my colleague, 
Mr. LEHLBACH, is confined to his bed by sickness. 

The SPEAKER, On this question the yeas are 186, the nays 105. 
The substitute is agreed to. ig 


The question then recurring upon agreeing to the report of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, as amended by the adoption of the substitute of 
Mr. ROWELL, it was agreed to. 

Mr. ROWELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GAy, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of ab- 
sence, on account of sickness. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 6) for the removal of all political disabilities imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
upon Abram C. Myers; when the Speaker signed the same. 

ADDITIONAL TERRITORIAL JUDGE. 

Mr. CAREY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6828) 
to provide additional justices of the supreme courts of Dakota, Wash- 
ington, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, and Arizona Territories, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6829) to increase the pensions of those who have lost a limb, two limbs, 
or both eyes, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TESTING OF CHAINS AND ANCHORS, ETC. 

Mr. TARSNEY, by unanimous consent, reported back favorably from 
the Committee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 1241) to require the test- 
ing of chains and anchors and for the better security of life and prop- 
erty on shipboard; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills and resolutions of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested, 
namely: 

A bill (S. 1627) to amend section 25 of the act of March 3, 1879, 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1754) for the relief of Henry H. Marmaduke, of Missouri; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 19) relating to the celebration of the centen- 
nial of the inauguration of the Constitution of the United States; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 27) providing for the printing of a supple- 
ment to Wharton’s Digest of International Law; and 

Concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 7,000 additional 
copies of Executive Document 51, first session of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, on the subject of cattle and dairy farming. 

i GRAY’S BATTALION, MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. 6830) to place upon the pension-roll members of 
Gray’s Battalion of United States Volunteers, Mexican war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. NORTON AND JAMES M’LEAN. 

Mr. McCULLOGH, by unanimous consent, reported back favorably 
from the Committee on Claims the bill (H. R. 4706) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Nortonand James McLean; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred, as indicated below: 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 6718) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Isaac Trimble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6719) for the relief of Charles B. Wagner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R. 6720) for the relief of Kate Tarlton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6721) for the relief of John A. Erwin—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 6722) for the relief of Sarah Jane 
Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 6723) for the relief of Mrs. D. H. 
Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6724) to increase the pension of Charles A. D. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6725) granting a pension to Ernest Hodder—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. =y 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 6726) granting a pension to Palmer 
Crutchfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6727) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Holmes— 
to the. Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 6728) for the relief of Louis Myers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 6729) for the relief of Charles B. Gar- 
rett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 6730) granting a pension to Manerva 
Luce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-+ Also, a bill (H. R. 6731) increasing the pension of Thomas Ward— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R.°6732) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Leora Gear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 6733) granting a pension to Emerson 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6734) granting a pension to Margaret P. Min- 
teer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6735) granting arrears of pension to 
Henry Schafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6736) to enable the city of Aberdeen to acquire 
certain real estate within its limits, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 6737) granting the right of way through 
the Fort Riley military reservation, Kansas, to the Chicago, and 
Western Railway Company—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 6738) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver to the Plainville Post, No, 298, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Plainville, Kans., six condemned brass cannon for 
monumental purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6739) making a donation to the Kansas Veteran 
Association of two condemned brass cannon and two hundred stand of 
small-arms and equipments—to the Committee on Military Affairs. _ 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 6740) granting a pension to 
Lemuel Main—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6741) granting a pension to Joseph Bastian,.of Lin- 
coln County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6742) granting a pension to Emily Dunbar, widow 
of Reuben B. Dunbar, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6743) for the relief of Colyer & Brown—to the 
Committee on Claims. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6744) for the relief of the soldiers of the Three 
Forks Battalion, of Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6745) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy Steenberger—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6746) for the relief of T. H. Bohanon, adminis- 
trator of John Slaughter—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 6747) for the re- 
lief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Sagi- 
naw—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 6748) for the relief of James S. 
Stull—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill-(H. R. 6749) for the relief of 
John W. Rice—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6750) for the relief of John 
Green Haemon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6751) for the relief of W. H. C. McKinster—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 6752) for the relief of Luke Good- 
year—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of P. Gough 
Edelin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 6754) granting a pension to John 
B. Frisbee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL; A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to Mary 
Jane Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to 
Joseph D. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 6757) to refer the claim of the 
owners of the brig Tally Ho to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 


on Claims. 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6758) granting a pension to 
Ellen J. Springer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 6759) grantinga pension to Mary 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, - 

By Mr. RICE; A bill (H. R. 6760) for the relief of the estate of John 
Cook—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6761) for the relief of James H. Orr—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 6762) for the relief of Perry 
sey me oh om. Invalid saree re Si 

So, & oR. ing a pension ohn Mann—to the 

Committee on Pensions. jars 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6764) to grant a pension to Muck-a-pec-wak-keu- 


zah, or John, an Indian, who aided in saving the lives of many white 
people in the Indian outbreak in Minnesota in the year 1862—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 6765) for the relief of William 8. 
Thatcher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 6766) for the relief of Samuel ©. 
Coonsy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (EH. R. 6767) to restore J. Rock William- 
son to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIRD: A bill (H. R. 6768) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Sanileld, widow of Job A. Canfield—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. , 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 6769) for the relief of John G. 
Crawford—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 6770) granting a pension to Miss 
Carrie A. Luey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 6771) granting a pension to 
William H. Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 6772) granting a pension to Frank B. 
Coffey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T, J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6773) granting a pension 
to Caroline Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6774) granting a pension to Cath- 
arine Callaghan—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COCKRAN; A bill (H. R. 6775) granting a pension to Au- 
gust F. Bronner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Jacob 
F. Bradt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 6777) for the relief of Charles H. 
Wisner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 6778) for the relief of Caroline T. 
Koner executrix and trustee—to the Committee on the District of 

lumbia. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 6779) for the relief of H. D. Batchel- 
der—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: A bill (H. R. 6780) for the reliefof the heirs of 
J. W. Brower, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWER: A bill (H. R. 6781) for the relief of Henry Bass— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 6782) for the relief of James 
Ballard—to the Committee on Claims. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 6784) granting a pension to Rhoda 
Dowell, widow of Emerald Dowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ' 

By Mr. WILKINS: A bill (H. R. 6785) for the relief of F. W. Mc- 
Cauley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6786) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Hench—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: A bill (H. R. 6787) granting a pension to Frank 
Felder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6788) to provide for the 
payment of certain claims heretofore allowed, ete.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension to Mary 
5. Wells—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUND: A bill (H. R. 6790) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Isaac W. Rhawn—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 6791) granting a pension to Samuel 
J. Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN; A bill (H.R. 6792) forthe relief of W. L. Adams, 
of Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 6793) for the relief of Timothy A. 
Sloan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: A bill (H. R. 6794) for the relief of Howard 
Barnis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of the 
county of Davidson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6796) for the relief of the city of Nashville, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6797) for the relief of Wilbur F. Cogs- 
well—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 6798) for the relief of Ray- 
mond Somers and John P, Hurst—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6799) to reimburse the county of Essex, in Vir- 
ginia, for loss of its jail, destroyed while occupied by United States 
troops in 1865—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 6800) for the relief of John 
Powers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 6801) granting a pension to William M. 
Mayhew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 6802) for the relief of Henrietta M. 
Sands, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Benjamin F. Sands, United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6803) for the relief of Au- 
gusta Heiss and Theodore Heiss—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. y 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6804) granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 
Brockway—+to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6805) to authorize the Denver 
Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. GIF FORD: A bill (H. R. 6806) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Slaughter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 6807) granting @ pension to Nathan 
G. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6808) granting a pension to Jamies Larson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 6809) granting a pension to P, 
J. Reuss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6810) authorizing the purchase of condensed state- 
ments, with covers, of the Compendium of the Tenth Census—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 6811) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jobn F. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6812) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Thurston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6813) for the relief of John 
P. Fraley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (for Mr. CARLISLE): A bill (H. R. 
6814) for the relief of Moses Swango—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6815) for the relief of Martin Edwards—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Ransom Plunkitt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6817) for the relief of John C. Hamilton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6818) for the relief of David Story—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6819) for the relief of Robert Pain—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6820) for the relief of J. G. Robinson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6821) for the relief of A. P. Roswell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6822) for the relief of the heirs of B. J. Grubbs, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. “! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6823) for the relief of W. W. Goodwin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6824) for the relief of F. M. Glenn—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6825) for the relief of T. M. Butler—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6826) for the relief of the heirs of D. A. Butler, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6827) for the relief of James E. Kevil—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Changes in the references of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4666) for the relief of John W. Rowlitt—from the Com- 
mittee on Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H.-R. 4665) for the relief of Anthony L. Woodson—from the 
Committee on Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd—from the 
Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3202) granting a pension to Electa A. McColly—from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt—from 
ths Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4518) for the relief of William P. Madden—from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 5148) for the relief of the mail contractor on route 30100, 
New Orleans to Port Eads—from the Committee on Claims to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. > 

A bill (H. R. 2227) for the relief of Josiah Elkins—from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall—from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of Joseph D. Lane, for a father’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of 562 citizensof Davis and Riley 
Counties, Kansas, for a Government postal telegraph—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of Cyrus M. Perry and others, citizens of 
the Second district of Rhode Island, against the admission of Utah as 
a State with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN; Petition of George W. Deitrick and 190 others, 
citizens of Defiance, Ohio, thata post-office site be purchased and a post- 
office building be erected thereon in said city—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of 19 professors of 
United States colleges to place books printed in other languages than 
English on the free-list; also of 19 professors and instructors in colleges 
of the United States, and of Professor E. D. Cope, of the National 
Academy of Sciences, and 36 professors of universities of the United 
States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
ey Mr. BROWER: Petition of citizens of Ceffo, Person County, North 

rolina. . 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the Anglers’ Association of Eastern 
Pennsylvania, relative to fishing on the Atlantic coast with purse-nets— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of William H. Peters for original pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Rosina Maus, widow of Joseph 
Maus, late of Company B, Forty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the commanders of Grand Army of the Republic 
posts, representing 3,000 soldiers, praying for an appropriation to en- 
able the Secretary of War to purchase the ground of the Spring Grove 
Cemetery Association, of Cincinnati, for the burial place of their dead— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Petition of Caroline Miller, widow of 
Frederick Miller, Company A, Fifth New York Heavy Artillery, for a 
special-act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAREY: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Wyoming Territory, for the abolition of the internal-revenue 
tax on all acoholic liquors—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petitionof the Detroit (Mich.) Board of Trade. 
in favor of a postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Two petitions of citizens of the Indian Territory, 
for a court to be established in the Territory, at Muscogee—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 7 

Also, petition of John Williams and 7 others, citizens of Missouri, 
against the reduction of duty on plate-glass—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of M. F. Byrne and 16 others, and of S. W. Bowers 
and 44 others, for the retention of duty on plate-glass—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of James M. Alexander, of Macon County, 
Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Samuel W. Duncan, of Chambers County, and of 
Emeline Dexter, of Bibb County, Alabama, for reference of theirclaims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: Petition of the United American Clay Tobacco- 
Pipe Employers and Employés’ Association, for a revision of the tariff 
laws on manufactured clay pipes brought into this country from the fac- 
tories of Europe—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petition of Rhoda Dowell, widow of Emerald 
Dowell, private Company G, Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Richard Galway, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Manistee County, Mich- 
igan, for the completion of the harbor of refuge at Portage Lake, Man- 
istee County, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DARGAN: A bill for the improvement of the navigation of 
Clark’s Creek, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the navigation of Mingo Creek, 
South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Petition of the anti-Mormon central committee, 
of Bingham County, Idaho, against the dismemberment of Idaho—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the Democratic Territorial central committee, 
and protest of the county commissioners of Ada County, Idaho, against 
any division of Idaho Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, protest of the board of commissioners of Idaho County, Idaho 
Territory, against annexation—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of the National Board of Trade for an 
act authorizing the calling of an international conference, to be held in 
the United States, to consider and report rales and regulations that may 
lessen the dangers of navigation and to the safety of life and property 
on the high seas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of D. C. Ashley, administrator of William 
York, of Woodruff County; of David Alexander, heir of David Alex- 
ander, deceased, of Desha County, and of the widow of John Williams, 
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deceased, of Phillips County, Arkansas, for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petitionof citizens of Etowah and Marshall Coun- 
ties, Alabama, residing on or near the Tennessee and Coosa River Rail- 
road, praying for the non-forfeiture of the lands granted to said company 
by act of June 3, 1856—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of citizens of Macomb, Mo., for the reissue 
of fractional currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GIFFORD PetitionofF. A. Abercrombie Post, No. 79, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Lisbon, Dak., that all arrearage of pensions 
shall commence with date of disability—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Bismarck (Dak.) Gun Club, for the establish- 
ment of a reserve in the Yellowstone Park for the preservation of large 
game—to the Committee on the Public Lands. , 

Also, petition of S. A. Street and 41 others, of Rayillo, Dak., forthe 
establishment of a postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of R. H. Jackson, of Gibson County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENMAN: Petition of citizens of Fort Edward, N. Y., 
to re the provision of the pension law which limits the time for 
making applications for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Junior Order of United American Me- 
chanics, for more stringent immigration laws—to the Committee on 
Foreign 

Also, proofs in support of House bill granting a pension to Olive Wal- 
lace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, testimony in support of House bill granting a pension to Edna 
M. Hildreth, and affidavit of Dr. M. E. Smith in support of same—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of Edwin Pape and others, for an act re- 
ferring their claim to the Courtof Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Henry Schaper, of Jackson County, 
Towa, to accompany bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the Dubuque (Iowa) 
Typographical Union, in relation to the pay of employés in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Petition of the president and faculty 
of Trinity College, North Carolina, for an international copyright law— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of Charles Richter, late of Com- 
pany D, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, for re- 
moval of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Whitesides County (Illinois) Medical Asso- 
ciation, favoring the removal of import duties on all medicines, med- 
ical and surgical apparatus, ete.—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Sheffield, Bureau County, 
Illinois, for reduction of taxation on the necessaries of life and against 
reduction on spirits and tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. : Papers in the claim of Robert Smith, of Curry 
County, Oregon—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims. 


By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of David J. Haire and 147 others, citi- 
zens of Webster County, Iowa, for a pension to John Kennedy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of Catherine Sulm, widow of George 
Sulm, of Madison County, Mississippi, for reference of her claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of Rey. R. M. Davis and 106 others, 
citizens of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, against the admission of 
Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of New Mexico, for the abolition of the internal-revenue tax on 
all aleoholic liquors—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Caroline T. Bancroft, executrix and 
trustee—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of Richard Vaughan, of Christian 
County, Kentucky, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Petition for the relief of employés of the United 
States mint at New Orleans—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of E. V. Phillips and 135 others, citizens 
of Richland County, Illinois, for equalization of soldiers’ pay on gold 
basis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Robert L. Martin, of Spottsylvania County, 
Virginia, for reference of his case to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of William Barnes,. of George Lackey, 
of Eugene Sullivan, and in behalf of Rachael Robbins, for relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

* Also, petition of James Crawford, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 


By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of the Cleveland Vessel-Owners’ As- 
sociation, in relation to legislation to secure greater safety to life and 
property—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of miners and others of Caperton, of Sunnyside, 
and of Elmo, W. Va., against the removal or disturbance of the duty 
on soft coal or coke—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of citizens of Meeker County, Min- 
nesota, for the establishment of a Government system of telegraph— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, for an appro- 
riation of $10,000 for the improvement of the Minnesota River at Belle 
laine—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of the faculty of Carleton College, Northfield, Minn., 
for removal of duty on imported books, especially those printed in a 
foreign Janguage—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of J. H. Sherman and others, for in- 
crease of pension to Stephen Thurston—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of M. G. Tally and others, of Marshall 
County, Mississippi, against laws discriminating against cotton-seed 
oil—to the Committee on Agriculture. , 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of California and Iowa, for 
legislation promoting international peace arbitration—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles B. Wagner, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the case of Isaac Trenible, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Wool-Growers’ Association of California, 
against the removal or reduction of tariff on wool—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., against the 
admission of Utah as a State while the local power remains in the 
hands of the Mormons—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Grant County (Minn. ) Farmers’ 
Alliance on the subject of the tariff, and especially asking that lumber, 
coal, sugar, and binding-twine material be put upon the free-list—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill for cleaning out, removing obstructions 
from, and improvement of thenavigation of Bayou Bonne Idée, in North 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill appropriating $10,000 for the cleaning out, removing ob- 
structions from, and improving Bayous Roundeway and Vidal, in North 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Mrs. Ann Coftield, widow of Pat- 
rick Coffield, Company F, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteers, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of miners and others at Caperton 
and Stone Cliff, W. Va., protesting against removal of duties on soft 
coal, coke, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill for the improvement of the harbor at Og- 
densburgh, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the channel of the St. Lawrence 
River at Waddington, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for improving Grass River at Massena, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to provide for the improvement of the breakwater at Cape 
Vincent, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to provide for the improvement of Black River, New York, 
between Brownville and Lake Ontario—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. . 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of the Engineers’ Club, Philadelphia, 
Pa., that provision be made by Congress for automatic rain-gauges at 
all signal-service stations—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. RAYNER (by request): Petition of Virginia Taylor Lewis 
as to sword of General George Washington—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. RICE: Preamble and resolutions of the Board of Trade of 
Winona, Minn., indorsing and forwarding resolutions of Upper Missis- 
sippi River Convention for the improvement of said river—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Mrs. L. L. Gilmer, administratrix 
of Thomas M. Gilmer, of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana, for refer- 
ence of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Cornelius Cain, of Montgomery County, 
Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition for the relief of Charles H. Wisner, late 
lieutenant Company F, One hundred and thirty-sixth New York State 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Amanda G. Walter, executrix of Thomas 
U. Walter, deceased, for relief—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, petition of Luke Goodyear, for remoyal of charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. | 


1005 


Also (by request), petition of survivcrs of the Mexican war, for amend- 
ment to law granting pensions to certain survivors of that war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of the deafsoldiers, sailors, and marines, 
for increase of pension to deaf soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Petition of 26 citizens of Saltville, Va., 
in favor of House bill 4412, relating to per diem wages of Government 
employés—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of A. H. Spicer, of Pike County, 
Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Paper to accompany House bill 5211, 
for relief of Francis M. Lawrence—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition for the establishment of a United States 
land office at Boston, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, for a land office at Boston, Colo.—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of Joseph Mathews, for a special- 
act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of Joshua T. Harvey, for re- 
moval of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John M. Parker, for an original pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEST: Petition of citizens of County, New York, 
for the repeal of the law limiting the time for filing claims for arrears 
of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Louisa Ladd, of Jackson County; 
of James D. Jones, of Limestone County, and of L. C. Coulson, heir of 
Jacob Coulson, of Jackson County, Alabama, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of members of the faculty of Richmond Col- 
lege, Richmond, Va., for an international copyright law—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, petition of John A. Palmer, late index clerk of the House of 
Representatives, for reimbursement of certain moneys expended by 
peng be the prosecution of his duties as such clerk—to the Committee 
on Claims. 


The following pontons praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. FLOOD: Of D. J. Allen and others, citizens of Chemung 
County, New York. 

By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: Of C. L. Dickson and others, citizens of 
Kane County, Illinois. 


The following petitions, asking for the ets of the bill prohibiting 
the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages in the 
District of Columbia, were severally referred to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. HERMANN: Of 182 citizens of the First district of Oregon. 

By Mr. LYNCH (by request): Of citizens of the Twelfth district 
of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Of 106 citizens of the First district of New 
Hampshire. 

. By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of 115 citizens of Napoleon, Mich. 

Ri Mr. RAYNER (by request): Of the Maryland State Temperance 
iance. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Of Mrs. M. E. Goodman and 51 others, citizens 
of Kendallville, Ind. 

By Mr. SYMES (by request): Of H. S. Beavis and others, and of P. 
K. Linton and others, citizens of Colorado. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Of J. W. Leggett, of Leake County, and 
of Frank Bell and others, of Attala County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of James O. Harding and others, ot 
Rehoboth Church, Va. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Of George D. Smith and 15 others, of Live Oak, 
Ifenry County; of R. W. Kittrell and 59 others, of Sego, Perry County, 
and of W. L. Moore and 64 others, of Sardis, Henderson County, Tenn. 

By Mr. HARE: Of citizens of Lock, Clay County, Texas. 


By Mr. SENEY: Of William Price and 50 others, citizens of North 
Robinson, Crawford County, Ohio, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Of J. L. Shoemaker and 52 others, citizens of 
Kosciusko County, Indiana. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Of J. H. Grant and 50 others, of Omar, 
Montgomery County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Of J. H. McCorkle and others, of Wayne 
County, Tennessee, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 7, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of January 25, 1888, a report of Special Agents Gordon and 
Martin on the investigation of the north boundary line of the Warm 
Springs Indian reservation, in the State of Oregon; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PROPERTY STATEMENT OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the t-at-Arms of the Senate, transmitting a complete statement 
of all property belonging to the United States in his possession on the 
6th day of December, 1887; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, and ordered to be printed. z 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 145 citizens of 
the District of Columbia, and a petition of 282 citizens of the District 
of Columbia, praying for prohibition in the Districtof Columbia; which 
were referred tq the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of the United States, resi- 
dent in Connecticut, remonstrating against the admissionof Utah until 
polygamy is abolished; which was referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New York, praying for 
the appointment of a commission to examine into the charges alleged 
against the priesthood of the Roman Catholic Church on account of 
the practice of auricular confession; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Kansas, officially signed, representing 3,500 members, pray- 
ing for the abolition of the internal-revenue tax on all alcoholic liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. ° 

He also presented the petition of the First Baptist Church, of Salem, 
N. J., signed by the pastor and clerk, representing 400 members, also 
of the Memorial Baptist Church, signed by its officers, ting 250 
members, praying for the better re of young girls in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Abigail R. Paul, Henry Bassett, 
and other citizens of Salem, N. J., praying for the better protection of 
young girls in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, signed by Mrs. 8. D. La Fetra and other officers of that organ- 
ization, praying for the appointment of a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr.. FARWELL presented a petition of 199 citizens of the First, 
Eighth, Fifteenth, and Seventeenth Congressional districts of Illinoi 
praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was refe: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Illinois, officially signed, representing 12,026 members, pray- 
ing for the abolition of the internal-revenue tax on all alcoholic liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the faculty of the Northwestern 
University, and the faculty of the Garrett Biblical Institute, at Evans- 
ville, Ill., praying for the enactment of an international copyright 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of the faculty of the Northwestern 
University and the faculty of the Garrett Biblical Institute, at Evans- 
ville, Ill., praying for the removal of all duties and restrictions on the 
importation of foreign books; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the petition of N. K. Fairbank and other residents 
of the State of Illinois, praying that increased salaries be allowed to 
judges of the circuit and district courts of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Chicago, Ill., and members 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, praying for legislation for relief of 
Warren A. Alden, of Chicago, Ill.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL, I present six memorials, numerously signed by 
citizens of Mississippi, remonstrating against the proposed legislation to 
tax and make subject to inspection compounds of lard with cotton-seed. 


I move the reference of the memorials to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 111 citizens of the Third 
Congressional district of Michigan, praying for prohibition in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of 165 citizens of the District 
of Columbia, and a petition of 127 citizens of the First Congressional 
district of West Virginia, praying for the passage of the bill prohibit- 
ing the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alcoholic beverages 
in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition, numeronsly signed by citi- 
zens of Nebraska, praying for the opening of Oklahoma and of the 
Cherokee Strip of land to homestead entry and settlement, and for the 
establishment of a Territorial organization of the same. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. š 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of piece-work employés in 
the Government Printing Office, praying to be allowed increased pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

*He also presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Nebraska, officially signed, representing 2,500 merabers, pray- 
ing for the abolition of the internal-revenne taxon all alcoholic liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of 113 citizens 6f Longmont and 
Loveland, Colo., and a petition of H. S. Beavis and 44 citizens of Colo- 
rado, praying for the passage of a bill prohibiting the manufacture, sale, 
and importation of all alcoholic beverages in the District-of Columbia; 
which were referred tothe Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of 104 citizens of the Third and 
Seventh Congressional districts of Wisconsin, praying for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BECK. I presenta petition which was sent to me by an asso- 
ciation in Washington with the request that I should present it. Itis 
a petition from citizens of the First and Eighth Congressional districts 
of Kentucky, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. X i 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by Martin Baker Post, 
No. 245, Grand Army of the Republic, at Jeffersonville, IlL, remon- 
strating against the passage of the pension bill proposing to allow sol- 
diers 1 cent a day for their term of service ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a memorial signed by A. L. Blackman 
as president of the American, Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Com- 
pany, being a protest of the American, Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal 
Company against the construction of the Nicaragua canal, and as there is 
a bill now pending in the Committee on Foreign Relations to authorize 
the construction of such a canal, and as this paper contains many alle- 
gations, I think it of sufficient importance to have it printed for the 
=o Committee on Foreign Relations, to which I move that it be 
referred. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and it will be printed for the use 
of the committee, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE, I present a communication from John W. Lovell & Co., 
well-known American publishers, remonstrating against the enactment 

of House bill No. 4910, in relation to rates. I move that the 

communication be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, where other papers which have been presented of like kind have 
gone. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Oregon, praying 
that an appropriation be made for the establishment of a first-class light- 
house at the mouth of Siuslaw River, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Oregon, praying that in- 
creased compensation be allowed to fourth-class postmasters; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Tully C. Baish and other citizens 
of Oregon, praying that he be allowed a pension on account of services 
in the Seminole war; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of Edmund P. Hickey, 
attorney for the heirs, praying for the purchase by the Government of 
the copyright and stereotype plates of Hickey’s Constitution of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Board of Trade and citizens’ 

“committee of Altoona, Pa., urging the erection of a publie building at 
that place; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 

and Grounds, 4 
Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Peter L, Monroe, Rozel Jacobs, 
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A. C. Klotz, and 22 other citizens, members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Claremont, Surry County, Virginia, praying for the enact- 
ment of the service-pension bill now pending before the Senate; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PAYNE eee a petition of 138 citizens of the Second, Sixth, 
Eleventh, and Sixteenth Congressional districts of Ohio, praying for 
prohibition in the Districtof Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 115 citizens of Dakota, praying 
for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Washington Territory, representing 75 members of 
the local union, and the petition of Eliza Branstine and 99 other citi- 
zens of Magnet, Mo., praying for the adoption of a prohibitory amend- 
ment to the Constitution; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Cedarville, Greene County, 
Obin; praying for the passage of the Blair school bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made fora proe build- 
ing at that place. As a bill for the construction of a public building 
at Portland has been reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds and is on the Calendar, I move that the petition lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

- Mr. HAMPTON presented a memorial of the Columbia (S. C.) Board 
of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called lard bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the petition of A. H. Dennison and other 
citizens of Copenhagen, N. Y., praying for the passage of the bill for the 
reduction of postage on seeds, plants, bulbs, scions, ete.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the senate and assembly fo 
the State of New York in favor of the passage of laws regulating the 
immigration of foreigners; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 159 citizens of the Thirty-first Con- 
gressional district of New York, praying for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the protest of the American, Atlantic and 
Pacific Ship Canal Company against the passage of the bill proposing 
to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua; and I ask 
its reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. Copies of that memorial have been sent to every Sen- 
ator, I believe, and it has been presented in the Senate before. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then there is no necessity for presenting the copy 
which I have received. I withdraw the memorial, if a similar one has 
already gone to the proper committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be withdrawn, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present a memorial of 200 merchants and planters 
of Montgomery County, Alabama, in opposition to measures now pend- 
ing in the Senate to regulate the sale and use of cotton-seed oil, and 
setting forth their reasons why Congress should not interfere with the 
production, sale, or use of this wholesome and valuable product. I 
move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions,re re-ment wmme 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally withotohoa tw uen 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. an} granting a pens.sn to Peter Stusse; 

A bill (5. 809) granting a pension to Betsey Mannsfield; 

A bill (S. 816) granting a pension to Amastasia Walter; 

A bill (S. 803) granting a pension to Delia U. Peck; 
A bill (8. ) granting a pension to Melvina Greenwood; and 
A bill (H. R. 363) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza L. Mace. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: pf 
‘A bill (S. 860) granting a pension to Stephen Singleton; 

A bill (S. 472) granting a pension to Eliza Summers; and 
A bill (S. 842) poo a pension to Julia A. Rhoads, 

Mr. TURPIE, the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 699) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
Ba , Submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1053) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across Rock Creek, on the Woodley Lane road, in the District 
of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


| 
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referred the bill (S. 739) granting a pension to Johnanna Loewinger, The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the bill (S. 
862) granting a pension to David Peterson, and the bill (S. 1418) grant- 
ing a pension to David Peterson, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1198) for the relief of William H. Robinson and Edward 
L. Hedden, late collectors of customs for the district of the city of New 
York, reported it withoutamendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Julia Nolan, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 373) for the relief of women enrolled as army nurses, etc. ; 

A bill (S. 413) granting an increase of pension to Oscar S. Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 365) granting a pension to John Humes; 

A bill (H. R. 1317) for the relief of Frances McNeil Potter; 

A bill is 998) to restore pensions in certain cases; and 

A bill (S. 451) granting a pension to Hannah C. De Witt. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Louisa Provost, praying to be allowed a pension, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1884) granting a 

ion to Lonisa Provost; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1564) for the relief of importers of animals for breed- 
ing purposes in certain cases, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. ‘ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1236) to amend Title XXXIII, Revised Statutes (admitting ‘‘ duty 
free’’ animals for breeding purposes), reported it adversely; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 879) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate 
of George W. Lawrence, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the petition of Sarah R. Blucher, widow of John 
Van B. Blucher, late of the United States Navy, praying to be allowed 
an increase of pension, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1499) for the relief of Mary A. 
Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis, to ask to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration. The bill has been properly considered by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and a report made, and the bill reported by that 
committee is upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Publie Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1225) to abrogate the powers of the executive of- 
ficers of the United States in allowing indemnity locations or scrip for 
confirmed unsatisfied private land claims, under section 3 of the act of 
Congress approved June 2, 1858 (U. S. Statutes at Large, volume 11, 
pages 294 and 295, chapter 81), and to vest that power in the courts of 
the United States, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN, on behalf of the majority of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, submitted a report on the bill (S. 428) to authorize the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment upon the claim of 
sie Dia Settler or Western Indians, heretofore reported by that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I submit the views of the minority on 
Senate bill 428, to accompany the report just presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 
printed with the report of the majority, if there be no objection. 

UNITED STATES MAP. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 17) to print additional 
copies of the United States map of the edition of 1886, prepared by the 
Commissioner of Public Lands, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment. I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to cause to be 
printed 7,500 copies of the United States map prepared by the General 
Land Office, of the edition of 1886, at a rate not exceeding $1.35 each; 
2,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 copies for the use of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and that 1,000 copies be 


printed and mounted, to be sold under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior at $1.50 each. 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


REPORT OF ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
report a concurrent resolution to print the annual report of the Acad- 
emy of Sciences. I ask that it may be now considered. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives agate That the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences for the year 1887, with its appendices, be 
rinted in the usual octavo form, but that the accom: ying memoirs be printed 
n the usual quario form; and that 1,000 copies of the report and memoirs be 
printed for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 1,500 copies for the Academy of Sciences; and to complete the 
qoos of volumes hitherto annually assigned to the Academy, 1,500 copies of 
the memoirsof 1886. ~ ¥ 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1885) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Tonkin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1886) for the relief of 
Frederick S. Jennings; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1887) granting a pension to Frances 
A. Andrews; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1888) to amend chapter 6 of 
Title XXXII, of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral lands and 
mining resources; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1889) to authorize the Tennessee 
Midland Railway Company to construct a bridge-across the Tennessee 
River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1890) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of James Barry; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1891) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph R. Rhines; which was read twice 
by its,title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S, 1892) for the relief of sol- 
diers who have been honorably discharged or mustered out of the serv- 
ice on surgeon’s certificate; which was read twice by its title, and, 
yan the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. BECK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1893) for the relief of 
the estate of Mrs. J. M. Messick; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1894) granting bounty to cer- 
tain seamen who enlisted in the United States Navy during the war of 
the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 1895) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Caroline M. Norton; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1896) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza A. Cut- 
ler Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers and the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1897) for the relief of cap- 
tains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steam-vessels; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1898) to amend section 4463, chapter 2, 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1899) for the relief of Miss Eliza 
A. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1900) to carry into effect the inter- 
national convention of the 14th of March, 1884, for the protection of 
submarine cables; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1901) granting a pension to Levi 
B. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a_ bill (S. 1902) for the relief of David 
Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1903) granting the right of way 
through the Fort Riley military reservation, Kansas, to the Chitago, 
Kansas and Western Railway Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 49) in reference to 
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bands; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
BRIDGES OVER STREAMS WITHIN STATE LIMITS. 
Mr, FRYE. I offer a resolution and ask for its immediate consider- 


ation. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to inquire into the 


the employment of the Army and Navy 


ency of assuming control of the erection of bridges 
le waters or streams within State limits,and to report by bill or 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The resolution will be regarded as 
to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. _Is that referred to the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. FRYE. It is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Maine to ask that the resolution might be agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I asked that it might be agreed to, but it simply refers 
the subject then to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understood. The reso- 
lution will be considered as agreed to, if there be no objection. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 120. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, under the rule, until 1 o’clock, the resolutions on 
the Calendar coming over from a former day must be considered, un- 
Jess by unanimous consent the Senate should otherwise order. 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw my motion if there are resolutions to 
come up. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senate now to consider the 
resolution to refer the President’s message to the Committee on Finance, 
that.I may conclude the remarks which were interrupted yesterday by 
a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution to refer the annual message of the President of the United 
States to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like simply to state that, inasmuch as I had 
given notice that I should call up a bill to-day for the purpose of sub- 
mitting some remarks, at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from Connecticut I should like to detain the Senate a few minutes while 
I present the matter referred to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request made by the Senator from Connecticut. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by Mr. SHERMAN, December 19, 1887, to refer the annual message of 
the President of the United States to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, when I gave way yesterday to a mo- 
tion to to the consideration of executive business, I was speak- 
ing to the following proposition, namely, that the method of reducing 
the income of the Government proposed by the President of the United 
States means the absolute and final destruction of the protective sys- 
tem; that it means practical and absolute free trade. I had shown 
that all free-traders claim the President as one of them; I had shown, 
as I think, that the tone, and spirit, and argument of the message were 
for free trade; and I wish to supplement those proofs of his opinion by 
showing that his recommendations for the reduction of income can re- 
sult in nothing else but the entire downfall of the protective system of 
the country. 

I can not but assume, Mr. President, that the Democratic party in- 
tends to follow the recommendations of its commander-in-chief. There 
have been, indeed, some straws which look as if there might be some 
question about it, as if there ee be an attempt at some compromise, 
as if there might be a studied effort on the part of the Democratic party 
to do nothing in the line which the President has recommended at this 
session, and then go once more to the country upon this free-trade 
message as its platform; but I can not assume that the Democratic 
pariy and the Democratic leaders in Congress really intend that course 
of action. 

I admit the necessity of some reduction in the income of the Govern- 
ment, but I am not to be frightened into an abandonment of the pro- 
tective system in this country by the President’s “ rawhead and 
bloody-bones”’ figures. I deny the necessity for this accumulation in 
the Treasury. 

Right here I wish to correct, if possible, what I believe to be a mis- 
understanding in the country with regard to thissurplus. The country 
does not distinguish between accumulations in the Treasury and the 
surplus income—the money which the Government annually collects by 
law more than it can pay out by law; and the President in his message 
does not help us very much to make this distinction. If the free-trader 
juggles with words, the President, unintentionally of course, juggles 
with figures, ; 


right and ex 
over navi 
erwise, 


There has been some accumulation in the Treasury. There is now 

an accumulation of money in the Treasury. It is not the result of sur- 
plus taxation for the current year. It is an accumulation which has 
been growing for years. When the Republicans were in power they 
did not allow it to assume the proportions which it has been allowed to 
assume under Democratic administration. Iwillnotrefer to thechanged 
system of book-keeping, which makes the surplus, according to Demo- 
cratic calculations, about $30,000,000 less than the Republicans under 
their system of book-keeping were wont to acknowledgeit. But when 
there was, under Republican administration, an accumulation of money 
in the Treasury, the Republicans always found some way to pay it out 
for the benefit of the people. 
_ On the other hand, this Administration seems to insist in keeping it 
in the Treasury, and not paying it out for the benefit of the people; and 
no reduction in taxation, as the President and Secretary of the Treasury 
are pleased to call it, no reduction of the amount of our annual income 
will relieve the Treasury from this accumulation. You may reduce 
taxes, as the Secretary of the Treasury proposes, below the current needs 
of Government, so that our annual income will not be by some millions 
of dollars as much as we must annually pay out, and yet it will takea 
long time to empty the Treasury of itsaccumulation. So the question 
of reduction of taxation has very little to do with relieving the Treasury 
of what the President tells us is a ‘‘congested’’ condition. Some other 
means must be devised for that. 

So the question of reducing income, whether it be by repeal of in- 
ternal-revenue taxation or by the destruction of the protective system, 
so far as that is concerned it has nothing whatever to do with dispos- 
ing of the money now in the Treasury. 

We had in the Treasury, the President tells us, on the 1st day of De- 
cember, $55,258,701.19. I will read what he says about it, because 
upon this single sentence of the message a false impression gone 
forth to the country, and business men and statesmen alike sup; 
that the President recommends an annual reduction in income of $113,- 
000,000, or at least of $100,000,000. The impression may well have 
gone forth from the President’s language. It is this: 

While th 
iale in the EOSO Y, PETOLO brent PSAI fanaen ome ETA TO 
have continued to accumulate, the excess for the present year amounting on 
the Ist day of December to $55,258,701. 19, and estimated to reach the sum of . 


$113,000,000 on the 30th of June next, at which date it is expected that this sum, 
saana to prior accumulations, will swell the surplus in the Treasury to $140,- 


I defy any member of the Finance Committee on either side of the 
Chamber to tell us what the President means by that passage in his 
message. He seems to mean that there was an accumulation in the 
Treasury over and above the $55,258,701.19 of about $27,000,000 of 
prior accumulations, when in fact the $55,258,701.19 was the entire 
accumulation in the Treasury. 

There was in the on the Ist day of December, as I have 
stated and the President says, $55,258,701.19. On the 1st day of Jan- 
uary it was $69,842,879.11. On the Ist day of February it was $85,- 
230,746.09—a pretty rapid accumulation. 

But, Mr. President, even that is misleading. That money is not all 
of it inthe Treasury. Thatactual accumulation of money in the Treas- 
ury might afford some reason to suppose that the dangerous condition 
of things which the President says exists does indeed exist; but some- 
thing over $50,000,000 is in the National Banks of the country, and not 
actually in the Treasury, only constructively in the Treasury, and it is 
being loaned out by the banks to the people. I think the amount is 
about $55,000,000, but I will call it $50,000,000—I had the figures—so 
that the actual accumulation of money in the Treasury on the Ist day 
of February was only $35,000,000, or thereabouts. 

The President did not tell us in the message how much of this money 
had been deposited in National Banks. He told us how much was de- 
posited in National Banks at one time, I think; I do not fird it, how- 
ever; but this is what he says about it: 
alausdiag Howden wrleteeauean of Gas GOVEDI went wire ene Saree 
pated, and banks selected as depositories of public money were permitted to 
somewhat increase their deposits. 

Ishouldthinkso. When this new policy of making unusual deposits 
in the banks was first adopted by this Administration the deposits 
amounted to between $17,000,000 and $18,000,000, speaking from rec- 
ollection—I am not far from right—and when they have run up to 
$50,000,000 or $55,000,000 I should think they had been ‘‘somewhat’? 
increased, as the President says. I allude to this fact because I pro- 
pose to maintain pretty soon that this great talk about the surplus, it 
seems to me, could haye been for no other purpose than as holding out 
an inducement by way of fear to the country and to Congress to break 
down the protective system of the country. ; 

Why has this accumulation been permitted? Why has taxation not 
been reduced—the taxation which created’ from year to year this ac- 
cumulation? Why has the Democratic party in power in that section 
of Congress which originates measures of this character not sent to this 
body some bill looking to the reduction of taxation? It stood pledged 
by its platform, by the professions of its leaderson every stump andat 
every hustings in the United States, immediately upon its accession to 


